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DECLARATION OF DAN STORMER

[, Dan Stormer, declare as follows:

1. [ am an attorney licensed to practice law in California and before this
Court, and am counsel of record for plaintiffs in this action. [ make this declaration in
support of Plaintiffs” Motion for Attorney’s Fees. It is based on my own personal
knowledge, and if called as a witness, I could and would testify to the following
matters.

MY REQUESTED HOURLY RATE IS REASONABLE

2. 1 am a founding partner of the law firm of Hadsell Stormer & Renick

LLP, which practices primarily in the area of employment discrimination,
constitutional, civil rights, international human rights, and public interest law. I have
been in the practice of law for over four decades and a member of the State Bar of
California since 1981, an inactive member of the State Bar of Colorado (1974), and a
former member of the State Bar of Washington (1977).

3. [ am “AV Preeminent” rated by Martindale-Hubbell. For many decades,
I have been listed as a “leading” or “top” attorney on the national, state, and local
level in many surveys of my peers and in publications, including: “The Best Lawyers
In America” (since 1994), one of the “Top 100 Trial Lawyers” (National Trial
Lawyers), one of the “Top 100 Most Influential Lawyers in California” (California
Law Business), one of the Top 75 Labor and Employment Lawyers, and as one of the
top five (and on other occasions, ten) plaintiff employment lawyers in California
(Chambers USA—America’s Leading Business Lawyers). Los Angeles Magazine and
Law & Politics Magazine has selected me as a “Super Lawyer” and among the Top
100 Lawyers every year of its survey. I have also been selected repeatedly as one of
the Top 10 Attorneys in Southern California in the same survey. The Governors of
The College of Labor and Employment Lawyers inducted me as a Fellow of the
College.

4. [ have been acknowledged both nationally and internationally as one of
]
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the leading civil rights, employment, plaintiff-side labor and constitutional law
attorneys, as recognized in “The Best Lawyers in Amernca,” “Euromoney
Publications,” “Guide to the Worlds’ Leading Labour and Employment Lawyers”
(since 1999), “America’s Registry of Outstanding Professionals,” as well as the
National and International “Who’s Who of Professionals.”

5. My partners and associates have been repeatedly selected as “Super
Lawyers” and “Rising Stars.” They have received numerous accolades in their own
right.

6. [ have co-authored three law review articles: Stormer and Bernstein, 7he
Impact of Kolender v. Lawson on Law Enforcement and Minority Groups, 12
HASTINGS CONSTITUTIONAL LAW QUARTERLY 105 (1984), Stormer and Ferber, Lega!
Responses (o Unconstitutional Termination of Disability Benefits, 22 IDAHO LAW
REVIEW 201 (1985-1986); and Stormer and Richardson, The Graying of America:
Age Discrimination in the Nineties, 26 WEST LOS ANGELES LAW REVIEW 189 (1995).
[ previously wrote a monthly column for the Matthew Bender California Labor and
Employment Bulletin. I have contributed to literally dozens of other publications,
including a chapter in the James Publications Book: Sexual Harassment.

7. [ have been the subject of numerous Daily Journal profiles (including
May 2005, August 14, 1989, and December 1985), numerous Top 100 Lawyer and
Top Labor and Employment profiles, as well as one profile in each of the following
publications: Los Angeles Lawyer (December 1984), California Lawyer (December
1988), Legal Exchange (May 1990), California Law Business (November 1993) and
the Pasadena Star News (April 20, 2005). Several academic institutions have also
written profiles on me, including the Wagner College alumni journal (Fall 2008) and
the Santa Monica Community College semi-annual publication “Voices on Higher
Education” in 1998.

8.  During the past 42 years, | have taught at over 250 legal programs and

seminars as well as having been a key note and graduation speaker. I have been a law
2
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school commencement address speaker, including at The Thomas Jefferson School of
Law. I have taught at Hastings College of Law (Trial Advocacy, Pre-Trial Criminal
Procedure), Loyola College of Law (Prisoners’ Rights), San Fernando Valley College
of Law (Tnial Advocacy), and at Southwestern University College of Law (Political
Trials). I have also taught trial advocacy for the National Institute of Trial Advocacy,
Hastings College of Trial Advocacy, and California Institute of Trial advocacy. [
have lectured extensively on civil rights and harassment to students, CEB
organizations and community groups.

9. In addition to presenting at academic institutions and community
organizations, I am often asked to speak to legal groups on various issues concerning
civil rights and trials. For instance, I have presented to the Los Angeles Trial Lawyers
Association (on the issue of how to try an employment discrimination case), the Los
Angeles County Labor Law Section (many times, including on “The Care and Feeding
of Juries”), the California Employment Law Council (several times), the Consumer
Attorneys of California (the “Masters Series” involving, as the Association describes
it, “prominent successful attorneys,” where I presented a closing argument), and to the
annual California State Bar Labor and Employment law symposium (key-note speaker
as well as numerous times as a panelist). I have also spoken on civil rights trials and
cases at seminars presented by MALDEF, ACLU, Consumer Attomeys of California,
Consumer Aftorneys Association of Los Angeles, Florida Trial Lawyers, Western
Trial Lawyers Association, National Employment Lawyers Association, Los Angeles
County Bar, California State Bar, National Lawyers Guild, California Trial Lawyers
Association, American Trial Lawyers Association, Association of Business Trial
Lawyers, The National Institute of Trial Advocacy, California Employment Lawyers
Association, as well as many others. I have presented at several ABA conventions
and at literally hundreds of trial practice workshops and other legal educational
seminars.

10. I have received a number of awards, including: The Freedom Now
3
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Award from the Los Angeles Community Action Network in 2016, the Religious
Liberty Award by the ACLU 1n 2012, Certificate of Special Congressional
Recognition (by Congressman Howard L. Berman, in 2012), LGBT Award (the
ACLU Foundation of Southern Califomia, in 2007), The Honorable Robert W. Kenny
Award (the Los Angeles Chapter of the National Lawyers Guild, in 2005), Los
Angeles Regional Social Justice Award (Occidental College - Urban & Environmental
Policy Institute, in 2006), Certificate of Recognition for Human Rights Legal
Representation (California State Assembly), Joseph Posner Award (California
Employment Lawyer’s Association, in 2005), Certificate of Recognition for Fighting
Discrimination (California State Assembly Resolution), Commendation by the Los
Angeles Office of the City Attorney (for outsianding contribution to the citizens of
Los Angeles, in 1995), the California Lieutenant Governor’s Commendation (for
longstanding commitment to ensure equal justice and for service to the community, in
1995), the Pursuit of Justice Award (California Women’s Law Center, in 1995),
California Assembly Resolution (honoring me for my commitment to civil nghts,
constitutional law and public interest law, in 1995), the Clarence Darrow Award
(People’s College of Law, in 1991), the Hollywood Fair Housing Council Award
(1989), Pro Bono Firm of the Year (Public Counsel Law Center, in 1987), and the Pro
Bono Service Award (Legal Aid Foundation of Los Angeles, in 1986).

11.  Attached as Exhibit A is a true copy of my current list of Awards and
Activities.

12. Ihave co-counseled with many highly regarded organizations, including
the American Civil Liberties Union, the Center for Constitutional Rights, the NAACP
Legal Defense Fund, the Mexican-American Legal Defense Fund, various legal aid
societies, Public Counsel, and the Western Center on Law and Poverty. These co-
counseling arrangements have been required because most of the legal work in which
I have been involved impacts on diverse interest groups, involves novel and complex

issues of fact and law, and demands huge resources to conduct the type of discovery
4
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and litigation required.

13. [ have represented a wide range of clients 1n the civil rights area. I would
estimate that I have been co-counsel on at least 40 civil rights class actions. These
class actions have involved a wide range of public interest 1ssues including, but not
limited to ERISA, 42 U.S.C. § 1983, Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Unfair
Business and Practices under California Business & Professions Code § 17200,
Immigrants’ Rights, Employment Law, Consumer Rights, Welfare Rights and Voting
Rights.

14.  Ihave tried many cases to juries. On a number of occasions I have
achieved verdicts of a million dollars or more. Examples are Martin v. Texaco ($20
million), Denise Steffens v. Regus (84.6 million); Schell v. Parks ($4.31 million),
Zinzun v. City of Los Angeles ($3.84 million), Ruiz v. Jackson ($1.6 million),
Wysinger v. The Automobile Club of Southern California ($1.3 million), and
Bonsangue v. ADP (slightly over $1 million). I have been co-counsel or lead counsel
in scores of cases which have settled for seven or eight figures (no decimals included).

PUBLISHED CASES

United States Supreme Court:

15. In National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) v. Nelson,

131 S. Ct. 1755 (2010), I co-counseled for respondent scientists, engineers, and
administrative personnel contract employees working for California Institute of
Technology (Caltech) at the Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL). We urged the Supreme
Court to hold that NASA’s background investigation into confidential medical
treatment or counseling for drug use and adverse information including private sexual
matters of low-risk, long-time employees, violated the employees’ Constitutional right
to informational privacy.

16. In County of Riverside v. McLaughlin, 111 S.Ct. 1661 (1991), I argued

before the Supreme Court that the County of Riverside’s practice of exceeding a 48-

hour period 1n making probable cause determinations of arrested individuals was
5
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unconstitutional. The Supreme Court held that the County of Riverside was not
immune from systemic challenges such as this class action.
17.  In the matter of Wayte v. United States, 105 S.Ct. 1524 (1985), I was co-

counsel for David Wayte. We urged the Supreme Court to hold the Government’s

passive enforcement system for Selective Service nonregistrants and its policy to
persuade nonregistrants to change their minds violated the First and Fifth
Amendment.

18. Ifiled an amicus brief in Heckler v. Campbell, 103 S.Ct. 1952 (1983),

urging the Supreme Court to affirm the decision of the Court of Appeals which held
the Secretary of Health and Human Services’ guidelines setting forth rules to
determine whether a job existed for a disability benefits claimant did not provide
adequate evidence of specific alternative jobs that respondent could perform.

19. In Kolender v. Lawson, 103 S.Ct. 1855 (1983), I filed an amicus brief

urging the Supreme Court to affirm the decision of the Court of Appeals, which held
that a California statute requiring persons who loiter or wander on the streets to
identify themselves when requested by a peace officer was constitutionally vague on
its face because it encouraged arbitrary enforcement.

20. In Youngberg v. Romeo, 102 S.Ct. 2452 (1982), I filed an amicus brief
on behalf of Mental Health Advocacy Services et al. urging the Supreme Court to

protect respondent’s constitutional right to safe conditions of confinement and
freedom from unreasonable bodily restraints.
21.  In Cabell v. Chavez-Salido, 102 S.Ct. 735 (1982), I was co-counsel on

appellees’ brief arguing that a California statute that required probation officers to be
United States citizens was unconstitutional.
Federal Courts of Appeal:

22. In Obaydullah v. Obama, 609 F.3d 444 (2010), I was co-counsel for a

Guantanamo Bay inmate. We successfully obtained a trial on his petition for writ of

habeas corpus.
6
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23.  In Doe v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., 572 F.3d 677 (9th Cir. 2009), I was co-

counsel for workers in defendant’s suppliers’ garment factories in China, Bangladesh,

Indonesia, Swaziland, and Nicaragua, as well as in California. We argued that
defendant was negligent in undertaking and retaining control of contracts with its
suppliers, and breached these supply contracts by failing to adequately monitor
suppliers’ factories to ensure compliance with basic labor standards that suppliers
were required to meet. Moreover, we argued that defendant imposed difficult time
and price requirements on suppliers to force suppliers to violate the standards. We
argued defendant’s breach resulted in harm to plaintiffs, who were third party
beneficiaries to the contract, including lost pay and benefits for California workers
due to unfair competitive disadvantage, and various poor working conditions for
foreign workers, including excessive hours or days of work, withheld pay,
confiscation of withheld pay, overtime without pay, less than minimum-wage pay,
denial of overtime pay, less than required rest periods, lack of safety equipment,
denial of maternity benefits, discrimination because of union activities, and physical
abuse.

24.  In the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit in the matter
of Boyd v. City of Hermosa Beach, 321 Fed. Appx. 584 (9th Cir. 2009), 1 was co-

counsel for citizens subjected to police force while exercising their First Amendment

rights. I successfully urged the court to uphold the lower courts denial of qualified
immunity to one defendant sergeant for his unlawful and excessive use of force
against one plaintiff picketer when he pushed her twice though she was not
committing any dangerous crime, did not pose any threat to the officer, was not
resisting arrest, and was not attempting to flee.

25. Inthe United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit in the matter
of Nelson v. NASA, 530 F.3d 865 (9th Cir. 2008), we were counsel for JPL

employees in non-sensitive “low risk” positions who were subjected to defendant

NASA’s extensive and unlawful background investigation of appellants. We
7
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1 || successfully argued that questionnaires that asked low risk contract employees to
2 || disclose information considering financial integrity, abuse of alcohol and/or drug
3 || abuse, any treatment or counseling received for drug abuse, mental or emotional
4 || stability, and to sign an open-ended waiver authorizing the government to collect “any
5 ||information ... from schools, residential management agents, employers, criminal
6 ||justice agencies, retail business establishments, or other sources of information”
7 || “includ[ing], but ... not limited to ... academic, residential, performance, attendance,
8 || disciplinary, employment history, and criminal history record information” implicated
9 || a constitutional right to informational privacy, and the government failed to
10 || demonstrate the questions were narrowly tailored to meet legitimate government
11 ||interests. I also successfully moved (or denial of rehearing en banc. See Nelson v.
12 || NASA, 568 F.3d 1028, 1029 (9th Cir. 2009).
13 26. I was co-counsel in Paige v. California, 233 Fed. Appx. 646 (9th Cir.
14 1/2007), where we represented a minority employee and similarly situated minority
15 ||employees in the California Highway Patrol (CHP). Using statistical evidence of
16 || disparate treatment to support a claim that plaintiffs were excluded for promotions
17 || under Title VII through the to use of CHP promotional examinations for a particular
18 || period of time, I successfully urged the court to find error in the district court’s
19 || rejection as insignificant any of the statistical results we offered on behalf of our
20 || clients showing a disparity of greater than 1.96 standard deviations. The court
21 ||rejected the district courts use of a threshold higher than 1.96 standard deviation as a
22 ||result of our work.
23 27. In Merritt v. Am. Stores Co., 154 Fed. Appx. 637 (9th Cir. 2005), I was
24 || co-counsel for employees who sued defendant Lucky Stores for hostile work
25 ||environment. We successfully appealed the district courts motion for summary
26 ||judgment against our clients due to their erroneous finding that the incidents alleged
27 || were not serious enough to overlook their infrequency and not severe enough to
28 || change the conditions of employment. In fact, we presented evidence sufficient to
DECLARATION OF DAN STORMER IN SUPPORT C8)F PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES
Stormer Decl.
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reverse the district courts finding and remand for further consideration.
28.  As co-counsel for a flight attendant with a disability in Salisbury v. Delta
Air Lines. Inc., 126 Fed. Appx. 368 (9th Cir. 2005), we argued defendant employer

failed to reasonably accommodate plaintiff’s disability, discriminated against due to

her disability, subjected her to adverse employment action when it demoted her from
flight attendant to a clerical position, and failed to engage plaintiff in a good faith
interactive process to reasonably accommodate her as required by California’s Fair
Employment and Housing Act.

29.  In the case of John Doe v. Unocal Corp., 2002 U.S. App. LEXIS 19263,

at *1 (9" Cir. Dec. 3, 2001), I was co-counsel for plaintiffs who were workers from

Myanmar, formerly Burma. We argued that the Myanmar government, in joint
venture with UNOCAL Corp. and other entities had perpetrated numerous human
rights violations including forced labor, physical violence, and forced relocation. The
Ninth Circuit held that there was sufficient evidence to preclude summary judgment
on whether the defendants aided and abetted the Myanmar military in subjecting the
workers to forced labor, murder, and rape. The case was remanded to the district
court.

30. Standing Committee on Discipline of U.S. Dist. Court for Cent. Dist. Of
California v. Yagman, 55 F.3d 1430 (9th Cir. 1995), I filed an amicus brief in support

of an attorney against whom disciplinary proceedings were brought for exercising his
First Amendment rights by making statements criticizing a judge.

31. In the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit in the matter
of American-Arab Anti-Discrimination Committee v. Reno, 70 F.3d 1045 (Sth Cir.

1995), I was co-counsel for appellants who claimed that the Immigration and

Naturalization Service had selectively enforced immigration laws in violation of
appellants’ First Amendment rights. The Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
affirmed the United States District Court for the Central District in California’s

decision to grant a preliminary injunction against the INS 1n the proceedings to deport
9
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six of the plaintiffs, and vacated the decision that the District Court lacked jurisdiction
to consider the selective enforcement claim of the two remaining plaintiffs.
32. In Stewart v. Gates, 987 F.2d 1450 (9th Cir. 1993), [ argued the district

court’s award of attormeys’ fees in an underlying civil nghts litigation conceming

prison conditions in Orange County, California should not be reversed because the
fees were “reasonable” 1n light of the Kerr factors — novelty or difficulty of the case,
the preclusion of other employment, time limitations, the amount at stake, the results
attained and the undesirability of the case — and a fee enhancement was necessary to
the determination of a reasonable fee.

33. In McLaughlin v. County of Riverside, 888 F.2d 1276 (9th Cir. 1989), I

successfully argued before the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals on behalf of a claim of

detainees seeking to enjoin the County of Riverside’s practice of exceeding a 48-hour
period while making probable cause determinations of arrested individuals.

34. In Martinez v. Winner, 771 F.2d 424 (10th Cir. 1985), I participated in
Appellant’s brief claiming that defendants deprived plaintiff of his civil and

constitutional rights and conspired to get plaintiff into prison on unsubstantiated
criminal charges.
35. Inthe matter of Morales-Alvarado v. INS, 655 F.2d 172 (9th Cir. 1981), 1

was counsel for petitioner and argued that the Board of Immigration Appeals

improperly considered petitioner’s criminal conviction in exercising its decision to
deny petitioner’s application for voluntary departure.
36. In Leeds v. Watson, 630 F.2d 674 (9th Cir. 1980), [ successfully argued

for appellants before the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals that conditions in the
Kootenai County Jail (Idaho) were not fit for the confinement of prisoners.

37. I'was counsel in Hooker v. United States Department of Health and
Human Services, 858 F.2d 525 (9th Cir. 1988), and argued that plaintiff’s husband’s

disability benefits had been wrongfully terminated in a manner which should allow

Tort liability.
10
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Federal District Courts:
38. In Pierce v. County of Orange, —F. Supp.2d—, 2011 WL 68843 (C.D.

