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We, Warren T. Burns, Paul J. Geller, Rex A. Sharp, Lynn Lincoln Sarko, and Elizabeth C.
Pritzker, hereby declare under penalty of perjury as follows:

1. Warren T. Burns is a partner at the law firm Burns Charest LLP and one of the
attorneys serving as Co-Lead Counsel for Class Plaintiffs in this litigation. Mr. Burns submits this
declaration in support of Class Plaintiffs’ motion for (i) final approval of the settlement with the
Pfizer Defendants' (the “Settlement™), and (ii) an award of attorneys’ fees, litigation expenses and
charges (“expenses”), and service awards. Mr. Burns makes this declaration based on his personal
knowledge, and if called to do so, could testify to the matters contained herein. He has over 15 years
of experience in complex litigation.

2. Paul J. Geller is a partner at the law firm Robbins Geller Rudman & Dowd LLP and
one of the attorneys serving as Co-Lead Counsel for Class Plaintiffs in this litigation. Mr. Geller
submits this declaration in support of Class Plaintiffs’ motion for (i) final approval of the Settlement
with the Pfizer Defendants and (ii) an award of attorneys’ fees, litigation expenses, and service
awards. Mr. Geller makes this declaration based on his personal knowledge, and if called to do so,
could testify to the matters contained herein. He has nearly 30 years of experience in complex
litigation.

3. Rex A. Sharp is a partner at the law firm Sharp Law LLP and one of the attorneys
serving as Co-Lead Counsel for Class Plaintiffs in this litigation. Mr. Sharp submits this declaration
in support of Class Plaintiffs’ motion for (i) final approval of the Settlement with the Pfizer

Defendants and (ii) an award of attorneys’ fees, litigation expenses, and service awards. Mr. Sharp

' The Pfizer Defendants are Pfizer, Inc., Meridian Medical Technologies, Inc., and King

Pharmaceuticals, Inc. n/k/a King Pharmaceuticals LLC.
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makes this declaration based on his personal knowledge, and if called to do so, could testify to the
matters contained herein. He has over 35 years of experience in complex litigation.

4. Lynn Lincoln Sarko is a partner at the law firm Keller Rohrback L.L.P. and one of
the attorneys serving as Co-Lead Counsel for Class Plaintiffs in this litigation. Mr. Sarko submits
this declaration in support of Class Plaintiffs’ motion for (i) final approval of the Settlement with
the Pfizer Defendants and (ii) an award of attorneys’ fees, litigation expenses, and service awards.
Mr. Sarko makes this declaration based on his personal knowledge, and if called to do so, could
testify to the matters contained herein. He has over 35 years of experience in complex litigation.

5. Elizabeth C. Pritzker is a partner at the law firm Pritzker Levine LLP and one of the
attorneys serving as Co-Lead Counsel for Class Plaintiffs in this litigation. Ms. Pritzker submits
this declaration in support of Class Plaintiffs’ motion for (i) final approval of the Settlement with
the Pfizer Defendants and (ii) an award of attorneys’ fees, litigation expenses, and service awards.
Ms. Pritzker makes this declaration based on her personal knowledge, and if called to do so, could
testify to the matters contained herein. She has over 30 years of experience in complex litigation.

I. THE EPIPEN LITIGATION

A. Procedural Background

6. In 2016, numerous putative class action lawsuits were filed against both the Mylan
Defendants? and the Pfizer Defendants “involv[ing] allegations of anticompetitive conduct or unfair
methods of competition” with respect to the EpiPen, an epinephrine auto-injector used in the
emergency treatment of anaphylaxis. ECF No. 1 at 1. These cases were transferred and/or

centralized by the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation into MDL No. 2785, In re EpiPen

2 The Mylan Defendants are Mylan N.V., Mylan Specialty L.P., Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc., and

Heather Bresch.
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(Epinephrine Injection, USP) Marketing, Sales Practices and Antitrust Litigation, No. 17-md-2785,
and transferred to the United States District Court in the District of Kansas before the Honorable
Daniel D. Crabtree (referred to herein as the “Litigation””) on August 4, 2017. ECF No. 1.

7. On September 12, 2017, the Court appointed Co-Lead Counsel and approved
Plaintiffs’ proposed organizational structure, including Liaison Counsel and a Steering Committee.
ECF No. 40. The Court has since substituted a member of the Steering Committee (ECF No. 2111)
and added an additional Co-Lead Counsel (ECF No. 2018).

8. On October 17, 2017, Plaintiffs filed a 400-page Consolidated Class Action
Complaint (“Complaint”) alleging claims for violations of the federal Racketeer Influenced and
Corrupt Organizations (“RICO”) Act, certain state antitrust laws, and other causes of action. ECF
No. 60.

9. On December 15, 2017, all Defendants filed motions to dismiss the Complaint
contending none of Plaintiffs’ claims had merit. ECF Nos. 93, 95. Following extensive briefing, the
Court granted in part and denied in part the motions to dismiss on August 20, 2018. ECF No. 896.

10. On December 7, 2018, Plaintiffs moved for class certification under Rule 23(b)(3)
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. ECF No. 1353. The motion was supported by extensive
evidence obtained through depositions and discovery, as well as reports from multiple experts.
Defendants opposed class certification, submitted multiple expert reports in support of their
oppositions, and moved to strike Plaintiffs’ expert reports. Following extensive briefing on the
class certification motion and the motions to strike each sides’ experts, the Court conducted a two-
day class certification hearing on June 11-12, 2019. On February 27, 2020, the Court granted in
part and denied in part Plaintiffs’ motion for class certification and the parties’ respective motions

to strike certain expert reports filed in connection with class certification. ECF Nos. 2017-18. The
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Court certified a nationwide RICO Class and a State Antitrust Class under Rule 23(b)(3)
(collectively, the “Class”). ECF No. 2018. The Court also appointed Warren T. Burns, Paul J.
Geller, Elizabeth Pritzker, Lynn Lincoln Sarko, and Rex A. Sharp as Co-Lead Counsel for the
certified Class. Id.

11. On March 12, 2020, Defendants filed a Rule 23(f) petition for review of that decision
with the Tenth Circuit. ECF No. 2035. The Tenth Circuit denied Rule 23(f) review on May 26,
2020. ECF No. 2071.

B. The Parties Engaged in Extensive Discovery

12.  During the pendency of the Litigation, Plaintiffs left no stone unturned to marshal
evidence supporting their claims against Defendants, engaging in substantial fact discovery that
involved the Defendants, Plaintiffs, and countless third parties. This discovery ultimately resulted
in the production of over 1.75 million documents (totaling over 11 million pages) from Defendants
and third parties, all of which Plaintiffs carefully reviewed, analyzed, and organized according to
their theories of the case. In connection with this document discovery, there was extensive motion
practice, particularly with respect to some of the subpoenaed third parties. Many of the third parties
objected to producing documents in response to the subpoenas served by Plaintiffs and only
complied with those subpoenas after Plaintiffs filed motions to compel and prevailed on those
motions. See, e.g., ECF Nos. 248-252, 645, 647, 687, 693, 695, 980, 1281, 1438-1440, and 1444.

13.  Plaintiffs also prepared for and defended or took 158 depositions, including those of
Defendants’ executives and employees, all the named Plaintiffs (many of whom traveled from their
homes to Kansas for their depositions), a large number of third parties that conducted business with

Defendants related to the sale and marketing of the EpiPen, and experts for all parties.
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14.  Plaintiffs engaged in additional substantial expert discovery work as well, including
consulting with and preparing eight expert witnesses,’ preparing expert reports for class
certification and summary judgment, and vigorously defending many Daubert motions against their
experts. From October 2019 to February 2020, the parties served over a dozen expert reports on
the merits of their respective claims and defenses in the Litigation.

C. Class Notice and Related Discovery

15. In addition to fact and expert discovery, Plaintiffs also separately conducted
discovery needed to provide notice of the Litigation to members of the certified Class. On April
21, 2020, Plaintiffs moved for the appointment of A.B. Data to act as the notice administrator and
for Court approval of stage one of Plaintiffs’ notice plan, which would authorize Plaintiffs to issue
subpoenas to the largest pharmacy benefit managers and pharmacy chains in the United States to
obtain Class member contact information. ECF No. 2058. Over Defendants’ opposition, on June
1, 2020, the Court granted Plaintiffs’ motion, appointed A.B. Data and authorized the issuance of
the subpoenas. ECF No. 2074.

16.  Having issued the class notice subpoenas and obtained Class member contact

information in response, on August 31, 2020, Plaintiffs moved for Court approval of stage two of

3 These experts included, among others: Professor Meredith Rosenthal of Harvard, who provided

several expert opinions on classwide damages; Professor Einer Elhague of Harvard, who also
opined on classwide damages and defendants’ antitrust liability; Dr. Jay Portnoy, a Professor of
Pediatrics at the University of Missouri School of Medicine and a Physician in the Division of
Allergy, Asthma & Immunology at Children’s Mercy Hospital in Kansas City, Missouri, who
provided medical opinions on anaphylaxis and its treatment; James Bruno, who provided expert
opinions on Teva’s development of a generic EpiPen; Dr. Andrew W. Torrance, who provided
expert opinions relating to Plaintiffs’ pay-for-delay claims; Dr. Carl Peck, who provided expert
opinions regarding Plaintiffs’ pay-for-delay claims and the FDA approval process; and Shawn Fox,
a certified public accountant who provided expert opinions relating to Plaintiffs’ unjust enrichment
claims. Each of these experts was central to securing class certification, proving the merits of
Plaintiffs’ claims, or both.
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Plaintiffs’ notice plan, which sought approval of both the form and manner of providing notice to
the certified Class. ECF No. 2209. Defendants again opposed the motion. On October 13, 2020, the
Court granted Plaintiffs’ motion and approved the form and manner of class notice (ECF No. 2240),
which commenced on November 1, 2020, and ended on January 15, 2021. ECF No. 2245-1.

D. Dispositive Motions and Trial Preparation

17. While class notice was being litigated, on July 15, 2020, Defendants moved for
summary judgment and filed Daubert motions to strike Plaintiffs’ experts in whole or in part. ECF
Nos. 2133, 2134, 2135, 2136, 2141, 2148, 2151, 2156. The parties extensively briefed summary
judgment and Daubert motions (Plaintiffs filed one Daubert motion directed to Defendants’ experts
and defended many more directed to their own experts), and the motions were taken under
submission by the Court in September 2020.

18. Once briefing on the summary judgment and Daubert motions concluded in
September 2020, Plaintiffs began extensive work preparing for the jury trial, which the Court had
set to commence on September 7, 2021 and last for approximately seven weeks. ECF No. 2169.
This work involved meeting and conferring on preparation of a detailed proposed pretrial order,
which served as the foundation for the Court’s Pretrial Order entered July 17,2020 (ECF No. 2169),
drafting jury instructions, preparing a proposed jury questionnaire, putting together witness lists,
preparing witness deposition testimony excerpts, and completing other work tasks necessary to
ready the litigation for trial. These tasks included, among other things, retaining and working with
several jury consultants and preparing for mock jury presentations in Kansas.

II. SETTLEMENT NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE PFIZER DEFENDANTS

19.  Beginning in February 2021, as the trial date approached and with the summary
judgment and Daubert motions under submission, Plaintiffs and the Pfizer Defendants engaged an

experienced and neutral third-party mediator, the Honorable Layn R. Phillips (Ret.), and held

-6-
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numerous pre-mediation and direct settlement discussions under Judge Phillips’ auspices. Plaintiffs
and the Pfizer Defendants each made several presentations to the mediator between February 2021
and June 3, 2021. The parties also continuously negotiated and discussed with the mediator the
terms of a settlement memorandum of understanding to serve as a starting point of a settlement
agreement, if settlement could be agreed upon. As of late May 2021, the parties had not reached a
resolution.

20. On June 10, 2021, the Plaintiffs and the Pfizer Defendants (with the assistance of
Judge Phillips) agreed to settle the claims against the Pfizer Defendants in return for a non-
reversionary cash payment of $345 million inclusive of all fees and costs, for the benefit of the
certified Class. On June 14, 2021, the Settling Parties informed the Court that, with the assistance
of Judge Phillips, they had agreed to settle all claims asserted in the Litigation.*

21.  Between June 10 and July 14, 2021, Plaintiffs and the Pfizer Defendants drafted and
extensively negotiated the Settlement Agreement and its related documents, which include the form
of judgment, the proposed preliminary approval order, the claim form, the plan of allocation, and
the forms of notice to the Class of the Settlement.

22.  Plaintiffs and the Pfizer Defendants completed their negotiations over the Settlement
Agreement and its related documents on July 14, 2021 and executed the Settlement Agreement that
day. ECF No. 2393-2. All the Class representatives approved and support the Settlement. See

Declarations of Class Representatives, attached as Exhibits A-2 thru A-36.

4 On June 23, 2021, the Court issued its rulings on the pending motions for summary judgment

and Daubert motions as to the Mylan Defendants. The Court denied the Mylan Defendants’ motion
for summary judgment as to Plaintiffs’ generic delay claim but granted the Mylan Defendants’
motion for summary judgment as to Plaintiffs’ branded exclusion and RICO claims. The Court also
granted in part and denied in part Plaintiffs and the Mylan Defendants’ respective Daubert motions.
ECF Nos. 2380, 2381.
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III. THE PFIZER SETTLEMENT

23. The Settlement Agreement provides that Plaintiffs and the certified Class will settle
and release their claims against the Pfizer Defendants in exchange for a non-reversionary $345
million cash payment (the “Settlement Amount”) from the Pfizer Defendants, $5 million of which
was deposited into an escrow account within five days of the Court’s July 23, 2021 order granting
preliminary approval of the Settlement (ECF No. 2401) and the remaining $340 million of which
will be deposited into the escrow account no later than thirty days before the October 27, 2021 Final
Fairness Hearing. ECF No. 2393-2 at 9§ 2.1.

24, The Settlement Fund, which consists of the Settlement Amount and all interest and
accretions thereto, will be used to pay the costs of settlement administration (including the costs of
notice to the Class, taxes, and tax expenses), Plaintiffs’ attorneys’ fees and litigation expenses, and
service awards to the class representatives, as allowed by the Court. /d., 9 1.35, 2.7, 2.8. The
balance of the Settlement Fund (the “Net Settlement Fund”) will be distributed pursuant to the Plan
of Allocation to Class members who submit timely and valid claim forms to the Settlement
Administrator.

25. The Plan of Allocation (ECF No. 2393-9) will create two pools of funds from the
Net Settlement Fund, one for individual consumers and one for third-party payors. The allocation
of funds between the two pools will be based on the work done by Plaintiffs’ experts and tracks, as
a percentage, the relative damages suffered by individual consumers and third-party payors, as
calculated in the Merits Expert Report of Professor Meredith Rosenthal. Within each pool, funds
will be distributed on a pro rata basis to all eligible Class members. Any funds remaining in one
pool will spill-over to the other pool in certain circumstances. Plaintiffs anticipate that all funds will

be distributed to Class members pursuant to the Plan of Allocation. No reversion of funds to the
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Pfizer Defendants is permitted under the Settlement, and under no circumstances will any portion
of the Settlement Amount be returned to the Pfizer Defendants, once the Settlement becomes final.

IV.  PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF THE SETTLEMENT

26. On July 14, 2021, Plaintiffs filed their motion for preliminary approval of the
Settlement. ECF No. 2393. The Court granted preliminary approval of the Settlement on July 23,
2021. ECF No. 2401.

217. In the order granting preliminary approval of the Settlement, the Court also (i)
appointed A.B. Data as the Settlement Administrator, (ii) approved the form and manner of notice
to class members, and (iii) stayed the litigation as to the Pfizer Defendants pending a final
determination about the approval of the Settlement.

V. CLASS NOTICE AND SETTLEMENT ADMINISTRATION

28. The notice program proposed by Plaintiffs in their motion for preliminary approval
of the Settlement (ECF No. 2393), and approved by the Court in the preliminary approval order
(ECF No. 2401) has been implemented by A.B. Data, the Settlement Administrator.

29.  As set forth in the accompanying Declaration of Eric Schachter of A.B. Data,’ since
the entry of the preliminary approval order, A.B. Data has (i) mailed 5,542,835 copies of the
summary notice to Class members, (ii) emailed 2,157,305 copies (of which 1,854,210 were
successfully delivered) of the summary notice to Class members, (iii) implemented the media plan
to publish notice of the Settlement on certain websites, social media platforms, and in People

magazine, (iv) disseminated the summary notice as a news release via PR Newswire to

5> Declaration of Eric Schachter of A.B. Data, Ltd. In Support of Class Plaintiffs’ Motion for Final
Approval of Settlement and Plan of Allocation (“Schachter Decl.”), attached as Exhibit A-1.

-9.
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approximately 10,000 newsrooms, and (v) updated and managed the settlement website,

EpipenClassAction.com. See Schachter Decl. at 9 4-12.

30.  The settlement website provides information to Class members about the litigation
and the Settlement, contains links to important case and settlement documents, and allows Class
members to file a claim electronically. To date, there have been over 454,000 users visit the
settlement website. See Schachter Decl. atq 12. A.B. Data has also maintained a toll-free telephone
number, with an automated interactive voice response system and live operators, that appeared on
the Short-Form Notice and Long-Form Notice. To date, a total of 11,918 phone calls have been
received, of which 4,465 of the callers opted to speak with a live operator. Id. atq 11.

VI. RESPONSE OF THE CLASS TO DATE

31.  The deadline for Class members to object to the Settlement is September 24, 2021
and the deadline for Class members to file a claim is November 12, 2021. As of September 10,
2021, 154,204 consumer claims and 154 TPP claims have been filed. See Schachter Decl. at § 13.
As more claims typically are filed closer to the claims filing deadline, A.B. Data (and Co-Lead
Counsel) expects the claims rate will increase significantly by the November 12, 2021 deadline. /d.

32. Co-Lead Counsel will provide the Court with a final update on the response of the
Class in their October 15, 2021 filing, which is after the September 24, 2021 objection deadline and
before the October 27, 2021 final approval hearing.

VII. THE SETTLEMENT IS FAIR, REASONABLE, AND ADEQUATE

(133

33. In analyzing the fairness of a class settlement, it is proper to consider “‘the judgment
of the parties that the settlement is fair and reasonable.”” Chavez Rodriguez v. Hermes Landscaping,
Inc., No. 17-2142-JWB-KGG, 2020 WL 3288059, at *2 (D. Kan. June 18, 2020).

34.  The undersigned Co-Lead Counsel are all senior attorneys at law firms with

considerable experience in complex antitrust and civil RICO class actions, and they only agreed to

-10 -
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settle with the Pfizer Defendants after extensive investigation, written discovery, voluminous
document production, motion practice, extensive deposition testimony by fact and expert witnesses,
expert reports, data analyses, and rigorous arm’s-length negotiations.

35. Co-Lead Counsel have compared the substantial recovery the certified Class will
receive from the Settlement against the risks, delays, and uncertainties of continued litigation and
appeals.

36. Co-Lead Counsel sincerely and firmly believe the Settlement is fair, adequate, and
reasonable, meets all of the standards for approval under Rule 23(e) and Tenth Circuit law, and
should be granted final approval for the reasons discussed below.

A. Standards for Approval of a Proposed Settlement

37.  Rule 23(e)(2) provides that a class action settlement may be approved by the court
“only after a hearing and only on finding that it is fair, reasonable, and adequate.” Fed. R. Civ. P.
23(e)(2). In deciding whether to approve a class action settlement, courts should consider whether:

(A) the class representatives and class counsel have adequately represented the
class;

(B)  the proposal was negotiated at arm’s length;
(C)  the relief provided for the class is adequate, taking into account:
(1) the costs, risks, and delay of trial and appeal;

(i1))  the effectiveness of any proposed method of distributing relief to the
class, including the method of processing class-member claims;

(ii1))  the terms of any proposed award of attorney’s fees, including timing
of payment; and

(iv)  any agreement required to be identified under Rule 23(e)(3); and
(D)  the proposal treats class members equitably relative to each other.

Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(e)(2).

-11 -
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38. Additionally, in deciding whether a settlement is “fair, reasonable, and adequate,”
courts in the Tenth Circuit consider whether:

(1) the settlement was fairly and honestly negotiated, (2) serious legal and factual

questions placed the litigation’s outcome in doubt, (3) the immediate recovery was

more valuable than the mere possibility of a more favorable outcome after further
litigation, and (4) the parties believed the settlement was fair and reasonable.

In re Syngenta AG. MIR 162 Corn Litig., No. 14-MD-2591-JWL, 2018 WL 1726345, at *2 (D.
Kan. Apr. 10, 2018).
The Settlement satisfies all these factors.

1. Plaintiffs and Their Counsel Have Adequately Represented the
Class

39. Class Plaintiffs share the same interests and types of alleged injuries as the absent
Class Members. They have been subjected to extensive discovery and kept informed of the
developments of the case. And Class Plaintiffs have selected well-qualified counsel who are highly
experienced and capable in handling class action and antitrust litigation. Co-Lead Counsel have
litigated scores of such cases to resolution. As described above, prior to reaching the Settlement,
Co-Lead Counsel conducted extensive investigation and research into the claims asserted, reviewed
extensive data and information, and consulted with numerous experts. Co-Lead Counsel vigorously
prosecuted the Litigation by, among other activities: (i) investigating the relevant factual events;
(i1) drafting the detailed, 400-page Complaint; (iii) successfully opposing Defendants’ motions to
dismiss; (iv) engaging in extensive document and written discovery, through both coordinated and
non-coordinated phases, including reviewing, analyzing, and organizing over 11 million pages of
documents produced by Defendants and third parties; (v) taking or defending 158 depositions; (vi)
successfully moving for class certification supported by four expert reports; (vii) successfully
opposing Defendants’ petition to appeal the same to the Tenth Circuit pursuant to Rule 23(f); (viii)

vigorously opposing summary judgment; (ix) spending months preparing for a seven-week trial;

S12-
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and (x) at the same time, preparing for and engaging in a lengthy mediation session with Judge
Phillips, preceded by detailed mediation submissions. As a result of these extensive efforts,
spanning tens of thousands of hours of work and several years, Co-Lead Counsel have achieved a
significant all-cash Settlement of $345 million with the Pfizer Defendants, which will provide
immediate relief to the certified Class.

2. The Proposed Settlement Was Negotiated at Arm’s Length

40. Settlements are fairly and honestly negotiated when “[t]he completeness and
intensity of the mediation process, coupled with the quality and reputations of the Mediators,
demonstrate a commitment by the Parties to a reasoned process for conflict resolution that took into
account the strengths and weaknesses of their respective cases and the inherent vagaries of
litigation.” Wilkerson v. Martin Marietta Corp., 171 F.R.D. 273, 285 (D. Colo. 1997).

41. The use of an experienced mediator “in the settlement negotiations strongly supports
a finding that they were conducted at arm’s-length and without collusion.” In re Telik, Inc. Sec.
Litig., 576 F. Supp. 2d 570, 576 (S.D.N.Y. 2008); In re Molycorp, Inc. Sec. Litig., No. 12-cv-00292-
RM-KMT, 2017 WL 4333997, at *4 (D. Colo. Feb. 15,2017), report and recommendation adopted,
No. 12-cv-00292-RM-KMT, 2017 WL 4333998 (D. Colo. Mar. 6, 2017).

42. The Settlement is the product of arm’s-length negotiations between Plaintiffs and
the Pfizer Defendants, advised by their sophisticated counsel, who possessed more than sufficient
evidence and knowledge to allow them to make informed decisions about the strengths and
weaknesses of their respective cases. During mediation, the relevant legal issues were fully
presented, not only for the benefit of the mediator, but also for the parties to effectively evaluate
liability and damages. As a result, Plaintiffs and the Pfizer Defendants were well prepared for the
serious negotiations that led to the Settlement and were well-informed of the respective parties’

arguments.

-13 -
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43. The settlement negotiations were conducted under the direct supervision of retired
U.S. District Court Judge Phillips, one of the most experienced and well-respected mediators in the
country. In the mediation process with Judge Phillips, Plaintiffs and the Pfizer Defendants delivered
numerous detailed presentations over Zoom video and telephone conference. Throughout, the
Pfizer Defendants maintained that Plaintiffs’ claims were without merit and denied all allegations
of wrongdoing whatsoever with respect to the subject matter of the Litigation. The Settlement
reached resulted from mediations supervised by Judge Phillips, whose involvement, skill, and
experience ensured the parties engaged in fair, arm’s-length negotiations.

3. The Proposed Settlement Is Adequate in Light of the Costs,
Risks, and Delay of Trial and Appeal

44, In assessing the Settlement, the Court should balance the benefits afforded to the
certified Class, including the immediacy and certainty of a recovery, against the significant costs,
risks, and delay of proceeding with the Litigation. This factor is based on the premise that the Class
“is better off receiving compensation now as opposed to being compensated, if at all, several years
down the line, after the matter is certified, tried, and all appeals are exhausted.” See McNeely v.
Nat’l Mobile Health Care, LLC, No. CIV-07-933-M, 2008 WL 4816510, at *13 (W.D. Okla. Oct.
27, 2008).

45. The presence of serious legal and factual questions concerning the outcome of the
Litigation weighs heavily in favor of settlement, “because settlement creates a certainty of some
recovery, and eliminates doubt, meaning the possibility of no recovery after long and expensive
litigation.” In re Qwest Commc’ns Int’l, Inc. Sec. Litig., 625 F. Supp. 2d 1133, 1138 (D. Colo.
2009). The current proposed Settlement notwithstanding, there remain numerous factual and legal

issues on which Plaintiffs and the Pfizer Defendants still intensely disagree.
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46. The Pfizer Defendants deny that they have engaged in any wrongdoing as alleged
by Plaintiffs, deny any liability whatsoever for any of the claims alleged by Plaintiffs, and deny that
Plaintiffs have suffered any injuries or damages. Conversely, Plaintiffs have advanced numerous
complex legal and factual issues under federal and state antitrust and federal RICO statutes. The
issues on which the parties disagree are many, but include: (1) whether any of the Pfizer Defendants
engaged in conduct that would give rise to any liability to Plaintiffs under the RICO statute or
certain state antitrust laws; (2) whether the Pfizer Defendants have valid defenses to any such claims
of liability; (3) the amount of damages Plaintiffs suffered by reason of the Pfizer Defendants’
alleged wrongdoing, as well as the methodology for estimating any such damages; (4) whether the
Court properly certified the Class; and (5) whether the Pfizer Defendants had other meritorious
defenses to the alleged claims. Had the parties not settled this Litigation, the Court or a jury would
ultimately be required to decide these issues, placing the ultimate outcome in doubt. While Plaintiffs
believe their claims would be borne out by the evidence presented at trial, they recognize that there
are significant hurdles to proving liability or even proceeding to trial.®

47. Considering the risks associated with continued litigation, the immediate, substantial
relief offered by the Settlement outweighs the “mere possibility of a more favorable outcome after
protracted and expensive litigation over many years in the future.” Syngenta, 2018 WL 1726345,
at *2. This Litigation has already been pending for over four years, and the parties and the Court
would expend significant additional time, resources, costs to proceed to trial, and the inevitable

appeals likely extending years into the future. Considering the complex legal and factual issues

6 Indeed, following the parties’ agreement to the terms of the Settlement, the Court granted

summary judgment to the Mylan Defendants on Plaintiffs’ RICO and branded-competition antitrust
claims. Notwithstanding Plaintiffs’ view on whether these rulings will be reversed on either
reconsideration or appeal, these rulings demonstrate the significant hurdles—and likely protracted
nature of the litigation—if a settlement had not been reached.
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associated with continued litigation, there is an undeniable and substantial risk that, after years of
continued litigation, Plaintiffs could receive an amount significantly less than the Settlement
Amount, or nothing at all for their claims against the Pfizer Defendants.

48. Thus, the $345 million immediate recovery, particularly when viewed in the context
of the risks, costs, delay, and the uncertainties of further proceedings, weighs in favor of approval
of the Settlement.

4. The Proposed Method for Distributing Relief Is Effective

49. The settlement notice plan approved by the Court includes individual notice by email
or First-Class Mail to all Class members who can be identified with reasonable effort, supplemented
by various forms of internet and publication notice, targeted to reach likely EpiPen purchasers. In
addition, a case-designated website has been created where settlement-related and other key
documents have been posted, including the Settlement Agreement, Notices, Plan of Allocation,
Proofs of Claim (Claim Forms), and Preliminary Approval Order. The Settlement website also
allows for claims to be filed electronically. ECF No. 2401.

50.  Plaintiffs have proposed a fair and orderly claims administration process in which
Class members who wish to participate in the Settlement will complete and submit claims in
accordance with the instructions contained therein. ECF No. 2401. The Settlement Administrator
will distribute the Net Settlement Fund to Eligible Claimants on a pro rata basis under a Court-
approved Plan of Allocation. ECF No. 2393-9. The Plan of Allocation proposed here was prepared
with information provided by Plaintiffs’ experts and in consultation with A.B. Data.

5. Attorneys’ Fees and Expenses

51.  Rule 23(e)(2)(C)(iii) addresses “the terms of any proposed award of attorney’s fees,
including timing of payment.” Plaintiffs’ counsel seek an award of attorneys’ fees of one-third of

the Settlement Amount, plus payment of Plaintiffs’ counsel’s expenses incurred in connection with
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this Litigation, plus interest earned on these amounts at the same rate as earned by the Settlement
Fund.

52. Class Counsel’s fee request is well within the range that other courts in this District
and the Tenth Circuit have approved in class actions. See, e.g., Nakamura v. Wells Fargo Bank,
N.A., No. 17-4029-DDC-GEB, 2019 WL 2185081, at *1 (D. Kan. May 21, 2019) (awarding
attorneys’ fees of 33% of the gross settlement fund); In re Universal Serv. Fund Tel. Billing Pracs.
Litig., No. 02-MD-1468-JWL, 2011 WL 1808038, at *2 (D. Kan. May 12, 2011) (finding a fee of
one-third of the total amount of the settlement fund to be “a reasonable and appropriate fee™); In re
Hill’s Pet Nutrition, Inc. Dog Food Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 19-MD-2887-JAR-TJJ (D. Kan. July
30, 2021) (Dkt. No. 132) (“In this Circuit and District, courts typically award one-third of the fund
as payment for attorneys’ fees in complex class action cases like this MDL.”) (citations omitted).

53.  With respect to the timing of payment, the Settlement Agreement provides that any
Plaintiffs’ attorneys’ fees and expenses, as awarded by the Court, shall be paid to Plaintiffs’ counsel
within ten (10) days of the Court executing the Judgment and an order awarding such fees and
expenses, subject to Plaintiffs’ counsel’s several obligation to make appropriate refunds or
repayments to the Settlement Fund plus interest thereon if, and when, as a result of any appeal
and/or further proceedings on remand, or successful collateral attack, the fee or expense award is
lowered or the Settlement is disapproved by a final order not subject to final review. ECF No.
2393-2 at §6.2; see Syngenta, 2021 WL 102819, at *4 (D. Kan. Jan. 12, 2021) (approving
immediate payment of plaintiff counsel’s attorneys’ fees and costs).

6. The Settling Parties Have No Additional or Side Agreements

54.  Plaintiffs and the Pfizer Defendants have no additional or side agreements.
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7. Class Members Are Treated Equitably

55. Class members are treated equitably here. The Net Settlement Fund will be allocated
based on estimated damages as calculated in the Merits Expert Report of Professor Meredith
Rosenthal and then distributed on a pro rata basis to Class members based on total amounts paid
for EpiPens during the Class Period. Two separate pools are established for TPPs and individual
consumers because of their differing claim rates. The Plan of Allocation provides for a spill-over
from one pool to the other if one pool exhausts but the other does not. Therefore, all Class Members,
including the appointed class representatives, are treated alike and equitably in receiving their pro
rata share of the Settlement.

VIII. ATTORNEYS’ FEES, LITIGATION EXPENSES AND SERVICE AWARDS

56.  As noted in paragraph 50 above, Plaintiffs seeck an award of one-third of the $345
million Settlement Amount, or $115 million, in attorneys’ fees, $9,661,379.25 in litigation
expenses, $3,232,990.56 to be paid from the Settlement Fund to A.B. Data for costs incurred to
implement the Class notice plan, and service awards in the amount of $5,000 to each of the 35 Class
representatives (the “Fee Motion”).

57. The amount of attorneys’ fees requested by Plaintiffs in the Fee Motion is consistent
with the information disclosed in Plaintiffs’ motion for preliminary approval of the Settlement. See
ECF No. 2393-1 at 18. In the preliminary approval motion, Plaintiffs also disclosed that they would
be seeking an award of litigation expenses and service awards for the Class representatives. Id.

58. The amount of attorneys’ fees requested in the Fee Motion also was disclosed to
Class members in the settlement notice, which states that counsel will seek attorneys’ fees not to
exceed one-third of the Settlement Fund, as well as reimbursement of litigation expenses and

service awards for the class representatives. See ECF No. 2393-4 at 11.
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A. Attorneys’ Fees Incurred by Plaintiffs’ Counsel

59.  As described above and as is reflected in the Court docket, for the past four years,
Plaintiffs’ counsel have taken the lead in prosecuting this litigation on a completely contingent basis
to a successful partial resolution with the Pfizer Defendants on behalf of Plaintiffs and the Class.
We have always believed in the importance and merit of the antitrust and RICO claims asserted in
this litigation, and knew the claims asserted would be time-consuming and resource-intensive to
develop and prove. We further knew the case would require years of discovery, extensive motion
practice, a contentious class certification process, a substantial dispositive motion challenge, and a
difficult and lengthy trial on the merits. We fully anticipated, moreover, that the claims would have
to survive difficult challenges at several different stages of the case—on a motion to dismiss, at the
class certification phase, on a motion for summary judgment, at trial, or on appeal—and appreciated
that there was “a substantial risk of no recovery.” In re Syngenta, 357 F. Supp. 3d. at 1114. And
finally, we pursued this antitrust and RICO case even though there was no assistance from a
government prosecution.

60.  Plaintiffs’ counsel performed substantial work at the outset of the litigation,
including researching and drafting original complaints, informally organizing counsel to work
together in a unified manner, drafting and filing motions with the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict
Litigation to have the various cases against Defendants consolidated and sent to this Court, and
arguing before the JPML. These efforts were successful and resulted in the cases being consolidated
and sent to this Court.

61.  Once the litigation was before this Court, Plaintiffs’ counsel researched and drafted
a consolidated amended complaint, successfully defended motions to dismiss, prevailed on their

motion for certification of a nationwide class, oversaw and conducted extensive discovery
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throughout the United States (including written discovery, document review, data review,
depositions, interviews, and non-party subpoenas), and retained and worked with multiple experts
in connection with class certification and the merits. Plaintiffs’ counsel also fully briefed summary
judgment and Daubert motions and had completed a substantial portion of the pre-trial and trial
preparation work against all Defendants at the time the Settlement was reached.

62.  With respect to the Settlement, Plaintiffs’ counsel prepared for and attended (by
Zoom) multiple mediation sessions with the mediator, successfully negotiated the Settlement,
drafted the Settlement Agreement with Pfizer’s counsel, sought and obtained preliminary approval
of the Settlement, retained and oversaw the Settlement Administrator and notice program, and
prepared the pending motion for final approval of the Settlement. Plaintiffs’ counsel have also been
communicating with Class members about the Settlement since the notice was distributed. And
Plaintiffs’ counsel will continue to ensure proper distribution of the settlement proceeds and address
any issues that arise after final approval of the Settlement.

63. Plaintiffs’ counsel’s collective lodestar through June 30, 2021, based on the current
usual and customary hourly billing rates of each firm, is more than $90,000,000 based on more than
146,200 hours billed. These attorney hours were reported to Court-appointed Liaison Counsel in
detailed monthly time and expense reports throughout the litigation under a strict time and expense
protocol that was prepared for and required for all participating Plaintiffs’ counsel.

64. Plaintiffs’ counsel are seeking an award of $115 million in attorneys’ fees, which, if
awarded, represents 127% of their collective lodestar, in other words, a 1.27 multiplier on their
lodestar.

65. In addition to the work done by Co-Lead Counsel, the collective lodestar set forth

in paragraph 63 above includes time for nine other law firms representing certain Plaintiffs that did
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work at various points in the litigation at the request and under the supervision of Co-Lead Counsel
following the appointment of Co-Lead Counsel in September 2017. All firms that did work on the
litigation under the supervision and at the request of Co-Lead Counsel agreed in advance to adhere
to a time and expense reporting protocol that required detailed monthly time and expense reporting
throughout the Litigation.

66.  An award of attorneys’ fees of one-third of the $345 million Settlement Fund,
amounting to $115 million, is consistent with this District’s law and the Tenth Circuit’s requirement
that the fee be reasonable under review of the 12 “Johnson” factors set forth in Johnson v. Georgia
Highway Express, Inc., 488 F.2d 714 (5th Cir. 1974). Judge Phillips, who mediated this case, has
previously opined that a fee award in the range of 33.33% and 40% is in line with amounts approved
by courts in the Tenth Circuit as fair and reasonable in contingent class action litigation such as
this.” See Exhibit A-37, Declaration of Layn R. Phillips, Hitch Enterprises, Inc. v. Cimarex Energy
Co., No. CIV-11-13-W, at § 19 (W.D. Okla. Dec. 17, 2012).

67.  Johnson Factors: The 12 Johnson factors must be considered differently depending

on whether the case is a common fund contingent fee case, or a fee shifting, lodestar/multiplier
case. In a lodestar/multiplier case—unlike this case, the important factors are in the order below
because the starting base is time and rates. Factor 1 sets the time, and Factors 2-7 and 9-11 set the
rate:

(1)  the time and labor involved

(2)  the novelty and difficulty of the questions;

(3)  the skill requisite to perform the legal services properly;

4) the preclusion of other employment by the attorney due to acceptance of the case;
5) the customary fee;

(6) any prearranged fee

(7) time limitations imposed by the client or other circumstances;

(8) the amount involved and results obtained;

9) the experience, reputation, and ability of the attorneys;

(10)  the undesirability of the case;
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(11)  the nature and length of professional relationship with the client; and
(12) awards in similar case.

But in a contingent fee, common fund case, the standard 33 1/3% fee is applied by looking

primarily at Factors 8 and 12, and the other factors that are not as important can be looked at to

enhance or detract from that standard fee. With this understanding, we address the Johnson Factors

in numerical order, not by importance in this common fund case.

(1)

2

3)

4)

)

Time and labor required. In a common fund, contingent fee case where
everyone knows at the outset of the case that Plaintiff’s counsel will only get
paid for results, and not how much time or labor it takes to get those results,
this factor is important to show the case was not a lay-down winner involving
little effort or risk. Here, given the battle reflected on the Docket and the over
146,200 hours invested by Co-Lead Class Counsel, this factor warrants an
enhancement above the standard one-third fee.

The novelty and difficulty of the question. Class actions are always difficult,
and when coupled with RICO and antitrust, often present novel questions as
they did in this case. Again, this factor supports an enhancement above the
standard one-third fee.

The skill requisite to perform the legal services properly. The complex nature
of this case—procedurally, factually, and substantively, required highly
skilled counsel to represent the Class. To prosecute these claims against large
corporate defendants, represented by highly capable defense counsel with
extensive resources, necessitated assembling a team of Class Counsel skilled
in RICO and antitrust indirect purchaser class action litigation. The
qualifications, skills, and experience of the attorneys in this case are well
known throughout the legal community; we are highly skilled and capable
counsel who worked very hard to obtain an excellent result for the Class.
Again, this factor supports an enhancement above the standard one-third fee.

The preclusion of other employment. Co-Lead Counsel are engaged in the
on-going practice of law. Committing to take one major case necessarily
precludes taking on other cases. With the commitment of time and resources
to this case, Co-Lead Counsel could not accept many other matters. The
prosecution of this case has substantially reduced the Co-Lead Counsel’s
opportunity for employment in other matters. Again, this factor supports an
enhancement above the standard one-third fee.

The customary fee. These types of class action cases are always handled on
a contingent fee basis. The fee percentage in these types of cases is typically
and customarily 40% of the gross fund. Less difficult, less risky, and less
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(6)

(7

®)

)

(10)

expensive class actions can be handled for one third, but not RICO or indirect
purchaser class actions. Again, this factor supports an enhancement above
the standard one-third fee.

Any prearranged fee. All class representatives engaged counsel in this case
on contingency fee basis. Class Counsel agreed to advance litigation costs to
pursue the claims on behalf of Plaintiffs and the Class and to recover
litigation expenses only if Class Counsel was successful in recovering
money. Class Counsel bore the risk of no recovery of expenses or time
invested if they were unsuccessful. Again, this factor supports an
enhancement above the standard one-third fee.

Time limitations imposed by client or circumstances. Although Plaintiffs nor
the Class imposed time limitations on Class Counsel, the Court’s orders, its
local rules, the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and circumstances imposed
many. Class Counsel had to meet rigorous deadlines to move the case toward
settlement or trial. Again, this factor supports an enhancement above the
standard one-third fee.

The amount involved and the results obtained. The Class and Co-Lead Class
Counsel had no assurance of any recovery, much less a substantial recovery
as in this case. Defendants raised many defenses to the Class’s claims. But
for the efforts of Co-Lead Counsel, no Settlement Fund would exist. The
$345 million settlement in this case, valued at more than $2 Billion by Class
Counsel in actual damages, and considerably less, if anything, by the Pfizer
Defendants, represents approximately a 20% recovery. Importantly, the case
continues against the Mylan Defendants, who are jointly and severally liable
for whatever damages Co-Lead Counsel can prove. The results obtained for
the Class are excellent. Again, this factor supports an enhancement above
the standard one-third fee.

Experience, reputation, and ability of counsel. As previously stated, this case
required highly skilled counsel to represent the Class. To prosecute class
claims against a large corporate defendant like Pfizer, with substantial
resources and represented by the very best defense counsel, necessitated
assembling a team of Class Counsel qualified, skilled, and experienced in
RICO, indirect purchaser, and class action litigation. This factor supports an
enhancement above the standard one-third fee.

The undesirability of the case. Compared to most civil litigation that attracts
counsel to represent plaintiffs on a contingent basis, this litigation with
complex procedural and legal issues against a large, well-funded, and
zealously-represented defendant fits the initially “undesirable” test. Few law
firms are willing to risk the investment of the time and expenses necessary
to prosecute litigation of this sort to completion. The issues of class
certification, liability, and damages were all hotly contested. Certainly, the
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B.

68.

(I

(12)

possibility of no recovery was a significant risk and made the case
undesirable to all but a few firms. Again, this factor supports an enhancement
above the standard one-third fee.

Nature and length of the professional relationship with the client. This factor
has little to do with contingent fee litigation or this case. This factor is
inapplicable or neutral on enhancement of the standard one-third fee.

Awards in similar cases. The awards in similar cases were discussed in detail
in Co-Lead Counsel’s motion and exhibits, which are incorporated herein by
reference. A one-third fee award of the common fund for attorney’s fees is
consistent with fees awarded by this Court, in the Tenth Circuit, and other
courts across the country. However, the fee is often higher in complex cases
such as this one. Again, this factor supports an enhancement above the
standard one-third fee, but only the one-third standard fee is being sought in
this settlement.

Unreimbursed Costs and Litigation Expenses

Not surprisingly, Plaintiffs’ counsel have expended millions of dollars in costs,

expenses, and charges in order to effectively prosecute this Litigation against two large and well-

funded Defendants. Specifically, Plaintiffs’ counsel have incurred $9,661,379.25 in costs,

expenses, and charges in connection with the prosecution of this Litigation. These costs and

expenses are broken down in the declarations of Plaintiffs’ counsel attached hereto as Exhibits A-

38 thru A-49, and are summarized in the following chart:

Firm Expenses Reported
Robbins Geller $2,033,310.24
Keller Rohrback $1,592,366.97
Pritzker Levine $447,029.31
Burns Charest $1,396,935.45
Sharp Law $1,605,676.61
Boies Schiller $945,290.80
Lanier Law Firm $887,889.86
Miller Law Firm $391,199.17
Goldman Scarlato $84,728.79
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Beasley Allen $4,300.40
Squitieri & Fearon $1,682.60
Levi & Korsinsky $111,614.29
Saveri Law $159,354.76
Total $9,661,379.25
69. These expenses include items typically borne by clients in non-contingent fee

litigation, such as filing fees, expert costs, court reporting services and transcripts, document
management, travel, electronic research, photocopying, overnight delivery, phone charges, and
mediation fees, among others, and are directly related and necessary to Plaintiffs’ counsel’s
prosecution of this litigation and are typical of large, complex class actions such as this.

70. The costs, expenses, and charges summarized in paragraph 68 above and itemized
in Exhibits A-38 thru A-49 were incurred on behalf of Plaintiffs and the Class by Plaintiffs’ counsel
on a contingent basis, and have not been repaid. All of these costs and expenses are reflected in the
books and records of each respective firm, which are prepared from expense vouchers, check
records, invoices and other source materials, and represent an accurate recordation of the costs and
expenses incurred in connection with this action. Copies of all such records are available at the
Court’s request.

71. In addition to the costs and expenses of counsel identified in paragraph 68 above,
Co-Lead Counsel also seek approval of payment from the Settlement Fund of $3,232,990.56 to
A.B. Data, the Notice and Settlement Administrator, for costs incurred to implement the Class
notice plan described in the Declaration of Eric Schachter of A.B. Data, Ltd. on Status of

Implementing Stage Two of Class Notice Plan (ECF No. 2245-1), which commenced on November
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1, 2020 pursuant to the Court’s October 13, 2020 Order. ECF No. 2240. A copy of A.B. Data’s
invoice, including copies of third-party expense backup, is attached here to as Exhibit A-50.”

C. Service Awards to the Class Representatives

72. The 34 individual and one third-party payor class representatives are named
plaintiffs in the Complaint, have served as Plaintiffs throughout the Litigation, and have made
significant contributions that inured to the benefit of the Class.

73. In response to Defendants’ discovery requests, all of the Class representatives
gathered and produced responsive documents and worked with counsel to provide written responses
to Defendants’ interrogatories. All of the Class representatives also expended significant time and
effort in preparing for and attending their respective depositions, which included reviewing their
documents and written discovery responses and meeting with counsel in advance of the deposition
and, in many instances, travelling to Kansas City for the deposition. Each Class representative
describes and attests to the specific work they performed to advance the case for the benefit of the
Class in the declarations attached hereto as Exhibits A-2 thru A-36.

74. The Class representatives all performed their class representative duties willingly
and ably for the benefit of Class members, and they did so without any guarantee of reimbursement
or compensation for the work they performed on behalf of the Class. In the opinion of the
undersigned counsel, the Class representatives are each deserving of a modest service award of
$5,000 in recognition of the important contribution they made to the Litigation and the benefits

ultimately obtained for the Class.

7 Pursuant to § 2.7 of the Settlement Agreement, A.B. Data’s additional costs associated with

providing notice of the Settlement to the Class and administering the Settlement on behalf of the
Class (up to a cap of $5 million) are to be paid directly from the Settlement Fund without the need
for a Court order. ECF Nos. 2393-2 at § 2.7 (Settlement Agreement), 2401 at § 23 (Preliminary
Approval Order).
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75. The approximate Net Settlement Fund to be distributed to the Class amounts to
$216,930,630 after the $115 million attorneys’ fees award, the $9,661,379.25 in Plaintiffs’
counsel’s expenses, the $3,232,990.56 payment to A.B. Data for class notice, and the $175,000 in
services awards to Class representatives are subtracted from the $345 million Settlement Fund.

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

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 10th day of September 2021 at the following locations:

/s/ Rex A. Sharp
Rex A. Sharp,
Prairie Village, Kansas

/s/ Warren T. Burns
Warren T. Burns,
Dallas, Texas

/s/ Paul J. Geller
Paul J. Geller,
Boca Raton, Florida

/s/ Elizabeth C. Pritzker
Elizabeth C. Pritzker,
Emeryville, California

/s/ Lynn Lincoln Sarko
Lynn Lincoln Sarko,
Seattle, Washington
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION,
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
(MDL No. 2785)

)

)

) DECLARATION OF ERIC SCHACHTER OF
) A.B.DATA, LTD. IN SUPPORT OF CLASS
)

)

)

)

PLAINTIFFS” MOTION FOR FINAL
APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT AND PLAN
OF ALLOCATION

This Document Relates To:

CONSUMER CLASS CASES

I, Eric Schachter, declare as follows:

I. I am a Vice President with A.B. Data, Ltd. (“A.B. Data”). I am fully familiar with
the facts contained herein based upon my personal knowledge, and if called as a witness, could
and would testify competently thereto. I submit this declaration at the request of Class Plaintiffs
in connection with the above-captioned action (the “Action”).

2. As detailed in my previous Declaration of Eric Schachter of A.B. Data, Ltd. in
Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Approval of Settlement with Pfizer, dated July 14,
2021 (ECF No. 2393-8) (the “Preliminary Approval Declaration”) and pursuant to the Court’s
Order (I) Preliminarily Approving Settlement Under Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(e)(1), (II) Appointing the
Settlement Administrator, (III) Approving Form and Manner of Notice to Class Members, (IV)
Scheduling a Final Fairness Hearing to Consider Final Approval of the Settlement, and (V)
Granting Related Relief entered on July 23, 2021 (the “Preliminary Approval Order”), A.B. Data
was responsible for implementing the Court-approved Notice Plan. The Notice Plan was designed
to provide notice to potential Class Members generally defined as follows:

All persons and entities in the United States who paid or provided

reimbursement for some or all of the purchase price of Branded or
authorized generic EpiPens for the purpose of consumption, and not
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resale, by themselves, their family member(s), insureds, plan participants,
employees, or beneficiaries, at any time since August 24, 2011.

3. As detailed in the Preliminary Approval Declaration, the Notice Plan featured: i)
direct notice by a combination of email and mail to potential consumer Class Members; ii) direct
notice to potential third-party payor (“TPP”) Class Members using A.B. Data’s proprietary
database (the “TPP Database™); iii) a digital advertising campaign on numerous digital and social
media platforms; iv) a print advertisement in People magazine; v) a news release disseminated
over PR Newswire; and vi) a toll-free telephone number and case-specific website to address
potential Class Member inquiries.

DIRECT NOTICE

4. As detailed in the Preliminary Approval Declaration, A.B. Data has been
maintaining contact information for over 7.8 million potential consumer Class Members. This
contact information was used to provide direct notice by a combination of email and mail.

5. On August 4, 2021, A.B. Data began to send the Short-Form Notice by email to
potential consumer Class Members with a known email address. To maximize deliverability, A.B.
Data implemented several best practices such as sending the emails in tranches over a period of
weeks and not using email attachments and certain trigger words to avoid SPAM and junk filters.
In total, A.B. Data sent the Short-Form Notice to 2,157,305 unique email addresses, of which
1,854,210 were successfully delivered. A true and correct copy of the emailed Short-Form Notice
is attached as Exhibit A.

6. Beginning on August 4, 2021 and continuing on a rolling basis for approximately
30 days, A.B. Data sent the Short-Form Notice formatted as a sealed double-postcard (‘“Postcard
Notice”) by First-Class Mail to potential consumer Class Members with a known mailing address

and either an unknown or invalid email address. Prior to mailing the Postcard Notices, in order to
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standardize and update the mailing addresses where applicable to maximize postage discounts,
A.B. Data processed all mailing addresses through the United States Postal Service’s (“USPS”)
National Change of Address database (“NCOA”). In sum, A.B. Data caused 5,501,442 Postcard
Notices to be mailed to potential consumer Class Members. A true and correct copy of the Postcard
Notice is attached as Exhibit B.

7. On August 4, 2021, A.B. Data mailed the Postcard Notice to the 41,393 entities in
A.B. Data’s TPP Database. These entities include insurance companies, health maintenance
organizations, self-insured entities, pharmacy benefit managers (“PBMs”), third-party
administrators (“TPAs”), and other entities that represent TPP Class Members.

DIGITAL MEDIA

8. To supplement direct notice efforts, beginning on August 4, 2021, A.B. Data caused
internet banner ads and social media newsfeed ads to appear on various websites and social media
platforms. Over 283 million impressions have been delivered resulting in over 221,000
engagements and/or conversions across Twitter, Facebook, Instagram, Healthline.com,
WebMD.com and other health-related websites. The banner ads will continue to run through
September 22, 2021. To provide additional reach to TPP Class Members, A.B. Data also caused

digital banner ads to appear on ThinkAdvisor.com/life-health, which is affiliated with the former

publication National Underwriter Life & Health to provide notice to insurance agents and brokers

and related TPP professionals, and BenefitNews.com, which targets HR personnel that specialize

in employee benefits including health insurance. A sampling of the consumer and TPP digital

banner and newsfeed ads are attached as Exhibit C.
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PRINT MEDIA

0. The Short-Form Notice was published in People magazine that hit newsstands on
August 27, 2021. Proof of the publication is attached as Exhibit D.

EARNED MEDIA

10. On August 4, 2021, A.B. Data caused the Short-Form Notice formatted as a news
release be disseminated via PR Newswire’s US1 and Multi-cultural Newsline distribution lists.
This news release was distributed via PR Newswire to the news desks of approximately 10,000
newsrooms across the United States and was translated and published in multiple languages. A
true and correct copy of the press release is attached as Exhibit E.

