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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS

DAVID AMBROSE, individually and on
behalf of all others similarly situated,
Civil Action No. 1:22-cv-10195-RGS
Plaintiff,
v. Hon. Richard G. Stearns

BOSTON GLOBE MEDIA PARTNERS,
LLC,

Defendant.

SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION OF PHILIP L. FRAIETTA IN SUPPORT OF
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS’ FEES, COSTS, EXPENSES, AND
INCENTIVE AWARD

I, Philip L. Fraietta, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, hereby declare as follows:

1. I am a partner at Bursor & Fisher, P.A., and I am Class Counsel in this action. I
am an attorney at law licensed to practice in the States of New York, New Jersey, Illinois, and
Michigan, and I am admitted in this action pro hac vice. 1 have personal knowledge of the facts
set forth in this declaration and, if called as a witness, I could and would testify competently
thereto.

2. I make this supplemental declaration in further support of Plaintiff’s Motion for
Attorneys’ Fees, Costs, Expenses, and Incentive Award, filed on July 28, 2023 (ECF No. 55) and
in accordance with the Court’s August 1, 2023 Order (ECF No. 59).

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 are my firm’s detailed billing diaries for this matter,
as well as a summary of the same. I have personally reviewed all of my firm’s time entries
associated with this case, and have used billing judgment to ensure that duplicative and

unnecessary time has been excluded and that only time reasonably devoted to the litigation has
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been included. I have also excluded all time devoted to preparing the Motion for Attorneys’
Fees, Costs, Expenses, and Incentive Award and this supplemental declaration. My firm’s time
entries were regularly and contemporaneously recorded by me and the other timekeepers
pursuant to firm policy and have been maintained in the computerized records of my firm.

4. My firm undertook this matter on a contingency basis. Through August 7, 2023,
my firm expended 384.6 hours in this case. My firm’s lodestar in this case, based on current
billing rates, is $228,117.50.

5. In addition to the time enumerated above, I estimate that my firm will incur an
additional 50-75 hours of future work in connection with the preparation of Plaintiff’s Motion for
Final Approval, the fairness hearing, coordinating with Epiq, monitoring settlement
administration, and responding to Settlement Class Member inquiries.

6. To date, my firm has also expended $8,619.15 in out-of-pocket costs and
expenses in connection with the prosecution of this case. Attached as Exhibit 4 is an itemized
list of those costs and expenses. These costs and expenses are reflected in the records of my
firm, and were necessary to prosecute this litigation. Cost and expense items are billed
separately, and such charges are not duplicated in my firm’s billing rates.

7. Included within Exhibit 3 is a chart setting forth the hourly rates charged for
lawyers and staff at my firm at the time the work was completed. Based on my knowledge and
experience, the hourly rates charged by my firm are within the range of market rates charged by
attorneys of equivalent experience, skill, and expertise. As a matter of firm policy, we do not
discount our regular hourly rates for non-contingent hourly work. I have personal knowledge of
the range of hourly rates typically charged by counsel in our field in New York, California,

Florida, and elsewhere, both on a current basis and in the past. In determining my firm’s hourly
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rates from year to year, my partners and I have consciously taken market rates into account and
have aligned our rates with the market.

8. Through my practice, I have become familiar with the non-contingent market
rates charged by attorneys in New York, California, Florida, and elsewhere (my firm’s offices
are in New York City, Walnut Creek, California, and Miami, Florida). This familiarity has been
obtained in several ways: (1) by litigating attorneys’ fee applications; (2) by discussing fees with
other attorneys; (3) by obtaining declarations regarding prevailing market rates filed by other
attorneys seeking fees; and (4) by reviewing attorneys’ fee applications and awards in other
cases, as well as surveys and articles on attorney’s fees in the legal newspapers and treatises.

The information I have gathered shows that my firm’s rates are in line with the non-contingent
market rates charged by attorneys of reasonably comparable experience, skill, and reputation for
reasonably comparable class action work. In fact, comparable hourly rates have been found
reasonable by various courts for reasonably comparable services, including:
1.  Fordv. Takeda Pharmaceuticals U.S.A., Inc., 2023 WL 3679031, at *2 (D. Mass.
Mar. 31, 2023), approving partner/senior associate rates between $840-$1,370

and associate rates of $635.

il.  Rapuano v. Trustees of Dartmouth Coll., 2020 WL 3965784, at *4 (D.N.H. July
10, 2020), approving partner rates up to $1,200 and associate rates up to $475.

iii.  Dover v. British Airways, PLC, No. 12-cv-05567-RJD-CLP, ECF No. 321
(E.D.N.Y. Oct. 9, 2018), approving partner rates up to $875.

iv.  Pearlman v. Cablevision Systems Corp., 2019 WL 3974358 (E.D.N.Y. Aug. 20,
2019), approving partner rates up to $875.

v.  Laydon v. Mizuho Bank, Ltd., No. 1:12-cv-03419-GBD, ECF No. 837 (S.D.N.Y.
Dec. 7, 2017), approving partner rates of $875 to $975 and associate rates of
$325 to $600.

vi.  In re Credit Default Swaps Antitrust Litig., 2016 WL 2731524, at *17 (S.D.N.Y.
April 26, 2016), approving partner rates of $834 to $1,125 and associate rates of
$411 to $714.
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Vil.

Viil.

1X.

X1.

Xil.

Xiii.

X1V.

XV.

In re Platinum & Palladium Commod. Litig., Slip Op. No. 10-cv-3617, 2015 U.S.
Dist. LEXIS 98691, at *13 (S.D.N.Y. July 7, 2015), approving billing rates of
$950 and $905 per hour and referring to a recent National Law Journal survey
yielding an average hourly partner billing rate of $982 in New York.

In re Bear Stearns Cos., Inc. Sec., Deriv., & ERISA Litig., Case No. 1:08-md-
01963-RWS, 909 F. Supp. 2d 259, 271-72 (S.D.N.Y. 2012), approving fee award
based on Aourly rates ranging from $275 to $650 for associates and $725 to $975
for partners, as set forth in ECF No. 302-5.

In re TFT-LCD (Flat Panel) Antitrust Litigation, No. M 07 1827 SI, MDL, No.
1827 (N.D. Cal. 2013), an antitrust class action, in which the court found blended
hourly rates of $1000, $950, $861, $825, $820, and $750 per hour reasonable for
the lead class counsel.

Williams v. H&R Block Enterprises, Inc., Alameda County Superior Ct. No.
RG08366506, Order of Final Approval and Judgment filed November 8, 2012, a
wage and hour class action, in which the court found the hourly rates of $785,
$775, and $750 reasonable for the more senior class counsel.

Lugquetta v. The Regents of the Univ. of California, San Francisco Superior Ct.
No.CGC-05-443007, Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for Common Fund
Attorneys’ Fees and Expenses, filed October 31, 2012, a class action to recover
tuition overcharges, in which the court found the hourly rates of $850, $785,
$750, and $700 reasonable for Plaintiffs’ more experienced counsel.

Pierce v. County of Orange, 905 F. Supp. 2d 1017 (C.D. Cal. 2012), a civil rights
class action brought by pre-trial detainees, in which the court approved a
lodestar-based, inter alia, on 2011 rates of $850 and $825 per hour.

Holloway et. al. v. Best Buy Co., Inc., No. 05-5056 PJH (N.D. Cal. 2011) (Order
dated November 9, 2011), a class action alleging that Best Buy discriminated
against female, African American and Latino employees by denying them
promotions and lucrative sales positions, in which the court approved
lodestar-based rates of up to $825 per hour.

Californians for Disability Rights, Inc., et al. v. California Department of
Transportation, et al., 2010 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 141030 (N.D. Cal. 2010), adopted
by Order Accepting Report and Recommendation filed February 2, 2011, a class
action in which the court found reasonable 2010 hourly rates of up to $835 per
hour.

Credit/Debit Card Tying Cases, San Francisco County Superior Court, JCCP No.
4335, Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for Attorneys’ Fees, Expenses, and
Incentive Awards, filed August 23, 2010, an antitrust class action, in which the
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Xvi.

XVil.

9.

court, before applying a 2.0 lodestar multiplier, found reasonable 2010 hourly
rates of $975 for a 43-year attorney, $950 for a 46-year attorney, $850 for 32 and
38 year attorneys, $825 for a 35-year attorney, $740 for a 26-year attorney, $610
for a 13-year attorney, and $600 for a 9-year attorney, and $485 for a 5-year
attorney.

Savaglio, et al. v. WalMart, Alameda County Superior Court No. C-835687-7,
Order Granting Class Counsel’s Motion for Attorneys’ Fees, filed September 10,
2010, a wage and hour class action, in which the court found reasonable, before
applying a 2.36 multiplier, rates of up to $875 per hour for a 51-year attorney,
$750 for a 39-year attorney, and $775 for a 33-year attorney.

Qualcomm, Inc. v. Broadcom, Inc., Case No. 05-CV-1958-B, 2008 WL 2705161
(S.D. Cal. 2008), in which the court found the 2007 hourly rates requested by
Wilmer Cutler, Pickering, Hale & Dorr LLP reasonable; those rates ranged from
$45 to $300 for staff and paralegals, from $275 to $505 for associates and
counsel, and from $435 to $850 for partners.

The reasonableness of my firm’s hourly rates is also supported by several surveys

of legal rates, including the following:

L.

ii.

1il.

In an article entitled “On Sale: The $1,150-Per Hour Lawyer,” written by
Jennifer Smith and published in the Wall Street Journal on April 9, 2013, the
author describes the rapidly growing number of lawyers billing at $1,150 or more
revealed in public filings and major surveys. The article also notes that in the
first quarter of 2013, the 50 top-grossing law firms billed their partners at an
average rate between $879 and $882 per hour. A true and correct copy of this
article is attached hereto as Exhibit 5.

In an article published April 16, 2012, the Am Law Daily described the 2012
Real Rate Report, an analysis of $7.6 billion in legal bills paid by corporations
over a five-year period ending in December 2011. A true and correct copy of
that article is attached hereto as Exhibit 6. That article confirms that the rates
charged by experienced and well-qualified attorneys have continued to rise over
this five-year period, particularly in large urban areas like the San Francisco Bay
Area. It also shows, for example that the top quartile of lawyers bill at an
average of “just under $900 per hour.”

Similarly, on February 25, 2011, the Wall Street Journal published an on-line
article entitled “Top Billers.” A true and correct copy of that article is attached
hereto as Exhibit 7. That article listed the 2010 and/or 2009 hourly rates for
more than 125 attorneys, in a variety of practice areas and cases, who charged
$1,000 per hour or more. Indeed, the article specifically lists eleven (11) Gibson
Dunn & Crutcher attorneys billing at $1,000 per hour or more.
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1v.

Vi.

vil.

Viil.

10.

On February 22, 2011, the ALM’s Daily Report listed the 2006-2009 hourly rates
of numerous San Francisco attorneys. A true and correct copy of that article is
attached hereto as Exhibit 8. Even though rates have increased significantly
since that time, my firm’s rates are well within the range of rates shown in this
survey.

The Westlaw CourtExpress Legal Billing Reports for May, August, and
December 2009 (attached hereto as Exhibit 9) show that as far back as 2009,
attorneys with as little as 19 years of experience were charging $800 per hour or
more, and that the rates requested here are well within the range of those
reported. Again, current rates are significantly higher.

The National Law Journal’s December 2010, nationwide sampling of law firm
billing rates (attached hereto as Exhibit 10) lists 32 firms whose highest rate was
$800 per hour or more, eleven firms whose highest rate was $900 per hour or
more, and three firms whose highest rate was $1,000 per hour or more.

On December 16, 2009, The American Lawyer published an online article
entitled “Bankruptcy Rates Top $1,000 in 2008-2009.” That article is attached
hereto as Exhibit 11. In addition to reporting that several attorneys had charged
rates of $1,000 or more in bankruptcy filings in Delaware and the Southern
District of New York, the article also listed 18 firms that charged median partner
rates of from $625 to $980 per hour.