Cal.), I was co-counsel in a class action representing pretrial detainees in the county
jail. We successfully argued that physical barriers to accessibility of jail facilities and
certain categories of programs, services, and activities which were not available to the
mobility-impaired and dextenty-impaired sub-class of detainees, violated the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

39. InRosenstock v. L.A. Unified Sch. Dist., 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 108187
(C.D. Cal. 2009), I was counsel for an employee of Millikan Middle School under the

Los Angeles Unified School District and successfully presented evidence sufficient to
withstand summary judgment of plainti{{’s hostile work environment, sexual
harassment, and retaliation claims, and defeated the defendant’s argument that
plaintiff failed to exhaust her admunistrative remedies because she only alleged
“harassment” in her DFEH/EEOC charge. In addition to arguing that my client was
subjected to unwelcome sexual advances by her supervisor both inside and outside the
workplace that were “sufficiently work-related”, which constituted sexual harassment
within the meaning of the Title VII, I also successfully argued that the test to
determine whether a plaintiff exhausted administrative remedies is whether the
discriminatory acts in the lawsuit are likely or reasonably related to the allegations in
the administrative charge, rather than simply observing which box was checked off on
behalf of the plaintiff in the DFEH/EEOC forms, as defendants argued.

40. In Bardzik v. County of Orange, 605 F. Supp. 2d 1076 (C.D. Cal. 2009),

I was co-counsel for a police lieutenant who, in retaliation for the exercise of his First
Amendment rights in supporting the political challenger of Sheriff Corona, the County
of Orange County and the Orange County Sheriff Department rescinded a promised
promotion, denied pay raises, prevented further promotion, transferred the lieutenant
to a less prestigious position, and fabricated wrongdoing by the lieutenant, which

resulted in an internal investigation. I argued that the lieutenant’s duties and role were
1]
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not that of a policy-making position where political affiliation was a reasonably
appropriate requirement for the job, and even 1f they were, the retaliation against him
exceeded the scope of the policymaker exception; that defendants engaged in
unnecessary harassment against the lieutenant, that the retaliation was motivated to
further a scheme of corrupt activities, and that the lieutenant’s claims were not barred
by qualified immunity. The court denied the defendant’s motion for summary
judgment on my client’s First Amendment claim.

4]1. In Wang v. Chinese Daily News, Inc., 2008 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 82538

(C.D. Cal. 2008), I was co-counsel] for a class consisting of former and current
employees of a newspaper based in Los Angeles which was found by a jury to have
violated the Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA), the Califorma Business and
Professions Code, and sections of the California Labor Code. We successfully argued
the newspaper failed to give plaintiffs meal and rest breaks, to pay overtime, and to
pay for vacations, resulting in a jury verdict in favor of plaintiffs on all causes of
action and an award of over $5.2 million in employment law and wage and hour
damages, which was upheld by the United States District Court for the Central District
of California.

42.  In Nguon v. Wolf, 517 F. Supp. 2d 1177 (C.D. Cal. 2007), I was co-

counsel for a fenale high school student who was suspended for “inappropriate public

display of affection” due to kissing another female student on campus. I argued that
the defendant school officials violated the student’s right to equal protection and her
First Amendment right to freedom of expression by disciplining her, and her privacy
right under the California Constitution when the principal disclosed to the student’s
mother, who was unaware of her daughter’s sexual orientation until the disclosure,
that she had been kissing another girl.

43. In Fitzgerald v. City of Los Angeles, 485 F. Supp. 2d 1137 (C.D. Cal.

2007), I was co-counsel for residents of a city who, after initially filing suit against

defendant law enforcement officials alleging that the officials’ policy of arbitrarily
12
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1 ||stopping, detaining and searching individuals or groups of individuals who appeared
2 ||to be homeless, or appeared to be residents of the area in question, violated their
3 ||Fourth Amendment rights, entered into a settlement agreement with law enforcement,
4 || which included a permanent injunction prohibiting searches in question. I argued for
5 || the extension of the injunction, which the court granted for a period of four months,
6 || holding that arbitrary, capricious or harassing searches of all individuals, regardless of
7 || their probation or parole status, violated both federal and California law.
8 44, In C.N.v. Wolf, 2006 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 97121 (C.D. Cal.2006), 1 filed a
9 ||Motion in Limine to exclude the testimony of the School defendant’s expert on the
10 || grounds that his testimony was not within the ken of expert testimony and that he was
11 || not timely designated. I also successfully defeated several Motions i Limine filed by
12 ||defendant, including a motion to exclude evidence of a 2001 disciplining of a same-
13 || sex female couple at the school, as it was evidence relevant to plaintiff’s showing of
14 || disparate treatment; a motion to exclude evidence of emotional or psychological
15 || injury sustained by plaintiff as part of pain and suffering; and a motion to exclude
16 || three photographs that depicted heterosexual students engaging in inappropriate public
17 || displays of affection, or “PDA”, because the court recognized that a high prevalence
18 || of PDA may have been sufficient to establish that administrators saw, or ignored,
19 ||PDA among heterosexual couples.
20 45. In Wang v. Chinese Daily News, Inc., 236 F.R.D. 485 (C.D. Cal 2006),
21 || after the court issued an order approving class notice, and after plaintiffs mailed notice
22 || 1o putative class members and defendants provided notice and opt-out forms in 1ts
23 ||workplace, we filed a motion to invalidate the returned opt-outs, to restrict defendants’
24 || communications with the class, and for post-judgment curative notice, due to
25 || circumstances surrounding the opt out period. The court found that the opt-outs
26 || submitted in the lawsuit were a product of a coercive environment that pressured
27 ||employees to opt out lest they risk losing their jobs, and coupled with the ongoing
28 || employer-employee relationship between the class and defendants, were not a product
DECLARATION OF DAN STORMER IN SUPPORT lg’F PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES
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1 ||of independent decision-making and thus invalid. The court also granted our
2 || remaining motions, sustained our objections to the statements of four employees
3 || because they were members of the class for purposes of injunctive and declarative
4 ||relief, and overruled several of defendants’ objections to statements by four
5 ||employees and other witnesses.
6 46.  In the matter of Bowoto v. Chevron, 2004 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 4603 (2004),
7 || 1 was co-counsel for plaintiffs who were Nigerian workers. We argued that Chevron,
8 || along with its foreign subsidiaries in Nigeria, and in joint venture with the Nigerian
9 || government, perpetrated numerous human rights violations. The violations included
10 || firing live ammunition at workers staging a protest on Chevron Texaco Corporation’s
11 | subsidiary Chevron Nigeria Limited’s oil platform, killing two workers. The
12 || defendants filed motions for summary judgment on all plaintiffs’ federal claims and
13 || pendent state law claims. The Court determined that the plaintiffs’ claims as to
14 || Chevron Nigeria Limited’s liability based on an agency, aiding and abetting, and
15 || ratification theory would proceed forward. The District Court granted defendants’
16 || motion for summary judgment as to Chevron’s direct liability and alter-ego liability.
17 47. In the matter of Cummings v. Western Trial Lawvers Ass’n, 133 F.
18 || Supp.2d 1144 (D. Ariz. 2001), I was co-counsel on behalf of defendants in an action
19 || brought by a former full-time executive director who alleged causes of action for
20 || defamation, breach of contract, breach of the duty of good faith and fair dealing,
21 ||intentional infliction of emotional distress, intentional interference with a business
22 ||relationship, false light, and quantum meruit. The court granted our motion to dismiss
23 || as to plaintiff’s intentional interference with business relationship claim.
24 48. In the case of York v. County of El Dorado, 119 F. Supp. 2d 1106 (E.D.
25 || Cal. 2000), [ was co-counsel for a class of plaintiff prisoners who sued the defendant
26 || county over conditions at the county’s jails, such as the overcrowded jail populations
27 | at the Placerville and South Lake Tahoe jail facilities. By formal agreement, the
28 || plaintiff class and defendant county agreed to a limit on jail population. The
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stipulation and order of the court approving the settlement agreement had no provision
for the court’s retention of jurisdiction for enforcement. The defendant county moved
to terminate the injunctive or prospective relief contained in the settlement. The court
denied the defendant’s motion for lack of jurisdiction.

49.  In the case of John Doe v. Unocal Corp, 110 F. Supp. 2d 1294 (C.D. Cal.

2000), I was co-counsel for plaintiffs who were workers from Myanmar, formerly

Burma. We argued that the Myanmar government, in joint venture with UNOCAL
corp. and other entities had perpetrated numerous human rights violations including
forced labor, physical violence, and forced relocation. The defendant filed motions
for summary judgment on all plaintiffs’ federal claims and pendent state law claims.
The District Court granted defendant’s motion for summary judgment as to plaintifls’
federal claims and remanded the pendent claims back to state court.

50. In the case of John Doe v. Unocal Corp., 67 F. Supp. 2d 1140 (C.D. Cal.

1999), [ was co-counsel for plaintiffs who were workers and residents of Myanmar,
formerly Burma. We argued that plaintiffs should be granted class certification on the
grounds that plaintiffs faced future injury based on defendant’s conduct. The District
Court denied our motion for class certification but held that plaintiffs could assert
their individual claims because they faced a substantial probability of forced
repatriation.

51. Inthe case of John Doe v. Unocal Corp., 27 F. Supp. 2d 1174 (C.D. Cal.

1998), I was co-counsel for plaintiffs who were farmers and residents of Myanmar,

formerly Burma. We argued that UNOCAL Corp., along with the Myanmar
government, and Total S.A ., a French Corporation, had perpetrated human rnights
violations in furtherance of defendants joint venture. Defendant Total S.A. filed a
motion to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction. The District Court granted Total
S.A.’s motion.

52.  In the case of John Doe v. UNOCAL Corp., 963 F. Supp. 880 (C.D. Cal.

1997), I was co-counsel for plaintiffs who were workers and residents of Myanmar,
LS
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formerly Burma. We argued that UNOCAL, in a joint venture with the Myanmar
government and other entities had perpetrated numerous human rights violations
including but not Jimited to physical violence, forced labor, forced relocation, false
imprisonment, rape, and murder. Defendant filed a motion to dismiss plaintifts’
complaint. The District Court denied the motion in part and granted in part. The court
denied defendant UNOCAL’s Fed. R. Civ. P 12(b)(6) motion. The court held that
SLORC (the Myanmar government), and MOGE, were entitled to sovereign immunity
and were not indispensable parties under Fed. R. Civ. P. 19. The District Court
further held that subject matter jurisdiction over the remaining plaintiffs was available
under the Alien Tort Claims Act. The District Court granted plaintiffs’ leave to
amend on the issues of continuing violations and a claim brought under the California
Business and Professions Code.

53. In the matter of Bureerong v. Uvawas, 922 F. Supp. 1450 (C.D. Cal.

1996), I was counsel for plaintiffs who were workers from Thailand and argued that
plaintiffs had been falsely imprisoned and employed in a system of involuntary
servitude. The common law claims and the FLSA claims were presented in a unique
fashion. The court ruled that we had properly stated a cause of action. See also
Bureerong v. Uvawas, 167 F.R.D. 83 (C.D. Cal. 1996) and Bureerong v. Uvawas, 959
F.Supp. 1231 (C.D. Cal. 1997).

54.  In the case of Richard v. City of Pasadena, 889 F. Supp. 384 (C.D. Cal.

1995), I was counsel for plaintiff whom the court determined to be the prevailing

party and awarded plaintiff attorneys’ fees against the City of Pasadena.

55. In American-Arab Anti-Discrimination Committee v. Reno, 883 F. Supp.

1365 (C.D. Cal. 1995), the District Court had granted a preliminary injunction against
the selective enforcement of immigration laws and had issued a permanent injunction
against the use of undisclosed information to adjudicate appellants’ legalization
applications.

56. In the matter of Ragge v. MCA/Universal Studios, 165 F.R.D. 601 (C.D.
16
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Cal. 1995), [ was counsel for plaintiff and filed a successful Motion to Compel
Production of resumes and job applications in the personnel files of named
defendants.

57. In another Federal Rules Decision, Ragge v. MCA/Universal Studios,
165 F.R.D. 605 (C.D. Cal. 1995), I argued that two conditions be attached to the

mental examination of my client. First, that the tests to be conducted be disclosed in

advance of the examination and second, that a third party observer be present at the
examination.
58.  In Bullfrog Films v. Catto, 815 F. Supp. 338 (C.D. Cal. 1993), I was

counsel for plaintiffs who were granted attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses against the

United States.
59.  In the matter of Benson v. County of Orange, 788 F. Supp. 1123 (C.D.

Cal. 1992), [ was counsel for plaintiffs and argued for an injunction against the

County’s reduction of jail visitation times.

60. [ was counsel for plaintiff in Kaiser v. County of Sacramento, 780 F.

Supp. 1309 (E.D. Cal. 1991), and argued for a preliminary injunction to provide
adequate legal access to law books and legal assistance.
61. Inthe matter of Lopez v. Heckler, 572 F. Supp. 26 (C.D. Cal. 1983), I

was counsel for a class of plaintiffs that were challenging the procedure used to

terminate Social Security disability benefits.
62. Inthe case of U.S. v. Wayte, 549 F. Supp. 1376 (C.D. Cal. 1982), I was

co-counsel for a defendant who had been indicted for failing to register for the draft

under § 3 of the Military Selective Service Act. We filed a motion to dismiss the
indictment on the grounds that the United States failed to rebut the cowrt’s prima facie
finding of selective prosecution. The court granted defendant’s motion and dismussed
the indictment because defendant showed that the United States could have located
non-vocal non-registrants but chose not to and that defendant was singled out for

prosecution because he exercised his right to free speech under the First Amendment
17
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of the United States Constitution.
63. In Champagne v. Hygrade Food Products, Inc., 79 F.R.D. 671 (E.D.

Wash. 1978), I was counsel for plaintiff and submitted a motion to take oral
depositions by non-stenographic means and to record the proceedings by a separate
tape recorder. Plaintiffs’ motion was granted.
California Supreme Court:

64. Rosenthal v. Great Western Financial Securities Corp. (1996) 14 Cal.4th

394. This was an action in which the Supreme Court of the State of California

interpreted, among other things, the applicability of the United States Arbitration Act
to California courts. The Court also determined what the standards were for setting
aside an arbitration agreement. 1 argued this matter before the Court.

65. 1 was counsel for appellants in Del Monte v. Wilson (1992) 1 Cal.4th

1009, and argued before the Supreme Court of California that a statute that
conditioned the distribution of veterans’ benefits on California residency violated
appellants’ constitutional right to equal protection of the laws. The court affirmed the
decision of the Court of Appeals in Del Monte v. Deukmejian (1991) 1 Cal.App.4th

1213, and found the statute violative of the equal protection clause of the Fourteenth

Amendment of the United States Constitution. [ argued this matter before the
California Supreme Court.

66. In the matter of City of Torrance v. Transitional Living Centers for Los

Angeles, Inc. (1982) 30 Cal.3d 516, I filed an amicus brief on behalf of Respondent
urging the court (o affirm the trial court’s decision 1o deny a preliminary injunction
that would prevent the Defendant from maintaining a facility for mental patients in a
classified zone of the Appellant City of Torrance.
California Courts of Appeal:

67. In Grobeson v. City of Los Angeles, 190 Cal. App. 4th 778 (2d Dist.

2010), as co-counsel for appellant in his discrimination, retaliation and constructive

discharge case, we were successful in upholding the tnal court’s order granting a
18
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motion for a new trial on the ground of juror misconduct.

68. In the education-rights action of Coachella Valley Unified School Dist. v.

State of California (2009), 176 Cal. App. 4th 93, [ was co-counsel to nine public

school districts challenging California’s failure to comply with the No Child Left
Behind Act with respect to students who are not yet proficient in English. We
challenged defendant’s refusal to provide reasonable accommodations on assessments
of students with limited English proficiency, and explained how California, unlike
fourteen other states, refuses to utilize a Spanish-language test or a modified-English
language test that reduces unnecessary linguistic complexity. See also Coachella
Valley Unified Sch. Dist v. California, 2005 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 44825 (N.D. Cal.
2005).

69. In Cundiff v. Verizon, California,. Inc. (2008), 167 Cal. App. 4th 718,

after securing a settlement for three main sub-classes of consumers of a 170,000-

member class who were wrongfully charged for obsolete or nonexistent telephones for
fifteen years without their knowledge by the defendant telephone companies, we filed
a motion to amend the judgment in order to direct the settlement administrator to pay
approximately $414,000 in unclaimed funds on a pro rata basis to the charities named
in the settlement agreement. While the trial court rejected the motion, the Court of
Appeals reversed and remanded, finding that the definition of “unpaid residue” under
section 384 of the Code of Civil Procedure accurately described the unclaimed funds
at 1ssue in our case, as indicated by the plain meaning of the words of the statute and
its legislative history.

70.  Inthe matter of Wysinger v. Automobile Club of Southern California
(2007), 157 Cal. App. 4th 413, I represented an employee under FEHA who

contended he had been unlawfully discriminated and retaliated against by his
employer. I successfully argued that the court uphold the jury’s verdict that found that
the employer retaliated against my client because he filed an age discrimination claim,

and the employer failed to engage in an interactive process regarding his disability, the
19
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latter finding which I argued was not inconsistent with the jury’s finding that the
employer did not fail to provide a required reasonable accommodation to my client for
his disability. The court also found in our favor that the jury award of $1million in
punitive damage was not excessive because the employer’s conduct supported these
damages when a supervisor threatened to “crush managers” who opposed a new
compensation plan that disproportionately reduced the compensation of older workers.
71.  In Motevalli v. Los Angeles Unified School District, (2004) 122
Cal. App.4th 97, I represented an LAUSD school teacher who was not rehired because

of her political activities. The court set the standards by which such non-renewal can

take place.
72.  In Cundiff v. Bell Atlantic Corp. (2002) 101 Cal.App.4th 1395, I

represented a class of consumers who contended that defendant telephone companies

charged them for obsolete or nonexistent telephones for fifteen years without their
knowledge. The trial court sustained defendants’ demurrer on the ground that the
Public Utilities Commission had primary jurisdiction over the matter alleged in the
complaint. The appellate court disagreed and reversed, holding that the consumers
stated facts sufficient to constitute multiple causes of action.

73.  Beyda v. City of Los Angeles (1998) 65 Cal. App.4th 511. The Court of

Appeals on this matter determined the admissibility of evidence of defendant’s

harassment of other employees. There had been, prior to this case, questions about
whether such evidence was admissible. The Court in Beyda determined that such
evidence 1s, in fact, admissible under Government Code § 12940 and Title VII of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964. The Court determined that harassment of other individuals
was admissible even if the acts were not committed in the presence of the plaintiff.
74.  lrepresented Appellants before the California Court of Appeals in
Planned Parenthood v. City of Santa Maria (1993) 16 Cal. App.4th 685, and argued

that the Respondent City of Santa Maria could not condition the receipt of public

funds upon the recipient’s agreement not to provide abortion services. The Court of
20
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Appeals agreed and affirmed the trial court’s decision that a government entity may
not offer a grant of public funds on condition that the recipient waive the
constitutional right to privacy.

75.  In the matter of Martin v. Fisher (1992) 11 Cal.App.4th 118, I was

counsel for Appellant and argued successfully before the Court of Appeals of
California that the trial court erred in dismissing appellant’s claims against respondent
for failure to exhaust administrative remedies.

