


1 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is
true and correct. Executed this 7th day of April, 2017, at Cleveland Heights, Ohio.
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DECLARATION OF GEOFFREY M. JOHNSON FILED ON BEHALF OF SCOTT+SCOTT, ATTORNEYS AT
LAW, LLP IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND EXPENSES
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EXHIBIT A
LODESTAR

SCOTT+SCOTT ATTORNEYS AT LAW, LLP

Inception through April 5, 2017

Name Total Hours Hourly Rate Lodestar
Partners
David Scott 55.00 $900.00 $ 49,500.00
Beth Kaswan 13.60 $900.00 $ 12,240.00
Debbie Weintraub 23.20 $900.00 $ 20,880.00
William Fredericks 141.10 $900.00 $  126,990.00
Geoff Johnson 1,374.10 $900.00 $ 1,236,690.00
Daryl Scott 7.90 $900.00 $ 7,110.00
Amanda Lawrence 13.80 $725.00 $ 10,005.00
Michael Burnett 65.00 $775.00 $ 50,375.00
Thomas Laughlin 132.80 $725.00 $ 96,280.00
Total Partners 1,826.50 $ 1,610,070.00
Associates, Contract Attorneys and Investigators
Sean Masson (A) 33.80 $575.00 $ 19,435.00
John Jasnoch (A) 538.60 $575.00 $  309,695.00
Joseph Halloran (A) 54.20 $400.00 $ 21,680.00
Scott Jacobsen (A) 6.00 $450.00 $ 2,700.00
Nicholas Smith (A) 5.50 $500.00 $ 2,750.00
Jospeh Pettigrew (CA) 46.00 $400.00 $ 18,400.00
Brittani Brown (CA) 211.00 $400.00 $ 84,400.00
J. Alex Vargas (I) 11.20 $625.00 $ 7,000.00
Total Associates 906.30 $  466,060.00
Paralegals and Litigation Support
Victor Napenas (LS) 5.50 $280.00 $ 1,540.00
Kimberly Jager (PL) 29.50 $325.00 $ 9,587.50
Ellen Dewan (PL) 60.10 $325.00 $ 19,532.50
Renata McGraw (PL) 19.10 $275.00 $ 5,252.50
Irina Chilaia (PL) 20.40 $305.00 $ 6,222.00
Ann Slaughter (PL) 53.90 $325.00 $ 17,517.50
Total Paralegals 188.50 $ 59,652.00
Total 2,921.30 $ 2,135,782.00
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EXHIBIT B

Categories:
(1) Factual Investigation (6) Document Review
(2) Discovery (7) Legal Research
(3) Pleadings, Briefs & Pretrial Motions (8) Client / Shareholder Commumications
(4) Court Appearances (9) Litigation Strategy & Analysis
(5) Draft Initial or Amended Complaint (10) Settlement Negotiations, Stipulation, Plan of Allocation

Name 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Carent | poge|  Cumrent

Hours Lodestar

David Scott P 1.40 2.50 ] 3990 - - - - 10.00 1.20 55.00 | 900 49,500.00
Geolf Johnson P 120.10 | 25590 | 23040 | 53101 56.50] 24240 121,60 0.50 49.50 244.10 1,374.10 1 900 | 1,236,690.00
Beth Kaswan P 2.50 1.70 - - 4.50 - - 4.40 0.50 13.60 | 900 12,240.00
Debbie Weintraub P 020] 14.00 - - - - - 9.00 - 23.20 | 900 20,880.00
Daryl Scott P 0.90 0.10 - - - - - - 6.90 7.90 | 900 7,110.00
William Fredericks P 66.10 1.50 | 40.70 2.00 3.50 0.70 5.50 21.10 141.10 | 900 126,990.00
Tom Laughlin P 75.50 53.60 330 0.40 132.80 | 725 96,280.00
Amanda Lawrence P 1.80 0.30 - 4.20 7.10 - - 0,40 - 13.80 | 725 10,005.00
Michael Burnett P 53.00 12.00 65.00 | 775 50,375.00
Joseph Halloran A 12.50 | 19.60 9.80 1.70 8.90 1.20 0.50 54.20 | 400 21,680.00
John Jasnoch A 14470 | 11540 45901 40.40 | 9690 40.10 13.40 13.60 28.20 538.60 | 575 309,695.00
Scott Jacobsen A 6.00 6.00 | 450 2,700.00
Nicholas Smith A 1.10 0.70 3.70 5,50 | 500 2,750.00
Sean Masson A 18.90 1.50 6.30 1.80 5.30 33.80 | 575 19,435.00
Brittani Brown CA 151.00 1 44.00 - - 16.00 - - - - 211.00 | 400 84,400.00
Joseph Pettigrew CA 8.00 15.50 2.50 20.00 46.00 | 400 18.400.00
Alex Vargas 1 3.70 6.10 1.40 11.20 | 625 7,000.00
Victor Napenas LS 5.50 5.50 | 280 1,540.00
Amn Slaughter PL 0.60 | 48.60 0.20 0.20 0.30 - - 3.20 0.80 53,90 | 325 17,517.50
Elien DeWan PL - 38.60 1.00 18.30 - 1.50 0.70 - - 60.10 | 325 19,532.50
Irina Chilaia PL 11.00 9.30 0.10 2040 | 305 6,222.00
Kimberly Jager PL 29.50 29.50 | 325 9,587.50
Renata McGraw PL 3001 1590 0.20 19.10 | 275 5,252.50
TOTAL: 120.10 | 685.10 | 649.10 | 180.80 | 201.00 | 376.20 | 240.20 3690 | 108.20 323.70 2,921.30 2,135,782.00
{P) Partner
(A) Associate
(CA) Contract Attorney
(PA) Project Attorney
(SA) Staft Attorney
(FA) Forensic Accountant
(FAI) Forensic Accounting Intern
(EA) Economic Analyst
(RA) Research Analyst
(1) Investigator
{IT} Information Technology
(LS) Litigation Support
(LC) Law Clerk
(SUA) Summer Associate
(PL) Paralegal
(DC) Document Clerk
{SR) Shareholder Relations
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EXHIBIT C
EXPENSES/CHARGES

SCOTT+SCOTT ATTORNEYS AT LAW, LLP

Inception through April 5, 2017

CATEGORY TOTAL

Filing, Witness and Other Fees $8,858.15
Transportation, Hotels & Meals $20,845.95
Telephone, Facsimile $1,108.65
Postage $3.57
Messenger, Overnight Delivery $1,109.99
Court Hearing and Deposition Reporting, and Transcripts $10,635.75
Photocopies

In-House Black and White Copies: (21,591

copies at $0.25 per page) $5,397.75
Online Legal and Financial Research $833.30
Mediation Fees (Phillips ADR) $8,250.00
Miscellaneous $2,059.25

TOTAL

$59,102.36
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Filing, Witness and Other Fees: $8,858.15.