TELEPHONE AND WEBSITE

11. A.B. Data continues to maintain a toll-free telephone number (1-877-221-7632)
with an automated interactive voice response system and live operators. The toll-free telephone
number appeared on the Short-Form Notice and Long-Form Notice. On August 4, 2021, the
automated interactive voice response system, which presents callers with a series of choices to
hear prerecorded information, was updated with Settlement-specific information. Callers also had
the option to speak with a live operator during business hours. Since August 4, 2021, a total of
11,918 phone calls have been received, of which 4,465 of the callers opted to and spoke with a
live operator.

12. A.B. Data continues to maintain the case website, EpiPenClassAction.com.

Beginning on August 4, 2021, the website was updated to include Settlement-specific information,
including relevant deadlines, a downloadable version of the Settlement Agreement, Preliminary

Approval Order, the Long-Form Notice, Consumer and TPP Claim Forms, and other relevant

Page 4 of 5
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documents regarding the Action. The website also includes functionality for Class Members to
submit their claims online. Since August 4, 2021, over 454,000 users have visited the website.

REPORT ON CLAIMS

13. Pursuant to the Preliminary Order, Claim Forms are to be postmarked or submitted
online on or before November 12, 2021. As of the date of this Declaration, A.B. Data has received
154,204 consumer Claim Forms and 154 TPP Claim Forms. A.B. Data continues to receive and
process Claim Forms and anticipates that a large percentage of the TPPs will file claims closer to
the filing deadline.

CONCLUSION

14. It is my opinion, based on my experience and expertise, and that of my A.B. Data
colleagues, that the Notice Plan described herein effectively reached potential Class Members,
delivered plain language notices designed to provided them with the information in an informative
and easy to understand manner that is necessary to effectively understand their rights and options.
For these reasons, in my opinion, this notice plan satisfied the requirements of Rule 23 and Due

Process.

Executed this 10th day of September 2021.

/}%

Eric Schachter
Vice President, A.B. Data, Ltd.
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From: EpiPen Class Action <noreply@EpiPenClassAction.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 03, 2021 4:39 PM

To:

Subject: Notice of Class Action Settlement - In re EpiPen Antitrust Litigation

$345 MILLION DOLLAR EPINEPHRINE AUTO-INJECTOR
("EPIPEN®”) CLASS ACTION SETTLEMENT WITH PFIZER

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES AND
ANTITRUST LITIGATION
Case No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ, MDL 2785 (District of Kansas)

To register to receive compensation, visit
www.EpiPenClassAction.com/fileclaim

Who Is Eligible?

People or entities that paid for some or all of the purchase price of a branded or
authorized generic EpiPen® or EpiPen Jr® for the purpose of consumption, and not
resale. This includes:

« Yourself
« Family members
« Plan participants or employees

This lawsuit asserts that Defendants violated certain state antitrust and federal
racketeering laws, harming competition and causing class members to overpay for
EpiPen products. Defendants deny these allegations.

PLEASE NOTE: This is NOT a recall, safety, or other similar notice. No one is
claiming that EpiPen products are unsafe or ineffective.
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If you purchased or paid for an EpiPen® or EpiPen Jr® at any time between August
24, 2011 and November 1, 2020, your rights will be affected by this class action
settlement with the Pfizer Defendants (Pfizer Inc., King Pharmaceuticals LLC and
Meridian Medical Technologies, Inc.). Plaintiffs are still litigating against other
Defendants with a trial scheduled for January 24, 2022.

If you fall into one of these categories you are a Class Member (unless you are
excluded by the class definition, see the Settlement Agreement available for
download on the settlement website) and you may:

1. Share in the distribution of settlement funds OR

2. Object. Any objection to the Settlement, the Plan of Allocation, or the fee and
expense application must be filed with the Court and sent to and received by
counsel for the parties no later than September 24, 2021:

Clerk of the Court
United States District Court
District of Kansas
500 State Avenue
Kansas City, KS 66101

Rex A. Sharp
SHARP LAW, LLP
4820 West 75th Street
Prairie Village, KS 66208

Raj S. Gandesha
WHITE & CASE LLP

1221 Avenue of the Americas
New York, NY 10020

If you are a Class Member and did not timely request exclusion prior to January 15,
2020, you will be bound by any judgment in the Action. You may appear in court
through an attorney at your expense. The Court will hold a hearing on October 27,
2021, at 9:00 a.m. Central Time to consider whether to approve the Settlement,
attorneys’ fees, expenses and service awards.

2
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To share in the distribution of the Net Settlement Fund, Class members must submit
a Proof of Claim through the settlement website or by mail. If submitted through the
settlement website, the Proof of Claim must be received no later than November 12,
2021. If submitted by mail, the Proof of Claim must be postmarked no later than
November 12, 2021. Unless the deadline is extended, failure to submit your timely
Proof of Claim will preclude you from receiving any payment from the Settlement.

For more information about how to participate in this proposed class action
settlement with the Pfizer Inc. defendants only, please visit
www.EpiPenClassAction.com, call 1-877-221-7632, or write to:

EpiPen Settlement
c/o A.B. Data, Ltd.
P.0.Box 173113
Milwaukee, WI 53217

To file a claim, visit www.EpiPenClassAction.com/fileclaim.

Unsubscribe
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-

Notice Administrator
¢/o A.B. Data, Lid. FIR;";B-ESLQARSEEI\I: AIL
P.O. Box 173113

U.S. POSTAGE PAID
MILWAUKEE, W1
PERMIT NO. 3780

Milwaukee, WI 53217

Important and Time Sensitive Class Action Settlement Notice _Open Immediately




Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 42 of 250

&

$345 MILLION DOLLAR EPINEPHRINE AUTO-INJECTOR (“EPIPEN®™)
CLASS ACTION SETTLEMENT WITH PFIZER
Inre EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION
Case No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TH, MDL 2785 (District of Kansas)
To register to receive compensation, visit

www.EpiPenClassAction.com/fileclaim
e T e T e e e S
Who Is Eligible?
People or entities that paid for some or sl} of the purchase price of a branded or authorized generic Epifen® or Epifen Jrd for
the purpose of consumption, and not resale. This includes:

® Yourself
. Family members
- Plan participants or employees

This lawsuit asserts that Delendants violated certain state antitrust and fedemt racketeering laws, harming competition and
causing class members to overpay for EpiPen products. Defendants deny these allegations.

PLEASE NOTE: This is NOT a recall, safety, or other similar notice. No ane is claiming that EpiPen products are
unsafe or ineffective,

If you purchased or paid for an EpiPen® or EpiPen Jr® at any time between August 24, 2011 and November 1, 2020, your
rights will be affected by this class action seulement with Plizer. Plaintiffs are s6ll ltigating against other Defendants with a
triaf scheduled for January 24, 2022,

If you fall into one of these categories you are a Cluss Member {unless you are excluded by the class definition, see the
Settlement Agreement available for download on the settfement website) and you nay

!. Share in the distibution of settlement funds OR

2. Object. Any objection to the Settlement, the Plan of Allocation, or the fee and expense application must be filed with the
Court and sent to and received by counsel for the panties no later than September 24, 2021:
Clerk of the Court

. st Rex A, Shamp Raj 8. Gandesha
U""‘[‘;i‘r‘;“f{)‘f) ;z;']‘;flf"’“" SHARP LAW, LLP WHITE & CASE LLP
5 ()() S‘{a © Av *nL; N 4820 West 75th Strect 1221 Avenue of the Americas
Snue Prairic Village, KS 66208 New York, NY 10020

Kansas City, KS 66101
1f you are a Class Member and did not timely request exclusion prior to January 15, 2020, you will be bound by any judgment
in the Action. You may appear in court through an aitorney at your expense. The Court will hold a hearing on October 27, 2021,
at 9:00 a.m. Central Time to consider whether to approve the Setdement, stto meys’ fees, expenses and service awards,

To share in the distribution of the Net Settlement Fund, Class members must submit a Proof of Claim through the settlement website
or by muil. If submitied through the setdement website, the Proof of Claim must be received no later than November 12, 202111
submitted by mail, the Proof of Claim must be postmarked no later than November 12, 2621, Unless the deadline is extended,
failure to submit your timely Proof of Claim will prectude you from receiving any payment from the Settlement.
For more information about how to panticipate in this proposed class action settlement with the Plizer Inc. defendants only,
please visit www.EpiPenClassAction.com, call 1-877-221-7632, or write 10
EpiPen Settlement
/o ALB. Data, Lid,
P.O. Box 173113
Milwaukee, W1353217

i
To file a claim, visit www.EpiPenClassAction.com/filechim or sean this QR code: (O
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CONSUMER SAMPLE BANNER ADS
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| NYC Epicenters
9/11-20217%
Director Spike Lee
interviewed more than 200
people for this eight-hour
documentary about New York
City over the past two decades,

from the destruction of the
Twin Towers up through
Black Lives Matter and the
pandemic. It’s a massive,
vital slab of social history—
vivid, densely textured and
tumultuous. (Sundays, 8 p.m.)

MOVIE | Candyman

A scary tale with no sugar-coating

People] 11418

HORROR This unsettling, coolly skillful reboot of the 1992 film
makes the original’s racial themes—about prejudice, injustice,
gentrification—much more explicit and much more powerful.

Anthony McCoy (Watchmen’s Yahya Abdul-Mateen I1), an

up-and-coming Black artist looking for his next big theme,
thinks he’s found it: Candyman, a mythical hook-handed ghost

whose hauntings—and killings—began at a Chicago housing
project long ago. He also brings bees with him. Anthony learns
that this is not someone you want for a muse. Get Out director

Jordan Peele is one of the producers. (In theaters Aug. 27, R)

Yahya
Abdul-
Mateen Il

$345 Million Dollar

Epinephrine Auto-Injector

(“EpiPen®”)
Class Action Settlement with Pfizer

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, usp)
MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES AND
ANTITRUST LITIGATION
Case No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ,
MDL 2785 (District of Kansas)

To register to receive compensation, visit
www.EpiPenClassAction.com/fileclaim

Who Is Eligible?

People or entities that paid for some or all of
the purchase price of a branded or authorized
generic EpiPen® or EpiPen Jr® for the purpose
of consumption, and not resale. This includes:

e Yourself

* Family members

e Plan participants or employees
This lawsuit asserts that Defendants violated
certain state antitrust and federal racketeering
laws, harming competition and causing class
members to overpay for EpiPen products.
Defendants deny these allegations. PLEASE
NOTE: This is NOT a recall, safety, or other
similar notice. No one is claiming that EpiPen
products are unsafe or ineffective.

If you purchased or paid for an EpiPen® or
EpiPen Jr® at any time between
August 24, 2011 and November 1, 2020,
your rights will be affected by this class action
settlement with the Pfizer Defendants
(Pfizer Inc., King Pharmaceuticals LLC and
Meridian Medical Technologies, Inc.).
Plaintiffs are still litigating against other
Defendants with a trial scheduled for
January 24, 2022.

If you fall into one of these categories you are a
Class Member (unless you are excluded by the
class definition, available on the settlement
website) and you may:

1. Share in the distribution of settlement funds OR
2. Object. Any objection to the Settlement, the
Plan of Allocation, or the fee and expense
application must be filed with the Court and
sent to and received by counsel for the parties
no later than September 24, 2021:

Clerk of the Court
United States District Court, District of Kansas
500 State Avenue
Kansas City, KS 66101

Rex A. Sharp, SHARP LAW, LLP
4820 West 75th Street
Prairie Village, KS 66208

Raj S. Gandesha, WHITE & CASE LLP
1221 Avenue of the Americas
New York, NY 10020

If you are a Class Member and did not timely
request exclusion prior to January 15, 2020,
you will be bound by any judgment in the
Action. You may appear in court through an
attorney at your expense. The Court will hold a
hearing on October 27, 2021 at 9:00 a.m.
Central Time to consider whether to approve
the Settlement, attorneys’ fees, expenses and
service awards.

To share in the distribution of the Net
Settlement Fund, Class Members must submit a
Proof of Claim through the settlement website
or by mail. If submitted through the settlement
website, the Proof of Claim must be received
no later than November 12, 2021. If submitted
by mail, the Proof of Claim must be postmarked
no later than November 12, 2021. Unless the
deadline is extended, failure to submit your
timely Proof of Claim will preclude you from
receiving any payment from the Settlement.

For more information about how to
participate in this proposed class action
settlement with the Pfizer Inc.
defendants only, please visit

www,EpiPenClassAction.com
call 1-877-221-7632, or write to:
EpiPen Settlement, c/o A.B. Data, Ltd.,
P.O. Box 173113, Milwaukee, W1 53217
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Pritzker Levine LLP, Robbins Geller Rudman &
Dowd LLP, Sharp Law, LLP, Burns Charest LLP and
Keller Rohrback L.L.P., Announce a $345 Million
Class Action Settlement with Defendant Pfizer Inc.
for Purchasers of EpiPen, EpiPen Jr. and/or their
Authorized Generics

Robbins Geller Rudman & Dowd LLP

KANSAS CITY, Kan., Aug. 4, 2021 /PRNewswire/ --

$345 Million Dollar Epinephrine Auto-Injector ("EpiPen®") Class Action
Settlement with Pfizer

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, USP) MARKETING,
SALES PRACTICES AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION
Case No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ, MDL 2785 (District of Kansas)

To register to receive compensation, visit www.EpiPenClassAction.com/fileclaim

Who Is Eligible?

People or entities that paid for some or all of the purchase price of a branded or authorized generic
EpiPen® or EpiPen Jr® for the purpose of consumption, and not resale. This includes:

¢ Yourself
e Family members
e Plan participants or employees

This lawsuit asserts that Defendants violated certain state antitrust and federal racketeering laws,
harming competition, and causing class members to overpay for EpiPen products. Defendants deny
these allegations.

PLEASE NOTE: This is NOT a recall, safety, or other similar notice. No one is
claiming that EpiPen products are unsafe or ineffective.

If you purchased or paid for an EpiPen® or EpiPen Jr® at any time between August
24, 2011 and November 1, 2020, your rights will be affected by this class action
settlement with the Pfizer Defendants (Pfizer Inc., King Pharmaceuticals LLC and
Meridian Medical Technologies, Inc.). Plaintiffs are still litigating against other
Defendants with a trial scheduled for January 24, 2022.

If you fall into one of these categories you are a Class Member (unless you are excluded by the class
definition, available on the settlement website) and you may:

1. Share in the distribution of settlement funds OR
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2. Object. Any objection to the Settlement, the Plan of Allocation, or the fee and expense
application must be filed with the Court and sent to and received by counsel for the parties no
later than September 24, 2021:

Clerk of the Court

United States District Court, District of Kansas
500 State Avenue

Kansas City, KS 66101

Rex A. Sharp

SHARP LAW, LLP

4820 West 75th Street
Prairie Village, KS 66208

Raj S. Gandesha

WHITE & CASE LLP

1221 Avenue of the Americas
New York, NY 10020

If you are a Class Member and did not timely request exclusion prior to January 15, 2020, you will
be bound by any judgment in the Action. You may appear in court through an attorney at your
expense. The Court will hold a hearing on October 27, 2021, at 9:00 a.m. Central Time to consider
whether to approve the Settlement, attorneys' fees, expenses and service awards.

To share in the distribution of the Net Settlement Fund, Class Members must submit a Proof of
Claim through the settlement website or by mail. If submitted through the settlement website, the
Proof of Claim must be received no later than November 12, 2021. If submitted by mail, the
Proof of Claim must be postmarked no later than November 12, 2021. Unless the deadline is
extended, failure to submit your timely Proof of Claim will preclude you from receiving any
payment from the Settlement.

For more information about how to participate in this proposed class action settlement with
the Pfizer Inc. defendants only, please visit www.EpiPenClassAction.com, call 1-877-221-7632, or
write to:

EpiPen Settlement
c/o A.B. Data, Ltd.
P.O. Box 173113
Milwaukee, WI 53217

August 4, 2021

SOURCE Robbins Geller Rudman & Dowd LLP
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF TEIA AMELL FILED
) IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT WITH
This Document Relates To: ) PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, TEIA AMELL, declare as follows:
1 I am a resident of the State of Maryland and am one of the Class Representatives

in the above-referenced case. [ respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

1. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On January 9, 2017, I
filed a lawsuit in the US District Court District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer
Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action
complaint.

2 Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my

lawyers at Lanier Law Firm concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary judgment

and settlement.
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2.8 Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in
this case, and in addition 1o the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings. searched for and
provided information in response to discovery requests from Defendants. and sat for my
deposition on June 5, 2018. 1 worked closcly with the lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm and Boies
Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

4. Altogether, 1 would ecstimate that | have expended greater than 40 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Brunswick, Maryland to Washington, DC to comply with the
deposition notice.

B, I have discussed with counsel and cvaluated the risks of continuing the case. [
have authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. [ believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

! g )'-H/day of August, 2021, at Brunswick, Maryland.
Bl o 009
L A

Lz TEIA AMELL
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF TODD BEAULIEU
) FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
This Document Relates To: ) WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, Todd Beaulieu, declare as follows:
1. I am a resident of the State of North Carolina and am one of the Class

Representatives in the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of
the proposed $345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed
settlement on behalf of the Class. I was a resident of Massachusetts when I filed my original
complaint

2. I'have actively participated in this case from inception. On February 3,2017, I filed
a lawsuit in the District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen pricing
scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at Keller Rohrback L.L.P. concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary

judgment and settlement.
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4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this
case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided
information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on
August 23, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at Keller Rohrback L.L.P. and Boies Schiller
Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my previous residence in Buzzards Bay, MA to Washington, D.C. to comply
with the deposition notice.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. 1 believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 24th

day of August 2021, at Apex, North Carolina.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS
In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2: 17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF CArLY BOWERSOCK
) FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
This Document Relates To: y  WITH PFIZER DEF ENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, Carly Bowersock, declare as follows:
1. [ am a resident of the State of Ohio and am one of the Class Representatives in the

above-referenced case. 1 respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed

$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement

on behalf of the Class.

1. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On April, 7, 2017, 1 filed
a lawsuit in the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey concerning the Mylan
and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated

class action complaint.

2. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at Goldman Scarlato & Penny concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary

judgment and settlement.
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3. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in
this case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and
provided information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my
deposition on June 27, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at Goldman Scarlato & Penny
and Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

- Altogether, T would estimate that [ have expended greater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required

me to travel from my home in Dover, Ohio to Columbus, Ohio to comply with the deposition
notice.

S. [ have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. [
have authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. [ believe this

Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

[ declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 19

day of August, 2021, at Dover, Ohio.

W@@M

Carly Bowersock

(
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS
In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF RAYMOND BUCHTA
) IIIFILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
This Document Relates To: ) WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)

I, RAYMOND BUCHTA III, declare as follows:

1. I am a resident of the State of Delaware and am one of the Class Representatives in
the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On January 9, 2017, I filed
a lawsuit in the US DISTRICT COURT DISTRICT OF KANSAS concerning the Mylan and
Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class
action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary

judgment and settlement.
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4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this
case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided
information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on July
11, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm and Boies Schiller Flexner
LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 40 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Wilmington, DE to Philadelphia, Pennsylvania to comply with the
deposition notice.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. I believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

ldm day of August, 2021, at Wilmington, Delaware.

%/(A/,m——\

RAYMOND BUCHTA, III
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES (MDL No. 2785)

AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION
DECLARATION OF LAURA CHAPIN

)
;
y FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
)
)
)
)

This Document Relates To: WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

I, LAURA CHAPIN, declare as follows:

1. I am a resident of the State of New Hampshire and am one of the Class
Representatives in the above-referenced case. 1 respectfully submit this Declaration in support of
the proposed $345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed
settlement on behalf of the Class.

2. T have actively participated in this case from inception. On August 23, 2016, I filed
a lawsuit in the Eastern District of Michigan concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen
pricing scheme and 1 am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, T have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at The Miller Law Firm, P.C. concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary
judgment and settiement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this

case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided

-1-
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information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on
August 14, 2018. 1 worked closely with the lawyers at The Miller Law Firm, P.C. and Boies
Schiller Flexner L.LP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Dover, New Hampshire to Kansas City, Missouri to comply with
the deposition notice.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. 1 believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 16%

day of August, 2021, at Dover, New Hampshire.

" LAURA CHAPIN
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS
In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF SHANNON
) CLEMENTS FILED IN SUPPORT OF
This Document Relates To: ) SETTLEMENT WITH PFIZER
) DEFENDANTS
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, Shannon Clements, declare as follows:
1. I am a resident of the State of Missouri and am one of the Class Representatives in

the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On October 18, 2016, I
filed a lawsuit in the District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen
pricing scheme, and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at Wright Schimmel LLC and Sharp Law, LLP concerning discovery, class certification,
appeal, summary judgment and settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this

case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided

-1-
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information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on
August 8, 2018. 1 worked closely with the lawyers at Wright Schimmel LLC and Boies Schiller
Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, 1 would estimate that I have expended greater than 60 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. I believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

! 2 -ﬂ’)/ day of August, 2021, at Grain Valley, Missouri.

Sa (Q&\

SHANNON CLEMENTS
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF DONNA DVORAK
) FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
This Document Relates To: ) WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, DONNA DVORAK, declare as follows:
1. I am a resident of the State of Virginia and am one of the Class Representatives in

the above-referenced case. 1 respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On October 17, 2017, I
filed a lawsuit in the United States District Court for the District of Kansas concerning the Mylan
and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class
action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers, Rosemary M. Rivas and Rosanne L. Mah, with Gibbs Law Group LLP concerning
discovery, class certification, appeal, summary judgment and settlement. My lawyers were

previously at Levi & Korsinsky, LLP.
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4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this
case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided
information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on June
6,2018. I worked closely with my lawyers at Gibbs Law Group and Levi & Korsinsky, LLP, and
the lawyers at Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 100 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my previous home in Fairfax, Virginia to Washington, D.C. to comply with the
deposition notice.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. 1 believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

20 day of August, 2021, at Chantilly, Virginia.
DONNA DVORAK
-2
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF KENNETH EVANS
) FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
This Document Relates To: ) WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, Kenneth Evans, declare as follows:
1. I am a resident of Mobile, Alabama and am one of the Class Representatives in the
above-referenced case. | respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed

$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On July 21, 2017, I filed a
lawsuit in the Southern District of Alabama concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen
pricing scheme and | am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, | have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at Beasley, Allen, Crow, Methvin, Portis & Miles, P.C. concerning discovery, class
certification, appeal, summary judgment and settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this

case, and in addition to the above, | aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided

-1-
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information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on May
25, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at Beasley, Allen, Crow, Methvin, Portis & Miles,
P.C. and Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, T would estimate that I have expended greater than 100 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Mobile, Alabama to Kansas City to comply with the deposition
notice.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for .$345,000,000 for Class members. 1 believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

13 day of August 2021, infVJob e, BLabasna

o, Qo

[Mr. Kenneth Evans
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF MICHAEL GILL
) FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
This Document Relates To: ) WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, MICHAEL GILL, declare as follows:
I. I am a resident of the State of New York and am one of the Class Representatives

in the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On October 17, 2017, I
filed a lawsuit in the United States District Court for the District of Kansas concerning the Mylan
and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class
action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers, Rosemary M. Rivas and Rosanne L. Mah, with Gibbs Law Group LLP concerning
discovery, class certification, appeal, summary judgment and settlement. My lawyers were

previously at Levi & Korsinsky, LLP.
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4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this
case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided
information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on May
15, 2018. I worked closely with my lawyers at Gibbs Law Group and Levi & Korsinsky, LLP,
and the lawyers at Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Syracuse, New York to Kansas City, Missouri to comply with the
deposition notice.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. 1 believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

18 day of August, 2021, at Syracuse, New York.

o A O
THA S <A P
“ 7 .3\, Vé//

MICHAEL GILL
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF SUZANNE
) HARWOOD FILED IN SUPPORT OF
This Document Relates To: )y SETTLEMENT WITH PFIZER
) DEFENDANTS
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, Suzanne Harwood, declare as follows:
1. | am a resident of the State of New York and am one of the Class Representatives

in this case. | respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed $345,000,000
settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement on behalf of the
Class.

2. | have actively participated in this case from its inception. | was one of the first
plaintiffs to file a case involving the subject matter of this lawsuit. | originally filed my Complaint
in the Western District of Pennsylvania on August 31, 2016. As | was litigating that case through
a motion to dismiss, other similar lawsuits were filed in this District and in other districts and
counsel for plaintiffs in those cases (who eventually became lead counsel in this action)
approached my attorneys about cooperating and voluntarily moving my claims to this District. In
January 2017, | voluntarily dismissed my claims in Pennsylvania and agreed to move my claims

to this District. | then became part of the group of plaintiffs pursuing this action. Since then I have
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actively participated in this action, I am a named Plaintiff in the Consolidated Class Action
Complaint, and, was appointed as one of the class representatives.

3. Since becoming involved, | have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at Squitieri & Fearon, LLP concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary
judgment, and settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this
case, and in addition to the above, | aided in creating pleadings, searched for and provided
information in response to multiple discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition
on August 3, 2018. | worked closely with the lawyers at Squitieri & Fearon, LLP and Boies
Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, | would estimate that | have expended greater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Dobbs Ferry, New York to Armonk, New York to prepare for my
deposition and to travel to New York City for my deposition.

6. | have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. | have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. | believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 24th

day of August, 2021, at Dobbs Ferry, New York.

SUZANNE HARWOOD
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF ELIZABETH
)y HUELSMAN FILED IN SUPPORT OF
This Document Relates To: ) SETTLEMENT WITH PFIZER
) DEFENDANTS
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, Elizabeth Huelsman, declare as follows:
1. I am a resident of the State of California and am one of the Class Representatives

in the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On February 3,2017, I filed
a lawsuit in the District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen pricing
scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at Keller Rohrback L.L.P. concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary
judgment and settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this

case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided

o1-
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information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on
October 9, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at Keller Rohrback L.L.P. and Boies Schiller
Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, 1 would estimate that I have expended greater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Los Angeles, CA to Oakland, CA to comply with the deposition
notice.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. 1 believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 16th

day of August 2021, at Los Angeles, California.

i e

Elizabeth Hueléman
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJ ECTION,
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
(MDL No. 2785)

)

)

)

) DECLARATION OF LESLEY HUSTON
) FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
)

)

)

)

This Document Relates To: WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

[, Lesley Huston, declare as follows:

1. I am a resident of the State of Kansas and am one of the Class Representatives in
the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed
settlement on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On December 2, 2016, I
filed a lawsuit in the District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’
EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action
complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with

my lawyers at Wright Schimmel LLC and Sharp Law LLP concerning discovery, class

certification, appeal, summary Judgment and settlement.

.
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4, Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this
case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and
provided information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my
deposition on August 10, 2018. T worked closely with the lawyers at Wright Schimmel
LLC and Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

<3 Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 75 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class.

6. [ have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. I believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

[ declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this

18th day of August, 2021, at Lecompton, Kans

\@}EY HUSTON
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF ANASTASIA
_ ) JOHNSTON FILED IN SUPPORT OF
This Document Relates To: ) SETTLEMENT WITH PFIZER
) DEFENDANTS
)
)

I, ANASTASIA JOHNSTON, declare as follows:

1. I am a resident of the State of Michigan and am one of the Class Representatives in
the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On August 23, 2016, I filed
a lawsuit in the Eastern District of Michigan concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen
pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at The Miller Law Firm, P.C. concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary
judgment and settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this

case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided

-1-
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information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on June
22, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at The Miller Law Firm, P.C. and Boies Schiller
Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Auburn Hills, Michigan to Kansas City, Missouri to comply with
the deposition notice.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. I believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 16™

day of August, 2021, at Auburn Hills, Michigan.

Jn“ﬁﬁ?@f& @ ~
A
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF MARK KOVARIK
y FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
This Document Relates To: ) WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, MARK KOVARIK, declare as follows:
1. [ am a resident of the State of Nebraska and am one of the Class Representatives

in the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On February 1, 2017, I
filed a lawsuit in the US District Court District Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer
Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action
complaint.

3 Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary

judgment and settlement.
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4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in
this case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and
provided information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my
deposition on July 27, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at the Lanier Law firm and Boies
Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Nebraska to Denver, Colorado to comply with the deposition
notice.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I
have authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. I believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

[ declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this

{ CQ day of August, 2021, at ngr\‘r\c! , Negbraska.

&Pd( KOVARIK




Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 98 of 250

EXRHIBIT A-17



led 09/10/21 Page 99 of 250

2 Fi

TJJ Document 2435-

17-md-02785-DDC-

Case 2




led 09/10/21 Page 100 of 250

2 Fi

TJJ Document 2435-

17-md-02785-DDC-

Case 2




Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 101 of 250

EXHIBIT A-18



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 102 of 250

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
)y DECLARATION OF LINDA WAGNER
y FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
This Document Relates To: y WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
[, LINDA WAGNER, declare as follows:
le. [ am a resident of the State of Hawaii and am one of the Class Representatives in

the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. [ have actively participated in this case from inception. On February 1,2017,1 filed
a lawsuit in the US District Court District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’
EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

3 Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary
judgment and settlement.

4, Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this

case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided

ol
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information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on
October 24, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm and Boies Schiller
Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

8. Altogether, I would estimate that [ have expended greater than _ 48 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. [ believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 11th

day of August, 2021, at Volcano, Hawalii. y
///7/ ///7
( / LINDALWA(}N
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION,
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

ALL ACTIONS.

4836-4649-3430.v1

N N N N N N N N N

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
(MDL No. 2785)

DECLARATION OF MARIO BULDING ON
BEHALF OF LOCAL 282 WELFARE
TRUST FUND FILED IN SUPPORT OF
SETTLEMENT WITH PFIZER
DEFENDANTS
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I, MARIO BULDING, declare as follows:

1. I am the Fund Administrator for the Local 282 Welfare Trust Fund (“Local 282”),
a court-appointed Class Representative in the above-captioned certified class action. I respectfully
submit this Declaration in support of the proposed $345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request
that the Court approve the proposed settlement on behalf of the Class. I also submit this declaration
in support of Local 282’s request for a service award associated with the time spent by myself and
other Local 282 staff, and counsel monitoring and participating in the litigation over the past five
years, and in support of Local 282’s request for reimbursement of expenses paid by Local 282 in
connection with services performed by Local 282’°s benefits consultant and actuarial firm in
connection with and directly related to Local 282’s representation of the class. I have personal
knowledge of the statements herein, and, if called as a witness, could and would testify
competently thereto.

2. Local 282 has actively participated in this case from inception. On August 14,
2017, Local 282 filed a lawsuit in the District of New Jersey, alleging violations of the Sherman
Antitrust Act and the Clayton Antitrust Act. Local 282’s District of New Jersey action was
thereafter transferred by the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation to the District of Kansas for
coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings. On October 17, 2017, Local 282 and the other
named plaintiffs filed a Consolidated Class Action Complaint concerning the Mylan and Pfizer
Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme, and Local 282 is a named Plaintiff in that complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, Local 282 has been kept fully informed of case
developments and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular
correspondence, conference calls, and in-person meetings with Local 282’s retained counsel at

Robbins Geller Rudman & Dowd LLP (“Robbins Geller”) concerning the status and direction of

4836-4649-3430.v1
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the case, the investigation and filing of the complaints, discovery, class certification, appeal,
summary judgment and settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as the Fund Administrator for a named plaintiff and
Class Representative in this case, and in addition to the above, I or Local 282°s personnel aided in
the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided information in response to discovery requests
from Defendants, and sat for a full seven-hour deposition on August 8, 2018. Local 282 worked
closely with co-lead counsel Robbins Geller throughout the litigation and during discovery, and
also worked with other co-lead counsel, including the lawyers at Boies Schiller Flexner LLP,
throughout discovery and to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, I and other Local 282 personnel, including Local 282°s general counsel,
expended greater than 200 hours participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of
the Class, including reviewing major pleadings and filings in this case, conferences and
correspondence with counsel, and searching for, collecting, and producing documents. This work
also required me and Local 282°s general counsel to travel to the New York City offices of Hogan
Lovells to comply with the deposition notice. And in June 2019, Local 282’s general counsel
travelled to Kansas City, Kansas, to attend and participate in the hearing on Class Plaintiffs’
Motion for Class Certification, which was granted on February 27, 2020. In addition, by virtue of
its contractual relationship with The Segal Group, Inc., (“Segal”) an employee benefits consulting
and actuarial firm, Local 282 incurred costs and expenses related to Segal’s involvement in the
litigation, including time and expenses related to Defendants’ Rule 30(b)(6) deposition of Segal
and searching for, collecting, and producing documents from Segal’s files in response to
Defendants’ subpoena. As a result of Segal’s involvement in this litigation, Local 282 incurred

expenses totaling $13,891.50.

4836-4649-3430.v1
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6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case against
Pfizer. I have authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. I
believe this Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 19tp

of August, 2021, at Lake Success, New York.

MARIO BULDING

4836-4649-3430.v1



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 109 of 250

EXRHIBIT A-20



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 110 of 250

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS
In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJ1J
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF NIKITIA MARSHALL
) FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
This Document Relates To: y WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, Nikitia Marshall, declare as follows:
8 I am a resident of the State of California and am one of the Class Representatives

in the above-referenced case. 1 respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

1. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On February 3, 2017, 1
filed a lawsuit in District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen pricing
scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

2. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at Burns Charest concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary judgment
and settlement.

3. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in

this case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and

o e
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provided information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my
deposition on October 8, 2018. 1 worked closely with the lawyers at Burns Charest and Boies
Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

4. Altogether, T would estimate that I have expended greater than 100 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class.

5. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. |
have authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. I believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

]ﬂ day of August, 2021, at Houston, Texas.

uVuflgfj/{ a r/fé{ ﬁ;ﬂ_«dkj Z

Mikitia Marshall
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF ANGIE
) NORDSTRUM FILED IN SUPPORT OF
This Document Relates To: ) SETTLEMENT WITH PFIZER
) DEFENDANTS
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, Angie Nordstrum, declare as follows:
1. | am a resident of the State of Colorado and am one of the Class Representatives in

the above-referenced case. | respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed
settlement on behalf of the Class.

2. | have actively participated in this case from inception. On April 7, 2017, | filed a
lawsuit in the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey concerning the
Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme and | am a named Plaintiff in the
consolidated class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, | have been kept fully informed of case developments

and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with
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my lawyers at Goldman Scarlato & Penny concerning discovery, class certification, appeal,
summary judgment and settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this
case, and in addition to the above, | aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and
provided information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my
deposition on May, 22, 2018. | worked closely with the lawyers at Goldman Scarlato &
Penny and Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, 1 would estimate that | have expended greater than 60 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work
required me to travel from my home in Erie, Colorado to Kansas City, Missouri to comply
with the deposition notice.

6. | have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. | have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. | believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 17"

day of August, 2021, at Erie, Colorado.

L

Angie Nordstrum



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 115 of 250

EXRHIBIT A-22



led 09/10/21 Page 116 of 250

2 Fi

TJJ Document 2435-

17-md-02785-DDC-

Case 2




Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 117 of 250

" Spemﬁg:aﬂy as ;art af my :;»Qlek asa némed plaintiff and Class Representative in

.




Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 118 of 250

EXHIBIT A-23



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 119 of 250

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES (MDL No. 2785)

AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION
DECLARATION OF JEFFERY

)
)
§ CHRISTOPHER RIPPY FILED IN
)
)
)
)

SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT WITH
PFIZER DEFENDANTS

This Document Relates To:

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

I, JEFFERY CHRISTOPHER RIPPY, declare as follows:

1. I am a resident of the State of Arkansas and am one of the Class Representatives
in the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

1. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On January 9, 2017, 1
filed a lawsuit in the US District Court District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer
Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action
complaint.

2. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary

judgment and settlement.
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3. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in
this case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and
provided information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my
deposition on June 20, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm and
Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

4. Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Conway, Arkansas to Kansas City, MO to comply with the
deposition notice.

5. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I
have authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. I believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

[.Ogm day of August, 2021, at Conway, Arkansas:

— JEFFERY CHRISTOPHER RIPPY
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPTPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2783)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
)y DECLARATION OF LEE SELTZER FILED
) IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT WITH
This Document Relates To: y PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
[. LEE SELTZER, declare as follows:
1 [ am a resident of the State of Florida and am one of the Class Representatives in

the above-referenced case. T respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2 [have actively participated in this case from inception. On January 9, 2017, I filed
a lawsuit in the US District Court District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’
EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

3 Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm concerning discovery, class centification, appeal, summary
Jjudgment and settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiffand Class Representative in this

case, and in addition to the above, [ aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided

s &



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 123 of 250

information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on July
17, 2018. T worked closely with the lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm and Boies Schiller Flexner
LLP to prepare for my deposition.

S Altogether, I would estimate that [ have expended greater than 2 é hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class.

6. [ have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. T have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. I believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

[ declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this

4. day of August, 2021, at Orlando, Florida.
I

LEE SEL
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF ROSETTA SERRANO
) FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
This Document Relates To: ) WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, Rosetta Serrano, declare as follows:
1. I am a resident of the State of Oklahoma, who purchased the EpiPen

in Kansas. | am one of the Class Representatives in the above-referenced case. |
respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed $345,000,000
settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On October
18, 2016, I filed a lawsuit in the District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer
Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme, and | am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated
class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, | have been kept fully informed of case
developments and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular
correspondence with my lawyers at Wright Schimmel LLC and Sharp Law, LLP
concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary judgment and
settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class
Representative in this case, and in addition to the above, | aided in the creation of
pleadings, searched for and provided information in response to discovery requests
from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on August 10, 2018. | worked closely
with the lawyers at Wright Schimmel LLC and Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to
prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, 1 would estimate that | have expended greater than 100
hours participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class.
6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing

the case. | have authorized counsel to settle this
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matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. I believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the
Class members.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true
and correct. Executed this [&“ day of August, 2021, at

Turpin, Oklahoma.
ﬁ psplle- é{wmﬂ

ROSETTA SERRANO
2,



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 127 of 250

EXRHIBIT A-26



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 128 of 250

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF JOY SHEPARD FILED
) IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT WITH
This Document Relates To: ) PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, JOY SHEPARD, declare as follows:
1. I am a resident of the State of Kentucky and am one of the Class Representatives

in the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On January 9, 2017, I filed
a lawsuit in the US District Court District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’
EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary
judgment and settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this

case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided

-1-
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information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on July
24, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm and Boies Schiller Flexner
LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 40 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. 1 believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this | ()

Qo _Ahupaid
0 Jc()7h SHEPARD '

day of August, 2021, at Lexington, Kentucky.

[
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )

)y DECLARATION OF KENNETH

) STEINHAUSER FILED IN SUPPORT OF
This Document Relates To: )y SETTLEMENT WITH PFIZER

) DEFENDANTS

CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)

[, KENNETH STEINHAUSER, declare as follows:

e T am one of the Class Representatives for the State of Utah in the above
referenced case. [ respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed
settlement on behalf of the Class.

e 1 have actively participated in this case from inception. On January 9, 2017, I

filed a lawsuit in the US District Court District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and
Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated
class action complaint.

e Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case

developments and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular

correspondence with my lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm concerning discovery, class



(&
(1]
W)

certification, appeal, summary judgment and settlement.
e Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative

in this case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for
and provided information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for
my deposition on August 9, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at the Lanier Law
Firm and Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

e Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work
required me to travel from my home in St. George, Utah to New York, New York to

comply with the deposition notice.
e [ have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I

have authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. [
believe this Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class
members.

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

this10th day of August, 2021, at Satellite Beach, Florida.

[ el

KENNETH STEINHAUSER

ocument 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 132 of 250
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
) DECLARATION OF APRIL SUMNER
) FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
This Document Relates To: ) WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS
)
CONSUMER CLASS CASES. )
)
I, APRIL SUMNER, declare as follows:
1. I am a resident of the State of Tennessee and am one of the Class Representatives

in the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On October 17, 2017, I
filed a lawsuit in the United States District Court for the District of Kansas concerning the Mylan
and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class
action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers, Rosemary M. Rivas and Rosanne L. Mah, with Gibbs Law Group LLP concerning
discovery, class certification, appeal, summary judgment and settlement. My lawyers were

previously at Levi & Korsinsky, LLP.
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4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this
case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided
information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on June
19, 2018. I worked closely with my lawyers at Gibbs Law Group and Levi & Korsinsky, LLP,
and the lawyers at Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 60 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Soddy Daisy, Tennessee to Kansas City, Missouri to comply with
the deposition notice.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. 1 believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

day of August, 2021, at Soddy Daisy, Tennessee.

April Suewaer

APRIL SUMNER
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF KANSAS
In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION,

USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
(MDL No. 2785)

DECLARATION OF ANNETTE SUTORIK
FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS

This Document Relates To:

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

N N N N N N N N N’

I, ANNETTE SUTORIK, declare as follows:

1. I am a resident of the State of Michigan and am one of the Class Representatives in
the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On February 1, 2017, I filed
a lawsuit in the US District Court District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’
EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary
judgment and settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this

case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided

-1-
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information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on July
10, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm and Boies Schiller Flexner
LLP to prepare for my deposition.

S. Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Frankenmuth, Michigan to Kansas City, MO to comply with the
deposition notice.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. I believe this

Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

ks

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

day of August, 2021, at Frankenmuth, Michigan.

CL)/U"-U‘L( 8\/(/{7/(/-(;{/( y

ANNETTE SUTORIK




Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 140 of 250

EXRHIBIT A-30



2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 141 of 250

-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-

17-md-02785

Case 2

o

-

o

o
-
o
o

b
L

&
o

Lo
-

L

o

.

.

ﬁm%%
S \W»CV -
-
.

s

=

.

]

o

o

i

o

NWQ» “

e

-

G
L

-

o

-
.




Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 142 of 250




Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 143 of 250

EXRHIBIT A-31



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 144 of 250

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF KANSAS
In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION,

USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJ]J
(MDL No. 2785)

T\IATY A ATINAT AT TOOATRATIITTITY YXT

DECLARATION OF JENNIFER WALTON

)
)
)
)
) FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
)
)
)
)

This Document Relates To: WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

I, JENNIFER WALTON, declare as follows:

j [ am a resident of the State of South Carolina and am one of the Class
Representatives in the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of
the proposed $345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the
proposed settlement on behalf of the Class.

1= [ have actively participated in this case from inception. On February 3, 2017, I
filed a lawsuit in the District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen
pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

2. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at The Miller Law Firm, P.C. concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary
judgment and settlement.

3. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in

this case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and

= &
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provided information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my
deposition on June 21, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at The Miller Law Firm, P.C.
and Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

4, Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Lexington, South Carolina to Kansas City, Missouri to comply
with the deposition notice.

S [ have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I
have authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. T believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

24" day of August, 2021, at Lexington, South Carolina.

AN wzb("/"or\

y JENKIFER WALTON
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (FPINEPHRINE INJECTION, ) Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-11J

USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES ) (MDL No. 2785)

AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION )

) DECLARATION OF DONNA WEMPLE

) FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT

This Document Relates To: ) WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS
CONSUMER CILLASS CASES. :

)

I, DONNA WEMPLE, declare as follows:

1. I am a resident of the State of New York and am one of
the Class Representatives in the above-referenced case. |
respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court
approve the proposed settlement on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception.
On February 1, 2017, I filed a lawsuit in the US District Court
District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’
EpiPen pricing scheme and 1 am a named Plaintiff in the
consolidated class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, | have been kept fully
informed of case developments and procedural matters over the
course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm concerning discovery, class
certification, appeal, summary judgment and settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and
Class Representative in this case, and in addition to the above, |
aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided
information in response to discovery requests from Defendants,
and sat for my deposition on August 10, 2018. T worked closely
with the lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm and Boies Schiller
Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, I would estimate that [ have expended greater
than & © hours participating in and helping to oversee this
litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required me to
travel from my home in Mt. Vernon, NY to New York, NY to
comply with the deposition notice.
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6. I have discussed Wi
continuing the case. I have authorized counsel to settle this

matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. [ believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the

Class members. .
[ declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true

and correct. Executed this /3" day of August, 2021, at Mt.

Vernon, NY.

DONNA WEMPLE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICTCOURT

 DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION,
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION

Cwﬂﬁcnan Nﬂ 2 17-md-0278
_ (MDL No. 2?85) -

DECLARATION OF LQRRAM HT
TLED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLE
VITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS.

This Document Relates To:
CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

S M i S Ssust® Nl Ssint it N

I, LORRAINE WIGHT, declare as follows:

1 I am a resident of the State of Maine and am one of the Class Represemanvesm .
the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Deciaraﬁoﬁ in support of the prﬂposed k
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed setﬂement
on behalf of the Class. .

2. 1 have actively participated in this case from inception. On Januaxy 9, : 21}1? 1
filed a lawsuit in the US District Court District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pﬁzer ;’
Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the mnsohdated dass acnbn .
complaint. .
| 3.  Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case déﬁeiép ems .
and mcedmal matters over the course of the case, mdudmg regular con'espondencea A .

‘tki the Lamer. Law Firm conceming discovery, dass cazaﬁcanon, appeai, su
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4. Epemﬁtaﬁyg as part ﬂf my miﬁ asa named piamnﬁ ami Ci&ss ‘ | .

thzs case, and in aﬁ&nﬁﬁ to the ahmra I a;ﬂeﬁ in the maﬁeﬂ of ;ﬁmmgs, for anc
provided information in msgmnsa to discovery quwsts from ﬁafmdmts, aafi m fm‘ my
deposition on Aag;:s{ 14, 2018. I worked closely with the }awym~ at the Lanier LaWFm aﬂd
Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

| 5. Altogether, I would estimate that 1 have expended gmater than 50 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class.

6. 1 have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of Cz};}ﬁmiiag the case. [
have authorized counsel to settle this ;Saaner for $345,000,000 for Class members. I believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this
4[_1, day of August, 2021, at Lisbbn, Maine.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION,
(MDL No. 2785)

USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES

AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION
DECLARATION OF ELIZABETH

WILLIAMSON FILED IN SUPPORT OF
SETTLEMENT WITH PFIZER
DEFENDANTS

This Document Relates To:

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

N N N N N e N S

I, ELIZABETH WILLIAMSON, declare as follows:

1. I am a resident of the State of Mississippi and am one of the Class
Representatives in the above-referenced case. 1 respeetfully submit this Declaration in support of
the proposed $345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the

proposed settlement on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On February 3, 2017, 1
filed a lawsuit in the District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen
pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and proccdural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at The Miller Law Firm, P.C. concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary
judgment and settlement.

4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in

this case, and in addition to the above, | aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and

2
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provided information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my
deposition on June 13, 2018. I worked closely with the lawyers at The Miller Law Firm, P.C.

and Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

s. Altogether, T would estimate that I have expended greater than 100 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Silver Creck, Mississippi to Madison, Mississippi to comply with

the deposition notice.
6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. 1
have authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. I believe this

Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

24" day of August, 2021, at Silver Creck, Mississippi.

% ELIZABETH WILLIAMSON
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF KANSAS
In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION,

USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
(MDL No. 2785)

DECLARATION OF VISHAL AGGARWAL
FILED IN SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT
WITH PFIZER DEFENDANTS

This Document Relates To:

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

N N N N N N N N N

I, VISHAL AGGARWAL, declare as follows:

1. I am a resident of the State of Illinois and am one of the Class Representatives in
the above-referenced case. I respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345,000,000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

2. I have actively participated in this case from inception. On March 21, 2017, I filed
a lawsuit in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois concerning the
Mylan and Pfizer Defendants’ EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the
consolidated class action complaint.

3. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers, Rosemary M. Rivas and Rosanne L. Mah, with Gibbs Law Group LLP concerning
discovery, class certification, appeal, summary judgment and settlement. My lawyers were

previously at Levi & Korsinsky, LLP.
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4. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in this
case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and provided
information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my deposition on May
24, 2018. I worked closely with my lawyers at Gibbs Law Group and Levi & Korsinsky, LLP,
and the lawyers at Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

5. Altogether, I would estimate that I have expended greater than 55 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in Naperville, Illinois to Kansas City, Missouri to comply with the
deposition notice.

6. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I have
authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. 1 believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

08/17/2
day of August, 2021, at Naperville, Illinois.

Vishal Aggauoal

VISHAL AGGARWAL
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

Inre) PIPEN (1 PINEPHRINE INJECTION, U ISP)
MARKI TING. SALLES PRACTICES AND ANTIRUST
LITIGATION

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
(MDL No. 2785)

DECLARATION OF LANDON TRENT IPSON FILED IN
SUPPORT OF SETTLEMENT WI'TH PFIZER
DEFENDANITS

This Document Relates To:

CONSUMER CLASS CASES,

N N N N N i s

[, LANDON TRENT IPSON, declare as follows:

1. I'am a resident of the State of Utah and am one of the Class Representatives in the
above-referenced case. 1 respectfully submit this Declaration in support of the proposed
$345.000.000 settlement with Pfizer and request that the Court approve the proposed settlement
on behalf of the Class.

1. I'have actively participated in this case from inception. On October 17, 2017, 1
filed a lawsuit in the US District Court District of Kansas concerning the Mylan and Pfizer
Defendants® EpiPen pricing scheme and I am a named Plaintiff in the consolidated class action
complaint.

2. Since becoming involved, I have been kept fully informed of case developments
and procedural matters over the course of the case, including regular correspondence with my
lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm concerning discovery, class certification, appeal, summary
judgment and settlement,

3. Specifically, as part of my role as a named plaintiff and Class Representative in

this case, and in addition to the above, I aided in the creation of pleadings, searched for and
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provided information in response to discovery requests from Defendants, and sat for my
deposition on August 7, 2018. 1 worked closely with the lawyers at the Lanier Law Firm and
Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to prepare for my deposition.

4 Altogether, 1 would estimate that I have expended greater than 40 hours
participating in and helping to oversee this litigation on behalf of the Class. This work required
me to travel from my home in West Jordan, UT to Kansas City, MO to comply with the
deposition notice.

5. I have discussed with counsel and evaluated the risks of continuing the case. I
have authorized counsel to settle this matter for $345,000,000 for Class members. 1 believe this
Settlement is fair and reasonable and is in the best interest of the Class members.

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

‘ > day of August, 2021, at West Jordan, Utah.

L 20

LANDON TRENT IPSON



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 162 of 250

EXRHIBIT A-37



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 163 of 250

EXHIBIT 1

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

(1) Hitch Enterprises, Inc.;

(2) David D. Duncan; and

(3) Sagacity Inc., on behalf of themselves
and all others similarly situated,

Plaintiffs,

VS. Civil Action No. CIV-11-13-W

(1) Cimarex Energy Co.;

(2) Key Production Company, Inc.;

(3) Magnum Hunter Production, Inc.;

(4) Prize Energy Resources, L.P.; and

(5) Gruy Petroleum Management
Company (n/k/a Cimarex Energy
Company of Colorado),

Defendants.

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

DECLARATION OF LAYN R. PHILLIPS

I, LAYN R. PHILLIPS, declare as follows:

1. I was selected by the parties to mediate the above-entitled action and did so as an
independent mediator. The mediation resulted in a settlement.

2. While the mediation process is confidential, the parties have authorized me to
inform the Court of the procedural and substantive mediation matters set forth below in this
declaration to be used in support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Approval and for the
anticipated motion for Final Approval of Class Settlement.

3. My statements and those of the parties during the mediation are subject to a
confidentiality agreement, and | do not intend to waive that agreement. | make this Declaration

based on personal knowledge and am competent to so testify.

2735753
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QUALIFICATIONS

4, I am a former United States Attorney and served as a United States District Judge
for the Western District of Oklahoma for years, presiding over more than 140 federal trials. | am
currently a litigation partner in the Newport Beach office of Irell & Manella LLP, where | have
practiced complex civil litigation, internal investigations, and alternative dispute resolution since
1991.

5. For over 20 years, | have successfully mediated high-stakes civil disputes for
Fortune 500 companies nationwide and am considered one of the leading mediators in the
resolution of multi-party matters, some involving as many as 150 parties. | have mediated
hundreds of disputes referred by private parties and courts, and have been appointed a Special
Master by various federal courts in complex civil proceedings. I serve as a Fellow in the
American College of Trial Lawyers. In addition, | have been nationally recognized as a mediator
by the Center for Public Resources Institute for Dispute Resolution (CPR), serving on CPR’s
National Panel of Distinguished Neutrals. I am also a Diplomat Member of the California
Academy of Distinguished Neutrals.

6. I have successfully mediated a number of royalty owner class actions involving
the alleged failure to pay royalty on gas conditioning service costs, such as gathering fees,
gathering fuel, lost and unaccounted for gas, compression, dehydration, treatment, processing
fees, processing plant fuel, raw make NGL transportation and fractionation, and other charges, as
well as the alleged failure to pay or pay completely for natural gas, NGLs, Helium, Drip
Condensate, Nitrogen, and other products from oil and gas wells, such as what was involved in
this case.