According to the National Law Journal’s 2014 Law Firm Billing Survey, law
firms with their largest office in New York have average partner and associate
billing rates of $882 and $520, respectively. Karen Sloan, $7,000 Per Hour Isn’t
Rare Anymore; Nominal Billing Levels Rise, But Discounts Ease Blow, National
Law Journal, Jan. 13, 2014. The survey also shows that it is common for legal
fees for partners in New York firms to exceed $1,000 an hour. /d. A true and
correct copy of this survey is attached hereto as Exhibit 12.

Given my firm’s unique experience and track record of success, my hourly rate is

set at $725. My firm’s rates have been deemed reasonable by Courts across the country,

including in New York, California, Michigan, Illinois, Missouri, and New Jersey for example:

1.

ii.

1il.

Russett v. Northwestern Mutual Life Insurance Co., Case No. 19-cv-07414,
S.D.N.Y. (Oct. 6, 2020 Final Judgment And Order Of Dismissal With Prejudice).

Edwards v. Hearst Communications, Inc., Case No. 15-cv-09279, S.D.N.Y. (Apr.
24,2019 Final Judgment And Order Of Dismissal With Prejudice).

Taylor v. Trusted Media Brands, Inc., Case No. 16-cv-01812, S.D.N.Y. (Feb. 1,
2018 Final Judgment And Order Of Dismissal With Prejudice).
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1v.

Vi.

vil.

Viil.

1X.

X1.

11.

Rodriguez v. CitiMortgage, Inc., Case No. 11-cv-4718, S.D.N.Y. (Oct. 6, 2015),
the court concluded during the fairness hearing that Bursor & Fisher’s rates for
two of its partners, Joseph Marchese and Scott Bursor, were “reasonable.”

Perez v. Rash Curtis & Associates, 2020 WL 1904533, at *20 (N.D. Cal. Apr. 17,
2020) (concluding that “blended rate of $634.48 is within the reasonable range of
rates”).

In re Haier Freezer Consumer Litig., Case No. C11-02911 EJD, N.D. Cal. (Oct.
25, 2013 Final Judgment And Order Granting Plaintiffs” Motion For Final
Approval Of Class Action Settlement And For Award Of Attorneys’ Fees, Costs
And Incentive Awards).

Kokoszki v. Playboy Enterprises, Inc., Case No. 19-cv-10302, E.D. Mich. (Aug.
19, 2020 Final Judgment And Order Of Dismissal With Prejudice.

Moeller v. American Media, Inc., Case No. 16-cv-11367, E.D. Mich. (Sept. 28,
2017 Order And Judgment Of Dismissal With Prejudice).

In re Michaels Stores Pin Pad Litigation, Case No. 11-cv-03350, N.D. I1l. (Apr.
17, 2013 Order Approving Settlement).

In re Blue Buffalo Company, Ltd. Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation, Case
No. 14-md-02562, E.D. Mo. (June 16, 2016 Order Awarding Fees And Costs).

Rossi v. The Procter & Gamble Co., Case No. 11-7238, D.N.J. (Oct. 3, 2013
Final Approval Order And Judgment).

No court has ever cut my firm’s fee application by a single dollar on the ground

that our hourly rates were not reasonable.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the above and foregoing is true and accurate.

Executed this 8th day of August, 2023 at New York, New York.

/s Philip L. Fraietta
Philip L. Fraietta
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EXHIBIT 3
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Boston Globe Pixel VPPA Lodestar through 8/7/23
ATTY HOURS RATE TOTAL
JDA 927 $ 900.00 $83,430.00
VAS 52 §$ 875.00 $4,550.00
PLF 994 $ 725.00 $72,065.00
CRR 1566 $ 375.00 $58,725.00
ACP 74 % 325.00 $2,405.00
ASB 80 §$ 325.00 $2,600.00
EAH 13 § 325.00 $422.50
JGM 28 § 300.00 $840.00
SG 106 $ 275.00 $2,915.00
EMK 06 $ 275.00 $165.00
384.6 $228,117.50
Expenses: $8,619.15
Total: $236,736.65
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B&F HOURLY RATES
(As of 3/29/2023)
2023

Timekeeper (Class Year) (Title) 2022 Rate
Scott A. Bursor (1997) (Partner) $1,000
L. Timothy Fisher (1997) (Partner) $1,000
Joseph I. Marchese (2002) (Partner) $975
Joel D. Smith (2006) (Partner) $925
Josh D. Arisohn (2007) (Partner) $900
Sarah N. Westcot (2009) (Partner) $850
Neal J. Deckant (2011) (Partner) $800
Yitz Z. Kopel (2012) (Partner) $775
Yeremey O. Krivoshey (2013) (Partner) $750
Frederick J. Klorczyk (2013) (Partner) $750
Philip L. Fraietta (2014) (Partner) $725
Alec M. Leslie (2016) (Partner) $675
Jennifer S. Rosenberg (1985) (Senior Staff Attorney) $875
Victoria Sheehy (2003) (Senior Staff Attorney) $875
Stephen A. Beck (2018) (Associate) $425
Stefan Bogdanovich (2018) (Associate) $425
Brittany S. Scott (2019) (Associate) $400
Max S. Roberts (2019) (Associate) $400
Matthew A. Girardi (2020) (Associate) $375
Julian C. Diamond (2020) (Associate) $375
Julia K. Venditti (2020) (Associate) $375
Christopher Reilly (2020) (Associate) $375
Christina Ramsey (2021) (Staff Attorney) $350
Jenna L. Gavenman (2022) (Associate) $325
Emily A. Horne (2022) (Associate) $325
Ira Rosenberg (2022) (Associate) $325
Luke Sironski-White (2022) (Associate) $325
Jonathan L. Wolloch (2022) (Associate) $325
Debbie L. Schroeder (Senior Litigation Support Specialist) $300
Rebecca S. Richter (Senior Litigation Support Specialist) $300
J. Georgina McCulloch (Senior Litigation Support Specialist) $300
Molly C. Sasseen (Senior Litigation Support Specialist) $300
Steven E. Riley (Senior Litigation Support Specialist) $300
Alicia M. Winfield (Senior Litigation Support Specialist) $300
Kasey Gibbons (Senior Litigation Support Specialist) $300
Judy Fontanilla (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
Alex Riggsby (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
Fahima Ahmed (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
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Penelope D. Feliz (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
Hannah Grunden (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
Emily Knepler (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
Gonzalo Nunez Lopez (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
Alex J. Riggsby (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
Cesar A. Zamudio (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
Reet K. Atwal (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
Jade A. Greer (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
Marcella S. Taylor (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
Jessica A. Kelley (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
Baylee C. Schuldt (Litigation Support Specialist) $275
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Bursor Fisher, P.A. - Boston Globe Pixel VPPA Billing Diaries

DATE

2021.06.21
2021.06.22
2021.07.15
2021.07.23
2021.07.26
2021.07.27
2021.07.28
2021.07.28
2021.07.29
2021.07.29
2021.07.30
2021.08.05
2021.09.22
2021.10.05
2021.12.17
2021.12.18
2021.12.19
2021.12.20
2021.12.20

2022.01.05
2022.01.05
2022.01.13
2022.01.14
2022.01.14
2022.01.18
2022.01.18
2022.01.19
2022.01.20
2022.01.21
2022.01.22
2022.01.24
2022.01.25
2022.01.26
2022.01.27

2022.01.27
2022.01.27
2022.01.28
2022.01.31
2022.02.01
2022.02.01
2022.02.03
2022.02.03
2022.02.04
2022.02.07
2022.02.07
2022.02.21

MATTER

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

ATTY
CRR
CRR
CRR
CRR
CRR
CRR
CRR
PLF
CRR
PLF
PLF
CRR
CRR
CRR
CRR
CRR
CRR
CRR
PLF

CRR
PLF
SG
CRR
JDA
CRR
SG
SG
SG
SG
SG
JDA
CRR
CRR
CRR

JDA
PLF
CRR
JDA
CRR
JDA
CRR
JDA
CRR
JDA
JGM
CRR

DESCRIPTION

Researching VPPA caselaw

Researching Facebook Pixel and reading relevant caselaw
Researching case theory

Drafting Tracking Pixel VPPA research memo

Finalizing "knowing" aspect of Facebook Tracking Pixel VPPA
Finalizing VPPA memo (2.60); Finalizing and sending VPPA memo (.2)
Researching Facebook Pixel functionality, re - VPPA

Analzye memo re Facebook Tracking Pixel and applicability to VPPA (2.3)
Conferring w/ JDA & PLF re Pixel VPPA memo

Confer with JDA and CRR re Pixel VPPA Memo (0.4)

Additional legal research re VPPA (1.3)

Sending email re Pixel VPPA

Reading app equivalent of FB tracking pixel

Conferring w/ JDA re Pixel campaign

FB Tracking Pixel research

FB Tracking Pixel research

Drafting complaint

Conferring, re - strategy

Confer with CRR and JDA re complaint strategy (0.4)

Researching Facebook ID Pl question (1.3); Calling client and researching PII question re same
(2.0); Researching PII question re same (0.6); Conferring w/ PLF & JDA, re - complaint drafting (.6)
Confer with CRR and JDA re complaint drafting and status of same (0.6)

Calls with interested putative class members

Researching VPPA subscriber

Research proper venue (0.7); Research VPPA cases (5.5)

Researching for complaint

Calls with interested putative class members

Calls with interested putative class members

Calls with interested putative class members

Calls with interested putative class members

Calls with interested putative class members

Discuss claims with C. Riley

Wiretapping - FB Pixel PSI

Draft complaint (7.3); Wiretapping - FB Pixel PSI (1.6)

Drafting complaint

Revise complaint (6.2); Call with team (0.8); Review memo on Boston Globe pixel investigation
(2.2); Research videos and Facebook Pixel on bostonglobe.com (5.1)

Review/revise draft complaint (2.7)

Editting complaint

Email local counsel

Finalizing complaint

Draft joint prosecution agreement

Finalizing complaint

Discuss case with potential consulting expert
Finalizing and filing complaint

Discuss case with consulting expert (1.30); Oversee and monitor filing (0.3)
Serve Complaint (0.4)

Call w/ defense counsel

TIME
1.2
4.0
6.8
9.1
2.7
2.8
0.8
23
0.4
0.4
1.3
0.1
0.1
0.1
3.0
0.6
4.1
0.4
0.4

4.5
0.6
1.5
3.4
6.2
3.6
24
1.7
2.0
2.0
1.0
0.5
25
8.9
1.2

14.3
2.7
1.3
0.2
25
0.5
24
0.8
27
1.6
0.4
0.5

RATE
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$725.00
$375.00
$725.00
$725.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$725.00

$375.00
$725.00
$275.00
$375.00
$900.00
$375.00
$275.00
$275.00
$275.00
$275.00
$275.00
$900.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00

$900.00
$725.00
$375.00
$900.00
$375.00
$900.00
$375.00
$900.00
$375.00
$900.00
$300.00
$375.00

AMOUNT
$450.00
$1,500.00
$2,550.00
$3,412.50
$1,012.50
$1,050.00
$300.00
$1,667.50
$150.00
$290.00
$942.50
$37.50
$37.50
$37.50
$1,125.00
$225.00
$1,537.50
$150.00
$290.00

$1,687.50
$435.00
$412.50
$1,275.00
$5,580.00
$1,350.00
$660.00
$467.50
$550.00
$550.00
$275.00
$450.00
$937.50
$3,337.50
$450.00

$12,870.00
$1,957.50
$487.50
$180.00
$937.50
$450.00
$900.00
$720.00
$1,012.50
$1,440.00
$120.00
$187.50

Page 1 of 5
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Bursor Fisher, P.A. - Boston Globe Pixel VPPA Billing Diaries

2022.02.23

2022.02.28
2022.03.01
2022.03.01
2022.03.02
2022.03.21
2022.04.08
2022.04.08
2022.04.14
2022.04.15
2022.04.15
2022.04.18
2022.04.18
2022.04.26
2022.04.27
2022.04.29
2022.05.02
2022.05.02
2022.05.04
2022.05.06
2022.05.06
2022.05.09
2022.05.09
2022.05.10
2022.05.10
2022.05.10
2022.05.20
2022.05.20
2022.06.22
2022.06.22
2022.06.24
2022.06.27
2022.06.27
2022.06.28
2022.07.08
2022.07.11
2022.07.12
2022.07.13
2022.07.14