EXHIBIT D

DATE VENDOR PURPOSE
4/01/15; File & ServeXpress LLC | Filing Fee of Credit Suisse’s Proof of Service;
4/07/15; File & ServeXpress LLC | Filing Fee of 3 Notice & Acknowledgment of
Receipts of Robert Cohn, E. Stanton McKee, Jr.
4/24/15; File & ServeXpress LLC | and King Digital;

4/27/15; and

4/29/15

File & ServeXpress LLC

File & ServeXpress LLC

Court Courtesy Copies, Filing and Online Service
Fees of Notice of Application for Beth Kaswan Pro
Hac Vice;

Court Courtesy Copies, Filing and Online Service
Fees of Notice of App. For Pro Hac Vice of Beth
Kaswan and for Amanda Lawrence;

Court Courtesy Copies, Filing and Online Service
Fees of Declaration of John Jasnoch in Support of
Application for Pro Hac Vice of Beth Kaswan; and
Court Courtesy Copies, Filing and Online Service
Fees of Declaration of John Jasnoch in Support of
Application for Pro Hac Vice of Amanda
Lawrence.

5/05/15

File & ServeXpress LLC

Court Courtesy Copies, Filing and Online Service
Fees of Notice of Application of Deborah Clark-
Weintraub to Appear Pro Hac Vice.

7/01/15;
7/10/15; and

7/21/15

File & ServeXpress LLC
File & ServeXpress LLC

File & ServeXpress LLC

Filing and Online Service Fees of Unopposed
Application for Geoffrey Johnson to Appear Pro
Hac Vice;

Filing and Online Service Fees of Supplemental
Declaration of Geoffrey Johnson in Support of
above;

Filing and Online Service Fees of Joint Case
Management Statement.

8/05/15

File & ServeXpress LLC

Filing, Online Service and Statutory Filing Fee of
Stipulation & Proposed Order re Confidential
Information.

9/11/2015

9/10/2015

9/14/2015

9/18/2015

File & ServeXpress LLC

File & ServeXpress LLC

File & ServeXpress LLC

File & ServeXpress LLC

Filing, Online Service and Statutory Filing Fee of
Plaintiffs Unopposed Application for Nicholas
Smith to Appear Pro Hac Vice;

Filing, Online Service and Transaction Fee of
Revised Stipulation and Proposed Protective Order
re Confidential Information;

Filing, Online Service and Transaction Fee of
Memorandum & Points of Authorities in
Opposition to Demurrer Underwriter Defs. and
Filing and Online Services fees of Memorandum &
Points of Authorities in Opposition to Demurrer of
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King Digital Defs;
Filing and Online Service fees of Notice of
Withdrawal of Attorney Nicholas D. Smith.

2/01/2016 File & ServeXpress LLC | Filing, Court Courtesy Copies, Statutory Filing and
Online Service of Notice of Motion & Motion for
Class Certification Memorandum; Declaration of
John Jasnoch w/Exhibits A — I and Proposed Order.
1/08/2016 File & ServeXpress LLC | Filing, Court Courtesy Copies, and Online Service
of Supplemental Joint Case Management Statement
1/29/2016 File & ServeXpress LLC | w/Exhibit 1; Filing, Court Courtesy Copies, and
Online Service of Plaintiffs” Notice of Motion and
Motion for Class Certification, Memorandum and
Exhibits.
5/05/2016 File & ServeXpress LLC | Filing, Online Service and Statutory Filing Fee of
Revised Stipulation & Proposed Order Section 11
Class & Dismissing Section 12 Claim;
5/17/2016 File & ServeXpress LLC | Filing; Online Service of Supplemental Joint Case
Management Statement; and
5/20/2016 File & ServeXpress LLC | Filing; online service and Statutory Filing Fee of
Revised Stipulation & Proposed Order Section 11
Class & Dismissing Section 12 Claim.
7/15/2016 File & ServeXpress LLC | Filing; Online Service of Supplemental Joint Case
Management Statement.
8/12/2016 File & ServeXpress LLC | Notice of Firm Address Change — filing and Online
8/25/2016 File & ServeXpress LLC | Service fees; Supplemental Joint Case Management
Statement — filing and Online Service fees
10/05/2016 File & ServeXpress LLC | Filing; Online Service of Supplemental Joint Case
Management Statement.
11/04/2016 File & ServeXpress LLC | Filing; online service and Statutory Filing Fee of
Unopposed Application for Leave to File
Memorandum in Excess of Page Limit.
3/17/2015 Class Action Research & | New Case Filing — Summons, Complaint, Civil
Litigation Support Case Cover Sheet
3/20/2015 Class Action Research & | Personal Service to Stifel Nicolaus & Co. of
Litigation Support Summons, Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover
Sheet, Notice to Plaintiff of Case Management
Conf.; ADR Information Package, etc.
3/20/2015 Class Action Research & | Personal Service to Piper Jaffray & Co. of
Litigation Support Summons, Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover
Sheet, Notice to Plaintiff of Case Management
Conf.; ADR Information Package, etc.
3/19/2015 Class Action Research & | Personal Service to Pacific Crest of Summons,