7. I am also quite familiar with Cimarex Energy Co. and its operations, having
successfully mediated a prior dispute between Kansas royalty owners and Cimarex.

8. A true and correct copy of my curriculum vitae is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

2735753 -2-
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THE SETTLEMENT PROCESS WAS THOROUGH, FAIR, AND ARM'S L ENGTH

0. Before the mediation, the parties provided to me extensive legal briefing of the
class certification and merits issues, supported by substantial factual, expert, and backup data.
The parties exchanged those mediation briefs, and responded to one another’s mediation brief to
clarify and refine the arguments. Cimarex provided additional data to Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs’
experts to analyze, which was done before the mediation. Finally, on substantive matters, |
submitted lengthy and detailed questions to both sides to expose their strengths and weaknesses,
as well as to clarify where substantial disputes on class certification, liability, damages, and
statute of limitations still existed. Both parties responded to those questions at or before
attending the mediation.

10. It was apparent to me from the submissions and presentations made by Class
Counsel before and at the mediation that Class Counsel performed a thorough examination of the
factual discovery and, with the aid of experts, analyzed it to determine appropriate case
valuations. Legal research and analysis of Oklahoma law, federal law, and the law of other
states was provided by Class Counsel, who was current and well informed on the law. It was
also apparent to me that considerable work was done by Class Counsel to prepare the case for
mediation. It appeared that the Defendants were cooperative in producing massive confidential
information to enable Class Counsel to assess the case.

11. On December 11, 2012, the parties participated in a mediation before me in my
office in Newport Beach, California. Plaintiffs attended in-person with its putative class
representatives Chris Hitch, President and CEO of Hitch Enterprises, Inc. and Dan Little,
President of Sagacity, Inc., along with outside counsel Rex A. Sharp and Jon K. Parsley, and
attending by telephone was a well-respected oil and gas engineering and accounting expert with
whom | have dealt with many times, Dan Reineke, and the other putative class representative,
David Duncan. Defendants attended through their Executive Vice President, Stephen P. Bell,

along with Cimarex’s Chief Litigation Counsel, Adam Vela, and outside counsel, Nathan Davis.

2735753 - 3 -
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12.  After lengthy mediation discussions with the parties both together and separate,
the parties reached an agreement in principle to settle this action, and reduced the salient terms to
writing, signed by the parties before they left my office.

13.  After presiding over the mediation process in this case, | am convinced that the
parties’ settlement is the product of vigorous and independent advocacy and arm’s-length
negotiation conducted in good faith. There was no collusion between the parties.

THE SETTLEMENT AMOUNT OF $16.4 MiLLION WAS FAIR, REASONABLE AND ADEQUATE

14, The parties exchanged massive amounts of data, much of it digital, for the experts
to analyze. Doing so resolved many factual disputes between the parties. However,
considerable differences continued to exist between the parties on liability, damages, and statute
of limitations.

15. The liability, and class certification itself, was complicated by a split of opinion
among my former colleagues on the United States District Court for the Western District of
Oklahoma. The parties did not believe that the Honorable Lee R. West had decided the class
certification issue within a royalty underpayment case, but recognized that some had denied class
certification in similar cases resulting in no recovery for the putative class. The damage
calculation was broken down by the parties as within the five year statute of limitations and
outside that range. Plaintiffs estimated damages at approximately $30 million within the statute
of limitations; whereas, Defendants estimated only $24.9 million. The parties estimated another
$6.9 - $9 million in damages outside the statute of limitations. The parties disputed the strength
of the statute of limitations tolling law and the strength of the tort claims that would have
supported a discovery rule issue.

16.  After the usual give and take of the parties during the mediation process, the
parties agreed to settle the case for $16.4 million.

17. I developed a complete understanding of the full range of the dispute, the
respective positions of the parties, and the relative strengths and weaknesses of those positions,

as well as the risks, rewards, and costs of continued litigation and inevitable appeal.

2735753 -4 -
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18. Based on my knowledge of the issues in dispute, my review of the substantial
factual and legal materials presented before and at the mediation, the rigor of the negotiations,
the relative strengths and weaknesses of the parties’ positions, and the benefits achieved in the
settlement, | believe that the terms of the $16.4 million settlement are fair, adequate, reasonable
and in the best interests of the Settlement Class.

19. It is apparent from the submissions and presentations made by Class Counsel
before and during the mediation session, as well as from my numerous discussions with them,
that Class Counsel performed a thorough examination of the documents and data produced in
this litigation. It is also my opinion that substantial work and effort was performed by Class
Counsel in preparing their case for mediation and in presenting their claims in such a way to
produce a valuable settlement for the Class. Based upon my experience as a former federal
judge in the Western District of Oklahoma and as a mediator, it is my opinion that a request by,
and award to, Class Counsel for an attorneys’ fee in the range of 33'4-40% of the $16.4 million
settlement fund along with the value attributable to claims administration and for reimbursement
of actual litigation expenses would be reasonable and appropriate given the complexity of this
matter and the significant relief recovered by Class Counsel. It is also my opinion that a fee
award in that range is in line with the amounts approved by courts in the Western District of
Oklahoma and the Tenth Circuit as being fair and reasonable in contingent fee class action
litigation such as this. Finally, I understand that Class Counsel intends to only request a 33%:%
fee, which is imminently reasonable under the circumstances.

On December 17, 2012, | declare under penalty of perjury, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746,

zE%éN R. P:% ILLIPS

Former United States District Court Judge

that the foregoing is true and correct.

2735753 -5-
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CURRICULUM VITAE: JUDGE LAYN R. PHILLIPS

Layn R. Phillips is a partner with the Los Angeles law firm of Irell & Manella. He is a former United States District
Judge and United States Attorney, and founder of the Irell and Manella Alternative Dispute Resolution Center.

Judge Phillips was born and raised in Oklahoma. He attended undergraduate school and law school at the
University of Tulsa in Tulsa, Oklahoma and Georgetown University Law Center in Washington D.C. In 1977 he joined the
Federal Trade Commission's Honors Program and was assigned to the Bureau of Competition in Washington, D.C., where
for the next three years he investigated and litigated civil antitrust cases involving mergers and monopolization claims. In
1980, he joined the United States Attorney's office in Los Angeles as an Assistant United States Attorney, serving as a
federal prosecutor in the Central District of California until 1984. During the Reagan Administration, he returned to
Oklahoma where he was appointed by the President to serve as the United States Attorney in Tulsa, Oklahoma.

In 1986, he was nominated by the President to serve as a United States District Judge for the Western District of
Oklahoma in Oklahoma City. During his tenure on the bench he presided over approximately 150 federal civil and criminal
trials in various districts within the Tenth Circuit. In 1990, Judge Phillips was also designated by the Chief Justice of the
United States Supreme Court to preside over cases in the Fifth Circuit in the Northern District of Texas, Dallas Division.

Judge Phillips also sat by designation on the United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit in Denver,
Colorado, where he participated in numerous panel decisions and published several opinions in the field of civil rights,
business litigation, environmental law, and summary judgment practice. In July 1991, he resigned from the federal bench
and joined Irell & Manella as a litigation partner.

As an advocate, Judge Phillips has more than 50 trials to his credit. These trials span several substantive areas of
the law, including allegations of unfair competition, environmental contamination, securities fraud, public corruption, money
laundering, bank fraud, mail fraud, merger violations, professional malpractice, tax evasion, narcotics trafficking
prosecutions, and transgressions of the RICO and Continuing Criminal Enterprise statutes. As a result of his trial work, he
has been elected into, and now serves, as a Fellow in the American College of Trial Lawyers.

While serving as a federal judge, he also gained extensive experience in the realm of settlement negotiations and
mediation, presiding over dozens of settlement conferences in complex business disputes and class actions. Judge Phillips
has mediated hundreds of disputes referred by private parties and courts, and has been appointed a Special Master by
numerous federal courts in complex civil proceedings. He has also been designated as special counsel to various boards
and corporations, conducting internal investigations on sensitive issues. He has been nationally recognized as a mediator
by the International Institute for Conflict Prevention and Resolution, serving on its National Panel of Distinguished Neutrals.

Judge Phillips has also been active in a variety of bar association activities, as well as continuing legal education
presentations. During 2001, he served as the President of the Federal Bar Association in Orange County, California, and
served on the Orange County Bar Association Board of Directors and Judiciary Committee. Judge Phillips has also served
as the President of two American Inns of Court, and maintains the status of Master Emeritus in three separate Inns. He is
a member of the California, Oklahoma, Texas, and District of Columbia bar associations.

Judge Phillips is a Fellow of the American Bar Foundation. In 2004-2005 he served as the Co-Chair of the Central
District of California Lawyer Representatives to the Ninth Circuit Judicial Conference. In 2005 Judge Phillips was selected
by the Central District of California federal judiciary to serve as the Chairman of the Magistrate Judge Merit Selection
Panel, a position he still holds. He was also a 2006 Co-Chair for the ABA's Litigation Section's Annual Meeting in Los
Angeles.

As an undergraduate student, Judge Phillips graduated with highest honors as an economics major, receiving his
college's Wall Street Journal Award for the Outstanding Economics graduate. He attended the University of Tulsa on a
NCAA tennis scholarship, serving as the team's captain and winning the Missouri Valley Conference Championship at #1
singles. He also received an NCAA post-graduate scholarship, and was inducted into the University of Tulsa Athletic Hall
of Fame. Judge Phillips also graduated from law school with highest honors, finishing second in his class at the University
of Tulsa. He then pursued an additional two years of graduate law studies at Georgetown University to complement his
work in the field of economic regulation of industry.

For his years of commitment to public service, in 1989 he was named as one of the 10 Outstanding Young
Americans by the U.S. Junior Chamber of Commerce. In 1991, he resigned from the federal bench and joined Irell &
Manella, where he specializes in complex civil litigation, internal investigations, and alternative dispute resolution. He has
the dual honor of being named by LawDragon Magazine in 2006 as one of the "Leading Judges in America" and as one of
the "Leading Litigation Attorneys in America." The Los Angeles Daily Journal named Mr. Phillips as one of California’s 100
most influential lawyers in 2008. In addition, Mr. Phillips was also again selected for inclusion in The Best Lawyers in
America for 2009.

Judge Phillips lives in Orange County, California with his wife, Kathryn. He has three children, Amanda, Parker,
and Graham.

574344
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION,
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

N N N N N N N N N

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
(MDL No. 2785)

DECLARATION OF JAMES B. EUBANK
FILED ON BEHALF OF BEASLEY,
ALLEN, CROW, METHVIN, PORTIS &
MILES, P.C. IN SUPPORT OF
APPLICATION FOR AWARD OF
EXPENSES
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I, James B. Eubank, declare as follows:

1. I am Principal in the firm of Beasley, Allen, Crow, Methvin, Portis & Miles, P.C.
(“the Firm”). | am submitting this declaration in support of the Co-Lead Class Counsel’s
application for an award of expenses/charges (“expenses”) in connection with the above-entitled
action.

2. This Firm is counsel of record for certain Class Plaintiffs in this action.

3. The information in this declaration regarding the Firm’s expenses is based on my
personal knowledge and the expense reports kept by the Firm in the ordinary course of business.

4. The Firm seeks an award of $4,300.40 in expenses and charges in connection with
the prosecution of the action through June 30, 2021. Those expenses and charges are summarized
by category in the attached Exhibit A.

5. A Firm resume is attached as Exhibit B.
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 30th day of

August, 2021, at Montgomery, Alabama.

JAMES B. EUBNAK
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EXHIBIT A
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EXHIBIT A

In re Epipen (Epinephrine Injection, USP) Marketing, Sales Practices and Antitrust Litigation,
No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ (MDL No. 2785)
Beasley, Allen, Crow, Methvin, Portis & Miles, P.C.
Inception through June 30, 2021

CATEGORY AMOUNT

Filing, Witness and Other Fees $479.00
Transportation, Hotels & Meals $3,523.83
Telephone, Facsimile $5.46
Postage $5.89
Photocopies (694 copies at $0.02 per page) 6.94
Online Legal and Financial Research $216.80
Miscellaneous $62.48

TOTAL $4,300.40
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EXHIBIT B
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EXHIBIT B

FIRM RESUME

LAW FIRM
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l. Background of Beasley Allen

In 1978, Jere Locke Beasley founded the firm now known as Beasley, Allen, Crow,
Methvin, Portis & Miles, P.C., which is located in Montgomery, Alabama and Atlanta, Georgia.
From 1970 through 1978, Jere served as Lieutenant Governor of the State of Alabama, and for a
short period as Governor. In 1978, he re-entered the private practice of law representingplaintiffs
and claimants in civil litigation. This was the genesis of the present law firm, which is now made
up of eighty-one attorneys and approximately two hundred sixteen support staff representing
clients all over the country. Beasley Allen has forty-six principals, one managing attorney, four
supervising attorneys, five Board of Directors, and seven non-attorney supervisors. Our support
staff includes full time legal secretaries, paralegals, nurses, investigators, computer specialists,
technologists, a public relations department, and a comprehensive trial graphics department.
Beasley Allen is adequately qualified, prepared, and equipped to handle complex litigation on a

national scale.

1l. Experience of Beasley Allen

Beasley Allen’s highly qualified attorneys and staff work tirelessly for clients throughout
the country, representing plaintiffs and claimants in the following areas: Personal Injury, Products
Liability, Consumer Fraud, Class Action Litigation, Toxic Torts, Environmental Litigation,
Business Litigation, Mass Torts Drug Litigation, and Nursing Home Litigation. We have handled
cases involving verdicts and settlements amounting to nearly $30 billion. For instance, Beasley
Allen has played an integral role in this nation’s most important consumer litigation such as Vioxx
MDL, BP MDL, Toyota SUA MDL, VW MDL, Chrysler Fiat MDL and many others. Beasley

Allen has recovered multi-million dollar verdicts for our clients against many corporate
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wrongdoers, many of which are in the healthcare industry, including AstraZeneca, $216 million,
GSK, $83 million, Johnson & Johnson, Johnson & Johnson Consumer Companies, Inc., and
Imerys Talc America, Inc., $72 million in February of 2016, $55 million in May of 2016, $70
million in October of 2016, and $110 million in May of 2017, as well as Exxon, $11.9 billion, and

G.M., $155 million, just to name a few.

Beasley Allen has extensive experience handling complex litigation, attorney general
litigation, multi-district litigation throughout the U.S., including district and federal courts, qui tam
litigation, and class-action lawsuits all involving matters in the healthcare, pharmaceutical, and
medical device industry. Our attorneys have also represented clients testifying before U.S.
Congressional committees on Capitol Hill in Washington, D.C. Beasley Allen has also been

appointed to the Plaintiff’s Steering Committee in many complex litigations.

i Beasley Allen’s Involvement as Lead or Co-Lead Counsel Representing States in
Complex Litigation, as well as our Qui Tam and Class Action Litigation
Experience,

Beasley Allen is a proven leader in complex litigation on a national level. Beasley Allen
has successfully represented the states of Alabama, Alaska, Georgia, Hawaii, Kansas, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Mississippi, South Carolina, Utah, and West Virginia involving various issues within
the healthcare arena, and has confidentially investigated matters for several other Attorneys
General. Beasley Allen’s experience representing states with complex legal theories involves
investigating wrongdoing, advising the states as to whether litigation should be pursued, handling
all aspects of filed litigation, negotiating the Attorney General’s claims in settlement discussions,
and trying the litigations before a judge and jury. Our firm’s experience with Attorney General

cases involves litigating violations of Medicaid fraud, antitrust violations, consumer protection
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statutes, false claims act violations, fraud, false advertising, negligence, unjust enrichment, breach
of contract, and unfair and deceptive trade practices with respect to the provision of healthcare
goods and services. Beasley Allen’s Attorney General litigation background includes the Average
Wholesale Price litigations on behalf of eight states concerning the fraudulent pricing of
prescription drugs, the representation of four states against McKesson Corporation for its
fraudulent and unfair practices involving prescription drugs, the Fresenius litigation on behalf of
two states involving the medical device GranuFlo, the Unapproved Drugs litigations on behalf of
two states concerning the states’ reimbursement of drugs with a fraudulently obtained Medicaid
reimbursement approval status, the Usual and Customary litigations regarding the false reporting
of pharmacy price lists by the nation’s largest chain pharmacies, the Actos litigation, and many
other litigations and investigations. Beasley Allen attorney Dee Miles served as lead counsel in

the cases such as:

a State of Louisiana, ex rel. v. Fresenius Medical Care Holdings, Inc., et al.,
Suit No. 631,586, Div. “D”; 19th JDC; Parish of East Baton Rouge, Judge
Janice Clark;

b. In Re Alabama Medicaid Pharmaceutical Average Wholesale Price

Litigation filed in the Circuit Court of Montgomery, Alabama, Master
Docket No. CV-2005-219, Judge Charles Price;

C. In Re Kansas Medicaid Pharmaceutical Average Wholesale Price
Litigation filed in the District Court of Wyandotte County, Kansas, Master
Docket No. MV-2008-0668, Division 7, Judge George A. Groneman;

d. In Re Mississippi Medicaid Pharmaceutical Average Wholesale Price
Litigation filed in the Chancery Court of Rankin County, Mississippi,
Master Docket No. 09-444, Judge W. Hollis McGehee;

e The State of Utah v. Apotex Corporation, et al., filed in the Third Judicial
District Court of Salt Lake City, Utah, Case No. 08-0907678, Judge Tyrone
E. Medley;

f. The State of Utah v. Abbott Laboratories, et al., filed in the Third Judicial
District Court of Salt Lake City, Utah, Case No. 07-0915690, Judge Robert



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 179 of 250

Hilder;

g. The State of Utah v. Actavis US, et al., filed in Third Judicial District Court
of Salt Lake City, Utah, Case No. 07-0913717, Judge Kate A. Toomey;

h. The State of Louisiana, et al. v. Molina Healthcare, Inc., et al., filed in 19"
Judicial District Court, Parish of East Baton Rouge, Suit No. 631612, Judge
Janice Clark;

i. The State of Louisiana, et al. v. Takeda Pharmaceuticals America, Inc., et
al., filed in 19" Judicial District Court, Parish of East Baton Rouge, Suit
No. 637447, Judge R. Michael Caldwell;

J- The State of Mississippi v. CVS Health Corporation, et al., DeSoto County,
Third Chancery District, Trial Court No. 16-cv-01392, Judge Mitchell M.
Lundy, Jr.;

k. The State of Mississippi v. Fred’s, Inc., et al., DeSoto County, Third
Chancery District, Trial Court No. 16-cv-01389, Judge Mitchell M. Lundy,
Jr.;

l The State of Mississippi v. Rite Aid Corporation, et al., DeSoto County,
Third Chancery District, Trial Court No. 16-cv-01390, Judge Percy L.
Lynchard, Jr.;

m. The State of Mississippi v. Walgreen Co., et al., DeSoto County, Third
Chancery District, Trial Court No. 16-cv-01391, Judge Mitchell M. Lundy,
Jr.;

n. In the Matter of the Attorney General’s Investigation, AGO Case No.
AN2014103885, Alaska Pay-for-Delay Antitrust Investigation;

) State of Louisiana v. Pfizer, Inc., et al., Docket No. 625543, Sec. 24, 19th
Judicial District Court, Parish of East Baton Rouge, Judge R. Michael
Caldwell;

p. State of Louisiana v. Abbott Laboratories, Inc., et al., Docket No. 596164,
Sec. 25, 19th Judicial District Court, Parish of East Baton Rouge, Judge
Wilson Fields;

q. State of Louisiana v. McKesson Corporation, Docket No. 597634, Sec. 25,
19th Judicial District Court, Parish of East Baton Rouge, Judge Wilson
Fields;

. State of South Carolina v. Abbott Laboratories, Inc., et al., In re: South
Carolina Pharmaceutical Pricing Litigation, Master Caption Number:
2006-CP-40-4394, State of South Carolina, County of Richland, Fifth
Judicial Circuit, Judge J. Cordell Maddox, Jr.;
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bb.

dd.

State of Alaska v. Alpharma Branded Products Division, Inc., et al., Case
No.: 3AN-06-12026, Superior Court for the State of Alaska, Third Judicial
District at Anchorage, Judge William F. Morse;

State of Alaska v. McKesson Corporation and First DataBank, Inc., Case
No. 3AN-10-11348-Cl, Superior Court for the State of Alaska, Third
Judicial Circuit of Anchorage, Judge Peter A. Michalski;

State of Kansas, ex rel. v. McKesson Corporation, et al., Case No. 10-CV-
1491, Division 2, District Court of Wyandotte County, Kansas, Judge
Constance Alvey;

State of Hawaii, ex rel. v. McKesson Corporation, et al., Civil Action No.
10-1-2411-11, State of Hawaii, First Circuit, Judge Gary W. B. Chang;

Commonwealth of Kentucky. v. Fresenius Medical Care Holdings, Inc., et
al., Civil Action No. 16-CI-00946, Franklin Circuit Court, Div. 2, Judge
Thomas D. Wingate;

State of West Virginia v. Merck-Medco, Civil Action No. 02-C-2944,
Circuit Court of Kanawha County, West Virginia, Judge Jennifer F. Bailey;

State of Alabama, ex rel. Troy King, Attorney General v. Transocean, Ltd.,
et al., Civil Action No 2:10-cv-691-MHT-CSC, Middle District of
Alabama, Northern Division , Judge Myron H. Thompson;

State of Mississippi v. Actavis Pharma, Inc., et al., Civil Action No. 17-
cv- 000306, Hinds County Chancery Court, District 1, Judge Patricia D.
Wise;

State of Mississippi v. Barr Laboratories, Inc., et al., Civil Action No. 17-
cv-000304, Hinds County Chancery Court, District 1, Judge J. Dewayne
Thomas;

State of Mississippi v. Camline, L.L.C. (f/k/a Pamlab, L.L.C.), Civil Action
No. 17-cv-000307, Hinds County Chancery Court, District 1, Judge J.
Dewayne Thomas;

State of Mississippi v. E. Claiborne Robins Company, Inc., et al., Civil
Action No. 17-cv-000305, Hinds County Chancery Court, District 1,Judge
Denise Owens;

State of Mississippi v. Endo Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Civil Action No. 17-
cv- 000309, Hinds County Chancery Court, District 1, Judge J. Dewayne
Thomas;
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ee. State of Mississippi v. United Research Laboratories, Inc., et al., Civil
Action No. 17-cv-000308, Hinds County Chancery Court, District 1,Judge
Denise Owens;

ff. State of Alabama v. Purdue Pharma LP, et al., Civil Action No. 03-CV-
2019-901174, Circuit Court for Montgomery County, Alabama, Judge J.
R. Gaines; and

qo. State of Georgia v. Purdue Pharma, LP, et al., Civil Action No. 19-A-

00060-2, Superior Court of Gwinnett County, Georgia, Judge Tracie H.
Cason.

Through the various representations of the many states listed in the previous paragraph,
our firm has recovered over $1.5 billion for the states. Beasley Allen continues to represent states
with complex litigation involving the manufacture and marketing of pharmaceuticals and
pharmaceutical devices, including, but not limited to, allegations of Medicaid fraud, antitrust,
consumer protection violations, false claims, fraud, unjust enrichnment, false advertising, and unfair
and deceptive trade practices with respect to the manufacture, marketing, pricing, and sale of
pharmaceuticals, pharmaceutical devices, and the general provision of goods and services in the

healthcare industry.

In addition to representing states, Beasley Allen is one of the nation’s leading firms in qui
tam litigation, especially in the healthcare industry. Our firm currently is handling seventeenfiled
qui tam cases, investigating approximately ten qui tam cases, tried two qui tam cases, settled
fourteen qui tam cases, and has reviewed over three hundred thirty-five qui tam cases altogether.
Beasley Allen, with the cooperation of the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ), settled one of the
most important qui tam cases in recent history against U.S. Investigations Services, Inc. (USIS), a
private government contractor, for $30 million. The case is United States ex rel. Blake Percivalv.
U.S. Investigations Services, Inc., Civil Action No. 2:11-cv-527-WKW, (M.D. Ala.). Beasley

Allen also represented one of six whistleblowers jointly responsible for a $39 million settlement
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in a False Claims Act case alleging illegal kickbacks and off-label marketing against Daiichi-
Sankyo Company, Ltd. The case was United States, et al., ex rel. Jada Bozeman v. Daiichi-Sankyo
Company, Civil Action No. 14-cv-11606-FDS. Beasley Allen’s qui tam cases involve a variety of
complex legal issues, including but not limited to violations of the Anti-Kickback Statute, Stark
Law, Medicare/Medicaid fraud, military contractor fraud, abuse of Title IV funds, federal grant

fraud and government contracting malfeasance.

Beasley Allen is also a leader in complex class action litigation. Beasley Allen has
successfully brought a number of class actions, some of which were subsequently transferred to
multidistrict litigation, which we originally filed in federal and state courts, including: Ace Tree
Surgery, Inc. v. Terex Corporation, et al., Case No. 1:16-cv-00775-SCJ D (N.D. Ga., filed July
22, 2015); In re: Polaris Marketing, Sales Practices, and Products Liability Litigation, Case No.
0:18-cv-00939-WMW-DTS (D. Minn., filed April 5, 2018); Scott Peckerar et al. v. General
Motors, LLC, Case No. 5:18-cv-02153-DMG-SP (C.D. Cal., filed December 9, 2018); Jason
Compton et al v. . General Motors, LLC, Case No. 1:19-cv-00033-MW-GRJ (N.D. Fla., filed
February 21, 2019); Simerlein v. Toyota Motor Corporation et al., Case No.3:17-cv-01091-VAB
(D. Conn., filed June 30, 2017); Kerkorian et al v. Nissan North America, Inc., Case No. 18-cv-
07815-DMR (N.D. Cal., filed December 31, 2018); Monteville Sloan, Jr. v. General Motors LLC,
Case No. 3:16-cv-07244-EMC (C.D. Cal., filed December19, 2016); William Don Cook v. Ford
Motor Company, Case No. 2:19-cv-00335-ECM-GMB (M.D. Ala., filed May 8, 2019); Sigfredo
Rubio et al., vs. ZF-TRW Automotive Holdings Corp., et al., Case No. 2:19-cv-11295-LVP-RSW
(E.D. Mich., filed May 3, 2019); Weidman, et al. v. Ford Motor Co., Case No. 2:18-cv-12719
(E.D. Mich., filed August 30, 2018); Gerrell Johnson v. Subaru of America, Inc. et al., Case No.

2:19-cv-05681-JAK-MAA (C.D. Cal., filed June 28, 2019); Thondukolam et al., vs. Corteva, Inc.,



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 183 of 250

et al., Case No. 4:19-cv-03857 (N.D. Cal., filed July 3, 2019); Dickman, et al. v. Banner Life
Insurance Company, et al., Case No. 1:16-cv-00192-WMN (D. Md., filed January 19, 2016);
Lesley S. Rich, et al. v. William Penn Life Insurance Company of New York, Case No. 1:17-cv-
02026-GLR (D. Md., filed July 20, 2017); Vivian Farris, et al. v. U.S. Financial Life Insurance
Company, Case No. 1:17-cv-417 (S.D. Ohio, filed June 19, 2017); Donald Brasher v. Allstate
Indemnity Company, Case No. 4:18-cv-00576-ACA (N.D. Ala., filed February 28, 2018); Stephen
Morgan vs. ACE American Insurance Company, Case No. 3:16-cv-705-BJD MCR (N.D. Fla., filed
June 8, 2016); In Re: Apple Inc. Device Performance Litigation, Case No. 5:18-md-02827-EJD
(N.D. Cal., filed April 5, 2018); Intel Corp. CPU Marketing, Sales Practices and Products
Liability Litigation, Case No. 3:18-md-02828 (D.Or., filed April 5, 2018); In Re: The Home Depot,
Inc., Customer Data Security Breach Litigation, Case No. Case 1:14-md-02583-TWT (N.D. Ga.,
filed November 13, 2014); In Re: German Automotive Manufacturers Antitrust Litigation, Case
No. 3:17-md-02796-CRB (N.D. Cal., filed October 5, 2017); In re: Domestic Airline Travel
Antitrust Litigation, Case No. 1:15-mc-01404-CKK (D.D.C., filed October 13, 2015); In Re:
Facebook, Inc., Consumer Privacy User Profile Litigation; Case No. 5:18-md-02827-EJD (N.D.
Cal., filed June 6, 2018); Estrada v. Johnson & Johnson, et al., Case No. 2:14-cv-01051-TLN-
KJN (E.D. Cal., filed April 28, 2014); Larry Clairday, et al. v. Tire Kingdom, Inc., et al., No. 2007-
CV-020 (S.D. Ga.); Wimbreth Chism, et al. v. The Pantry, Inc. d/b/a Kangaroo Express, No. 7:09-
CV-02194-LSC (N.D. Ala.); Danny Thomas, et al. v. Southern Pioneer Life Insurance Company,
No. CIV-2009-257JF, in the Circuit Court of Greene County, State of Arkansas; Dolores Dillon
v. MS Life Insurance Company n/k/a American Bankers Life Assurance Company of Florida, No.
03-CV-2008-900291, in the Circuit Court of Montgomery County, Alabama; Coates v. MidFirst

Bank, 2:14-cv-01079 (N.D. Ala., certified July 29, 2015); Walls v. JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A.,
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3:11-cv-00673 (W.D. Ky., certified October 13, 2016); In re Volkswagen "Clean Diesel”
Marketing, Sales Practices, and Products Liability Litig., 3:15-md-02672 (N.D. Cal., settlements
approved October 25, 2016 and May 17, 2017); and In re Takata Airbag Products Liability Litig.,
1:15-md-02599 (S.D. Fla.). Beasley Allen’s class action cases involve a variety of complex legal

issues.

il Beasley Allen’s Additional Experience as Lead or Co-Lead Counsel in
Nationwide Complex Litigation

Beasley Allen is one of the country's leading firms involved in complex civil litigation on
behalf of claimants, having represented hundreds of thousands of people. Attorneys from Beasley
Allen have been selected by Federal Courts as lead counsel or co-lead counsel in the following

complex multidistrict litigations and class actions:

a In Re Vioxx Products Liability Litigation, United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana, Judge Eldon E. Fallon, MDL No.
1657; (Andy Birchfield, Shareholder of Beasley Allen)

b. In Re Reciprocal of America (ROA) Sales Practices Litigation, United
States District Court for the Western District of Tennessee, Judge J.
Daniel Breen, MDL No. 1551; (Dee Miles and Jere Beasley, both
Shareholders in Beasley Allen);

C. In Re American General Life and Accident Insurance Company
Industrial Life Insurance Litigation, United States District Court for the
District of South Carolina, Judge Cameron McGowan Currie, MDL No.
11429; (Dee Miles, Shareholder of Beasley Allen);

d. In Re Dollar General Corp. Fair Labor Standards Acts Litigation,
United States District Court for the Northern District of Alabama,
Western Division, Judge U.W. Clemon, MDL No. 1635; (Dee Miles,
Shareholder of Beasley Allen);

e In re: Xarelto (Rivaroxaban) Products Liability Litigation, District of
Louisiana, Judge Eldon E. Fallon, Eastern MDL No. 2592;
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f. Johnson & Johnson Talcum Powder Products Marketing, Sales
Practices, and Products Liability Litigation, United States District
Court for the District of New Jersey, Judge Freda L. Wolfson, MDL No.
2738 (Leigh O’Dell, Shareholder of Beasley Allen);

g. In re: Polaris Marketing, Sales Practices, and Product Liability
Litigation, United States District Court for the District of Minnesota,
Judge Wilhelmina M. Wright, Case 0:18-cv-00939-WMW-DTS, (Dee
Miles, Shareholder of Beasley Allen)?; and

h. Weidman et al v. Ford Motor Company, United States District Court of
the Eastern District of Michigan, Judge Gershwin A. Drain, 2:18-cv-
12719 (Dee Miles, Shareholder of Beasley Allen) 2.

iii, Beasley Allen’s Leadership Appointments on Executive and/or Plaintiff Steering
Committees in Complex Multidistrict Litigation

Beasley Allen has been appointed to the Plaintiff’s Executive Committee and/or Steering
Committee in many complex litigations. All of these multidistrict litigations involved multiple
claims against multiple defendants, which required excellent organization and leadership from our

attorneys. Beasley Allen has been appointed to the following MDL complex litigation cases:

a In Re: Motor Fuel Temperature Sales Practices Litigation, United
States District Court for the Middle District of Kansas, Judge Kathryn
Vratil, MDL No. 1840;

b. Bextra/Celebrex, Bextra and Celebrex Marketing Sales Practices and
Product Liability Litigation, United States District Court for the
Northern District of California, Judge Charles R. Breyer, MDL No.

1699;

C. In Re: Vioxx Products Liability Litigation, United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana, Judge Eldon E. Fallon, MDL No.
1657,

d. In Re: Actos (Pioglitazone) Products Liability Litigation, United States

District Court for the Western District of Louisiana, Judge Rebecca F.

! Beasley Allen was appointed as interim co-lead counsel.
2 Beasley Allen was appointed as interim co-lead counsel.
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Doherty, MDL No. 2299;

e In Re: Zoloft (Sertraline Hydrochloride) Products Liability Litigation,
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania,
Judge Cynthia M. Rufe, MDL No. 2342;

f. In Re: Fosamax (Alendronate Sodium) Products Liability Litigation
(No. 1), United States District Court District of New Jersey, Judge
Garrett E. Brown, Jr., MDL No. 2243;

g. In Re: Fosamax Products Liability Litigation, United States District
Court, Southern District of New York, Judge John F. Keenan, MDL No.
1789;

h. In Re: DePuy Orthopaedics, Inc. ASR Hip Implant Products Liability

Litigation, United States District Court for the Northern District of
Ohio, Judge David A. Katz, MDL No. 2197;

. In Re: DePuy Orthopaedics, Inc. Pinnacle Hip Implant Products
Liability Litigation, US District Court for the Northern District of
Texas, Judge Ed Kinkeade, MDL No. 2244;

J: In Re: Biomet M2a Magnum Hip Implant Products Liability Litigation,
US District Court for the Northern District of Indiana, Judge Robert L.
Miller, Jr., MDL No. 2391;

k. In Re: Prempro Products Liability Litigation, United States District
Court, Eastern District of Arkansas, Western Division, Judge Billy Roy
Wilson, MDL No. 1507,

l In Re: Mirena IUD Products Liability Litigation, United States District
Court, Southern District of New York, Judge Cathy Seibel, MDL No.
2434,

m. In Re: Fresenius Granuflo/Naturalyte Dialysate Products Liability
Litigation, United States District Court, District of Massachusetts,
Judge Douglas P. Woodlock, MDL No. 2428;

n. In Re: American Medical Systems, Inc. Pelvic Repair Systems Products
Liability Litigation, United States District Court, Southern District of
Ohio, Judge Joseph R. Goodwin, MDL No. 2325;

0. In Re: C.R. Bard, Inc. Pelvic Repair Systems Products Liability
Litigation, United States District Court, Charleston Division, Judge
Joseph R. Goodwin, MDL No. 2187;
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p. In Re: Boston Scientific Corp. Pelvic Repair Systems Products Liability
Litigation, United States District Court, Southern District of West
Virginia, Judge Joseph R. Goodwin, MDL No. 2326;

q. In Re: Ethicon, Inc. Pelvic Repair Systems Products Liability Litigation,
United States District Court, Charleston Division, Judge Joseph R.
Goodwin, MDL No. 2327;

. In Re: Coloplast Corp. Pelvic Repair Systems Products Liability
Litigation, United States District Court, Charleston Division, Judge
Joseph R. Goodwin, MDL No. 2387;

S. In Re: Google Inc. Gmail Litigation; United States District Court for the
Northern District of California, San Jose Division, Judge Lucy H. Koh,
MDL No. 2430 (Dee Miles, Principal of Beasley Allen);

t In Re Toyota Motor Corp. Unintended Acceleration Marketing, Sales
Practices, and Products Liability Litigation, United States District
Court for the Central District of California, Judge James V. Selna, MDL
No. 2151 (Dee Miles, Principal of Beasley Allen);

u. In Re: Volkswagen "Clean Diesel” Marketing, Sales Practices, and
Products Liability Litigation; California Northern District (San
Francisco), Hon. Charles R. Breyer, Case No. 3:15-md-02672-CRB
(Dee Miles, Principal of Beasley Allen);

V. In Re: Xarelto (Rivaroxaban) Products Liability Litigation, District of
Louisiana, Judge Eldon E. Fallon, Eastern MDL No. 2592;

W. In Re: Target Corporation Customer Data Security Breach Litigation,
United States District Court for the District of Minnesota, Judge Paul
A. Magnuson, MDL No. 2522 (Dee Miles, Principal of Beasley Allen);

X. In Re: Lipitor (Atorvastatin Calcium) Marketing, Sales Practices and
Products Liability Litigation, United States District Court for the District
of South Carolina, Judge Richard M. Gergel, MDL No. 2502;

y. In Re: Blue Cross Blue Shield Antitrust Litigation, United States District
Court for the Northern District of Alabama, Judge R. David Proctor,
MDL No. 2406 (Dee Miles, Principal of Beasley Allen);

ya In Re: Androgel Products Liability Litigation, United States District
Court for the Northern District of Illinois, Judge Matthew F. Kennelly,
MDL No. 2545;

aa. In Re: The Home Depot, Inc., Customer Data Security Breach

Litigation, United States District Court for the Northern District of
Georgia, Judge, Thomas W. Thrash, Jr., MDL No. 2583 (Dee Miles,
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Principal of Beasley Allen);

bb. In Re: Takata Airbag Products Liability Litigation, United States
District Court for the Southern District of Florida, Judge Federico A.
Moreno, MDL No. 2599, serving on a discovery committee responsible
for two3 Auto Manufacturer’s discovery (Dee Miles, Principal of Beasley
Allen)>;

cC. In Re: Chrysler-Dodge-Jeep EcoDiesel Marketing, Sales Practices and
Products Liability Litigation, United States District Court for the
Northern District of California, Judge Edward Chin, MDL No. 2777
(Dee Miles, Principal of Beasley Allen);

dd. In re: Oil Spill by the Oil Rig “Deepwater Horizon in the Gulf of
Mexico, United States District Court of the Eastern District of
Louisiana, Judge Carl J. Barbier, MDL No. 2179;

ee. In re: Invokana (Canagliflozin) Products Liability Litigation, United
States District Court District of New Jersey, Judge Lois H. Goodman,
MDL No. 2750;

ff. In re: Proton-Pump Inhibitor Products Liability Litigation, United

States District Court District of New Jersey, Judge Claire C. Cecchi,
MDL No. 2789; and

qo. In Re: Apple Inc. Device Performance Litigation, United States District
Court for the Northern District of California, Judge Edward J. Davila,
MDL 2827.

11, Qualifications of Beasley Allen Attorneys

Beasley Allen is comprised of highly qualified attorneys and staff that are well-equipped
to be the co-lead counsel in handling any investigation and litigation. Our attorneys are some of

the most qualified and experienced attorneys in the country.

On a firm-wide basis, national publications have profiled several Beasley Allen lawyers,

including Forbes, Time Magazine, BusinessWeek, The New York Times, The Wall Street Journal,

% Discovery Committee appointment only.
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Jet Magazine, The National Law Journal, The ABA Journal, and Lawyers Weekly USA. Beasley
Allen has also appeared nationally on Good Morning America, 60 Minutes, The O'Reilly Factor,
CNN Live at Daybreak, CNN Headline News, ABC Evening News, CBS Evening News, NBC

Evening News, FOX, National Public Radio, and Court TV.

Additionally, Beasley Allen attorneys have some of this country’s largest verdicts and

settlements in the following categories:

a Largest verdict against an oil company in American history,
$11,903,000,000, in State of Alabama v. Exxon, filed in the Circuit
Court of Montgomery County, Alabama, Case No. CV-99-2368, Judge
Tracy S. McCooey:

b. Largest State Medicaid settlements for eight States Attorneys General
involving the Average Wholesale Price Litigation against numerous
pharmaceutical companies for falsely reporting drug prices to State
Medicaid Agencies for use as reimbursement for drugs administered
by those same agencies, returning over $1.5 billion to the states’ coffers
(see AWP litigation description contained herein).

C. Largest environmental settlement in American history, $750,000,000,
in Tolbert v. Monsanto, filed in the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Alabama, Civil Action No. CV-01-1407PWG-S,
Judge Paul W. Greene;

d. Largest predatory lending verdict in American history $581,000,000,
in Barbara Carlisle v. Whirlpool, filed in the Circuit Court of Hale
County, Alabama, Case No. CV-97-068, Judge Marvin Wiggins;

e Largest average wholesale price litigation verdict, $215,000,000, in
State of Alabama v. AstraZeneca, filed in the Circuit Court of
Montgomery County, Alabama, Case No. CV-05-219.10, Judge
Charles Price (Dee Miles as Co- Lead Counsel);

f. Second largest average wholesale price litigation verdict,
$114,000,000, in State of Alabama v. GlaxoSmithKline - Novartis, filed
in the Circuit Court of Montgomery County, Alabama, Case No. CV-
05-219.52, Judge Charles Price (Dee Miles as Co-Lead Counsel);

g. Third largest average wholesale price litigation verdict, $78,000,000,
in State of Alabama v. Sandoz, Inc., filed in the Circuit Court of
Montgomery County, Alabama, Case No. CV-05-219.65, Judge
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Charles Price (Dee Miles as Co-Lead Counsel);

h. Average wholesale price litigation verdict, $30,200,000, in State of
Mississippi v. Sandoz, Inc., filed in the Chancery Court of Rankin
County, Mississippi, Case No. 09-00480, Judge Thomas L. Zebert (Dee
Miles as Co-Lead Counsel);

. Average wholesale price litigation verdict, $30,262.052, in State of
Mississippi v. Watson Laboratories, Inc., et al., filed in the Chancery
Court of Rankin County, Mississippi, Case Nos. 09-488, 09-487, and
09-455, Judge Thomas L. Zebert (Dee Miles as Co-Lead Counsel);

J: Hormone Therapy Litigation Verdict, $72,600,000, in Elfont v. Wyeth
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., Mulderig v. Wyeth Pharmaceuticals, Inc.,
et al., Kalenkoski v. Wyeth Pharmaceuticals, Inc., et al., filed in the
County of Philadelphia, Court of Common Pleas, Case Nos. July Term
2004, 00924, 00556, 00933, Judge Gary S. Glazer;

k. Hormone Therapy Litigation Verdict, $5,100,100, in Okuda v. Wyeth
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., filed in the United States District Court of Utah,
Northern Division, Case No. 1:04-cv-00080-DN, Judge David Nuffer;

! Talcum Powder Litigation Verdict, $72,000,000, in Fox v. Johnson &
Johnson, et al., filed in the Circuit Court of St. Louis City, Case No.
1422-CC03012-01, Judge Rex M. Burlison; and

m. Talcum Powder Litigation Verdict, $55,000,000, in Ristesund V.
Johnson & Johnson, et al., filed in the Circuit Court of St. Louis City,
Case No. 1422-CC03012-01, Judge Rex M. Burlison.

Additionally, Beasley Allen maintains a full-time technology department comprised of six
professionals who have successfully passed rigorous industry certification exams, in addition to
an in-house graphics department that is responsible for designing, constructing, and presenting
essential demonstratives and other presentations used in the courtroom and during mediations.
These technological advancements not only allow Beasley Allen to successfully present the case
for our clients at hearings and trial, but they allow our firm to stay in the forefront of multi-media

and case management.
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Beasley Allen is proud to have the opportunity to represent clients throughout the country

carry out our moto of helping those who need it most.
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EXRHIBIT A-39
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION,
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

N N N N N N N N N

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
(MDL No. 2785)

DECLARATION OF MATTHEW S.
TRIPOLITSIOTIS FILED ON BEHALF OF
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP IN
SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR
AWARD OF EXPENSES
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I, Matthew S. Tripolitsiotis, declare as follows:

1. I am Partner in the firm of Boies Schiller Flexner LLP (“BSF” or the “Firm”). I am
submitting this declaration in support of the Co-Lead Class Counsel’s application for an award of
expenses/charges (“expenses”) in connection with the above-entitled action.

2. This Firm is a Member of the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee for Class Plaintiffs in
this action.

3. The information in this declaration regarding the Firm’s expenses is based on my
personal knowledge and the expense reports kept by the Firm in the ordinary course of business.

4. The Firm seeks an award of $945,290.80 in expenses and charges in connection
with the prosecution of the action through June 30, 2021. Those expenses and charges are
summarized by category in the attached Exhibit A.

5. A Firm resume is attached as Exhibit B.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 30th

day of August 2021, at Stamford, CT.

‘Matthew\S. Tripolitsiotis
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EXHIBIT A

In re Epipen (Epinephrine Injection, USP) Marketing, Sales Practices and Antitrust Litigation,
No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ (MDL No. 2785)
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP
Inception through June 30, 2021

CATEGORY AMOUNT
Filing, Witness and Other Fees $ 676.00
Transportation, Hotels & Meals $ 132,894.04
Telephone, Facsimile $  2,450.74
Messenger, Overnight Delivery § 5,179.83
Court Hearing Transcripts and Deposition Reporting, Transcripts
and Videography $ 1,837.95
Photocopies $ 16,178.97
Outside: $ 16,176.27
In-House: ( 18 copies at $0.15 per page) $ 2.70
Online Legal and Financial Research $ 111,018.04
Litigation Fund Contribution $ 675,000.00
Miscellaneous $ 55.23
TOTAL $ 945,290.80
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EXHIBIT B

FIRM RESUME
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BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER

Boies Schiller Flexner LLP ("BSF") is one of the nation’s preeminent litigation firms. BSF is selected
by major corporations, institutions, and individuals who have a choice of any attorney in the
world for their most important matters. Since its founding in 1997, BSF has handled a number of
prominent and high-stakes litigation matters, of which the following is a representative sample.

REPRESENTATIVE MATTERS

= Achieving a $4.1 billion recovery for American largest ever verdict in a copyright infringement case
Express in its antitrust case against VISA and = Representing Al Gore in his litigation before the

Mastercard relating to exclusionary practices United States Supreme Court and the courts

governing bank partnerships — the largest recovery of Florida in connection with the recount litigation

ever for a private plaintiff in an antitrust case associated with the 2000 U.S. Presidential election

= Secured preliminary approval (final approval = Representing the US Government as lead counsel

pending) of a $2.7 billion settlement with in its successful antitrust trial against Microsoft
Blue Cross Blue Shield over antitrust allegations
that BCBS health plans divided insurance markets

throughout the country and agreed not to compete

= Representing the victims of Jeffrey Epstein and
Ghislaine Maxwell in bringing the underage

with one another across those markets sex trafficking to public light and in generating

prosecutions in New York after years of prosecutors

= Serving as co-lead counsel for the class of vitamins and the press largely ignoring the misconduct

purchasers and achieving a settlement of over $1 . i .

billion in In reVitamins Antitrust Litigation, as well as a " Representing Barclays in the longest bankruptcy trial
in American history and appeals to the SDNY and
Second Circuit; defeated a $13 billion claim and

recovered approximately $8.3 billion of additional

jury verdict of over $50 million (pre—trebling) against
the defendants that did not settle

= Winning a jury verdict against SAP that awarded a assets on its contractual claims against the Lehman

$1.3 billion judgment to Oracle, which was the Bankruptcy Estate and the SIPC Trustee

WHAT OTHERS SAY

Boies Schiller Flexner has earned a world-class reputation for our highly successful practice. As early as 2001,
BSF was described by The National Law Journal as a firm of “casual brilliance.” The American Lawyer has
characterized BSF as “A Galaxy of Bright Lights,” and Lawdragon called the firm “the most powerful litigation
turbine in America.” We strive every day, in every matter, to build upon that reputation, to achieve exceptional
results for our clients, and to remain the firm that our clients will always want to entrust with their most
significant matters.

"The firm from its inception has focused on preparing
cases for trial from the first day of the case.”

"..known as the go-to law firm for high-stakes, high-profile
litigation—what executives and corporate lawyers call ‘bet
the company’ cases”

“One of America’s most successful and sought-after
law firms for cases that matter.”

www.bsfllp.com
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CLASS ACTION

BSF has served as lead or co-lead plaintiff’'s counsel in numerous complex class actions. These
class action cases have involved a variety of claims relating to such matters as antitrust and
securities fraud. The Firm enjoys one of the most selective and successful class action practices
in the country. Since its inception, BSF has negotiated record settlements and won substantial
verdicts on behalf of class members in several prominent cases.

The firm handles a multitude of class action cases. Our unique experience of representing both defense and plaintiff

classes allows for a particular advantage, resulting in favorable outcomes for our clients. The firm’s work includes a

broad range of representing plaintiff classes in consumer cases, antitrust, securities fraud, and employment cases.

Our iawyers work efficiently and strategically at all stages of litigation to obtain rneaningful recoveries. When trial

threatens, our track record of success in the courtroom serves as an effective spur to negotiation.

REPRESENTATIVE MATTERS

= Blue Cross Blue Shield: Secured preliminary
approval (final approval pending) of a $2.7 billion
settlement on behalf of the class over antitrust
allegations that BCBS health plans divided insurance

markets throughout the country to avoid competition

Takata Airbags: Obtained $1.5 billion in
settlements with auto manufacturers in multidistrict

litigation over defective airbags supplied by Takata

= Volkswagen: Represented a nationwide class of
consumers suing Volkswagen for knowingly installing
software designed to cheat emissions tests in order
to deceive federal and state regulators, resulting in a
nearly $15 billion settlement

Fresh Del Monte Produce: Won summary
judgment for Fresh Del Monte Produce, affirmed
by the Fourth Circuit, in a class action alleging that
our client monopolized the market for extra sweet
pineapples; class sought $1 billion in damages for
alleged patent misuse

In re:Vitamin C Antitrust Litigation: Pioneers
in plaintiffs’ side international pricing cases, brought
the first antitrust cases against certain Chinese
manufacturers for conspiring to fix the prices of
Vitamin C and Magnesite sold in the U.S.

= O’Bannon v. NCAA: Served as co-lead trial
counsel for O’Bannon and a class of other former

college athletes resulting in a federal judge issuing
an injunction against the NCAA’s rules that prevent
athletes from earning money from the use of their
names and images in television broadcasts and video

garnes

NBA Players: Represented the NBA players in

their historic class action lawsuit against the NBA,
accusing the league of conspiring to deny them their
right to offer their services in the pro basketball
market through an unlawful group boycott and price-
fixing arrangement; resulted in a settlement that
allowed the players to return to work and saved the
2011-2012 NBA season

In re Auction Houses Litigation: Served as
lead counsel on behalf of the plaintiff class of auction
house sellers and buyers against Christie’s and
Sotheby’s and negotiated a $512 million settlement

In re: Polyurethane Foam Antitrust
Litigation: Acted as co-lead counsel for the class
in the federal court in Ohio, the firm secured over
$440 million in settlements with manufacturers of
flexible polyurethane foam who faced allegations of

coordinating price increases to fix prices

Anwar v. Fairfield: Acted as co-lead counsel in the
most successful shareholder class action recovery for
investors in the Bernard Madoff Ponzi scheme resulting

in more than $235 million in recovery for investors

www.bsfllp.com
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CLASS ACTION

= Au Pair Class Action: Represented plaintiffs in a
nationwide class action alleging violations of state
and federal employment laws, as well as antitrust
and state unfair competition laws; obtained a $65.5
million settlement on behalf of the class, the largest

employment law settlement of the year

In re Municipal Derivatives Antitrust
Litigation: Served as co-lead counsel for class
plaintiffs in an antitrust case concerning price-fixing
of municipal derivatives; the firm recovered $223
million in settlements for the class; our work on this
case received the award for the Outstanding Antitrust
Litigation Achievement in Private Law Practice from
the American Antitrust Institute

BSF has extensive experience in pharmaceutical

class action matters. The firm has served as co-

lead counsel in In re Cardizem CD Antitrust Litigation,
MDL No. 1278, Civil Action No. 99-cv-732589

and 99-¢v-73870 (E.D. Mich. 2002) ($110 million
recovery), in In re Buspirone Antitrust Litigation,
MDL No. 1413, Civil Action No. 01-CV- 7951 (JAK)
(S.D.N.Y. 2002) ($220 million recovery), and In
re Terazosin Hydrochloride Antitrust Litigation, MDL No.
1317, Civil Action No. 99- 7143-Civ-Seitz (S.D. Fla.)
(375 million recovery)

Erica P. John Fund v. Halliburton: Represented
a securities class action which took 14 years, repeat
visits to the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals, and
produced two major wins for plaintiffs in the United
States Supreme Court, the firm obtained a $100
million settlement for the class

Florida Children on Medicaid: Led a 10-year

pro bono case brought on behalf of the more than 2
million Florida children that, after a 93-day federal
trial, resulted in a sweeping favorable decision, and

led to improved medical and dental care for the
children on Medicaid

OPT-OUT MATTERS

= LCD Price-Fixing Litigation: Represented 12
corporate opt-out plaintiffs in antitrust litigation
against the world’s largest LCD manufacturers, and
obtained favorable resolutions through settlement
for all 12 clients, achieving total settlements of more
than $500 million, an amount in excess of 150% of
the plaintiffs’ damage claims and more than 5 times

what they would have recovered from the class action

= CRT Price-Fixing Litigation: Represented 9
corporate opt-out plaintiffs in antitrust litigation
against the world’s largest cathode ray tube (CRT)
manufacturers, and obtained favorable resolutions
through settlement for all 9 clients with settlements
over $250 million, more than 6-10 times what they
would have recovered from the class action

= In re Generic Pharmaceuticals Pricing and
Antitrust Litigation: Representing a large health
insurer as an opt-out plaintiff in a price-fixing case
against generic drug makers described as potentially
“the largest cartel case in the history of the U.S.”