2022.07.14
2022.07.14
2022.07.15
2022.07.18
2022.07.19
2022.07.19
2022.08.17
2022.08.17
2022.08.17

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

PLF

JGM
JDA
JGM
JGM
PLF
CRR
PLF
PLF
JDA
PLF
JDA
PLF
CRR
CRR
JDA
CRR
PLF
CRR
CRR
CRR
CRR
PLF
CRR
JDA
PLF
CRR
JDA
ACP
CRR
ASB
ACP
ASB
ACP
CRR
CRR
CRR
CRR
CRR

JDA
PLF
CRR
PLF
CRR
JGM
CRR
JDA
PLF

Introductory call with defense counsel (0.5) 0.5
Save Doc to Box - Proof of Service, 1 file (0.1); Finalize - Certification for PLF, JDA & CRR PHV

App for Boston Globe - Local Counsel (0.8) 0.9
Review PHV application (0.2); Discuss case with team (0.3) 0.5
Email Local Counsel w/ PHV Applications, Issue & Mail Check 0.4
E-Register for Filing - CRR, JDA & PLF 0.3
Confer with JDA re scheduling meeting with defense counsel (0.3) 0.3
FRE 408 presentation (1.0); Follow up research, re- same (.4) 1.4
Settlement meeting with defense counsel (1.0) 1.0
Call with defense counsel re settlement prospects (0.4) 0.4
Discuss case with P. Fraietta 0.4
Discuss case with JDA including litigation and settlement strategy (0.4) 0.4
Discuss case with P. Fraietta 0.3
Call with defense counsel re settlement (0.3); Debrief with JDA re same (0.3) 0.6
Researching automatic tracking parameter allegations, re - FAC 4.8
Continune researching automatic tracking parameter allegations, re - FAC 1.0
Review MTD (2.2); Research re MTD (0.9) 3.0
Conferring w/ PLF, re - amendment 0.2
Analyze MTD (1.3); Confer with CRR re amending complaint (0.2) 1.5
Researching amendment allegations 2.2
Amending complaint 2.4
Amending complaint 5.0
Amending the complaint (7.8); Drafting joint motion to extend (0.8) 8.6
Email to defense counsel re intent to amend (0.2) 0.2
Finalizing draft FAC 3.3
Review draft FAC 0.6
Review/revise draft amended complaint (1.8) 1.8
Finalizing FAC 1.6
Review draft FAC 0.2
Read through MTD (1.2); brief on project from CRR (.4); began research for section A (2.8) 4.4
Drafting email to summers w/ assignment for MTD (0.3); Researching MTD Opp (0.5) 0.8
Meet with CRR and go over research plan for section B of MDD 1.3
1A research for MTD Opp 14
Research background VPPA, begin case law research 6.7
Drafting memorandum for MTD Opp 1.6
Drafting MTD Opp 3.3
Drafting MTD Opp 10.5
Drafting MTD Opp 1.7
Drafting MTD Opp 11.5
Reviewing and revising MTD Opp 3.7
Review MTD (2.7); Review and revise opposition to MTD (5.9); Review updated opposition to MTD

FAC (0.3); Conduct legal research for opposition to MTD FAC (4.2) 131
Review and revise draft MTD Opp (3.0) 3.0
Reviewing and revising MTD Opp 0.9
Finalize MTD Opp (2.3) 23
Finalizing MTD Opp 1.2
Finalize - MTD Opp (0.8) 0.8
Analyzing reply brief 1.1
Review MTD reply 0.6
Analyze D reply brief (0.7) 0.7

$725.00

$300.00
$900.00
$300.00
$300.00
$725.00
$375.00
$725.00
$725.00
$900.00
$725.00
$900.00
$725.00
$375.00
$375.00
$900.00
$375.00
$725.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$725.00
$375.00
$900.00
$725.00
$375.00
$900.00
$325.00
$375.00
$325.00
$325.00
$325.00
$325.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00
$375.00

$900.00
$725.00
$375.00
$725.00
$375.00
$300.00
$375.00
$900.00
$725.00

$362.50

$270.00
$450.00
$120.00
$90.00
$217.50
$525.00
$725.00
$290.00
$360.00
$290.00
$270.00
$435.00
$1,800.00
$375.00
$2,700.00
$75.00
$1,087.50
$825.00
$900.00
$1,875.00
$3,225.00
$145.00
$1,237.50
$540.00
$1,305.00
$600.00
$180.00
$1,430.00
$300.00
$422.50
$455.00
$2,177.50
$520.00
$1,237.50
$3,937.50
$637.50
$4,312.50
$1,387.50

$11,790.00
$2,175.00
$337.50
$1,667.50
$450.00
$240.00
$412.50
$540.00
$507.50
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2022.09.14
2022.09.14
2022.09.19
2022.09.20
2022.09.22
2022.09.29
2022.09.29
2022.09.30
2022.10.07
2022.10.11
2022.10.12
2022.10.22
2022.10.28
2022.10.28
2022.10.28
2022.10.31
2022.11.02
2022.11.02
2022.11.03

2022.11.04

2022.11.04

2022.11.07
2022.11.07
2022.11.07
2022.11.09
2022.11.11
2022.11.11
2022.11.22
2022.11.22
2022.11.28
2022.11.29
2022.12.07
2022.12.08
2022.12.12
2022.12.12
2022.12.12
2022.12.15
2022.12.15
2022.12.15
2022.12.16
2022.12.16
2022.12.19
2022.12.19
2023.01.18
2023.01.23
2023.01.24
2023.01.26

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

JDA
PLF
JDA
PLF
CRR
CRR
PLF
EMK
JDA
JDA
JDA
JDA
CRR
JDA
PLF
JDA
CRR
JDA
CRR

JDA

PLF

CRR
JDA
PLF
PLF
JDA
PLF
CRR
PLF
JDA
PLF
JDA
PLF
CRR
JDA
PLF
CRR
JDA
PLF
CRR
PLF
CRR
PLF
JDA
PLF
JDA
JDA

Review supplemental authority

Analyze D's notice of supp authority and NFL decision cited therein (1.0)
Review scheduling order

Analyze MTD order and develop strategy for next steps in case (1.2)
Call w/ David Ambrose, re- MTD order

Call w/ PLF, re - Rule 408 settlement call

Settlement call with defense counsel (0.5); Discuss same and next steps with CRR (0.3)
Saved Doc to Box- Assented to Motion (3 Files)

Attend call with expert

Attend call with expert

Review Answer

Attend call with expert

Meeting w/ expert, re - advanced matching parameters

Review initial disclosures and discuss with team

Review D's initial disclosures (0.3); Review P's draft of same (0.2)
Attend call with expert

Scheduling 26(f) conference

Review insurance policy

Drafting discovery requests (3.3); 26(f) conference (0.5)

Attend 26(f) conference (.2); Review and revise draft discovery (3.6); Review and revise draft

discovery requests (1.9)

Prep for and attend Rule 26(f) conference (0.5); Confer with team re settlement strategy in light of

same (0.3)

Meeting with expert (1); Editting discovery requests (0.5); Finalizing and serving discovery (1.1)

Meet with expert

Meeting with expert witness (1.0)

Attention to settlement structure potentials (1.0)

Call with defendant re settlement potential (0.5)

Call with defense counsel re settlement potential (0.5)

Conferring w/ PLF re discovery strategy

Confer with CRR re discovery strategy (0.6)

Review Defendant's discovery requests

Analyze D's discovery requests and confer with CRR re responding to same (1.5)
Review Defendant's discovery responses and production

Analyze D's discovery responses and flag deficiencies (1.2)

Reviewing discovery production

Draft demand letter (2.9); Draft term sheet (1.40)

Reivew/revise settlement letter (1.8)

Drafting meet and confer letter

Review meet and confer letter

Review document production (0.7); Review and revise draft discovery dispute letter (0.5)
Finalizing and circulating disco dispute letter

Confer with JDA re mediation proposal (1.0)

Call w/ opposing counsel

Call with defense counsel re mediatior selection (0.3)

Review Defendant's amended initial disclosures

Email defense counsel re mediation scheduling (0.3)

Research Faceboo Tracking Pixel technology with attention to class cert
Call wtih Judge Maas

0.3
1.0
0.3
1.2
0.1
0.3
0.8
0.1
0.6
0.3
0.5
0.7
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.2
0.2
0.7
3.8

5.7

0.8

2.6
0.6
1.0
1.0
0.5
0.5
0.6
0.6
0.6
1.5
1.6
1.2
0.4
4.3
1.8
1.2
0.8
1.2
0.9
1.0
0.2
0.3
0.3
0.3
7.3
0.3

$900.00
$725.00
$900.00
$725.00
$375.00
$375.00
$725.00
$275.00
$900.00
$900.00
$900.00
$900.00
$375.00
$900.00
$725.00
$900.00
$375.00
$900.00
$375.00

$900.00
$725.00

$375.00
$900.00
$725.00
$725.00
$900.00
$725.00
$375.00
$725.00
$900.00
$725.00
$900.00
$725.00
$375.00
$900.00
$725.00
$375.00
$900.00
$725.00
$375.00
$725.00
$375.00
$725.00
$900.00
$725.00
$900.00
$900.00

$270.00
$725.00
$270.00
$870.00
$37.50
$112.50
$580.00
$27.50
$540.00
$270.00
$450.00
$630.00
$187.50
$450.00
$362.50
$180.00
$75.00
$630.00
$1,425.00

$5,130.00
$580.00

$975.00
$540.00
$725.00
$725.00
$450.00
$362.50
$225.00
$435.00
$540.00
$1,087.50
$1,440.00
$870.00
$150.00
$3,870.00
$1,305.00
$450.00
$720.00
$870.00
$337.50
$725.00
$75.00
$217.50
$270.00
$217.50
$6,570.00
$270.00
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2023.01.26
2023.01.31
2023.02.01
2023.02.01
2023.02.02
2023.02.03
2023.02.03

2023.02.06
2023.02.06
2023.02.07
2023.02.07

2023.02.07
2023.02.08
2023.02.08
2023.02.08
2023.02.13
2023.03.03
2023.03.10
2023.03.13
2023.03.22

2023.03.27
2023.03.30
2023.03.31
2023.04.03
2023.04.04
2023.04.05
2023.04.05
2023.04.06
2023.04.06
2023.04.06
2023.04.18
2023.04.19
2023.04.20
2023.04.20
2023.04.21
2023.04.26
2023.05.05
2023.05.05
2023.05.15
2023.05.17
2023.05.18
2023.05.19
2023.05.23
2023.05.24
2023.05.25
2023.05.26
2023.05.30

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

PLF
PLF
CRR
JDA
PLF
JDA
PLF

CRR
PLF
CRR
JDA

PLF
CRR
JDA
PLF
PLF
PLF
PLF
PLF
PLF

PLF
PLF
PLF
PLF
PLF
EAH
PLF
EAH
JDA
PLF
PLF
VAS
PLF
VAS
JDA
PLF
JDA
PLF
PLF
CRR
PLF
PLF
PLF
PLF
EMK
PLF
PLF

Conf. call with Judge Maas and defense counsel (0.8); Conf. call with Judge Maas (0.5); Draft
revised settlement demand (1.5)

Draft mediation statement (4.8)

Reviewing mediation statement

Review and revise mediation statement

Revise mediation statement (2.3)

Review Defendant's mediation statement

Finalize and submit mediation statement (2.5)

Conferring, re - mediation (0.2); Reviewing mediation statement (0.4); Calling client, re - mediation
(0.5); Conferring w/ PLF, re - mediation prep (0.4)

Prep for mediation (2.0)

Call w/ Judge Maas (0.5); Conferring w/ PLF, re - mediation strategy (1)

Prepare for mediation

Calls with J. Maas re mediation prep and insurance situation (1.0); Prep for mediation and develop
plan for insurance issues with team (2.0)

Mediation

Attend mediation (5.6); Review term sheets (0.5)

Mediation with Judge Maas (5.6); Draft settlement demands post-mediation (1.0)
Finalize joint status report (0.5)

Confer with Judge Maas re status of negotiations (0.4)

Attention to status of settlement discussions (0.5)

Finalize and submit joint status report (0.3)