Litigation Support

Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover Sheet, Notice
to Plaintiff of Case Management Conf.; ADR
Information Package, etc.
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3/20/2015 Class Action Research & | Personal Service to Cowen & Company LLC of
Litigation Support Summons, Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover
Sheet, Notice to Plaintiff of Case Management
Conf.; ADR Information Package, etc.
3/20/2015 Class Action Research & | Personal Service to BMO Capital of Summons,
Litigation Support Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover Sheet, Notice
to Plaintiff of Case Management Conf.; ADR
Information Package, etc.
3/19/2015 Class Action Research & | Personal Service to RBC Capital of Summons,
Litigation Support Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover Sheet, Notice
to Plaintiff of Case Management Conf.; ADR
Information Package, etc.
3/20/2015 Class Action Research & | Personal Service to Deutsche Bank of Summons,
Litigation Support Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover Sheet, Notice
to Plaintiff of Case Management Conf.; ADR
Information Package, etc.
3/20/2015 Class Action Research & | Personal Service to Barclays Capital of Summons,
Litigation Support Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover Sheet, Notice
to Plaintiff of Case Management Cont.; ADR
Information Package, etc.
3/20/2015 Class Action Research & | Personal Service to Merrill Lynch of Summons,
Litigation Support Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover Sheet, Notice
to Plaintiff of Case Management Conf.; ADR
Information Package, etc.
3/20/2015 Class Action Research & | Personal Service to Morgan Securities of
Litigation Support Summons, Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover
Sheet, Notice to Plaintiff of Case Management
Conf.; ADR Information Package, etc.
3/19/2015 Class Action Research & | Personal Service to Credit Suisse of Summons,
Litigation Support Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover Sheet, Notice
to Plaintiff of Case Management Conf.; ADR
Information Package, etc.
3/20/2015 Class Action Research & | Personal Service to Wedbush Securities of
Litigation Support Summons, Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover
Sheet, Notice to Plaintiff of Case Management
Conf.; ADR Information Package, etc.
3/23/2015 Class Action Research & Personal Service to Raine Securities of Summons,
Litigation Support Class Action Complaint, Civil Cover Sheet, Notice
to Plaintiff of Case Management Conf.; ADR
Information Package, etc.
7/07/2015 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy to Judge’s Chambers - Plaintiff’s
Litigation Support Unopposed Application of Geoffrey M. Johnson to
Appear as Counsel Pro Hac Vice.
7/23/2015 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy to Judge’s Chambers — Joint Case

Litigation Support

Management Statement.
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8/31/2015 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers — Plaintiffs’
Litigation Support Unopposed Applications to Appear Pro Hac Vice of
Geoffrey M. Johnson.
9/14/2015 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers — Memo of
Litigation Support P&A’s IOT Demurrers of Defs. King Digital;
Memo of P&A’s IOT Demurrers of the Underwriter
Defs.
9/10/2015 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers — Revised
Litigation Support Stipulation & Proposed Protective Order re
Confidential Information.
9/21/2015 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers — Plaintiffs’
Litigation Support Unopp. Applications to Appear Pro Hac Vice for
Beth Kaswan and Amanda Lawrence.
10/07/2015 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers — Plaintiffs’
Litigation Support Response to Defendants’ Supplemental
Memorandum.
5/05/2016 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers — Plaintiffs’
Litigation Support Unopposed Suppl. Filing in Support of Revised
Stip. & Proposed Order.
5/17/2016 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers —
Litigation Support Supplemental Jt. Case Management Statement.
5/20/2016 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers — Revised
Litigation Support Stipulation & Proposed Order.
7/15/2016 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers —
Litigation Support Supplemental Jt. Case Management Statement.
8/12/2016 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers — Notice of
Litigation Support Firm Address Change.
8/25/2016 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers —
Litigation Support Supplemental Jt. Case Management Statement.
10/06/2016 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers —
Litigation Support Supplemental Jt. Case Management Statement.
11/04/2016 Class Action Research & | Courtesy Copy for Judge’s Chambers — Unopposed

Litigation Support

App. For Leave to File Memo in Excess of Page
Limit.
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EXHIBITE

Transportation, Hotels & Meals: $20,845.95

NAME DATE DESTINATION PURPOSE
Geoffrey Johnson 7/26/15 San Francisco, CA | Case Management Conference
Geoffrey Johnson 10/5/15 San Francisco, CA | Demurrer Hearing (Oral Agrument)
Geoffrey Johnson 12/16/15 San Francisco, CA | Demurrer Hearing
John Jasnoch 3/1/16 San Francisco, CA | Sean Deotte & Michael Nunes Depo
Sean Deotte 3/1/16 San Francisco, CA | Depo
Michael Nunes 3/1/16 San Francisco, CA | Depo
Geoffrey Johnson 6/30/16 Los Angeles, CA Mediation
John Jasnoch 6/30/16 Los Angeles, CA Mediation
William Fredericks | 6/30/16 Los Angeles, CA Mediation
Geoffrey Johnson 11/16/16 San Francisco, CA | Preliminary Approval Hearing
Geoffrey Johnson 1/12/17 San Francisco, CA | Preliminary Approval Hearing
Geoffrey Johnson 5/19/17 San Francisco, CA | Final Approval Hearing
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EXHIBIT F

Court Hearing and Deposition Reporting, and Transcripts: $10,635.75.

DATE VENDOR PURPOSE
10/5/15 Scanlan CSR Demurrer Hearing
2/26/16 TSG Reporting, Inc. City of Taylor Depo
3/1/16 TSG Reporting, Inc. Sean Debotte & Michael Nunes
Depo
3/4/16 TSG Reporting, Inc. Mr. Eyking Depo
5/20/16 Scanlan CSR Notice of Motion & Motion for

Class Certification
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SCOTT+SCOTT,
ATTORNEYS AT LAW, LLP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

MISSION STATEMENT

Scott+Scott, Attorneys at Law, LLP (“Scott+Scott”) is a nationally recognized law firm
headquartered in Connecticut with offices in California, New York City, and Ohio. Scott+Scott
represents individuals, businesses, public and private pension funds, and others who have
suffered from corporate fraud and wrongdoing. Scott+Scott is directly responsible for
recovering hundreds of millions of dollars and achieving substantial corporate governance
reforms on behalf of its clients. Scott+Scott has significant expertise in complex securities,
antitrust, consumer, ERISA, and civil rights litigation in both federal and state courts. Through
its efforts, Scott+Scott promotes corporate social responsibility.