= Broiler Chicken Antitrust Litigation:
Representing multiple major poultry purchasers in
one of the largest antitrust cases in the country; the
lawsuit alleges that 20 chicken producers inflated
the price of broiler chickens through a long-running
conspiracy to restrain production, manipulate price
indices, fix prices, and rig bid

= United HealthCare Services v. Cephalon:
Represented a large health insurer as an opt-
out plaintiff in affirmative litigation against
pharmaceutical manufacturers regarding the drug
Provigil, which resulted in resolution of all claims via
settlement approaching the brink of the jury trial

= In re Capacitors Antitrust Litigation:
Representing Arrow Electronics as an opt-out plaintiff
in a multidistrict litigation cartel case, involving a
worldwide price-fixing conspiracy of capacitors with a

total claim for recovery in excess of $200 million

www.bsfllp.com
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ANTITRUST

Boies Schiller Flexner has a highly successful and sophisticated antitrust practice, drawing from
extensive experience in cutting-edge antitrust actions and on a corps of antitrust practitioners
with broad experience in both government service and private practice.

The Firm excels in the defense and prosecution of complex, high-stakes antitrust cases, as well as the defense of
antitrust and competition-related government investigations. Both national and international in scope, our practice
spans a broad range of industries. BSF is highly ranked by Chambers and Partners and Legal 500 for its antitrust

work.

In addition to our comprehensive antitrust litigation practice, the Firm provides a full range of antitrust counseling
services, including guidance regarding proposed conduct or transactions, responses to federal and/or state AG
investigations—related to both mergers and conduct—and compliance with pre-merger notification rules. We
are also frequently engaged by third parties who have concerns about the conduct of their competitors, or about

proposed mergers of others that are subject to government review.

REPRESENTATIVE MATTERS

= United States v. Microsoft: Chairman David
Boies, working with and building on the case
developed by key DOJ attorneys, led the trial team
for the US in its successful, landmark antitrust suit
against Microsoft in which Microsoft was accused of

an unlawful monopolization on personal computers

= Apple v. Qualcomm: Represented a major
technology company in one of the largest cases in
U.S. history, both in dollar terms as well as legal
and factual complexity, asserting antitrust and
patent claims against Qualcomm, a leading supplier
of cellular modem chipsets and a major holder of
standard-essential cellular technology patents; the
parties reached a settlement on the first day of trial

» American Express v.Visa and MasterCard: As
antitrust counsel for plaintiff, American Express,
BSF secured the largest private antitrust settlement
in history to date, a $4.1 billion settlement with Visa
and MasterCard

= Genius Media Group Inc.: Represent online
publishers in a landmark antitrust suit against Google
alleging that the search engine has unlawfully stifled
advertising competition and harmed publishers

= Barclays and HSBC: Represented Barclays and
HSBC in In Re: ICE LIBOR Antitrust Litigation, a

class action filed in 2019 in federal court in New
York alleging an antitrust price-fixing conspiracy to
artificially depress U.S. dollar Libor rates since ICE
Benchmark Administration took over administration
of Libor in 2014

Delta Air Lines: Represent Delta in numerous
matters, including in long-running multidistrict
litigation in which class plaintiffs accused Delta and
AirTran Airways of agreeing to impose first bag fees
in violation of federal antitrust law, claiming billions
of dollars in damages; the District Court granted
summary judgment for the airlines in a widely-
reported 95-page opinion and the Eleventh Circuit
affirmed the “well-reasoned decision of the district
court” in a one-sentence per curiam opinion; plaintiffs’
petition for rehearing was denied; we also defended
Delta in a nationwide antitrust class action brought
by travel agents alleging a conspiracy among Delta,
American, United, and ATPCO, to fix the prices

of multi-city tickets; the defendants successfully
defeated plaintiffs’ preliminary injunction motion,
and obtained dismissal of plaintiffs’ amended
complaint; the Ninth Circuit affirmed the dismissal

and denied plaintiffs” petition for rehearing en banc

www.bsfllp.com
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ANTITRUST

= United Healthcare Services: Represented

a major healthcare company asserting antitrust
claims against Merck and Glenmark, alleging they
entered into an unlawful “pay for delay” agreement
concerning the prescription drug Zetia that
prevented lower-priced generic drugs from entering

the market for several years

DuPont: Represented E.I. DuPont de Nemours

and Company and DuPont Pioneer in antitrust
litigation against Monsanto, alleging that Monsanto
unlawfully acquired and maintained a monopoly
over agricultural biotech traits; after substantial
discovery, the antitrust claims were resolved through
a favorable settlement prior to trial

Sanford Health: Defended Sanford against claims
by the FTC and the North Dakota Attorney General
that Sanford’s proposed acquisition of a multi-
specialty physician group violated antitrust laws;
served as lead counsel in a federal court hearing

to enjoin the transaction, a parallel administrative
proceeding at the FTC, and before the court of
appeals; the case is one of a handful of government
merger challenges to be tried and litigated in the
federal appellate courts in recent years

Philip Morris: Represented Philip Morris in an
antitrust class action by tobacco growers alleging
collusion and bid-rigging, which was successfully
resolved in a settlement that included a future
purchase commitment by the major cigarette

manufacturers

In Re: Rail Fright Fuel Surcharge Antitrust
Litigation: BSF represents plaintiffs in this case in
which direct purchasers of rail freight transportation
services allege that the nation’s four largest railroads
conspired in violation of Section 1 of the Sherman
Act to use rail fuel surcharges, which were added to
customers’ bills, as a means to fix prices and collect
billions of dollars of additional profits for a period of

more than five years

= SolarCity: BSF filed antitrust claims on behalf

of SolarCity, alleging that the Salt River Project
Agricultural District adopted a new, punitive
rate structure uniquely for rooftop solar users to

foreclose competition from rooftop solar providers

United Healthcare Services: Representing a
major healthcare company asserting antitrust claims
against Celgene based on its efforts to exclude
competitors from selling generic versions of the
prescription drugs Thalomid and Revlimid, blocking
generic access to the drugs and filing serial sham
patent infringement suits to enforce invalid patents

Mississippi Attorney General: Represented
Mississippi AG as special counsel prosecuting
state-law antitrust claims against Microsoft that
achieved highest per capita recovery of all such suits
nationwide

New York Yankees v. Cablevision: Represented
Yankees Entertainment and Sports Network in an
antitrust litigation suit filed in New York federal
court against Cablevision, Time Warner Cable, and
other satellite and cable carriers regarding carriage
rights and terms; following arbitration, the case
settled favorably for the YES Network

Kentucky Speedway v. NASCAR: Successfully
defended NASCAR in a $1.2 billion antitrust

suit alleging NASCAR monopolized the market
for premium stock-car racing, and engaged in an

unlawful conspiracy

Group of Pharmacies: Lead counsel representing
independent pharmacies in antitrust and contract
actions against Express Scripts and CVS for their
actions as pharmacy benefits managers in an alleged
collusive group boycott of those pharmacies

Commonwealth of Kentucky: Prosecuted an
antitrust case on behalf of the State of Kentucky in an
action alleging antitrust violations against Marathon

Petroleum Company

www.bsfllp.com
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ABOUT US

BSF is a firm of internationally recognized trial lawyers, crisis managers, and strategic advisors
known for its creative, aggressive, and efficient pursuit of success for our clients.

Our attorneys have an established track record of taking
on and winning complex, groundbreaking, and cross-
border matters in diverse circumstances and industries.
From the thorniest, most high-stakes matters to
straightforward business disputes, we have a knack for
identifying the strongest arguments, understanding the
benefits of each, and determining whenand how to deploy
them in a case. We use the law as a tool to drive value and
mitigate risk. We treat every case from its inception as
though it is headed to trial, relentlessly and methodically
developing the factual record in a way that positions
us for success regardless in or out of the courtroom.

We build deep relationships with clients, allowing
us to advise them in any matter and any forum, and
we regularly represent them as both plaintiffs and
defendants. Everything we do for our clients is intended
to advance their interests while helping them evaluate
the costs, benefits, and risks of litigation. Clients benefit
from our experience on more than 450 trials before
juries and judges in federal and state courts throughout
the United States and more than 200 international
arbitration proceedings around the world.

DIVERSITY, EQUITY & INCLUSION

Our firm is dedicated to fostering a diverse and inclusive
work environment that supports the recruitment,
retention, and advancement of women and men of all
backgrounds, at all levels of the firm. We believe that
teams with diverse viewpoints and perspectives are
critical to providing creative solutions to the unique
challenges of our global client base.

We have a proven commitment at the firm, in the legal
profession, and in society as a whole.

= Certified under Mansfield 5.0 for our commitment
to diversity

= High-potential BSF attorneys participate in Pathfinder
and Fellow Programs

= Recognized with DFA’s “Tipping the Scale” award for
having a partner class of 50% or more women

= Scored 100 percent on Human Rights Campaign’s
Corporate Equality Index for the sixth year

= The only law firm recognized in Seramount’s first
Global Inclusion Index

RECOGNIZED FOR EXCELLENCE

“They’re fantastic. They are absolutely
trial lawyers, and they’re extremely
responsive and intelligent.”

Client feedback from Chambers & Partners

www.bsfllp.com
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BSF CORE TEAM

MATTHEW S. TRIPOLITSIOTIS

Partner

Armonk, NY

(0) 914.749.8364

(E) mtripolitsiotis@bsfllp.com

EDUCATION

University of Pennsylvania
Law School, ].D.; Articles
Editor, University of Pennsylvania
Journal of Constitutional Law

University of Pennsylvania,
M.G. A., Government
Administration; Project Director,
Fels Voting Index

Villanova University, B.A.,
Political Science; Commencement
Speaker; Truman Scholar
Nominee

AWARDS

New York Metro Super

Lawyers Rising Star (2013—
2018)

Matt takes a pragmatic approach to resolving high—stakes litigation that has
earned him recognition from his peers and brings value to his clients.

Matt specializes in handling a client’s most complex matters. He currently
serves as a court-appointed member of the Steering Committee prosecuting
multidistrict litigation on behalf of purchasers forced to overpay for life-
saving EpiPens and he has been a core member of the legal team on some
of the firm’s highest-profile matters. Most notably, these matters included
recouping $4 billion for American Express from Visa and Master Card—the
largest ever settlement for a single antitrust plaintiff—and representing a
nationwide consumer class against Volkswagen based on the installation of
an emissions testing defeat device, which resulted in a partial settlement
valued at approximately $15 billion.

In addition to these litigations, Matt has counseled his clients in a wide
variety of subject matters, including antitrust, contract, corporate
governance, class action, entertainment, land use/real estate, intellectual

property, securities, and estate litigation.

Matt’s writing on the compact clause of the Constitution was published in
the Yale Law & Policy Review and has been cited as authority by multiple
courts. In addition to constitutional law, Matt’s academic interests include
political science, mediation, and land use. He also sits on a local Zoning

Board of Appeals.

REPRESENTATIVE MATTERS

= Prosecuting and settling a nationwide class action against Volkswagen

for its installation of an emissions testing defeat device, resulting in a
settlement valued at more than $15 billion

= Representing American Express in obtaining $4 billion of relief for the
settlement of antitrust claims against Visa and MasterCard

= Successfully defending American Express in antitrust actions brought
by the U.S. Department of Justice, state attorneys general, and certain

merchants rcgarding American Express’s non-discrimination provisions

" Defeating a motion for temporary restraining order/preliminary
injunction that sought to undue the proper dissolution of a company and
funding for a $200 million lawsuit

= Winning appeal regarding the right of Cayman shareholders to bring
derivative actions in New York courts

www.bsfllp.com
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BSF CORE TEAM

Partner

New York, NY

(0) 212.909.7606

(E) dloft@bsfllp.com

EDUCATION

Fordham Law School, ].D.,
magna cum laude; Notes & Articles
Editor, Fordham Law Review;
Order of the Coif; Fordham Prize

Fordham University, B. A.,
summa cum laude, Comparative
Literature

AWARDS

Law360 Rising Star (2020)

New York Law Journal Rising
Star (2020)

New York Metro Super
Lawyers Rising Star (2014—
2016, 2019, 2020)

DUANE L. LOFT

Anexperienced trial lawyer, Duane’s practice focuses on complex commercial
litigation, antitrust, corporate governance, and contested issues arising in
bankruptcy. He was recently profiled in Global Restructuring Review for
his significant experience “in high-stakes contentious restructuring and
insolvency-related disputes.” In 2020, he was named a Rising Star in both
the New York Law Journal and Law360.

Since joining the firm, Duane has been involved in some of its most
important matters. He represented the National Basketball Association
players in their historic antitrust lawsuit against the NBA. He represented
Starr International in multibillion dollar litigation against the government
over the AIG bailout. He is currently prosecuting landmark antitrust cases
against the pharmaceutical industry, including a class action for purchasers
forced to overpay for the life-saving EpiPen device, and price-fixing claims
against generic drug makers, a case described as potentially “the largest
cartel case in the history of the United States.”

REPRESENTATIVE MATTERS

= Representing Ad Hoc Group of Convertible Noteholders in Chapter 11
of Intelsat, S.A.

= Successfully prosecuting an international arbitration against Greece,
resulting in a settlement worth over €1 billion for foreign investors

" Defending litigation arising from the Cayman Islands provisional

liquidation of the Abraaj Group, a Dubai-based private equity firm

" Defending fraudulent transfer claims in Chapter 15 adversary proceedings
brought by the trustee of Norske Skogindustrier, an insolvent Norwegian
paper company

= Representing second-lien noteholders in Chapter 11 adversary proceeding
against Spanish—language broadcaster LBI Media Inc.

= Advising creditors of Puerto Rico’s Employee Retirement System, in
connection with the Title III restructuring proceedings and related
litigation against the U.S. and Puerto Rico under the Takings Clause

= Representing investment funds in dispute over rights to claim against
Lehman Brothers International (Europe) (LBIE). Calanthe Capital, LLC v.
Citadel Equity Fund Ltd., No. 651191/2017 (New York Supreme Court)

= Representing plaintiffs in claims for fraud and breach of contract against
Hess Corporation. Aegean Marine Petroleum Network, Inc. v. Hess
Corp., No. 653887/2015 (New York Supreme Court)

www.bsfllp.com
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BSF CORE TEAM

Associate

New York, NY

(0) 212.754.4237

(E) acembrovska@bsfllp.com

EDUCATION

University of Miami School
of Law, ].D.

Lehigh University, B.A.,
Psychology

ANASTASIA CEMBROVSKA

Anastasia’s practice focuses on complex commerecial litigation, on behalf of
plaintiffs and defendants, in state and federal courts. Anastasia has worked
on high-profile matters including antitrust class actions, contract disputes,
and an adversary bankruptcy proceeding. Anastasia is a native Russian
speaker and has worked on several matters for the firm’s Russian clients.

REPRESENTATIVE MATTERS

= Representing second-lien noteholders in adversary bankruptcy proceeding
against LBI Media Inc.

= Representing plaintiffs in an antitrust class action over the rising prices of

EpiPen injectable devices

= Representing market insurers at Lloyd’s of London in litigation stemming
from the bankruptcy of a Moroccan oil refinery

www.bsfllp.com
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION,
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

N N N N N N N N N

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
(MDL No. 2785)

DECLARATION OF WARREN TAVARES
BURNS FILED ON BEHALF OF BURNS
CHAREST LLP IN SUPPORT OF
APPLICATION FOR AWARD OF
EXPENSES
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I, Warren Tavares Burns, declare as follows:

I. I am Partner in the firm of Burns Charest LLP (“define firm name if necessary” or
the “Firm”). 1 am submitting this declaration in support of the Co-Lead Class Counsel’s
application for an award of expenses/charges (“expenses”) in connection with the above-entitled
action.

2. This Firm is Co-Lead Class Counsel and counsel of record for certain Class
Plaintiffs in this action.

3. The information in this declaration regarding the Firm’s expenses is based on my
personal knowledge and the expense reports kept by the Firm in the ordinary course of business.

4. The Firm seeks an award of $1,396,935.45 in expenses and charges in connection
with the prosecution of the action through June 30, 2021. Those expenses and charges are
summarized by category in the attached Exhibit A.

5. A Firm resume is attached as Exhibit B.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 3rd

day of September, 2021, at Dallas, Texas.

Warren Tavares Burns
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EXHIBIT A
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EXHIBIT A

In re Epipen (Epinephrine Injection, USP) Marketing, Sales Practices and Antitrust Litigation,
No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ (MDL No. 2785)

Burns Charest LLP
Inception through June 30, 2021
CATEGORY AMOUNT

Filing, Witness and Other Fees $920.00
Transportation, Hotels & Meals $287,865.59
Messenger, Overnight Delivery $2,510.02
Court Hearing Transcripts and Deposition Reporting, Transcripts
and Videography $25,628.26
Experts/Consultants/Investigators $562,783.55

Name: NDA Partners LLC $36,866.27

Name: Greylock McKinnon Associates, Inc $232,409.03

Name: Fallon Group, LLC $25,081.25

Name: Legal Media Inc $1,075.00

Name: Legal Economics, LLC $10,000.00

Name: IQVIA, Inc $257,352.00
Photocopies - Outside $1,287.25
Online Legal and Financial Research $15,940.78
Litigation Fund Contribution $500,000.00

TOTAL $1,396,935.45
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900 Jackson Street, Suite 500 | Dallas, TX 75202
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Burns Charest is a young firm with a dynamic and impressive pedigree. Our founders were
partners and attorneys at some of the finest commercial litigation boutiques in the nation. In 2015,
we came together to build a new, aggressive platform to pursue our clients’ interests.

We know that experience matters to clients and judges. And we have it. Our lawyers have actually
tried a complex class action to verdict, served as co-lead counsel in multi-district litigation, secured
a $106 million judgment in the first of the 2008 mortgage meltdown cases to go to trial, obtained
significant settlements in royalty-owner disputes, and regularly represented individuals and
businesses in complex, bet-the-company cases.

We currently serve as lead counsel in national antitrust and other complex class actions. We
represent numerous royalty owners in disputes against oil and gas giants. We serve hundreds of
individuals whose lives have been threatened by exposure to asbestos and other harmful products.

We have a strong team. Our lawyers are some of the most experienced and talented of their
generation, and we are happy to match our credentials against others.

Our focus is on the future. We believe firmly that our nation’s legal system was designed to protect
individuals and businesses from the wrongdoing of others and to assure a level playing field. As
lawyers, we have an incredibly important role to play in making that system work for our
clients. And we will not shy away from a fight to protect their interests.
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Why We Win

What is the difference? From day one, we focus on how we are going to win your case at trial. We
know from experience that success in the courtroom begins with a well-planned and efficient case
strategy that focuses on what truly matters.

Our focus is not on the billable hour. We prefer to work under fee agreements that reward success
and efficiency. By fully aligning our clients’ interests with our own, we are able to focus on
success.

We work smartly. In each case we conduct discovery and motion practice in a way that advances
our client’s goals. We identify key witnesses and documents, and then focus our efforts on how
to tell our client’s story through targeted depositions and discovery.

Many firms preach efficiency; we practice it. Our clients’ interests are not best served by assigning
multiple lawyers to perform the same task. That is not our style. We adhere to our Texas
roots: One Riot, One Ranger.

The best lawyers are not those who scream loudest. We do not advance our clients’ cases by
engaging in meaningless disputes with our adversaries. That wastes time and money. But be
assured, we know what’s important and we will not shy away from zealously advancing our
clients’ interests.

We engage our clients each step of the way as members of the team. They help shape
strategy. They participate in every significant decision.

We know how to communicate complex ideas to judges and juries. We use innovative techniques
and technologies to advocate for our clients at trial, employing creative means to impart their story
and serve their interests.
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Practice Areas

Antitrust

Antitrust laws are essential to our nation’s economy. Without them, businesses would be free to
conspire to charge American consumers higher prices. And monopolists would be able to squeeze
competitors out of the market.

Antitrust laws are so important that state and federal governments have empowered American
consumers and businesses to bring legal claims to enforce these laws, and in some cases they may
obtain three times their damages if successful. We gladly represent those who have been harmed
and are seeking to enforce their rights.

We have deep experience in representing classes and individuals in antitrust suits against some of
the world’s largest corporations. We currently serve as co-lead counsel on behalf of a class of
American car purchasers in the Vehicle Carrier Services Antitrust Litigation case that is pending
in federal court in New Jersey. We are also co-lead counsel in the Crude Oil Commodity Futures
Litigation, where we brought antitrust and Commodity Exchange Act claims against individual
traders and companies on behalf of a nationwide class. Our lawyers have served as co-lead counsel
in other national class action cases before forming Burns Charest. And we have obtained hundreds
of millions of dollars for the classes we have represented.

Business Disputes

When you want a lawyer, usually something has gone wrong and you need a solution; ideally a
cost-effective result that achieves your business goals. Burns Charest can help.

Our trial lawyers have represented all types of businesses in all kinds of lawsuits. We’ve been on
both sides—with good effect. Our lawyers have recovered millions for businesses and we’ve
obtained complete defense wins for business clients. Whether your matter sits before a judge, a
jury or an arbitration panel, our vast experience can often make a positive difference..

Big cases don’t require big hours. They require skill. Burns Charest attorneys are stand-up trial
lawyers. Not discovery litigators. We focus on winning at trial, not picking needless skirmishes
along the way.

When appropriate, we welcome the opportunity to work on a contingency-fee basis, so our reward
comes only when you win. We will work with you to establish the right fee structure for your case,
whether that means blended rates, flat fees or hourly rates. Ultimately, we want to establish a
relationship that works for the client, the lawyers and the case.

burns
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We also work with referring lawyers. If you want to joint venture a case, we are willing to split
work, expenses and fees on equitable terms. If you need to refer a case due to a conflict, we can
take the case forward and support your recommendation. And, if you need trial counsel as the case
matures, Burns Charest attorneys can step into the later phases of cases for trial. Above all, we
respect the client relationships of our referring counsel.

By way of example, our lawyers have handled litigation involving:

e Breach of contract e Non-competition agreement
o Tortious interference with contracts violations
o Interference with prospective e Defamation and business
contracts or business advantages disparagement
e Uniform Commercial Code (UCC) e Fraud
disputes e Fraudulent inducement
e Unfair competition claims e Accounting malpractice
Class Action

Federal and state governments have also enacted laws to safeguard Americans’ privacy rights and
to protect consumers and businesses from unfair practices. These laws often provide individuals
and businesses a means to bring claims against defendants for unlawful actions.

We have brought claims on behalf of American consumers and businesses in cases throughout the
United States. Our consumer cases have involved federal and state privacy and consumer
protection laws, as well as state statutes regulating trade practices.

Energy

Big Oil is big business, and the business of Big Oil often leads to high-stakes litigation. People
and companies from across the nation and around the world put a lot at risk in these deals. When
things go wrong in this sector, they tend to go very wrong. That’s where we come in.

Our combination of trial savvy, industry experience and technical know-how puts us in an
excellent position to help you. We bring effective and efficient representation to understand the
issues and technology and explain them to judges and juries for your benefit. We are oil and gas
trial lawyers.

It’s complicated, but not too complex. The oil and gas industry brings its own technology,
accounting procedures and lexicon. The lawyers at Burns Charest have deciphered and explained
any number of these issues. Some examples include the costs and prices in revenue accounting for
royalty calculations; the cause—at a molecular level—of production impairments in a deepwater,
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foreign, offshore drilling program; every aspect of seismic data collection—from shot to processor;
and the prospectivity of wells in an undeveloped field. Each case brings another aspect of oil and
gas technology. And our lawyers have mastered each one.

Big or small, we can help. The Burns Charest team has represented an array of clients from industry
leaders to individual landowners. From individual landowners against industry-leading operators
to a publicly-traded, multi-billion dollar E&P company against a class of investors, to one mid-
major against other mid-major. Whether you are a landowner, royalty owner, working interest
owner, an operator, a non-operator, a service company, or any other of the many interests in the
oil field, we have the ability to focus on your issues and apply our experience.

Litigation has followed oil and gas development across the United States and beyond. With
locations in Texas, Louisiana and Colorado, our firm sits in the epicenter of the oil and gas
litigation world. Our lawyers have handled oil and gas cases in their home states and beyond. The
Burns Charest team has been involved in new shale plays — such as the Barnett, the Eagle Ford,
the Bakken, the Haynesville, the Marcellus and the Utica as well as traditional plays that include
the Anadarko Basin and Central Louisiana, and locations in Ghana, Mauritania and Western
Sahara.

The scope of disputes our attorneys have handled include:

e Surface damage and other property e Lease claims
damage e Lease trespass claims

o JOAs e Mineral rights and royalties

e COPAS accounting e [PO securities claims

e Investor fraud e Service provider billing fraud

e Environmental claims, such as water e Seismic data secrecy
table contamination, drainage issues, e Development agreement breaches
pollution and hydraulic fracturing e Unitization disputes

Mass Tort

When companies fail to provide a safe working environment for their employees, or sell unsafe
products to consumers, the injured need a voice to fight for them. Burns Charest is that voice.

Our attorneys are skilled and experienced in coordinating and prosecuting such claims on a mass
scale. Burns Charest lawyers have successfully represented clients against pharmaceutical
companies and asbestos manufacturers. Currently we are representing hundreds of clients exposed
to asbestos in one of the largest oil refineries in the Western Hemisphere. Additionally, we are part
of a consortium of plaintiffs firms representing over four hundred public and private hospitals in
opioid lawsuits across the nation.
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Big business may have big resources, but so do we. More importantly, we also have the know-
how and experience to bring those resources to bear where and when it counts: in the courtroom.

Burns Charest also knows how to effectively manage and coordinate mass tort cases and, just as
importantly, efficiently move these cases forward to a resolution. Because we work on a
contingency fee basis, our interests are aligned with our clients to move cases along as quickly as
possible. Instead of getting bogged down in needless and pointless delay-causing skirmishes, we
focus on resolving these cases as expeditiously as possible for the benefit of our clients. We know
that delays don’t hurt the large companies, they hurt the injured waiting for their day in court.

We are here to give each person a voice in the courtroom and to level the playing field between
the injured and Big Business.
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Attornevs

Warren Burns | Founding Partner

Selecting a lawyer for your case is a very important
decision. You want a lawyer who understands your concerns
and will fight to achieve your goals. You want a lawyer who
believes in our system and knows how to succeed in it. And
most importantly you want a lawyer who is going to give you
candid and meaningful advice. I am that lawyer.

I focus my practice on high-stakes, multidistrict antitrust
litigation, along with other complex class action and
commercial cases. I have handled numerous cases involving
price fixing, monopolization, breach of contract, intellectual
property, business torts, consumer protection statutes, and
accounting malpractice.

I achieve results. In 2012, I helped lead a trial team that took the first mortgage-backed-securities
related case to trial. In a landmark and game-changing trial, we secured a $106 million judgment
on behalf of our client and obtained key pre-trial determinations that had a domino effect in related
cases.

I want to know more about your case and to see if there is a way I can help you. I look forward to
talking with you.

Education & Background

Where a man comes from is important. I believe it can tell you a lot about his character and
approach to litigation and trials.

I am from a small town in Mississippi called Kosciusko. My extended family on both sides
has lived there for six generations. My upbringing had a profound impact on me. I learned
the value of community, the importance of not only joining in the lives of those around
you, but making a difference in them as well.

I spent my college years at Ole Miss. I played four years of rugby for the Ole Miss Rugby
Football Club, starting each season as a second-row forward. I use the skills I learned on
the rugby pitch everyday in litigation. In a fast moving match, you have to be prepared to
play offense and defense intelligently. You have to capitalize quickly on your opponents’
mistakes. And you have to bring maximum pressure at the right moment to win. The same
is true in litigation.
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After college, I moved to the District of Columbia to work in public relations and
fundraising. I took a job as a junior fundraising staffer at the Basilica of the National Shrine
of the Immaculate Conception, the largest Catholic church in the Americas. Within a year,
I was promoted to serve as the Communications Director at the Basilica.

I next moved to the Lt. Joseph P. Kennedy, Jr. Institute, a non-profit organization dedicated
to assisting people with developmental disabilities in their efforts to live full and complete
lives. There, I served as the Director of Development and Public Relations.

Later, I moved to Asheville, North Carolina to assume the role of Development Director at
Riverlink, a regional non-profit organization. At Riverlink, our focus was on restoration of
the French Broad River and developing the economy along its banks.

I left Riverlink to attend Tulane Law School. There, I graduated summa cum laude and
Order of the Coif, and received the John Minor Wisdom Award, Tulane’s highest prize for
graduating law students. I also served as Editor in Chief of the Tulane Law Review.

After law school, I clerked for the Hon. Paul J. Kelly, Jr. on the U.S. Court of Appeals for
the Tenth Circuit.

My background continuously helps me relate to witnesses and juries in ways that benefit
my clients.

Admissions & Honors
Since 2011, I have been named a Texas Rising Star in Business Litigation.

Every year since 2014, I have been named to the International Who’s Who of Competition
Lawyers.

In 2015 and 2016, I was included in the Top 100 National Trial Lawyers.

In 2016, I was elected to the American Law Institute. The American Law Institute is the
leading independent organization in the United States producing scholarly work to clarify,
modernize, and improve the law.

I am a Fellow of the American Bar Foundation. The Fellows is an honorary organization
of attorneys, judges, law faculty, and legal scholars whose public and private careers have
demonstrated outstanding dedication to the welfare of their communities and to the highest
principles of the legal profession. Membership in The Fellows is limited to one percent of
lawyers licensed to practice in each jurisdiction.

I am an active member of the Dallas Bar Association and the American Bar Association.
In the ABA, I sit on the steering committee for the international litigation committee.
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I am also a member of the American Association for Justice and the Texas Trial Lawyers
Association. And I am a Fellow in the Southern Trial Lawyers Association.

I sit on the Board of Advisory Editors of the Tulane Law Review, a national board
comprised of distinguished alumni.

Representative Cases & Decisions

ANTITRUST CLASS ACTION / CONFIDENTIAL SETTLEMENTS: I serve as co-lead
counsel in In re Vehicle Carrier Services Antitrust Litigation (2013-present) now pending
in the District of New Jersey. On the eve of arguing against defendants’ consolidated
motion to dismiss, I negotiated a confidential settlement with one of the principal
defendants. I negotiated a second confidential settlement with another major defendant
just weeks later.

ANTITRUST CLASS ACTION / LEADERSHIP: I serve on the executive committee
in In re Domestic Airlines Antitrust Litigation (2015-present) now pending in the District
of Columbia. Our clients have alleged that the nation’s four major airlines conspired to
restrict capacity in order to fuel record- high profits.

ANTITRUST CLASS ACTION / CONFIDENTIAL SETTLEMENTS: 1 previously
served as co-lead counsel in In re Automotive Parts Antitrust Litigation (2011-2015) in the
Eastern District of Michigan. I personally negotiated settlements exceeding $100 million
with foreign defendants while successfully organizing and managing this complex case.

COMMERCIAL CASES / CONFIDENTIAL SETTLEMENTS: Lead trial counsel in three
cases against the gas giant Chesapeake for breach of contract and underpayment of
royalties relating to the oil and gas lease on the Dallas/Fort Worth International Airport. I
have represented minority and women-owned business enterprises in their efforts to
enforce contractual provisions against Chesapeake. I have settled all three cases
successfully over the past three years, including one case that settled two days before trial.

COMMERCIAL CASE / CONFIDENTIAL SETTLEMENT: Lead trial counsel in a
confidential arbitration representing a telecommunications company in its suit against its
former billing aggregator. My client hired me with less than three months to go before trial.

SECURITIES CLASS ACTION / DEFENSE COUNSEL: Counsel in Brady v. Kosmos
Energy, Ltd. (N.D. Tex.) (2012-present) defending a start-up oil and gas company against
allegations centering on its initial public offering. The court recently denied plaintiffs’
motion for class certification.

COMMERCIAL CASE / JUDGMENT EXCEEDING $100 MILLION: Counsel
in Assured Guaranty v. Flagstar Bank (S.D.N.Y.) (2011-2012), the first case to go to trial
related to the residential mortgage backed securities market meltdown. I represented a bond
insurer in a suit against the securities issuer, resulting in a judgment of over $100 million.
In this expert-driven case, | managed plaintiff’s principal liability expert, on whose opinion
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Judge Jed Rakoff relied in reaching his judgment. At trial, I cross-examined defendant’s
principal liability expert, whose opinion Judge Rakoff ultimately discredited.

CLASS ACTION / JUDGMENT EXCEEDING $16 MILLION: Counsel inln re
Universal Service Fund Litigation (D. Kan.) (2005-2013). We prevailed at trial on a breach
of contract claim for AT&T’s California landline telecommunications customers.

ANTITRUST CLASS ACTION / SETTLEMENTS EXCEEDING $50
MILLION: Counsel in In re Ready-Mixed Concrete Antitrust Litigation (S.D. Ind. 2005-
2010). We resolved the case before trial with class members receiving more than 100
percent of their actual damages after deduction of attorneys’ fees.

PATENT CASE / CONFIDENTIAL SETTLEMENT: Counsel in Individual Network v.
Apple (E.D. Tex.) (2007-2009) representing an inventor in its patent infringement case
against Apple. This case involved Apple’s Genius recommendation engine. I managed all
aspects of discovery and motion practice, including taking the depositions of all defense
experts and managing plaintiffs infringement and validity expert. The case was resolved
before trial.

ANTITRUST CASE / CONFIDENTIAL SETTLEMENT: Counsel in Morris & Dickson
Co. v. Abbot Labs. (M.D. La.) (2006-2008), representing a regional pharmaceutical
wholesaler in its suit against Abbott Laboratories for violation of the Robinson-Patman Act
by unfairly favoring my client’s competitors. I managed all aspects of the litigation,
including settlement negotiations. The case was resolved before trial.

Speaking Engagements

e Litigation Trends in the $50 Era, 2015 Energy and Environmental Law Summit (October
2,2015)

e King Cake or Po-Boy? Do Class Actions Offer Meaningful Compensation to Class
Members, or do They Simply Rip Off Consumers Twice?, 19" Annual National Institute on
Class Actions, American Bar Association (October 22, 2015)
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Daniel Charest | Founding Partner

Daniel developed elite trial skills on the front lines of
high-stakes litigation. After his federal appellate
clerkship, Daniel joined a nationally-recognized
litigation boutique firm, where he became a partner
as a result of successfully running and trying
complex cases. He co-founded Burns Charest to
build a unique set of skilled trial-oriented lawyers.

Daniel’s experience in complex actions has honed his
approach into effective, efficient lawyering. There is
no playbook. He combines work ethic, smarts, and
strategic thinking to achieve the client’s goals. Daniel
is equally comfortable in a courtroom talking to a judge or jury, in a boardroom talking to
executives, or on a gravel road talking to witnesses. In each case, Daniel brings his real-world
experience developed from working in leadership roles in industry at a young age that involved
travel all over the globe and required cooperation with all forms of culture and character.

Daniel’s body of work reaches beyond any particular practice area. He has handled matters
involving antitrust, breach of contract, oil and gas, business torts, like trade secret misappropriation
and unfair competition, consumer protection issues, class actions, fraud, insurance bad faith, and
wrongful death. His work has taken place across the United States, federal and state courts from
coast to coast with plenty of places in between, and beyond to international arbitrations reaching
across the globe. Daniel’s docket has involved procedural and jurisdictional challenges such as
removal and remand, class certification, transfers, temporary restraining orders, temporary
injunctions, arbitrations, and appeals.

Education & Background
Tulane University Law School, J.D., summa cum laude (2004)
U.S. Merchant Marine Academy, B.S. Marine Transportation, cum laude (1994)
Cheverus High School, Portland, Maine (1990)

The Honorable Edith Brown Clement, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit (clerkship
2005-2006)

The Honorable Martin L.C. Feldman, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana
(externship 2003-2004)
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Admissions & Honors

Admitted to practice in Texas, Virginia (inactive), the District of Columbia, the U.S. Virgin
Islands, and several federal district courts and courts of appeal, including all Texas federal
courts

Best Lawyers in America, 2017-2019

Named “Rising Star” in Texas by Law & Politics Magazine (Thomson Reuters) (2012,
2013, and 2014)

Named “Future Star” in Texas by Benchmark Litigation: The Definitive Guide to
America’s Leading Litigation Firms & Attorneys (2012, 2013, 2014, 2017)

Managing Editor of the Tulane Law Review (2003-2004)

Order of the Coif (2004)

Chief Mate, unlimited tonnage, U.S. Coast Guard

Lieutenant Commander, U.S. Navy (Reserve), with an honorable discharge

Authored the published comment, A Fresh Look at the Treatment of Vessel Managers
Under COGSA, 78 Tul. L. Rev. 885 (2003)

Representative Cases & Decisions

Daniel works on “the largest Fifth Amendment takings cases in history,” In Re Upstream
Addicks and Barker (Texas) Flood-Control Reservoirs, Sub-Master Docket No. 17-cv-9001L
(Fed. Cl.), in which Daniel serves as the Court-appointed co-lead counsel for discovery and
trial of Hurricane Harvey upstream flood victims.

Daniel quarterbacks both an international arbitration and a Texas State Court action in a fight
over rights to a deep-water offshore drilling block off the coast of Africa (though we can’t tell
you where—yet!), in which Daniel’s efforts resulted in obtaining both a temporary injunction
in Texas State Court and similar emergency relief from the ICC arbitrator in London to
preserve the asset for the client.

Daniel handles Antero Resources Corp. v. C&R Downhole Drilling Inc., No. 3:15-cv-03885-
L (N.D. Tex.), on behalf of a major oil and gas operator in the Marcellus Shale and Utica Shale
asserting multi-million-dollar claims of fraudulent billing against an oilfield service provider.

Daniel successfully handled a multi-million-dollar claim in the Cobalt International Energy
bankruptcy proceeding, Whitton Petroleum Services Ltd. v. Tavakoli, Plan Administrator (In
re: Cobalt Int’l Energy, Inc.), Case No. 17-36709(MI), Adv. No. 18-03172, while overseeing
not only an international arbitration to validate the claim amount but also an adversary
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proceeding to challenge the characterization of six billion dollars as intercompany payables
and over two billion dollars as intercompany receivables.

Daniel applies his extensive oil and gas royalty experience while acting as co-liaison counsel
for In re: Chesapeake Barnett Royalty Litigation #2, MDL No. 48-000000-15 (48th District
Court, Tarrant County, Texas), in which he represents royalty plaintiffs, including the largest
royalty buyers in the Barnett Shale and mineral owners, including the largest mineral owner in
the United States.

Daniel’s oil and gas practice extends from the Eagle Ford Shale, to the Permian Basin, to the
Anadarko Basin, and beyond. His practice focuses on the business-facing issues of the oil and
gas industry. Examples include Dodge Resource Partners, LLC v. Zahav Land Group, LLC,
No. DC-CV54372 (142nd District Court, Midland County, Texas), which seeks to enforce a
purchase and sale agreement relating to minerals located in Howard County, Texas, RRIG EP
Holdings, LLC vs Rover Operating LLC, No. 52775 (118th District Court, Howard County,
Texas), which seeks to invalidate oil and gas leases for failure to produce in paying quantities
and cessation of production, Expedition Royalty Co, LLC.v. Nomad Land and Energy
Resources, LLC, No. DC-18-17113 (191st District Court, Dallas County, Texas), which seeks
to confirm the proper termination of a purchase and sale agreement), and Turtle Creek
Exploration, LLC v. Stack Energy Partners, LLC, No. CJ-2019-9 (District Court of Grady
County, Oklahoma), which seeks to resolve a title issue following a mineral acquisition.

Speaking Engagements

e “Disputes over Production in Paying Quantities,” Oil and Gas Disputes 2019; State Bar of
Texas, Oil, Gas & Energy Resources Section (January 11, 2019)

e “Royalty Disputes & Litigation,” 35th Annual Course, Advanced Oil, Gas & Energy
Resources; State Bar of Texas, Oil, Gas & Energy Resources Section (September 29, 2017)

e Litigation Trends in the $50 Era, 2015 Energy and Environmental Law Summit (October
2,2015)
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Darren Nicholson | Partner

For almost 20 years, Darren has represented plaintiffs and
defendants in complex commercial litigation, intellectual
property disputes and white-collar criminal cases in courts
across the country.

With every client, Darren invests the time and effort to
identify objectives and tailor a strategy to achieve those
goals — whether trying a case, negotiating a settlement,
avoiding litigation, or pursuing another option entirely.

Among his most notable cases are the successful
representation of plaintiffs in a multi-million dollar lawsuit
involving business fraud, breach of fiduciary duty and commercial bribery; a jury verdict awarding
100 percent of requested damages, interest, and attorneys’ fees in a breach of a patent licensing
agreement against Forgent Networks; a favorable summary judgment for plaintiff in a breach of
contract case stemming from the Texas Ranger Baseball Partners bankruptcy; and a take-nothing
judgment and order sealing the case for a client wrongfully accused of fraud and tortious
interference with a contract.

Darren began his legal career at the international Washington D.C. based Arnold & Porter LLP in
2001, joined the boutique litigation firm of Sayles Werbner PC in Dallas in 2008, and moved to
Burns Charest in 2019.
Education & Background

Georgetown University Law Center, J.D. with honors (2001)

The University of Texas, B.S., mathematics (1997)

The University of Texas, B.A., psychology (1997)
Admissions & Honors

Best Lawyers in America, 2018-2019

Best Lawyers in Dallas, D Magazine, 2017-2018

Texas Super Lawyers, 2017-2018

Texas Super Lawyers Rising Stars, 2010-2015

Fellow, Texas Bar Foundation
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Barrister, Patrick E. Higginbotham Inn of Court, 2009-2012

Admitted to practice in Texas, the District of Columbia, the U.S. Supreme Court, and numerous
U.S. Court of Appeals and U.S. District Courts, including all Texas federal courts.

Representative Cases & Decisions
Complex Business Cases:

Andrew Silver v. Tabletop Media, LLC d/b/a Ziosk — favorable settlement on the eve of
trial for defendant and counter-plaintiff in a breach of contract case involving a patent
purchase agreement

AerReach, et al., v. Stanford, et al. — Successfully represented plaintiffs in a multi-million
dollar business fraud, breach of fiduciary duty, and commercial bribery case against
multiple defendants

Paradigm  Air v. Texas Rangers Baseball Partners—successful summary
judgment recovery for client in a hotly contested breach-of-contract case stemming from
the Texas Rangers Baseball Partners’ bankruptcy

Obtained a take-nothing judgment and an order sealing the case for client who was
wrongfully accused of fraud and tortious interference of a contract

False Claims Act Cases:

Fisher, et al. v. Ocwen Loan Servicing— achieved a favorable settlement of a major False
Claims Act qui tam case against non-bank mortgage servicer where plaintiffs sought over
$100 million in damages

Intellectual Property Cases:

Commil USA, LLC v. Cisco Systems, Inc.,135 S.Ct. 1920 (2015) — favorable U.S. Supreme
Court eliminating the defense of good-faith belief in invalidity to induced infringement
claims

Jenkens & Gilchrist P.C. v. Forgent Networks, et al.— obtained substantial jury verdict for
plaintiff who was awarded 100 percent of requested damages, interest, and attorneys’ fees,
in a case involving the breach of a patent licensing agreement

e-Lynxx Corporation v. Ariba- obtained significant patent licensing agreements in patent
infringement lawsuit and development of licensing program

Wrongful Death, Products Liability, Mass Tort:
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Powell, et al. v. Thornton Drilling, et al. - substantial confidential settlement on the eve of
trial for two minor children in a wrongful death case involving a West Texas oil rig

Artinger, et al. v. i3 Plastic Cards, et al.- substantial confidential settlement for a widow
and minor child in a wrongful death case involving a workplace electrocution

In re Diet Drugs(Phentermine, Fenfluramine, Dexfenfluramine) Prods. Liab. Litig., No.
MDL 1203 - representation of Fortune 500 pharmaceutical company in hundreds of
product liability cases in courts across the country

Criminal Cases:

S. v. Mahoney— obtained acquittal on a seven-count indictment for a court-appointed client
in Washington, D.C. Superior Court

S. v. Barry, et al. - favorable plea bargain and no jail time for a real estate agent indicted in
a federal case involving mortgage fraud

Speaking Engagements
“Closing Arguments,” Dallas Bar Association Trial Academy, Oct. 2012

“Exclude the Opposing Expert Witness on Qualifications and Reliability,” Dallas Bar
Association, July 2010

“The Ethics of Lawyer-Judge Interactions,” presented to the Higginbotham Inn of Court,
March 2010
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LeElle Slifer | Partner

Ms. Slifer has litigated in federal and state courts across the
country, before both judges and juries, and participated in
numerous arbitrations, including before the International
Chamber of Commerce in London. One of her trials
— DDR Holdings v. Hotels.com, where her team won a jury
verdict of patent infringement in the Eastern District of
Texas — was the first case to survive a § 101 challenge at
the Federal Circuit after the Supreme Court issued Alice
Corp. v. CLS Bank Int’l, and was the only case to do so for
almost two years.

' ; She has experience in a wide range of matters, including
contract dlsputes oil and gas royalty underpayments, breach of fiduciary duty, antitrust claims,
patent and copyright infringement, theft of trade secrets, and even the seizure of multi-million
dollar cargo barges. She has also handled appeals to several federal and state courts of appeal,
including the United States Supreme Court in Comcast Corp. v. Behrend.

Ms. Slifer is a native Texan who graduated from Duke University and Harvard Law School, then
clerked in Houston on the Fifth Circuit. She started her practice at Susman Godfrey, first in Dallas
and then in New York City, where she lived for several years. Although she moved back to Dallas
after joining Burns Charest, she retains an active bar membership in both states and still practices
in New York frequently. She is married to David Slifer, an advertising brand manager at The
Richards Group.

Education & Background
Harvard Law School, J.D., cum laude (2010)

Duke University, B.A., magna cum laude (2007): Developmental Neuropsychology; Political
Science

Law Clerk to the Honorable Jerry E. Smith, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit
Honors
Editor-in-Chief, Harvard Journal of Law & Public Policy (Vol. 33)

Graduation with Distinction (Duke University)
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Will Thompson | Partner

Will was born and raised in the mountains of Western
Montana. After graduating from a high school class of 55,
Will was drafted by the Philadelphia Phillies, but he
accepted a college baseball scholarship. While at Santa
Clara University, the San Francisco Giants drafted Will in
the seventh round of the 2004 MLB draft. In his
professional baseball career, Will won a batting title after
hitting .384 for the Salem-Keizer Volcanoes, was named to
multiple All-Star teams, was a member of multiple league
championships, and reached the AAA level before his
career was cut short due to an injury.

Will then graduated from Stanford Law School and subsequently clerked for Judge Mary M.
Schroeder of the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals and Judge Lee H. Rosenthal of the U.S. District
Court for the Southern District of Texas. He then entered private practice—first at Susman Godfrey
in Dallas, and later as the first associate at Burns Charest. In July 2018, Will became the first
homegrown partner at Burns Charest, joining founding partners Warren Burns, Daniel Charest,
and Korey Nelson.

In his private practice, Will has successfully managed a wide variety of complex matters for clients
across the country. His work has taken him from investigations in the “hollers” of West Virginia
to arguing dispositive motions in federal court on behalf of a nationwide class. Some of Will’s
recent cases include the following:

Bhatia v. 3M (D. Minn): Will and Burns Charest currently serve as lead counsel on behalf of
dentists across the country who purchased 3M’s allegedly defective “Lava Ultimate” dental
crowns. Will authored the brief the dentists filed in opposition to 3M’s motion to dismiss and
argued the motion before the district court. Following briefing and oral argument, the court denied
3M’s motion to dismiss.

In re German Autos (N.D. Cal.): Will and Burns Charest serve as lead counsel in multidistrict
litigation accusing Audi, BMW, Volkswagen and other German automakers of a decades long
antitrust conspiracy covering car technology, costs, suppliers and emissions equipment.

Skipper v. ACE Property and Casualty Insurance Company (S.C.): Will was the principal author
on a brief to the South Carolina Supreme Court on an issue of first impression before the court—
whether legal malpractice claims are assignable. The Supreme Court adopted the reasoning in
Will’s brief and unanimously ruled in his client’s favor on all points.

Will also maintains an active docket of cases in the oil and gas industry, with a particular emphasis
on oilfield fraud.

burns

18| charest
Wp



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 230 of 250

Education & Clerkships
University of Montana, 2008 (B.A.)
Stanford Law School, 2012 (Juris Doctor)

Law Clerk to the Honorable Mary M. Schroeder, United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth
Circuit, 2012-13

Law Clerk to the Honorable Lee. H. Rosenthal, United States District Court for the Southern
District of Texas, 2013-2014.
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Korey Nelson | Partner

Korey represents plaintiffs in complex litigation
throughout the United States. He has successfully litigated
environmental pollution cases, Jones Act cases,
pharmaceutical injury cases, mass tort cases, consumer
class cases, and other matters in state and federal courts.
Many of his cases come from other lawyers and the first
day he takes your case, he focuses on making it trial-ready.
Korey understands that although most cases end in
settlement, making your case trial-ready is a key
component of any successful settlement.

Just two examples of his past representation include his
role as lead counsel representing plaintiff landowners in Bunch v. Brighton Energy, a state court
lawsuit involving environmental pollution resulting from eighty years of oil and gas operations on
170 acres of property. Defendants were well-heeled oil companies that settled several weeks before
trial for a favorable cash settlement and regulatory cleanup of the property. He was also court-
appointed Class Counsel in Chehalem Physical Therapy v. Coventry, a federal court case involving
the underpayment of insurance benefits to healthcare providers throughout the United States. After
the Court certified a nationwide injunctive class, the parties reached an agreement settling not only
the injunctive portion of the case, but also settling class-wide claims for retrospective damages.
Previously the Court denied certification of a retrospective damages class.

After graduation from law school, Korey clerked for the Honorable Billie Colombaro Woodard,
(ret.) at the Louisiana Third Circuit Court of Appeal and then went on to clerk for the Honorable
Karen Wells Roby in the Eastern District of Louisiana. After clerking, he worked at a boutique
litigation firm in New Orleans before co-founding the New Orleans office of Burns Charest LLP.
Education & Background

Tulane University Law School, J.D., 2004

College of Charleston, B.A., magna cum laude, 2000

Judicial Law Clerk, 2005-2007, Hon. Karen Wells Roby, Eastern District of Louisiana

Judicial Law Clerk, 2004, Hon. Billie Woodard (ret.), Third Circuit Court of Appeal
Honors & Publications

Senior Managing Editor, Tulane Environmental Law Journal (2003-2004)

Comment: Judicial Review of Agency Decisionmaking, 17 Tul. Envt’l L. J. 177 (2003)

burns

20| charest
Wp



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-2 Filed 09/10/21 Page 232 of 250

Christopher Cormier | Partner

The founding partner of the firm’s Denver office, Chris is
an accomplished plaintiffs’ lawyer who has substantial
experience litigating high-stakes antitrust and commercial
cases. He has obtained more than $1.5 billion in verdicts
and settlements in federal courts from Kansas City to New
York City. He has been recognized by Benchmark Plaintiff
as an Antitrust Litigation Star (2013 —2015), and he was
one of only two lawyers in Colorado to be named a “Rising
Star” in the field of Antitrust Litigation by Super Lawyers
(2016 and 2017).

s Chris is actively litigating numerous contingency cases on
the plaintiffs’ side in federal and state courts throughout the country, from large-scale breach of
contract cases in the oil and gas industry to nationwide antitrust cases affecting various products
and services.

From deposing the president or CEO of a Fortune 500 Company and drafting case-dispositive
briefs to rolling up his sleeves and learning the documents of a case inside and out, Chris takes
pride in effectively and efficiently representing his clients’ interests in all phases of litigation, from
complaint filing to trial and appeal, and all points in between.

Chris honed his legal skills at a large prominent plaintiffs-side litigation firm for more than 15
years before moving his practice to Burns Charest in 2018. He is eager to put that experience and
drive to work for you, whether you are a big company or an individual who has been wronged by
misconduct.
Education & Background
American University Washington College of Law, J.D., magna cum laude (Top 10%), 2002
University of Virginia, B.A., 1999
Intern, Hon. Deborah K. Chasanow, U.S. District Court for the District of Maryland, 2000

Intern, National Criminal Enforcement Section, Antitrust Division, U.S. Department of Justice,
2001

Honors

Named an “Antitrust Litigation Star” by Benchmark Plaintiff: The Definitive Guide to
America’s Leading Plaintiff Litigation Firms and Attorneys (2013-2015)
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Named a “Rising Star” in Antitrust Litigation by Super Lawyers (Thompson Reuters) (2016-
2017)

Admitted to practice in the U.S. Supreme Court, Colorado state and federal courts,
Washington, DC state and federal courts, and other federal courts throughout the country

Representative Cases & Decisions
Urethane Antitrust Litigation (D. Kan.)