Call re settlement status with J. Maas (0.5); Debrief with team re same (1.0)

Attention to settiement talks and multiple conferences with defense counsel (2.0); Finalize draft
joint status (0.5)

Attention to settlement talks (0.5)

Finalize and execute term sheet (0.2); Draft notice of settlement (0.3)

Draft settlement agreement (2.1)

Draft settlement agreement (4.3)

Discussed Claim Form with PLF (0.2); Drafted Claim Form (1)

Draft exhibits to settlement agreement (2.0)

Finalized claim form (0.1)

Review settlement agreement and related documents

Finalize settlement agreement and circulate to defense counsel (0.3)

Calls with adminstrators re notice bids (1.0)

Make revisions to preliminary approval Memorandum of Law and conduct legal research.
Draft preliminary approval motion (5.2)

Make revisions to preliminary approval Memorandum of Law and conduct legal research.
Review preliminary approval motion

Analyze settlement adminstrator proposals (1.2)

Review settlement agreement edits

Analyze defense counsel suggested edits (2.0)

Revise draft settlement agreement per D's proposed edits (1.2)

Analyzing draft prelim motion

Finalize motion for preliminary approval (2.0)

Finalize preliminary approval motion (2.5)

Draft and provide proposed order to court (0.4)

Finalize and file amended settlement agreement (0.5)

Calendar deadlines in preliminary approval order

Call with settlement adminstrator re launch of notice program (0.5)

Call with defense counsel re settlement notice process (0.3)

2.8
4.8
0.3
24
23
1.4
25

1.5
2.0
1.5
3.6

3.0
5.7
6.1
6.6
0.5
0.4
0.5
0.3
1.5

25
0.5
0.5
21
4.3
1.2
2.0
0.1
4.5
0.3
1.0
3.5
5.2
1.7
2.6
1.2
1.5
2.0
1.2
1.4
2.0
25
0.4
0.5
0.5
0.5
0.3

$725.00
$725.00
$375.00
$900.00
$725.00
$900.00
$725.00

$375.00
$725.00
$375.00
$900.00

$725.00
$375.00
$900.00
$725.00
$725.00
$725.00
$725.00
$725.00
$725.00

$725.00
$725.00
$725.00
$725.00
$725.00
$325.00
$725.00
$325.00
$900.00
$725.00
$725.00
$875.00
$725.00
$875.00
$900.00
$725.00
$900.00
$725.00
$725.00
$375.00
$725.00
$725.00
$725.00
$725.00
$275.00
$725.00
$725.00

$2,030.00
$3,480.00

$112.50
$2,160.00
$1,667.50
$1,260.00
$1,812.50

$562.50
$1,450.00
$562.50
$3,240.00

$2,175.00
$2,137.50
$5,490.00
$4,785.00
$362.50
$290.00
$362.50
$217.50
$1,087.50

$1,812.50
$362.50
$362.50
$1,522.50
$3,117.50
$390.00
$1,450.00
$32.50
$4,050.00
$217.50
$725.00
$3,062.50
$3,770.00
$1,487.50
$2,340.00
$870.00
$1,350.00
$1,450.00
$870.00
$525.00
$1,450.00
$1,812.50
$290.00
$362.50
$137.50
$362.50
$217.50
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2023.05.31
2023.06.01

2023.06.20

2023.06.21
2023.06.22

2023.06.23

2023.07.05
2023.07.06
2023.07.10
2023.07.25

2021.07.29
2022.01.24
2022.03.21
2022.11.02
2023.08.01

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

PLF
PLF

PLF

PLF
PLF

PLF

PLF
PLF
PLF
PLF

JDA
CRR
JDA
PLF
PLF

Revise class notices re updated class size (0.5)
Analyze IVR script (0.3)

Analyze and approve Epiq cost estimate (0.5); Analyze draft notices and claim form from Epiq (2.0)

Call with settlement administrator re finalizing class notices (0.5); Debrief team re same (0.5)
Analyze settlement website (0.3)

Analzye Epiq cost proposal re email monitoring and confer with D counsel re acceptance of same
0.3

,(Attezmon to and calls with Epiq and defense counsel re email notice issues and next steps re same
(1.5)

Emails re email notice issues and next steps re same (0.4)

Analyze and approve Epiq payment request (0.1)

Analyze weekly claims report (0.2)

Review memo re Facebook Tracking Pixel (1.0); Confer with PLF and CRR re Pixel VPPA Memo
(0.4)

Discuss claims with JDA

Confer with PLF re FRE 408 meeting with defense counsel

Analyze insurnace policy (0.5)

Analyze weekly claims report and exclusion requests (0.5)

TOTAL

0.5
0.3

25

1.0
0.3

0.3

1.5
0.4
0.1
0.2

1.4
0.5
0.3
0.5
0.5

384.6

$725.00
$725.00

$725.00

$725.00
$725.00

$725.00

$725.00
$725.00
$725.00
$725.00

$900.00
$375.00
$900.00
$725.00
$725.00

$362.50
$217.50

$1,812.50

$725.00
$217.50

$217.50

$1,087.50
$290.00
$72.50
$145.00

$1,260.00
$187.50
$270.00
$362.50
$362.50

$228,117.50
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Filing Expenses

DATE MATTER
2022.03.01 Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
2022.03.17 Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Service of Process Expenses

DATE MATTER
2022.03.02 Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
2022.03.02 Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Mediation Expenses

DATE MATTER
2023.01.24 Boston Globe Pixel VPPA
2023.04.25 Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

Expert Expenses

DATE
2022.12.05

MATTER
Boston Globe Pixel VPPA

AMOUNT

AMOUNT

AMOUNT

AMOUNT

$700.00
$383.00
$5,848.65
$1,687.50
$8,619.15

$300.00
$400.00
$700.00

$211.50
$171.50
$383.00

$6,150.00
-$301.35
$5,848.65

$1,687.50
$1,687.50

Filing Expenses

Service of Process Expenses

Mediation Expenses

Expert Expenses

Total Boston Globe Pixel VPPA Expenses

DESCRIPTION

Birbaum & Godkin, LLP - Filing Fee Reimbursement
Birnbaum & Godkin LLP

Total Expenses Fees

DESCRIPTION

First Legal Network Insurance Services LLC
First Legal Network Insurance Services LLC
Total Service of Process Fees

DESCRIPTION

JAMS, Inc.

JAMS, Inc.

Total Mediation Expenses

DESCRIPTION
Bitwise Forensics Research, Inc.
Total Expert Expenses
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Top partners at leading U.S. law firms are charging more than ever before, yet
those hourly raies aren't all they appear 1o be.

Having blown past the once-shocking
price tag of $1,000 an hour, same

sought-after deal, tax and frial lawyers K-nﬁbb&{ﬁ@%&ﬁ@ﬁ%
are Cammanding hﬂur]y feeS Of $1 ’1 50 INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW
or mare, according o an analysis of
bitling rates compiled from public filings.

Top partners af leading U.S. law firms are charging But, as law firms boost their standard
mora than ever — roufinely 1,150 or more an hour H P
- Ut aifter discourts and wrile-offs {he noseblsed rates, many are softening the blow with
rales sran't alt they appear to be. Jennifer Smith widespread discounts and write-offs,
renorts. Photo: Getly inages.

meaning fewer clients are paying full
freight. As a result, law firms on
average are actually colleciing fewer cents on the doflar, compared with their
standard, or "rack,” rafes, than they have in years,

Think of hourly fees "as the equivalent of a sticker on the car at a dealership,” said
legal consultant Ward Bower, a principal at Altman Weil Inc, "it's the beginning of a
negotiation....Law firms think they are setfing the rates, but clients are the ones

determining what they're geing to pay." N
Star Iawyers siill can feteh a pmmmm Maossherg on Apple's Shark Bats Shark in Five Palse
. Wew iPhores Wild New Photo Assumptions About
and some of them won't budge on e Rick

price. The number of partners billing
$1,150-pius an hour has more than
doubled since this time last year,
accerding to Valeo Partners, a
consulting firm that maintains a .
database of legal rates pulled from Popular Now Viehats This?
court fitings and other publicly disclosed Where Job
infarmation. More than 320 lawyers in Growth Is Coming
the firm's database billed at that level in the first quarier of 2013, up from 158 a vear

earlier.

RMorg in Law

China’s Baby-Milk Issaes Flare Anew
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That glided circle includes tax experts such as Christopher Roman of King &
Spalding LL.P and Todd Maynes of Kirkland & Ellis LLP, inteliectual-property partner
Nader A. Mousavi of Suilivan & Cromwell LLP, and deal lawyers such as Kennath
M. Schneider of Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, YWhartor & Garrison LLP.

Those fawyers and their firms either declined to comment or didn't reply to requests
for comment.

When corporate legal departments need a trusted hand to fend off a hostile
takeover or win a critical court battle, few genaral counsels will nitpick over whether
a key lawyer is charging $900 an hour or $1,150 an hour. But for legal matters
where their future isn't on the Ene, companies are pushing for—and
winning—significant price breaks.

"We almost always negotiate rates down from the rack rates,” said Randal 8, Milch,
general counsel for phone giant Verizon Communications inc. | vz |
result, he said, is a "not-insignificant discount.”

For the bread-and-butter work that many big law firms rely on, haggling has become
the norm. Many clients grew accustomed to pushing back on price during the
recession and continue to demand discounts.

Some companies insist on budgets for their legal work, If a firm bilting by the hour
exceeds a sef cap, lawyers may have to write off secme of that time.

Other clients refuse to work with firms who don't discount, fopping anywhere from
10% to 30% off their standard rates. Some may grant rate increases to individual
pariners or associates they deem worthy. Another tactic: locking in prices with
tailored muitiyear agreements with formulas governing whether clients grant or
refuse a requested rate increase.

tn practical terms, that means the gap beiween |aw firms' sticker prices and the
amount of money they actually bilf and collect from their clients is wider than it has
been in years. ’

According to data collected by Thomsen Reuters Peer Monitor, big law firms raised
their average standard rale by about 8.3% over the past three years. But they
weran't able to keep up on the coflection side, where the increase over the same
period was just 6%. Firms that used {o collect on average about 92 cenis for every
dollar of standard time their lawyers worked in 2007, before the economic dewnturn,
now are getting less than 85 cents. "That's a historic low,” said James Jones, a
senior fellow at the Center for the Study of the Legal Profession at Georgetown
Law.

To be sure, things have certainly picked up some since the recessien, when some
clients flat-out refused 1o pay rate increases.

In the first quarter of 2013, the 50 top-grossing U.S. law firms boosted their pariner
rates by as much as 5.7%, hilling on average between $879 and $882 an hour,
according to Valeo Partners. Rates for junior lawyers, whose {abors have long been
a profit engine for maior law firms, jJumped even more,

While some clients resisted uging asscciate lawyers during the downturmn, refusing
to pay hundreds of doltars an hour for inexperienced first- or second-year attorneys,
the largest U.S. law firms have managed to send the needle back up again. This
year, for tha first fime, the average rate for associates with one to four years of
experience rose fo $500 an hour, according to Valeo,

The increases continue the upward trend of 2012, when legal fees in general rose
4.8% and associate billing rates rose by 7.4%, according to a coming report by
TyMetrix Legal Analytics, a unit of Wolters Kluwer, KT .| and CEB, a
research and advisory-services company. Those numbers are based on legal-
spending data from more than 17,000 law firms.
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More than a dozen leaders at major law firms declined to discuss rate increases on
the record, 1though some said privately that the increase in associate rates could be
caused in part by slep increases as junior lawyers gain in seniority,

Joe Sims, an antitrust partner at Jones Day and former member of the firm's
parinership commitiee, said clients don't mind paying for associates, as long as
they feet they are getting their money's worth,

Sophisticated clients, he said, tend to focus on the overall price tag for legai work,
not on individual rates. "They are mores concemed about how many people are
waorking on the project and the total cost of the project,” Mr. Sims said. "Clients want
value no matter whe is on the job."

While a handful of elite fawyers have successfully staked out the high end—the deal
teams at Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz, for example—legal experts say that client
pressure fo contrel legal spending means mosf law firms must be considerably
more flexible on price,

"There will always be some 'bet the company' problem where a client will not
quibble about rates,” said Mr. Jones, the Georgetown fellow. "Unfortunately, from
the law firms' standpoint, that represents a small percentage of the work.”