SECURITIES AND CORPORATE GOVERNANCE

Scott+Scott represents individuals and institutional investors that have suffered from stock fraud
and corporate malfeasance. Scott+Scott’s philosophy is simple — directors and officers should be
truthful in their dealings with the public markets and honor their duties to their sharcholders.
Since its inception, Scott+Scott’s securities and corporate governance litigation department has
developed and maintained a reputation of excellence and integrity recognized by state and
federal and state courts across the country. “It is this Court’s position that Scott+Scott did a
superlative job in its representation, which substantially benefited Ariel . . . . For the record, it
should be noted that Scott+Scott has demonstrated a remarkable grasp and handling of the
extraordinarily complex matters in this case . . . . They have possessed a knowledge of the issues
presented and this knowledge has always been used to the benefit of all investors.” N.Y. Univ. v.
Ariel Fund Ltd., No. 603803/08, slip. op. at 9-10 (N.Y. Sup. Ct. Feb. 22, 2010). “The quality of
representation here is demonstrated, in part, by the result achieved for the class. Further, it has
been this court’s experience, throughout the ongoing litigation of this matter, that counsel have
conducted themselves with the utmost professionalism and respect for the court and the judicial
process.” In re Priceline.com, Inc. Sec. Litig., No. 00-cv-01884, 2007 WL 2115592, at *5 (D.
Conn. July 20, 2007).

Scott+Scott has successfully prosecuted numerous class actions under the federal securities laws,
resulting in the recovery of hundreds of millions of dollars for sharcholders. Representative
cases prosecuted by Scott+Scott under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 include: /n re
Priceline.com, Inc. Sec. Litig.,, No. 00-cv-01884 (D. Conn. July 19, 2007) ($80 million
settlement); frvine v. ImClone Sys., Inc., No. 02-cv-00109 (S.D.N.Y. July 29, 2005) ($75 million
settlement); Cornwell v. Credit Suisse Group, No. 08-cv-03758 (S.D.N.Y. July 20, 2011)
($70 million settlement); Schnall v. Annuity and Life Re (Holdings) Ltd., No. 02-cv-2133 (D.
Conn. June 13, 2008) ($26.5 million settlement); and St. Lucie County Fire District Firefighter’s



Pension Trust Fund v. Oilsands Quest Inc., No. 11-cv-1288-JSR (S.D.N.Y. Dec. 6, 2013)
($10.23 million settlement) ($7.85 million settlement preliminarily approved). Representative
cases prosecuted by Scott+Scott under the Securities Act of 1933 include: In re Washington
Mutual Mortgage-Backed Securities Litigation, No. 09-cv-0037 (W.D. Wash. Jan. 7, 2014)
($26 million settlement); In re Pacific Biosciences Securities Litigation, No.CIV509210 (Cal.
Super. Ct., San Mateo County, Oct. 31, 2013) ($7.68 million settlement); West Palm Beach
Police Pension Fund v. CardioNet, Inc., No. 37-2010-00086836-CU-SL-CTL (Cal. Super. Ct.,
San Diego County, 2010) ($7.25 million settlement); Parker v. National City Corp., No. CV-08-
657360 (Ohio Ct. Com. PL., Cuyahoga County, June 23, 2010) ($5.25 million settlement); and
Hamel v. GT Solar International, Inc., No. 217-2010-CV-05004 (N.H. Super. Ct., Merrimack
County, May 10, 2011) ($10.25 million settlement).

Scott+Scott currently serves as court-appointed lead counsel in various federal securities class
actions, including Birmingham Retirement and Relief System, v. S.A.C. Capital Advisors, No.
1:12-cv-09350 (S.D.N.Y. June 17, 2013); In re NQ Mobile Securities Litigation, No. 13-cv-
07608 (S.D.N.Y. April 9, 2014); In re Conn’s Inc. Securities Litigation, No. 14-cv-00548 (S.D.
Tex. June 3, 2014) and Weston v. RCS Capital Corp., No. 14-10136 (S.D.N.Y., Dec. 29, 2014).

In addition to prosecuting federal securities class actions, Scott+Scott has a proven track record
of handling corporate governance matters through its extensive experience litigating shareholder
derivative actions. In addition, Scott+Scott has been singularly successful in its sharcholder
derivative appellate practice, and as a result, has been instrumental in fashioning the standards in
this area of law. In Westmoreland County Employee Retirement System v. Parkinson, No. 12-
3342 (7th Cir. Aug. 16, 2013), the Seventh Circuit clarified the parameters of demand futility in
those instances where a majority of directors of a corporation are alleged to have breached the
fiduciary duty of loyalty by consciously disregarding positive law. In Cottrell v. Duke, No. 12-
3871 (8th Cir. Dec. 28, 2013), the Eighth Circuit, in a case of first impression, clarified that the
Colorado River stay is virtually never appropriate where there are exclusive federal claims. And
in King v. Verifone Holdings, Inc., No. 330, 2010 (Del. Jan. 28, 2011), the Supreme Court of
Delaware has clarified the availability of the Delaware Corporate Code Section 220 “books and
records” demands to a shareholder whose original plenary action was dismissed without
prejudice in a federal district court. Representative actions prosecuted by Scott+Scott include: /n
re DaVita Healthcare Partners Derivative Litigation, No. 13-cv-1308 (D. Colo.) (corporate
governance reform valued at $100 million); North Miami Beach General Employees Retirement
Fund v. Parkinson, No. 10C6514 (N.D. I11.) (corporate governance valued between $50 million
and $60 million); In re Marvell Tech. Group Ltd. Derivative Litigation, No. C-06-03894-RMW
(RS) (N.D. Cal. Aug. 11, 2009) ($54.9 million and corporate governance reforms); In re Qwest
Communications International, Inc., No. Civ. 01-RB-1451 (D. Colo. June 15, 2004) ($25 million
and corporate governance reform); Plymouth County Contributory Retirement Fund v. Hassan,
No. 08-cv-1022 (D.N.J.) (settlement of derivative claims against Merck Schering Plough and its
officers and directors providing for corporate governance reforms valued between $50 million
and $75 million); Carfagno v. Schnitzer, No. 08-cv-912-SAS (S.D.N.Y. May 18, 2009)
(modification of terms of preferred securities issued to insiders valued at $8 million); and Garcia
v. Carrion, No. 3:09-cv-01507 (D.P.R. Sept. 12, 2011) (settlement of derivative claims against
the company and its officers and directors providing for corporate governance reforms valued
between $10.05 million and $15.49 million).