Chris was part of the co-lead counsel team for direct purchaser plaintiffs in an antitrust
class action alleging a nationwide conspiracy to fix the prices of chemicals used to make
polyurethane foam, a basic component of ubiquitous everyday products such as bed
mattresses, car seat cushioning and furniture cushioning. Four defendants — Bayer,
BASF, Huntsman, and Lyondell — settled for a total of $139.5 million, while the case
against the fifth manufacturer, Dow Chemical, went to trial. After a four-week jury trial,
in which Chris was a member of the trial team, the jury returned a $400 million verdict for
the plaintiffs, which the district court trebled under federal antitrust law to more than $1
billion. This was the largest verdict in the country in 2013, as reported by the National
Law Journal. The U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit affirmed the judgment. In
early 2016, Dow ultimately settled for $835 million while the case was on appeal to the
Supreme Court, bringing the total recovery to $974 million — nearly 250% of the damages
found by the jury.

Anadarko Basin Oil and Gas Lease Antitrust Litigation (W.D. Okla.)

Chris was personally appointed co-lead counsel for plaintiffs in a class action alleging that
Chesapeake Energy, SandRidge Energy and a former executive of both companies
conspired to rig bids for leases of land held by private landowners in parts of Oklahoma
and Kansas. This litigation follows the U.S. Department of Justice’s early 2016 indictment
of a co-founder and former CEO of Chesapeake Energy for allegedly participating in this
bid-rigging conspiracy. Plaintiffs allege that Defendants illegally conspired to stabilize
and depress the price of royalty and bonus payments paid to landowners in the Anadarko
Basin oil and gas province — a massive geological formation holding natural gas and oil
deposits that includes large parts of Oklahoma and Kansas. Pursuant to this conspiracy,
Plaintiffs allege that Defendants communicated about and agreed on prices, allocated
particular geographic areas between themselves, and rigged bids for leases of land,
lowering acquisition prices across the region and thereby harming the proposed class of
landowners. In September 2018, the parties signed a settlement agreement resolving the
case for $7 million; the settlement is currently awaiting court approval.

Dental Supplies Antitrust Litigation (E.D.N.Y.)

Chris was part of the leadership team representing a proposed class of dental practices and
dental laboratories. The case alleges that Defendants Henry Schein, Inc., Patterson
Companies, Inc., and Benco Dental Supply Company — the three largest dental supply
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and dental equipment distributors in the United States — fixed price margins on dental
equipment, jointly pressured manufacturers to squeeze out competitors, and agreed not to
“poach” each other’s employees, in violation of federal antitrust law. As a result of the
alleged conspiracy, dental practices and dental laboratories may have paid artificially
inflated prices for many kinds of dental supplies and dental equipment, from consumables
like gauze and cement to big-ticket equipment like chairs and x-rays. In September 2018,
the parties signed a settlement agreement resolving the case for $80 million; the settlement
is currently awaiting court approval.

Plasma-Derivative Protein Therapies Antitrust Litigation (N.D. I11.)

Chris was part of the co-lead counsel group for direct purchaser plaintiffs alleging a
conspiracy to reduce the supply and increase prices of IVIG and Albumin — life-saving
therapies derived from blood plasma. He and his colleagues represented named plaintiff
The University of Utah Health System as well as the remaining class members in this
matter. The defendants were CSL Ltd., CSL Behring, Baxter Healthcare and the Plasma
Protein Therapeutics Association (the trade association the manufacturer defendants
controlled). Chris played an integral role in the investigation and filing of the first
complaint in the country in this matter. Following numerous depositions across the globe
and the filing of plaintiffs’ opening class certification motion and expert report, Chris and
his team obtained settlements with all defendants totaling $128 million.

Cast Iron Soil Pipe & Fittings Antitrust Litigation (E.D. Tenn.)

As a key member of the co-lead counsel team, Chris represented a plumbing distributor
and a putative class of direct purchaser plaintiffs against the two largest soil pipe and
fittings manufacturers in the country (McWane Inc. and Charlotte Pipe & Foundry) and the
trade association they controlled (Cast Iron Soil Pipe Institute) in a lawsuit alleging that
the defendants engaged in a nationwide price-fixing conspiracy. Following the completion
of extensive fact discovery, he helped obtain a $30 million settlement from all defendants
for the direct purchaser class, which the court approved in 2017.

Publications

Private Enforcement in the U.S.: An Overview of Leading Cases, Concurrences Journal,
Institute of Competition Law (April 2014)

Private Recovery Actions in the United States (Antitrust Review of the Americas, 2010)

Perspectives on the Future Direction of Antitrust (Antitrust, ABA 2008)
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Larry Vincent | Of Counsel

For almost thirty years now, I have litigated cases at trial
and on appeal, on behalf of both plaintiffs and defendants,
in both state and federal courts. My experience ranges
from complex commercial litigation to securities and
antitrust class actions to mass tort to eminent domain
matters.

In November 2017, the Chief Judge of the Federal Court of
Claims appointed me Co-Lead Counsel for jurisdictional,
pretrial, and motions practice in the consolidated federal
eminent domain cases filed after the flooding from
Hurricane Harvey in Houston, Texas. Along with the other
Co-Leads, we will represent the 10,000 to 16,000
anticipated claimants whose property was inundated upstream of the Addicks and Barker reservoir
dams. Needless to say, I am honored by the appointment and will do my best to see that those
property owners who were injured by the actions of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers receive
their just compensation.

In 2017, I also became a committee member working to retain and develop expert witnesses and
testimony in the In re: Johnson & Johnson Talcum Powder Products Marketing, Sales Practices
and Products Liability Litigation, MDL No. 2738, in the United States District Court for the
District of New Jersey. The litigation seeks to hold several defendants responsible for their failure
to warn women of the risk associated with certain uses of talcum powder products, including the
potential for developing ovarian cancer, even though those risks were known to the defendant
companies.

In addition to those recent endeavors, my experience since becoming a lawyer in 1987 has included
a wide range of trial and appellate work, such as:

e The trial of multiple actions, both solo as well as part of a larger team, including breach of
contract claims between domestic and international entities involving everything from the
failure to deliver drilling rigs for use in the Gulf of Mexico to the funding of business
ventures;

o Several patent infringement actions resulting in permanent injunctions, awards of trebled
damages, and attorneys’ fees to the inventor;

e Multiple business “divorce” actions between partners, often involving fraud and breach of
fiduciary duty claims over asset allocation and theft of corporate opportunities;

e Various fast-track injunction and restraining order based on employment agreements, theft
of trade secrets, and covenants not to complete;

o The representation and settlement of cases on behalf of both plaintiffs and defendants in
nationwide class actions for antitrust violations and federal securities fraud claims;
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e Numerous eminent domain matters on behalf of property owners against state, county, city,
and corporate condemnors both at trial and on appeal.

I was born and raised in Port Neches, Texas and received a B.B.A. in Economics from Baylor
University in 1984. After Baylor, I attended the University of Texas School of Law in Austin,
where I served as the Managing Editor of the Texas Law Review, was elected to the Order of the
Coif, and was a member of the Legal Eagles.
After receiving my law degree with honors in 1987, I had the privilege of clerking for the
Honorable Anthony M. Kennedy, both on the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
and the United States Supreme Court.
Education & Background

University of Texas School of Law (J.D. with honors, 1987)

Baylor University (B.B.A. in Economics, 1984)

Port Neches-Groves High School, Port Neches, Texas (1980)

Clerkship: The Hon. Anthony M. Kennedy

United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

United States Supreme Court

Adjunct Professor, South Texas College of Law, 1993
Admissions & Honors

University of Texas School of Law (J.D. with honors, 1987)

President, Alpha Kappa Psi, 1984

Beta Gamma Sigma, 1984

Baylor's Outstanding Senior Men for 1984

Managing Editor, Volume 65, Texas Law Review

Author, Outstanding Federal Practice and Procedure Note, Defining “Doing Business” to
Determine Corporate Venue, 65 Texas L. Rev. 153 (1986)

Order of the Coif

Keeton Fellow, University of Texas School of Law
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Life Fellow, Dallas Bar Foundation
Representative Cases & Decisions

The ongoing representation of class of investors to recover damages in a private securities
fraud action based on alleged misrepresentations by company. Case is currently on appeal for
the third time to the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals after two prior written opinions by the
United States Supreme Court regarding burdens and proof applicable to securities class actions
at the certification stage. Reported opinions include:

e Archdiocese of Milwaukee Supporting Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co., 2008 WL
4791492 (N.D. Tex. Nov. 4, 2008) (original denial of class certification for failure to
prove loss causation), aff’d, 597 F.3d 330 (5"Cir. 2010), vacated and remanded sub
nom, Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co., 131 S. Ct. 2011(reversing prior
requirement that plaintiffs in federal securities class actions must demonstrate loss
causation at class certification stage);

e FErica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co., 3:02-cv-01152-M (Jan. 27, 2012)
(granting certification and denying motion to supplement the record to provide
evidence challenging fraud on the market presumption based on alleged lack of “price
impact” to stock); aff’d, 718 F.3d 423 (5 Cir. 2013); vacated and remanded, 134 S.
Ct. 2398 (2014) (permitting challenge to proof of “price impact” to rebut fraud on the
market presumption at class certification stage);

e Erica P. John Fund, Inc. v. Halliburton Co.,309 F.R.D. 251 (N.D. Tex. 2015) (granting
class certification again); 2015 U.S. App. LEXIS 19519 (5'" Cir.) (granting Fe. R. Civ.
P. 23(f) leave to appeal).

Representation at trial and on appeal of landowner in eminent domain action involving
challenges to expert testimony regarding city’s partial taking of residential property to widen
street. Babaria v. City of Southlake, 2016 Tex. App. LEXIS 454 (Fort Worth, pet. for writ
pending).

Representation of landowner against San Antonio Board of Adjustment concerning right to
demolish building under city code. City of San Antonio Bd. of Adjustment v. Reilly, 429 S.W.3d
707 (Tex. App. — San Antonio 2014, no pet.).

Representation of landowner in eminent domain action involving challenges to expert
testimony and standard for damages awarded for county’s partial taking of commercial
property to widen street. Dallas County v. Crestview Corners Car Wash, 370 S.W.3d 25 (Tex.
App. — Dallas 2012, pet denied).

Representation of landowner in eminent domain action against public transit authority
regarding vested right to rail service accorded by federal statutory and state property
law. Wilbert Family Ltd. P'ship v. DART, 371 S.W.3d 506 (Tex. App. — Dallas 2012, pet.
dism’d).
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Representation of defendant corporation against derivative action alleging securities
violations, breach of fiduciary duties, and other causes of action arising from alleged
improperly backdated stock option grants. In re Fossil, Inc., 713 F. Supp. 2d 644 (N.D. Tex.
2010).

Representation of landowner in seminal eminent domain action involving valuation standards
applicable to signboard leaseholds. State v. Cent. Expressway Sign Assocs., 302 S.W.3d 866
(Tex. 2009).

Representation of executor regarding special appearance filed by investor defendant in action
seeking damages from investor. Barker v. Lescroart, 2007 Tex. App. LEXIS 1062 (Houston
[14% Dist]).

Representation of insurer against claims by hotel chain seeking damages for business income
loss alleged to be the result of the September 11, 2001, airline hijackings and terrorist
attacks. Wyndham Int'l, Inc. v. Ace Am. Ins. Co., 186 S.W.3d 682 (Tex. App. — Dallas 2006,
no pet.)

Representation of patent holder in multiple actions, including one in which motion for
summary judgment finding patent was valid was granted, summary judgment defense of laches
was denied, and after bench trial patent holder was granted a permanent injunction,
compensatory damages, treble damages, and attorneys' fees. Fresnel Techs., Inc. v. Rokonet
Indus. USA, Inc., 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 17872 (N.D. Tex.).

Representation of fast food chain in action by partnership to collect remodeling costs to
franchise. U.S. Rest. Props. Operating L.P. v. Burger King Corp., 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS
10179 (N.D. Tex.).

Representation of Continental Airlines in multi-case, multi-venue litigation over validity of the
“Shelby Amendment” passed by Congress to open Dallas Love Field airport to flights other
than to neighboring states. Cases involved both state and federal suits seeking a variety of
administrative and injunctive relief. Ultimately, Amendment was vindicated and Love Field
opened to through and direct flights from all states. Reported opinions include American
Airlines, Inc. v. DOT, 202 F.3d 788 (5" Cir. 2000) (upholding challenge based on federal
agency powers); Legend Airlines, Inc. v. City of Fort Worth, 23 S.W.3d 83 (Tex. App. — Fort
Worth 2000, pet. Denied) (reversing district court opinion in favor of keeping Love Field
closed); In re City of Dallas, 977 S.W.2d 798 (Tex. App. — Fort Worth 1998, orig. proceeding)
(mandamus venue challenge).

Representation of city access cable channel in First Amendment challenge to content-neutral
fee requirement. Horton v. City of Houston, 179 F.3d 188 (5" Cir. 1999), aff’d after remand 89
Fed. Appx. 903.

Representation of plaintiff in common law fraud action on successful motion to remand from
removal by defendant. Duncan v. Equitable Life Assur. Soc'y, 1996 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 19145
(E.D. La.).
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Representation of plaintiff in antitrust class action based on illegal boosting of prices under
cost plus contracts to supply specialty steel. Transamerican Refining Corp., et al. v. Dravo
Corp., et al. 1992-1 Trade Cases (CCH) P 69,718.

Representation at trial and on appeal of attorney convicted of contempt of court; conviction
reversed because district court's order was vague and overbroad. United States v. O'Quinn,
913 F.2d 221 (5 Cir. 1990).
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Martin Barrie | Of Counsel

Martin began his career as an industrial hygienist. Working
for oil, gas, and support companies, he made
recommendations that helped limit the exposure of
employees to hazardous, disease-causing materials. Over
the years, he saw that there was limited accountability for
companies that failed to do this, thereby putting the health
of their employees at risk. As an attorney, Martin knew he
would be in a position to help. For over 30 years, he’s used
his background in industrial hygiene, epidemiology,
toxicology, and the environmental sciences to do just that.

Throughout his practice, Martin has handled a number of
cases involving chemicals and other dangerous substances, including asbestos, silica, benzene,
pesticides, metals, rare earths, catalysts, and drug compounds. These cases include multi-party
litigation in both State and Federal Courts.
Education & Background

University of Texas Health Science Center, School of Public Health, Ph.D. (2003)

South Texas College of Law, J.D. (1987)

University of Texas, Health Science Center, School of Public Health, M.S. (1982)

University of Rhode Island, B.S. (1978)
Admissions & Honors

State Bar of Texas, 1987

State Bar of Tennessee, 2011

United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit, 1993

Attorney-Mediator Institute, 1995

Adjunct Assistant Professor, University of Texas Health Science Center, School of Public
Health, Houston, Texas, 2003 - present

Adjunct Professor, Department of Public Health, College of Education, Health, and Human
Sciences, the University of Tennessee, 2012-present
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Adjunct Clinical Assistant Professor, University of Tennessee, College of Nursing, 2015-
present

Representative Cases & Decisions

Royal T. Siploe v. Union Carbide, et al. , No. 1:87-CV-907 (E.D. Tex.) (served as lead counsel
in occupational toxic exposures of movie projectionist to rare earth cerium compounds from
carbon rods resulting in pneumoconiosis against domestic and international manufactures of
carbon rods; worked case from inception)

Erinn West, Individually And As Personal Representative Of The Estate of William G. West
v. Texaco, Inc. et al., No. B-0149921 (60th District Court, Jefferson County, Texas) (served as
lead counsel in occupational toxic exposure to refinery catalyst dust resulting in
nasopharyngeal cancer and wrongful death against domestic and international manufacturers
of catalyst and premises owner; worked case from inception; confidential settlement)

Nanette Marie Baugh et al., v. Phillips Petroleum Company and Phillips 66 Company, No.
1027*JG97 (239th Judicial District, Brazoria County, Texas) (served as lead counsel in action
to recover for community exposures of minor children to refinery emissions that resulted in
respiratory damages/exacerbation; worked case from inception and modeled air refinery
emissions to quantify exposure)

Floyd L. Chambers et ux. v. Monsanto Chemical Company, et al., No. G-89-306 (S.D. Tex.,
Galveston Division) (served as lead counsel in action to recover for occupational benzene
exposure and alleged leukemia; worked case from inception)

Carol Culp, Individually and as Independent Executrix of the Estate of Floyd Allen Culp,
Deceased, et al., v. Curtin Matheson Scientific, Inc, et al., No. B-127,338 (60th District Court,
Jefferson County, Texas) (served as lead counsel in action to recover for occupational benzene
exposure of refinery laboratory worker and alleged leukemia against manufactures of benzene;
worked case from inception)

Speaking Engagements & Presentations

Tsai, C, Dunn, K, Barrie, MD, Collier, W. Nanotechnology: Updates and Challenges for the
future: Part 2: Exposure assessment and control strategy advances; and future challenges and
opportunities. The American Industrial Hygiene Conference & Exposition (AlHce), May 21,
2018, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

Barrie, MD. The Use of Surveillance and Biomonitoring for Nanomaterial Workers. East
Tennessee State University, Environmental Health Seminar Series, July 30, 2016, Johnson
City, Tennessee

Roberts, J., Barrie, MD, Goldman, R., and Hoover, M. Roundtable “Progress and Current
Issues in Nanotechnology — Occupational Risk Assessment and Management” - Medical
Surveillance and Biomonitoring in Nanomaterial Worker Risk Assessment and Management,
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The American Industrial Hygiene Conference & Exposition (AlHce), May 21-26, 2016,
Baltimore, Maryland

Rogers, W., Sano, J, Barrie, MD, Lippy, B. Roundtable “Big Legal and Business Issues in the
Small World of Nanotechnology”, The American Industrial Hygiene Conference & Exposition
(AlHce), May 21-26, 2016, Baltimore, Maryland

Schneider, K, Barrie, MD, Plunkett, L., Hoyte, C. and Kennedy, R.T. Cannabis in the
Courtroom: Epidemiological Evidence Considerations with THC in Court. The Society of
Toxicology 55th Annual Meeting and ToxExpo, March 13—17, 2016, New Orleans, Louisiana

Barrie, MD and Hutson S. Cancer Cluster Investigation in Eastern Kentucky: An Interim
Glance. University of Tennessee Medical Center Research Seminars, Knoxville, Tennessee,
April, 28, 2015

Barrie, MD and Miller, J. Health Effects of Select Metals — Mercury, Arsenic, and Nickel.
Beryllium Support Group Oak Ridge (BSGOR), Oak Ridge, TN, November 13, 2014

Dahlstrom, D., Barrie, MD, Heidel, D. Nanomaterial Workplace Risk Management, Third
Sustainable Nanotechnology Organization Conference. Boston, MA, November 2-4, 2014

Barrie, MD. What Do You Really Need To Know and What Do We Do With It? The Real
World: Industrial Hygiene. AIHce2014, San Antonio, Texas, May 31-June 5, 2014

Barrie, MD. Select Research-Oak Ridge Associated Universities (ORAU) Occupational and
Worker Health Group. University of Tennessee, Department of Public Health, Research Day,
February 7, 2014

Barrie, MD and Nichols G. Pilot Fatigue: Current Control Limitations and Research Needs.
Aerospace Medical Association Annual Conference. San Diego, CA, May 11-14, 2014

Barrie, MD and Nichols G. Catastrophic Radiological Events and Compensation: Constructs
and Conflicts of Science and Policy. Twenty-Sixth Conference of the International Society for
Environmental Epidemiology, From Local to Global: Advancing Science for Policy in
Environmental Health, Seattle, Washington, USA - August 24-28, 2014

Barrie, MD and Nichols G. Cytogenetic Testing of Nanomaterial Workers: Concepts,
Methodology, and Limitations. AIHA Asia Pacific OH Conference and Exhibition, Singapore.
October, 2013

Barrie, MD. Particulate Matter (PM2.5): Health and Legal Issues. New Industrial Toxins
Litigation Conference. HarrisMartin, Marina del Rey, California, December 3-4, 2012

Barrie, MD. The Use of Exposure and Health Surveillance Registries for Risk Identification,
Characterization, and Management. The National Forum for Environmental and Toxic Tort
Issues, Annual Conference, Chicago, Illinois, 2012
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Strader C, Cragle D, Ellis E, Barrie, MD, Tankersley W, Wallace P and Nichols G. Analysis
of a US Department of Energy Emergent Technologies Cohort. American Public Health
Association, 140th Annual Meeting & Exposition, San Francisco, CA October 27-31, 2012

Barrie, MD. Community Health and Litigation-Disciplines, Integration, and Policy, The
University of Tennessee at Knoxville, Department of Public Health, February, 24, 2010

Barrie, MD. Experts in Toxic and Environmental Claims: Why do we need all those experts?
Knowing the Fundamentals. The National Forum for Environmental and Toxic Tort Issues,
Annual Conference, Chicago, Illinois, 2010

Barrie, MD. Chronic Myelogenous Leukemia: Law and Science. Harris Martin’s Benzene
Causation Conference: A Look at Recent Admissibility Challenges On a Disease-by-Disease
Basis, Las Vegas, Nevada, May 24-25, 2010

Barrie, MD. Pesticides and Health. Ministry of Agriculture, Dammam, Saudi Arabia, 2009

Sheehan P, Goswami E, Hicks J, Barrie, MD. An Assessment of Historical Benzene Exposures
of Printing Press Operators. American Industrial Hygiene Conference and Expo, Minneapolis,
MN, May 31-June 5, 2008.

Barrie, MD. Low-Level Benzene Exposure and Leukemia Risk: Recent Epidemiological
Assessments, the Future & Science of Benzene Litigation, Roundtable on the Future & Science
of Benzene Litigation, 2006

Publications

Barrie, MD and Nichols G. Use of Epidemiology in Risk Assessment. Toxicological Risk
Assessment for Beginners, Chapter 7. José A. Torres and Sol Bobst (eds.), Springer, 2014

Barrie, MD, Dahlstrom DL, Goswami E, Kaetzel R. The Halogens, Chapter 26. Patty's
Toxicology, Sixth Edition, Bingham E, Cohrssen B (eds.), John Wiley & Sons Publishers,
2012

Barrie, MD, Baker, J, Hoover, M.D., Geraci, C.L. Nanobiomonitoring and Surveillance:
Opportunities to Confirm the Protection of Nanomaterial Workers. Synergist, February, 2017

Baker J, Barrie, MD, Geraci CL, Hoover MD. Soft Law and Nanotechnology, Sources of
Guidance for Risk Management. Synergist, April, 2016

Connor TH, Barrie, MD, Theiss JC, Matney TS, Ward JB Jr. Mutagenicity of Formalin in the
Ames Assay. Mut. Res. 1983 Feb; 119(2):145-149
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Mallory Biblo | Associate

Mallory Biblo joined Burns Charest after practicing at
another litigation boutique, where she represented
businesses and individuals in all types of commercial
matters. Prior to that, Mallory clerked for the Honorable
Diana Saldafa of the United States District Court for the
Southern District of Texas and worked on complex civil
and criminal matters.

Mallory attended The George Washington University Law
School, where she graduated with honors and was
recognized as a Thurgood Marshall Scholar. Mallory
served as a Notes Editor for The George Washington Law
Review and a Research and Writing Dean’s Fellow. George Washington University honored her
with the Lawrence E. Seibel Memorial Award in Labor and Employment Law. During law school,
Mallory interned with the Honorable James E. Boasberg of the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia.

Mallory earned her Bachelor of Science degree in Industrial and Labor Relations from Cornell
University. At Cornell, she competed for the Women’s Track and Field Team.

Education & Background
The George Washington University Law School, J.D., with honors, 2012
Cornell University, B.S., 2009

Law Clerk to the Honorable Diana Saldaiia of the United States District Court for the Southern
District of Texas

Intern for the Honorable James E. Boasberg of the United States District Court for the District
of Columbia

Admissions & Honors
State of Texas
State of New York
United States District Court for the Northern, Southern, Eastern and Western Districts of Texas

United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit
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Kyle Oxford | Associate

Since graduating law school in 2015, Kyle has helped to
protect landowners’ interests in northern Texas and
Jefferson Davis Parish, Louisiana, by preventing the
underpayment of royalties and securing cleanup of
environmental pollution. During law school, Kyle was a
law clerk at a boutique plaintiff-oriented law firm in New
Orleans, Louisiana, and a summer associate at a
commercial and intellectual property litigation firm in
Dallas, Texas.

Kyle received his J.D. with honors from Tulane Law
School. Kyle was a Managing Editor of the Tulane Law
Review, a student attorney in the Tulane Civil Litigation Clinic, and a volunteer with the
Entertainment Law Legal Assistance Project. He graduated from Trinity University in San
Antonio, Texas, with a B.A. in Political Science.

Education & Background

Tulane Law School, J.D., cum laude, 2015

Trinity University, B.A., Political Science, 2010
Admissions & Honors

State of Louisiana, 2015

State of Texas, 2017

Eastern, Middle, and Western Districts of Louisiana, 2015

Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit, 2015

Managing Editor, Tulane Law Review
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Spencer Cox | Associate

Spencer Cox represents individuals and businesses in
complex litigation in both state and federal courts. Mr.
Cox graduated magna cum laude from Harvard Law
School before clerking for the Honorable F. Dennis Saylor,
IV, of the U.S. District Court for the District of
Massachusetts.

Mr. Cox provides world-class representation to his clients
through smarts, hard work, and a commitment to
excellence. Before becoming a lawyer, he served in the
U.S. Navy as a Naval Aviator and flight instructor in the
F/A-18 Super Hornet, and recorded more than 400 arrested
carrier landings. As a fighter pilot, Mr. Cox learned the importance of attention to detail and
demonstrated a knack for performing best when the stakes are highest. As an attorney, he
understands the importance of focusing the strengths of your case against an opposing party’s
weaknesses in order to win.

Education & Background
University of Virginia, B.A., Physics
Harvard Law School, J.D., magna cum laude

Law Clerk to the Honorable F. Dennis Saylor, IV, of the United States District Court for the
District of Massachusetts

Admissions & Honors

State of Texas
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Amanda Klevorn | Associate

Amanda represents plaintiffs in consumer-oriented
complex litigation in both federal and state courts. Her
clients have included homeowners, landowners, patients
harmed by defective products and drugs, and victims of
federal civil rights violations. Amanda began her career at
a boutique plaintiff-side litigation firm in New Orleans
where she gained invaluable experience in a variety of
practice areas, with a particular emphasis on environmental
and mass tort litigation. More recently, she practiced at a
civil rights law firm and represented plaintiffs in federal
courts throughout the United States.

Born and raised in St. Louis, Missouri, Amanda moved to New Orleans in 2010 to attend Tulane
University Law School. At Tulane, she developed her litigation skills and her passion for client
advocacy as a student attorney with Tulane’s Civil Litigation Clinic. While involved with the
competitive Tulane moot court program, Amanda’s team won the 2012 Louisiana State Bar
Association trial competition, and she was elected to the Order of the Barristers by her peers. She
also served as a managing editor for the Tulane Journal of International and Comparative Law.
Education & Background

Tulane University Law School, J.D., 2013

St. Louis University, B.A., summa cum laude, 2008
Honors

Order of the Barristers, 2013

Trial Advocacy Honors, 2012

Louisiana State Bar Association Trial Competition State Champion, 2012

Managing Editor, Tulane Journal of International & Comparative Law, 2012-2013

CALI Excellence for the Future Award, 2011
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Jacob Gower | Associate

Jacob represents individuals and companies in complex
litigation in state and federal courts throughout the country.
He has extensive experience representing individuals
exposed to asbestos-containing products and other toxic
materials and substances. Jacob also represents clients in
antitrust and other commercial disputes.

Prior to joining Burns Charest, Jacob spent several years
with a noted boutique oil and gas law firm based in New
Orleans.

Education & Background
Associate, Slattery, Marino & Roberts, 2013-2016

Judicial Clerk, 2012-2013, Hon. Kathleen Kay, Western District of Louisiana, Lake Charles,
LA

Louisiana State University, D./G.D.C.L., 2012, Order of the Coif & Magna Cum Laude
Louisiana State University, B.A., Political Science, 2009
Admissions & Honors
Louisiana Super Lawyers, Rising Stars, Thompson Reuters, 2018 (Class Action/Mass Torts)
State Bar of Texas, 2014
State Bar of Louisiana, 2012
Member, Louisiana Law Review, 2010-2012
Member, Judge John R. Brown Admiralty Moot Court Team, 2010-2012
Speaking Engagements
e Co-Author, Oil and Gas Mineral Leasing and Development on the Outer Continental Shelf
of the United States, 4 LSU J. of Energy L. & Resources 1 (Fall 2015)

e Presentation, Determining the Ownership of Water Bottoms in Louisiana, American
Association of Petroleum Landmen, Gulf Coast Land Institute (Oct. 2015)
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Lydia Wright | Associate

Lydia joined Burns Charest in 2017 after representing
indigent clients as a Law Fellow at Southern Poverty Law
Center in Jackson, Mississippi. Her practice focuses on
multidistrict litigation and prosecuting class actions in state
and federal courts nationwide.

During law school at the UC Berkeley Law School, Lydia
was a member of the California Law Review and received
a top orator award from the Jessup International Law Moot
Court competition. She then clerked for the Honorable
Nannette Jolivette Brown of the U.S. District Court for the
Eastern District of Louisiana.

Prior to law school, Lydia worked with refugee communities in Amman, Jordan on a Fulbright
fellowship. She also taught sixth graders on the Navajo reservation in New Mexico with Teach for
America. Lydia graduated Phi Beta Kappa from the University of Washington, where she studied
international relations and several dialects of Arabic.

Lydia serves on the board of the Music and Culture Coalition of New Orleans (MaCCNO), a
coalition working to empower, assist, and organize New Orleans’ cultural community.

Education & Background
University of California, Berkeley School of Law, J.D.
University of Washington, B.A., magna cum laude

Law Clerk to the Honorable Nannette Jolivette Brown, U.S. District Court for the Eastern
District of Louisiana

Law Fellow, Southern Poverty Law Center, Jackson, Mississippi
Judicial Extern to the Honorable Bruce McGiverin, U.S. District Court for Puerto Rico
Memberships

National Police Accountability Project
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Rick Yelton | Associate

Rick regularly represents clients in an array of complex
matters in courts throughout the country. Prior to joining
Burns Charest, Rick served as a judicial law clerk for the
Honorable Carl J. Barbier of the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana. Rick
subsequently worked at a regional law firm in the area of
insurance and reinsurance, where he advised clients on
third-party liability coverage issues.

Rick received his law degree magna cum laude from
Loyola University New Orleans College of Law in
: : 2016. During law school, Rick served as the Editor in
Chief of the Loyola Law ReV1eW and was honored with the Editorial Board Award for Outstanding
Achievement by a Law Review Candidate. Rick also graduated as a William L. Crowe Scholar.

Rick is on the Board of Directors of unCommon Construction, a New Orleans non-profit that uses
the build process to prepare high school students for professional and collegiate success.

Education & Background

Law Clerk to the Honorable Carl J. Barbier of the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Louisiana

Loyola University New Orleans College of Law, J.D., magna cum laude, 2016
University of New Orleans, M.S., urban studies, 2008
Loyola University New Orleans, B.A., music therapy, 2005
Honors
Loyola Law Review, Editor in Chief
William L. Crowe, Sr. Scholar
Memberships
New Orleans Bar Association

Loyola Inn of Court
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION,
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

N N N N N N N N N

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
(MDL No. 2785)

DECLARATION OF BRIAN D. PENNY
FILED ON BEHALF OF GOLDMAN
SCARLATO & PENNY IN SUPPORT OF
APPLICATION FOR AWARD OF
EXPENSES
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I, Brian D. Penny, declare as follows:

1. | am Partner in the firm of Goldman Scarlato & Penny, P.C. (“the “Firm”). I am
submitting this declaration in support of the Co-Lead Class Counsel’s application for an award of
expenses/charges (“expenses”) in connection with the above-entitled action.

2. This Firm is counsel of record for certain Class Plaintiffs in this action.

3. The information in this declaration regarding the Firm’s expenses is based on my
personal knowledge and the expense reports kept by the Firm in the ordinary course of business.

4. The Firm seeks an award of $84,728.79 in expenses and charges in connection with
the prosecution of the action through June 30, 2021. Those expenses and charges are summarized
by category in the attached Exhibit A.

5. A Firm resume is attached as Exhibit B.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 30"
day of August, 2021, at Conshohocken, Pennsylvania.

/sl Brian D. Penny
Brian D. Penny
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EXHIBIT A



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-3 Filed 09/10/21 Page 5 of 548

EXHIBIT A

In re Epipen (Epinephrine Injection, USP) Marketing, Sales Practices and Antitrust Litigation,
No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ (MDL No. 2785)
Goldman Scarlato & Penny, P.C.
Inception through June 30, 2021

CATEGORY AMOUNT

Transportation, Hotels & Meals $8,557.94
Photocopies $437.86

Outside: $437.86

In-House: N/A
Online Legal and Financial Research $732.99
Litigation Fund Contributions $75,000.00

TOTAL $84,728.79
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EXHIBIT B

FIRM RESUME
GOLDMAN SCARLATO & PENNY, P.C.

161 Washington Street, Suite 1025
Conshohocken, PA 19428
(484) 342-0700

GOLDMAN SCARLATO & PENNY, P.C. is a nationwide class action law firm. Our
lawyers have dedicated their careers to vindicating the rights of ordinary people and businesses
victimized by anticompetitive conduct, securities fraud, identity theft, deceptive consumer
practices, unscrupulous financial advisors, or who have suffered harm as a result of defective
medical devices and dangerous drugs. Goldman Scarlato & Penny, P.C. prosecutes securities
fraud, antitrust, and consumer fraud class actions, investor arbitrations, sexual assault cases, as
well as mass actions on behalf of those injured by defective medical devices and dangerous
drugs throughout the United States. The Firm’s lawyers have recovered hundreds of millions of
dollars on behalf of their clients and helped to institute meaningful changes in business practices
that seek to ensure robust competition in commercial markets, honest and fair disclosures in
financial markets, and truthful advertising in retail markets.

The Firm has played prominent roles in several noteworthy and ground-breaking cases.
Recently, the Firm has fought to protect those whose most sensitive and private data was
compromised in In re Anthem, Inc. Data Breach Litigation ($115 million settlement on behalf of
healthcare patients), In re Intuit Data Litigation. (member of steering committee; settled) and has
served as sole lead counsel in Athens Orthopedic Clinic, P.A. (case pending), and United Shore
Financial Services, LLC (settled). The Firm has fought to enforce the nation’s antitrust laws and
ensure a level competitive playing field in cases such as In re Air Cargo Antitrust Litigation

(settlements of over $1 billion), In re Vitamins Antitrust Litigation (settlements of over $1.7
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billion), In re Brand Name Prescription Drugs Antitrust Litigation (settlements of approximately
$700 million), and Logue v. West Penn Multi-Listing Service ($2.75 million settlement on behalf
of consumers), and it successfully challenged businesses that misrepresented their products to
consumers in Mirakay v. Dakota Growers Pasta Co. (settlement valued at over $23 million). In
addition, the Firm has fought to protect investors and enforce the nation’s securities laws in cases
such as In re Broadcom Securities Litigation (settlement of $150 million), and AOL Time
Warner Securities Litigation, (settlement of over $2.5 billion for investors).

Principle Partners:

MARK S. GOLDMAN. Since 1986, Mark Goldman has concentrated his practice in many
different types of complex litigation, including cases involving violations of the federal securities
and antitrust laws and state consumer protection statutes. Mr. Goldman served as co-lead counsel
in a number of class actions brought against life insurance companies, challenging the manner in
which premiums are charged during the first year of coverage. In the antitrust field, Mr. Goldman
litigated several cases that led to recoveries exceeding $1 billion each, for the benefit of the
consumers and small businesses he represented, including In re Air Cargo Antitrust Litigation,
Case No. 06-MD-1775 (E.D.N.Y. 2016), In re Vitamins Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 1285
(D.D.C. 1999), In re NASDAQ Antitrust Litigation, Case No. 94-cv-3996 (S.D.N.Y. 1994), and In
re Brand Name Prescription Drugs Antitrust Litigation, Case No. 94-c-897 (N.D. Ill. 1994). Mr.
Goldman represents and has represented numerous victims of identity theft seeking to hold
accountable companies that failed to protect the safety of private data maintained on their
networks, including In re Community Health Systems, Inc. Customer Data Security Breach
Litigation, 15-cv-222 (N.D. Ala. 2015), In re Anthem, Inc. Data Breach Litigation, Case No. 15-

MD-02617-LHK (N.D. Cal. 2015), In re Intuit Data Litigation, 15-cv-1778 (N.D. Cal. 2015), and
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Collins et al v. Athens Orthopedic Clinic, P.A., (Athens-Clark Cty, Ga 2017). In the area of
securities litigation, Mr. Goldman played a prominent role in class actions brought under the
antifraud provisions of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, including In re Nuskin Enterprises,
Inc. Securities Litigation, Master File No. 2:14-cv-00033 (D. Utah 2014), In Re: Spectrum
Pharmaceuticals, Inc. Securities Litigation, Case No. 2:13-cv-00433 (D. Nev. 2013), and In re
Omnivision Technologies, Inc. Litigation, Case No.: 5:11-cv-05235 (N.D. Cal. 2011). Mr.
Goldman also prosecuted a number of insider trading cases brought against company insiders who,
in violation of Section 16(b) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, engaged in short swing
trading, and currently represents victims of Ponzi schemes seeking to hold financial institutions
accountable for aiding and abetting the perpetrators of the schemes.  Gregory v. Zions
Bancorporation, N.A., Case No. 2:19-cv-00015 (D. Utah); Chang v. Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., No.
4:19-cv- 01973 (N.D. Cal.).

Mr. Goldman earned his undergraduate degree from the Pennsylvania State University in
1981 and his law degree from the University of Kansas School of Law in 1986. He is a member
of the Pennsylvania bar.

PAUL J. SCARLATO. Paul Scarlato has concentrated his practice on the litigation of
complex class actions since 1989. He has litigated numerous cases under the securities, consumer,
antitrust and common law involving companies in a broad range of industries, and has litigated
many cases involving financial and accounting fraud.

In securities fraud cases, Mr. Scarlato was one of three lead attorneys for the class in
Kaufman v. Motorola, Inc., a securities fraud class action that settled just weeks before trial, and
along with Mr. Weinstein of his predecessor firm, was lead counsel in Seidman v. American Mobile

Systems, Inc., (E.D. Pa.), a securities class action that resulted in a settlement for the plaintiff class
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again on the eve of trail. Mr. Scarlato served as co-lead counsel in In re: Corel Corporation
Securities Litigation (E.D. Pa.). Mr. Scarlato was one of the lead lawyers in Leibovic v. United
Shore Financial Services; Afzal v. BMW of North America, LLC, and Yao Yi Liu v. Wilmington
Trust Company. He serves on the plaintiffs’ Executive Committee in Vikram Bhatia, D.D.S. v.
3M Company, Case No. 16-cv-01304 (D. Minn.), and is counsel in In re Platinum and Palladium
Antitrust Litigation, Case No. 14-cv-09391 (S.D.N.Y), In re Treasury Securities Auction
Antitrust Litigation, Case No. 15-md-02673 (S.D.N.Y.), and In re Liquid Aluminum Sulfate
Antitrust Litigation, Case No. 15-7827 (D.N.J.).

Mr. Scarlato graduated from Moravian College in 1983 with a degree in accounting, and
received his Juris Doctor degree from the Widener University School of Law in 1986. Mr. Scarlato
served as law clerk to the Honorable Nelson Diaz, of the Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphia
County, and thereafter as law clerk to the Honorable James T. McDermott, Justice of the
Pennsylvania Supreme Court. After his clerkships, and prior to becoming a litigator, Mr. Scarlato
was a member of the tax department of a major accounting firm where he provided a broad range of
accounting services to large business clients in a variety of industries.

Mr. Scarlato is a member of the bars of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the State of
New Jersey, and those of various federal district and circuit courts.

BRIAN D. PENNY. Since joining the Firm in 2002, Mr. Penny has focused his practice
on class action litigation principally in the areas of antitrust, consumer protection and securities
fraud litigation. He was lead counsel in Mirakay v. Dakota Growers Pasta Co. (D.N.J. 2013)
(alleging false and misleading advertising of pasta products and resulting in a settlement valued
at over $23 million); Logue v. West Penn Multi-Listing Service (W.D. Pa. 2010) (alleging price-

fixing among brokers and multi-listing service and resulting in $2.75 million settlement); Allan



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-3 Filed 09/10/21 Page 11 of 548

v. Realcomp I1 (E.D. Mich. 2010) (alleging price-fixing among brokers and multi-listing service
and resulting in a $3.25 million settlement); Boland v. Columbia Multi-Listing Service (D.S.C.
2009) (alleging price-fixing among brokers and multi-listing service and resulting in a $1 million
settlement); and Robertson v. Hilton-Head Multi-Listing Service (D.S.C. 2009) (alleging price-
fixing among brokers and multi-listing service).

Mr. Penny served on the executive committees in In Re NHL Concussion Litigation (D.
Minn. 2014) (alleging league failed to protect players from known risks of concussions), and In
re: Community Health Systems, Inc., Customer Security Data Breach Litigation (N.D. Ala. 2015)
(alleging damages caused by data breach of health care records). He is on the Third Party
Discovery Committee in In re Disposable Contact Lenses Antitrust Litigation, 15-md-2626
(M.D. Fla.), and is actively engaged as class counsel in In re: Clobetasol Cases, 16-CB-27240
(E.D. Pa. 2017) and In re Lidocaine-Prilocaine, 16-LD-27242 (E.D. Pa. 2017) where he leads
the EPP discovery team in those cases, In re Broiler Chicken Antitrust Litigation, 1:16-cv-08637
(N.D. 1ll. 2016); and Bhatia v. 3M Company, 16-cv-1304 (D. Minn. 2016); In re Epipen
Marketing, Sales Practices and Antitrust Litigation, 2:17-md-2785 (D. Kan. 2016).

Mr. Penny has also prosecuted numerous securities fraud class actions over the course of
his career. He was a key member of the plaintiffs’ teams that prosecuted In re Broadcom
Securities Litigation, which resulted in a settlement of $150 million for the class, and AOL Time
Warner Securities Litigation, which resulted in a settlement of over $2.5 billion for investors.
Mr. Penny was also one of the lead attorneys representing the classes in a number of securities
fraud actions arising out of stock option backdating, including, In re Monster Worldwide, Inc.
Securities Litigation ($47.5 million settlement), In re Mercury Interactive Securities Litigation

($117.5 million settlement), In re SafeNet, Inc. Securities Litigation ($25 million settlement),
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Ramsey v. MRV Communications et al. ($10 million settlement), and In re Semtech Securities
Litigation ($20 million settlement).

Mr. Penny received his Bachelor of Arts degree from Davidson College, Davidson, North
Carolina, in 1997 and earned his Juris Doctor degree from Pennsylvania State University in
2000. After graduating from law school, Mr. Penny served as law clerk to the Honorable John
T.J. Kelly, Jr., Senior Judge of the Superior Court of Pennsylvania. He has been named a Super
Lawyer or Rising Star each year since 2010. In 2015, Mr. Penny was one of four finalists for the
American Antitrust Institute’s Enforcement Award for Outstanding Antitrust Litigation

Achievement by a Young Lawyer for his work on Allen, et al. v. Realcomp Ltd., et al.



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-3 Filed 09/10/21 Page 13 of 548

EXRHIBIT A-42



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-3 Filed 09/10/21 Page 14 of 548

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF KANSAS

In re EPIPEN (EPINEPHRINE INJECTION,
USP) MARKETING, SALES PRACTICES
AND ANTITRUST LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

CONSUMER CLASS CASES.

N N N N N N N N N

Civil Action No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ
(MDL No. 2785)

DECLARATION OF LYNN LINCOLN
SARKO FILED ON BEHALF OF KELLER
ROHRBACK L.L.P. IN SUPPORT OF
APPLICATION FOR AWARD OF
EXPENSES
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I, Lynn Lincoln Sarko, declare as follows:

1. I am Managing Partner for the firm of Keller Rohrback L.L.P. (the “Firm”). I am
submitting this declaration in support of the Co-Lead Class Counsel’s application for an award of
expenses/charges (“expenses”) in connection with the above-entitled action.

2. [ am Co-Lead Class Counsel and counsel of record for certain Class Plaintiffs in
this action.

3. The information in this declaration regarding the Firm’s expenses is based on my
personal knowledge and the expense reports kept by the Firm in the ordinary course of business.

4. The Firm seeks an award of $1,592,366.97 in expenses and charges in connection
with the prosecution of the action through June 30, 2021.! Those expenses and charges are
summarized by category in the attached Exhibit A.

5. A Firm resume is attached as Exhibit B.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 3™

day of September, 2021, at Seattle, Washington.

s/ Lynn L. Sarko
Lynn Lincoln Sarko

! Keller Rohrback’s most recent litigation fund contribution was July 22, 2021.
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EXHIBIT A

In re Epipen (Epinephrine Injection, USP) Marketing, Sales Practices and Antitrust Litigation,
No. 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ (MDL No. 2785)
KELLER ROHRBACK L.L.P.
Inception through June 30, 2021

CATEGORY AMOUNT
Filing, Witness and Other Fees $6,815.35
Transportation, Hotels & Meals $165,851.85
Telephone, Facsimile $1,300.27
Postage $334.88
Messenger, Overnight Delivery $7,766.23
Court Hearing Transcripts and Deposition
Reporting Transcripts and Videography $297.60
Photocopies
Outside: $332.27
In-House: $43,967.30
Online Legal and Financial Research $63,670.85
Litigation Fund Contribution $1,300,000.00
Medical Records $661.99
Miscellaneous $1,368.38
TOTAL $1,592,366.97
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KELLER
ROHRBACK

LAW OFFICES & L.LP.

COMPLEX
LITIGATION

SEATTLE OAKLAND NEWYORK PHOENIX SANTA BARBARA MISSOULA

800-776-6044 | info@kellerrohrback.com | www.krcomplexlit.com
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ABOUT KELLER ROHRBACK I(R

Devoted to Justice

“[Keller Rohrback] has performed an important public service in this action and has done so efficiently
and with integrity...[Keller Rohrback] has also worked creatively and diligently to obtain a settlement from
WorldCom in the context of complex and difficult legal questions...”

In re WorldCom, Inc. ERISA Litigation (Judge Cote)

Keller Rohrback’s lawyers excel by being prepared and
persuasive. It's a simple formula that combines our strengths:
outstanding writing and courtroom skill, together with
unparalleled passion and integrity. We have recovered billions
of dollars for our clients and have served as lead counsel in
many prominent cases, including numerous financial crisis
cases against Wall Street banks and mortgage originators.
Our lawyers are recognized as leaders in their fields who

have dedicated their careers to combating corporate fraud
and misconduct. We have the talent as well as the financial
resources to litigate against Fortune 500 companies—and do
so every day.

Who We Are

Keller Rohrback’s Complex Litigation Group has a national
reputation as the go-to plaintiffs' firm for large-scale, complex
individual and class action cases. We represent public and private
investors, businesses, governments and individuals in a wide
range of actions, including securities fraud, fiduciary breach,
antitrust, insurance coverage , whistleblower, environmental
and product liability cases. Our approach is straightforward—
we represent clients who have been harmed by conduct that
is wrong, and we litigate with passion and integrity to obtain
the best results possible. Every case is different, but we win
for the same reason: we are persuasive. When you hire us,
you hire smart, creative lawyers who are skilled in court and in
negotiations.

Founded in 1919, Keller Rohrback’s over 70 attorneys and about 100 staff members are based in six offices across the
country in Seattle, Oakland, Santa Barbara, Phoenix, New York, and Missoula. Over the past century, our firm has built

a distinguished reputation by providing top-notch representation. We offer exceptional service and a comprehensive
understanding of federal and state law nationwide. We also are well known for our abilities to collaborate with co-counsel
and to work together to achieve outstanding results—essential skills in large-scale cases in which several firms represent
the plaintiffs. We pride ourselves on our reputation for working smartly with opposing counsel, and we are comfortable
and experienced in coordinating high-stakes cases with simultaneous state and federal government investigations. Keller
Rohrback attorneys earn the respect of our colleagues and our opponents through our deft handling of the array of
complex issues and obstacles our clients face.

SEATTLE ¢ OAKLAND ¢ NEW YORK ¢ PHOENIX « SANTA BARBARA ¢ MISSOULA
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ABOUT KELLER ROHRBACK I(R

What We Do

Keller Rohrback’s Complex Litigation Group represents plaintiffs in large-scale cases involving corporate wrongdoing.

We litigate against companies that pollute, commit fraud, fix prices and take advantage of consumers, employees, and
investors. We are passionate advocates for justice. In addition, the Complex Litigation Group regularly calls on attorneys
in the firm’s other practice areas for expertise in areas such as bankruptcy, constitutional law, corporate transactions,
financial institutions, insurance coverage and intellectual property. Our group’s access to these in-house resources
distinguishes Keller Rohrback from other plaintiffs’ class action firms and contributes to the firm's success. We also have a
history of working with legal counsel from other countries to vigorously pursue legal remedies on behalf of clients around
the globe.

We have won verdicts in state and federal courts throughout the nation and have obtained judgments and settlements

on behalf of clients in excess of $23.25 billion. Courts around the country have praised our work, and we are regularly
appointed lead counsel in nationally prominent class action cases. Our work has had far-reaching impacts for our clients in
a variety of settings and industries, creating a better, more accountable society.

Whom We Serve

We represent individuals, institutions, and government agencies. The common denominators of our clients is a desire to
see justice done—and to be represented by attorneys who practice law with integrity, honesty, and devotion to serving our
clients’ interests.

“Despite substantial obstacles
to recovery, Keller Rohrback
was willing to undertake the

significant risks presented
by this case...Class Counsel
achieved real and substantial
benefits for members of the
Class. [Their] extensive prior
experience in complex class
action securities litigation...
enabled the Class to analyze
and achieve this excellent
result.” Getty v. Harmon
(SunAmerica Securities
Litigation) (Judge Dwyer).
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ANTITRUST AND TRADE REGULATION

KR

ATTORNEYS

Lynn Lincoln Sarko
Gretchen Freeman Cappio
Alison Chase

Felicia Craick

Matt Gerend

Max Goins

Cari Campen Laufenberg
Derek Loeser

Tana Lin

Ryan McDevitt

Daniel Mensher

Keller Rohrback’s antitrust and trade regulation practice represents
Plaintiffs in state and federal courts to ensure that consumers get the
benefits of free and fair competition in the marketplace. Keller Rohrback
has successfully litigated cases on behalf of both consumers and businesses
who have been harmed by illegal anti-competitive conduct, such as price fixing,
price discrimination, misleading and deceptive marketing practices, and the
monopolization and attempted monopolization of markets.

Keller Rohrback has served as lead counsel, on MDL executive committees, and in
other prominent roles in large price-fixing and price discrimination cases.

REPRESENTATIVE CASES

Nurse Wage Litigation: Fleischman v. Albany Medical Center

(N.D.N.Y.); Cason-Merenda v. Detroit Medical Center (E.D. Mich.)

Keller Rohrback was Co-Lead Counsel in these long-running antitrust actions which
recovered $105 million in underpaid wages resulting from an alleged conspiracy
among hospitals to set the compensation of their nurse employees in Albany, New York, and Detroit, Michigan.

Ferko v. National Ass’n For Stock Car Auto Racing, Inc., No. 02-50 (E.D. Tex.)

Keller Rohrback was Counsel for Plaintiff, a shareholder in Texas Motor Speedway (TMS), in a lawsuit that charged NASCAR
with breach of contract, unlawful monopolization, and conspiring with International Speedway Corporation (ISC) to restrain
trade in violation of the antitrust laws. The settlement agreement allowed TMS to purchase North Carolina Speedway from
ISC and required NASCAR to sanction a Nextel Cup Series race at TMS in the future, relief that was valued at $100.4 million.

In re Vitamins Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 1285 (D.D.C.)

Keller Rohrback played a significant role in litigating this MDL case, one of the largest and most successful antitrust cases
in history. Chief Judge Thomas Hogan certified two classes of businesses who directly purchased bulk vitamins and were
overcharged as a result of a ten-year global price-fixing and market-allocation conspiracy. Recoveries for the class through
settlement and verdict totaled over $1 billion.

In re Online DVD Rental Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 2029 (N.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback represented purchasers of online DVD rental services accusing Walmart and Netflix of engaging in a market
allocation scheme. The class achieved settlements of over $30 million.

Johnson v. Arizona Hospital and Healthcare Association, No. 07-1292 (D. Ariz.)