Write to Jennifer Smith at jennifer.smith@wsi.com
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When It Comes to Biliing, Latest Rate Report Shows the Rich Keep Getting Richer
Posied by Sara Randazzo

Bourly rates just keep rising—and the best-paid lawyers are raising their rates faster than everyone else.

Those are two of the key findings contained in the 20)2 Real > Report, an analysis of $7.6 bitlion in legal bills paid by corporations over a five-year
period ending in December 2011, The report, released Mondaty, is the second such collaboration between TyMetrix, a company that manages and audils

20f5 4/17/2012 10:07 AM
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legal bills for corporate legal departments, and the Corporate Executive Board.

Many of the new rate report's findings echo those cottained in the 2010 study, inciuding the fact that rates keep going up, almost across the hoard, and
that the cost of a given matter can vary dramaticaly depending on & law firm's size and location and its relationsiip with a partioutar ciient.

At the same time, this year's study shows that the legal sector is becoming increasingly bifurcated, with top firms raising rates faster than those ot the
hottom of the market and large firms charging a prembum price based purely on their size,

"What it's really showing is that there's an increased premiun: being paid for experience and expertise,” says fulie Peck, vice president of steategy and
market development at TyMetrix. “"Some parts of the lawyer market are able fo raise rates much more quickly, and are more impervicus to cconomic
forces then otheys,”

“To compile the current rate report, TyMetrix received permission from its clients to examine legal fees billed to 62 companies across 17 industries
including energy, finance, relall, technology, insurance, and health care. The bills, which represent the amount actually paid by the campanies in quastion
ratier than the amount initially charged, came from more than 4,000 firms in 84 metropalitan sreas around the country. Bvery fism an the 2611 Am Law
100 is reprosonted in the data.

The report's key data pobats inclode:

A Widening Gap: Hourly rates charged by Jawyers in the legal sector’s upper echelon grew faster between 2009 and 2011 than those charged by
laveyers toiling on the jower rongs. Partenlarly striking was the jump in associate rates bilied by those falling in the report's top quartile: 13 percent on
average, to just over $600 per hour, Rates biled by top quartiic partners, meanwhile, rose 8 percent, to just inder 900 perhour. In the bottom guanile,
associate rates rose 4 percent and partmer rates rose 3 percent during the same period.

The Recession's (Minor) Toll: Even amid the economic downturn, the cost of an hour of 2 Tawyer's time continued to rise faster than key measures of
inflatios, That said, the legal industry wasn't completely immune o the broader economy's slowdown. After rising 8.2 percent between 2007 and 2008,
hourly rates rose just 2.3 percent s 2009, Law fims bounced back 2 bit last year, with rates climbing 3.1 percent, to an average of $530 an bous.

Location Counts: Not surprisingly, lawyers working in major metropolitan areas—where, as the raie yeport notes, remts are typically higher—are the
priciest. An address in Boston, Chicago, Los Angeles, San Francisco, or Washington, D.C., alone adds about $161 to the howtly rate charged by an
individual lawyer. Those six cities &nd Balthnore, Houstoy, Philadelphia, and San Jose are the ten U8, markets with the highest hourly rates, With an
average partner raje topping 3700 per hous and average associate rate of more than $450 per hour, New York Is the most expensive matker in the
country. The least expensive? Riverside, California, where the average partner bills at under $250 per hour and associates bl at just over $300 aa hour,

In the Minority: A simall group of lawyers—12 percent—bucked the trend toward higher fees and actually lowered rates between 2009 to 201 I—and
3 percent trimumned rates by $50 or more per bour. (Most of those in the rate-cutting camp were based outside the big six markets identified above.) At
ihe other end of'the spectrum, 52 percent of lawyers increased rates by between $23 and $20C or mote per hour Another 18 percent increased rates by
ipss than $25 per hour, and the final 18 percent held rates steady,

First-Year Blues: BEven before the recession hit, clisnts balked at paying for what they considered on-the-iob training for frst-vear associates. The latest
rate report i3 fikely to reinforce that relnctance, glven its finding that using entry-level fawyers adds ag nmch as 20 percent to the cost 0f a legal matier.
The report offers evidence that firms may be accommodating clients on this front: The percentage of bills attributed to entry-level associates dropped
from 7 pereent in 2009 1o 2.9peroent last vear.

Fies That Bind: The moere work one {imn handies for a chent—and the longer the client relationship extends-—the higher the average rate the firm
chatges. For companies that paid one firm 510 million or more in 2 single year, the average hourly rate paid was 3553 in 2011, By comparisen, clieats
that limited their spending on an individual firm to $500,000 paid tat firm an average of $319 per howr,

Four-Digit Frontier: Data has consistently shown that many Jawysts hesitate (o charge more than $1.000 anhour, and in 2611 just under 3 percent of
the lawyers covered by the rate report had broken that barrier, Of those, the vast majority were working in the six main legal markets identified above
and G0 percent of the time, they bilied in increments of one hour or less,

Playing Favorites: Across all practice areas, 90 percent of lawyers charged different clients different rates for similar types of work. {The figure for
mergers and acquisitions lawyers was 100 percent.) The differences from client to client can be exireme, and were even more pronounced i the eurrent
yeport than in the 2010 edition. Rates charged by iteliectual property specialists, for instance, had a median variance of 23.1 percent, while lawyers
doing commercial and contract work showed a 18.7 percent median difference.

Who's Doing What? A closer look at law firm bills for work performed on litigation and inteliectual property assignments shows that the kind of
timekeeper billing o & rmatter varies by practice type. On putent matters, the report shows, 47 percent of howrs billed on average are attributed to
paralegals, and 37 percent by parmers. By comparison, paralegals account for just 3 percent of the work done on fabor and employment litigation hours,
while pariners handie 45 percent.
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Case 1

Califarnia Rate Report

PROEESSIQNAL FiRM GRADUATED ADMI{TTED STATE RATE HOURS TJOYAL

B Relly. Jr,, Danlal Davis Polk & Wardwell {CA] 1986 1986 CA $ 960.00 480 L] 4,326.00
P Cowles, Julla Davis Poik 4 Wardwall {CA] 19490 1590 CA 955.00 17.00 1£,235.00
P Ouoham, Socht Ohislveny & Myers LLE (CA) 1975 1875 CA 860,00 L1 246,00
P Tuchin, Michaet Klse, Tuchin, Bogdsnoll & Stam, LLP 19849 1090 CA 850.08 .50 A25.00
P Baliack, Haren Wil Golshal & Mangos LEP (CA) 1986 1908 cAa 793.04 3.54 £538.20
P Amald, Dénrgs Gibsan Dunn & Crutchay, LLP (CA) 1875 1978 CA 780,00 45D 3,555.00
QT Mapris, Michasl Hernlnsn Besnelt & Domrnan LLP 1978 1979 CA 18008 85.20 44.452.00
P Avarch, Cralg White & Cags LEP {CA) 1884 1684 CA 750.08 12814 496.075.00
£ Khargseh, ra B, Pachulskl Stang Zishi Young Junes & Waintrab (Ga) 1982 16482 CA 750.00 230 2.175.00
P Kornlsld, Alpn Pachulski Stana Zlehi Yourg Janes & Weinktaub (CA) 1987 1987 CA 725.00 .80 580,00
A lemb Patar Davis Polk & Wardwell {GA} 20035 2005 CA 680.08 10140 £8,852.00
P inime, Jeanne B Hannigan Bersall & Dormpn ELE 1978 1978 CA H£80.04 1510 8858 00
P Kavane, Heney Pachubikl Stann Zish Young Jones & Welniraug {CA) 1985 1986 CA 5750 13,30 12.892.50
A Gargich, Forald Whita 3 Caye LLP {CA) W01 2001 CA 664,00 178,20 147,173.00
P Brown Kennsih i Pachufslt Stang Ziah Younq Jonas & Weintrayb (G4} 1977 1561 Ga 650.00 730 17.745.00
P Fidier, David Kles, Tuchln, Boqdanc & Starm, LLF £997 1588 CA £50.00 340 33,015.60
¥ Walssmignn, Henry Munaef Toltes & Clea LEC . 1987 1887 CA 650,00 Q.50 325.00
£ Berianibal David M. Pachulsii Stang Zlehl Young Jones & Welnirauh (CA) 1988 1993 CA 545,00 35.50 Z2.U6e 00
P Monigomery, Cromwall Gibson Duna & Cancher. LUP {CA} 1997 1997 CA B£35.00 4,50 508.00
P Brown, Dannis Munqger Tolles & Olson LLO 1970 1970 CA 525.00 17.ED $1,3258.00
A Newmgn, Sgauet Gibvson Dainn & Crutcher, LLF {GA) 2001 2001 CA 830.60 1350 823500
A Dalrahin, Shiva White & Caga LLF [CA} 2003 2003 CA 600.00 183,70 110,22G.00
£ Vingant, Ganh Mungar Tollos & Olson LLG 1088 1988 Ca, 600.00 124.80 74, 758,00
A Begu, Malania Whits & Casa LEP [EA} 2004 2004 Ch £00.00 20.90 12.843.00
Buchansn. Laurs Klos, Tuchk. Baquznall & Sten, LLP 1981 1951 CA 580.00% £4.20 118.00
A Ger Kwang-chian, 8, Waii, Gotshal & Mangas LEP (GA) : 2003 2003 CA 68C.0D 28.50 16.530.00
A __Eadal David Gibyon Dung & Casicher, LLP (CA) 2002 3003 CA 57000 2.50 1.653.00
B Halniz, JaFey Munger Yollas & Ofson LEC 1584 1984 CA 550.80 5.10 12.105 00
B Friad. Joshue Pachulski Stang Zlehl Young Jonas & Wainimub {CA) 1885 1895 CA 53506 21.40 §1.548.00
£ _ Rultor. Jainas fupmer Tollas & Otson LLE 1997 1997 CA 525.01 28 80 13,545.00
A porse, Joshua Henptan Soennal & Domnan LLP 2000 2000 CA 505.0 13.10 6,815.50
A _Malatic. Michaal Wil Golthat 4 Manges LLP {CA) 2005 2005 CA 560.89 38,50 $8.250.0¢
A Barshop, Mef Gibson Dunn & Crsicher, L1LP (CA} 2008 2008 CA 470.80 14,00 658000
A Ly, Lashe Wall, Golshal & Manges LLP {CA) 2006 2008 CA 465,00 45,98 21,.343.50
A __Kautman, Osrei Munges Tolles & Qison LLC 2008 2008 CA 450,08 a08.30 228735480
A Hochlsutner, Srian Munger Tolies & Olson LLC 2002 2002 CA 415 00 2.35 130.50
A Nithan, Josaph Wedl, Golshal & Manass LLP {(CA) 2007 2047 CA 415 .00 2520 10,458 00
A Jagper, Mo Lanes Mutger Tolles & Dison LLC 2008 2008 CA 400.00 95,20 38 480400
A Espandad, Bamey tunger Tofies & Dlson LLE 2006 2008 CA 400,00 880 3.520.00
A Rubin Erenglra E. O'Msivany 4 Myers LLP 1GA} 2006 2008 CA 385.08 5.40 3,318.00

Voluma 14, Humbee 1
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Case 1

Californla Rate Repart

PROFESSIONAL FIRM GRAQUAYED AOMITTED STALE TE HOURS TOTAL
A_ Schnsider, Bratlay dunger Talies & Olson L1.C 2004 2004 GA £ 39500 1.30 §13.50
A_Reagan, Malthew ‘Wail. Golshal & Manges LLF {CA) 2008 2008 CA 355.00 13.50 4.792.80
A Buzman, Tanya 'Maiveny & Myars LLP {CA) 2007 2007 CA 330.00 2.50 §25.00
PP Nagls, Roas C'idptveny & Myers LLP {CA) 260.08 §20 1,612,00
Finatyson, Kathe Pachuiski Stang Zienl Young Joaas & Waintraub {CA} 225.00 27.60 521000
Jaffrigs. Pavicla J. Pachulski Stang Zishl Younq Jones & Wainiraub (CA) 225.00 0.40 90.80
PP Pearson, Sanda Kiea, Tuchin, Bogdanofl & Slorn, LILE CA 215.00 1.90 4C8.80
PP Floyd, Kevin Honnlgan 8enneit & Dorman LLP 210.00 $.3G 653.00
BP Knolls, Cheryt Pachulski Stang Ziahl Yauna Jones § Weinlrauh [CA) 205.00 220 451,00
CMA Pitman, Sharyls Pachulskl Stany Zighl Younyg Jones & Waintraud {CA) 125.00 260 325.00
\
Vajumo 11, Number & Page &1 By Biliag Rate
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Vohirnsd 11, Nuaiber 7