Currently, Scott+Scott is actively prosecuting shareholder derivative actions, including /n re Bio-
Rad Laboratories, Inc. Stockholder Litigation, C.A. No. 11387 (Del. Ch. Aug. 13, 2015); In re
Tile Shop Holdings, Inc. Stockholder Derivative Litigation, C. A. No. 108884 (Del. Ch. July 31,
2015); West Palm Beach Fire Pension Fund v. Page, No. 15-1334 (N.D. Cal. March 23, 2015);
In re Duke Energy Corp. Coal Ash Derivative Litigation, C.A. No. 9682 (Del. Ch. May 21,
2014); and In re OSI Systems, Inc. Derivative Litigation, No. 14-2910 (C. D. Cal. April 15,
2014).

ANTITRUST

Scott+Scott litigates complex antitrust cases throughout the United States. Scott+Scott
represents investors, business, and consumers in price-fixing, bid-rigging, monopolization, and
other restraints of trade cases on both a class-wide and individual basis, helping to ensure that
markets remain free, open, and competitive. With the opening of a London Office, Scott+Scott’s
commitment to competition now includes pursuing its clients’ claims on a global basis.

Scott+Scott’s class action antitrust practice includes serving as court-appointed lead counsel with
the responsibility for the prosecution of class claims. Scott+Scott serves as court-appointed lead
counsel in high-value antitrust class action cases, including Dahl v. Bain Capital Partners, LLC,
No. 07-cv-12388 (D. Mass.) (challenging bid rigging and market allocation of leveraged buyouts
by private equity firms resulting in $590.5 million in settlements)); /n Re: Foreign Exchange
Benchmark Rates Antitrust Litigation, No. 13-cv-7789 (S.D.N.Y.) (challenging price-fixing of
foreign exchange rates (over $2 billion in partial settlements negotiated)); and Alaska Electrical
Pension Fund v. Bank of America Corp., No. 14-cv-7126 (S.D.N.Y.) (challenging price-fixing of
the ISDAfix benchmark interest rate). Scott+Scott has served as court-appointed lead counsel in
other cases, including In re Korean Air Lines Co., Ltd. Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 1891, No.
CV 07-06542 (C.D. Cal.) (challenging price-fixing/illegal surcharge ($86 million in cash and
travel voucher settlements) and Mylan Pharmaceuticals, Inc. v. Warner Chilcott Public Limited
Company, No. 12-cv-03824 (E.D. Pa.) (challenging monopolization in the sale of name-brand
pharmaceutical ($8 million settlement)).

When not serving as lead counsel, Scott+Scott has served on the executive leadership
committees in numerous class action cases. Representative actions include /n re Payment Card
Interchange Fee and Merchant Discount Antitrust Litigation, No. 1:05-md-1720 (E.D.N.Y.)
(challenging price-fixing in the payment cards industry ($7.25 billion settlement)); Kleen
Products LLC v. Packaging Corporation of America, No. 1:10-cv-05711 (N.D. Ill.) (challenging
price-fixing of containerboard products); and In re Lithium lon Batteries Antitrust Litig., No. 13-
md-2420-YGR (DMR) (N.D. Cal.) (challenging price-fixing of lithium-ion batteries).

Scott+Scott’s class action antitrust experience includes serving as co-trial counsel in /n re Scrap
Metal Antitrust Litigation, 02-cv-0844-KMO (N.D. Ohio), where it helped obtain a $34.5 million
jury verdict, which was subsequently affirmed by the United States Court of Appeals for the
Sixth Circuit (see In re Scrap Metal Antitrust Litigation, 527 F.3d 517, 524 (6th Cir. 2008)), and
in the consolidated bench trial in Ross v. Bank of America N.A., No. 05-cv-7116, MDL No. 1409
(S.D.N.Y\), and Ross v. American Express Co., No. 04-cv-5723, MDL No. 1409 (S.D.N.Y).



Scott+Scott also represents large clients in opt-out antitrust litigation. Scott+Scott currently
represents Eastman Kodak Company, Agfa Corporation, Agfa Graphics, N.V., and Mag
Instrument, Inc. in In re: Aluminum Warehousing Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 2481
(S.D.N.Y.). Scott+Scott previously represented publicly traded corporations, such as Parker
Hannifin Corporation and PolyOne Corporation, in matters such as In re Rubber Chemicals
Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 1648 (N.D. Cal.); In re Polychloroprene Rubber (CR) Antitrust
Litigation, MDL No. 1642 (D. Conn.); and In re Plastic Additives Antitrust Litigation (No. II),
MDL No. 1684 (E.D. Pa.).

CONSUMER RIGHTS

Scott+Scott and its attorneys have a proven track record of obtaining significant recoveries for
consumers in class action cases. Scott+Scott is one of the premier advocates in the area of
consumer protection law and has been appointed to a number of prominent leadership positions.