Keller Rohrback represented agency nurses who worked at various Arizona hospitals seeking to recover the underpayment
of wages resulting from a conspiracy to suppress the cost of agency nurses. The class achieved settlements of more than
$26 million.

“The Court has repeatedly stated that the lawyering in the case at every stage was superb, and

does again.” In re Linerboard Antitrust Litigation (E.D. Pa. June, 2 2004) (Judge DuBois).

SEATTLE ¢ OAKLAND ¢ NEW YORK ¢ PHOENIX « SANTA BARBARA ¢ MISSOULA
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ANTITRUST AND TRADE REGULATION

KR

REPRESENTATIVE CASES continued

Daisy Mountain Fire District v. Microsoft Corp.,
MDL No. 1332 (D. Md.)

Keller Rohrback obtained a settlement in of over $4 million
on behalf of a class of Arizona governmental entities that
indirectly purchased operating systems and software
from Microsoft for overcharges resulting from Microsoft's
monopolistic practices. The settlement returned millions
of dollars to local government entities at a time of severe
budget crisis in the state.

Molecular Diagnostics v. Hoffman-La Roche,
Inc., No. 04-1649 (D.D.C.)

Keller Rohrback served on the Executive Committee of
this class action lawsuit on behalf of direct purchasers of
thermus aquaticus DNA polymerase (Taq), an essential
input to technologies used to study DNA. The lawsuit alleged
that various Hoffman-La Roche entities, in concert with the
Perkins EImer Corp., fraudulently procured a patent for Taq
with the intent of illegally monopolizing the Tag market.
The court approved a $33 million settlement in 2008.

In re EpiPen (Epinephrine Injection, USP)
Marketing, Sales Practices and Antitrust
Litigation, MDL No. 2785 (D. Kan.)

Keller Rohrback serves as Plaintiffs’ Co-Lead Counsel in
this litigation regarding the marketing, pricing, and sale of
EpiPen auto-injector devices in the United States. Plaintiffs
allege that defendants Mylan and Pfizer engaged in unfair
and illegal activities that stifled competitors, allowing
defendants to maintain their dominant market positions
and increase the prices of EpiPen products by over 500%.
These practices forced consumers to pay inflated and
unnecessary costs for EpiPens—a device on which many
lives depend. On February 27, 2020, the Court certified
two classes of consumers and payors against Defendants
Mylan and Pfizer. Trial is set to begin in January 2022.

Johnson v. Arizona Hospital and Healthcare
Association, No. 07-1292 (D. Ariz.)

Keller Rohrback represented agency nurses who worked
at various Arizona hospitals seeking to recover the
underpayment of wages resulting from a conspiracy to
suppress the cost of agency nurses. The class achieved
settlements of more than $26 million.

Transamerican Refining Corporation v. Dravo
Corp., No. 88-789 (S.D. Tex.)

Keller Rohrback served as Co-Lead Counsel in this class
action filed on behalf of all cost-plus purchasers of specialty
steel pipe. Fabricators and suppliers of that pipe were sued
on allegations of a nationwide price fixing conspiracy. The
class of electric generating plant and oil refinery owners,
achieved a settlement of over $49 million.

In re: Liquid Aluminum Sulfate Antitrust
Litigation, MDL No. 2687 (D.N.].)

In 2016, Keller Rohrback filed numerous class action
complaints in federal courts on behalf of several
municipalities in Washington, California, and Arizona that
purchase and use liquid aluminum sulfate (“Alum”) to treat
and clean their waste water. The complaints contained
claims against the major manufacturers of Alum who
allegedly engaged in a conspiracy to artificially inflate
the price of this essential chemical used in municipal
water treatment. As a result of these antitrust violations,
municipalities - and their taxpayers - had overpaid
millions of dollars to the co-conspirators for the Alum they
purchased during the long life of this conspiracy. In March
2020, the Court authorized the transfer of settlement funds
to pay claims of the Settlement Class Members.
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APPELLATE PRACTICE I(R

Appeals require specialized skills and experience, and Keller Rohrback has
ATTORNEYS a seasoned appellate team that includes award-winning brief writers and
outstanding oral advocates. Our appellate experience is particularly important

Lynn Lincoln Sarko
in large cases, including complex class actions. Keller Rohrback has the experience

Ben Gould )

Ron Kilgard and talent to handle any issue that arises involving interlocutory appeals and will
. & work to ensure that any judgment or settlement is affirmed on appeal.

Cari Campen Laufenberg

Jefreyikewis REPRESENTATIVE CASES

Derek Loeser ' )

Gretchen Obrist Clarke v. Baptist Memorial Healthcare Corp., --F. App’x--

Erin Riley (6th Cir. 2016)

Matthew Preusch Keller Rohrback overturned the district court’s denial of intervention, thus allowing

our clients to challenge an earlier denial of class certification.

Campidoglio, LLC v. Wells Fargo & Company, 870 F. 3D 963 (9th Cir. 2017)

This is a proposed class action arising out of the Bank’s alleged miscalculation of the interest rates charged to Borrowers.
The Ninth Circuit reverse the dismissal finding that the Home Owners’ Loan Act does not preempt the Borrowers'’ interest
rate calculation breach of contract claim, which arises under Washington law.

Alcantara v. Bakery & Confectionary Union, 751 F.3d 71 (2d Cir. 2014)

Keller Rohrback successfully defended the trial court’s decision and judgment that the Defendants had unlawfully reduced
pension benefits.

Gates v. UnitedHealth Group Inc., 561 F. App’x 73 (2d Cir. 2014)

Keller Rohrback persuaded the Second Circuit to reverse the district court’s dismissal of our client's claims for medical
coverage.

Wurtz v. Rawlings Co., 761 F.3d 232 (2d Cir. 2014)

Keller Rohrback submitted an amicus brief on behalf of the New York State Trial Lawyers Association in support of the
appellants. The Second Circuit cited the amicus brief and adopted much of its reasoning in reversing the trial court.

Heckman v. Williamson County, 369 S\W.3d 137 (Tex. 2012)

Keller Rohrback represented a proposed class of indigent criminal Defendants who challenged the constitutionality of a
number of pretrial procedures. Keller Rohrback persuaded the Texas Supreme Court to reverse the Texas Court of Appeals
and allow the Plaintiffs to proceed with their claims.

Braden v. Walmart Stores, Inc., 588 F.3d 585 (8th Cir. 2009)

Keller Rohrback represented a class of Walmart employees who alleged that Walmart's 401(k) plan charged them excessive
fees. Keller Rohrback convinced the Eighth Circuit to reverse the trial court and reinstate the employees’ claims.

In re Syncor ERISA Litigation, 516 F.3d 1095 (9th Cir. 2008)

Keller Rohrback represented a group of workers who alleged that their employer had violated the law by investing their
retirement savings in the employer’s stock. Keller Rohrback convinced the Ninth Circuit to reverse the dismissal of the trial
court and reinstate the workers’ claims.
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AUTOMOTIVE LITIGATION

KR

ATTORNEYS

Lynn Lincoln Sarko
Gretchen Freeman Cappio
Derek Loeser
Alison Chase
Felicia Craick
Adele Daniel

Max Goins

Ryan McDevitt
Rachel Morowitz
Sydney Read
Emma Wright

Keller Rohrback is renowned for its success in representing consumers
in high-stakes, complex litigation involving automotive defects and
misrepresentations. Courts regularly appoint our nationally recognized
attorneys to plaintiffs’ leadership teams for automotive class actions, including
numerous actions consolidated in multidistrict litigation. These cases reflect our
firm’s ongoing commitment to ensuring the safety of drivers, passengers, their
vehicles, and the environment.

REPRESENTATIVE CASES

ZF-TRW Airbag Control Units Products Liability Litigation, No.
19-mlI-02905-JAK-FFM (C.D. Cal.)

Gretchen Freeman Cappio is a member of the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee. In

her work on the PSC, Gretchen has directed briefing efforts on cutting edge legal

issues and steers plaintiffs’ global strategy. Plaintiffs’ allegations against auto
parts supplier ZF-TRW and automakers FCA/Stellantis, Kia, Hyundai, Toyota, Honda, and Mitsubishi relate to defective airbag
control units in 12.3 million vehicles that may cause airbags to fail to inflate in the event of a crash.

Won et al. v. General Motors, LLC, et al., No. 19-cv-11044-DML-DRG (E.D. Mich.)

Gretchen Freeman Cappio was recently appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee in the GM transmission litigation
and expects to play a major role in the case. In this putative class action, Plaintiffs allege that transmission defects in GM,
Chevrolet, and Cadillac vehicles sold as early as 2014 can cause unsafe conditions that GM failed to disclose or repair
despite longstanding knowledge and numerous attempts.

In re Chrysler-Dodge-Jeep EcoDiesel Marketing, Sales Practices, and Products Liability Litigation,
MDL No. 2777 (N.D. Cal.)

From the outset, Keller Rohrback played a major role in this multidistrict litigation, representing consumers nationwide
who alleged that Fiat Chrysler used an emissions defeat device in over 100,000 Ram 1500 and Jeep Grand Cherokee diesel
trucks and SUVs. Keller Rohrback Managing Partner Lynn Sarko was appointed by the Court to the Plaintiffs’ Steering
Committee leading this case, and Keller Rohrback attorneys took an active role in discovery and served on the negotiating
team that achieved and implemented a settlement worth over $307 million. The settlement, involving both Fiat Chrysler
and supplier Bosch, provided owners and lessees of the affected vehicles with substantial cash payments in addition to
government-approved emissions repairs and valuable extended warranty protection.
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AUTOMOTIVE LITIGATION

KR

REPRESENTATIVE CASES continued

In re Volkswagen “Clean Diesel” Marketing,
Sales Practices, and Products Liability
Litigation, No. 3:15-md-02672 (N.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback filed the first multi-Plaintiff complaint
against Volkswagen on September 20, 2015, two days after
the defeat device scheme came to light. Keller Rohrback
represented consumers nationwide who alleged they
were damaged by Volkswagen's fraudulent use of an
emissions “defeat device” in over 500,000 vehicles in the
United States. Keller Rohrback Managing Partner Lynn
Sarko served on the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee for
this national litigation. Lynn Sarko and partner Gretchen
Freeman Cappio served on the negotiating team for the
$15 billion class action settlement for 2.0-liter vehicles, the
largest auto-related consumer class action in U.S history.
Keller Rohrback played a similar role in reaching and
implementing similar settlements with Volkswagen and
Bosch regarding approximately 100,000 3-liter vehicles.

Short et al. v. Hyundai Motor America, Inc., et
al., No. 19-cv-00318-JLR (W.D. Wash.)

Keller Rohrback leads litigation against Hyundai Motor
Company, Kia Motors Corporation, and their American
subsidiaries. The litigation, filed in the United States District
Court for the Western District of Washington, arises out
of Hyundai's and Kia's failure to disclose or timely remedy
several serious defects of design and manufacturing that
can cause the engines of certain vehicles to suddenly stall
while at, speed or to burst into flames. The litigation is
ongoing and the parties are in discovery.

Altobelli et al. v. General Motors LLC, No.
2:20-cv-13256 (E.D. Mich.)

Judge Berg recently appointed Keller Rohrback Co-Lead
Counselin the consolidated Chevrolet Bolt defective battery
litigation. Plaintiffs allege that General Motors failed to
disclose dangerous battery defects that led to an increased
risk of catastrophic fires and diminished battery function.
The litigation is on-going.

Stringer et al. v. Nissan of North America et
al., No. 3:21-cv-00099 (M.D. Tenn.); Lane
et al. v. Nissan of North America et al., No.
3:21-cv-00150 (M.D. Tenn.)

Ryan McDevitt has been appointed to the Executive
Committee in two Consolidated Cases in the Middle District
of Tennessee. The cases allege that faulty continuously
variable transmissions (CVT) in certain Rogue and
Pathfinder vehicles fail prematurely, causing dangerous
driving conditions for everyone on the road.
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BANKRUPTCY-RELATED LITIGATION I(R

Keller Rohrback attorneys have deep and broad experience litigating in the
ATTORNEYS bankruptcy courts on behalf of Plaintiffs whose claims were interrupted by
bankruptcy petitions, as well as creditors, debtors, and creditor committees.
Our experience includes representing claimants and class claimants in numerous
large-scale bankruptcies - such as the pending Purdue Pharma bankruptcy in New
York, which forms a part of our larger representations in the nationwide opioid
litigation. Keller Rohrback’s representations have involved virtually all areas of
sophisticated bankruptcy practice, including: (i) negotiating acceptable terms of a
plan of reorganization with the debtor, creditors’ committee, and other bankruptcy constituencies; (ii) pursuing relief from
the automatic stay to litigate claims in district court; (iii) seeking and opposing orders to withdraw the reference to the
bankruptcy court; (iv) certifying a claimant class in bankruptcy; (v) asserting rights to officer, director, or fiduciary insurance
policies between conflicting bankruptcy claimants; (vi) evaluating and negotiating proposals for debtor financing, cash
collateral orders, estate sale orders and other bankruptcy administrative matters; and (vii) defending against subordination
claims.

Laurie Ashton
Gary A. Gotto
Christopher Graver

Keller Rohrback’s bankruptcy attorneys also have extensive experience in a wide variety of matters involving corporate
restructuring and commercial bankruptcies. Our bankruptcy clients have ranged from tort claimants to operating entities
to institutional lenders. Examples include representation of the official committee of victims of clergy sexual abuse in the
Chapter 11 reorganization of a Catholic diocese, the debtors in a reorganization of fifty commercial real properties across
the nation; and a national services company in the acquisition of a competitor's assets in a bankruptcy court-approved sale
in the Northern District of California.

In additionto the representative cases listed below, Keller Rohrback has achieved similar results in numerous other bankruptcy
proceedings involving corporations such as Global Crossing Ltd., Mirant Corp., Delphi Corp., and Fremont General Corp.

REPRESENTATIVE CASES
In re Enron Corp., No. 01-16034 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback obtained stay relief to pursue litigation in the Southern District of Texas and defended against a motion to
subordinate claims. Keller Rohrback achieved a settlement for the class that included the allowance of a $265 million claim
in the Enron bankruptcy.

In re WorldCom, Inc., Nos. 02 Civ. 3288(DLC), 02 Civ. 8981(DLC) (Bankr. S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback defended against a motion to subordinate claims and successfully negotiated a simultaneous resolution of
claims in the bankruptcy and district courts against third parties in the total amount of $48 million.

In re Nortel Networks, Inc., No. 09-10138(KG) (Bankr. D. Del.)

Keller Rohrback represented class claimants in simultaneous insolvency proceedings in Canada under the Companies’
Creditors Arrangement Act and bankruptcy court in the District of Delaware. Keller Rohrback obtained stay relief to pursue
litigation in the Middle District of Tennessee and ultimately settled class claims in Tennessee for over $21 million.

In re Washington Mutual, Inc., No. 08-12229(MFW) (Bankr. D. Del.)

Keller Rohrback sought stay relief to pursue litigation in the Western District of Washington and pursued claims in bankruptcy
court in Delaware, resulting in a simultaneous resolution of claims in the bankruptcy and district courts for $20 million.
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CONSUMER PROTECTION CLASS ACTIONS I(R

For decades, consumers have
ATTORNEYS trusted Keller Rohrback attorneys
Lynn Lincoln Sarko to protect them from harmful
Bl | LeEsn and unfair practices. Our firm is a
Gretchen Freeman Cappio leader in representing consumers
Alison Chase in class action and complex
Felicia Craick litigation in diverse areas, including

vehicles, children’s products, food

Jub I s contamination, drugs, mortgage

Alison Gaffney modifications, identity theft, and

Laura Gerber data breaches. Keller Rohrback

Zack Gussin currently represents a wide range

Erika Keech of consumers, such as vehicle

David Ko owners and lessees, parents,

Cari Campen Laufenberg environmentalists, fishermen, employees, professors, doctors, and nurses.
Tana Lin

Through decades of hard work, ingenuity, and creativity, Keller Rohrback has achieved
meaningful results. These results impact not only our clients, but future consumers
Daniel Mensher too. For example, homeowners now benefit from improved loan-modification
Nathan Nanfelt practices at one of the country’s biggest banks as a result of our advocacy.
Gretchen Obrist

Matthew Preusch
Mark D. Samson
Chris Springer

Havila C. Unrein REPRESENTAT'VE CASES

Gabe Verdugo Jabbariv. Wells Fargo & Company, No. 15-2159 (N.D. Cal.)
Amy Williams-Derry
Michael Woerner

Ryan McDevitt

Keller Rohrback attorneys are frequently featured speakers and presenters at
prestigious legal education seminars on class actions, consumer protection, and
data privacy.

Keller Rohrback filed a class action lawsuit against Wells Fargo alleging the bank
victimized its customers by opening checking, savings and credit card accounts, and
lines of credit without customers’ authorization. Keller Rohrback negotiated a $142
million settlement on behalf of consumers, which requires Wells Fargo to refund fees
charged to unauthorized accounts, compensate consumers for increased borrowing
costs due to credit damage, and provide other substantial compensation. Final Approval of the settlement was granted on
June 14, 2018.

In re EpiPen (Epinephrine Injection, USP) Marketing, Sales Practices and Antitrust Litigation, MDL
No. 2785 (D. Kan.)

Keller Rohrback serves as Plaintiffs’ Co-Lead Counsel in this litigation regarding the marketing, pricing, and sale of EpiPen
auto-injector devices in the United States. Plaintiffs allege that defendants Mylan and Pfizer engaged in unfair and illegal
activities that stifled competitors, allowing defendants to maintain their dominant market positions and increase the prices
of EpiPen products by over 500%. These practices forced consumers to pay inflated and unnecessary costs for EpiPens—a
device on which many lives depend. On February 27, 2020, the Court certified two classes of consumers and payors against
Defendants Mylan and Pfizer. Trial is set to begin in January 2022.
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CONSUMER PROTECTION CLASS ACTIONS I(R

REPRESENTATIVE CASES continued

In re JPMorgan Chase Mortgage Modification
Litigation, MDL No. 2290 (D. Mass.)

Keller Rohrback served as Co-Lead Counsel in this MDL,
representing homeowners who attempted to obtain
mortgage loan modifications from JPMorgan Chase and
related entities. Plaintiffs alleged breach of contract and
violations of consumer protection laws when Defendants
failed to timely evaluate or approve mortgage modification
applications of homeowners who had completed identified
prerequisites. Keller Rohrback achieved a settlement for
the class valued at over $500 million.

In re Mattel, Inc., Toy Lead Paint Products
Liability Litigation, MDL No. 1897 (C.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback served as Chair of the Executive Committee
in this nationwide MDL against Mattel and Fisher-Price
on behalf of purchasers of toys recalled because they
were manufactured using lead paint and/or dangerous
magnets. On behalf of Plaintiffs, Keller Rohrback achieved
a settlement valued at approximately $50 million.

Fox v. lowa Health System, No. 18-00327
(W.D. Wis.)

Plaintiffs filed this complaint against lowa Health System
(UnityPoint Health) on behalf of individuals in Wisconsin,
lowa, and lllinois whose protected health information was
compromised as a result of data breaches that occurred
on at least two separate occasions between November
2017 and March 2018. On July 25, 2019, the Court granted
in part and denied in part Defendant's motion to dismiss.
The parties have since reached a settlement, and the Court
granted preliminary approval on September 16, 2020.
Notice of the settlement has been sent to approximately
1.4 million class members and the Court will hold a Hearing
on Final Approval of the settlement on February 19, 2021.

Ormond v. Anthem, Inc., No. 05-1908 (S.D.
Ind.)

Anthem Insurance converted from a mutual company to a
stock company on November 2, 2001. More than 700,000
former members of the mutual company sued Anthem,
alleging that the cash compensation they received as a
result of the demutualization was inadequate. After class
certification and shortly before the start of trial, Keller
Rohrback and co-counsel settled the action for $90 million.

Corona v. Sony Pictures Entertainment, Inc.,
No. 14-9600 (C.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback served as interim Co-Lead Counsel
and Liaison Counsel in this case against Sony Pictures
Entertainment, Inc. on behalf of former and current Sony
employees affected by the company’'s highly publicized
data breach. Plaintiffs alleged that Sony failed to secure
and protect its computer systems, servers, and databases,
resulting in the release of the named Plaintiffs and other
class members’ personal information. Keller Rohrback
obtained a significant settlement for the class in October
2015, which was approved in April 2016.

In re: Arizona Theranos, Inc. Litigation, No.
16-2138 (D. Ariz.)

Keller Rohrback filed class action complaints in California
and Arizona federal courts against Walgreens Boots
Alliance, Inc., Walgreen Arizona Drug Company, and the
leaders of Theranos, Inc.: Elizabeth Holmes and Ramesh
(Sunny) Balwani. Theranos claimed to have developed a
“tiny blood test,” and it ventured with Walgreens to market
its product and offer it in select Walgreens retail stores. The
vaunted technology did not work. Thousands of Theranos
test results were either invalidated or called into question.
Holmes and Balwani also face related criminal charges. On
March 6, 2020, the U.S. District Court in Phoenix, Arizona
granted class certification in favor of an estimated 175,000
consumers in Arizona and California against Defendants.
Defendants are appealing that decision, and the litigation
is ongoing.
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REPRESENTATIVE CASES continued

lacovelli v. SBTickets.com, LLC, No. 15-1459
(Maricopa Cnty. Super. Ct., Ariz.)

Keller Rohrback filed a class action in Arizona state court
on behalf of individuals who paid for, but did not receive,
tickets to the 2014 Super Bowl (Super Bowl XLIX) from the
ticket broker SBTickets. Despite purchasing tickets and
receiving numerous representations that their tickets were
guaranteed, SBTickets customers were told just days before
the game, and in some instances, only hours before kickoff,
that their ticket orders would not be fulfilled. The case was
settled on favorable terms for the class notwithstanding
the Defendant’s insolvency and bankruptcy proceedings.

Telephone Consumer Protection Act Cases,
(King Cnty. Super. Ct., Wash.)

Keller Rohrback prosecuted numerous class actions
concerning the sending of unsolicited facsimiles in
violation of the Telephone Consumer Protection Act and
the Washington Consumer Protection Act, resulting in the
issuance of eleven permanent injunctions and the recovery
of over $56 million on behalf of injured Plaintiffs.

In re Bisphenol-A (BPA) Polycarbonate Plastic
Products Liability Litigation, MDL No. 08-
1967 (W.D. Mo.)

Keller Rohrback served on the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee
in this MDL on behalf of purchasers of plastic baby bottles
and “sippy” cups which contained the chemical bisphenol-A
(BPA). The action was favorably settled.

Brotherson v. Professional Basketball Club,
L.L.C,, No. 07-1787 (W.D. Wash.)

Keller Rohrback represented Seattle SuperSonics season
ticket holders who renewed their 2007-2008 season ticket
packages before the team was relocated to Oklahoma City.
After Plaintiffs prevailed on class certification and defeated
summary judgment, the parties negotiated a significant
settlement that returned substantial sums to the class.

In Re 21st Century Oncology Customer Data
Breach Litigation, MDL No. 2737 (M.D. Fla.)

In 2016, Keller Rohrback L.L.P. filed three proposed Class
Action Complaints against the Florida-based healthcare
provider 21st Century Oncology concerning an October
2015 data breach. All cases concerning the breach were
consolidated in October 2016 for coordinated pretrial
proceedings. On November 18, 2016, Keller Rohrback
and Robinson Calcagnie were appointed Interim Co-Lead
Counsel. On March 11, 2019, the Court entered its Order
denying the Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss the Amended
Consolidated Complaint. In June 2020, the parties reached
a settlement in principle, which the Court preliminarily
approved on November 2, 2020. Notice to class members
will be sent in early January, and a Hearing to determine
whether the Settlement is fair, adequate and reasonable
will be held June 15, 2021.

In re Apple Inc. Device Performance Litigation,
MDL No. 2827 (N.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback served as Co-Chair of the Executive
Committee for Offensive Discovery and also as the ESI
Coordinator in this consolidated action concerning 10S
software installed on certain Apple iPhone devices. The
Plaintiffs asserted claims that this software diminished
the performance of those devices. Numerous cases were
consolidated before Judge Edward J. Davila in the Northern
District of California. A settlement of up to $500 million has
been granted preliminary approval for the benefit of the
Settlement Class Members. The Final Fairness Hearing was
held December 4, 2020.
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Keller Rohrback is a pioneer in representing consumers and employees who
have had their personal information breached. Our Data Privacy Litigation
team has an established reputation of successful data breach litigation in federal
and appellate courts.

Our success in this area includes the groundbreaking case, Krottner v. Starbucks,
where the Ninth Circuit recognized that Plaintiffs-Appellants’ injury caused by a
stolen laptop containing their personal information sufficiently satisfied the Article
[l standing requirement. This decision established an important legal precedent
that formed a building block for privacy litigation under federal law.

Keller Rohrback’s Data Privacy Litigation team has made headlines in various
publications, including Variety, the Los Angeles Times, Law.com, and The Guardian.
We have also been featured on broadcasts such as NPR's Morning Edition and

KIRO 7 Seattle.

REPRESENTATIVE CASES
In re: Facebook, Inc. Consumer Privacy User Profile Litigation, MDL No. 2843 (N.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback partner Derek Loeser serves as Interim Co-Lead Counsel in this multidistrict litigation arising out of the
Cambridge Analytica scandal, wherein Facebook acknowledged that a third-party app had collected the personal information
of 87 million Facebook users. Plaintiffs’ consolidated complaint, filed on behalf of Facebook users in the United States, alleges
that Facebook shared users' personal information with its business partners and certain third-party applications without
users' authorization or consent. On September 9, 2019, the Court issued an order on Facebook’s motion to dismiss, allowing
most of Plaintiffs’ claims to proceed. The litigation is proceeding in discovery.

Corona v. Sony Pictures Entertainment, Inc., No. 14-9600 (C.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback served as Interim Co-Lead Counsel and Liaison Counsel in this case against Sony Pictures Entertainment, Inc.
on behalf of former and current Sony employees affected by the company's highly publicized data breach. Plaintiffs alleged
that Sony failed to secure and protect its computer systems, servers, and databases, resulting in the release of the named
Plaintiffs and other class members’ personal information. Keller Rohrback obtained a significant settlement for the class in
October 2015, which was approved in April 2016.

Fox v. lowa Health System, No. 18-00327 (W.D. Wis.)

Plaintiffs filed this complaint against lowa Health System (UnityPoint Health) on behalf of individuals in Wisconsin, lowa,
and lllinois whose protected health information was compromised as a result of data breaches that occurred on at least
two separate occasions between November 2017 and March 2018. On July 25, 2019, the Court granted in part and denied
in part Defendant’'s motion to dismiss. The parties have since reached a settlement, providing for credit monitoring and
insurance services, reimbursement for out-of-pocket costs, and payment for time incurred as a result of the data breaches.
The Court granted preliminary approval of the settlement on September 16, 2020. Notice of the settlement has been sent to
approximately 1.4 million class members and the Court will hold a hearing on final approval of the settlement on February
19, 2021.
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In Re Experian Data Breach Litigation, No. 15-
1592 (C.D. Cal.)

In October 2015, Experian announced a nationwide data
breach affecting an estimated 15 million consumers. Keller
Rohrback was appointed to serve on the Plaintiffs’ Steering
Committee. After three years of litigation, a settlement was
reached valued at more than $150 million, providing credit
monitoring and insurance services, reimbursement for out-
of-pocket costs, and payment for time incurred as a result
of the data breach. The Court granted final approval of the
settlement in May 2019.

In Re 21st Century Oncology Customer Data
Breach Litigation, MDL No. 2737 (M.D. Fla.)

In 2016, Keller Rohrback filed three proposed class action
complaints against the Florida-based healthcare provider
21st Century Oncology concerning an October 2015 data
breach impacting 2.2 million class members. All cases
concerning the breach were consolidated in October
2016 for coordinated pretrial proceedings. On November
18, 2016, Keller Rohrback and Robinson Calcagnie were
appointed Interim Co-Lead Counsel. On March 11, 2019,
the Court entered its order denying the Defendants’ motion
to dismiss the amended consolidated complaint. In June
2020, the parties reached a settlement in principle, valued
at more than $16 million, providing for credit monitoring
and insurance services, reimbursement for out-of-pocket
costs, and payment for time incurred as a result of the data
breach. The Court preliminarily approved the settlement
on November 2, 2020. Notice to class members was sent
in early January, and a hearing to determine whether the
settlement is fair, adequate and reasonable will be held
June 15, 2021.

Krottner v. Starbucks Corp., 628 F.3d 1139
(9th Cir. 2010)

In 2008, Keller Rohrback filed a class action on behalf
of approximately 97,000 Starbucks employees whose
unencrypted private information was contained on a stolen
Starbucks laptop. Plaintiffs’ claims included negligence
and breach of contract for failing to protect employees’
personally identifiable information. The district court
granted Starbucks’s motion to dismiss, but Keller Rohrback
successfully appealed the decision as to standing, resulting
in the Ninth Circuit establishing a new legal precedent that
the theft of PIl constituted injury under Article Ill.
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Keller Rohrback is the preeminent firm for Employee Retirement Income
Security Act of 1974 (ERISA) and other employee benefit class action and
complex litigation. Our firm is a pioneer of ERISA class action litigation, with over
a billion dollars of pension and health benefits recovered for our clients. Keller
Rohrback has played a major role in developing the law and establishing that ERISA's
protections apply to all investments in company-sponsored retirement plans, as
well as to benefits in health and welfare plans. Keller Rohrback’s attorneys are also
well versed in ERISA preemption matters and have a long history of supporting city
and state efforts to fill gaps in providing health and retirement benefits to their
constituents.

Keller Rohrback is routinely appointed lead or co-lead counsel in major employee
benefit class actions. Our work in this complex and rapidly developing area has
been praised by our clients, our co-counsel, and federal courts. Managing a
complex, large-scale employee benefit case requires knowledge of employee
benefit, securities, accounting, corporate, bankruptcy, and class action law. Keller
Rohrback has excelled in these cases by developing a deep understanding of ERISA
and by drawing on our expertise in numerous related practice areas.

Keller Rohrback has a very deep bench in ERISA matters. Lawyers at Keller
Rohrback have testified before Congress, served as editors of numerous employee
benefit books and manuals, and written scholarly ERISA articles, amicus briefs,
and comments to regulatory agencies overseeing ERISA plans. We are frequently
featured speakers and presenters at prestigious legal education seminars on
employee benefit class actions and ERISA. We have also served as fiduciaries and
mediators.

We are involved in all aspects of ERISA litigation, from administrative reviews to
district court trials to circuit court appeals to handling cases and filing amicus
briefs in the U.S. Supreme Court. We are proud of our history, but we don't rest on

our laurels, we listen carefully to employees’ and retirees’ stories and craft cases that enforce ERISA’s longstanding duties—
which are the highest known to the law.

REPRESENTATIVE CASES
Whetman v. IKON Office Solutions, Inc., MDL No. 1318 (E.D. Pa.)

The wave of 401(k) company stock cases began with Whetman v. IKON Office Solutions, Inc. In a first-of-its-kind complaint, we
alleged that company stock was an imprudent investment for IKON's 401(k) plan, that the fiduciaries of the plan failed to
provide complete and accurate information about company stock to the participants, and that they failed to address their
conflicts of interest. This case resulted in ground-breaking opinions in the ERISA 401(k) area of law on motions to dismiss,
class certification, approval of securities settlements with a carve-out for ERISA claims, and approval of ERISA settlements
providing a total recovery to the Plans of $111 million. Judge Katz granted final approval of the settlement in 2002.
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In re Enron Corp. ERISA Litigation, MDL No.
1446 (S.D. Tex.)

Keller Rohrback served as Co-Lead Counsel in this class
action. After groundbreaking motions to dismiss decisions
and several years of discovery, Keller Rohrback negotiated
four separate settlements with different groups of
Defendants, resulting in recoveries of over $264 million.
Judge Melinda Harmon approved the fifth and final
settlement on February 23, 2007.

In re Lucent Technologies, ERISA Litigation,
No. 01-3491 (D.N.J.)

Keller Rohrback served as Co-Lead Counsel in this class
action brought on behalf of participants and beneficiaries
of the Lucent defined contribution plans who invested in
Lucent stock. A settlement providing injunctive relief and
the payment of $69 million to the plan was approved by
Judge Joel Pisano on December 12, 2003.

“[Keller Rohrback] has performed an
important public service in this action
and has done so efficiently and with
integrity...[Keller  Rohrback] has also
worked creatively and diligently to obtain a
settlement from WorldCom in the context
of complex and difficult legal questions...

[Keller Rohrback] should be appropriately
rewarded as an incentive for the further
protection of employees and their pension
plans not only in this litigation but in all
ERISA actions.” In re WorldCom, Inc. ERISA
Litigation, No. 02-4816, 2004 WL 2338151,
*10 (S.D.N.Y. Oct. 18, 2004) (Judge Cote).

In re WorldCom, Inc. ERISA Litigation, No. 02-
4816 (S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback served as Lead Counsel in this class
action filed in the Southern District of New York on behalf
of participants and beneficiaries of the WorldCom 401(k)
Salary Savings Plan who invested in WorldCom stock.
Settlements providing for injunctive relief and payments of
over $48 million to the plan were approved by Judge Denise
Cote on October 26, 2004 and November 21, 2005.

In re AIG ERISA Litigation, No. 04-9387
(S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback served as Co-Lead Counsel in this class
action filed in the Southern District of New York on behalf of
participants and beneficiaries of the AIG 401(k) retirement
plans who invested in AlG stock. A settlement providing for
injunctive relief and the payment of $25 million to the plans
was approved by Judge Kevin T. Duffy on October 8, 2008.

Alvidres v. Countrywide Financial Corp., No.
07-5810 (C.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback served as Lead Counsel in this class
action filed on behalf of participants and beneficiaries of
the Countrywide 401(k) plan who invested in Countrywide
stock. A settlement providing for injunctive relief and the
payment of $55 million to the plan was approved by Judge
John F. Walter on November 16, 2009.

In re Global Crossing, Ltd. ERISA Litigation, No.
02-7453 (S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback served as Co-Lead Counsel in this class
action filed in the Southern District of New York on
behalf of participants and beneficiaries of the GX defined
contribution plans who invested in GX stock. A settlement
providing injunctive relief and a payment of $79 million to
the plan was approved by Judge Gerard Lynch on November
10, 2004.
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In re Merrill Lynch & Co., Inc. Securities,
Derivative & ERISA Litigation, No. 07-10268
(S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback served as Co-Lead Counsel in this class
action filed in the Southern District of New York on behalf
of participants and beneficiaries of Merrill Lynch's defined
contribution plans who invested in Merrill Lynch stock. A
settlement providing injunctive relief and a payment of $75
million to the plans was approved by Judge Jed S. Rakoff on
August 21, 2009.

In re Washington Mutual, Inc. ERISA Litigation,
No. 07-1874 (W.D. Wash.)

Keller Rohrback served as Co-Lead Counsel in this ERISA
breach of fiduciary duty class action filed on behalf of
participants and beneficiaries in the company’s retirement
plans who invested in Washington Mutual stock. On January
7,2011, Judge Marsha J. Pechman granted final approval of
the $49 million settlement in the ERISA action.

Judy Hunter v. Berkshire Hathaway, Inc., No.
14-663 (N.D. Tex.)

Keller Rohrback was class counsel in a case under the
Employee Retirement Income Security Act (“ERISA")
against Berkshire Hathaway Inc. (“Berkshire Hathaway").
Plaintiffs alleged that, when Berkshire Hathaway acquired
a subsidiary (“Acme”) in 2000, Berkshire Hathaway made
promises in a merger agreement that amended Acme's
pension and 401(k) plans, and that Berkshire Hathaway
violated ERISA and those promises when it allegedly caused
Acme to freeze accrual of pension benefits and decrease
the employer's matching contribution to the 401(k) plan.
On May 26, 2020, the Court granted final approval of the
parties’ Class Action Settlement Agreement, providing the
classes an estimated $10 million in value and resolving
Plaintiffs’ ERISA claims with no admission of liability by
Berkshire Hathaway.

In re Bakery & Confectionery Union & Industry
Int’l Pension Fund Pension Plan, No. 11-1471
(S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback and co-counsel filed this action alleging
that an amendment to the Bakery & Confectionery Union &
Industrial Pension Fund Pension Plan violated ERISA’s anti-
cutback provisions. Plaintiffs prevailed at both the district
court and appellate levels, and Defendants implemented
adjustments to reinstate the benefits due to eligible
employees.

Palmason v. Weyerhaeuser, No. 11-695 (W.D.
Wash.)

Keller Rohrback and co-counsel filed this action alleging
that Weyerhaeuser and other fiduciaries caused its pension
plan to engage in a risky investment strategy involving
alternative investments and derivatives, causing the
Plans’ master trust to become underfunded. A settlement
was reached for injunctive relief on behalf of the Plans’
participants and beneficiaries.

In re State Street Bank and Trust Co. ERISA
Litigation, No. 07-8488 (S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback served as Co-Lead Counsel in this ERISA
breach of fiduciary duty class action filed in the Southern
District of New York brought on behalf of participants
and beneficiaries in the company’s retirement plans. A
settlement providing a payment of $89.75 million was
approved by Judge Richard J. Holwell on February 19, 2010.
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Madoff Direct & Feeder Fund Litigation:
Hartman v. Ilvy Asset Management LLC, No.
09-8278 (S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback successfully litigated this direct action on
behalf of the trustees of seventeen employee benefit plans
damaged by the Madoff Ponzi scheme. The action alleged
that Ivy Asset Management and J.P. Jeanneret Associates,
Inc. breached their fiduciary duties under ERISA by causing
the plans to be invested directly or indirectly in Madoff
funds. Keller Rohrback obtained a settlement of over $219
million in this case and related actions, including claims
brought by the United States Secretary of Labor and the
New York Attorney General.

Griffith v. Providence Health & Services, No.
14-01720 (W.D. Wash.)

Keller Rohrback served as Class Counsel in this lawsuit
alleging that the Providence Health & Services Cash Balance
Retirement Plan was improperly claiming an exemption
from ERISA as a “church plan.” In 2017, the Court granted
final approval of a class settlement of $350 million to the
Plan and a guarantee that the Plan’s trust will have sufficient
assets to pay benefits as they come due; and additional
administrative protections and other equitable relief for
Plan participants.

Hodges v. Bon Secours Health System, Inc.,
No. 16-01079 (D. Md.)

Keller Rohrback served as co-counsel in this lawsuit alleging
that Bon Secours Health System’s seven defined benefit
pension plans were improperly claiming an exemption
from ERISA as “church plan(s).” In 2017, the Court granted
final approval of a settlement providing for equitable relief,
plus payment of over $98 million to the Plans.

Lann v. Trinity Health Corporation, No. 14-
02237 (D. Md.)

Keller Rohrback served as Class Counsel in this lawsuit
alleging that Trinity Health Corporation and Catholic Health
East were improperly claiming an exemption from ERISA as
“church plan.” In 2017, the Court granted final approval of
a settlement providing for equitable relief, plus payment of
over $76 million to the Plan.

Spires v. Schools, No. 16-616 (D.S.C.)

Keller Rohrback and co-counsel represented participants
and beneficiaries in the Piggly Wiggly ESOP. The complaint
alleged that Defendants breached their fiduciary duties
by doing nothing as the value of the Piggly Wiggly stock
plummeted by nearly 90%. A settlement providing a
payment of between $7.675 million and $8.65 million was
approved by Judge Richard Gergel.

Braden v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., No. 08-3109
(W.D. Mo.)

Keller Rohrback served as Lead Counsel in this class action
on behalf of participants and beneficiaries of Wal-Mart's
401(k) plan who invested in retail class mutual funds that
charged excessive fees to participants and paid hidden
fees to the plan’s trustee and recordkeeper, Merrill Lynch.
The complaint alleged that the revenue sharing and other
fees were excessive in light of the size of the plan, and
that these fees were not properly disclosed. Our attorneys
secured the first appellate victory in a fee case of this kind
when they obtained an order from the Eighth Circuit
reversing dismissal and articulating the pleading standard
for process-based breaches of ERISA, see Braden v. Wal-
Mart, 588 F.3d 585 (2009). A settlement that included $13.5
million along with injunctive relief was approved by Judge
Gary A. Fenner.
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Beach v. JPMorgan Chase Bank, No. 17-563
(S.D.N.Y.)

Plaintiffs allege thatJPMorgan Chase Bank (Chase) breached
its fiduciary duties to the participants and beneficiaries of
the JPMorgan Chase 401(k) Savings Plan (Plan) in violation
of ERISA by, among other things, failing to prudently and
loyally manage the Plan’s assets by selecting and retaining
unduly expensive Core Funds and Target Date Funds
as investment options in the Plan and by engaging in
prohibited transactions as a result of conflicts of interest.
Defendants’ motion to dismiss was largely denied. The case
is now in the discovery phase.

In re Express Scripts / Anthem ERISA Litigation,
No. 16-3399 (S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback serves as interim Co-Lead Counsel in this
class action filed on behalf of both plan fiduciaries and all
participants and beneficiaries of Anthem-insured ERISA
plans and self-insured ERISA plans against both Anthem
and Express Scripts, Inc. (ESI) for breaches of fiduciary
duty and prohibited transactions under ERISA. ESI serves
as the exclusive Pharmacy Benefit Manager (PBM) to
Anthem-insured and -administered plans under a ten-year
agreement, and the claims arise out of Defendants’ practice
of overcharging the class for pharmaceutical drugs. The
case is pending before the Second Circuit Court of Appeals.

Gates v. United Health, No. 11-3487 (S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback served as counselin this lawsuit that alleged
Defendants violated ERISA through use of an “estimating
policy” which caused Medicare eligible participants and
beneficiaries to be paid lower benefits than required by the
plan in which they participate for services provided by out-
of-network providers. Following an initial dismissal, Keller
Rohrback successfully appealed to the Second Circuit Court
of Appeals, and the district court then agreed with Plaintiff.

ERISA Industry Committee v. City of Seattle,
No. 18-1188 (W.D. Wa.)

Keller Rohrback is co-counsel (along with the City Attorney)
in defending a Seattle ordinance that mandates that large
hotels pay specified amounts of money for employee
health care. A nationwide employer association brought
suit claiming that the ordinance is preempted by ERISA. The
U.S. District Court granted the City’'s motion to dismiss and
the district court’s decision was recently upheld on appeal.

“The Court finds that [Keller
Rohrback] is experienced and
qualified counsel who is generally
able to conduct the litigation as lead
counsel on behalf of the putative
class. Keller Rohrback has significant
experience in ERISA litigation, serving
as co-lead counsel in the Enron ERISA

litigation, the Lucent ERISA litigation,
and the Providian ERISA litigation,
and experience in complex class

1"

action litigation in other areas of law
In re Williams Cos. ERISA Litigation,
No. 02-153, 2002 U.S. Dist. LEXIS
27691, *8 (N.D. Okla. Oct. 28, 2002)
(Judge Holmes).
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Attorneys in Keller Rohrback’s Complex Litigation Group have successfully
represented individuals, class members, municipalities, and nonprofit
organizations in complex and critical environmental litigation. In cases
involving oil spills, mishandled hazardous waste, contaminated consumer products,
and industrial pollution, Keller Rohrback works to protect human health and the
environment. The firm combines its unparalleled experience in consumer protection
and its deep knowledge of environmental law, making Keller Rohrback a worldwide
leader in litigation to safeguard our environment and the people and animals that
rely on it.

REPRESENTATIVE CASES

State of Oregon v. Monsanto Company et al., No. 18CV00540
(Multnomah Cnty. Cir. Ct., Oregon)

The State of Oregon hired Keller Rohrback to lead its suit against Monsanto, seeking
to hold the chemical giant responsible for the toxic contamination it created across
the state. Monsanto, the sole manufacturer of Polychlorinated Biphenyls (commonly
known as PCBs), hid the dangers of this widely used suite of chemicals. Despite having been banned since the late 1970s,
PCBs continue to poison river sediments and contaminate fish and wildlife throughout the state. Oregon’s Attorney General,
Ellen Rosenblum, appointed Keller Rohrback attorneys Amy Williams-Derry, Derek Loeser, Daniel Mensher, Mike Woerner,
and Rachel Morowitz, along with attorneys from law firm Stoll Berne, as Special Assistant Attorneys General to represent
the state. Oregon has prevailed on two motions to dismiss, and the action is proceeding in discovery. Trial is set for summer
of 2021.

Amy Williams-Derry

In re Chrysler-Dodge-Jeep EcoDiesel Marketing, Sales Practices, and Products Liability Litigation,
MDL No. 2777 (N.D. Cal.)

From the outset, Keller Rohrback played a major role in this multidistrict litigation, representing consumers nationwide
who alleged that Fiat Chrysler used an emissions defeat device in over 100,000 Ram 1500 and Jeep Grand Cherokee diesel
trucks and SUVs. Keller Rohrback Managing Partner Lynn Sarko was appointed by the Court to the Plaintiffs’ Steering
Committee leading this case, and Keller Rohrback attorneys took an active role in discovery and served on the negotiating
team that achieved and implemented a settlement worth over $307 million. The settlement, involving both Fiat Chrysler
and supplier Bosch, provided owners and lessees of the affected vehicles with substantial cash payments in addition to
government-approved emissions repairs and valuable extended warranty protection.

In re Volkswagen “Clean Diesel” Marketing, Sales Practices, and Products Liability Litigation, No.
3:15-md-02672 (N.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback filed the first multi-Plaintiff complaint against Volkswagen on September 20, 2015, two days after the defeat
device scheme came to light. Keller Rohrback represented consumers nationwide who alleged they were damaged by
Volkswagen'’s fraudulent use of an emissions “defeat device” in over 500,000 vehicles in the United States. Keller Rohrback
Managing Partner Lynn Sarko served on the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee for this national litigation. Lynn Sarko and partner
Gretchen Freeman Cappio served on the negotiating team for the $15 billion class action settlement for 2.0-liter vehicles, the
largest auto-related consumer class action in U.S. history. Keller Rohrback played a similar role in reaching and implementing
similar settlements with Volkswagen and Bosch regarding approximately 100,000 3-liter vehicles.
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REPRESENTATIVE CASES continued

In re Exxon Valdez, No. 89-95 (D. Alaska)

Keller Rohrback was trial counsel representing fishermen,
landowners, and businesseslocated in Prince William Sound
in their action against Exxon to recover damages caused by
the Exxon Valdez oil spill. A federal jury awarded a $5 billion
judgment in favor of Keller Rohrback clients. At the time,
it was the largest punitive damages verdict in U.S. history.
Additional claims against the Alyeska Pipeline Service
Company were settled for $98 million. More than 25 years
after the tragic spill, the Exxon Valdez spill is still considered
one of the most devastating human-caused environmental
disasters. In addition, Keller Rohrback Managing Partner
Lynn Sarko was appointed to serve as the Administrator of
the Exxon and Alyeska Qualified Settlement Funds.

Andrews v. Plains All American Pipeline,
No. 2:15-04113 (C.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback serves as Co-Lead Counsel representing
fisherman, fish processors, and others affected by the May
2015 spill from Plains All American’s Line 901 pipeline in
Santa Barbara County. The oil spill contaminated pristine
beaches, closed critical fishing grounds, and damaged
natural resources throughout the region. Keller Rohrback
seeks compensation for victims of the spill for their present
and future damages and to hold Plains accountable for the
harm it caused to the local economy and environment.

Meeker v. Bullseye Glass Co., No. 16CV07002
(Multnomah Cnty. Cir. Ct., Oregon)

Keller Rohrback successfully negotiated a classwide
settlement with Bullseye Glass Company for contaminating
a residential neighborhood in Portland, Oregon, by
emitting hazardous levels of arsenic, cadmium, chromium,
and other toxic materials from its glass-making facility
for years. Despite using thousands of pounds a year of
dangerous heavy metals, Bullseye Glass had used no
pollution control technology for more than four decades.
Using innovative air and soil monitoring, Keller Rohrback
helped this neighborhood to protectitself and hold Bullseye
accountable for the harm it caused. The final settlement
approved by the Court includes a two-year air monitoring
program, ongoing use of pollution control devices by the
defendant, and significant monetary payments to class
members, including reimbursement for air emissions-
related expenses.

Wishtoyo Foundation v. Magic Mountain,
No. 2:12-05600 (C.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback worked with a team of environmental
lawyers on behalf of Los Angeles-based clients who
successfully negotiated a groundbreaking settlement
with Six Flags Magic Mountain to address its stormwater
pollution discharged to the Santa Clara River. The settlement
significantly reduced the amount of heavy metals and other
pollutants entering the Santa Clara from the amusement
park by requiring the facility to install state-of-the-art
technology, develop and implement a comprehensive site
management plan, and fully comply with the Clean Water
Act. Additional monetary payments made by Six Flags as a
result of the case are being used to perform critical habitat
restoration and mitigation projects along the Santa Clara
River.
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REPRESENTATIVE CASES continued

Clean Water Act Enforcement - General
Magnaplate

In partnership with the non-profit Environmental Defense
Center, one of the oldest environmental organizations in
the United States, Keller Rohrback L.L.P. helped reach a
final settlement with General Magnaplate California to
control the significant pollutants the company discharged
via stormwater into the fragile Santa Clara River. Under
the settlement, General Magnaplate agreed to implement
enhanced storm water management measures at its
electroplating facility to ensure that storm water runoff
does not contain high levels of pollutants that pose a threat
to human health and the environment. These measures
include installing effective treatment technology and
repairing paved surfaces. In addition, General Magnaplate
will contribute $15,000 to the Rose Foundation for
Communities and the Environment to be used to improve
the water quality in the Santa Clara River watershed.

Resendez, et al. v. Precision Castparts Corp.,
et al, No. 16CV16164 (Multnomah Cnty.
Cir. Ct., Oregon)

Keller Rohrback represents a proposed class of
homeowners and residents in Multnomah and Clackamas
County who seek relief from Precision Castparts Corp.
for the company's heavy metal particulate air pollution
that has clouded their neighborhood and unreasonably
interfered with their real property rights. Plaintiffs have
prevailed on the defendants motions to dismiss and for
summary judgment. Class certification has been briefed
and argued, and the parties are awaiting the court's ruling.

Southern California Gas Leak Cases, No.
JCCP4861 (Los Angeles Cnty. Sup. Ct., Calif.)

This action concerns one of the worst human-caused
environmental disasters in this nation’s history. These
consolidated cases stem from the massive blowout at a
natural gas storage well at the Aliso Canyon Natural Gas
Storage Facility beginning in 2015. The blowout raged
out of control for over 100 days, spewing huge volumes
of natural gas, its constituents, and other toxic chemicals
into the surrounding community. When the blowout was
finally contained, it had released a volume of methane
gas that caused a 25% increase in all of California’s
greenhouse gas emissions in 2015. Residents were forced
from their homes, and their homes and schools were
contaminated with a soup of toxic chemicals and known
carcinogens. Keller Rohrback attorneys Derek Loeser and
Amy Williams-Derry represent injured homeowners in the
action and serve on the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee for
the Class Action Track for these consolidated cases.
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Lynn Lincoln Sarko
Derek Loeser
Laurie B. Ashton
Gretchen Freeman Cappio
Alison Chase

Felicia Craick

Juli Farris

Alison Gaffney
Laura Gerber
Matthew Gerend
Dean N. Kawamoto
Erika Keech

David Ko

Jeffrey Lewis

Daniel Mensher
Rachel Morowitz
Matthew Preusch
Erin Riley

Amy Williams-Derry

Keller Rohrback has successfully represented government entities
in a wide range of complex litigation. Whether fighting environmental
contamination, combating antitrust activities, or recovering hundreds of
millions of dollars from misleading investments, Keller Rohrback knows
how to work effectively and collaboratively with and for government clients
Our unparalleled experience in consumer protection, antitrust and other areas of
law—plus our hands-on, cooperative approach to litigation—have made our firm
an effective partner for governments, sovereign nations and government-sponsored
entities (GSEs).

REPRESENTATIVE CASES

In re: JUUL Labs, Inc.,, Marketing, Sales Practices, and Products
Liability Litigation, MDL No. 2913 (N.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback has filed complaints on behalf of school districts and various
counties in the United States alleging that Defendants have engaged in conduct which
endangers or injures the health and safety of those communities by Defendants’
production, promotion, distribution, and marketing of vapor products for use by
minors in those communities. These cases have been centralized before Judge Orrick
in the Northern District of California along with consumer class actions and individual
injury actions alleging similar conduct. The Court has named Keller Rohrback partner
Dean Kawamoto as co-lead counsel in the MDL.