76. 1 was counsel for appellants in Castro v. Los Angeles City Board of

Supervisors (1991) 232 Cal. App.3d 1432, and sought a preliminary injunction against
a nonprofit corporation that provided legal services in dependency court because the
representation of multiple parties with potentially adverse interests created a conflict
of interest within the corporation and among its attorneys.

77.  In the matter of Smith v. State Bar of California (1989) 212 Cal. App.3d

971, 1 was co-counsel for Appellant and argued that the trial court erred in sustaining
the State Bar’s demurrer and dismissing appellant’s action. Appellant was unable to
take the bar examination for which he was registered and sued to compel the State Bar
to transfer his fees to a subsequent test.

78. 1 have also represented plaintiffs in taxpayer suits. For instance, in the
case of Gates v. Superior Court (1986) 178 Cal.App.3d 301 [prohibition], I was co-

counsel on behalf of plaintiff to recover money allegedly spent illegally by
defendants.

79. 1 was counsel for Appellants in Mental Health Association in California

v. Deukmejian (1986) 186 Cal.App.3d 1531, and sought declaratory and injunctive

relief to require respondents to create rehabilitative programs for gravely disabled
persons as alternatives to treatment at Metropolitan and Camarillo State Hospitals.
80. In the matter of In re Lambert (1983) 143 Cal App.3d 239, I was counsel

for Appellants and argued that a court order awarding conservator’s costs and

attorneys’ fees from an estate that consists solely of Social Security income violated a
2]
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federal statute that immunized Social Security benefits from garnishment or other
legal process.
Colorado Supreme Court:

81. Il argued for appellant in the matter of Augustino v. Colorado Dept. of

Revenue, 193 Colo. 273 (1977), that the district court’s revocation of appellant’s
driver’s license was a violation of his right to equal protection.
Washington Supreme Court:

82.  In the matter of In re Harris, 94 Wash.2d 430 (1980), I represented
petitioners before the Supreme Court of Washington. Petitioners had been committed
to state mental institutions under the criminal commitment statue and claimed that
they should have been committed under the civil commitmenl statute.

83. 1 was counsel for respondent David Fry in Stack v. Chicago. Milwaukee,
St. Paul & Pacific Railroad Company, 94 Wash.2d 155 (1980), and argued before the
Supreme Court of Washington that Respondent Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul &

Pacific Railroad Company could not counterclaim against its injured respondent
employees or pursue a third party claim against other employee crew members for
property damage allegedly caused by their negligence. The Supreme Court of
Washington affirmed the trial court’s dismissal of Milwaukee’s counterclaim and third
party actions.

84. In the matter of Brooks v. Rhay, 92 Wash.2d 876 (1979), I represented

petitioner before the Supreme Court of Washington. Petitioner sought relief by writ of

habeas corpus challenging the action of the Board of Prisons and Paroles (“Board™)
that changed the sentencing judge’s decision that petitioner’s sentence for second-
degree assault run concurrently with a sentence for a prior conviction. The Board
changed petitioner’s sentence to run consecutively with his prior sentence. The case
was remanded to the trial court for re-sentencing.

85. 1 was counsel for appellant in Dawson v. Hearing Committee,

Washington State Penitentiary, 92 Wash.2d 391 (1979), and argued before the
22
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Supreme Court of Washington that disciplinary hearings in our state prisons are
subject to judicial review under the Administrative Procedures Act.

86. In the matter of In re Myers, 92 Wash.2d 113 (1979), [ was counsel for
appellant whose husband had taken their children out of Washington and argued that
the trial court in Washington had jurisdiction to make child custody determinations.
The Supreme Court of Washington concluded that the trial court had personal
jurisdiction over the parents and subject jurisdiction to decide questions of child
custody, support and visitation.

Washington Courts of Appeal.

87. Irepresented appellant in the Court of Appeals of Washington in Toulou

v. Department of Social & Health Services, 27 Wash.App.137 (1980), and argued that

the Department of Social & Health Services’ rule allowing the department to withhold
public assistance payments for two months denied appellant equal protection of the
laws.

88.  In the matter of In re Bush, 26 Wash.App.486 (1980), I was counsel for
petitioner and challenged the mandatory minimum sentence fixed by the Board of
Prison Terms and Paroles. The Court of Appeals of Washington held that the setting
of the minimum term did not comport with procedural due process and remanded to
the Parole Board for further proceedings.

89. I was counsel for appellants in the matter of Rice v. Department of Social
& Health Services, 26 Wash.App. 32 (1980), and challenged the validity of a

regulation that provides that a person in need of non-continuing general medical

assistance must notify the Department of Social & Health Services of that fact within
7 days of the date medical care 1s begun 1n order to receive coverage from the onset of
care. The Court of Appeals of Washington ruled that the trial court erred in upholding
the 7-day rule.

90. [ was counsel for appellant in the matter of In re Reuben Hernandez, 25

Wash.App. 447 (1980), and sought to revoke an order that relinquished appellant’s
23
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child to a private agency for adoption because appellant was mentally incompetent
when she agreed to give up her child and her consent was procured by fraud. The
Court of Appeal of Washington found insufficient evidence to prove that appellant
was mentally incompetent when she agreed to give up her child or that her consent
was procured by fraud.

91. In the matter of In re Williams, 21 Wash.App. 238 (1978), I was counsel

for petitioner who sought relief after consecutive sentences for burglary and
possession of stolen property were imposed by the Board of Prison Terms and Paroles
(“Board”). I argued before the Washington Court of Appeals that petitioner had
entered a guilty plea with the understanding that concurrent sentences would be
imposed. The Court of Appeals held that petitioner was entitled (o specific
performance of his plea bargain and remanded the case to the Board for resentencing
in accordance with the plea agreement.

92. I represented appellant in the matter of State v. Miller, 22 Wash.App. 960

(1979), and argued that appellant’s plea bargain was involuntary induced by the
prosecutor.

93. I was counsel for petitioners in the matter of In re McCoy, 22 Wash. App.

7 (1978), where petitioners sought resentencing after the Board of Prison Terms and
Paroles set petitioners’ sentences on two convictions to run consecutively. The court
held that resentencing was not required.

94.  After the decision in Brooks v. Rhay, 92 Wash.2d 876 (1979), which

overruled McCoy, petitioners in McCoy, supra, sought reconsideration, in the matter

of In re McCoy, 25 Wash.App. 600 (1980), 1 was again counsel for petitioners. The

Washington Court of Appeals ordered that petitioners be returned to Spokane County
Superior Court for resentencing.

95.  As this case list demonstrates, I specialize in a wide range of complex
civil and civil rights cases, not all of which are listed in the foregoing paragraphs. My

firm is one of the most highly regarded civil rights litigation firms in California.
24
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HADSELL STORMER’S INVOLVMENT IN THIS CASE

96. My fuirm became involved in the instant case in late March of 2011 at the

request of Olu Orange. Initially, Mr. Orange contacted me and requested that we meet
regarding a class action lawsuit he had recently filed and for which he hoped to have
our assistance. I previously co-counseled with Mr. Orange on a case that he filed to
protect picketing grocery workers from three cities’ police departments. I knew that
his practice involved work of community importance. Thus, I was happy to speak with
him. Ms. Richardson and I met with Mr. Orange in person on April 7, 2011 to discuss
the case.

97. When Mr. Orange explained to me that he had filed a class action lawsuit
against the City of Los Angeles on behalf of alleged gang members challenging the
imposition of curbs on Constitutional freedoms reminiscent of the Jim Crow Era, it
occurred to me that this case would be heavily litigated and politically volatile. It also
seemed like the type of case that my colleagues and I could help make successful —
and through which we could better the lives of many people.

98. Atthe time I joined this case as counsel in March of 20111 did not view
this case as a significant damages case for several reasons. In my experience litigating
hundreds of civil rights cases representing all manners of plaintiff, it is highly unlikely
that a jury would award significant damages against the City to hundreds or even
thousands of gang members, given their perceived unpopularity. It was also my
judgment that, for similar reasons, the City would be under enormous political not to
agree (0 any settlement awarding money damages (o Plaintiffs. My belief that this
case would not likely result in money damages was reinforced by the emergence of
case law during the early stage of this litigation interpreting the Bane Act to require
some showing of force, intimidation, or coercion independent of the unlawful
detention itself. See Gant v. Cnty. of Los Angeles, 765 F. Supp. 2d 1238, 1253-54
(C.D. Cal. 2011), aff’d in part, rev’d in part, 772 F.3d 608 (9™ Cir. 2014), aff’d, No.

12-56080, 2014 WL 6613049 (9" Cir. 2014); Shoyoye v. Cnty. Of Los Angeles, 203
25
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1 || Cal. App. 4th 947, 959 (2012). I believed these cases increased the likelihood that the
2 || Court would decline to award statutory damages to class members who were merely
3 || served with one of the gang injunctions but who were not also arrested or detained on
4 || the basis of its unconstitutional provisions. We also explored the theory of presumed
5 ||damages, but understood this to be a difficult theory to get significant damages. For
6 || all of these reasons, I believed at the time the critical litigation decisions were made
7 || that this case had a minimal likelihood of resulting in money damages exceeding the
8 || cost of the litigation of between 5% and 20%.
9 99.  Upon our entry into the case, I planned an initial approach to the
10 || preliminary phases of the case, determined which personnel from our firm would be
11 || best suited to work on it, and assigned them to this case. [ also had Mr. Orange send
12 || over a complete copy of the case file so that we could dissect it. At the same time, |
13 || began researching gang injunctions and assigned other staff to do the same.
14 100. Another one of my initial steps was to examine the original complaint for
15 ||any needed amendments. While it was fine the way Mr. Orange drafted it, litigating
16 || 40-plus civil rights class actions has given me an eye for fine tuning and foresight as
17 || to how steps taken throughout the life of a case work out in the end. Thus, we
18 || collaborated to make small, but very important adjustments. [ also emphasized to Mr.
19 || Orange that we would all have to be very flexible on many things moving forward
20 ||because there would likely be more changes necessary.
21 101. For the duration of this case, [ have been heavily involved in all aspects
22 ||of the substantive work done. Additionally, the nature and number of my years in
23 || practice gave me the unique ability to help all the members of our plaintiffs’ counsel
24 ||team employ the best strategic approaches to accomplish our objectives for our
25 || clients. Thus, after the initial discovery phase, I reviewed, edited and/or drafted
26 || portions of every pleading, motion, brief and other paper filed in the case by all
27 || plaintiffs’ counsel to make sure that every action we took was in line with the
28 || strategies we determined would achieve our objectives. This included all complaint
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1 ||amendments; motions and replies for class certification and preliminary injunction;
2 || the Ninth Circuit briefing; plaintiffs’ motions for summary adjudication and portions
3 || of all the oppositions to motions for summary judgment, as well as the opposition to
4 || the motion for class decertification.
5 102. T also participated in meetings and telephone calls with clients, class
6 ||members and community organizations; preparing for and taking certain depositions;
7 || collaborating with others in their preparation for depositions; recruiting and preparing
8 ||expert witnesses. I was involved in all pretrial preparation, including all CACD LR-16
9 || materials, motions in /imine and oppositions thereto. I also argued at the hearing on
10 || those motions. I have prepared witness examinations, exhibit notes and mapped out
11 || various trial scenarios and protocols. I remain ready to try this case, should the need
12 | arise.
13 103. The settlement of this case occurred as a result of numerous negotiation
14 || sessions before Hon. Patrick J. Walsh, Hon. John E. McDermott and Hon. Louis M.
15 || Meisinger (Ret.), as well as several face-to-face meeting between counsel from both
16 | sides of the case. I made use of my familiarity with class action litigation, my
17 || successes at trial, experience as a negotiator, and my reputation as a relentless
18 ||advocate in collaboration with my co-counsels’ skills and reputations to advance
19 || plaintiffs’ position until we reached a successful resolution. I also provided input on
20 ||and edited the motion for preliminary approval of the settlement and the exhibits
21 || thereto, as well as the motion for attorney’s fees to which this declaration is attached.
22 104. I have spent a total of 993.20 hours on this matter. I am requesting the
23 || rate of $1,075 per hour for my time on this case. As is set forth in the declarations of
24 || Carol Sobel, Barry Litt, Stephen Rohde and William Hake, that rate 1s reasonable and
25 || below average for a person of my reputation and experience in the Los Angeles,
26 || California legal market. Though it is lower than the market rate, that is also the rate at
27 || which I currently bill my clients who pay hourly. Moreover, for reasons as set forth
28 || herein below, and more particularly in the motion to which this declaration is
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attached, [ am requesting a fee multiplier of 2.0.
RATES REQUESTED FOR OTHER ATTORNEYS

AND STAFF AT OUR FIRM ARE REASONABLE

105. The hourly rates charged by my firm are consistent with those of

comparable experience, expertise and skill in the community and demonstrate that

Plaintiffs’ class counsels rates are at and/or below market rate. In addition to my own

time, work on this case was contributed by eleven other attorneys, eight legal

assistants, seven law students, and three college students. The following table lists the

rates that our firm charges for these individuals, the hours they contributed to this

case, and the resulting reasonable fee:

Name Title / Year Rate Hours Lodestar
Graduation
Dan Stormer Attorney, 1974 $1,075 | 1,010.80 $1,086,610.00
Anne Richardson Attorney, 1989 $825 | 592.40 $488.730.00
Virginia Keeny Attorney, 1988 $825 3.80 $3,135.00
Randy Renick Attorney, 1995 $775 4 .80 $3,720.00
Joshua Piovia-Scott | Attorney, 2002 $625 1.50 $937.50
Gladys Limén Attormey, 2003 $600 65.33 $39,198.00
Cindy Pénuco Attorney, 2009 $500 | 968.70 $484.350.00
Reem Salahi Attorney, 2008 $475 21.15 $10,046.25
Mary Ross Attorney, 2011 $425 5.80 $2,465.00
Mohammad Tajsar | Attorney, 2011 $425 | 455.80 $193,715.00
Acnivi Coromelas Attorney, 2012 $375 153.10 $57,412.50
Caitlan McLoon Attorney, 2012 $375 22.75 $8,531.25
Brian Olney Attormey, 2013 $325 53.10 $17,257.50
Ben Stormer Law Clerk $250 58.40 $14,600.00
Andres Gallegos Law Student $220 3.50 $770.00
[rina Trasovan Law Student $220 30.50 $6,710.00

28
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Pui Yee Yu Law Student $220 13.00 $2,860.00
Sahar Durali Law Student $220 69.60 $15312.00
Sam Brown Law Student $220 9.00 $1,980.00
Shaleen Shanbhag Law Student $220 44.50 $9,790.00
Springsong Cooper | Law Student $220 10.78 $2,371.60
Alana Murphy Law Student $175 18.50 $3,237.50
Adrian Adams College Student $175 7.50 $1,312.50
Ashley St. Clair Legal Assistant $175 18.90 $3,307.50
Bianca Ramirez Legal Assistant $175 4930 $8,627.50
Jenny Sevilla Legal Assistant $175 29.40 $5,145.00
Jessica Valdenegro | Legal Assistant $175 95.20 $16,660.00
Min Ji Gal College Student $175 21.00 $3,675.00
Norma Molina Legal Assistant $175 97.30 $17,027.50
Sophie Von Bergen | College Student $175 2.00 $350.00
Tami Galindo Legal Assistant $175 42.60 $7,455.00
Vanessa Petti Legal Assistant $175 0.50 $87.50

TOTAL 3,980.51 $2,517,386.60

106. The hourly rates I set forth above for my firm are the same rates we
routinely charge for the clients we represent who are paying their own bills, and
therefore are the same rates we charge where full payment 1s expected promptly upon
the rendition of the billing, and without any contingency whatever. We do have a
number of clients who pay an hourly rate. If any substantial part of the payment were
to be deferred for any substantial period of time, or if payment were to be contingent
upon outcome or any other factor, the fee arrangement would normally be adjusted
upward accordingly to compensate the attorneys for risk and delay in payment.

107. During my more than forty years of law practice, I have become familiar
29
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with the kinds of fees that are prevalent in successful civil rights and public interest
cases in Southern California. 1 have gained this knowledge through handling
attorneys’ fees litigation in the past, discussing fees with other attorneys practicing in
these areas of law, reviewing attorneys’ fees applications submitted by other firms,
and serving as an expert on behalf of persons seeking attorneys’ fees before various
state and federal courts. Based on my experience and review, the rates in this case are
well within the rates charged by attorneys of comparable experience, expertise, and
skill in the Los Angeles market for employment cases of this type.

108. Since a substantial portion of my firm’s practice involves public interest
law, we rely upon attorney fee awards as a funding base for our firm.

109. The specific rates our firm charges for the attorneys listed in paragraph
105 reflect their respective market rates in light of each attorney’s skill, reputation,
and experience, which I summarize briefly below.

110. As more fully set forth in her own declaration, Anne Richardson is
presently the Directing Attorney of the Consumer Law Project at Public Counsel.
Before joining Public Counsel, from 1990-2014, she worked at Hadsell Stormer
Richardson & Renick and its predecessors, serving as a partner from 1998 through
2014. Prior to joining the firm she clerked for the Honorable Mariana R. Pfaelzer,
U.S. District Judge for the Central District of California. Ms. Richardson graduated
with Distinction from Stanford Law School in 1989, and received her B.A. from
Swarthmore College in 1984. In 2006, she was named a California Lawyer Attorney
of the Year along with myself and Paul Hoffman for her work on the Doe v. Unocal
case involving violations of international human rights law. She also received the
ACLU of Southemn California Pro Bono award. She has been named to the
“SuperLawyers” list for Southern California by Los Angeles Magazine every year
since 2004, and is regularly named to the Top 50 Women Lawyers in Southern
California list. Ms. Richardson is rated AV Preeminent by Martindale Hubbell.

111. Ms. Richardson has taught Section 1983 Litigation as an Adjunct
30
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Professor at Loyola and Whittier Law Schools and is regularly asked to give lectures
regarding public interest and class action litigation to lawyers, law students, and
public interest organizations. She has also spoken to such organizations and
institutions as: UCLA Law School, Loyola Law School, University of California Law
School at Irvine, USC Law School, Occidental College, California Employment
Lawyers Association, Los Angeles County Bar Association; State Bar of California
Labor and Employment Section; Litigation Counsel of America, University of
Colorado Law School, Rutgers Law School, National Academy of Arbitrators, and
others.