Cases where Scott+Scott has played a leading role in the area of consumer protection litigation
include:

e In re Providian Financial Corp. Credit Card Terms Litigation, MDL No. 1301 (E.D.
Pa.) ($105 million settlement was achieved on behalf of a class of credit card holders
who were charged excessive interest and late charges on their credit cards);

o The Vulcan Society, Inc. v. The City of New York, No. 07-cv-02067 (E.D.N.Y.)
($100 million settlement and significant injunctive relief was obtained for a class of
black and Hispanic applicants who sought to be New York City firefighters but were
denied or delayed employment due to racial discrimination);

e In re Prudential Ins. Co. SGLI/VGLI Contract Litigation, MDL No. 2208 (D. Mass.)
($40 million settlement was achieved on behalf of a class of military service members
and their families who had purchased insurance contracts);

e Gunther v. Capital One, N.A., No. 09-2966 (E.D.N.Y.) (a net settlement resulting in
class members receiving 100% of their damages was obtained);

e [n re Pre-Filled Propane Tank Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation, MDL No.
2086 (W.D. Mo.) ($37 million settlement obtained on behalf of class of propane
purchasers who alleged defendants overcharged the class for under-filled propane
tanks);

o  Murr v. Capital One Bank (USA), N.A., No. 13-cv-1091 (E.D. Va.) ($7.3 million
settlement pending on behalf of class of consumers who were misled into accepting
purportedly 0% interest offers); and

o  Howerton v. Cargill, Inc., No. 13-cv-00336 (D. Haw.) ($6.1 settlement obtained on
behalf of a class of consumers who purchased Truvia, purported to be deceptively
marketed as “all-natural’).



Moreover, Scott+Scott is currently serving in a leadership capacity in a number of class action
consumer protection cases, including:

o In re The Home Depot, Inc., Customer Data Security Breach Litigation, MDL No.
2583 (N.D. Ga.) (claims involving data breach and the theft of the personal and
financial information of 56 million credit and debit card holders);

e [n re Target Corp. Customer Data Security Breach Litigation, MDL No. 2522 (D.
Minn.) (claims involving data breach and the theft of the personal and financial
information of customers holding approximately 110 million credit and debit cards);

o In re Herbal Supplements Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation, MDL No. 2519
(N.D. 1ll.) (claims on behalf of a class of consumers alleging major retail-chain
defendants misrepresent the ingredients in store-branded herbal supplements); and

e [n re L’Oreal Wrinkle Cream Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation, MDL No.
2415 (D.N.J.) (claims on behalf of a class of consumers alleging defendants
misrepresent the anti-aging benefits of certain of their products).

EMPLOYEE BENEFITS (ERISA)

Scott+Scott litigates complex class actions across the United States on behalf of corporate
employees alleging violations of the federal Employee Retirement Income Security Act. ERISA
was enacted by Congress to prevent employers from exercising improper control over retirement
plan assets and requires that pension and 401(k) plan trustees, including employer corporations,
owe the highest fiduciary duties to retirement plans and their participants as to their retirement
funds. Scott+Scott is committed to continuing its leadership in ERISA and related employee-
retirement litigation, as well as to those employees who entrust their employers with hard-earned
retirement savings. Representative recoveries by Scott+Scott include: In re Royal Dutch/Shell
Transport ERISA Litigation, No. 2:04-cv-01398-JWB-SDW (D.N.J. Aug. 30, 2005) ($90 million
settlement); In re General Motors ERISA Litigation, No. 2:05-cv-71085-NGE-RSW (E.D. Mich.
June 5, 2008) ($37.5 million settlement); and Rantala v. ConAgra Foods, No. 8:05-cv-00349-
LES-TDT (D. Neb.) ($4 million settlement).

CIVIL RIGHTS LITIGATION

Scott+Scott has also successfully litigated cases to enforce its clients’ civil rights. In The Vulcan
Society, Inc. v. The City of New York, No. 1:07-cv-02067-NGG-RLM (E.D.N.Y.), Scott+Scott
was part of a team of lawyers representing a class of black applicants who were denied or
delayed employment as New York City firefighters due to decades of racial discriminatory
conduct. The district court certified the class in a post-Walmart v. Dukes decision, granted
summary judgment against the City on both intentional discrimination and disparate impact
claims, and after trial ordered broad injunctive relief, including a new examination, revision of
the application procedure, and continued monitoring by a court-appointed monitor for at least 10
years. The back pay and compensatory damage award will be determined in a subsequent ruling.
In Hohider v. United Parcel Services, Inc., No. 2:04-cv-00363-JFC (W.D. Penn.), Scott+Scott
obtained significant structural changes to UPS’s Americans with Disabilities Act compliance



policies and monetary awards for some individual employees in settlement of a ground-breaking
case seeking nationwide class certification of UPS employees who were barred from
reemployment after suffering injuries on the job.



ATTORNEY BACKGROUND AND EXPERIENCE

MELVIN SCOTT is a graduate of the University of Connecticut (B.A. 1950) and the University
of Kentucky (M.A. 1953; LL.B. 1957). Mr. Scott founded the firm in 1975. He formerly
practiced in Kentucky and is presently admitted to practice in Connecticut and Pennsylvania.
Mr. Scott was a member of the Kentucky Law Review, where he submitted several articles for
publication. He has served as an Attorney Trial Referee since the inception of the program in the
State of Connecticut and is a member of the Fee Dispute Committee for New London County.
Mr. Scott also formerly served as a Special Public Defender in criminal cases and as a member
of the New London County Grievance Committee. Mr. Scott actively represents aggrieved
parties in securities, commercial and criminal litigation and served or serves as counsel in Irvine,
et al. v. ImClone Systems, Inc.; Schnall v. Annuity and Life Re (Holdings) Ltd.; In re 360networks
Class Action Securities Litigation; In re General Motors ERISA Litigation, and Hohider v. UPS,
among others.

DAVID R. SCOTT is the managing partner of Scott+Scott. He represents multinational
corporations, hedge funds, and institutional investors in high-stakes complex litigation, including
antitrust, commercial, and securities actions.

Mr. Scott has received widespread recognition for his antitrust work. He has been elected to
Who’s Who Legal: Competition 2015, 2016, and 2017 which lists the world’s top antitrust
lawyers who are selected based on comprehensive, independent survey work with both general
counsel and lawyers in private practice around the world. He has also received a highly
recommended ranking by Benchmark Litigation for each of the years 2013-2015.