In re National Prescription Opiate Litigation, MDL No. 2804
(N.D. Ohio)

Keller Rohrback Managing Partner Lynn Sarko serves on the Plaintiffs’ Executive Committee in this multidistrict litigation, which
includes governments throughout the nation that have been damaged by the current opioid crisis. Opioid manufacturers’
and distributors’ dubious marketing and aggressive sales of prescription opioids significantly contributed to the epidemic.
Keller Rohrback represents over 75 governmental entities, including counties, cities, tribes, school districts, and third-party
payors across the country. Some larger clients include King County in Washington, Maricopa County in Arizona, and City and
County of Denver in Colorado.
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REPRESENTATIVE CASES continued

State of Oregon v. Monsanto Company et al.,
No. 18CV00540 (Multnomah Cnty. Cir. Ct.,
Oregon)

The State of Oregon hired Keller Rohrback to lead its
suit against Monsanto, seeking to hold the chemical
giant responsible for the toxic contamination it created
across the state. Monsanto, the sole manufacturer of
Polychlorinated Biphenyls (commonly known as PCBs), hid
the dangers of this widely used suite of chemicals. Despite
having been banned since the late 1970s, PCBs continue
to poison river sediments and contaminate fish and
wildlife throughout the state. Oregon’s Attorney General,
Ellen Rosenblum, appointed Keller Rohrback attorneys
Amy Williams-Derry, Derek Loeser, Daniel Mensher, Mike
Woerner, and Rachel Morowitz, along with attorneys
from law firm Stoll Berne, as Special Assistant Attorneys
General to represent the state. Oregon has prevailed on
two motions to dismiss, and the action is proceeding in
discovery. Trial is set for summer of 2021.

In re: Liquid Aluminum Sulfate Antitrust
Litigation, MDL No. 2687 (D.N.J.)

In 2016, Keller Rohrback filed numerous class action
complaints in federal courts on behalf of several
municipalities in Washington, California, and Arizona that
purchase and use liquid aluminum sulfate (“Alum”) to treat
and clean their waste water. The complaints contained
claims against the major manufacturers of Alum who
allegedly engaged in a conspiracy to artificially inflate
the price of this essential chemical used in municipal
water treatment. As a result of these antitrust violations,
municipalities - and their taxpayers - had overpaid
millions of dollars to the co-conspirators for the Alum they
purchased during the long life of this conspiracy. In March
2020, the Court authorized the transfer of settlement funds
to pay claims of the Settlement Class Members.

The Republic of the Marshall Islands v. United
States of America et al., No. 14-1885 (N.D.
Cal.)

Keller Rohrback represented the Republic of the Marshall
Islands (RMI) in an action for breach of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. We also represented
the RMI in cases at the International Court of Justice against
the United Kingdom, India, and Pakistan, for breach of
treaty and violations of customary international law. For
this ground-breaking work, Keller Rohrback and the RMI's
former Foreign Minister, Tony deBrum, were nominated for
the 2016 Nobel Peace Prize.

Federal Home Loan Bank Litigation

Keller Rohrback has represented several Federal Home Loan
Banks (“FHLBs") in mortgage-backed securities litigation
across the country against dozens of issuers, underwriters,
and sponsors of these complex instruments. Representing
these GSEs simultaneously in multiple state and federal
courts has required us to approach coordinated, complex
litigation by mastering the law of various jurisdictions and
pressing similar claims, albeit under different governing
law, in multiple fora at the same time. The FHLB complaints
named more than 120 defendants and involved over 200
securities with a collective original face value of over $13
billion. The relief sought by the FHLBs includes rescission
and damages under state blue sky laws and the federal
securities laws. We have recovered hundreds of millions of
dollars on behalf of our clients to date.

The Navajo Nation v. Urban Outfitters, Inc., et
al., No. 12-00197 (D. N.M.)

Keller Rohrback represented the Navajo Nation against
Urban Outfitters and its Anthropologie and Free People
subsidiaries, alleging that these retailers infringed
the Nation's trademarks by marketing inauthentic
jewelry, handbags, and clothing using the NAVAJO
mark. A settlement resolved the Nation's claims,
and the parties agreed to enter a supply agreement that
requires Urban Outfitters to purchase authentic goods
from tribal artisans.
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REPRESENTATIVE CASES continued

Daisy Mountain Fire District v. Microsoft Corp.,
MDL No. 1332 (D. Md.)

Keller Rohrback obtained a settlement in excess of $4
million on behalf of a class of Arizona governmental entities
that indirectly purchased operating systems and software
from Microsoft for overcharges resulting from Microsoft's
monopolistic practices. The settlement returned millions
of dollars to local government entities at a time of severe
budget crisis in the state.

In re Liquid Aluminum Sulfate Antitrust
Litigation, MDL No. 2687 (D. N.J.)

In early 2016, Keller Rohrback filed numerous class action
complaints in the federal courts on behalf of several
municipalities in the states of Washington, California and
Arizona, including the cities of Tacoma, Everett, Spokane,
Phoenix, Scottsdale, Mesa and Sacramento. These
complaints assert claims against the major manufacturers
of liquid aluminum sulfate (“LAS") who are alleged to have
engaged in a conspiracy to artificially inflate the price of this
essential chemical used in municipal water treatment. The
complaints allege a conspiracy going as far back as 1997
and through at least 2010. As a result of these antitrust
violations, municipalities—and their taxpayers—have
allegedly overpaid millions of dollars to the co-conspirators
for the aluminum sulfate they purchased during the long
life of this conspiracy. The complaints seek to recover the
money the municipalities paid in excess of the competitive
price for LAS, and to ensure that such companies do not
abuse the public bidding process again for their own gains.

King County v. Lexington Insurance Co., Allied
World Assurance Co., Inc., and CH2M Hill, No.
15-2-03541 (Wash. Super. Court)

Keller Rohrback represented King County, Washington,
in @ multi-million-dollar insurance coverage and bad faith
lawsuit arising from a disaster at the County's Brightwater
Wastewater Treatment Facility. Our litigation returned
millions of dollars to the taxpayers and allowed the
County to upgrade its treatment facility to prevent future
malfunctions.

Village of Rockton, Illinois v. Sonoco Products
Company, No. 14-50228 (N.D. Ill.)

Keller Rohrback represented the Village of Rockton in its
efforts to make Sonoco Products Company, a paper and
plastics manufacturing company, clean up the toxic mess it
left when it abandoned its facility in the heart of the Village.
Although the lllinois Environmental Protection Agency
concluded that the levels of contamination at the site far
exceeded state and federal laws and were threatening to
spread to other sites in town and pollute the river, Sonoco
refused to take any action. That changed, however, when
Keller Rohrback began working on the case.

Using the experience and skills of the attorneys at KR, the
Village took matters into its own hands and commenced
legal action against Sonoco to protect the health and
well-being of its dynamic community. As a result of Keller
Rohrback’s intervention, Sonoco has cleaned up the site
and left the Village of Rockton a now safer and better place.
Our firm is committed to making communities like Rockton
clean and healthy places to live and visit.

ERISA Industry Committee v. City of Seattle,
No. 18-1188 (W.D. Wa.)

Keller Rohrback is co-counsel (along with the City Attorney)
in defending a Seattle ordinance that mandates that large
hotels pay specified amounts of money for employee
health care. A nationwide employer association brought
suit claiming that the ordinance is preempted by ERISA. The
U.S. District Court granted the City’'s motion to dismiss and
the district court’s decision was recently upheld on appeal.
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Keller Rohrback’sinsurance coveragelawyers haverepresented policyholders
ATTORNEYS and insurers in state and federal courts for over 50 years. We have been at the
Lynn Lincoln Sarko forefront of policy interpretation and litigation to ensure that policyholders get the
lan Birk full benefit of the insurance coverage they purchased. Our litigation experience
in this area includes coverage questions, breach of contract, insurance bad faith,
negligent claims handling, violations of the Insurance Fair Conduct Act, and
breach of the duty to defend. Our team has unmatched experience representing
policyholders in cases involving business interruption coverage, dependent

Gretchen Freeman Cappio
Alison Chase
Benjamin Gould

L e property coverage, home and property insurance, life and health insurance,
Lt e professional insurance, and general and surplus insurance.

Gabe Verdugo

Amy Williams-Derry REPRESENTATIVE CASES

Chorak, et al. v. Hartford Casualty Ins. Co., et al., No. 2:20-
cv- 00797 (W.D. Wash.); Marler, et al. v. Aspen American
Ins. Co., No. 2:20-cv-00616 (W.D. Wash.); McCulloch et al. v. Valley Forge Ins. Co., et al., No.
2:20-cv- 00809 (W.D. Wash); Nguyen, et al. v. Travelers Casualty Ins. Co. of America, et al.,
No. 2:20-cv- 00597 (W.D. Wash.); Nue LLC v. Oregon Mutual Ins. Co., No. 3:20-cv-01449 (D
Or.); Perry Street Brewing Company, LLC v. Mutual of Enumclaw Ins. Co No. 20-2-02212-32
(Wash. Super. Ct. Spokane Cty.); Hill & Stout v. Mutual of Enumclaw Ins, Co., No. 20-2-07925-
1 (Wash. Super. Ct. King Cty.)

Keller Rohrback filed the first of many class action complaints nationwide against insurance companies for their failure to
provide policyholders with business interruption insurance benefits for which businesses paid premiums. Plaintiffs alleged
that they sustained a variety of losses due to COVID-19 closure orders and “stay home” proclamations, and that these losses
are continuing. The losses include lost, foregone, or reduced sales and monthly membership fees due to the interruption of
their business. Plaintiffs brought these claims on behalf of themselves and similarly situated members of several proposed
national and state classes, as well as individual (non-class) claims on behalf of certain prominent regional businesses and
organizations. Plaintiffs have prevailed in King County Superior Court and Spokane Superior Court. Cases in the Western
District of Washington were dismissed in an omnibus order currently on appeal to the Ninth Circuit.

Merriman v. Am. Guarantee & Liab. Ins. Co., 198 Wn. App. 594, 396 P.3d 351, rev. den., 189
Wn.2d 1038, 413 P.3d 565 (2017)

Keller Rohrback successfully litigated this action in the Washington Court of Appeals, establishing a policyholder’s right to
bring claims against insurance claim service providers. Merriman has been cited by other courts more than twenty times,
including by the Washington Supreme Court, the Washington Court of Appeals, the lowa Supreme Court, and the Ninth
Circuit. The decision has been cited more than 60 times in litigation reporters and in secondary sources, including Couch on
Insurance, American Law Reports, and Corpus Juris Secundum.

Glendale & 27th Investments, LLC v. Delos Insurance Company, 610 F. App’x 661 (9th Cir. 2015)

After Keller Rohrback’s jury trial landed a punitive damages award against the insurer with a ratio of “roughly 3.5,” the firm
successfully defended an appeal seeking to overturn the punitive jury award as unconstitutional. The Ninth Circuit affirmed
the jury's award of punitive damages, finding that plaintiff had presented evidence at trial, among other things, that the
insurer “made intentional and material misrepresentations in the administration of [plaintiff's] claim.”
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Utica Mutual Insurance Company v. Lifequotes
of America, Inc., et al., No. 06-cv-0228-EFS
(E.D. Wash.)

Keller Rohrback was awarded a series of significant class
action judgments against defendant Lifequotes of America,
Inc. in King County Superior Court in 2007. Facing an
insolvent defendant, the class then purchased the claims
and rights of defendant Lifequotes against its insurance
company, Utica Mutual Insurance Company. Keller
Rohrback continued to represent the class, who stepped
into the shoes of the former defendant, on the new
claims, and litigated against Utica Mutual in federal court
in the Eastern District of Washington. The class pursued
counterclaims against Utica Mutual for coverage, bad faith,
and violations of the Washington Consumer Protection
Act. Keller Rohrback’s hard-fought and successful litigation
against insurer Utica Mutual resulted in a $44 million
recovery for the class.

The Charter Oak Fire Insurance Co., et al. v.
21st Century Oncology Investments, LLC, et al.,
No. 8:17-cv-582-MSS-AEP (M.D. Fla.)

Keller Rohrback represents plaintiffs and a proposed
class in a data breach action against healthcare provider
21st Century Oncology. Insurers sued the insured as well
as the data breach plaintiffs for a declaration that there
was no duty to defend and indemnify. After 21st Century
declared bankruptcy, the data breach plaintiffs reached
an agreement for relief from the automatic stay and
an assignment of rights to a number of 21st Century’s
insurance policies. Keller Rohrback’s clients then asserted
counterclaims against the insurer, briefed cross motions for
summary judgment involving unsettled law, and recently
reached an agreement to settle.

Group Health Coop. v. Coon, 193 Wn.2d 841,
447 P.3d 139 (2019)

Keller Rohrback successfully represented the policyholder
before the Washington Supreme Court, and prevailed
in reaffirming the made-whole doctrine in favor of
policyholders in insurance subrogation claims.
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Keller Rohrback has experience in international forums. Keller Rohrback
ATTORNEYS clients included sovereign nations, state and local governments, sovereign
Native American tribes, and quasi-governmental agencies where international

Lynn Lincoln Sarko
agreements or other tort or statutory claims are at issue.

Laurie Ashton

Alison Chase Keller Rohrback has been honored to represent sovereigns in litigation and
Juli Farris arbitration matters involving governmental and business entities. The firm's
Gary A. Gotto attorneys have argued cases in the International Court of Justice and pursued

a breach of treaty claim on behalf of a sovereign nation. Keller Rohrback is also
investigating environmental contamination claims on behalf of a sovereign nation.

Keller Rohrback attorneys have also represented clients in international arbitration proceedings, including International
Centre for Dispute Resolution and International Chamber of Commerce arbitrations, as well as ad hoc arbitrations conducted
under the United Nations Commission on International Trade Law Arbitration Rules. Domestically, these international
arbitrations have given rise to related litigation in U.S. courts, including confirmation and enforcement proceedings under
the New York Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards.

In addition, Keller Rohrback attorneys have represented private clients with international interests in civil litigation in U.S.
courts, including state and federal courts in California, New
York, lllinois, and Texas. Keller Rohrback attorneys have litigated
trademark claims on foreign-registered trademarks in several
western European countries and have also succeeded in obtaining
rulings to conduct depositions and other discovery in Russia for
litigation matters pending in the U.S. federal courts. The firm has
also represented claimants in insolvency proceedings in Canada,
proceeding under the Companies’ Creditors Arrangement Act.

Keller Rohrback is a member firm of several international
organizations: the Global Justice Network, a consortium of
international counsel working together and across borders
for the benefit of victims; the International Financial Litigation
Network of attorneys, who handle cross-border litigation in the
finance arena; and the Sovereign Wealth Fund Institute, a global
organization of asset managers and service providers.

REPRESENTATIVE CASES
The Republic of the Marshall Islands v. United States of America et al., No. 14-1885 (N.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback represented the Republic of the Marshall Islands (RMI) in an action for breach of the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and also represented the RMI in cases at the International Court of Justice against the
United Kingdom, India, and Pakistan, for breach of treaty and violations of customary international law. For this ground-
breaking work, Keller Rohrback was nominated by the International Peace Bureau for the 2016 Nobel Peace Prize as part of
the international legal team, together with the RMI's former Foreign Minister, Tony deBrum.
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Lynn Lincoln Sarko
Derek Loeser
Alison Chase

Keller Rohrback enjoys a national reputation for excellence in prosecuting
securities and financial fraud matters. We represent a variety of investors
ranging from classes of individuals to large institutions. Many of our cases reflect
recent financial scandals: we are pursuing claims against a group of international
banks for rigging LIBOR; we represent investors in connection with their purchases

of billions of dollars of mortgage-backed securities; and we pursued claims on
behalf of employee benefit plans in connection with the Madoff Ponzi scheme.
While our experience is diverse, our approach is simple and straightforward: we
master the factual and legal bases for our claims with a focus on providing clear
and concise explanations of the financial fraud and why our clients are entitled to

Juli Farris

Laura Gerber
Matthew Gerend
Gary A. Gotto
Benjamin Gould

Dean N. Kawamoto eeover
Ron Kilgard REPRESENTATIVE CASES
REXILCIG Federal Home Loan Bank Litigation

Eric Laliberte

Ryan McDevitt
Gretchen Obrist
David S. Preminger
Erin Riley

Havila C. Unrein
Amy Williams-Derry
Michael Woerner

Keller Rohrback has played a prominent role in large securities fraud and other
investment cases litigated across the country involving mortgage-backed securities.
Keller Rohrback has been retained by several Federal Home Loan Banks (FHLBs) to
pursue securities and common law claims against dozens of issuers, underwriters,
and sponsors of mortgage-backed securities. The FHLB complaints named more
than 120 defendants and involved over 200 securities with a collective original face
value of $13 billion. The relief sought by the FHLBs includes rescission and damages
under state blue sky laws and the federal securities laws. We have recovered
hundreds of millions of dollars on behalf of our clients to date.

In re the Bank of New York Mellon (as Trustee), No. 651786/2011 (N.Y. Sup. Ct.)

Keller Rohrback was a member of the three-firm steering committee addressing significant mortgage repurchase issues that
impacted institutional investors. Keller Rohrback represented certificate holders who intervened in a proposed $8.5 billion
settlement initiated by Bank of New York Mellon, as Trustee of 530 Countrywide mortgage-backed securities trusts. Our firm
played a lead role in discovery and the eight-week bench trial in New York contesting the fairness of the settlement. The
objection we pursued and tried was the only objection the trial court sustained.

In re LIBOR-Based Financial Instruments Antitrust Litig., No. 11-2262 (S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback represents institutional funds pursuing antitrust claims based on the manipulation of the London Interbank
Offered Rate (LIBOR) by the international panel of banks entrusted to set that rate. Multiple government investigations have
revealed that certain panel banks manipulated LIBOR to mislead the markets and investors about the state of their financial
health. The case is in discovery.

Diebold v. Northern Trust Investments, N.A., No. 09-1934 (N.D. Ill.)

Keller Rohrback was Class Counselin this class action litigation against Northern Trust alleging that Northern Trustimprudently
structured and managed its securities lending program by improperly investing cash collateral in long term debt, residential
mortgage-backed securities, SIVs, and other risky and illiquid assets. On August 7, 2015, Judge Susan E. Cox approved the
allocation plan for a $36 million settlement.
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REPRESENTATIVE CASES continued

Louisiana Firefighters’ Retirement System v.
Northern Trust Investments, N.A., No. 09-
7203 (N.D. IlI.)

Keller Rohrback is Co-Lead Counsel in this securities
lending litigation, a class action brought on behalf of

four public retirement systems alleging that Northern
Trust breached its fiduciary and contractual duties to
investors when it imprudently structured and managed its
securities lending program by improperly investing cash
collateral in long-term debt, residential mortgage-backed
securities, SIVs, and other risky and illiquid assets, rather
than conservative, liquid investments. Plaintiffs allege that
Northern Trust's imprudent management of the collateral
pools caused Plaintiffs and other investors to suffer
hundreds of millions of dollars in losses. On May 6, 2011,
the Honorable Robert W. Gettleman denied in significant
part Defendants’ motion to dismiss. Plaintiffs also
successfully defeated Defendants’ third party complaint.
The Court thereafter approved a partial settlement of

$24 million in cash, plus interest earned thereon, which
represents settlement of the indirect lending claims of
settlement class members.

In re Bank of New York Mellon Corp. Forex
Transactions Litigation, No.12-2335(S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback served as Lead ERISA Counsel in this class
action against the Bank of New York Mellon arising from
its undisclosed charges for Standing Instruction Foreign
Currency (“SI FX") transactions. Plaintiffs allege that from
January 12, 1999 to the present, Bank of New York Mellon
breached its fiduciary duties by failing to prudently and
loyally manage the Plan’s foreign currency transactions
in the best interests of the participants, failing to disclose
fully the details of the relevant SI FX transactions it was
undertaking on behalf of the Plans, and engaging in
prohibited transactions. In March 2015, a global resolution
of the private and governmental enforcement actions
was announced in which $504 million will be paid back to
BNY Mellon customers—$335 million of which is directly
attributable to funds received in the class litigation.

Madoff Direct & Feeder Fund Litigation:
Hartman v. Ivy Asset Management LLC,
No. 09-8278 (S.D.N.Y.)

Keller Rohrback successfully litigated this direct action on
behalf of the trustees of seventeen employee benefit plans
damaged by the Madoff Ponzi scheme. The action alleged
that Ivy Asset Management and J.P. Jeanneret Associates,
Inc. breached their fiduciary duties under ERISA by causing
the plans to be invested directly or indirectly in Madoff
funds. Keller Rohrback obtained a settlement of over $219
million in this case and related actions, including claims
brought by the United States Secretary of Labor and the
New York Attorney General.

In re IKON Office Solutions, Inc. Securities
Litigation, MDL No. 1318 (E.D. Pa.)

Keller Rohrback served as Co-Lead Counsel representing
the City of Philadelphia and eight other lead Plaintiffs in
this certified class action alleging securities fraud. Class
counsel achieved the highest securities fraud settlement at
that time in the Eastern District of Pennsylvania by settling
with Defendant IKON Office Solutions, Inc. for $111 million.
The settlement was listed as one of the “largest settlements
in class-action securities-fraud lawsuits since Congress
reformed securities litigation in 1995" by USA Today.

Inre Apple Computer, Inc. Derivative Litigation,
No. 06-4128 (N.D. Cal.)

Keller Rohrback served on the Management Committee
in this federal derivative shareholder action against
nominal Defendant Apple Computer, Inc. and current and
former directors and officers of Apple. Plaintiffs pursued
breach of fiduciary duty, unjust enrichment, and gross
mismanagement claims arising from backdated stock
options granted between 1993 and 2001, which diverted
millions of dollars of corporate assets to Apple executives.
We achieved a settlement that awarded $14 million—one
of the largest cash recoveries in a stock backdating case—
and that required Apple to adopt a series of unique and
industry-leading corporate enhancements.
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LYNN LINCOLN
SARKO

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900
Isarko@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

*  Antitrust & Trade Regulation
«  Appeals

+  Class Actions

«  Constitutional Law

+  Commodities & Futures
Contracts

+  Consumer Protection

+  Data Privacy Litigation

+  Employment Law

+  Environmental Litigation

«  Employee Benefits &
Retirement Security

*  Financial Products & Services
*  Government & Municipalities
« Institutional Investors

* Intellectual Property

* International Law

*  Mass Personal Injury

+  Securities & Financial Fraud

+  Whistleblower

Managing Partner Lynn Sarko uses thoughtful innovation to solve
complex issues. Having led Keller Rohrback L.L.P.'s Complex Litigation Group
since its inception over 30 years ago, Lynn’s work has led to new developments
in case law and significant, impactful settlements for his clients.

A dynamic leader with a tenacious dedication to justice, Lynn has been
selected by courts across the nation to serve in key leadership roles in a

wide variety of cutting-edge cases. Namely, he was appointed Co-Lead
counsel for In re EpiPen (Epinephrine Injection, USP) Mktg., Sales Practices &
Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 2785 (D. Kan.), the nationwide class action against
pharmaceutical company Mylan and others for anticompetitive and unfair
business practices in its sale and marketing of the EpiPen Auto-Injector
device. He was also selected to serve in a leadership position on behalf of
governmental entities and other plaintiffs in the vast litigation regarding the
nationwide prescription opioid epidemic, In re National Prescription Opiate
Litigation, MDL No. 2804 (N.D. Ohio). The National Law Journal referred to this
leadership team as a “Who’s Who' in mass torts.”

Some of Lynn’s other remarkable successes include consumer protection
cases aimed at holding automotive companies accountable for wrongdoing.
One such case was In re Volkswagen “Clean Diesel” Marketing, Sales Practices,
and Products Liability Litigation, MDL No. 2672 (N.D. Cal.), for which Lynn was
appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee—a group referred to as a
“class action dream team.” The case settled for over $17 billion. Lynn was also
appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee for In re Chrysler-Dodge-Jeep
EcoDiesel Marketing, Sales Practices, and Products Liability Litigation, MDL No.
2777 (N.D. Cal.), which settled for $307.5 million, including required emissions
modifications for 100,000 eligible vehicles. In addition to consumer protection
cases, Lynn has also served in leadership positions for cases involving financial
fraud and breaches of fiduciary duty. He was selected to lead teams of
attorneys representing plaintiffs in the litigations against Enron, Worldcom,
and Madoff—three of the biggest financial frauds of our time.

Lynn is widely renowned within the legal community and beyond for his
diplomacy and fearless devotion to justice. He was a member of the legal
team nominated for the 2016 Nobel Peace Prize for seeking enforcement of
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty on behalf of the Republic of the Marshall
Islands. He was also honored to receive the Trial Lawyers for Public Justice
Trial Lawyer of the Year Award for his work on the Exxon Valdez Oil Spill

trial team, and he was one of four Washington lawyers recognized as one of
the 500 “Leading Lawyers in America” by Lawdragon. He is also AV-rated by
Martindale-Hubbell and has been consecutively named to the Washington
Super Lawyers list for 21 years.

Lynn holds a BBA and an MBA in accounting and finance from the University
of Wisconsin, where he also served as an accounting instructor. He graduated
with his J.D. from the University of Wisconsin Law school, where he was Editor-

SEATTLE ¢ OAKLAND ¢ NEW YORK ¢ PHOENIX « SANTA BARBARA ¢ MISSOULA
800-776-6044 | info@kellerrohrback.com | www.krcomplexlit.com



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-3 Filed 09/10/21 Page 50 of 548

KELLER
ROHRBACK

LAW OFFIGCES o L. L. P.

in-Chief of the Wisconsin Law Review and received the
faculty award given to the most outstanding member of
the graduating class.

Prior to joining Keller Rohrback, Lynn was an Assistant
United States Attorney for the District of Columbia,
Criminal Division, an associate at the Washington D.C
office of Arnold & Porter, and law clerk to the Honorable
Jerome Farris, United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth
Circuit, in Seattle.

EDUCATION

University of Wisconsin

B.B.A., 1977

University of Wisconsin

M.B.A., 1978, Beta Alpha Psi

University of Wisconsin

J.D., 1981, Order of the Coif; Editor-in-Chief, Wisconsin Law
Review; Salmon Dalberg Award (outstanding graduate)
BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

1981, Wisconsin

1981, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

1983, District of Columbia Court of Appeals

1984, District of Columbia

1984, U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia
1984, United States Supreme Court

1984, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit
1984, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit
1984, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit

1984, U.S. Tax Court

1986, Washington

1986, U.S. District Court for the Western District of
Washington

1988, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Wisconsin

1989, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Washington

1996, U.S. District Court for the Western District of
Wisconsin

1997, U.S. District Court for the District of Colorado
2001, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit

2002, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Michigan

2003, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit

2003, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit

2004, U.S. District Court for the Northern District of Illinois
2008, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit

2009, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit

2010, U.S. District Court for North Dakota

2013, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit

2016, U.S. District Court for the Central District of Illinois
2016, U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Illinois
2018, U.S. Court of Appeals for the First Circuit

2019, Arizona

HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Super Lawyers list in Super Lawyers -
Washington, 1999-2021

National Trial Lawyers: Top 100 Civil Plaintiff Trial Lawyers
in Washington

Lawdragon, 500 Leading Lawyers in America, 2018
Fellow of the American Bar Foundation

Avvo Top Tax Lawyer, Washington CEO Magazine

Trial Lawyer of the Year, Trial Lawyers for Public Justice

Salmon Dalberg Award
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PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC
INVOLVEMENT

American Bar Association, Member

Bar Association of The District of Columbia, Member
Federal Bar Association, Member

King County Bar Association, Member

State Bar of Wisconsin, Member

Trial Lawyers for Public Justice, Member

Washington State Bar Association, Member
Washington State Trial Lawyers Association, Member
American Association for Justice, Member

The Association of Trial Lawyers of America, Member
American Academy of Trial Counsel, Fellow

Editorial Board, Washington State Securities Law Deskbook
Fellow, American Bar Foundation

Human Rights Watch Committee

Washington Athletic Club, Member

SELECTED PUBLICATIONS &
PRESENTATIONS

Presenter, Colorado County Attorneys Association Virtual
Summer Conference, Statewide Opioid Litigation Update,
June 11, 2021.

Thomson/West Webinar, “Stock Drop and Roll: Key
Supreme Court Rulings and New Standards in ERISA ‘Stock
Drop’ Cases,” July 24,2014

14th Annual Pension Law, Governance and Solvency
Conference, 2013

Canadian Institute’s 14th Annual Advanced Forum on
Pension Law, Governance and Solvency, 2013

ERISA Litigation & Regulatory Compliance Congress, 2013

American Conference Institute’s 6th National Forum on
ERISA Litigation, 2013

25th Annual ERISA Litigation Conference, 2012

American Conference Institute’s 5th National Forum on
ERISA Litigation, 2012

SEATTLE ¢ OAKLAND ¢ NEW YORK ¢ PHOENIX ¢ SANTA BARBARA ¢ MISSOULA

800-776-6044 | info@kellerrohrback.com | www.krcomplexlit.com



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-3 Filed 09/10/21 Page 52 of 548

KELLER

ROHRBACK

LAW OFFIGCES o L.L. P.

LAURIE ASHTON

CONTACT INFO

3101 N Central Avenue, Ste. 1400
Phoenix, AZ 85012

(602) 248-0088

lashton@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS
*  Business Reorganizations

«  Class Action & Consumer
Litigation
+  Constitutional Law

+  Employee Benefits and
Retirement Security

*  Fiduciary Breach

. International Law

EDUCATION

University of California, San
Diego

B.A., 1987, Economics

Arizona State University College
of Law

J.D., 1990, Order of the Coif;
Member, Arizona State Law Journal,
1988-1990; Note and Comment
Editor, Arizona State Law Journal,
1989-1990; Student Instructor,
Legal Research and Writing, 1989-
1990.

Laurie Ashton is Of Counsel to Keller Rohrback. Prior to becoming Of
Counsel, she was a partner in the Arizona affiliate of Keller Rohrback. Early in
her career, as an Adjunct Professor, she taught semester courses in Lawyering
Theory and Practice and Advanced Business Reorganizations. She also served
as a law clerk for the Honorable Charles G. Case, U.S. Bankruptcy Court, for the
District of Arizona for two years.

An important part of Laurie’s international work involves the domestic and
international legal implications of treaty obligations and breaches. She is a
member of the international legal team that represented the Marshall Islands
at the International Court of Justice in The Hague. For its work, the team was
nominated by the International Peace Bureau for the 2016 Nobel Peace Prize,
along with the former Foreign Minister, Tony deBrum. Laurie was also part of
the team representing parties impacted by the Trump administration’s Muslim
travel ban and policies related to it. That work included claims arising out of
the United States’ failure to reunite refugee families as legally required.

In complex litigation, Laurie was the lead attorney for Keller Rohrback in a
series of successful groundwater contamination suits brought in 1996 against
multiple international defendants concerning chemical releases spanning over
60 years. She was also the lead attorney for Keller Rohrback in an ERISA class
action suit on behalf of over 21,000 employees who lost a material percentage
of their retirement assets at the hands of corporate fiduciaries—a case that
was, at its time, amongst the largest of its kind. Laurie has led or been a
member of the team leading numerous high-profile business reorganizations,
including a case in which the Court confirmed a reorganization plan over the
objection of the international life insurance company’s feasibility expert, based
on Laurie’s cross examination.

Laurie served on the Ethics Committee of the State Bar of Arizona for six
years. She was the coauthor of a textbook on limited liability companies
and partnerships, published by West, and she is AV Preeminent rated by
Martindale.

Laurie is frequently interviewed and has been cited by Reuters, Newsweek, Fox
News, Huffington Post, Slate Magazine, Radio New Zealand, Radio Australia,
and others. She currently serves as a Director of the Santa Babara City College
Foundation, a member of the Human Rights Watch Council in Santa Barbara,
and as an Advisor of the Global Justice Center in New York, which advances
human rights pursuant to various international laws, including the Geneva and
Genocide Conventions, as well as customary international law.
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BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS
1990, Arizona

1999, Colorado

2007, Washington, D.C.

2013, Eastern District of Michigan

2014, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit
2015, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
2016, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit
2016, U.S. Supreme Court

International Court of Justice

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC
INVOLVEMENT

State Bar of Arizona, Member
Colorado Bar Association, Member
Washington, D.C. Bar Association, Member

Adjunct Professor of Law, Advanced Chapter 11, Arizona
State University, 1996

Adjunct Professor of Law, Lawyering Theory & Practice,
Arizona State University, 1997

Committee on the Rules of Professional Conduct (“Ethics
Committee”), State Bar of Arizona, Member, 1997-2003

Court Appointed Special Advocate, King County, 2007-2009
Global Justice Center, New York, Advisor
Human Rights Watch Committee, Santa Barbara, Member

Santa Barbara City College Foundation, Director

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

Author, Case Note, Arizona Mortgage and Deed of Trust
Anti-Deficiency Statutes: The Underlying Obligation on a Note
Secured By Residential Real Property After Baker v. Gardner,
21 Ariz. St. LJ. 465, 470 (1989).

Co-Author, Arizona Legal Forms: Limited Liability Companies
and Partnerships (1996-2004).

Guest Lecturer, Harvard Law School, 1997, 1999, 2001-
2002.

Guest Lecturer, Stanford Law School, 2003.

Speaker, United Nations 2015 Review Conference of the
Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons; Panel, Marshall Islands Nuclear Zero Lawsuits

Speaker, Humanity House, The Hague, “Legal Obligations
for Nuclear Disarmament,” March 2016.

Speaker, Bertha Von-Suttner Master Class, The Peace
Palace, The Hague, “Forward Into Light, The Barbarization of
the Sky.”
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IAN BIRK

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900
ibirk@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS
+  Appeals

*  Class Action & Consumer
Litigation

+  Employment Law
+  Employment Litigation
+ ERISA

* Insurance Bad Faith &
Policyholder Rights

* Insurance Litigation
+  Medical Malpractice Litigation
+  Personal Injury Litigation

«  Personal Injury & Wrongful
Death

EDUCATION
University of Washington
B.A., summa cum laude, 1997

University of Washington
School of Law

J.D., 2001

lan is a trial lawyer representing people who have been injured because
of insurance bad faith, medical negligence, product liability, workplace
discrimination, and in auto and trucking collisions.

lan believes the courtroom is a place to make society safer and fairer for
everyone. His work has resulted in landmark rulings protecting consumers,
including representation of a family who was sued by their own insurance
company, arguing to reinstate a jury verdict after a judge improperly overruled
the jury, and testifying before the Washington Legislature in support of
consumers making insurance claims. Known for his representation of people
and businesses when they have disputes with insurance companies, lan is a
sponsor of United Policyholders, a public interest non-profit which provides
guidance on insurance claims for consumers.

A fifth generation Washingtonian and lifelong resident of the Pacific
Northwest, lan has served on the Board of Governors and as Chair of the
Insurance Section of the American Association for Justice. He also regularly
volunteers at the King County Bar Association Neighborhood Legal Clinic.

HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to the Top 40 Under 40 in Washington by The National Trial Lawyers,
2012

Selected to Rising Stars list in Super Lawyers - Washington, 2005-2006, 2008-
2015

Selected to Super Lawyers list in Super Lawyers - Washington, 2016-2021
Selected to Top 100 in Super Lawyers - Washington, 2019-2021

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

2001, Washington

2005, U.S. Supreme Court

2005, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

2005, U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington
2005, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Washington

2011, U.S. District Court for the Southern District of New York
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PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC
INVOLVEMENT

Washington State Bar Association, Member
King County Bar Association, Member
Tacoma-Pierce County Bar Association, Past Member

American Constitution Society, Puget Sound Chapter, Past
Co-Chair

American Association for Justice, Member
Washington State Association for Justice, Member
Associate Editor for insurance law, Trial News

Volunteer Attorney, King County Bar Association
Neighborhood Legal Clinics

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

lan Birk, “Made-Whole’' Rule Comes to Health Insurance,”
Trial News, vol. 55, n.3, Washington State Association for
Justice (November 2019).

WSAJ's 37th Annual Insurance Seminar, Class Actions
in Insurance Cases and anti-SLAPP Update, Sea-Tac &
Spokane, Washington, January 23 & 30, 2015.

The Cedell Presumption: Discovery of the Insurer’s Claim
File in Insurance Bad Faith Litigation in Washington, 49
Gonz. L. Rev. 503 (2014).

Washington Civil Procedure Deskbook, Chapter 19 (3d. ed.
2014).

Tacoma-Pierce County Bar Association, Tort Law Update,
UIM Bad Faith Claims, Fircrest, Washington, October 17,
2014.

The Right of an Additional Insured to a Copy of the
Insurance Policy, Trial News, vol. 48, n. 9, Washington State
Association for Justice (May 2013), page 1.

WSA/'s 35th Annual Insurance Seminar, Co-Chair, Spokane
& Tacoma, Washington, January 24 & 25, 2013.

WSAJ's 34th Annual Insurance Seminar, Reasonableness
Hearings under RCW 4.22.060 and the Right to Jury Trial,
Spokane & Tacoma, Washington, 2012.

lan S. Birk, “Supreme Court accepts review in stipulated
judgment case,” Trial News, vol. 47, n. 3, Washington State
Association for Justice (November 2011).

WSAJ's 1st Annual Winter Conference, Using Consumer

Laws to Better Represent Your Injured Clients, Seattle,
Washington, 2010.

lan S. Birk and Lorraine Lewis Phillips, “Should Juries Be
Informed of the Consequences of Their Apportionment
Decisions?” Litigation News, Litigation Section of the
Washington State Bar Association, vol. 21, n. 2 (Fall 2009).

lan S. Birk, Review: “The Trial of the Templars looks at
the use of torture in legal proceedings.” Trial News,
Washington State Trial Lawyers Association, vol. 43, n. 1
(September 2007).

lan S. Birk, Review: “All Deliberate Speed: Carrying the
Mandate of Brown v. Board of Education into the Future.
Trial News, Washington State Trial Lawyers Association,
vol. 40, n. 11 (July/August 2005).

"

Paul Chemnick and lan S. Birk, “Defeating Allegations of
Contributory Fault in Medical Negligence Cases,” Trial
News, vol. 39, n. 11, Washington State Trial Lawyers
Association (July/August 2004).
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GRETCHEN FREEMAN
CAPPIO

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900
gcappio@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS
*  Consumer Protection
+  Data Privacy Litigation

+  Employee Benefits &
Retirement Security

+  Employment Law

+  Environmental Litigation

+  Governments & Municipalities
+  Financial Products & Services
*  Mass Personal Injury

+  Whistleblower

EDUCATION

Dartmouth College

B.A., magna cum laude, 1995,
Religion, Environmental Studies
Certificate, Phi Beta Kappa

University of Washington
School of Law

J.D., 1999, Executive Comments
Editor, Pacific Rim Law & Policy
Journal, 1998-1999

Gretchen Freeman Cappio leverages the power of litigation to make
people’s lives better.

With a passion for strategic advocacy that achieves meaningful change,
Gretchen represents clients in many well-known consumer protection, public
health, environmental, and data privacy cases. Remaining true to her southern
roots, she brings civility and a sense of humor to her practice. Gretchen’s
colleagues at Keller Rohrback recognize her skill and natural ability to lead,
electing her to the firm’'s six-member Executive Committee—the third woman
elected in the firm's 100-plus-year history.

Gretchen has played a key role in many of Keller Rohrback’s consumer
protection and automotive cases, among others. In the multibillion-dollar
Volkswagen “Clean Diesel” case, Gretchen served on the Plaintiffs’ Settlement
Team. During the rapid-fire negotiations, she drafted settlement documents
and supervised notice in three separate, complex settlements. She also served
as a member of the Plaintiffs’ Settlement Team for In re Chrysler-Dodge-Jeep
EcoDiesel, MDL 2777 (N.D. Cal.). In Jabbari v. Wells Fargo & Co., No. 15-2159 (N.D.
Cal.), where employees unlawfully took customers’ data to set up unauthorized
accounts, Keller Rohrback served as sole plaintiffs’ counsel. Gretchen helped
negotiate an innovative $142 million settlement.

Courts across the country have recognized Gretchen'’s leadership abilities.
Recently, she was appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committees in /n re:
ZF-TRW Airbag Control Units Products Liability Litigation, MDL 2905 (C.D. Cal.),

a complex case against several auto manufacturers and parts suppliers
regarding defective airbags, and Won et al. v. General Motors, LLC, et al., No. 19-
cv-11044 (E.D. Mich.), a class action concerning defective vehicle transmissions.
Judge Childs also just appointed Gretchen Chair of the Plaintiffs’ Steering
Committee in In re: Blackbaud, Inc., Customer Data Security Breach Litigation,
MDL 2972 (D.S.C.), in which plaintiffs seek to hold Blackbaud accountable

for failing to implement and maintain reasonable security procedures and
practices to protect individuals' and businesses’ private information against
unauthorized access by third parties.

Gretchen's advocacy extends to government clients in major public health
cases. As part of the Keller Rohrback team working to hold opioid defendants
accountable in the Opioid MDL, Gretchen serves as the lead client contact for
the fourth largest county in the country, and was a chief negotiator of the
One Arizona Memorandum of Understanding to allocate millions in opioid
settlement funds, signed by the state, all counties, and nearly all of the 90
cities and towns in Arizona. Similarly, in In re: EpiPen, MDL 2785 (D. Kan.), in
which Keller Rohrback’s Managing Partner Lynn Sarko is Co-Lead Counsel,
Gretchen leads the firm's contributions to the coordination of counsel,
including directing PSC meetings, briefing and discovery, resulting in the
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certification of a nationwide class.

Gretchen's leadership and devotion to justice drive

her legal work and personal time. In 2021, Gretchen

was elected Board Chair of the Global Justice Center,

a nonprofit promoting gender equality worldwide.

She is also a founding board member of the Mother
Attorneys Mentoring Association (MAMA), an organization
supporting mothers in the legal profession, now with nine
chapters across the United States.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

1999, Washington

2000, U.S. District Court for the Western District of
Washington

2008, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit
2009, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
2009, U.S. Supreme Court

2011, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Washington

2011, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit

2015, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Michigan

2020, Michigan

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC
INVOLVEMENT

Institute for Complex Litigation and Mass Claims at Emory
University School of Law

Emerging Leaders Board of Advisors, Inaugural Member
Class Action Roundtable, Reporter
Global Justice Center, Board Chair

The Global Justice Center works worldwide and
domestically with women'’s rights advocates, grassroots
groups, and policymakers to prevent and respond to
gender-based violence.

The William L. Dwyer American Inn of Court, Member
King County Bar Association, Member

Washington State Bar Association, Member
American Bar Association, Member

Washington Women Lawyers, Member

Washington State Trial Lawyers Association, Member
American Association for Justice, Member
The National Trial Lawyers, Member

Mother Attorney Mentoring Association (MAMAS), Member;
Founding Board Member, 2006-2008

HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Rising Stars and Super Lawyers lists in Super
Lawyers - Washington, 2002, 2009-2012, 2020-2021

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

Presenter, Colorado County Attorneys Association Virtual
Summer Conference, Statewide Opioid Litigation Update,
June 11, 2021.

Guest Lecturer, Seattle University School of Law, “MDL
Mechanics Q&A,” March 8, 2021.

Guest Lecturer, Stanford Law School, “From Takeoff to
Landing: Litigating MDLs,” February 23, 2021.

Law Seminars International Presents: The 16th Annual
Conference On Litigating Class Actions, November 12-13,
2020.

Presenter, Trials in Class Actions and Post-Trial Motions
Panelist, Settlement Strategies

Guest Lecturer, Stanford Law School, “From Takeoff to
Landing: Litigating the MDL,” February 14, 2020.

Guest Lecturer, Stanford Law School, Multidistrict
Litigation, February 22, 2019.

Presenter, ABA Section of Litigation, Discovery and Ethical
“Rules of the Road” for Working with Expert Witnesses, July
19, 2018.

Presenter, Bristol Myers Squibb Panel, UC-Irvine, UC-
Berkeley, & Emory University Schools of Law First Joint
Coordination Conference at Berkeley, June 5, 2018.

Law Seminars International Presents: The 14th Annual
Conference On Litigating Class Actions, May 10-11, 2018.

Presenter, Consumer Protection and the Opioid Crisis.
Presenter, Corporate Fraud Against Consumers.

Presenter, Settlement Strategies for Class Actions and
Multidistrict Litigation.

Presenter, HarrisMartin’'s Plaintiff Opioid MDL Conference,
“Causation and Science,” January 8, 2018.
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PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS
(CONT.)

Presenter, HarrisMartin MDL Conference, “Opioid, Equifax
& Talcum Powder, Equifax Data Breach: What Happened?
Who Was Impacted? What Are the Damages?,” November
29,2017.

Presenter, National Consumer Law Center, “Effectively
Persuading Your Judge,” NCLC Consumer Class Action
Symposium, November 18, 2017.

Presenter, Practising Law Institute 22nd Annual Consumer
Financial Services Institute, 2017.

Panelist, Law Seminars International - 13th Annual
Conference on Litigating, “Settlement Strategies for Class
Actions and Multidistrict Litigation,” April 28, 2017.

Panelist, EmoryLaw NextGen Conference and EmoryLaw
Fed. Judicial Ctr. and JPML Program, December 14-16, 2016.

Panelist, HarrisMartin’s MDL Conference, “Settlements in
Mass Tort and Class Action Litigation,” July 27, 2016.

Panelist, American Association for Justice webinar,
“Dissecting the U.S. Supreme Court Decision in Spokeo,”
Inc. v. Robins, May 26, 2016.

Panelist, Law Seminars International, “VW Diesel Emissions
Litigation: A Case Study of the Interplay Between
Government Regulatory Activity and Consumer Fraud
Class Actions,” May 6, 2016.

Presenter, PLI Consumer Financial Services Institute 2016,
“Data Security & Privacy Issues,” May 12, 2016.

Panelist, HarrisMartin Pharmaceutical and Environmental
Mass Tort Litigation, Class Action and Data Breach
Litigation, March 30, 2016.

Panelist, Bridgeport Consumer Class Action Litigation
Conference, “Current State of the Law on Ascertainability
and Standing,” January 8, 2016.

Panelist, HarrisMartin MDL Conference Volkswagen and
Pharmaceutical Update: RICO and Additional Defendants,
December 2, 2015.

Panelist, Bridgeport Volkswagen Class Action & MDL
Seminar - Diesel Emissions Scandal, November 23, 2015.

Panelist, HarrisMartin Volkswagen Diesel Emissions
Litigation Conference: RICO and Additional Defendants,
October 27, 2015.

Panelist, Law Seminars International, The Eleventh Annual
Comprehensive Conference on Class Actions, “Data
Breaches: Cases at the Intersection of Class Actions and
Internet Technology,” June 4, 2015.

Panelist, ABA Section of Dispute Resolution Meeting
17th Annual Spring Conference, “Solutions in Seattle: A
View From the Trenches: What's Working and What's Not
Working with Mediators,” April 16, 2015.

Presenter, HarrisMartin Data Breach Litigation Conference,
“Coming of Age: The Differences between Employee and
Consumer Cases,” March 25, 2015.

Presenter, Practising Law Institute, Managing Complex
Litigation 2014: Class Actions; Mass Torts & MDL, October
21,2014.

Presenter, Class Action Conference, “Recent Settlement
Trends in Class Actions and Multidistrict Litigation: A
Detailed Look at the Process for Settling and Administering
Settlements,” June 13, 2014.

Presenter, Harris Martin's MDL Conference, “Target Data
Security Breach Litigation: Recent Development, Issues in
Data Breach Litigation,” March 26, 2014.

Presenter, Law Seminars International, Class Actions and
Other Aggregate Litigation Seminar: Post-Certification
Motion Issues in Class Actions, May 14, 2013.

Panelist, Chartis Security & Privacy Seminar, October 20,
2011.

Presenter, 20th Annual American Bar Association Tort Trial
and Insurance Practice Section Spring CLE Meeting, “Toxic
Torts: Toxins In Everyday Products,” April 1, 2011.

Gretchen Freeman Cappio, Erosion of Indigenous Right to
Negotiate in Australia, 7 Pac. Rim L. & Pol'y J. 405 (1998).
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Alison is a partner in Keller Rohrback’s nationally-recognized Complex
Litigation Group. Alison works tirelessly to hold corporations responsible for
reckless and dangerous conduct that harms consumers and the public.

Alison is a key member of the team representing consumers affected by
EpiPen price gouging, in the litigation In re: EpiPen (Epinephrine Injection, USP)
Mktg., Sales Practices, & Antitrust Litig., MDL 2785 (D. Kan.). She has taken a
central role in this important case, which seeks redress for millions of EpiPen
purchasers who have been forced to pay skyrocketing prices for this necessary
and life-saving medication. Alison is particularly proud to represent parents of
children suffering severe allergies, who have been affected by monopolistic,
unfair, and predatory practices. Keller Rohrback’s managing partner, Lynn
ALISON CHASE Sa.rkc.>, is cojlead of the Iitig“at.ion, a.md Alison has had a substantial role in
briefing, written and deposition discovery, and expert work.

CONTACT INFO Alison is an integral member of the team representing a class of residents
affected by the largest natural gas leak in U.S. history, Southern California

Gas Leak Cases, JCCP No. 4861 (LA Superior). That gas leak devastated the
community of Porter Ranch, causing the closure of schools and the relocation
of tens of thousands of residents. Similarly, Alison has represented victims
(805) 456-1496 of the 2015 Santa Barbara Oil Spill in seeking redress for this environmental
disaster.

801 Garden Street, Suite 301
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

achase@kellerrohrback.com

In addition, Alison has a deep background in financial litigation. She has been
PRACTICE EMPHASIS a key member of the team representing the Federal Home Loan Banks of
Chicago, Boston, and Indianapolis in mortgage-backed securities litigation
against a host of Wall Street and international banks. These complex cases
have resulted in the recovery of hundreds of millions of dollars for the firm's
+  Environmental Litigation clients. Alison has also represented consumers in a broad array of financial
litigation, including in actions on behalf of mortgage borrowers, in actions
arising from fraudulent account scandals, and actions relating to novel
FinTech.

*  Class Actions

+  Commercial Litigation

« International Law

*  Securities

EDUCATION Alison also maintains an active practice in appellate and international law.
She represented the Republic of the Marshall Islands in groundbreaking
litigation before the International Court of Justice and U.S. Courts. Alison also
B.A., magna cum laude, 2000, represented a class consisting of the sitting judges of the State of Arizona in

Po!itical Science and Philosophy, constitutional litigation that was resolved in her clients’ favor by the Arizona
Phi Beta Kappa Supreme Court.

Emory University

Yale Law School
Having clerked for both a federal district court and for the Ninth Circuit Court

J.D., 2003; Editor, Yale Law Journal, of Appeals, Alison is deeply committed to civility, teamwork, and working
ﬁrtttlecrlr?:tiE:r:golrli:vileJoumal of cooperatively with opposing counsel. Alison’s broad litigation experience,

which has included both plaintiff- and defense-side work, enables her to guide
clients through a wide variety of complex litigation.
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CLERKSHIPS

The Honorable J. Clifford Wallace, U.S. Court of Appeals for
the Ninth Circuit

The Honorable Valerie Baker Fairbank, U.S. District Court for
the Central District of California

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS
2003, California

2004, United States District Court for the Eastern District of
California

2007, United States District Court for the Central District of
California

2010, Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals
2011, Arizona

2014, United States District Court for the Northern District
of California

2016, United States District Court for the Southern District
of California

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC
INVOLVEMENT

State Bar of California, Member

State Bar of Arizona, Member

Santa Barbara Lawyers Association, Member

Santa Barbara Women'’s Lawyers Association, Member

California Women'’s Lawyers Association, Member

HONORS & AWARDS

Finalist, Morris Tyler Moot Court

Recipient, Gherini Prize for Outstanding Paper in
International Law

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

Alison Chase, The Politics of Lending and Reform: The
International Monetary Fund and the Nation of Egypt, Stanford
Journal of International Law, Vol. 93 (2006).

Alison Chase, Legal Mechanisms of the International
Community and the United States Concerning the State
Sponsorship of Terrorism, Virginia Journal of International
Law, Vol. 41 (2004).

Alison Chase, Book Review: The Invention of Peace, Yale
Journal of International Law, Vol. 27 (2002).
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FELICIA CRAICK

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900

fcraick@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

*  Class Action and Consumer
Litigation

+  Governments and
Municipalities

EDUCATION
Northeastern University

B.S, summa cum laude, 2014,
Criminal Justice

Harvard Law School

J.D., cum laude, 2018

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS
2019, Washington

2019, Western District of
Washington

Felicia delves deep into the issues at hand to get concrete results for her
clients. As an attorney in Keller Rohrback’s nationally recognized Complex
Litigation Group, Felicia is able to combine her interest in people with her drive
to hold bad actors responsible for wrongdoing.

Drawn to complex cases, Felicia currently focuses on multidistrict litigation,
including representing government entities in the fight against the youth
vaping epidemic in the In re JUUL Labs, Inc., Marketing, Sales Practices, and
Products Liability Litigation and representing consumers in cases where the
business practices of drug manufacturers, pharmacy benefit managers, and
other entities have driven up the costs of pharmaceuticals to the detriment
of consumers, such as in the In re EpiPen (Epinephrine Injection, USP) Marketing,
Sales Practices and Antitrust Litigation.

Prior to joining Keller Rohrback as an attorney, Felicia received her J.D., cum
laude, from Harvard Law School, where she served as an Executive Article
Editor of the Harvard Law & Policy Review. Felicia gained practical legal
experience as a clinical student attorney, representing low-income survivors of
domestic violence in family court and prosecuting criminal cases in state court,
and as a summer associate at Keller Rohrback. Driven by the work of complex
litigation and the firm’s justice-oriented community, Felicia returned to Keller
Rohrback at the conclusion of her clerkship with Washington State Supreme
Court Chief Justice Mary Fairhurst.