112. In addition to this case, she has been co-lead counsel on numerous class
actions in both state and federal court, including United Steel, et al. v. ConocoPhillips,
CV 08-02068-PSG (FFMXx), 593 F.3d 802 (9th Cir. 2010) (lead appellate counsel in
wage and hour class action regarding “on duty” meal periods); Trujillo v. City of
Ontario, EDCV 04-1015-VAP (SGLx), 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 79309 (C.D. Cal.
2009) (class action involving violations of right to privacy where police officers were
videotaped in their locker room); Avery v. Orange County Transportation Authority,
Case No. 07CC00004 (class action certified regarding excessive penalties in fines on
toll roads and violation of due process); Fitzgerald v. City of Los Angeles, CV 03-
01876-DDP (RZx), 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS (C.D. Cal. 2009) (class action challenging
search and seizure policy of LAPD in Skid Row), and Paige v. State of California,
2007 U.S. App. LEXIS 12050 (9th Circuit 2007) (appeal from a two month trial
alleging disparate impact in a failure to promote case). She has also worked on other
class action cases in which my former firm was lead counsel, including Wang v.
Chinese Daily News, CV 04-1498-CBM (AJWx) (class action alleging multiple wage
and hour violations); Soto v. Starwood Hotels & Resorts Worldwide, Inc., BC 352849
(class action alleging meal and rest break violations), and Flores v. Albertsons, 2003
U.S. Dist. LEXIS 26857 (C.D. Cal. 2003) (P. Anderson, J.) (overtime violations

against janitorial staff). She has also been co-lead counsel on numerous other
31
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1 ||complex non-class cases.
2 113.  Although Ms. Richardson performed work on this case at both our firm
3 || and at Public Counsel, our firm seeks fees only for her work performed during her
4 || tenure as a partner at our firm. Overall, Ms. Richardson was deeply involved in this
5 || case and was named Co-Lead Class Counsel in 2013 by this Court. Among other
6 || things, she was involved in amending the complaint; drafting and responding to
7 || discovery; meetings and telephone calls with the clients and class members; the
8 || hearing on the motion to compel further responses to discovery; reviewing discovery
9 || produced by the defendants; preparing for and taking certain depositions and
10 || overseeing the preparation by others of certain depositions; drafting the motion for
11 ||class certification, with exhibits, and the reply brief; drafling the motion for
12 || preliminary injunction, with exhibits, and the reply brief; and she presented portions
13 || of the oral arguments at both hearings.
14 114. Ms. Richardson was lead appellate counsel for the plaintiffs in the Ninth
15 || Circuit after the City appealed this Court’s Order granting a preliminary injunction.
16 || She took primary responsibility for the drafting of the respondents’ brief, the
17 || supplemental briefing requested by the Court, and I handled the oral argument. That
18 | appeal involved complex issues of abstention and federal court jurisdiction,
19 115. Ms. Richardson coordinated and was partial author of the plaintiffs’
20 || motion for summary adjudication and all the oppositions to motions for summary
21 ||judgment, and she argued some of those motions, as well as opposing the motion for
22 || class decertification, and she argued that motion. The cross motions for summary
23 || judgment involved numerous complex issues, including presumed damages, immunity
24 |lunder Section 1983, issue preclusion, constitutional 1ssues, and abstention.
25 116. Ms. Richardson interviewed and provided information for plaintiffs’
26 || expert Edwina Barvosa, who ultimately produced an expert report regarding damages
27 || for the class. She attended her deposition and drafted an opposition to her testimony at
28 ||tnal. This involved complex issues of presumed damages for a class action, for which
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1 || the case law is underdeveloped, at best. The court’s ruling on this motion in limine, as
2 || well as the prior motions for summary judgment regarding damages, resulted in a
3 ||ruling in which plaintiffs would be permitted to seck damages for the entire class at
4 || tnal (although not statutory damages).
5 117. Ms. Richardson was involved in pretrial preparations, including drafting
6 || the Memorandum of Contentions of Law and Fact and guiding the drafting of the
7 || Pretrial Conference Order, Exhibit List, Witness List, some of the motions in limine
8 ||and other pretrial documents. She guided the review of plaintiffs’ database of class
9 ||members from records received from the City and oversaw outreach as we got closer
10 ||to tral to class members who had called for information during the case.
11 118. Ms. Richardson was mvolved in every stage of the settlement
12 ||discussions. She was present at each of the settlement discussions with Judge Patrick
13 || Walsh, some in person and some over the telephone, and she drafted or partially
14 ||drafted and reviewed the mediation briefs and the settlement proposal drafts that went
15 || back and forth. She also argued for plaintiffs’ positions at mediation and negotiated
16 | along with my co-counsel extensively for over 6 months. She researched and guided
17 || the research by others of numerous issues raised by the settlement discussions. She
18 || spoke with community members, class members, and other attorneys who were
19 ||interested in this case in order to obtain input and discuss possible resolution of the
20 || case. Ms. Richardson also provided input on and edited the motion for preliminary
21 ||approval and the exhibits, and she guided the drafting of and edited the motion for
22 ||attorney’s fees and spent time drafting and collecting declarations in support thereof,
23 || as well as compiling the hours and the costs.
24 119. Gladys Limoén received her J.D. from Stanford Law School in 2003. She
25 ||worked as an Associate at Hadsell Stormer & Renick from February 2011 to January
26 ||2012. Prior to joining the firm, she spent several years at MALDEF, where she
27 || challenged policies and practices unlawfully discriminating against Latinos and
28 ||immigrants. As a recipient of the Fried Frank Fellowship, Ms. Limén spent two years
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1 ||as a litigation associate at Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver, and Jacobsen LLP in New
2 || York before joining MALDEF. Ms. Limoén served as a law clerk to the Hon.
3 ||Lawrence K. Karlton in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of California
4 11(2003-2005).
5 120. Ms. Limén was assigned to the case when we first became involved, and
6 || she performed many tasks for the case, including: she researched the claims in the
7 ||complaint and what amendments could or should be made to the initial pleadings;
8 || developed the facts known publicly regarding the gang injunctions and the City’s
9 || policies on them and drafted discovery requests for additional information necessary
10 ||for the case; prepared for the Rule 26 meeting and drafted portions of the joint report;
11 || prepared the 1nitial disclosures; researched legal issues for the case; communicated
12 || with the clients; participated in community meetings; prepared stipulations and ex
13 || parte applications as needed; reviewed discovery produced by the City and assisted
14 || with the motion to compel further responses.
15 121. Cindy Panuco is an Associate at Hadsell Stormer & Renick, and will
16 ||become the firm’s newest partner in January 2017. Ms. Panuco is the Immediate Past-
17 || President of the Mexican American Bar Association—one of the most prominent and
18 ||largest Latina/o bar associations in the nation. She was one of the youngest Presidents
19 ||to lead the organization whose members include attorneys, judges, elected officials,
20 || law school students and business people of many ethnic backgrounds. In 2013, Ms.
21 || Panuco second-chaired a trial in which she and her co-counsel obtained an over $4.6
22 ||million jury verdict in the wrongful termination case of Denise Steffens v. Regus. She
23 || also served as class counsel in Pierce v. County of Orange et al., a class action that
24 || successfully challenged the conditions for disabled inmates at the Orange County jails.
25 ||Ms. Panuco is also a member of the team litigating Puente v. Arpaio et al., a case
26 || challenging the constitutionality of Arizona laws which make it a felony to use false
27 ||documents to obtain work, and worksite raid operations ordered by Sheriff Arpaio to
28 || enforce these laws. Ms. Pédnuco also represents Mr. Obaidullah, a prisoner at
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1 || Guantdnamo Bay, Cuba, in his petition for a writ of habeas corpus (Obaidullah v.
2 ||Obama et al.) and Peniodic Review Board hearing.
3 122,  After just two years in practice, Ms. Panuco was named to the Southern
4 || California Super Lawyers® - Rising Stars list in 2012, and every year since then
5 ||through 2016. She was recently selected as a Ninth Circuit Judicial Conference
6 ||Lawyer Representative. She 1s the immediate past President of the Mexican American
7 || Bar Association. She is active in numerous professional organizations, serving on the
8 || Diversity Committee of the California Employment Lawyers, the Young Lawyers
9 ||Committee of the Latina Lawyers Bar Association and Loyola’s Junior Alumni
10 || Advisory Group. She has also appeared in panels before bar associations and
11 | conferences and is frequently asked to speak at law schools and citizens’
12 ||organizations. As a native Spanish speaker, Ms. Panuco has also appeared as a guest
13 ||commentator on Univision’s know-your-rights segment, “Conozca Sus Derechos.”
14 || Ms. Panuco is a 2009 graduate of Loyola Law School. She has traveled to Mexico in
15 || order to provide training for Mexican lawyers.
16 123. Ms. P4anuco was assigned to the case after Ms. Limdn left the firm. Ms.
17 || Panuco worked on the case extensively from early 2012 until the present time. She
18 || worked on innumerable aspects of the case, including: she met with the plaintiffs and
19 || their families on numerous times, spoke with them by telephone frequently, answered
20 || their questions and kept them up to date, drafted their declarations and prepared them
21 || for depositions; researched sections of the motion for class certification and assisted
22 || with fact development, exhibits for the same; reviewed and summarized documents
23 || and data produced by the City; legal research on class certification and preliminary
24 || injunctions and drafted portions of the same; prepared for and attended numerous
25 || settlement discussions and researched issues in preparation for same; met with
26 || community members and community groups to discuss the case; answered many
27 || phone calls from class members and met with some of the same; reviewed and
28 || prepared potential statements from class members.
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1 124, Ms. Panuco also assisted with plaintiffs’ position regarding LA Times’

2 ||motion to unseal portions of the record; met and conferred with opposing counsel

3 || regarding stipulations and protective orders in discovery; prepared discovery

4 ||responses and interfaced with the plaintiffs regarding the same; assisting with and

5 ||overseeing drafts and translations of class notice and press communications regarding

6 || 1mportant holdings in the case; trained staff to respond to calls from class members;

7 || preparing for and taking depositions; responded to subpoenas for education records of

8 || plaintiffs; cite checked and oversaw production and filing of appellate briefs; prepared

9 || necessary ex parte applications and stipulations; drafted and edits numerous portions
10 || of the oppositions to motions for summary judgment and motion for decertification;
11 ||assisted with the drafting and filing of the Motion for Leave (o File a Third Amended
12 || Complaint; interviewed experts, providing them with information, reviewing expert
13 || reports and defending depositions; prepared for the Pretrial Conference and drafted
14 || motions in /imine and oppositions to motions in /imine; researched settlement issues,
15 ||edited mediation brief, and assisted with finalizing settlement in this case.
16 125. Reem Salahi graduated from Berkeley Law (Boalt Hall) in 2008. Ms.
17 || Salahi served as an Associate at Hadsell Stormer & Renick from 2010 to 2013. Upon
18 || graduating from law school, Ms. Salahi worked in the Immigrants’ Rights and
19 || National Security Project at the American Civil Liberties Union of Southern
20 || California (ACLU-SC) primarily on the habeas suit of Naji Hamdan, a U.S. citizen of
21 || Arab descent, who was forcibly disappeared, tortured and held in criminal detention in
22 || the United Arab Emirates at the behest of the United States for two years. In 2010,
23 || Ms. Salahi began working with civil rights lawyer Carol Sobel. She has represented
24 || dozens of Muslims and people of Middle Eastern descent in their FBI, CIA, CBP, ICE
25 || and other law enforcement interviews, who were targets of governmental surveillance
26 || based on their religious or ethnic identities. She also represented mosques that faced
27 | hostility and discrimination in their attempts to build or expand and was cooperating
28 ||counsel in the ACLU’s No Fly list lawsuit. Ms. Salahi was lead counsel in the
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administrative proceedings of the eleven UC Irvine and UC Riverside students,
commonly dubbed “Irvine 11,” who were prosecuted for protesting Israeli
Ambassador Michael Oren. In 2011, Ms. Salahi received the National Lawyers Guild
award for her defense of the Irvine 11 and the Muslim community at large. While at
our firm, Ms. Salahi regularly conducted Know Your Rights presentations throughout
Southem California in mosques, community centers, universities, and among
women’s groups and is a member of the National Lawyers Guild.

126. Mohammad Tajsar joined Hadsell Stormer & Renick in October 2013.
Prior to joining Hadsell Stormer, Mr. Tajsar clerked for the Honorable Miranda M. Du
in the United States District Court for the District of Nevada. Mr. Tajsar also served
as a post-graduate legal fellow at the ACLU of Southern California, where he litigated
cases concerning law enforcement misconduct and counterterrorism policing. Mr.
Tajsar graduated with a B.A. in English and Comparative Literature from UCLA
magna cum laude, and from UC Berkeley (Boalt) School of Law in 2011. During law
school, Mr. Tajsar served as the Editor-in-Chief of the Berkeley Journal of Middle
Eastern & [slamic Law and co-founded a legal clinic dedicated to providing legal
assistance to Iraqi refugees.

127. Mr. Tajsar helped research and draft the opposition brief to the motion
for summary judgment filed by Defendant Allan Nadir, and argued Plaintiffs’
opposition at the court’s hearing. He also was active in much of the pre-trial work
that was conducted in the case, including preparing a retained expert and defending
his deposition, drafting motions in /imine, opposing motions in limine, drafting jury
instructions and opposing defendants’ jury instructions, and working on various other
pre-trial documents. Mr. Tajsar also assisted in various discovery matters.

128. Acrivi Coromelas is an Associate at Hadsell Stormer & Renick. Prior to
joining Hadsell Stormer, Ms. Coromelas clerked for the Honorable Deborah A. Batts
in the United States District Court for the Southern District of New York. Ms.

Coromelas graduated from UC Irvine School of Law in 2012 as a member of the
37
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school’s inaugural class. During law school, Ms. Coromelas served on the Executive
Board of the UC Irvine Law Review and participated in the UC Irvine Immigrant
Rights Clinic. She earned Pro Bono Graduation Honors, having worked with the
Orange County Public Defender, Alliance for Children’s Rights, and Legal Aid
Foundation of Los Angeles. Ms. Coromelas also worked at the American Civil
Liberties Union and as an extern for the Honorable Kim McLane Wardlaw of the
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals.

129. Ms. Coromelas helped draft the portions of Plaintiffs’ opposition to
Defendant Gomez’s motion for summary judgment focusing on abstention, the
Rooker-Feldman doctrine, and the named Plaintiffs’ individual claims for wrongful
arrest. She also argued several 1ssues at the court’s heaning on Defendant Gomez’s
motion.

130. Caitlan McLoon 1s an Associate at Hadsell Stormer & Renick. Prior to
joining Hadsell Stormer, Ms. McLoon clerked for the Honorable Diana E. Murphy of
the Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals and the Honorable Michael W. Fitzgerald of the
United States District Court for the Central District of California. Before clerking,
Ms. McLoon spent one year at the Washington, D.C. firm Williams & Connolly LLP,
where she worked on complex litigation in state, federal, and international courts. Ms.
McLoon has also served as a volunteer attomey with Public Counsel’s Opportunity
Under Law project, where she worked on cases addressing homelessness, access to
education, and economic justice. Ms. McLoon graduated cum laude from Harvard
Law School in 2012. While at Harvard, Ms. McLoon served as the Vice President of
the Board of Student Advisers, and participated in the Harvard Immigration and
Refugee Clinic and the Capital Punishment Clinic. Ms. McLoon has also interned at
the Office of the Illinois Attorney General and the United States Department of
Justice. Prior to law school, Ms. McLoon spent a year as a Fulbright Fellow based in
Wuhan, China, where she researched access to justice in rural Hubei Province. Before

that, Ms. McLoon worked as a programs fellow at the national office of the American
38
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Constitution Society in Washington, D.C. Ms. McLoon graduated cum laude from
Harvard College in 2007, with an honors degree in Social Studies. Ms. McLoon
completed research in support of Plaintiffs’ attorney’s fee motion in this case.

131. Brian Olney is an Associate at Hadsell Stormer & Renick. Mr. Olney
graduated summa cum laude from the University of California, Irvine, in 2013, and
received his B.A. with Departmental Honors in History from Wesleyan University in
2000. Prior to joining Hadsell Stormer, Mr. Olney clerked for the Honorable Stephen
Reinhardt on the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit and the Honorable Margaret
M. Morrow of the United States District Court for the Central District of California.
At UC Irvine, Mr. Olney received numerous academic awards and was also awarded
Best Oral Argument in the UC Irvine Moot Court Competition. Mr. Olney also
served as a Lead Articles Editor of the UC Irvine Law Review, the President of the
UCI Chapter of the American Constitution Society, and the President of the UCI Moot
Court Board. He also represented hotel workers and day laborers in wage-and-hour
cases and immigration proceedings through the UC Irvine Immigrant Rights Clinic.
While in law school, Mr. Olney completed externships with the ACLU of Southem
California and International Human Rights attomey Paul Hoffman. From 2001
through 2010, Mr. Olney worked for the Service Employees International Union and
its affiliates, leading campaigns to help healthcare workers win a voice on the job.
While at SEIU, Mr. Olney also served as a Research Director and led lobbying efforts
to pass legislation strengthening nursing home transparency and oversight. Mr. Olney
researched and helped draft the attorney fee motion in Rodriguez.

132. In addition to our attorneys’ time, our firm is also seeking fees for a
number of other individuals who contributed essential labor to this case. This
includes time spent by seven legal assistants: Ben Stormer ($250), Bianca Ramirez
(8175), Jenny Sevilla ($175), Jessica Valdenegro ($175), Norma Molina ($175), and
Tami Galindo ($175). Our firm bases these rates on each legal assistant’s education

and experience. We are also seeking fees for time spent by three law students: Irina
39
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Trasovan (UCI), Sahar Durali (UCLA), and Shaleen Shanbhag (UCI), each at the rate
of $220. These students worked on the case during the summers preceding their 3L
years.
BILLING JUDGMENT

133. I have exercised billing judgment by deducting all time spent on this case
by the following individuals: Randy Renick (Partner: 4.8 hours x $775.00 =
$3,720.00), Joshua Piovia-Scott (Partner: 1.5 hours x 625.00 = $937.50), Mary Ross
(Associate: 5.8 hours x $425.00 = $2,465.00), Alana Murphy (Law Student: 18.5
hours x $175.00 = $3,237.50), Andres Gallegos (Law Student: 3.5 hours x $220.00 =
$770.00), Pui Yee Yu (Law Student: 13.0 hours x $220.00 = $2,860.00), Sam Brown
(Law Student: 9.0 hours x $220 = $1,980.00), Sophie Von Bergen (Law Student: 2.0
hours x $175.00 = $350.00), Springsong Cooper (Law Student: 10.78 hours x
$220.00 = $2,371.60), Adrian Adams (College Student: 7.5 hours x $175.00 =
$1,312.50), Min Ji Gal (College Student: 21.0 hours x $175.00 = $3,675.00), Ashley
St. Clair (Legal Assistant: 18.9 hours x $175.00 = $3,307.50), and Vanessa Petti
(Legal Assistant: 0.5 hours x $175.00 = $87.50). Collectively these deductions total
116.78 hours and $27,074.10. Deducting that amount from $2,517,386.60 equals
$2,490,311.90. After making these deductions, I deducted an additional 5% of the

remaining time, or 193.2 hours, to eliminate any time that could be redundant,

duplicative, or unnecessary for the result obtained. This value of that time is
$124,515.59. Thus, the hours for which we are seeking attorney’s fees as of the close
of business October 11, 2016 are 3,670.5, and the corresponding fees are
$2,365,796.40. Further, we are not requesting fees for the period of late March
through May 2, 2011.