Mr. Scott’s antitrust experience includes matters dealing with unlawful price-fixing cartels,
illegal tying, and anticompetitive monopolization. Currently, Mr. Scott is lead counsel in In re
Foreign Exchange Benchmark Rates Antitrust Litigation, a cartel action alleging a longstanding
and widespread conspiracy to manipulate the foreign exchange market, in which billions in
settlements have been announced to date. He is co-lead counsel in a class action case alleging
that the world’s largest banks and their broker, ICAP, entered a conspiracy to manipulate
ISDAfix, a financial benchmark that is tied to over $379 trillion of outstanding interest-rate
swaps around the world.

Mr. Scott’s previous antitrust cases have resulted in significant recoveries for victims of price-
fixing cartels. Among other cases, Mr. Scott served as co-lead counsel in Dahl v Bain Capital
Partners, No. 1:07-cv-12388 (D. Mass.), an action alleging that the largest private equity firms
in the United States colluded to suppress prices that shareholders received in leveraged buyouts
and that the defendants recently agreed to settle for $600 million. He also played a leadership
role in a lawsuit accusing Visa and MasterCard of engaging in anticompetitive conduct in setting
credit card and debit card acceptance fees that recently settled for a record $7.25 billion. And he
was lead counsel in Red Lion Medical Safety v. Ohmeda, No. 06-cv-1010 (E.D. Cal.), a lawsuit
alleging that Ohmeda, one of the leading manufacturers of medical anesthesia equipment in the
United States, excluded independent service organizations from the market for servicing its
equipment. The case was successfully resolved in settlement negotiations before trial.



Mr. Scott has also taken the lead in bringing claims on behalf of institutional investors, such as
sovereign wealth funds, corporate pension schemes, and public employee retirement funds,
against mortgaged-backed securities trustees for failing to protect investors. Such cases include
Retirement Board of the Policemen’s Annuity and Benefit Fund of the City of Chicago v. The
Bank of New York Mellon (MBS sponsored by Countrywide Financial Corp.), No. 1:11-cv-05459
(S.D.N.Y.); Retirement Board of the Policemen’s Annuity and Benefit Fund of the City of
Chicago v. Bank of America (MBS sponsored by Washington Mutual Bank), No. 1:12-cv-02865
(S.D.N.Y)); and Oklahoma Police Pension and Retirement System v. U.S. Bank National
Association (MBS sponsored by Bear Stearns), No. 1:11-cv-08066 (S.D.N.Y.). He also
represented a consortium of regional banks in litigation relating to toxic auction rate securities
(“ARS”) and obtained a sizable recovery for the banks in a confidential settlement. This case
represents one of the few ARS cases in the country to be successfully resolved in favor of the
plaintiffs.

In addition, Mr. Scott has extensive experience litigating shareholder derivative cases, achieving
substantial corporate governance reforms on behalf of his clients. Representative actions include:
In re Marvell Tech. Group Ltd. Derivative Litigation, No. C-06-03894 (N.D. Cal.) (settlement
obtaining $54.9 million in financial benefits for the company, including $14.6 million in cash,
and corporate governance reforms to improve stock option granting procedures and internal
controls, valued at more than $150 million); In re Qwest Communications International, Inc.,
No. 01-RB-1451 (D. Colo.) (settlement obtaining $25 million for the company and achieving
corporate governance reforms aimed at ensuring board independence); Plymouth County
Contributory Retirement System v. Hasan, No. 08-1022 (D.N.J.) (settlement requiring annual
reporting to the company’s board where any clinical drug trial is delayed, valued at between $50
million - §75 million); Carfagno v. Schnitzer, No. 08-cv-0912 (S.D.N.Y.) (settlement resulting in
modification of terms of preferred securities issued to insiders, valued at $8 million); and Garcia
v. Carrion, No. 09-cv-1507 (D.P.R.) (settlement achieving reforms aimed at rectifying internal
control weaknesses and improving director education in accounting and ethics, valued at
between $10 million - $15 million).

Mr. Scott is frequently quoted in the press, including in publications such as The Financial
Times, The Guardian, The Daily Telegraph, The Wall Street Journal, and Law360. He is
regularly invited to speak at conferences around the world and before Boards of Directors and
trustees responsible for managing institutional investments.

Mr. Scott is admitted to practice in Connecticut, New York, the United States Tax Court, and
numerous United States District Courts.

Mr. Scott is a graduate of St. Lawrence University (B.A., cum laude, 1986), Temple University
School of Law (J.D., Moot Court Board, 1989), and New York University School of Law (LLM
in taxation).

BETH A. KASWAN, during her tenure as an Assistant U.S. Attorney and subsequent
promotions to Chief of the Commercial Litigation Unit and Deputy Chief of the Civil Division of
the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Southern District of New York, was appointed by the FDA as
lead counsel in litigation to enjoin the manufacture of adulterated generic drugs in the landmark



case United States v. Barr Laboratories, Inc., 812 F. Supp. 458 (D.N.J. 1993). Ms. Kaswan, who
began her career as an accountant at the offices of Peat, Marwick, Mitchell & Co., and then
worked as a civil trial attorney at the U.S. Department of Justice in Washington, D.C., is the
recipient of several awards from the Justice Department and other agencies she represented,
including the Justice Department’s John Marshall award, Special Commendation from the
Attorney General, a Superior Performance award from the Executive Office of U.S. Attorneys
and Tax Division Outstanding Achievement awards.