Page T2

m_ PROFESGIONAL FIRM GRADUATED ARMITTED ETATE RATE HOURS TOTA
— P Tolles, Staphan L. Gitsson Dunn & Crokchen LLP (CA) 1982 1942 CA S 880,00 D10 B5.00
o B _Pabarson Thomas Kize, Tuchin, Begdanofl & Stem, LLP 1964 1984 CA 850.00 225.00 191.250.00
o = _Tuchin, Michsel Ko, Tuchin, Bogdanaff & Stem, LLP 19690 1990 CA A50.00 74.40 53,240.00
) P Starn, David Kise Tuehin, Scaganof & Starn, LLP 1375 1975 GA BE0.00 3280 27,885.00
(&) P _Isslar, Pait 5. Gihson Dunn & Cavicher, LEP [CA} 1988 1988 CA 840.00 6.35 5,334.00
© P_Amold, Bennis Gibson Dunn & Crutcher, LLP [CA} 1976 1976 CA §40.00 4,10 3,444,860
o P _Timmons, Bran Ghaon Emanuel Urouhart Oliver & Hedges, LLP 1691 1891 GA 820.00 72.80 59,696.00
P HBsliack Karan Weil, Grishal & Manges LLE {CA] 1996 198§ CA 810.00 40,440 32,724.00
™ £ Zishl Dean A Pachulstl Stang Ziehl Youny Jones & Weinirsub (CA} 1878 1878 CA 795.C0 20.30 1§,138.50
N P Ghimore, Dackelie Quing Emanuel Urquharl Oltver & Hadges, LLF 3533 1824 CA 775.00 9.5¢ 7,382.50
(e'e] £ _Avarch, Crgln ‘White & Case LLP (CA} 1884 1884 CA 725008 189.2¢ 141,900.00
m £ Katler Toblds Jonss Day (CA} 1990 199 CA 75000 1.0 1,425.00
o0 _P_Baker Jamss Jones Bay{CA} 1980 1980 CA 750.00 0,20 150.00
o 2 Winsion, e D, Guinn Emanus! Uiguhan Ollver & Hedges, LLP 1989 1989 CA 740.00 7.10 5.254.00
ko]  Ong, Johanna Y, Quinn Emanusl Urguhan Ofiver & Hedeas LLP 1487 1987 CA 740.00 B.20 4.662.00
(] P Mornfald Alan Pactulski Stang Zendl Youna Janes & Weintravh (CA} 1987 1987 CA 72500 10.10 7,322,580
= A Blode Joffeay E Sldlay Austn Browr & Wood LLP {CAY 1997 1988 CA 100,00 11¢.90 77,8356.00
L P _Myars, Martin Jonies Day {CA)Y 1987 1987 CA 700.00 26.50 14.550.00
P __Grassqmen, Debrg | Pachulsid Stang Ziohl Yobing Janes 3 Weintrauh {CA) 1991 1992 CA 635.00 5.30 3.622.50
—4 A Gustalson, Mark £ \While B Case LLP {CA) 1988 1998 CA 885.0C 117,70 83,824.50
o £ Arash, Dora Gibson Dunn & Cruichey, LLF {CA} 1585 1585 CA §75.00 15.40 26,595 00
O A Corsich Romald White & Caza LLP {CA) 2001 2001 €A §65.00 221.50 147.287.50
.m P Montqamery, Cromrwall Glbson Dunn & Cruicher, LLP (CA) 1997 1997 CA £35.00 250 1,587.50
) A Mewmar, Samuel Gison Dynn & Crutcher, LERP (CR) 2001 2001 cA 510.00 11.50 701500
m A Detrahjm. Shive White B Gase LLP {CA) 2003 2003 CA 600.00 217.50 130.500.80
S A Seatt, Matsnds Whills & Case LLF {CA) 2004 2004 Ch 806.00 74.580 44,340 00
&) P_Trodelle, Robent Jones Day (CA} 1998 1998 CA 600.00 35.30 21.180.00
o A _Ger Kwana-chlen, B, ‘Well, Gotshal & Manqus LLP {CA} 2003 2083 CA 580.00 £4.20 31,436.60
()] O Meteall, Brian Kleg, Tuchin, Bogdanoff & Stem, LLP 199¢ 1899 cA 575.00 12.40 7,130.00
A Egdel David Gibson Duna & Crutcher, LLP (CA} 2003 2003 CA 570.08 0.50 285.00
7)) C _Crosby IV, Pelgr Jones Day {CA) 1884 1984 CA 565,00 1330 1.514.50
o A Mariin, 8 Whnite & Cage LLP {TA) 2006 2008 CA 550.00 45.80 25,180.00
@ A__Comes, Michasling Jones Day (CA} 2001 2001 CA 525.00 1.70 892.50
1 0C Brandl, Gina F. Pachulstd Stang Zeh! Yourly Jones & Welntraub {CA) 1476 1976 GA 525.00 1.30 §82.50
% A Maleblg, Michasl Wal, Gotshal § Manges [LP(CA] 2005 2005 CA 500.00 175.30 #7.650.00
— A Roddougs, Nobl Jonas Day (CA) 2003 2003 CA 500,00 41.80 20,900.00
o A Heyn, Mathew Hige. Tuchin, Boadano# & Stern L1E 2003 2003 CA 455,00 111.80 53,341.00
— A Barshop, Melissa Gibson Dunn & Crutcher, LEP CA) 2008 2006 CA 470.60 4,10 1.827.00
W A Uu, Leslig Weil, Golshal & Manpas LEP {Cn) 2008 2008 CA 468.00 302.70 140,755.50
O A _Chun, Sebyul White & Casa LEP{CA) 2008 2008 CA 460.00 162.10 74,565.00
1
N
N
i
(8]
0
©
@)
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Case 1

California rate Report

PROFESSIONAL FIRM GRADUATED ADMITTED STATE RAYE HOURS TOTAL
A Momlson, Kejley M While & Case LIP {CA} 2008 2008 CA § 45000 105,50 5 48,530.00
A Hawk, Jonathan White & Case LLP {CA} 2007 2007 CA 460.00 20.30 8,338.00
P Phillip, Laurence McKerina Long & Aldddge LLP {CA) 1997 1487 CA 450.60 i5.00 §,750.00
B Larsen, J Savid - McKenna Long & Aldddge LLP (CA) 45887 1997 CA 450.00 10.00 4 500.00
A Guaxs, David Kige, Tuchir, BogdancH & Stem, LLE - 2005 2005 GA 43000 366.70 157,88%.00
A Pazmanter, Courdney Kise, Tuchin,Bogdanoff & Stem. LLP 2005 2008 CA 430.00 23,28 9,878.00
A Dickerson, Matthew Sidley Austin Brown & Wood LLP (CA) 2047 2007 CA 425,00 25.30 10.752.50
A Tran, Wililam Stdlay Austin Brown & Wood LLP (CA) 2008 2006 CA 425.00 5.40 2.285.00
A Nathan, Joseph Weil, Golshal & Manaes LLP (CA) 2007 2007 CA 415,00 61.50 25.522.50
A ‘Wilson, Loma 3, Gibson Qunn & Crutcher LLP {CA) 7008 2008 CA 400.00 4.00 1.600.80
A Simaonds, Ariella Sidley Austin Brawn & Woad LLP (CA) 2008 2004 CA 375.60 4%.30 18,487.50
A Deanihan, Kavin Kiee, Tuchin, Bondanoff & Sten, LLP 2008 2008 CA 10000 4,70 1,410.60
A Elfiol, Korin Kies, Tuchin, Boadanoll & Stemn, LLF 2008 2008 CA 36000 210 630.00
LiB Farraster, Leslle A, Pachulski Stang Ziakl Young Jonas & Weintrub [CA} 250.0C 4.90 1,225.00
PP Harls, Denise A Pachulskt Siang Zlehl Young Jones & Wentraub {CA} 225,00 8.50 1,812.50
PP Grycansr, Mithelle Melenna Long & Aldrdge LLP (CA) 215.00 460,80 8,729.00
PF Pasrson, Sanda Kias, Tuchin, Bogdanctf & Sters, LLP CA 214.00 36.00 7,740.00
PP _Brown. Thomas J. Pachulski Stang Zishl Yeung Jones & Weintraub {CA) 195.80 200 380.00
LiB Jonas, Cara H. Gibson Dunn & Crulcher, LLP{GAY 165.0¢ £8.5¢ 92.50
Viiumsg 11, Nombar 2 Figald Ay 8llilng Rate
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Galifornfa Rate Report

PROFESSIONAL Fiam GRAQUATED ADMITED  STATE  RATE HOURS TOTAL
P Pachulski, Richard M, Pachulsk! Stang Ziahl Youny Jonas & Weindravh {CA) 1974 1878 CA $ BBS.00 287,62 257.419.80
P Paterson, Thomay King, Tuchin, Bogdanoft & Stem, LLP 1984 1984 CA B50.004 392.60 333.710,00
¥ Tuchin, Michast Hing, Tuchin, Bogdaaol & Starn, ELP 1690 1980 CA 85040 201.40 171,180.00
P Stem, David . Kipa, Tuchin, Sogdanofl & Stemn, LLP 1675 1875 CA 850.04 £6.890 5B,480.00
P Pachulski, fichaed b, Fachulshi Stang deld Young Jonas § Weinlraub [CA} 1979 1978 CA 850.00 68.00 57.8500.00
P o, Danels Gibson Ounn & Crutcher, LLP (CA) 1975 1976 CA 840,00 1.00 * §40.00
P Ziehl Deap A Pachulskl Stang Zleh Young Janas & Waintraub (CA) 1978 1478 CA Be5.0% 286.25 211.406.25
P Tirrwnoas, Brian Cudna Emapusl Urgunaa Oliver & Hedges, LLP 1991 1881 CA 820.00 240.80 187,282.00
P Lyony, Duang Quins Emanysl Urguhant Cliver & Hedges, 112 1886 1388 GA §20.00 B0.20 £5,764.00
P el Robert 8. Pachulsk] Stang Zishi Yoong Jonas & Welntraub [CA} 1981 1981 CA 795.00 357.30 284.053.50
P Hlcherds, Jeiormy Pzchulski Stang Zish! Young Jenes & Walniraub [CA} 1880 1881 Ch, 7950 158.50 126,007.50
P Zient Desn A Prchulski Stang Ziaht Youno Jones & Walniruub {CA} i978 1878 CA 795.0 94,00 74,730.00
P Zisnl, Daan A Pachuiskl Stang Ziehl Young Jonag & Weiatiauh (CA) 1978 1878 CA 785.00 20.30 16,136.50
P Wiaston, 8 D, Gsnn Emanuel Ungutiart Diiver & Hadoas LLP 1999 1899 CA 748.00 54.00 38,866.00
P Ong, Johanoa Y, Chodnn Emanuel Urguhsr Ofivee & Imnﬁ 5, L2 1937 1897 CA 740.00 311,20 $,788.00
P Komfald, Atan Pachidsid Stang Zsh! Young Jones 4 Walnlraub (TAS 1857 1987 CA 725,00 18,10 71322.50
P Gragsgmen Debig 1 Pachsisid Stang Jahl Young Jonas & Waintrmub (CA) 1891 1893 CA 595.00 5.50 3,822.50
G Caina, Andrew Bachulshi Stang Ziahl Young Jonas & Welntraub [CA) 1883 14983 CA 645.00 3.4G 2.351.00
P Parker, Daryl Prctuliski Stang Zishd Younig Jonas 8 Wasintraub {CA) 1868 1570 CA 57500 60.480 41.046.00
P Mahoney, James Pachuiskl Stana Zishl Younyg Jones & Waintraub [CA) 1968 1867 GA 675.00 18.60 11,205,00
P Aragh, Dera Gitson Buner & Snathier, LLP [CA) 1845 1895 CA 875.00 14.89 9.240.00
P (gvids, Ronn Klea, Tuchin, Bogdanof & Slem, LEF 1995 1985 CA 650,00 1.40 910.00
A Nowman, Samuet Gibyson Duevt 8 Cralcher LEP [CX) 2001 2003 CA 510,00 370 2.257.00
( Hochman, Harmy Pachgtshl Stang e Young Jones & Walntraub {TA) 1987 1857 CA 5495.00 100.80 59,976.00
A Newman, Victas Prehilakl Stang Ziehl Youna Jomws & Wainrauh (CA) 1996 1987 GA 595.00 32.50 18,337.50
T Cho, Snirey Pachyiskd Stang Zahl Young Jons & Wainiraub (CA) 1997 1997 [or 59500 19.48 11.543.00
€ Hochmsn, Hamy Pachulskl Steny Zahl Young Janas & Waintraub {CA} 1987 1987 A §75.00 57.60 33.120.00
A Dinkaiman, Jennifer Klas. Tuchin, Bogdanol? 8 Siem, LLP 1992 1899 CA 575,00 1,40 845.00
QU Metcalf, Bran Kiae, Tuchia, Baqdanolf & Stem, LLP 1499 1999 CA 575,00 4.70 402 50
OC Brandl, Gina B, Paehotskl Stang Ziohl Young Jonos & Weiniraub {CA} LEL) 1278 CA 525.00 1.30 682,50
A Heyn, fathew Hine, Tuchin, Bogdanol & Stam, LLP 2003 20303 CA 495.00 108.70 54,301.50
P Brown, Gidan Pachasiskl Signg Henl Young Jonas & Weingrauh [CA) 1988 1899 CA 495.60 0.56 247.50
A Bamhop, Malisse Gibson Dunn & Trachar, LLP {CAY 008 2008 LA 470.00 2.10 987.00
A Ll Leslls Wait, Gotshal & Manaes LLE (CA) 2006 2006 CA 445.00 4.80 4.557 .00
P _Phiflp. Laupancs Merenna Long & Adridge LEF (GA) 1997 1997 CA 454.00 2.70 1.215.00
A Glss, Dawd Klas, Tuchin, Spcdanoi & Stem, LLP 2005 2005 CA, 430,00 402.90 173,247.00
PP Sarlas Jossph € Oulrw Emanue] Urguhard Dilver & Hadgas, LLP 380.00 4.0 1.748.00
A Elfior, Kerin Hing, Tuchin, Bogdanclf & Slam. LLP 2008 2008 CA 300,60 16,80 4.980.00
P2 Lacmik, Marine Quinn Emanvel Unguhen Cliver & Hadnos, LLP 250.00 20.30 5.075.00
LIB® Fumasis:, Lesla A, Pachedskl Sipng 2ieht Yountt Junes & Walnraub {GA) 250,00 4.90 1,225.00
Vekome 19, Mumbar 3 Poge 72 By Bilung Hete
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California Rate Report