ADDITIONAL FEES

134. 1 estimate that our firm will incur additional fees between the time we file

Plaintiffs’ motion for attorney’s fees through the adjudication of the motion for final

approval on December 2, 2106. I estimate that, specifically, I will spend 20 hours and
40
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1 ||Mr. Olney will spend 40 hours. Accordingly, I estimate that our firm will incur and
2 ||seek an additional $34,500.00. This time will be spent responding to class members’
3 || calls and questions from community members, working on probate matters for the
4 || Estate of Alberto Cazarez, reviewing and responding to any objections, engaging in a
5 ||mediation regarding attorneys’ fees, preparing a reply to the City’s Opposition, and
6 | preparation for and appearance at the Final Approval Hearing.
7 PLAINTIFFS’ HOURS ARE REASONABLE IN LIGHT OF THE
8 PROCEDURAL HISTORY OF THIS CASE
9 135. In pursuing this case for five years, including successful motions for class
10 || certification and a preliminary injunction, responding to an appeal to the Ninth Circuit
11 || Court of Appeals, cross-motions for summary judgment, opposing a motion to
12 || decertify the class, extensive discovery, including one motion to compel and
13 || depositions of numerous lay and expert witnesses, as well as preparations for trial and
14 || bringing and opposing numerous motions in /imine, and undertaking over a year of
15 || settlement discussions, I believe that I and the other Class Counsel have demonstrated
16 | a high degree of skill in the litigation of the issues and that we have achieved an
17 || outstanding result for the Class. As the following discussion demonstrates, the hours
18 || expended on this action were reasonable in light of the manner in which Defendants
19 || [itigated the case.
20 136. This case concerns 26 gang injunctions secured by Defendant City of
21 || Los Angeles (“City”) which contained unconstitutional curfew provisions. Even
22 ||after a California Court of Appeal in People ex rel. Totten v. Colonia Chiques, 156
23 || Cal. App. 4th 31 (2007), held that a nearly identical curfew provision was
24 || unconstitutionally vague, the City continued to serve injunctions containing that
25 ||provision and to enforce the curfew provisions. Named Plaintiffs Christian
26 ||Rodriguez, Alberto Cazarez, and at least 5,700 others were served with these
27 ||1njunctions containing unconstitutional provisions. Following Colonia Chiques, the
28 || City considered, but ultimately decided against, revising its gang injunction policies.
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The City also continued to arrest and prosecute individuals for violations of the
curfew provisions, even after Colonia Chiques. 1t was not until Plaintiffs’ Motion
for Preliminary Injunction in 2012 that the City finally directed its officers not to
detain or arrest anyone served with a gang injunction for violation of a curfew
provision.

137.  On June 20, 2009, Plaintiffs Rodriguez and Cazarez were arrested by
Defendant Officer Gomez on suspicion of violating the curfew provision of the gang
injunction and jailed pending arraignment. Mr. Rodriguez was charged and
subjected to prosecution by Defendant City Attorney Alan Nadir for violating the
curfew provision of the gang injunction.

138. Plaintiffs Rodriguez and Cazarez filed a complaint against the City of
Los Angeles, City Attorney Carmen Trutanich, Chief of Police Charles Beck,
Deputy City Attorney Alan Nadir, and Officer Angel Gomez, on February 7, 2011,
challenging the constitutionality of the curfew provision in 26 gang injunctions in
the City of Los Angeles. Dkt. 1. Plaintiffs alleged claims stemming from service of
the injunctions and enforcement of the curfew under 42 U.S.C. §1983 for violations
of Plaintiffs’ First, Fourth, and Fourteenth Amendment rights, as well as claims
under the California Constitution, under the Bane Act (Cal. Civ. Code §52.1), and
for False Imprisonment and Violation of Mandatory Duties. Plaintiffs named as
defendants the City of Los Angeles, Charles Beck, Carmen Trutanich, Allen Nadir,
and Angel Gomez. In their Complaint, Plaintiffs sought general, special, and
statutory damages; punitive damages against individual defendants; attorneys’ fees
and costs; interest; preliminary and permanent injunctive relief; and declaratory
relief. Plaintiffs filed a First Amended Complaint on April 13, 2011. Dkt. 9. On
June 30, 2011, Plaintiffs filed a Second Amended Complaint, alleging claims under
42 U.S.C. §1983 for violations of the Fourteenth Amendment; Article 1 §§ 1,7 of the
California Constitution [Fourteenth Amendment analogue]; the Bane Act (Cal. Civ.

Code §52.1); False Imprisonment; and Mandatory Duties. Dkt. 18.
42
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139. The parties engaged in lengthy discovery proceedings. Plaintiffs took
the following eleven depositions: Anne Tremblay; Allan Nadir; Angel Gomez;
William Hart; the City’s Persons Most Knowledgeable Tremblay, Arturo Martinez,
and Ronald Dickerson; Earl Paysinger; Antonio Rodriguez; Michael Switzer, and
Robert Fonzi. For their part, Defendants took the following six depositions: Mr.
Rodriguez, Experts Ana Muniz, Humberto Guizar, Harry Griffin, Jerry Harper, and
Edwina Barvosa. The parties propounded and responded to several rounds of written
discovery. Plaintiffs sought the electronic records of all persons served and arrested
pursuant to an unconstitutional curfew, and the defendants objected. Plaintiffs filed
motions to compel discovery from the City and the State of California, which they
won. The Los Angeles Times intervened in the lawsuit to get limited access to such
records, which Defendants opposed. Plaintiffs participated in negotiations on how to
redact such documents to protect the privacy interests of class members.

140. On March 30, 2012, Plaintiffs filed a motion to certify a class of persons
served with one or more of the 26 challenged gang injunctions, as well as a sub-class
of persons served with the injunctions who have been seized, arrested, jailed, and/or
prosecuted for violating the curfew provision in the injunctions. Dkts. 43-44.
Defendants opposed the motion and the matter was heard at oral argument.

141. On July 6, 2012, Plaintiffs filed a motion for preliminary injunction.
Dkt. 61. Defendants opposed the motion and the matter was heard at oral argument.

142, The Court certified a class of persons served with one or more of the 26
gang injunctions on February 15,2013, but declined 1o certify the proposed sub-
class. Dkt. 89. The Court issued a preliminary injunction on the same date which
required the City to serve all class members with notice that the curfew provisions of
the 26 challenged gang injunctions were unconstitutional and would not be enforced,
and prohibited such enforcement. Dkt. 90. The Court amended its order granting
Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Injunction on March 6, 2013, to remove the

prohibition on enforcement as moot. Dkt. 96. Defendants appealed the preliminary
43
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injunction to the Ninth Circuit. The appeal was fully briefed and argued, but
ultimately dismissed as moot by the Court of Appeals on January 17,2014, because
Defendants had complied with the injunction. Rodriguez v. City of Los Angeles, 552
F. App’x. 723 (9th Cir. 2014).

143. Sadly, Mr. Cazarez died in an unrelated car accident in July 2014 and
Plaintiffs substituted in the Estate of Alberto Cazarez in his place. Dkt. 166.

144, Defendants filed three motions for summary judgment and a motion to
decertify the class in October 2014. Dkts. 180, 181, 185, and 187. Plaintiffs opposed
the motions, and filed 2 motion for summary adjudication on several claims, which
defendants opposed. Dkts. 184, 195, 197, 198, 199. The Court denied Defendants’
motion to decertify the class (Dkt. 225), and took the summary judgment motions
under submission.

145. Plaintiffs filed a motion for leave to file a Third Amended Complaint on
December 19, 2014. Dkt. 233. On February 20, 2015, the Court granted Plaintiffs’
motion Dkt. 250, and Plaintiffs filed the Third Amended Complaint. Dkt. 254.

146. On May 8, 2015, Plaintiffs were granted summary adjudication as to the
City’s liability for its violation of class members’ right to due process under the
United States Constitution and as to the City’s liability under the California
Constitution. Dkt. 268 at 44-45. However, Plaintiffs were denied summary
adjudication as to damages under the California Constitution. /d. Plaintiffs also
were denied summary adjudication as to their claims under the Bane Act, which
carry statutory damages, and the City was granted summary adjudication on that
same issue. Id. at 27-30, 41-43, 46. Defendant Allan Nadir’s motion for summary
Jjudgment was granted in its entirety, and Gomez’s motion for summary judgment
was granted as to his qualified immunity for claims related to service and
enforcement of the injunctions and the arrest of Rodriguez, among other claims. /d.
at 46.

147. On September 25, 2015, Defendant Gomez filed a motion to dismiss the
44
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1 ||individual claims of the Estate of Alberto Cazarez. Dkt. 339. After full briefing, but
2 || before the court ruled on the motion, Gomez filed a request to withdraw his motion
3 ||on February 5, 2016. Dkt. 359. The court vacated Gomez’s motion without
4 || prejudice to Gomez to renew the motion at a later date, in the event the settlement in
5 || this case was not finalized. Dkt. 360.
6 148. The class-wide issues remaining for trial are injunctive relief and
7 ||damages against the City for federal due process violations from its enforcement of
8 || the unconstitutional curfew provision; injunctive relief against the City for state due
9 || process violations from its enforcement of the unconstitutional curfew provision;
10 || liability and damages against the City for false imprisonment; liability, injunctive
11 || relief, and damages against Beck and Trutanich in their official capacities for federal
12 || due process violations; liability and damages against Beck and Trutanich in their
13 || individual capacities for federal due process violations; and hability and injunctive
14 || relief against Beck and Trutanich in their official capacities for state due process
15 || violations. Rodriguez has no individual claims remaining, and Cazarez has
16 | remaining individual claims for false imprisonment and violation of the Fourth
17 || Amendment. The parties filed motions in limine in preparation for trial, which were
18 || heard and ruled upon in August 2015. Dkt. 337. The Court held that Class Counsel
19 || could introduce at trial expert testimony concerning the harm the unconstitutional
20 || curfew provision caused to class members, and pursue presumed damages, but
21 || barred Class Counsel from introducing Cazarez’s declaration at trial or testimony of
22 || class members other than Rodnguez. Dkt. 337.
23 149. Class Counsel evaluated the class-wide evidence of damages from the
24 ||service and enforcement of the unconstitutionally vague curfew provision that it
25 ||would put forward at trial through expert testimony, namely: class members’
26 ||internalized and persistent fear of arbitrary and discriminatory interference in their
27 || daily lives; lost opportunities for unique social experiences; harms to existing social
28 ||ties: hindrance of formation of diverse social networks: limitations on self-
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1 ||expression and development of self-identity; and long-term harm from the
2 || curtailment of social experience and social network growth. Class counsel
3 ||determined that while a jury could award significant actual damages incurred by
4 || each class member due exclusively to the unconstitutional curfew provision, a jury
5 ||could also determine that the damages to class members were only nominal (e.g.,
6 |/ one dollar per person).
7 150. In light of the extreme uncertainty surrounding a damages award from a
8 ||jury, particularly given the complications of damages awards to a class, Class
9 || Counsel concluded that the settlement on the terms set forth in the Settlement
10 || Agreement is in the best interest of the class. /d. § 30.
11 PLAINTIFES ACHIEVED AN EXCELLENT RESULT
12 151. The Jobs and Education Program was carefully crafted over the course of
13 ||about ten months of negotiating to provide value to class members. The parties
14 || engaged in approximately 17 settlement conferences with Magistrate Judge Walsh,
15 || either in person or telephonically over this time period. Those class members who
16 | already have a job or career they are happy with can either seek educational benefits
17 || that may help them advance in their careers, transfer the benefit to a close relative, or
18 || obtain supportive services to assist them in job retention. In addition to being offered
19 || GED courses, college education, job training, paid apprenticeships, and job placement
20 || assistance, class members who are identified as requiring the full training program
21 ||receive a $1,000 stipend as an incentive for completing the program, in two
22 ||installments. Those individuals identified as being job-ready can still obtain
23 || supportive services of up to $1,000 to assist with job and education-related needs such
24 || as transportation, books, or job-related equipment or work-related specialized apparel.
25 152. To ensure that class members are receiving a valuable benefit, the Jobs
26 || and Education Program will be monitored by a third-party evaluator from California
27 || State University, Northridge on an annual basis. The monitor will evaluate the
28 || progress of the program and identify any management issues related to
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implementation. The monitor will produce an annual report, which will be provided
to the Parties, that has the authority to propose changes to the Program.

153. Although the Jobs and Education Program uses some existing City
program infrastructure, it 1s funded entirely by new non-supplanting outlay of funds
by the City and is provided only to class members and their transferees. A maximum
of 10% of the funds will go to the City for administrative costs in handling the
Program.

154. United States Magistrate Judge Patrick J. Walsh has commented about
the quality of the settlement, the skill demonstrated by all involved counsel, and the
societal value of resolving this case in the manner agreed upon by the parties:

e “In all the cases I’ve participated in this is the best settlement I’ve ever
seen.”
e “Having spent some time with the parties and with their counsel over the
last month, I am confident that the lawyers know what they’re doing.
And they’re doing the best they can be on behalf of their clients.”
e “Ican’ttell you enough. It’s some of the best lawyering [’ve seen in 15
years on this job. You guys have done a hell of a job on both sides.”
o [This settlement] “could be a big sea change in the world starting with
Los Angeles where rather than lock these folks up and have injunctions
against them, you invest $30 million.”
Order on Joint Stipulation to Make Use of Statements from Hon. Patrick J. Walsh
Regarding Settlement, filed on July 1,2016. Dkt. 379.
SUMMARY OF FEES AND COSTS
155. Attached as Exhibit B 1s a true and correct copy of the itemized time

records which have been kept contemporaneously during the pendency of this case. It
is our firm’s policy and practice to keep such contemporaneous time records of all
matters that are pending in litigation for which fees may be sought. Attached as

Exhibit C are the records for the costs.
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1 156. Based on these contemporaneous records, the combined fees sought by

2 ||Hadsell Stormer & Renick LLP at this time are: $2,517,386.60 less $151,589.69 in

3 || fees that have been waived in the exercise of billing judgment, plus $34,500.00 in fees

4 || that I estimate our firm will incur between now and the Final Approval Hearing, for a

5 || total of $2,400,296.40.

6 157. In addition, there will be many hours that will have to be spent by

7 || counsel for Plaintiffs to implement this settlement over the next four years.

8 || Defendants have taken the position that counsel should estimate their hours over the

9 || next four years and seek the total attorney’s fee award now. For many reasons,
10 || however, we do not believe that is possible, and we request instead that Plaintiffs’
11 || counsel be permitted to seek fees during the course of the implementation of the
12 ||settlement. For one thing, while we have agreed to provide pro bono counsel or law
13 || students to represent class members who wish to be taken off the gang injunction, it
14 || will likely take substantial time to set up this pro bono panel and to create the
15 || necessary templates so as to permut such counsel to perform their representations. It is
16 | impossible to know at this time just how many people will seek to be removed from
17 || the gang injunctions, and equally impossible to know how many the City will stipulate
18 || to remove without a hearing. Thus, it is impossible to know the scope of the work that
19 || will be required by plaintiffs’ counsel just to implement the Gang Removal Process.
20 || It is also impossible to know how many issues arise with respect to the Jobs and
21 || Education Program, and whether complaints must be handled and the system altered
22 |10 handle any issues that arise. It 1s impossible at this juncture to know whether the
23 || monitoring that will be handled by Cal State Northridge will elucidate any problems
24 || that must be dealt with by counsel. For all of these reasons, Plaintiffs’ counsel request
25 || that the Court retain jurisdiction over this case for a period not to exceed five years
26 ||and permit Plaintiffs’ counsel to seek periodic attorney’s fees from this Court, should
27 || the parties not be able to reach informal agreement in the future as fees are incurred.
28 \|/1/
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1 APPROPRIATENESS OF A MULTIPLIER

2 158. Our firm primarily takes cases on a contingency basis. Because of the

3 || contingent nature of payment it is necessary that we recover a fee that is substantially

4 || more than that which we would normally charge paying clients on an hourly basis. To

5 || attract persons to take such contingent cases and to properly compensate lawyers for

6 || this type of litigation, it 1s typically expected that if a case goes to trial or arbitration

7 || there will be a multiplier of approximately 2.0 to 3.0 simply because of the contingent

8 || nature of the case.

9 159. 1 believe that a multiplier is compelled in this case in order to be faithful
10 ||to the market analysis explained in depth by the California Supreme Court in Kelchum
11 ||v. Moses, 24 Cal.4th 1122, 1133 (2001) (“purpose of a fee enhancement, or so-called
12 || multiplier, for contingent nisk is to bring the financial incentives for attorneys
13 ||enforcing important constitutional rights . . . into line with incentives they have to
14 || undertake claims for which they are paid on a fee-for-services basis.”). Cases of this
15 || type entail substantial risk. The market rewards such rnisk by enhancing the lodestar to
16 || account for that risk. This case well illustrates the reason that such enhancements are
17 || necessary in order to promote the public policy underlying civil rights statutes by
18 || making them economically viable.

19 160. As aresult of the manner in which this case was litigated by Defendants,

20 ||Hadsell Stormer & Renick LLP was forced to decline many cases that were valued

21 || much higher than this one. We are a small firm, averaging 11 attorneys over the

22 ||course of this litigation. Due to our [irm’s reputation, and the relative dearth of

23 || lawyers willing to take clients on contingency, we regularly receive between 170 - 200

24 || inquiries 2 month from individuals seeking representation; of these, our firm considers

25 ||around 50-60 of them to have merit sufficient to investigate and examine more

26 || closely. During the pendency of this litigation, around 20 of these cases came up for

27 || serious discussion at our intake meetings, a step that only occurs when we are

28 || planning to retain a client and are discussing how to staff the case, but were ultimately
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1 || declined solely because we did not have attorney time available that was necessary to
2 || [itigate the case. Many of these cases were employment cases, class actions, and/or
3 || police misconduct cases that could easily have reached resolutions of several million
4 || dollars, as well as cases involving individuals who were willing and able to pay our
5 ||fees on an hourly basis. However, despite the importance of the legal issues presented
6 || 1n these cases, and our determination that they had a high likelihood of success, we
7 || were forced to refer these cases to other firms; subsequently, several of these firms
8 || have successfully negotiated favorable settlements. It has long been the policy of our
9 || firm not to seek referral fees in these cases. Attorneys at our firm were tied up for
10 || several years on what we believe to be avoidable discovery disputes and unnecessarily
11 || massive motions. As this case both required our firm to expend considerable
12 || resources with no guarantee of payment, and to forgo much more lucrative cases, the
13 ||law favors the application of a multiplier.
14 161. Because of the nature of this type of litigation and Claimant’s lack of
15 || resources, our firm took this case on a contingency basis. Simply put, without the
16 || prospect of obtaining all of our fees and costs and an enhanced award based upon a
17 || reasonable multiplier, this case and others like it would be a financial disaster for our
18 || firm.
19 162. T understand that this litigation and the result Plaintiffs achieved will help
20 || deter other municipalities throughout California from serving and enforcing
21 ||unconstitutional gang injunctions. This litigation and settlement agreement have
22 || attracted significant public attention and are well known throughout the legal
23 ||community. In my experience litigating high profiles cases, a litigation such as this
24 || will prompt other municipalities to take affirmative steps to minimize their own legal
25 ||exposure, which may include curing ongoing unconstitutional practices and avoiding
26 || new ones.
27 163. For all of these reasons, and as set forth more fully in Plaintiffs’ Motion
28 || for Attorney’s Fees, I believe that a multiplier of 2.0 is appropriate in this case.
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164. We are only seeking a multiplier only on fees for the time spent on the
underlying case. Thus, we are seeking a multiplier of 2.0 for $2,400,296.40 minus
fees incurred for the time spent on the fee motion through October 11, 2016
($45,242.50) and our estimated future work through final approval ($34,500, which
we anticipate will include, but not be limited to, further work on the fee motion),
which collectively total $79,742.50 in fees. Thus, the lodestar for time spent on the
underlying case is $2,320,553.90. 2.0 times $2,320,553.90 equals $4,641,107.80.