While at Scott+Scott, Ms. Kaswan served as lead counsel in Boilermakers National Annuity
Trust Fund v. WaMu Mortgage Pass Through Certificates, No. 09-cv-00037 (W.D. Wa.), the
WaMu RMBS Section 11 Securities Act case which settled after plaintiffs succeeded in
defeating the defendants’ motion for summary judgment, only weeks before it was scheduled to
proceed to a jury trial. Ms. Kaswan just completed the nine-week trial in In the Matter of the
Application of The Bank of New York Mellon, Index No. 651786/2011 (N.Y. Supr. Ct.) in which
she and other interveners challenged the proposed settlement between Bank of New York Mellon
and Bank of America to resolve repurchase and servicing claims for 530 Countrywide trusts.
She and others at Scott+Scott recently settled federal and state law claims against the
Securitization Trustees for WaMu and Bear Stearns Trusts in Policemen’s Annuity and Benefit
Fund of the City of Chicago v. Bank of America, N.A., No. 12-cv-2865 (S.D.N.Y.) and Oklahoma
Police Pension and Retirement System v. U.S. Bank N.A., No. 11-cv-8066 (S.D.N.Y.),
respectively. Ms. Kaswan brought a derivative suit on behalf of New York University against
Ezra Merkin to freeze funds belonging to a feeder fund to Bernard Madoff. She also served as
lead counsel to another shareholder derivative case, Carfagno v. Schnitzer, No. 08-CV-912-SAS
(S.D.N.Y.), where she successfully negotiated a settlement on behalf of Centerline Holding
Company and Centerline shareholders. Ms. Kaswan has served as lead counsel in Cornwell v.
Credit Suisse Group, No. 08-cv-3758 (S.D.N.Y.) and In re Tetra Technologies, Inc. Securities
Litigation, No. 08-cv-0965 (S.D. Tex.), among others.

Ms. Kaswan is a member of the New York and Massachusetts bars. Ms. Kaswan has been
practicing law for over 35 years and is a partner in the firm’s New York office.

CHRISTOPHER M. BURKE chairs Scott+Scott’s competition practice and sets the Firm’s
litigation standards. Mr. Burke’s principal practice is in complex antitrust litigation, particularly
in the financial services industry and he has served as lead counsel in some of the world’s largest

financial services antitrust matters. He currently sits as a partner in the firm’s San Diego and
New York offices.

Currently, Mr. Burke is co-lead counsel in In Re Foreign Exchange Benchmark Rates Antitrust
Litigation, 13-cv-7789 (S.D.N.Y.) ($2 billion settlement); Alaska Electrical Pension Fund v.
Bank of America Corporation, 14-cv-7126 (S.D.N.Y) (ISDAfix litigation) ($325 million
settlement); and Axiom Investment Advisors, LLC, by and through its Trustee, Gildor
Management LLC v. Barclays Bank PLC, 15-¢v-09323 (S.D.N.Y.) ($50 million settlement).

Mr. Burke served as co-lead counsel in Dahl v. Bain Capital Partners, 07-cv-12388 (D. Mass.)
($590.5 million settlement); In re Currency Conversion Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 1409
(S.D.N.Y.) ($336 million settlement); In re Payment Card Interchange Fee & Merchant



Discount Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 1720 (E.D.N.Y.); LiPuma v. American Express Co.,
Case No. 1:04-cv-20314 (S.D. Fla.) ($90 million settlement); and was one of the trial counsel in
Schwartz v. Visa, Case No. 822505-4 (Alameda Cty. Super. Ct.) ($780 million plaintiff’s
judgment after six months of trial); and In re Disposable Contact Lens Antitrust Litigation, MDL
No. 1030 (M.D. Fla.). Mr. Burke was one of the original lawyers in the Wholesale Elec.
Antitrust cases in California, which settled for over $1 billion.

Further, Mr. Burke was trial counsel in Ross v. Bank of America N.A., No. 05-cv-7116, MDL No.
1409 (S.D.N.Y.) and Ross v. American Express Co., No. 04-cv-5723, MDL No. 1409
(S.D.N.Y.). He was also co-lead counsel for indirect purchasers in /n re Korean Air Lines Co.,
Ltd. Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 1891 (C.D. Cal.) ($86 million settlement), and In re
Prudential Ins. Co. of America SGLI/VGLI Contract Litigation, No. 11-md-2208 (D. Mass.)
($40 million settlement). Mr. Burke also organized and filed the first of the /n re Credit Default
Swap Antitrust Litigation, 13-md-2476 (S.D.N.Y.), matters.

Mr. Burke frequently lectures at professional conferences and CLEs on competition matters,
including litigation surrounding financial benchmarks, class-barring arbitration clauses, the
effects of Twombly in 12(b)(6) motions, and the increasing use of experts at class certification
and trial. In 2014, he was recognized for his exemplary work in the Dahl v. Bain Capital
Partners matter by the American Antitrust Institute and has regularly been designated as a Super
Lawyer by Thomson Reuters.

Mr. Burke is a graduate of The Ohio State University (B.A. 1984), William & Mary (M.A.
1988), and the University of Wisconsin (M.A. 1989; J.D. 1993; Ph.D. 1996). He has also served
as an Assistant Attorney General at the Wisconsin Department of Justice and has lectured on
law-related topics, including constitutional law, law and politics, and civil rights at the State
University of New York at Buffalo and at the University of Wisconsin. Mr. Burke’s book, The
Appearance of Equality: Racial Gerrymandering, Redistricting, and the Supreme Court
(Greenwood, 1999), examines conflicts over voting rights and political representation within the
competing rhetoric of communitarian and liberal strategies of justification.

Mr. Burke is admitted to practice by the Supreme Courts of the States of California, New York,
and Wisconsin, and numerous United States District Courts and Courts of Appeal.

JUDY SCOLNICK is a partner in the firm’s New York office. Ms. Scolnick is a graduate of
New York University (B.A., cum laude 1972), Brandeis University (M.A. Political Science
Theory, 1973), and Boston College Law School (J.D., 1976), where she served on the Boston
College Industrial and Commercial Law Review. She has extensive experience in the fields of
shareholder derivative law, particularly in the pharmaceutical industry, employment law and
employment class actions, and securities class actions. She has contributed substantially to
recent jurisprudence expanding shareholders’ rights to examine books and records of the
corporations in which they hold stock. In Cain v. Merck & Co., Inc., 415 N.J. Super. 319 (N.J.
Super. A.D. 2010), the New Jersey Appellate Division agreed with Ms. Scolnick and held in a
precedential decision that the New Jersey Business Corporation Act allows sharcholders to
inspect the minutes of board of directors and executive committee meetings upon a showing of
proper purpose. In King v. VeriFone Holdings, Inc., 12 A.3d 1140 (Del. Supr. 2011), the
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