PROFESSIONAL F{HM GRAGUATED ADMITTED SIATE RATE HOURS TOTAL
LIB Fomslar, Leshe A, Pachuiski Stang Ziehl Young Jones & Welnbaub (CA) 5 250.00 1.80 $ 450.00
PP Hanls, Denise A, Pachulskl Stang Zishl Youna Jonas & Welnkaub (CA) 235.00 47.90 10,771.5Q
FP Hawig, Denlse A Pachuisid Stang Zienl Young Jores & Welngaub (CA) 225.00 8.50 1,812,50
PP _Herison, Felice Pachulskl Stang Ziehl Young Jonas & Walniraub (CA} 225.00 0.40 46.00
PP Grycensr. Micheils McKanna Long & Aldridgs LLP (GA) 215.00 60.40 12.886.00
PP Pearson, Sanda Klea, Tuctin, Bondanol] & Stem, LLP 21500 5740 11,268.00
PP Brown, Thomas J, Pachuisk Stang Zieh! Young Jonas & Waintraub {CA) 185.00 59.75 11,651,259
PP Matteg, Mike Pachulskd Stang Zlenl Youag Jonas & Welnkaub {CA) 195,00 6.00 1,178.00
FP_Brown, Thomas J. Pachulskl Stang Zient Young Jones 3 Walniraub (CA} 185.00 2.00 380,00
LS Everhoart, Chrisling McKenna Long & Aldddge LLP {CA} 180.00 300 540.00
PP Sehn, Andrgw Pachulskl Siang Zighl Young Jones & Waintzaub {CA} 150.00 15.41 2,535.00
PP Bass, John Pachisisk! Stang Zlah! Young Jonas & Welnkraub (CA) 50,00 3,89 120.00
Volume 11, Numberd Paga 13 By Biling Ratm
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Bankruptey Rates Top $1,008 Mark in 2008-08
Amy Kolz

The Amarcen Lawyar

Dacember 16, 2008

Print Share Email Renrmts & Permissions Post 2 Cornment

A review of bankruptey rates in Delaware and the Southern District of New York shows that @ handfu of
U.8 -based pariners at Am Liaw 200 firms have inched abowe the §1.000 rate barier, making bankrupley
work as kicrative &8s It was plentiful In 2008 and 2808, Over & 12-month perlad snding Aupust 2008, there
wers more than 13,000 biling rate entries submitied by lew firms in the nation's two busiest bankruptey
courts, according to a new databasa compilad by ALM Mefia.

Armorg U.S.-based lawyars at Am Law 200 fiens, Shearman & Sterling tax partrer Betnle Pistilo toppod
the rafe chart with an bourly fee of §1,085 for s work an the bankruptay of Stock Buiding Suppiy Hofdings
111G, & bufiding producis suppiier, in Delaware. {One sobo practitionss in Pleasantvile, N.Y., Alan Harris,
surpassed Pistlio's rate, charging $1,200 an howr for his work ss special reat estate Higation counse? on the
bankruptey of Digital Frinting Systems in the Southern District of New York.) Heven other U.B -based Am
Law 200 pariners were in the $1,000-plus olub, sccording to the detabase. Gadwalader, Wickersham &
Tatt finencial restructuring co-chalr Daryck Paimer, & former Welt, Gotshal & Manges pariver, biled
Lyondefl Chamical Ca., st & rate of §1,080 for work on its 2009 bankruptey . Greenberg Traurig bankruptoy
co-chal Bruce Zirinsky, whe jeft Cadwalader last January, bifed §1,050 an hour as debior's coune! for TH
Agricultiee end Ntrition LLG, as did Whits & Case global restructuring head Thomeas Laurds for WCE
Cormmunities inc., and Robert Pincus, the heed of the corporete practice in Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher
& Flor's Wiksrington office, for Hayes Lemmerz international ing,, an sutomotive wheel suppiisr,

Neat Stoll, a Skadden anttrust pariner, and Sally Thurston, a Skadden tax pariver, biled 31,035 for work on
the: bankrupteies of VereSun Energy Corp. eng Haves Lemmerz, respectively, while L.asham & Watking
eorporate finance chal Kirk Davenpord biled at $1,023 an hour for Daylon Superior Corp.'s Ming. Paud,
Welss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison partners Carl Ralsner and Richard Sronstein billad gt $4,025 for fhe
Buffels ine., bankrupley. (Reisner is co-heed of the frm's MEA praciice and Bronstels Is co.chair of s tax
praciice.) Skmpson Thasher & Bartlett partners Lee Meyarson and litlaater Michaet Sheplga charged
Lehman Brothers 1,000 an hour on the sate of its brokerage to Bartlays Dank PLC.

Absent from the §1,000 thub are Wail, Gotshal & Manges restructuring purus Harvey Miler and Marcia
Goldstain. Both clockad rates of $850 an hour for thelr work on the Lahman Brolters and BearingPoinl Inz,
bankrupicies, raspectivety. Aso, Kirkland & Flis™ Jamss Sprayregen bifled 5965 an hour for waork on the
bankrupicies of Lear orp, and The Reader's Digest Assooiation, And Jones Day psriner Corinne Ball
sharged $800 an hour for her work on Chiysler's fiing,

- Comparing the median pariner rates armong Am Law 200 firms in the database demonstreted that there are

few bargains when it comas 1o Chapier 11 work, Ameng those cherging medlan partrer rates of more than
$300 an how were! Cedwalader, Cleary Gotilieb Steen & Mamfitor, Davis Polic & Wardwall: Milbank,
Tweed, Hadley & McCioy; Faul Weiss; Shearman & Sterling; Sinmsan Thacher, and Skadden, Firms with
madian partper biling ratas petwern $800 and $809 were Gibaon Dunn, Fried Frank, Latham, Pau Hastings,
Vel Gotshal, el White & Case, Firms biifing $§700 or baiow were Akin Gump Strauss Hauar & Feld,
Kirklard, Sidley Austin, 2rd Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal, (Medians can be decebing, since some firms,
such Bs Kirkisnd, nad & cifference of more than 8500 betwaen &8 Highest- and lowest-rate parirers.)

The banrupicy case with one of ths highast median partnsr rates was Moriet Networks. The phone
equipmant maker paid frme sueh g5 Cleary ang Kirkiand a median pariner rate of $940. Firms working on
the Lehman fiing billed & madian partrer rate of $810 during the time pariod, while firme working on the fling
of ¥ribune Co. blled & median of $650, sccording to the datahase,

Associate raies ocoasionally topped $700 an hour on bankrupicies including Lehman end Nortal Netwarks,
as wall as that of the lesser-known Sporisman's Warehouse, Discovery atterneys, research speclaiists and
benafits consuftants somedimes bliled Between $500 and $B00 on cases such 85 Nortel, Charter
Commurications and Graphics Proparties Holdings inc.

FiRm MEDAN PARTNER RATE'E FARTNERS FILING
Sirapson Thacher 9680 3D
Cleary Gotiliel $9B0 47
Shearman & Gtering 3950 i
Davis Palk $942 14,
Skadden 8845 38
Payl Weaizs 8928 24
Cadwalatier $500 28
Miibank 800 55
el Golshal S8a3 142
Gibson Durm $840 28
Eried Frank 83 518
Latham & Watking 830 57
\White & Creg 825 24
Paul Hastings 3816 48
Sidley Austin 700 2y
Akin Gump $580 78

btepa/fwww faw.comfjsp/article. jsp?id=1202436371636&sre=EMC. .

Top Stories From Law.com
Legat Technology

Fubile Performance it the Dipkal Age
1 Corparate Counsef
‘in the Crosptmirs'; G0s Can gnore Rinengint

Frivd Risks 8t Thelr Peril

Smali Firrn Buginoss
Ban Francisco Assotinte Wirs $1 Mition Js ESPN

Game

lawinbs.com

TOP JORS

IATRIMONIAL LITIGATOR
CONFIDENTIAL SEARCH
Creat Notk, NY

Astociste General Counsel

Saileline
Reson,
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Law.com - Bankruptcy Rates Top §1,000 Mark in 20608-09 et /www faw comfispfarticle.jsp?id=12024363 7 1636&src=FEMC...
Khiklang ! 8675 148
Sopnanschein i $625 | 47

“U.S.-based pariners only,

The Amercan Lawyer will publish = datailed anelysis of the bankruptoy biliing rates inits Fabruary 2010
(=0

GHek herg to ordar the Excel® version of the 2009 Bankruptey Billing Rates Repart
Thig arficle first appearad on The Am Law Daily biog on AmericanLawyer.com,
Print Share Emazil Aeprpts & Permissions past a Comment

About ALM | About Lawcom | Custorer Support | Reprints | Privacy Policy | Terms & Canalfions ﬁWALM
Copyright 2008, ALM Media Praperfies, LLC, Ak dghis reserved, -
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$1,000 Per Hour Isn't Rare Anymore; Nominal billing levels rise, but discounts ease blow. The
National Law Journal January 13, 2014 Monday

Copyright 2014 ALM Media Properties, LLC
All Rights Reserved
Further duplication without permission is prohibited

THE NATIONAL

LAW JOURNAL

The National Law Journal

January 13, 2014 Monday
SECTION: NLJ'S BILLING SURVEY; Pg. 1 Vol. 36 No. 20
LENGTH: 1860 words

HEADLINE: $1,000 Per Hour Isn't Rare Anymore;
Nominal billing levels rise, but discounts ease blow.