Outside of work, Felicia enjoys hiking, watching soccer and gymnastics, and
reading fantasy novels.

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC INVOLVEMENT
Washington Women Lawyers, Member
Washington State Bar Litigation Section, Member

Washington State Bar Criminal Law Section, Member

HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Rising Stars list in Super Lawyers - Washington, 2021
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ADELE DANIEL

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900

adaniel@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

*  Class Action and Consumer
Litigation

+  Data Privacy Litigation

EDUCATION
Carleton College

B.A, magna cum laude, 2014,
History

University of Michigan Law
School

J.D., Order of the Coif, magna cum
laude, 2017

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS
2018, Washington

Adele Daniel always has the big picture in mind. As an attorney in our
nationally recognized Complex Litigation Group, she takes the time to deeply
understand the opposing side in order to forcefully rebut the opposition’s
arguments.

Adele graduated magna cum laude from University of Michigan Law School,
where she served as an Articles Editor for the Michigan Law Review. Following
her graduation, Adele clerked for Chief Judge Michael Mosman at the U.S.
District Court for the District of Oregon. She then moved to Seattle to clerk for
Judge Ronald Gould at the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit.

Interested in using litigation to make a lasting impact for consumers, Adele
joined Keller Rohrback in 2019. As a member of the firm’'s automotive litigation
team, Adele embraces the opportunity to represent deserving clients, and in
so doing, deter corporations from future misconduct.

In her spare time, Adele heads to Washington’s mountains and rivers for
cycling, backpacking, and whitewater kayaking.

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC INVOLVEMENT

King County Bar Association, Member
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Juli Farris’ clients count on her commitment to excellence to meet their
legal needs. Juli is a member of Keller Rohrback’s nationally-recognized
Complex Litigation Group and serves as Supervising Partner of the firm's
Santa Barbara office. Her current cases include serving as co-lead counsel
representing victims of the 2015 Refugio California Oil Spill and representing
patients affected by prescription drug overcharges. She is also part of the
team pursuing claims to hold drug manufacturers accountable for the current
opioid health crisis.

In addition to her work on environmental torts, consumer protection and
whistleblower litigation, Juli has represented both plaintiffs and defendants
in class action litigation involving banking and securities regulation, antitrust,
ERISA fraud and other areas.

JULI FARRIS

Before joining Keller Rohrback in 1991, Juli served as a judicial law clerk for
Judge E. Grady Jolly of the U.S. Court of Appeals, Fifth Circuit, and she practiced

CONTACT INFO law at the Washington, D.C. office of Sidley Austin, where her practice involved
801 Garden Street, Suite 301 trial and appellate litigation covering a wide array of subject matters.
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 Juli divides her time between the firm’s Seattle and Santa Barbara offices.

(805) 456-1496

EDUCATION

Stanford University
B.A., 1982, English

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101
(206) 623-1900

Stanford Law School

jfarris@kellerrohrback.com J.D., 1987, Notes Editor, Stanford Law Review
PRACTICE EMPHASIS BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS
. gntltrugt and Trade 1988, Washington

egulation
. C|ass Actions 1989, Ca“fornia
+  Consumer Protection 1990, District of Columbia
* Employee Benefits & 1995, Western District of Washington

Retirement Security

- Environmental Litigation 1997, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

+  Fiduciary Breach 1999, Central District of California

+  Financial Products & Services 2000, Northern District of California

*  Governments and

L 2001, Eastern District of California
Municipalities

«  International Law 2003, Southern District of California
+  Securities 2003, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit
* Whistleblower 2003, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit
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PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC
INVOLVEMENT

King County Bar Association, Member

Loren Miller Bar Association, Member

American Bar Association, Member

California State Bar Association, Member
Washington State Bar Association, Member
Washington State Association for Justice, Member
Santa Barbara County Bar Association, Member
Santa Barbara Women Lawyers, Member
American Bar Foundation, Member

The National Association of Public Pension Attorneys,
Member

Seattle Repertory Theater, Board Member
Treehouse, Board Member Emeritus, Past Board Chair

Susan G. Komen, Puget Sound Affiliate, Former Board
Member

HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Super Lawyers list in Super Lawyers -
Washington, 2015-2021

Selected to Rising Stars list in Super Lawyers - Washington,
2000-2001

Recipient of Promise of One Award from the Puget Sound
Affiliate of Susan G. Komen for the Cure, 2013

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

Andrew D. Freeman & Juli E. Farris, Grassroots Impact
Litigation: Mass Filing of Small Claims, 26 U.S.F.L. Rev. 261
(1992).

Editorial Board, Washington State Securities Law Deskbook
(2012)

REPRESENTATIVE MATTERS

In re IKON Office Solutions, Inc., 277 F.3d 658 (3rd Cir. 2002)

In re WorldCom, Inc. ERISA Litig., 354 F. Supp. 2d 423
(S.D.N.Y. 2005)

Hansen v. Ticket Track, Inc., 213 F.R.D. 412 (W.D. Wash.
2003)

In re Scientific-Atlanta, Inc. Securities Litigation, 239 F. Supp.
2d 1351 (N.D. Ga. 2002)

In re Domestic Air Transp. Antitrust Litig., 137 F.R.D. 677 (N.D.
Ga. 1991)

In re Potash Antitrust Litig., 954 F. Supp. 1334 (D. Minn.
1997)

Andrews v. Plains All American Pipeline, L.P., No. 2:15-cv-
04113 (C.D. Cal.)

Johnson v. OptumRx, (D.N.J.)
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ERIC FIERRO

CONTACT INFO

3101 N Central Avenue, Ste. 1400
Phoenix, AZ 85012

(602) 230-6331

efierro@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

+  Class Actions

+  Commercial Litigation

+  Consumer Protection

+  eDiscovery

*  Financial Products and Services
* Intellectual Property

*  Mass Personal Injury

*  Securities

*  Whistleblower

EDUCATION
Arizona State University
B.S., 2002, Justice Studies

New England School of Law

J.D., 2006, Senior Editor, New England
Journal of International and Compara-

tive Law

Eric Fierro bridges the gap between technology and the law. Eric practices
in Keller Rohrback’s nationally recognized Complex Litigation Group and
oversees the firm's legal technology group, providing electronic discovery and
litigation support to colleagues and clients on a wide array of cases. Whether
he is helping to preserve significant amounts of data for institutional clients or
walking an individual through the data collection process to increase accuracy
and maximize privacy, Eric works closely with clients to understand their needs
and provide solutions.

Eric has over 15 years of experience with legal technology. While attending
law school in the evening, Eric worked full-time for the U.S. Attorney's Office
for the District of Massachusetts where he provided technical support for all
criminal and civil units, including the healthcare fraud, securities fraud, and
other white collar crime units. Eric also worked as a summer law clerk for the
computer crime and intellectual property unit at the U.S. Attorney’'s Office.
Before joining Keller Rohrback, he was a managing consultant for Huron
Consulting Group, providing consultative services for complex electronic
discovery and document review matters.

When not at work, Eric enjoys spending time with his family, golfing, and
rebuilding off-road vehicles in his garage.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS
2009, Arizona
2009, U.S. District Court for the District of Arizona

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC INVOLVEMENT

Arizona State Bar Association, Member

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

Presenter, 2019 ASU-Arkfeld eDiscovery and Digital Evidence Conference,
“Everyday Devices and the Internet of Things: Working with ESI in the Forest of
Smart Device."

Presenter, 2018 Complex Litigation E-Discovery Forum, Plaintiff Offensive
Review Workflows and Tips, September 2018.

Presenter, 2017 Complex Litigation E-Discovery Forum, Best Practice for
Plaintiff Document Collection, September 2017.

Presenter, 2016 Complex Litigation E-Discovery Forum, Negotiating a State of
the Art ESI Protocol, September 23, 2016.

Panelist, IPro Innovations for The Sedona Conference, The 2015 Federal Rule
Amendments: Has Anything Really Changed? April 2016.
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ALISON GAFFNEY

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101
(206) 623-1900

agaffney@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

*  Class Action & Consumer
Litigation

+ Opioid Litigation
+  Governments & Municipalities
*  Mass Personal Injury/Tort

«  Environmental Litigation

EDUCATION

Swarthmore College

B.A., 2002, Linguistics and
Languages (Spanish & Mandarin
Chinese); McCabe Scholar

University of California, San
Diego

M.A., 2007, Latin American Studies

University of Washington
School of Law

J.D., 2012

Alison Gaffney is a fighter. Once she takes on a client—as a partner in
Keller Rohrback’s nationally recognized Complex Litigation Group or as
a cooperating attorney with the ACLU—she commits to doing everything
she can to fight for justice for her client.

That tenacity was evident in her pursuit to reunite Somali refugee Joseph
Doe with his family after their separation was prolonged because of the
Muslim Travel Ban. Alison is a member of the team that sued the Trump
Administration on behalf of Doe and other individuals and organizations
harmed by the travel ban in Doe, et al. v. Donald Trump, et al. (W.D.
Washington). Three weeks after the court granted Doe’s motion for a
preliminary injunction, Alison had the honor of seeing Doe reunited with his
wife and three sons in Seattle.

Alison is passionate about using litigation to combat complex world problems.
In the National Prescription Opiate Multi-District Litigation, Alison represents
over 70 city, county, and tribal governments in their fight to hold prescription
opioid manufacturers and distributors accountable for the devastating effects
these drugs have had on their communities. She has played a key role within
Keller Rohrback’s Opioid Litigation team, and in the national MDL she has been
involved in drafting the master complaints, dispositive briefing, discovery, and
preparing and defending medical experts. In addition, Alison represents school
districts and counties in litigation against JUUL Labs, Inc. and other e-cigarette
manufacturers for targeting youth with their marketing and product design
and addicting a new generation to nicotine.

Both before and during law school, Alison’s passion for justice and human
rights drew her to immigration law and policy. She completed a master’s
degree focused on international migration, and as a law student, she interned
with the Seattle Immigration Court and the Northwest Immigrant Rights
Project (NWIRP) in Tacoma, where she gave “Know Your Rights” presentations
at the Northwest Detention Center. She represented clients in deportation
proceedings through NWIRP as well as the law school’s Immigration Law Clinic,
and she continues to volunteer as a pro bono attorney for NWIRP.

When she is not fighting for her clients, Alison is busy keeping up with her two
sons, scrambling and climbing with The Mountaineers, and generally enjoying
the beauty of the Pacific Northwest.
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BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

2012, Washington

2013, U.S. District Court for the Western District of
Washington

2013, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
2014, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

2015, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Washington

2016, U.S. District Court for the Central District of Illinois

2017, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Wisconsin

2018, U.S. District Court for the District of Colorado

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC
INVOLVEMENT

ACLU Cooperating Attorney
Washington State Bar Association, Member
King County Bar Association, Member

Mother Attorneys Mentoring Association of Seattle
(MAMAS), Member

Northwest Immigrant Rights Project, Pro Bono Attorney

HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Rising Stars list in Super Lawyers - Washington,
2020-2021

LANGUAGES
Spanish

SEATTLE ¢ OAKLAND ¢ NEW YORK ¢ PHOENIX « SANTA BARBARA ¢ MISSOULA
800-776-6044 | info@kellerrohrback.com | www.krcomplexlit.com



Case 2:17-md-02785-DDC-TJJ Document 2435-3 Filed 09/10/21 Page 68 of 548

KELLER
ROHRBACK

LAW OFFIGCES o L.L. P.

Laura R. Gerber is a strong advocate for her clients. From her early years
in a whistleblower protection organization, to her current practice litigating
against some of America’s largest corporations, Laura has built her career as
a trusted advocate for plaintiffs. Laura represents her clients with skill, tact
and diplomacy. As a result, Laura’s clients trust her to listen carefully, keep
them informed, provide excellent legal advice, and to diligently pursue their
interests in litigation against powerful defendants.

For over fifteen years, Laura has practiced in Keller Rohrback’s Complex
Litigation Group where she has developed a diverse practice with a focus on
holding corporations and other institutions accountable. Laura is experienced
in litigating consumer protection, RICO, antitrust, ERISA, environmental,
LAURA R. GERBER exce;sive fee, breach of contract and breach of fiduciary duty, qui tam, and
Ponzi scheme matters.

CONTACT INFO Laura’s strategic persistence in complex cases has led to impressive results
1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200 with her clients receiving substantial recoveries. Laura played a key role

in managing litigation enhancing the security of pension plan benefits for
healthcare workers at religiously affiliated healthcare systems, resulting in
(206) 623-1900 settlements exceeding $800 million.

Igerber@kellerrohrback.com

Seattle, WA 98101

In addition to her J.D., Laura has a Masters in Public Administration.

PRACTICE EMPHASIS EDUCATION

+  Antitrust & Trade Regulation Goshen College

«  (Class Action & Consumer B.A., 1994, History, Economics
Litigation

University of Washington School of Law
+  Consumer Protection J.D., 2003

+  Employee Benefits &

b ; Evans School of Public Affairs, University of Washington
Retirement Security

. M.P.A., 2003
«  Fiduciary Breach
- Financial Products & Services PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS
+  Governments & Municipalities Speaker, American Conference Institute’s 8th National Forum on ERISA

o Litigation, October 2014, (New Trends in Church Plan Litigation).
* Institutional Investors

L. Gerber and R. Giovarelli, Land Reform and Land Markets in Eastern Europe,

* Whistleblower Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (2005).

David Weissbrodt, Penny Parker, Laura Gerber, Muria Kruger, Joe W. (Chip)
Pitts Ill, A Review of the Fifty-Fourth Session of the Sub-Commission on the
Promotion and Protection of Human Rights, 21 NETH Q. HUM. RTS. 291 (2003)
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BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS HONORS & AWARDS

2004, Washington Selected to Rising Stars and Super Lawyers lists in Super

2006, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Lawyers - Washington, 2009, 2014, 2020-2021
Washington

2006, U.S. District Court for the Western District of
Washington

2010, U.S. District Court for the Northern District of Illinois
2013, U.S. District Court for the District of Colorado

2016, U.S. District Court for the Southern District of lllinois
2016, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri
2016, U.S. District Court for the Northern District of Ohio

2016, U.S. District Court for the Western District of
Oklahoma

2016, U.S. District Court for the Central District of Illinois

2016, U.S. District Court for the Northern District of
Indiana

2006, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit Court
2014, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit Court
2015, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit Court
2019, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit Court
2019, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit Court
2017, Supreme Court of the United States

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC
INVOLVEMENT

Campaign for Equal Justice, Board Member, 2018-present
Hanford Challenge, Board of Directors, 2018-present
Washington Appleseed, Board of Directors, 2012-2019
King County Bar Association, Member

Washington State Bar Association, Member

Federal Bar Association, Member

American Bar Association, Member

American Bar Foundation, Fellow

American Association for Justice, Member

Mother Attorney Mentoring Association (MAMA), Member
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MATTHEW GEREND

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900

mgerend@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS
«  Class Action

+  Employee Benefits and
Retirement Security

*  Fiduciary Breach

+  Securities

EDUCATION
University of Wisconsin

B.A., with distinction, 2005,
Political Science, Phi Beta Kappa

Georgetown University Law
Center

J.D., cum laude, 2010; Executive
Articles Editor, Georgetown Journal
on Poverty Law and Policy

Matthew Gerend practices in the firm's nationally recognized Complex
Litigation Group, representing employees and other investors in
litigation to enforce securities laws and the Employee Income Retirement
Security Act (“ERISA"). Matt has represented plaintiffs in federal courts across
the country to redress harms stemming from breaches of fiduciary duties,
investment fraud, and other misconduct that threatens employees’ retirement
security.

Matt became interested in the laws protecting retirement and pension
benefits as a clerk with AARP Foundation Litigation, where he helped draft

a number of amicus curiae briefs filed in the U.S. Supreme Court and U.S.
Courts of Appeals regarding the proper interpretation and implementation of
ERISA. During law school, Matt also worked as an intern with the Community
Development Project at the Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights Under Law.
Matt believes that lawyers have a unique ability to effect social change, an
ethic that has guided his work representing individuals and investors against
those engaged in divisive and fraudulent practices.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

2010, Washington

2011, U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington
2012, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit

2013, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan
2014, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit

2014, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

2015, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit

2015, U.S. District Court for the District of Colorado

2016, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit

2016, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit

2016, Supreme Court of the United States

2018, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit

2018, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Wisconsin

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC INVOLVEMENT

Washington State Bar Association, Member
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HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Rising Stars list in Super Lawyers - Washington,
2014-2021

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

Contributing Author, Zanglein et. al., ERISA Litigation
(Bloomberg BNA 2015).

Deborah M. Austin and Matthew M. Gerend, The Scope
and Potential of Section 3 as Currently Implemented, 19 ].
Affordable Housing & Commun. Dev. L. 89 (2009).
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MAX GOINS

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900

mgoins@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

+  Class Action & Consumer
Litigation

EDUCATION

University of Oregon

B.A., 2006, Philosophy

Miami University

M.A., 2009, Philosophy

Lewis & Clark Law School

J.D., 2018, magna cum laude

As a member of Keller Rohrback L.L.P.’s nationally recognized Complex
Litigation Group, Max Goins gets to use his research and writing skills to
help uncover the truth behind corporate malfeasance and misconduct.

A 2017 summer associate at Keller Rohrback, Max was invited back to the firm
in September 2018 to work on consumer protection and class action cases. For
the past three years, Max has been part of the team representing consumers
affected by EpiPen price gouging, in the litigation In re: EpiPen (Epinephrine
Injection, USP) Mktg., Sales Practices, & Antitrust Litig., MDL 2785 (D. Kan.). Max
has worked on every aspect of this case, including discovery, class certification,
summary judgment, settlement, and trial preparation.

During law school at Lewis & Clark in Portland, Oregon, Max served as
submissions editor for the Law Review. He also collaborated with Professor
Robert Klonoff to update Klonoff's complex litigation textbook, Class Actions
and Other Multi-Party Litigation (4th Ed.). Max worked extensively with
Professor Klonoff on the new cutting-edge chapter about multidistrict litigation
(“MDL"). In addition, Max externed for Judge Ann Aiken of the District of
Oregon, where he performed exhaustive legal research and wrote published
opinions on issues like attorney fees, joining local Native American tribes as
necessary parties, and the fairness of class action settlements.

When he's not working, you can find Max at the movies, in retro arcades,
mentoring law students at Lewis & Clark, or—weather permitting—at a tennis
meet-up.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

2018, Washington

2018, US District Court for the Western District of Washington

2019, US District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan

2021, Oregon

HONORS & AWARDS

Cornelius Honors Society, as selected by the Lewis & Clark Law School faculty
for distinguished scholarship, leadership, and contribution to the legal
community, 2018

Selected to Rising Stars list in Super Lawyers - Washington, 2020-2021

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC INVOLVEMENT

Voz: Northwest Workers Rights Education Project, 2015-2016, Volunteer
PILP: Public Interest Law Project, 2015-2017, Volunteer and CLE Director
Housing Justice Project, Volunteer

Pound Civil Justice Institute, Associate Fellow
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s
GARY GOTTO

CONTACT INFO

3101 N Central Avenue, Ste. 1400
Phoenix, AZ 85012-2600

(602) 230-6322
ggotto@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

+  Class Actions

+  Commercial Litigation
«  Debtor-Creditor

+  Employee Benefits and
Retirement Security

«  Fiduciary Breach

*  Financial Products and
Services

* Institutional Investors

+  Real Estate Securities

EDUCATION
University of Pennsylvania
B.A., cum laude, 1976

Arizona State University of
College of Law

J.D., summa cum laude, 1982,
Order of the Coif

Gary Gotto's diverse experience helps him meet his clients’ diverse
needs. Gary is a member of Keller Rohrback’s nationally-recognized Complex
Litigation Group. He has a broad range of practice experience and interests,
including all aspects of corporate and real estate transactional work, securities
issuance and compliance, Chapter 11 bankruptcy and workout matters, and
general commercial and ERISA litigation. Gary speaks and teaches regularly
on a number of topics, including an annual real estate bankruptcy case study
presented at the Harvard Law School. He has practiced in Phoenix since 1982.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS
1982, Arizona

1982, U.S. District Court for the District of Arizona
2005, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC INVOLVEMENT

State Bar of Arizona, Member; Chair, Subcommittee on Revising the Limited
Partnership Act, Business Law Section, 1991

Adjunct Professor Law, Arizona State University College of Law, 1989

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

Co-Author, Arizona Legal Forms: Limited Liability Companies and Partnerships
(1996-2002).

Co-Author, Limited Liability Companies and Partnerships (1996-1997).

Guest Lecturer, Chapter 11 Reorganizations, Harvard Law School, 1996-1997,
1999, 2001, 2002.

Guest Lecturer, Chapter 11 Reorganizations, Stanford Law School, 2003.

Speaker, National Business Institutes, Negotiating and Drafting Acquisition
Agreements in Arizona, 1997.

Speaker, National Business Institutes, Choice of Business Entity in Arizona, 1996.
Speaker, National Business Institutes, Limited Liability Companies, 1994.

Speaker, Professional Education Systems, Inc., Non-Corporate Business Forms,
1994.

Speaker, State Bar of Arizona, Limited Liability Companies, 1994,

Speaker, National Business Institutes, Arizona Limited Liability Company
Legislation, 1993.
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BENJAMIN GOULD

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900
bgould@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS
+  Appeals

*  Class Actions
+  Constitutional Law
+  Data Privacy Litigation

+  Employee Benefits and
Retirement Security

*  Fiduciary Breach

* Institutional Investors

EDUCATION

Yale University

B.A., summa cum laude, 2002,
English, Phi Beta Kappa

Yale Law School

J.D., 2006, Editor, Yale Law Journal,
Editor-in-Chief, Yale Journal of Law
and the Humanities

Benjamin Gould makes the law work for his clients. Ben, a Seattle native,
practices in Keller Rohrback’s nationally recognized Complex Litigation Group.
His ability to clearly and efficiently communicate factual and legal issues to his
clients and courts allows him to adeptly serve the interest of clients who have
been harmed by others’ misconduct.

Ben has extensive experience in appellate litigation and has active appeals
pending in state and federal courts throughout the nation. He has secured
successful results for his clients before the U.S. Courts of Appeals for the
Second, Eighth, and Ninth Circuits and numerous state appellate courts.
Ben also maintains an active practice outside the appellate arena. He has
represented clients in cases involving pensions, securities, and consumer-
protection law, among other subjects.

Before joining the firm, Ben worked as a Legal Fellow of the ACLU Drug Law
Reform Project, litigating cases related to drug policy and civil rights. He also
served as a clerk to two federal appellate judges: the Honorable Betty Binns
Fletcher of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit and the Honorable
Diana E. Murphy of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

2007, California

2010, District of Columbia

2010, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

2011, Washington

2011, U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington
2012, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Washington
2012, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit

2013, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit

2013, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit

2013, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit

2013, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit

2014, U.S. Court of Appeals for the First Circuit

2015, U.S. Supreme Court

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC INVOLVEMENT

King County Bar Association, Member; Appellate Law Section
Washington State Bar Association, Member

Washington State Association for Justice, Member
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HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Rising Stars list in Super Lawyers - Washington,
2016-2021

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

Benjamin Gould, “Subject-Matter Jurisdiction in the
Washington Supreme Court: Unsettling the Settled,” in
NWSidebar, November 2020.

Benjamin Gould, “Vaccine Law: An Overview of Current
Law and a Look at the Future,” in NWLawyer, November
2019.

Benjamin Gould, Radical Jurisprudence, 93 Wash. L. Rev.
Online 49 (2018).

Speaker on Rule 23(f) and Class Action Appeals, American
Bar Association 19th Annual National Institute on Class
Actions, New Orleans, LA, 2015.

A Review of Antonin Scalia and Bryan A. Garner, Reading
Law (2012), in Trial News, March 2014.

Derek W. Loeser & Benjamin Gould, Point/Counterpoint:
Is Rule 23(b)(1) Still Applicable to ERISA Class Actions?, ERISA
Compliance and Enforcement Library of the Bureau of
National Affairs, Inc. (May 1, 2009).

Derek W. Loeser & Benjamin Gould, The Continuing
Applicability of Rule 23(b)(1) to ERISA Actions for Breach
of Fiduciary Duty, Pension & Benefits Reporter, Bureau of
national Affairs, Inc. (Sept. 1, 2009).*

Derek W. Loeser, Erin M. Riley & Benjamin Gould, 2070
ERISA Employer Stock Cases: The Good, the Bad, and the In
Between-Plaintiffs’ Perspective, Pensions & Benefits Daily,
Bureau of National Affairs, Inc. (Jan. 28, 2011).
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CHRISTOPHER
GRAVER

CONTACT INFO

3101 N Central Avenue, Ste. 1400
Phoenix, Arizona 85012-2600
(602) 248-0088

cgraver@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS
+  Business Litigation

+  Bankruptcy and Creditors’
Rights

EDUCATION

St. John's College

B.A., 1976

University of New Mexico

J.D., magna cum laude, 1990
Order of the Coif

Chris is a member of Keller Rohrback’s Complex Litigation and
Bankruptcy Groups. He has represented debtors, creditors, Court-appointed
committees, and asset purchasers in Chapter 11 reorganization proceedings
and workouts. In recent years he has also focused on representing plaintiffs in
ERISA class actions. Chris has wide-ranging experience in complex commercial
matters, from corporate restructuring to breach of fiduciary duty, commercial
real estate, contracts, patent infringement, and environmental insurance
coverage.

Together with colleagues, Chris has represented clients as diverse as pension
plan participants in class actions challenging their employers’ asserted
exemption from ERISA, the committee of victims of clergy sexual abuse in the
Chapter 11 reorganization of a Catholic diocese, an American Indian business
corporation in a commercial dispute, and a developer restructuring a portfolio
of real property interests nationwide.

A graduate of the Great Books liberal arts program at St. John’s College in
Santa Fe, Chris earned his law degree from the University of New Mexico
Law School magna cum laude in 1990. While his practice is centered in the
Southwest, Chris represents clients in federal courts coast to coast.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

1990, Arizona

1990, United States District Court for the District of Arizona
2004, United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
2015, United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit
2016, United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit
2017, United States Supreme Court

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC INVOLVEMENT

Arizona State Bar Association, Member

Maricopa County Bar Association, Member

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

“Confirming the Catholics: The Diocese of Tucson Experience, Norton
Bankruptcy Law Advisor,” 2005.

“Representing the Tort Claimants’ Committee in the Chapter 11 Case Filed by
the Roman Catholic Diocese of Tucson, prepared for the National Conference
of Bankruptcy Judges,” 2005.

“Decoding the Code,” AzBusiness Magazine, 2005.

Speaker, Maricopa County Bar Association presentation, New Bankruptcy Code:
Changing the Way Creditors are Treated, 2006.
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ZACK GUSSIN

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900

zgussin@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS
*  Class Action and Consumer
Litigation

+  Governments and
Municipalities

EDUCATION

University of Washington

B.A., 2010, English: Creative
Writing

University of Washington Law
School

J.D., high honors, 2017; University
of Washington Law Review, Moot
Court Honor Board, Children and
Youth Advocacy Clinic

Zack develops solutions that effect change. As an attorney in Keller
Rohrback’s Complex Litigation Group, Zack is able to combine his passion for
social justice with his love of intellectual challenges.

A lifelong Washingtonian with a family of social workers and teachers, Zack is
no stranger to fighting for equity. Drawn to KR's longstanding commitment to
obtaining justice on behalf of our communities and the intricacy of the firm's
litigation work, Zack first joined the firm as a summer associate in 2016, and
eventually joined full-time as an associate attorney in 2020.

Zack graduated from University of Washington School of Law in 2017 with High
Honors. During law school, he served on the University of Washington Law
Review, the Moot Court Honor Board, and at the Children and Youth Advocacy
Clinic. He also participated in the Willem C. Vis International Commercial
Arbitration Moot competition and received four CALI Excellence for the Future
Awards—an award given to the highest scoring student in each law school
class. After graduating with his J.D., Zack served as a Judicial Law Clerk for the
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Washington.

Outside of work, Zack enjoys reading poetry and spending time with his family
and rescue dog, Aspen.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

2018, Washington
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IRENE M. HECHT

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900

ihecht@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

* Insurance Litigation

EDUCATION
University of Washington

B.A., magna cum laude, 1977,
Speech Communication

University of Washington
School of Law

J.D., with honors, 1980

Irene Hecht is an experienced trial lawyer whose practice emphasizes
insurance law, particularly in coverage and bad faith litigation. She also has
an active appellate practice and has represented insurance companies in
trial courts, the Court of Appeals, and before the Washington State Supreme
Court. Ms. Hecht has over 38 years of experience in coverage analysis and
representation, including both commercial and personal lines, umbrella and
excess coverage, and first- and third-party coverage. She has dealt with a
wide variety of coverage issues including: advertising injury, personal injury,
construction defect, automobile, underinsured motorist, personal injury
protection, homeowner’s, products-completed operations, E&O, and D&O. Ms.
Hecht also actively advises and defends insurers in bad faith litigation, with
respect to both first- and third-party matters.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

1980, Washington

1980, U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington
1990, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Washington
1998, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC INVOLVEMENT

King County Bar Association, Member

Washington State Bar Association, Member

American Bar Association, Member; Tort and Insurance sections
Washington Defense Trial Lawyers Association, Member
Northwest Insurance Coverage Association, Member

International Association of Defense Counsel, Member

HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Super Lawyers list in Super Lawyers - Washington, 2001, 2003, 2007,
2010-2021.

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

Speaker, Washington Defense Trial Lawyers Annual Insurance Law Update, Hot
Topics in UIM Coverage, 2012.

Speaker, Washington Defense Trial Lawyers Annual Insurance Law Update,
Duty to Settle, 2011.

Editor, Washington Bar Association, Washington Motor Vehicle Accident
Insurance Deskbook, 2009 Supplement, Chapter 3: Exclusions to Liability
Coverage, 2009.
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PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS
(CONT)

National Business Institute, Inc., Challenges In Washington
Insurance Coverage Litigation--Analyzing Insurance Contract
Provisions & Bad Faith Litigation, 2003.

Speaker, Northwest Insurance Coverage Association,
Multiple Claims, Inadequate Limits: What is an Insurer to Do?,
2002.

Washington State Bar Association - Editor, Washington
Motor Vehicle Accident Insurance Deskbook, 2d ed., Chapter
3: Liability Insurance: Exclusions, 2001.

National Business Institute, Inc., Insurance Law: Third-Party
Coverage in Washington--Automobile Insurance & Rules of
Professional Conduct and Conflicts of Interest, 1998.

National Business Institute, Inc., Insurance Law: Third-Party
Coverage in Washington - Automobile Coverage, 1996.

Speaker, King County Bar Association, The Liability
Insurance Policy - The Duties to Defend, Pay and Settle,
Reservations of Rights Situations, 1996.

Speaker, Seattle King County Bar Association, Special
Issues in Defending an Insured, 1993.

Seattle King County Bar Association, Annual Nuts and Bolts
of Insurance Coverage, Part Il - Special Issues in Defending an
Insured, 1992.

Speaker, Seattle-King County Bar Association, How to Read
an Insurance Policy, 1990.

National Business Institute, Inc., Challenges In Washington
Insurance Coverage Litigation--Analyzing Insurance
Contract Provisions & Bad Faith Litigation, 2003.

Speaker, Northwest Insurance Coverage Association,
Multiple Claims, Inadequate Limits: What is an Insurer to
Do?, 2002.

Washington State Bar Association - Editor, Washington
Motor Vehicle Accident Insurance Deskbook, 2d ed.,
Chapter 3: Liability Insurance: Exclusions, 2001.

National Business Institute, Inc., Insurance Law: Third-
Party Coverage in Washington--Automobile Insurance &
Rules of Professional Conduct and Conflicts of Interest,
1998.

National Business Institute, Inc., Insurance Law: Third-
Party Coverage in Washington - Automobile Coverage,
1996.

Speaker, King County Bar Association, The Liability
Insurance Policy - The Duties to Defend, Pay and Settle,
Reservations of Rights Situations, 1996.

Speaker, Seattle King County Bar Association, Special
Issues in Defending an Insured, 1993.

Seattle King County Bar Association, Annual Nuts and Bolts
of Insurance Coverage, Part Il - Special Issues in Defending
an Insured, 1992.

Speaker, Seattle-King County Bar Association, How to Read
an Insurance Policy, 1990.
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GARRETT HEILMAN

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900

gheilman@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

+  Class Action & Consumer
Litigation

+  Employee Benefits and
Retirement Security

EDUCATION

University of Washington
School of Law

J.D., 2013
University of Puget Sound

B.A., 2009

.-

. =1

Garrett Heilman is a proud member of Keller Rohrback L.L.P.’s nationally
recognized Complex Litigation Group, where he focuses on cutting-edge
cases that hold corporations and other institutions accountable for
wrongdoings.

Garrett's interest in corporate accountability began as a law student at

the University of Washington School of Law, where he contributed to
publications and reports regarding corporate responsibility and human rights
and developed training programs for Fortune 500 companies to educate
employees on conducting business ethically.

Prior to joining Keller Rohrback, Garrett practiced at a boutique litigation firm
and clerked for the Honorable Mary K. Dimke in the U.S. District Court for the
Eastern District of Washington and the Honorable George B. Fearing at the
Washington State Court of Appeals.

When time permits, Garrett enjoys providing pro bono counsel at the King
County Neighborhood Legal Clinic and working to vindicate and/or protect
people’s First Amendment rights.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

2014, Washington

2015, lllinois

2016, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

2016, U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington
2017, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit

2019, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Washington
2019, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Wisconsin

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC INVOLVEMENT

Legal Foundation of Washington - Associates Campaign Committee, Member
King County Bar Association, Member

Washington State Bar Association, Member

American Bar Association, Member

ARTICLES & PRESENTATIONS

Chapter Editor, Employment Benefits Law - 2019 Cumulative Supplement
(Bloomberg BNA), 2019-present

HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Rising Stars list in Super Lawyers - Washington, 2020-2021
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DEAN KAWAMOTO

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900

dkawamoto@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

+  Class Actions

+  Environmental Litigation

+  Financial Products & Services
+ Institutional Investors

+  Mortgage Put-Back Litigation

+  Securities

EDUCATION

University of California at
Berkeley

B.A., History and Biology, High
Distinction, 1998

Yale Law School
J.D., 2003
University of Cambridge (UK)

LL.M., International Law, First Class
Honors, 2007

Dean Kawamoto understands complex cases. Many of Dean’s cases involve
complicated financial transactions, sophisticated institutional and government
clients, large-scale discovery, extensive expert analysis, and massive damages.
Dean'’s litigation experience is broad, and includes litigation involving public
health, systemic corporate fraud, financial services and securities transactions,
consumer protection, product liability, environmental remediation, and
professional liability.

As a partner in the firm's Complex Litigation Group, Dean has played an
important role in many of Keller Rohrback’s largest cases. In the Opiate MDL,
Dean has played a lead role in developing the case against Mallinckrodt and
has also worked closely with the experts in the case. Dean was part of the
Keller Rohrback team that successfully sued Volkswagen, Audi, and Porsche
for engaging in a massive fraud to cheat emission standards by using “defeat
devices.” Dean is currently part of the litigation team representing several

of the Federal Home Loan Banks in litigation against dozens of issuers,
underwriters, and sponsors of private label mortgage-backed securities worth
$13 billion. He was also part of the trial team that successfully objected on
behalf of the firm's clients to the $8.5 billion settlement between Bank of
New York Mellon and Bank of America over Countrywide’s massive mortgage
liabilities, the only objection that was sustained by the trial court. Most
recently, Dean was appointed by the Honorable Judge William Orrick as co-
lead counsel for In re JUUL Labs, Inc., Marketing, Sales Practices, and Products
Liability Litigation, the multidistrict litigation against JUUL Labs, Inc. and other
defendants for actions relating to the vaping epidemic among minors.

Dean also has an extensive background in environmental law. He has
performed climate change research in the Arctic Tundra. He has worked for
the United States Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works, where
he was in charge of issues relating to water pollution and the Clean Water

Act. During law school, he was a research assistant and teaching assistant

to Professor Daniel Esty, the former Commissioner of the Connecticut
Department of Energy and Environmental Protection. Dean also served as

an adjunct instructor in environmental law and policy for the University of
Southern California.

Dean served as a clerk for the Honorable Wm. Matthew Byrne, U.S. District
Judge for the Central District of California and was previously a Professional
Staff Member on the U.S. Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works
and a Legislative Aide to Senator Lincoln D. Chafee of Rhode Island.
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BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

2004, California

2004, U.S. District Court for the Central District of
California

2009, District of Columbia
2011, Washington

2015, U.S. District Court for the Northern District of
California

2015, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
California

2015, U.S. District Court for the Western District of
Washington

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC
INVOLVEMENT

Washington State Bar Association, Member
State Bar of California, Member

District of Columbia Bar, Member
American Bar Association, Member

HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Rising Stars list in Super Lawyers - Washington,
2014-2015

Recipient of the Clifford Chance C.J. Hamson Prize for
thesis on class actions

John Gardner Public Service Fellow

Recipient of the Departmental Citation for Integrative
Biology (awarded to the top graduate in the major)
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ERIKA KEECH

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900

ekeech@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

+  Class Action and Consumer
Litigation

EDUCATION

Washington State University
Honors College

B.A., 2006, cum laude

Gonzaga University School
of Law

J.D., 2012, cum laude, Managing
Editor, Gonzaga Law Review

Erika Keech is no stranger to standing up for justice. Her background
and passion for public service guide her as a member of Keller Rohrback'’s
nationally-recognized Complex Litigation Group. Erika is committed

to advocating for consumers, holding institutions accountable for
wrongdoing, and keeping the public safe.

During Law School, Erika was the Managing Editor of the Gonzaga

Law Review and was a member of the National Appellate Advocacy
Competition moot court team. She was also a summer associate at
Keller Rohrback and a rule 9 intern at the Snohomish County Prosecuting
Attorney’s Office.

After law school, she clerked for the Honorable Linda C. Krese in
Snohomish County Superior Court, before joining the Snohomish County
Prosecuting Attorney's Office, where she served as a Deputy Prosecuting
Attorney (DPA) from 2013 to 2017. As a DPA, Erika prosecuted both
misdemeanor and felony crimes, including over thirty jury trials, and
gained extensive trial, advocacy, and courtroom experience.

Prior to law school, from 2006 to 2009, Erika worked at the Washington
State Legislature. During college she studied abroad in Costa Rica, Chile,
and Spain.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

2013, Washington

2018, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Washington
2018, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

2018, U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC INVOLVEMENT

Washington State Bar Association, Member
King County Bar Association, Member

Women in eDiscovery, Member

HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Rising Stars list in Super Lawyers - Washington, 2019-2021
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RON KILGARD

CONTACT INFO

3101 N Central Avenue, Ste. 1400
Phoenix, AZ 85012

(602) 248-0088

rkilgard@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

+  Appeals

«  Antitrust & Trade Regulation
+  Class Action

+  Constitutional Law

+  Employee Benefits &
Retirement Security

«  Fiduciary Breach

*  Financial Products & Services

EDUCATION

Harvard College B.A., 1973,
History

Harvard Divinity School M.T.S,,
1975, Old Testament

Arizona State University College
of Law J.D., 1979, Editor-in

Chief, Arizona State Law Journal,
Armstrong Award (outstanding
graduate)

Ron Kilgard is a 40-year civil litigation lawyer. Over a long career, he has
handled all manner of civil cases, from routine automobile accidents and
two-party contract disputes of no interest to anyone but the parties, to multi-
million dollar class actions covered in The New York Times and The Wall Street
Journal. For the last 20 years, Ron has mostly litigated pension plan class
actions. Ron helped Keller Rohrback pioneer company stock ERISA litigation

in the late 1990s and early 2000s; he was part of the team that obtained
settlements of over $265 million in the Enron 401(k) litigation. In 2017, after six
years of litigation, Ron prevailed in an action challenging as unconstitutional
the cutbacks to the pensions of Arizona state court judges. That same year,
Ron began representing pro bono, and is still representing, a client fleeing
gang-related violence in El Salvador.

Ron is a Phoenix native. He clerked for the Hon. Mary M. Schroeder, U. S.
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, in 1979-80 and has practiced in Phoenix
ever since. He was one of the lawyers who formed the Phoenix office of Keller
Rohrback L.L.P. in November 2002.

HONORS & AWARDS
Best Lawyers in America, ERISA Practice, 2013-2020

Florence Immigrant & Refugee Rights Project, 2018 Pro Bono Attorney of the
Year (adult cases)

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC INVOLVEMENT

State Bar of Arizona, Member

District of Columbia Bar, Member

New York State Bar Association, Member

National Immigrant Justice Center, Pro Bono Counsel

Florence Immigrant & Refugee Rights Project, Pro Bono Counsel
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BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

1979, Arizona Supreme Court

1979, U.S. District Court for the District of Arizona
1982, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
1995, U.S. Supreme Court

2005, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
2005, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit

2007, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Michigan

2009, District of Columbia Court of Appeals

2010, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit

2010, U.S. District Court for the District of North Dakota
2011, New York Supreme Court, Appellate Division

2012, U.S. District Court for the Southern District of New
York

2013, U.S. District Court for the District of Colorado

2013, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit

2014, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit

2014, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit

2015, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit

2015, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit

2016, U.S. District Court for the Southern District of lllinois

2016, U.S. District Court for the Western District of
Oklahoma

2016, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Missouri
2016, U.S. District Court of the Central District of Illinois
2016, U.S. District Court of the Northern District of Indiana
2017, Executive Office for Immigration Review

2019, U.S. District Court for the Northern District of New
York

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS
Speaker, ABA Seminar, After Enron, 2006

Speaker, Chicago Bar Association, Company Stock
Litigation, 2006

Speaker, West LegalWorks ERISA Litigation Conference,
2007

Speaker, National Center for Employee Ownership,
Fiduciary Implications of Company Stock Lawsuits, 2012 and
2013

Speaker, American Conference Institute, New Developments
in Church Plan Litigation, 2015-2017
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David is a partner in the firm’'s nationally recognized Complex Litigation
Group, where he represents plaintiffs in federal and state courts across
the country in a wide variety of cases involving corporate wrongdoing.
He has helped his clients—including government entities, retirement plans,
institutional investors, and consumers—obtain multimillion-dollar recoveries
against some of the largest corporations in the country.

Most recently, David has been at the center of the firm's largest and most
high-profile cases. He has been appointed as a special deputy prosecuting
attorney by numerous government entities as outside counsel in litigation
against manufacturers, distributors, and dispensers of prescription opioids
for their role in creating and fueling the opioid crisis. David is one of the lead
DAVID KO attorneys handling the firm's opioid cases and represents counties, cities, and
Native American tribes in Washington, Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho,
and New York in the National Opioid Multi-District Litigation. He serves on
CONTACT INFO various committees in the Opioid MDL, including on the expert committee
1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200 where he is one of the primary attorneys handling the causation, damage, and
abatement experts.

Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900 David is also one of the lead attorneys in the MDL In re: Facebook, Inc.
Consumer Privacy User Profile Litigation, arising out of the Cambridge Analytica
scandal and Facebook’s disclosure of user information to third parties without
their consent. He also serves on the expert committee in the MDL, In re:

JUUL Labs, Inc. Mktg., Sales Practices, & Prods. Liab. Litig., alleging that JUUL is

* Class Actions responsible for creating the youth vaping epidemic.

dko@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

+  Consumer Protection
David also has trial experience at both federal and state court. He was a

* DataPrivacy Litigation lead trial attorney in a 14-week bench trial in the Northern District of Illinois

+  Employee Benefits and involving breach of fiduciary duty claims under ERISA. David was also part of
Retirement Security the trial team representing three Federal Home Loan Banks that successfully

+  Financial Products and objected to a proposed $8.5 billion settlement arising out of Bank of America’s
Services purchase of Countrywide in a three-month trial in New York Supreme Court.

+  Governments & Municipalities
P David also recently represented thousands of Super Bowl ticket holders

*  Institutional Investors against various ticket brokers engaged in short-selling, including filing the first
«  Securities class action arising out of this widespread and deceptive practice.

Prior to joining the firm, David clerked for the Honorable Ricardo S. Martinez,
Chief U.S. District Judge in the Western District of Washington. David is also
past President of the Korean American Bar Association of Washington, and a
Fellow of the Washington Leadership Institute.
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EDUCATION

University of Washington

B.A., 2002, History and Political Science

Seattle University School of Law

J.D., cum laude, 2006; National Order of Barristers

University of Washington School of Law

LL.M., 2007 Taxation

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS
2006, Washington

2010, U.S. District Court for the Western District of
Washington

2010, U.S. District Court for North Dakota
2011, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

2016, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Michigan

2018, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit

2018, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Washington

2019, U.S. District Court for Colorado

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC
INVOLVEMENT

Washington State Bar Association, Member

King County Bar Association, Member

Korean American Bar Association, Board Member
Asian American Bar Association, Member

National Center for Employee Ownership, Member

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

Speaker, Human Right to Health: Pathways and
Responses, Opioid Abuse and Litigation: Legal and Policy
Responses (Seattle, WA, November 2019)

Speaker, Washington State Society of Healthcare Attorneys
Annual Conference, Opioid Litigation on Behalf of Local
Governments (Seattle, WA, April 2018)

Speaker, Mass Torts Made Perfect, National Costs of Opioid
Crisis (Las Vegas, NV, April 2018)

Speaker, National Center for Employee Ownership Annual
Conference, Fundamentals of the Repurchase Obligation
(Denver, CO, March 2017)

Speaker, National Business Institute, Legal Ethics: Top
Attorney-Client Mistakes (Seattle, WA, December 2016)

Speaker, National Business Institute, Title Law: Ethics
(Seattle, WA, April 2016)

HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Rising Stars list in Super Lawyers - Washington,
2019-2020
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-

CARI CAMPEN
LAUFENBERG

CONTACT INFO

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3200
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-1900

claufenberg@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS

« Antitrust & Trade Regulation
+  Appeals

«  Class Actions

+  Consumer Protection

+  Data Privacy Litigation

+  Employee Benefits &
Retirement Security

«  Fiduciary Breach
*  Financial Products & Services

EDUCATION

University of California, San
Diego

B.A., 1993, Art History
University of Washington
M.A., 1998, Public Administration

University of Washington
School of Law

J.D., 2003

As a partner in Keller Rohrback’s nationally recognized Complex
Litigation Group, Cari Laufenberg maintains a national practice
representing consumers, employees, and institutions in complex
consumer and employee class actions involving corporate fraud, privacy
and data breach issues, breach of fiduciary duty, and the Employee
Retirement Income Security Act (“ERISA"). Since joining Keller Rohrback,
she has played a key role in obtaining multi-million dollar recoveries for
consumers, employees, and shareholders in many of the firm’s largest and
most complex cases, including cases involving Anthem Inc., Sony Pictures
Entertainment Inc., Marsh McLennan Companies, Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co.,
and HealthSouth Corporation.

Cari has been appointed to numerous leadership positions in federal courts
across the country and serves as Co-Lead Counsel for over 2 million data
breach victims in In Re: 21st Century Oncology Customer Data Security Breach
Litigation in the Middle District of Florida. She also serves as an appointed
member of several leadership committees including: In Re: Experian Data
Breach Litigation in the Central District of California, In Re: VTech Data Breach
Litigation, and In Re: 100% Grated Parmesan Cheese Marketing and Sales Practices
Litigation, both in the Northern District of lllinois, Eastern Division.

Over the past 15 years, Cari's background in nonprofit management and public
administration has served her clients well. She is adept at organizing large
complex cases, working collaboratively with other counsel, and developing

a cogent strategy which achieves short-term goals and long-term successes.
Before joining Keller Rohrback in 2003, Cari served as a judicial extern for
Judge Barbara Jacobs Rothstein of the U.S. District Court for the Western
District of Washington. She is a frequent speaker at national conferences on
class actions, identity theft and privacy, and other complex litigation topics.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

2003, Washington

2004, U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington
2006, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan
2006, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit

2011, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit

2011, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

2013, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit
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HONORS & AWARDS

Selected to Rising Stars list in Super Lawyers - Washington,
2008-2009, 2011

AV®, Peer Review Top-Rated by Martindale-Hubbell

PROFESSIONAL & CIVIC
INVOLVEMENT

King County Bar Association, Member
Washington State Bar Association, Member
American Bar Association, Member

King County Washington Women Lawyers, Member;
Member of the Board of Directors (2003-2005)

Washington Women Lawyers, Member

The William L. Dwyer American Inn of Court, Founding
Student Member (2002-2003)

Federal Bar Association, Member

American Association for Justice, Member

Washington State Association for Justice, Member
Northwest Immigrant Rights Project, Volunteer Attorney

National Association for Public Pension Attorneys, Member

PUBLICATIONS & PRESENTATIONS

Presenter, Capital One Data Breach Litigation,
HarrisMartin’s MDL Conference, Beverly Hills, CA,
September 2019.

Presenter, Consumer Recovery of Damages for Security
Breaches or Misuse of Consumer Information, Law
Seminars International Artificial Intelligence & Privacy
Conference, Seattle, WA, August 2019.

Presenter, Data Breach & Privacy Class Action Litigation,
Law Seminars International Class Action Litigation
Conference, Seattle, WA, May 2019.

Presenter, Facebook Breach - Is Anyone’s Data Safe,
HarrisMartin MDL Conference, Chicago, IL, May 2018.

Class Action Lawsuits and Settlements: Uncovering the
Things You Need to Know, The Knowledge Group Online
CLE, November 2018.

Presenter, Intel: The OEM Cases, HarrisMartin MDL
Conference, Miami, FL, March 2018.

Presenter, Legal Claims: Equifax and Other Data Breach
Cases, HarrisMartin’s Equifax Data Breach Litigation
Conference, Atlanta, GA, November 2017.

Tana Lin, Cari Laufenberg and Lisa A. Nowlin, Brief for
American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists as
Amicus Curiae in Support of Respondent, Coffey v. Public
Hosp. Dist. No. 1, Skagit Cty. Wash. d/b/a Skagit Regional
Health, et al., No. 75769-5) (Wash. Ct. App. Apr. 5, 2017).

Panelist, Recent Settlements & Litigation Trends, HB Litigation
Conferences, Data Breach Litigation and Investigation
Forum 2017, San Francisco, CA, January 2017.

Presenter, Don't Be Spokeo’d: What You Need to Know in
Litigating Data Breach Cases, American Bar Association,
Business Law Section Annual Meeting, Boston, MA,
September 2016.

Panelist, The Client’s Perspective: ADR Users Share Insights
Regarding What Mediators Do To Make the Process Succeed
or Fail, American Bar Association, 18th Annual Section of
Dispute Resolution Spring Conference, New York, NY, April
2016.
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JEFFREY LEWIS

CONTACT INFO

180 Grand Avenue, Suite 1380
Oakland, CA 94612
(510) 463-3900

jlewis@kellerrohrback.com

PRACTICE EMPHASIS
+  Appeals

+  Employee Benefits and
Retirement Security

«  Complex Litigation
+  Employment Litigation

*  Private Judge, Mediator,
Special Master

EDUCATION

Yale University
B.A., 1970

University of California at
Berkeley School of Law

Order of the Coif -J.D., 1975

Jeffrey Lewis has specialized in ERISA and employee benefits law since
1975. He has successfully litigated individual, group, and class action claims on
behalf of hundreds of thousands of employees, retirees, and the disabled. He
was a founding partner of Lewis, Feinberg, Lee & Jackson, one of the first firms
in the nation to specialize in ERISA litigation on behalf of plaintiffs. Among

his major successes was serving as one of appointed counsel for employees
of WorldCom, Inc. in a class action which resulted in a settlement that paid
more than $47 million to participants in WorldCom'’s 401(k) plan. He recently
recovered over $40 million for retirees after a lengthy trial in which he served
as lead counsel. Mr. Lewis serves as a mediator for the U.S. District Court, the
Northern District of California, and in private practice, and has served as an
arbitrator and expert witness in ERISA cases. He has also advised employee
groups and benefit plan fiduciaries, is a fiduciary of two large employee
benefit plans, and has served as an independent fiduciary of employee
benefit plans.

In addition to his litigation and advisory activities throughout the U.S., Mr.
Lewis has testified before Congressional committees regarding pension issues
and served as one of the Co-Chairs of the Senior Board of Editors of the
Employee Benefits Law treatise. He has also taught employee benefits law at
the University of California at Berkeley School of Law, as well as pension law
courses at several other law schools.

BAR & COURT ADMISSIONS

1975, California

1976, U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California
1981, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

1985, U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of California
1991, U.S. District Court for the Southern District of California
1993, U.S. District Court for the Central District of California
1995, Supreme Court of the United States

1999, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit

2001, U.S. Court of Appeals for the 2nd Circuit

2001, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit

2004, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit

2005, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit

2007, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit

2015, U.S. District Court for the District of Colorado

2018, U.S. Court of Appeal