COSTS

165. Hadsell Stormer & Renick LLP is seeking a total of $63,977.89 in
expenses it incurred while litigating this case. A detailed itemization of these
expenses 1s atltached as Exhibit C and summarized below. This amount includes
deductions for contributions made by the Orange Law Offices and Public Counsel to
avoid any duplication. Although it 1s included in the chart, we are not seeking

reimbursement for the expert fees.

Expense Description Amount
Word processing $22,576.75
Incoming/Outgoing Faxes $183.00
Monthly Supplies $336.00
Monthly Telephone $280.00
Litigation Files $768.50
Manila Folders $118.50
Lexis/Pacer Research $1,829.80
Index/Exhibit tabs $257.10
In House Messenger $1,600.00
Postage $181.10
Scanning $1,169.10
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Photocopying $17,341.05
Mileage/Parking $1,479.90
Expert Fees $14,625.00
Deposition Fees $14,109.00
Doc. Prod./Copying $2,611.95
Mediation Fees $5,195.00
Courier-Federal Express $195.73
School Records $125.00
Pre Paid Phone charges $80.00
Witness Fees $69.64
Conference Call $202.44
(Deduct Expert Fees) - $14,625.00
(Deduct Orange Contribution) -$5,000.00
(Deduct Public Counsel Contr.) -$1,731.67
Total Costs $63,977.89
52
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TOTAL AMOUNT REQUESTED
166. In summation, Plaintiffs seek fees of $4,641,107.80 for the underlying
case plus $79,742.50 for the attorney’s fees application, totaling $4,720,851.32, and
costs of $63,977.89.

[ declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed at Pasadena, California on October 13, 2016.

FOR PUBLIC RELEASE

Dan Stormer
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AWARDS / ACTIVITIES

The Fellows of the American Bar .
Fellow y Life Fellow
Foundation

Employment Law —

Individiasts Best Lawyers in America 2016, 2017

Litigation — Labor and

Best Lawyers in America 2016, 2017
Employment

Best Law Firms —Tier1 | U.S. News & World Report — Best Lawyers | 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014,
Ranking “Best Law Firms” 2015, 2016, 2017

LA CAN Freedom Now The Los Angeles Community Action

Award Network 2016

Employment Law —
Individuals “Lawyer of Best Lawyers in America 2016
the Year” for Pasadena

Top 100 Litigation

American Society of Legal Advocates 2013, 2014, 2015, 2016
Lawyers

Fellow American Society of Legal Advocates 2013, 2014, 2015, 2016

Top 75 Labor &
Employment Lawyers

2011, 2012, 2013, 2014, 2015,

The Daily Journal 5016

2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014,

Top 100 Trial Lawyers National Trial Lawyers 2015, 2016
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Top Attorney

Pasadena Magazine

2010, 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014,
2015, 2016

Adaptive Technical
Team

Professional Ski Instructors of America

2008, 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012,
2013, 2014, 2015, 2016

Adaptive Committee

Professional Ski Instructors of America

2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010,
2011, 2012, 2013, 2014, 2015,
2016

Selected to the
Southern California
Super Lawyers list

Southern California Super Lawyers
Magazine

2004, 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008,
2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013,
2014, 2015, 2016

Certified Ski Instructor -
Alpine, Adaptive,
Seniors, and Children's
Skiers

Professional Ski Instructors of America

2004, 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008,
2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013,
2014, 2015, 2016

Top 100 Attorneys in
Southern California

Southern Calfornia Super Lawyers
Magazine; Law and Politics Magazine

2004, 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008,
2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013,
2014, 2015, 2016

Guide to the Worlds'
Leading Labour and
Employment Lawyers

Euromoney Publications

1999, 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003,
2004, 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008,
2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013,
2014, 2015, 2016

Best Lawyers in America

Naifeh & Smith - National Yearly Survey of
America's Leading Lawyers

1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000,
2001, 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005,
2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010,
2011, 2012, 2013, 2014, 2015,
2016

Top 10 Attorneys in
Southern California

Southern California Super Lawyers
Magazine; Law and Politics Magazine

2005, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2014,
2015

Hadsell Stormer
Richardson & Renick
LLP-Tier 1 Ranking

U.S. News - Best Lawyers’ “Best Law
Firms”

2014
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Southern California’s . .
Top Rated Lawyers American Lawyer Media 2013
Best Attorneys in Los Best Lawyers — Individuals Award 2013
Angeles
Congressional Award for
Outs.tandlng Public Congressman Howard L. Berman 2012
Service to the
Community
Religious Liberty Award | ACLU of Southern California 2012

Lawyer of the Year —
Individuals - Naifeh & Smith — Best Lawyers in America | 2012
Employment Law

Chief Judge of the United States District
Court for the District of Columbia and The
Standing Committee on Pro Bono Legal 2011
Services of the Judicial Conference for the
District of Columbia Circuit

Pro Bono Honor

Recognized for
Distinction in Labor and | The American Lawyer 2011
Employment Law

Best Lawyers in
America; Naifeh & Smith - National Yearly Survey of

Listed in Best Lawyers America's Leading Lawyers 20

for 10 Years or Longer

The Top 3000 Lawyers || 1 260n Magazine 2006, 2010, 2011
in America

Appellate Lawyer Award | The National Law Journal 2010
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Southern California 50| p AN Institute for Civil Justice 2010
Leadership Council
|
Top Lawyers Labor + Employment 2010
Top 100 Trial Lawyers American Association for Justice 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010
The Top 100 —
California’s Leading Daily Journal 2006, 2009, 2010
Lawyers
The 500 Leading Lawdragon Magazine 2006, 2007, 2010
Lawyers in America
The Wagner Alumni
Fellows Award — Law Wagner£ollege #0de
Cert'ﬁc?t.e of Los Angeles City Council, Eric Garcetti— 2007
Recognition .
President
| ACLU Foundation of Southern California
LGBT Award 2007

Fellow of the Dean’s

Roundtable Chapman University School of Law 2007

The Los Angeles Area’s

Best Lawyers Los Angeles Times - West Magazine 2006

Certificate of

Recognition For
Outstanding Dedication | California State Senate 2006
to the Community

Certificate of
Appreciation In Honor
of Dedication to Social Los Angeles City Council 2006
Justice in the City of Los
Angeles
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Social Justice Award Occidental College - Urban & 2006

Environmental Policy Institute
|

The 500 leading Lawdragon Magazine 2006

Litigators in America g g

Certificate of

Recognition for Human | California State Assembly 2006

Rights Legal

Representation

Attorney of the Year - California Lawyer Magazine 2006

CLAY Award

Joseph Posner Award Callfornl.a Employment Lawyer’s 2005
Association

|

Certificate of

Reco.gnlt.lon California State Assembly Resolution 2005

for Fighting

Discrimination

Robert Kenny Award National Lawyers Guild 2005

100 Most Influential Daily Journal Law Business Journal 2000, 2001, 2002, 2005

Lawyers in California

Fellow of the College Governors of The College of Labor and 2004
Employment Lawyers

Top 5 Employment Chambers Publishing - America's Leading

. . . . 2003

Lawyers in California Business Lawyers

Los Angeles Office of For outstanding contribution to the 1995

the City Attorney's citizens of Los Angeles

Commendation
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California Lt. Governor's | For longstanding commitment to ensure 1995
Commendation equal justice and for service to the

community

Commitment to Civil Rights,

California Assembly Constitutional Law and Public Interest Law | 1995

Resolution

Pursuit of Justice Award

California Women's Law Center 1995
Top 10 Labor & Daily Journal 1991
Employment Lawyers in
California
Clarence Darrow Award | People's College of Law 1991

Hollywood Fair Housing | Hollywood Fair Housing Council

Council Award 1983
Pro Bono Firm of the Public Counsel Law Center 1987
Year

Pro Bono Service Award | Legal Aid Foundation of Los Angeles 1986

Other Activities

¢ Adaptive Recreation Center’s Foundation — Board of Directors

e Professional Ski Instructors of America/American Association of Snowboard Instructors
o Adaptive Committee - Western Region - Chair
o Adaptive Committee —National
o Tech Team - Western Division Adaptive

e Board of Directors - Big Bear Therapeutic Riding Center

e Advisory Board Member - Los Angeles Public Interest Law Journal

¢ Adaptive Adventures Unlimited — Board of Directors

¢ Tahoe Adaptive Competition Center — Founding Member

¢ Boards of Directors - Western Trial Lawyers Association - Past President

o Mental Health Advocacy Services — Board of Directors

o People’s College of Law — Board of Trustees

¢ Silverlake Parks and Recreation - Sports Board

¢ National Lawyers Guild - Past President Los Angeles and Spokane Chapters
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e lalJunta Women’s Center

e  Western Law Center for Disability Rights

e Echo Park / Silverlake People’s Child Care Center

¢ Volunteer Coaching

e John Marshall High School - Assistant Tennis Coach - Boys & Girls Varsity

s Various Youth Sports Leagues - Baseball {ages 6-adult), Soccer (ages 6-15), and Basketball (ages
6-15)

s Professional Ski Instructors of America (Focusing on teaching persons with disabilities, as well as
Alpine and Children's instruction)

e “The Edge” — Professional Ski Instructors of America Magazine
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I
Hadsell Stormer & Renick LLP
RODRIGUEZ CASE # 906
05/01/2011 - 10/11/16
Year
Hours Rate Fees Graduated

Anne Richardson 592.40 825.00 $488,730.00 1989
Acrivi Coromelas 153.10 375.00 $57,412.50 2012
Brian Olney 53.10 325.00 $17,257.50 2013
Caitlan Mcloon 22.75 375.00 $8,531.25 2012
Cindy Panuco 968.70 500.00 $484,350.00 2009
Dan Stormer 1,010.80 | 1,075.00 | $1,086,610.00 19743
Gladys Limon 65.33 600.00 $38,198.00 2003
Josh Piovia Scott 1.50 | $625.00 $937.50 2002
Mary Ross 5.80 | $425.00 $2,465.00 2011
Mohammad Tajsar 455.80 | $425.00 $193,715.00 2011
Randy Renick 4.80 | $775.00 $3,720.00 1995
Reem Salahi 21.15 | $475.00 $10,046.25 2008
Virginia Keeny 3.80 | $825.00 $3,135.00 1988
Adrian Adams 7.50 175.00 $1,312.50
Alana Murphy 18.50 175.00 $3,237.50
Andres Gallaegos 3.50 220.00 $770.00
Ashley St. Clair 18.80 175.00 $3,307.50
Ben Stormer 58.40 250.00 $14,600.00
Bianca Ramirez 49.30 175.00 $8,627.50
Irina Trasovan 30.50 220.00 $6,710.00
Jenny Sevilla 29.40 | $175.00 |  $5,145.00
Jessica Valdenegro 95.20 | $175.00 $16,660.00
Min Ji Gal 21.00 | $175.00 $3,675.00
Norma Molina 97.30 | $175.00 $17,027.50
Pui Yee Yu 13.00 | $220.00 $2,860.00
Sahar Durali 69.60 | $220.00 $15,312.00
Sam Brown .00 | $220.00 $1,980.00
Shaleen Shanbhag 44.50 | $220.00 $9,790.00
Sophie Von Bergen 200 | $175.00 $350.00
Springsong Cooper 10.78 | $220.00 $2,371.60
Tami Galindo 42.60 | $175.00 $7,455.00
Vanessa Petti 0.50 | $175.00 $87.50

TOTALS 3,980.51 $2,517.386,60
Total Fees to Date: 22:517§382§gg
Confidential 10/13/2016 Page 1
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HADSELL STORMER & RENICK LLP
128 N. FAIR OAKS AVENUE

SUITE 204

PASADENA, CA 91103

Invoice submitted to:

Rodriguez # 0906

Oc¢tober 12, 2016

Invoice #12400

5/3/2011

5/4/2011

5/11/2011

513172011

Professional Services

Time

GL  Review
Read/analyzed amended complaint & background research
materials

GL  Meeting
meeting with D.S., A.R. and Olu Orange (on call) re: general status
of case, strategy, and next steps.

DS  Meeting
Meeting with co-counsel re: status of case and next steps

AR Meeling
met with D.S., G.L. and Olu Orange (on ph.) re: general status of
case, strategy, and next steps, research

GL Research
Researched/Shepardized Acosta/read other Circuits

TG  Miscellaneous
conforming many documents

GL  Meeting
meeting with Olu Orange, A.R. & D.S. re: strategy and next steps;
meeting with Olu Orange re: logisitics and case background

DS  Preparation
meeting with co-counsel re: strategy for case.

AR  Meeting
meeting with Olu Orange, G.L. & D.S. re: strategy and next steps;
meeting with Olu Orange re: logisitics and case background

AR  Review
memos and documents re: class cert, amending complaint

DS  Preparation

Research/discovery/review pleadings/read cases

Hrs/Rate Amount

4.00
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.30
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.30
1,075.00/hr

2.30
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

4.90
600.00/hr

100 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.80
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.50
1,075.00/hr
1.00 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.50
825.00/hr

3.70
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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53172011
6/1/2011

6/2/2011

6/6/2011

6/7/2011

6/8/2011

AS
GL

JS
DS
DS

AS
AR

JS

DS

AR

#:11754

Meeting

meeting with Olu re: Gl case materials and case objectives.
Research

research re: standards for claims; email to Anne & D.S. with initial
thoughts re: strategy; reviewed table of curfew provisions; read
journal articles re: g. injunctions; read 0.0.’s demurrer papers; met
with DS & discussed same; met w/ Jenny re: revising table; met
with D.S. re: same & conf call with O.OQ; prepared for meeting 6/2
with counsel; reviewed cases; emails to co-counsel

Research

Gang injunction chart.

Preparation

Research/analysis/callsiwrite/meeting

Meeting

meeting with G.L. re: 0.0.'s demurrer papers and revising table of
curfew provisions

Meeting

meeting with Olu re: Gl case materials.

Conference

with Olu, Gladys, Dan re: compleint, motion for class cert,
Preliminary injunction and review documents/memos

Research

Meeting with GL, AR, DS, and co-counsel; gang injunction chart;
and download, save and OCR injunctions from City Attorney site.
Preparation

Research/review documents/review class standard/conference re:
claim and strategy

Meeting

metw/ D.S., AR. & O.0 re: claims and strategy
Meeting

meeting with Olu re: HS meeting.

Research

Gang injunction chart.

Preparation

Review complaint/meeling/analyze/legal issues/research re: same
Meeting

met with D.S. & A.R. re: strategy

Research

Gang injunction chart and definitions.
Preparation

Research re: class damages

Research

Gang injunctions chart and definitions.

Review

reviewed draft declaration & email to legal team re: suggested

revisions; attn to emails V/f counsel; locate co-counseling agreement

samples; meeting with DS re: website; reviewed case re: estoppel,
reviewed draft second amended complaint; spk with Jenny Sevilla
re: injunction charts; review & email re: same

Telephone

with opp counsel in Rodriguez re: discovery and complaint and
conierence with cocounsel

Page 2
Hrs/Rate Amount
350 NO CHARGE
6.83 NO CHARGE
600.00/hr
1.00 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
2.80 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
0.50 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
230 NO CHARGE
260 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
7.00 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
540 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
2.00 NO CHARGE
600.00/hr
160 NO CHARGE
750 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
410 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
0.30 NO CHARGE
600.00/hr
7.50 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
260 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
6.40 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
350 NO CHARGE
600.00/hr
210 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
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6/9/2011

6/10/2011

6/13/2011

6/14/2011

6/15/2011

6/16/2011
6/17/2011

6/20/2011
6/21/2011
6/23/2011

6/24/2011

6/29/2011

AR

DS
DS
GL

AR
AR

AR

VP
DS
GL

GL
DS

GL

AR

DS
DS
GL

AR

DS

TG

#:11755

Edit/ Revise

Make changes to Rodriguez complaint and circulate to cocounsel,
review cases

Preparation

Research/discussion/analysis re: class/review complaint
Preparation

Research/analyze potential class damages

Review

reviewed & sent revisions to second amended complaint to A.R. &
0OO; met with A.R. re: next steps

Meeting

met with G.L. re: next steps

Preparation

Make changes to amended complaint and conference with
cocounsel

Preparation

Second amended complaint and send same to opp counsel,
conference with GL re: discovery, stipulation

Conference

confer w. AR and Gladys re:: amended complaint

Preparation

Research/analysis/review injunctions/review cases

Preparation

prepared & formatted final second amended complaint; met with
V.P. re: same;

Conference

conference with A.R. re: discovery, stipulation

Preparation

Research class damages

Conference

phone conference with Olu re: injunction lawsuit and contacts in
community.

Discovery

revised proposed discovery - sent to AR. & OO; drafted stipulation
Conference

with opp counsel re: stipulation, amended complaint, document
requests and revise same

Preparation

Review documents in preparation for conf with opp counsel
Preparation

Strategy analysis

Review

revised joinl req lo cont sched conf & slipulation 1o file 2nd

amended complain & propounded precert discovery; proposed order

Conference

with cocounsel, opp counsel re: amended complaint, stipulation re:
setting scheduling conference, review complaint

Conference

conference with co-counsel/opp. counsel re: amended complaint,
stipulation re: setting scheduling conference, review complaint
Miscellaneous

prepare filing, prepare/finalize courtesy copies, conform documents

Page 3

Hrs/Rate Amount

220
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.60
1,075.00/hr

2.90
1,075.00/hr

1.00
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
0.50
825.00/hr

0.70
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

1.70
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.50
175.00/hr

3.10
1,075.00/hr

0.30
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.30
600.00/hr

2.80
1,075.00/hr

2.20

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
1.20
600.00/hr

1.10
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.80
1,075.00/hr

0.70
1,075.00/hr

0.40
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

210
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.10
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.40
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
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6/30/2011 TG
715/2011 AR

GL

7/6/2011 AR

DS
GL
7112011 TG

7122011 1T

7/13/2011 1T

7/14/2011 1T

7/15/2011 1T
7/18/2011 IT

7/20/2011 GL
712172011 1T

7/22/2011 1T

#:11756

Miscellaneous

calendaring many dates, deadlines per Court Order
Conference

with opp counsel to schedule Rule 26 meeting and conf with GL re:
same

Conference

conference with A.R. re: schedule Rule 26 meeting
Conference

with Rena Shahandeh for Rule 26 meeting and preparation for
same; review rules, draft joint report and conference with Olu, Dan,
Gladys re: same

Conference

conference with Olu, A.R. and Gladys re: draft joint report
Conference

conference with Olu, A.R. and D.S. re: draft joint report
Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys, proofread Jt. 26 Report,
calculating dates/deadlines

Research

Researching prepare-cerification discovery of putative class
members names

Research

Researching prepare-certification discavery of putative class
members names

Telephone

call from GL re: order

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Research

Research re: juvenile privacy rights in class action discovery
Research

Research re: juvenile privacy rights in class action discovery
Research

Research minor putative class members privacy rights
Research

research minor privacy rights

Draft

Draiting memo re: pre-certification discovery

Memorandum

Memo re: discovery of possible class members names and contact
info.