BYLINE: KAREN SLOAN

BODY:

As recently as five years ago, law partners charging $1,000 an hour were outliers. Today, four-
figure hourly rates for indemand partners at the most prestigious firms don't raise eyebrows-and a
few top earners are closing in on $2,000 an hour.

These rate increases come despite hand-wringing over price pressures from clients amid a tough
economy. But everrising standard billing rates also obscure the growing practice of discounts,
falling collection rates, and slow march toward alternative fee arrangements.

Nearly 20 percent of the firms included in The National Law Journal's annual survey of large law
firm billing rates this year had at least one partner charging more than $1,000 an hour. Gibson,
Dunn & Crutcher partner Theodore Olson had the highest rate recorded in our survey, billing
$1,800 per hour while representing mobile satellite service provider LightSquared Inc. in Chapter
11 proceedings.

Of course, few law firm partners claim Olson's star power. His rate in that case is nearly the twice
the $980 per hour average charged by Gibson Dunn partners and three times the average $604
hourly rate among partners at NLJ 350 firms. Gibson Dunn chairman and managing partner Ken
Doran said Olson's rate is "substantially" above that of other partners at the firm, and that the
firm's standard rates are in line with its peers.

"While the majority of Ted Olson's work is done under alternative billing arrangements, his hourly
rate reflects his stature in the legal community, the high demand for his services and the unique
value that he offers to clients given his extraordinary experience as a former solicitor general of
the United States who has argued more than 60 cases before the U.S. Supreme Court and has
counseled several presidents," Doran said.


http://www.nlj.com/
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In reviewing billing data this year, we took a new approach, asking each firm on the NLJ 350-our
survey of the nation's 350 largest firms by attorney headcount-to provide their highest, lowest
and average billing rates for associates and partners. We supplemented those data through public
records. All together, this year's survey includes information for 159 of the country's largest law
firms and reflects billing rates as of October.

The figures show that, even in a down economy, hiring a large law firm remains a pricey prospect.
The median among the highest partner billing rates reported at each firmis $775 an hour, while
the median low partner rate is $405. For associates, the median high stands at $510 and the low
at $235. The average associate rate is $370.

Multiple industry studies show that law firm billing rates continued to climb during 2013 despite
efforts by corporate counsel to rein them in. TyMetrix's 2013 Real Rate Report Snapshot found
that the average law firm billing rate increased by 4.8 percent compared with 2012. Similarly, the
Center for the Study of the Legal Profession at the Georgetown University Law Center and
Thomson Reuters Peer Monitor found that law firms increased their rates by an average 3.5
percent during 2013.

Of course, rates charged by firms on paper don't necessarily reflect what clients actually pay.
Billing realization rates-which reflect the percentage of work billed at firms' standard rates- have
fallen from 89 percent in 2010 to nearly 87 percent in 2013 on average, according to the
Georgetown study. When accounting for billed hours actually collected by firms, the realization
rate falls to 83.5 percent.

"What this means, of course, is that- on average-law firms are collecting only 83.5 cents for
every $1.00 of standard time they record," the Georgetown report reads. "To understand the full
impact, one need only consider that at the end of 2007, the collected realization rate was at the
92 percent level."

In other words, law firms set rates with the understanding that they aren't likely to collect the
full amount, said Mark Medice, who oversees the Peer Monitor Index. That index gauges the
strength of the legal market according to economic indicators including demand for legal services,
productivity, rates and expenses. "Firms start out with the idea of, 'I want to achieve a certain
rate, but it's likely that my client will ask for discounts whether or not I increase my rate,™
Medice said.

Indeed, firms bill nearly all hourly work at discounts ranging from 5 percent to 20 percent off
standard rates, said Peter Zeughauser, a consultant with the Zeughauser Group. Discounts can
run as high as 50 percent for matters billed under a hybrid system, wherein a law firm can earn a
premium for keeping costs under a set level or for obtaining a certain outcome, he added. "Most
firms have gone to a two-tier system, with what is essentially an aspirational rate that they
occasionally get and a lower rate that they actually budget for," he said.

Most of the discounting happens at the front end, when firms and clients negotiate rates, Medice
said. But additional discounting happens at the billing and collections stages. Handling alternative
fee arrangements and discounts has become so complex that more than half of the law firms on
the Am Law 100-NLJ affiliate The American Lawyer's ranking of firms by gross revenue-have
created new positions for pricing directors, Zeughauser said.

THE ROLE OF GEOGRAPHY

Unsurprisingly, rates vary by location. Firms with their largest office in New York had the highest
average partner and associate billing rates, at $882 and $520, respectively. Similarly, TyMetrix
has reported that more than 25 percent of partners at large New York firms charge $1,000 per
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hour or more for contracts and commercial work.

Washington was the next priciest city on our survey, with partners charging an average $748 and
associates $429. Partners charge an average $691 in Chicago and associates $427. In Los
Angeles, partners charge an average $665 while the average associate rate is $401.

Pricing also depends heavily on practice area, Zeughauser and Medice said. Bet-the-company
patent litigation and white-collar litigation largely remain at premium prices, while practices
including labor and employment have come under huge pressure to reduce prices.

"If there was a way for law firms to hold rates, they would do it. They recognize how sensitive
clients are to price increases," Zeughauser said. But declining profit margins-due in part to higher
technology costs and the expensive lateral hiring market-mean that firms simply lack the option
to keep rates flat, he said.

BILLING SURVEY METHODOLOGY

The National Law Journal's survey of billing rates of the largest U.S. law firms provides the high,
low and average rates for partners and associates.

The NLJ asked respondents to its annual survey of the nation's largest law firms (the NLJ 350) to
provide a range of hourly billing rates for partners and associates as of October 2013.

For firms that did not supply data to us, in many cases we were able to supplement billing-rate
data derived from public records.

In total, we have rates for 159 of the nation's 350 largest firms.

Rates data include averages, highs and low rates for partners and associates. Information also
includes the average full-time equivalent (FTE) attorneys at the firm and the city of the firm's
principal or largest office.

We used these data to calculate averages for the nation as a whole and for selected cities.

Billing Rates at the Country's Priciest Law Firms

Here are the 50 firms that charge the highest average hourly rates for partners.

Billing Rates at the Country's Priciest Law Firms

FIRM NAME LARGEST AVERAGE PARTNER ASSOCIATE
U.S. FULL-TIME HOURLY HOURLY
OFFICE* EQUIVALENT RATES RATES
ATTORNEYS*
AVERAGE HIGH LOW AVERAGE HIGH LOW

* Full-time equivalent attorney numbers and the largest U.S. office are from the NLJ 350
published in April 2013. For complete numbers, please see NLJ.com.

** Firm did not exist in this form for the entire year.

Debevoise & New York 615 $1,055 $1,075 $955 $490 $760 $120
Plimpton

Paul, Weiss, New York 803 $1,040 $1,120 $760 $600 $760 $250


http://nlj.com/
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Rifkind,
Wharton &
Garrison
Skadden,
Arps, Slate,
Meagher &
Flom

Fried, Frank,
Harris, Shriver
& Jacobson

Latham &
Watkins

Gibson, Dunn
& Crutcher

Davis Polk &
Wardwell
Willkie Farr &
Gallagher

Cadwalader,
Wickersham &
Taft

Weil, Gotshal
& Manges
Quinn
Emanuel
Urquhart &
Sullivan

Wilmer Cutler
Pickering Hale
and Dorr
Dechert
Andrews
Kurth

Hughes
Hubbard &
Reed

Irell & Manella

Proskauer
Rose

White & Case

Morrison &
Foerster

Pillsbury
Winthrop
Shaw Pittman

Kaye Scholer

Kramer Levin
Naftalis &
Frankel

Hogan Lovells

New York

New York

New York
New York
New York
New York

New York

New York

New York

Washington

New York
Houston

New York

Los
Angeles

New York

New York

San
Francisco

Washington

New York
New York

Washington

1,735

476

2,033
1,086
787
540

435

1,201

697

961
803
348

344

164
746

1,900
1,010

609

414
320

2,280

$1,035

$1,000

$990
$980
$975
$950

$930

$930

$915

$905
$900
$890

$890

$890
$880

$875
$865

$865

$860
$845

$835

$1,150

$1,100

$1,110
$1,800
$985

$1,090

$1,050

$1,075

$1,075

$1,250
$1,095
$1,090

$995

$975
$950

$1,050
$1,195

$1,070

$1,080
$1,025

$1,000

$845 $620

$930 $595

$895 $605
$765 $590
$850 $615
$790 $580

$800 $605

$625 $600

$810 $410

$735 $290
$670 $530
$745 $528

$725 $555

$800 $535
$725 $465

$700 $525
$595 $525

$615 $520

$715 $510
$740 $590

$705 -

$845 $340

$760 $375

$725 $465
$930 $175
$975 $130
$790 $350

$750 $395

$790 $300

$675 $320

$695 $75
$735 $395
$785 $265

$675 $365

$750 $395
$675 $295

$1,050 $220
$725 $230

$860 $375

$680 $320
$750 $400
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Kasowitz,
Benson,

Torres &
Friedman

New York

Kirkland & Ellis Chicago
Cooley Palo Alto
Arnold & Washington
Porter

Paul Hastings New York
Curtis, Mallet- New York
Prevost, Colt

& Mosle

Winston & Chicago
Strawn

Bingham Boston
McCutchen

Akin Gump Washington
Strauss Hauer

& Feld

Covington & Washington
Burling

King & Atlanta
Spalding

Norton Rose  N/A**
Fulbright

DLA Piper New York
Bracewell &  Houston
Giuliani

Baker & Chicago
McKenzie

Dickstein Washington
Shapiro

Jenner & Chicago
Block

Jones Day New York
Manatt, Los
Phelps & Angeles
Phillips

Seward & New York
Kissel

O'Melveny & Los

Myers Angeles
McDermott Chicago
Will & Emery

Reed Smith Pittsburgh
Dentons N/A* *
Jeffer Mangels Los

Butler & Angeles
Mitchell

Sheppard, Los

365

1,517
632
748

899
322
842
900

806

738
838
N/A* *

4,036
432

4,004
308
432
2,363
325
152
738
1,024
1,468

N/A* *
126

521

$835

$825
$820
$815

$815
$800
$800
$795

$785

$780
$775
$775

$765
$760

$755
$750
$745
$745
$740
$735
$715
$710

$710
$700
$690

$685

$1,195

$995
$990
$950

$900
$860
$995
$1,080

$1,220

$890
$995
$900

$1,025
$1,125

$1,130
$1,250
$925
$975
$795
$850
$950
$835

$945
$1,050
$875

$875

$600 $340

$590 $540
$660 $525
$670 $500

$750 $540
$730 $480
$650 $520
$220 $450

$615 $525

$605 $415
$545 $460
$525 $400

$450 $510
$575 $440

$260 $395
$590 $475
$565 $465
$445 $435
$640 -
$625 $400
$615 -
$525 -

$545 $420
$345 $425
$560 -

$490 $415

$625

$715
$630
$610

$755
$785
$590
$605

$660

$565
$735
$515

$750
$700

$925
$585
$550

$775

$600

$530
$685

$535

$200

$235
$160
$345

$335
$345
$425
$185

$365

$320
$125
$300

$250
$275

$100
$310
$380

$205

$290

$295
$210

$275
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Mullin, Richter Angeles
& Hampton

Alston & Bird Atlanta 805 $675 $875 $495 $425 $575 $280

THE FOUR-FIGURE CLUB

These 10 firms posted the highest partner billing rates.

THE FOUR-FIGURE CLUB

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher $1,800
Dickstein Shapiro $1,250
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr $1,250
Akin Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld $1,220
Kasowitz, Benson, Torres & Friedman $1,195
Morrison & Foerster $1,195
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom $1,150
Baker & McKenzie $1,130
Bracewell & Giuliani $1,125
Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison $1,120

Contact Karen Sloan at ksloan@alm.com
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