Meeting

research on discovery of minors' contact info

Memorandum

Memo re: putative class discovery

Memorandum

Memo putative class discovery

Memorandum

Memo putative class discovery

Memorandum

Memo putative class discovery

Page 4

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.60 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.30 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.30 NO CHARGE
600.00/hr

160 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.30
1,075.00/hr

0.30
600.00/hr

0.30
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

3.20
220.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.10
220.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
270
220.00/hr

100 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr

1.50 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr

2.00
220.00/hr

4.20
220.00/hr

1.30 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

1.30 NO CHARGE
600.00/hr
3.00
220.00/hr
2.50
220.00/hr
4.30
220.00/hr
2.70
220.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

7/29/2011

8/1/2011

8/4/2011

8/5/2011

8/8/2011

8/16/2011
8/17/2011

8/18/2011

8/20/2011
8/22/2011

AS
GL

GL

DS
AR

GL
TG
GL

AR
DS
DS
AR
GL
AR

GL

DS

DS
GL

#:11757

Conference

conference with Olu re: lawsuit, community orgs, and objectives.
Draft

drafted joint rule 26 f report & attached schedule worksheet; email
to opposing counsel re: same

Draft

email & ph. call to city attorney office; reviewed opp counsel’s
revisions to joint report; emails t/f legal team; revisions & circulated
same

Preparation

review documents/research/finalize Rule 26

Review

Joint report for the court and conference with Gladys, opp counsel
re: same

Conference

conierence with A.R.

Miscellaneous

scan/create PDF, prepare/finalize/efile document

Drait

call w/ city attorney re: revisions 1o joint r 26 report; revisions; emails
& ph calls with opp counsel's assistant; met with Tami re: finalizing;
emails to co-counsel re: status

Conference

with Gladys, Olu, Dan re: hearing
Preparation

research/conference call/strategy re: hearing
Preparation

Review documents/ analyze claims/issues
Review

emails re: clients and possible retaliation
Review

Revised RFPs; emails t/f legal team re: same
Conference

with GL, OO, DS re: scheduling conference and preparation for
same, conference re: discovery needed, review pleadings

Meeting

Met with A.R., D.S. & conf. call w/ O.0. re: upcoming sched.
conference & discovery status; met with A R. to review RFPs;
revisions to same; emails with O.O. re: same

Preparation

Research re: claims/review documents/meeting/strategy
Preparation

Research/preparalion re: class claims/damages

Meeting

prepared documents for D.S. for sched confl.; meetings with D.S.,
A.R. re: preparation for sched conf.; research re: R. 23(b)(2) &
seeking damages; finalized RFPs; spk w/ Bianca re: service of
RFPs; emails & ph. call with O.0. re: finalizing and service of RFPs;
email to opp. counsel re: discovery plan; conf. call with A.R., 0.0.,
D.S. re: sched conf debriefing

Page 5

Hrs/Rate Amount

220 NO CHARGE

2.30
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.60
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.90
1,075.00/hr

1.10
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.20
600.00/hr
0.60
175.00/hr
1.50
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.60
825.00/hr
1.80
1,075.00/hr
2.60
1,075.00/hr
0.30
825.00/hr
0.50
600.00/hr
1.90
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.80
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.30
1,075.00/hr

1.30
1,075.00/hr

1.00
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

8/22/2011

8/23/2011

8/24/2011
8/26/2011

9/1/2011

9/3/2011
9/6/2011

9/9/2011

9/12/2011

9/15/2011
9/16/2011

9/19/2011

9/21/2011

AR

DS
BR
AR
DS
AR

GL

GL

DS
AR
DS
TG
GL

AR
GL

GL

GL
GL

GL

AR
GL

#:11758

Conference

with DS, GL and OO re: scheduling conference, discovery and conf
call at end of week

Conference

Meeting with O.O./AR./G.L. re: scheduling conference
Miscellaneous

printed and routed to attomeys efiled document 21

Conference

call with Olu re: AC RFP re: service documents.

Preparation

research re: class damages

Conference

with Olu, Gladys, and opp counsel re: discovery scheduling,
depositions of plaintiffs and preparation for same

Meeting

Conf. call w opp counsel re: discovery plan; call bet. AR, 0.0., re:
next steps & client meeting

Meeting

Conf call with O.0; A.R.; & D.S re: status of clients experiencing
harassment & intimidation;

Meeting

conierence call re: status of clients

Meeting

Conf call with 0.0; G.L.; & D.S re: status of clients

Preparation

research/review documents

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates (many)/deadlines for attorneys

Conference

ph. call with O.O. re: client meesting dates & discovery; emails re:
same

Review

initial disclosures and conference with Gladys re: same
Conference

spoke with Olu re: discovery & clients; emails re: same; began draft
of disclosures; conference with A.R.

Review

Reviewed plaintiffs' disclosures circulated by O.0.; ph. call with
0.0. re: plaintiffs' status;

Conference

spoke with Olu re: meeting with Plaintiffs

Miscellaneous

emails U/f O.0. regarding deposition dales; emnail to A.R. re: same;
email to opp counsel R.S.;

Conference

reviewed injunction and declaration materials in preparation for
evening meeting; emails toffrom O.0. re: meeting re: same
Conference

with Olu re: meetings, extension

Miscellaneous

emails /f AR & DS re: meeting time re: community meeting

Page 6

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.80
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.80
1,075.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.60
825.00/hr
260
1,075.00/hr
1.00
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

1.00
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.50
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.50
1,075.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr
2.30
1,075.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.20
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
0.30
825.00/hr

0.60
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

1.40
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.20
600.00/hr
0.50
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.60
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.60
825.00/hr
0.10
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE
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9/22/2011

9/23/2011

9/26/2011

9/27/2011
9/28/2011
9/20/2011
9/30/2011
10/6/2011
10/7/2011

10/11/2011
10/12/2011

10/13/2011
10/15/2011
10/17/2011

11/1/2011

AR
GL
AR

GL
GL
AR

GL
GL
TG
DS
Ds
DS
TG
AR
RS
AR

AR
AR

TG
DS
DS
DS
DS
AR

#:11759

Conference

with Olu, Gladys re: depositions, evidence, extension
Conference

conference with Olu, AR. re: depositions, evidence, extension
Conference

with cocounsel re: meeting on Monday, preparation discovery for
class cert

Meeting

meeting with A.R. & O.0O. re: community meeting

Review

review/analyze city's response to RFP

Conference

with cocounsel and community meeting in Inglewood re: gang
injunction issues

Meeting

spk with TG re: Rodriguez deposition dates and status
Meeting

Drive t/f community meeting re: injunctions; attend meeting
Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Preparation

meeting with community/co-counsel re: lawsuit

Preparation

research/review/discovery strategy, analyze defenses
Preparation

research/discovery/analyze defenses

Telephone

call from Olu re: emails

Review

material and conference with GL re: preparation of plaintiffs
Conference

conference with Olu re: ac rfp1, r37

Preparation

Meet with plaintiffs and preparation for their depositions, conference
with OO re: same; travel to OO office; preparation for meeting
Conference

re: client depositions ang discovery

Conference

with Olu and Dan re: cancellation of depositions, City's meet and
conier

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Preparation

conference with A.R./0.O. re: depositions/meet and confer
Preparation

discovery

Conference

call with Olu re: class ID and contact info.

Preparation

research/discovery re: discovery

Conference

with Olu, Dan re: protective order, motion to compel

Page 73 of 280 Page ID

Page 7

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.50
825.00/hr
0.50
600.00/hr
0.60
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.30
600.00/hr
0.20
600.00/hr
3.60
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.10
600.00/hr
4.50
600.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
3.80
1,075.00/hr
1.80
1,075.00/hr
220
1,075.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
1.00
825.00/hr
1.20
475.00/br
5.20
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
0.50
825.00/hr

0.70
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
0.70
1,075.00/hr
1.60
1,075.00/hr
0.40
1,075.00/hr
1.80
1,075.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

11/1/2011 DS

117212011 1G
11/8/2011 TG

11/9/2011 BR
11/10/2011 BR

11/21/2011 1G
AR
11/28/2011 AR
AR
11/29/2011 TG
AR

GL

11/30/2011 GL
12/2/2011 GL

12/5/2011 GL

GL

AR
GL
12/6/2011 1G

#:11760

Preparation

review discovery/motion to compel/conference with O.0./A.R re:
motion

Miscellaneous

scan/create PDF of filings

Miscellaneous

prepare filings for Court, conforming documents, calendaring
dates/deadlines for attorneys

Miscellaneous

printed stipulation re: protective order for AR to go to case file
Miscellaneous

printed documents 23:1-6 and prepared courtesy copies for the
Magistrate per VK's request; printed/created labels

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Review

Order on discovery and conference with Olu re: same

Conference

with Olu and preparation for hearing on MTC

Preparation

for hearing on Motion to compel and conference with OLU
Miscellaneous

prepare filings for Court, conform documents

Court

Appearance on motion to compel, conference with Olu and review
file for same, conference with city attorney afterward, travel for same
Discovery

Reviewed motion to amend joint stipulation; reviewed city's original,
1st, & supp. responses to rfa; reviewed produced documents;
drafted discovery tracking chart re: same; looked up, printed &
saved to g drive documents identified in responses; email to O.
Orange

Research

reviewed & research class cert cases & materials for motion prep
Conference

Ph. call with O.O. re: discovery status & protective order; reviewed
protective order

Conference

conf. call with A.R. & 0.0 re: discovery status & impending
deadlines; conf call with opp. counsel R.S. re: same; call & msg to
Magistrate Judge McDemott's clerk

Discovery

email to/from co-counsel re: discovery status & impending
deadlines; sent signed protective order to opp counsel R.S.;
Conference

with Olu, Gladys re: discovery and mtc

Conference

conference with O.0./A.R., discovery/Motion io Compel
Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Page 8

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.90
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
0.50
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
1.50
825.00/hr
1.90
825.00/hr
1.90
825.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
3.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

3.00 NO CHARGE

600.00/hr

2.00
600.00/hr
0.50
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.60
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.30 NO CHARGE

600.00/hr

1.10
825.00/hr
1.10
600.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

12/6/2011 GL

AR

127772011 GL

GL

AR

12/8/2011 GL

GL

AR
TG
GL
12/13/2011 GL

12/16/2011 TG
12/18/2011 DS
12/21/2011 1G
12/22/2011 RS
12/28/2011 AS
1/18/2012 GL

1/19/2012 GL

#:11761

Telephone

emails to/from counsel re: scheduling status conference with M.J.;
phone call with clerk re: same; phone call with opp counsel R.S;
spk with T.G. re: status of telephone conference

Preparation

for status conference, conference with court, opp counsel,
cocounsel

Conference

printed documents in preparation for status conference; Telephonic
status conference with Mag. Judge

Drait

drafted stipulation & proposed order to continue deadlines; spk w/
A.R. re: same; email to R.S re: same

Court

Status Conference with magistrate and conference with opp
counsel, co counsel, and preparation stipulation for district court
Telephone

emaits & ph. calls to opp. counsel re: status on stipulation; emails
with TG & AR re: same; phone call to court clerk reporting on filing
status

Drait

research J. Gee's ex parte rules; drafted ex parte application to
continue; drafted GL declaration; prepared exhibits re: notice to opp
counsel & conference with Magistrate Judge; email from opp
counsel R.S. re: executing joint request; spk with T.G. re: filing joint
request

Preparation

ex parte, stipulation for district court, conference with Gladys
Miscellaneous

prepare/finalize documents for efiling/courtesy copy

Conference

conference with A.R. re: filings

Motion

Spk with J. Gee's deputy clerk re: filing deficiency; emails to TG &
AR re: same

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Preparation

review documents/discussion/conference with witnesses
Miscellaneous

calendaring many dates/deadlines for attorneys

Conference

conference wilh Olu re: discovery order

Conference

meeting with Olu re: gang panelists and conf.

Preparation

prepared transition memo for C.P.; revised & organized case file for
same

Meeting

met with C.P. re: case transition; emails to/from co-counsel re:
discovery status

Page 9

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.40
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.10
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.30
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.00
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.80
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.40
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

3.00
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.10
825.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.50
600.00/hr
0.20
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
2.80
1,075.00/hr
0.40
175.00/hr
0.70
475.00/hr
2.20

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

4.00
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.70
600.00/hr

NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

1/19/2012 CP
112012012 TG

1/23/2012 BR

DS
1125/2012 TG
1127712012 AR
NM
21972012 AR

CP
21132012 AR
2/14/2012 AR
2/15/2012 AR
2/16/2012 1G
DS
AR
2/17/2012 DS
AR
2/23/2012 AR

CP

2/27/2012 DS
2/28/2012 AR

CP

#:11762

Meeting
met with G.L. re: case transition
Miscellaneous
search for documents, scan/create PDFs, prepare/finalize
document for eflling/courtesy copy
Miscellaneous
prepared courtesy copies and xx copies of proposed order and
prepaid retumn envelope; printed email from court re: proposed
order for file
Preparation
review discovery responses
Miscellaneous
calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys
Review
new dates for class cert, discovery and calendar same, review order
Miscellaneous
prepared courtesy copy of efiling for judge
Telephone
from Youth Justice Center and conference with Cindy re:
motion for class cert
Conference
conference with A.R. re: motion for class certification
Telephone
cocounsel re: evidence, declarations, motion, etc.
Telephone
re: declaration gathering, email to City re: update on discovery
Conference
with opp counsel, co counsel re: discovery, motion for class cert
Miscellaneous
calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys
Preparation
status review/class cert./discovery
Conference
with cocounsel, opp cousnel re: documents, motion for class cert
Preparation
class certification issues
Conference
with cocounsel re: motion for c¢lass cert, documents
Conference
with Olu, Cindy, re: City's failure to produce discovery and motion
re: same, motion for class cert, and review emails re: same
Conference
conference wilh Olu, A.R. re: Cily's failure (o produce discovery and
motion re: same
Preparation
review discovery/discussion with counsel re: same.
Conference
with Olu re: class certification, discovery, amending complaint and
review documents re: same/conference with R.S.
Conference
Conference with Anne and Reem regarding Rodriguez and dividing
work on case

REDACTED

Page 10

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.50 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

0.30 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.40 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

170 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.30
825.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
2.00
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.30 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr
0.80
825.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.90
1,075.00/hr
1.10  NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
2.10
1,075.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.50 NO CHARGE

500.00/hr

210
1,075.00/hr
1.20 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.30
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
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2/28/2012 DS
RS

2/29/2012 AR
RS

CP

3/1/2012 AR
3/2/2012 RS
DS

CP

3/5/2012 AR
3/6/2012 AR
BR

3/9/2012 DS
3/11/2012 AR
3/12/2012 AR

RS
3/13/2012 AR
CP
BR
BR
DS
3/14/2012 CP

AR

#:11763

Preparation

review documents/strategy/research re: same

Conference

conference with CP, AR re: strategy/ work on case

Conference

with Cindy, Reem re: motion for class cerl and research re: same
Conference

conference with A.R./C.P. re: class motion

Conference

conference with R.S./A.R. re: class

Preparation

Motion for class cert and conference with Olu re: same

Review

Reviewed complaint

Preparation

motion class cert research

Review

review complaint

Preparation

Motion for class cert

Preparation

Motion for class certification, research re: same

Miscellaneous

printed order/doc # 38 for AR,; discussed calendaring on outliook
Preparation

research/discussion/motion class cert

Review

Class cert motion, research

Research

for class cert motion, updating with new Dukes cites; preparation
motion, declaration of AR; conf with Olu, Reem re: preparing class
cert motion, declarations of plaintiffs and class members and
attorneys, summary of voluminous evidence, and additional
research

Meeting

met with co counsel to discuss class cert motion

Research

Re: class action certification, 52.1; declarations of plaintiffs
Conference

Conference with Anne regarding the declarations of the two plaintiffs
Conference

w /AR re: assignment

Miscellaneous

copied pages from complaint

Preparation

class standard review

Draft

working with clients to draft declarations of Rodriguez and Cazares
and emailed to Anne and Olu; edited drafts

Research

for class cert motion, review decs of clients

Page 77 of 280 Page ID

Page 11

Hrs/Rate Amount

1.70
1,075.00/hr
0.30
475.00/hr
1.00
825.00/hr
1.00
475.00/hr
1.00
500.00/hr
1.50
825.00/hr
0.80
475.00/br
2.30
1,075.00/hr
0.50
500.00/hr
1.10
825.00/hr
2.50
825.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
1.90
1,075.00/hr
1.30
825.00/hr
5.20
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.75
475.00/hr
3.50
825.00/hr
0.20
500.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
1.20
1,075.00/hr

1.60
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

2.20
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

3/14/2012 BR

BR
3/15/2012 AR

CP

CP

RS
NM
NM
CP
3/16/2012 NM
3/19/2012 AR

AM
CP
3/20/12012 AR

AR

RS

BR

CP

3/21/2012 NM
AR

#:11764

Miscellaneous

printed injunctions for AR; compared 3 charts of injunctions and
cross checked w/my case name and number list for AR; got GL's
working folder from AR

Conference

W/AR re: injunctions/charts

Conference

Review cases, decs, motion, conference with Chris and Alberto, Olu
and Cindy re: motion, declarations

Travel

Travel to and from office of Olu Orange/meet with clients re: their
declarations

Meeting

Meeting with clients Rodriguez and Cazarez, going over their
declarations, reviewing drafts, editting declarations, and getting their
signatures

Research

Researched cases of class cert

Miscellaneous

scanned/copied docs

Conference

w/CP re: declarations, things to do

Conference

conference with NM re: declarations, things to do

Miscellaneous

organized and sent docs to file

Preparation

Motion for class cert; conference with Cindy, Ben re: evidence
obtained from City

Preparation

took notes on files produced by defts

Conference

conference with AR, Ben re: evidence obtained from City
Preparation

Motion for class cert and research for same; conference with CP,
BS, OO re: evidence in support of motion and review same
Conference

with City attomeys Bruce Monroe and Rena Shehandeh to meet
and confer re:: plaintiffs' motion for class certification, conference
with Ofu Orange re: same

Research

Researched cases on class cert.

Miscellaneous

Looked up local rules for Dee for AR; looked up and printed class
cert mtn rules; looked w/AR for 28 day rule

Conference

conference with AR, BS, OO re: evidence in support of motion and
review same

Conference

w/BR re: attempling to OCR secured docs

Conference

with staff about difficulties in reading data from the City; coordinate
with Olu and divide workload among the firms for remaining review

Page 12

Hrs/Rate Amount

1.30
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.20
175.00/hr
3.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

1.30
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

3.90
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.50
475.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.20
500.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
3.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

5.50 NO CHARGE
0.50
500.00/hr
5.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.60
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.20
475.00/hr
0.40
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
2.80
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

3/21/2012 CP

BS
BR

BR
AM
3/22/2012 RS
AR
BS
BR
3/23/2012 CP

CP
AR

RS
BS
BS
BR

BR

DS

#:11765

of evidence. Conference with Olu re: legal theories for class cert
and to respond to City's opposition

Review

Document review and summarizing of documents produced in
discovery by City of Los Angeles, conference with Alana regarding
documents, conference with Ben regarding documents and
conference with jake regarding how he can help summarize
documents

Research

Document review; conference with Olu re: service count.
Miscellaneous

conf w/Chad/AR/Ben re: documents production by defendants that
are secured

Miscellaneous

document processing

Preparation

Notes on files produced by plaintiffs

Research

Researched cases for class cert motion

Preparation

Motion for class cert; review documents, preparation research
Research

Document review.

Miscellaneous

prepared exhibits for AR

Conference

Conference with AR, DS, and BS regarding the spreadsheets we
are working on to summarize the production of over 12,000
documents; conference with Olu regarding what summaries his
students have completed;

Review

Reviewing and summarizing my section of documents.
Preparation

Motion for class cert; conference with Olu, DS, Cindy, Bianca, Ben
re: document review, evidence, declarations and review documents
produced by City

Research

Researched cases on class certification

Research

Document review.

Research

Document review.

Conlerence

w/AR/BS re: documents produced by Defts

Miscellaneous

printed various documents produced by defendants for AR;
scanned documents produced by defendants 1-280

Preparation

research class cert/review documents in production

Page 13

Hrs/Rate Amount

6.70
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

7.90
250.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
0.20

175.00/hr
5.50

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

3.50
475.00/hr
4.60
825.00/hr
7.00
250.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
2.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

3.50
500.00/hr
2.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

5.00
475.00/hr
6.90
250.00/hr
7.20
250.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
4.00
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

2.50
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

3/25/2012 CP

AS

3/26/2012 AR

BS

BR

BR
AM
CP
3/27/2012 AR

BS
BR

BR

NM
NM

3/28/2012 CP

AR

#:11766

Edit/ Revise

reviewing the pleadings sent by ACLU; editing and adding info
about our clients to the facts section of the motion for class
certification

Conference

Discussed declaration content/ template with bates sets with Olu,
SA, MD, MG, and AL

Preparation

Motion for class cert; include cites to evidence, conference with
Ben, Cindy and Olu re: going through evidence; conference with Olu
re: declaration, brief, evidence and motion editing

Research

Evidence review.

Miscellaneous

printed protective order for AR; printed updated chart of injunctions
from rod complaint

Conference

w/AR and Olu re: documents production by Deft

Preparation

Notes on files produced by defts

Edit/ Revise

conierence with A.R./research

Preparation

Motion for class certification; conference with Olu, Ben re: review of
records produced by City and declarations re: same; conference
with co-counsel re: legal research, filing under seal, exhibits, and
revise brief

Research

Document review.

Conference

explained to Claudia how to change index for AR; asked AR about
preparation work for filing re: exhs/chart

Miscellaneous

checked every injunction to make sure it was word for word and
correct in the chart; printed acknowledgment re: protective order,
signed it and got TG's and DH's signatures; downloaded and
printed gang injunction guidelines and attorneys report gang
injuntction how and why they work for exhs for AR

Conference

w/BR re: motion for class cert filing

Miscellaneous

signed and sent acknowledgment 1o file

Miscellaneous

preparing transcripts and exhibits, finalizing client declarations and
adding the exhibits to each declaration, reviewing declaration of
Ben Stormer; legal research on the severability of unconstitutional
provisions of a gang injunction; shepardizing cases in the motion for
class certification; conference call with Peter Biebring re: injunctions
Preparation

Motion for class certification, finalize exhibits to be used, review all
trainings produced by City; review court rules on filing under seal,
conference with staff re: declarations, indexes, exhibits, filing;

Page 14

Hrs/Rate Amount

2.10
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

260 NO CHARGE

4.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

7.80
250.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
0.30

175.00/hr
7.50

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
1.30 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

5.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

7.20
250.00/hr
0.40
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

1.70
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.20
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
4.80
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

6.20
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

3/28/2012

3/20/2012

3/30/2012

4122012

BS
BR
NM
AR

BR
BR

NM
NM
DS
CP
AR

DS
NM
NM
NM

BR

NM

NM
NM

#:11767

conference with cocounsel re: class definitions and finalizing
declarations

Research

Document review.

Miscellaneous

made copies of exhs for AR;

Miscellaneous

prep for mtn class cert

Preparation

Finalize motion for class certification; finalize AR Dec, OO Dec,
exhibits, under seal requirements, conference with staff, Cindy re:
same

Conference

conferences/questions wW/AR/NM/CP re: filing

Miscellaneous

put AR'’s exhs in order, then re: arranged and changed order of
exhs; pulled tabs; put all copies of appendices vol. 1 and 2 in
binders; stamped orig/file/etc.; checked check list of things to do;
finalized/prepared appendices for filing tomorrow

Conference

various w/CP, AR, BR re: class cert filing

Miscellaneous

read rules, searched for docs, prep for class cert filing

Edit/ Revise

motion for class

Conference

conference with AR; conference with BR and NM re: preparing filing
Preparation

motion for class certification, proposed order, cite checks,
conference with staff re: filing and filing under seal; conference with
Olu and review edits; phone calls from clerk re: filing
Preparation

research/analyze/write re: motion for class certification
Conference

various w/CP, AR, C Diaz re: filing

Miscellaneous

doc prep/scan for filing of mtn for class cert

Telephone

calls to/from C Diaz, Olu re: filing deadline

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Miscellaneous

prepared filings; prepared exlra mandalory chambers copy;
prepared courtesy copies and file copies; scanned conformed
sheets for CP

Conference

w/DH, BR re: preparing and serving courtesy copies
Miscellaneous

prepared judges courtesy copy for service

Telephone

calls to/from court clerk re: courtesy copy requested by filing
window, p/u of docs

Page 81 of 280 Page ID

Page 15

Hrs/Rate Amount

7.50
250.00/hr
0.40
175.00/hr
0.90
175.00/hr
5.70
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

1.10
175.00/hr
3.40
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.50
175.00/hr
0.50
175.00/hr
2.60
1,075.00/hr
1.00
500.00/hr
3.90
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

3.50
1,075.00/hr
0.40
175.00/hr
2.00
175.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
1.40
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.20
175.00/hr
0.50
175.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

4/3/2012 NM
NM
BR

4/5/2012 DS
4/6/2012 TG
4/11/2012 NM

NM
4/13/2012 DS
4/17/2012 AR
4/21/2012 DS
4/22/2012 DS
4/27/2012 1G
4/30/2012 AR

DS
DS
BR
RS
5/1/2012 DS
AR
NM
NM
TG
5/2/2012 AR
NM

#:11768
Conference
w/CP, DH re: extra copy of docs from court
Telephone

calls to/from court re: binder pick-up, w/DH re: same
Miscellaneous
finished adding conformed sheets to manually filedlodged

documents; scanned Proof of service to vol. 1 and saved w/Vol. 1

appendix;

Preparation

review gocuments/research re: class proof
Miscellaneous

prepare filings, conform (many) documents
Conference

w/CP re: creating binders of client docs
Miscellaneous

searched and pulled files

Preparation

research/discussion/strategy re: class
Telephone

with Olu Orange re: preliminary injunction
Preparation

analysis of class issues

Preparation

research/prep class action response
Miscellaneous

coniorm many documents, prepare filings
Review

Opposition to motion for class cert and conference with Olu re:

same
Preparation

opposition to defendants' brief

Preparation

response to class opposition

Miscellaneous

printed double sided copies of document 49 and 49-1 for AR
Research

spoke w Anne re: research for motion and researched.
Preparation

strategy class action response/mtg

Preparation

Research and prepare oppaosition to motion to dismiss
Conference

w/TG re: downloading docs

Miscellaneous

scanned docs

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Research

Re: opp to mation to dismiss

Conference

w/TG re: status of docs, calendaring, etc.

Page 82 of 280 Page ID

Page 16

Hrs/Rate Amount

020 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.50 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

200 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
020 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
0.20 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
0.20 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
3.80 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
0.40 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
140 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
3.10 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
0.30 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
1.20 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

230 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
1.60 NO CHARCE
1,075.00/hr
0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/br
1.50 NO CHARGE
475.00/hr
130 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
6.10 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
0.10  NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
0.20 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
250 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
0.10  NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
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Rodriguez # 0906

5/2/2012 TG
5/7/2012 AR

DS
5/9/2012 AR

AR
BR
BR
BR
TG
5/10/2012 AR
AR

DS
BR

BR
5/11/2012 AR
AR
DS
BR

BR
TG
5/14/2012 AR
AR
BR

#:11769

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Conference

Email opp counsel re: mediation and review dates

Preparation

review documents/analyze for trial/motion to dismiss

Review

scheduling order re: mediation, conference with BR re: same;
telephone Olu re: same

Review

Opp to class cert and preparation reply

Miscellaneous

looked up Magistrate's clerk's number for AR;

Telephone

AR called re: call magistrate's clerk

Conference

w/tg re: adr form

Miscellaneous

helping BR with questions/ADR

Review

Opp brief and preparation reply, research re: same
Conference

with cocounsel re: mediation and magistrate, conference with BR
re: scheduling same

Preparation

research/prep re: motions/mediation/conf co-counsel re: same
Telephone

left msg wiMagistrate's clerk; tried clerk again, no answer; ¢alled
magistrate's clerk-spoke w/Laurie she said to pick 3 dates for
mediation and call her back

Miscellaneous

looked online for ADR-08 form

Conference

with BR re: mediation, email opp counsel, cocounsel re: same
Research

Re: retroactivity, args for reply brief on class cert

Preparation

research/review documents/calls/mtg

Telephone

called clerk w/Dates but she siad to call back when we hear from
defts

Conference

w/AR re: clerk/mediation dales

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for atlorneys

Preparation

reply brief

Telephone

Schedule mediation with magistrate, conference with BR re: same
Telephone

called clerk asked for Sharon but wasnt available; spoke w/l arie
and gave her 6/5, 6/7 & 6/12 dates for mediation

Page 17

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
0.30 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
560 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
0.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

100 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARCE
175.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

020 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

210  NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

170 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr

0.40 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
0.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
100 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
1.50 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
0.10  NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10  NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10  NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

3.40 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.10  NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
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Rodriguez # 0906

5/14/2012 DS
5/15/2012 AR
DS
TG
5/16/2012 AR
BR
BR
NM
NM
5172012 AR
TG
BR
DS

5/18/2012 AR

BR

BR

DS
5/21/2012 BR

TG
6/23/2012 AR

BS
5/24/2012 AR

#:11770

Preparation

review production/analyze documents/issues re: mediation
Conference

with Dan, Olu re: reply and work on same

Preparation

research/conference re: reply

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates (many)/deadlines for attorneys

Preparation

Reply brief on class cert; conference with OO and research
Conference

W/AR re: reply filing on Friday; conf w/NM re: manual filing rules
Miscellaneous

printed documents 25 and 31 filing on Friday

Conference

w/BR re: upcoming under seal filing

Telephone

called ecf help desk re: filing question

Preparation

Research, write reply brief, conference with Dan, Olu re: same
Miscellaneous

research calendared dates

Miscellaneous

prepared files for AR to review

Preparation

research/class issues/reply brief /conference re: reply brief /reply
brief

Preparation

Finalize reply brief, review draft dec of Olu Orange, preparation
exhibits, review table of contents and authorities, help with filing
Miscellaneous

checked W/AR re: status of filing and she said we can efile; scanned
exhs wislip sheets; rescanned exhs w/diff/new slip sheets; checked
TOA/TOC against reply once it was finalized

Telephone

call to/from Olu re: filing reply

Preparation

reply brief/class cert/discussion with Olu Orange/review brief
Miscellaneous

prepared courtesy copy for DH re: plts reply to defendants opp
class cert

Miscellaneous

prepare filings, conform documents

Conference

with Ben Stormer re: damages calculation and calculate date for
seftlement demand, review court order

Preparation

damages calculations

Conference

with Olu, Ben S re: damages and demand

Page 18

Hrs/Rate Amount

240
1,075.00/hr
3.60
825.00/hr
2.70
1,075.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
4.20
825.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
7.50
825.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr
2.90
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

4.20
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.50
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.40
175.00/hr

4.70
1,075.00/hr

0.20
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
0.20
175.00/hr

0.40
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

4.30
250.00/hr
0.40
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

5/24/2012

5/25/2012

5/28/2012

5/30/2012

5/31/2012

6/1/2012

DS

BS
VK

NM
BR

DS

DS
BR

BR
DS
BR

AR
AR

RR
BR
BR
DS

AR

AR

RR
AR

#:11771

Preparation

review documents/prepare damage calculation/conference with OO
re: same

Preparation

damages/demand

Conference

w ds, olu and ar re: settlement demand and legal
theories/research/review calculations

Conference

w/BR re: calendaring

Miscellaneous

looked for word perfect version of motion for class cert for AR;
copied, scanned, faxed and mailed demand o opp counsel re:
settiment

Preparation

review documents/meeting with OO/research re: settlement
demand

Preparation

review discovery documents

Conference

w/AR re: put togehter binders wiclass cert papers and 2nd amnd
complaint

Miscellaneous

went through lit index and printed documents for class cert binders
Preparation

review documents for argument

Miscellaneous

finished printing documents for class cert hrg/binders; pulled tabs
and binders and put documents together in binders

Preparation

for hearing on 6.1, conference with cocounsel re: settlement
Review

Defendant's reply to demand; preparation for hearing on class cert
motion and conference with RR re: same

Miscellaneous

conference w AR/research

Miscellaneous

copied, scanned, faxed and mailed reply re: settlement
Conference

w/AR re: filing confidential settl. statemant

Preparation

analyze issues/review/conference re: Court/strategy

Courl

hearing on motion for class cert; conference with cocounsel re:
same

Preparation

Counter offer to defendants offer and conference with cocounsel re:

same

Court

motion on class cert

Travel

travel to/from Court re: hearing on motion for class cert

Page 19

Hrs/Rate Amount

1.60
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.60
250.00/hr
3.80
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
0.50
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

3.70
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.50
1,075.00/hr

0.30
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.50
175.00/hr

1.90
1,075.00/hr

0.90
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
2.20
825.00/hr

3.60
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

1.60
775.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
2.70
1,075.00/hr
2.00
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.00
775.00/hr
1.20
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

6/1/2012 RR
6/4/2012 BR

DS

6/5/2012 DS
DS

6/6/2012 BR
DS

6/7/2012 BR
DS

6/8/2012 AR
8D

SD
6/10/2012 AR
6/11/2012 CP
SD

8D

8D

SD

8D

8D

SD

SD

DS

AR
6/12/2012 CP

#:11772

Travel

travel to Court re: hearing on motion on class cert
Miscellaneous

printed copies of seftlement demand, defendants reply and
plaintiffs response for DS

Preparation

research issue re: statutory damages
Preparation

research re: P.l./damages

Preparation

finalize issue re: damages

Miscellaneous

printed a copy of plaintiff's settlement statement for AR
Preparation

review recorss re: enforcement

Miscellaneous

printed plaintiff's conf. settle. statement for file
Preparation

research re: damages 51.7/52.1

Conference

with Sahar re: research on 52.1

Research

Meeting

meeting with Anne re: Rodriguez research

Preparation

Updated settlement statement to court and review original one
Preparation

Preparation for settlement conference hearing; review Sahar memo
Research

resarch/writing memo on 52.1

Research

copying materials related to Rodriguez case

Meeting

meeting with Anne re: Rodriguez case

Research

research/writing memo on 52.1

Research

research/writing 52.1 memo

Research

research/writing Rodriguez memo on 52.1

Meeting

meeting wilh Anne and Dan re: memo on 52.1

Research

research/writing memo on 52.1

Preparation

research/review documents/analyze setllement proposal/51.7/52 .1
Preparation

for mediation and conference with cocounsel re: same

Travel

Travel to and from setflement conference hearing before McDermott

Page 20

Hrs/Rate Amount

1.20
775.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

2.80
1,075.00/hr
140
1,075.00/hr
3.10
1,075.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.90
1,075.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
2.90
1,075.00/hr
0.60
825.00/hr
1.30C
220.00/hr
0.20
220.00/hr
1.50
825.00/hr
0.50
500.00/hr
1.50
220.00/hr
0.40
220.00/hr
18.00
220.00/hr
3.30
220.00/hr
1.00
220.00/hr
2.00
220.00/hr
0.50
220.00/hr
1.30
220.00/hr
4.60
1,075.00/hr
1.50
825.00/hr
1.20
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

6/12/2012 CP

8D

8D
SD
8D
SD
DS
AR
AR
6/13/2012 SD
8D
8§D
6/14/2012 SD
8D
8D
SD
6/18/2012 MJG
SD
SD
SD
SD
8D
DS
6/19/2012 MJG
MJG

#11773

Hearing

attendance at settlement conference hearing before Magistrate

McDermott
Drait

printing cases to prepare for Mediation on Rodriguez case/editing

memo on 52.1

Office/Misc.

driving from office to mediation
Mediation

Meeting

meeting with Anne re: Rodriguez memo
Research

research/writing 52.1 memo
Preparation

meeting/travel/settlement conf/research re: same
Mediation

Settlement conference; conference with cocounsel re: same
Travel

trave! to/from settlement conference
Memorandum

writing 52.1 memo

Memorandum

writing memo on 52.1

Research

research on 52.1

Research

research/writing 52.1 memo
Memorandum

research/writing Rodriguez case
Research

research/writing on 52.1
Memorandum

research/writing memo on 52.1

Filing

Indexing Rodriguez and Cazarez docs
Research

research/writing memo on 52.1
Research

research/writing on 52.1

Research

research/writing on 52.1

Drailt

research/writing 52.1 memo
Research

research/writing 52.1 memo
Preparation

review facts/review 52.1 memo/edit
Office tasks

index docs

Office tasks

Search for Rodriguez and Cazarez evidence

Page 21

Hrs/Rate Amount

280 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

100 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr

0.70  NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
2.00 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
0.30 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
260 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
4.00 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
2.80 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
120 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
250 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
530 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
0.40 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
2.00 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
3.60 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
280 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
0.50 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
3.50 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
1.60 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
260 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
0.80 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
2.00 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
160 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
260 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
250 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
480 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
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Rodriguez # 0906

6/19/2012 SD

8D

SD

DS

DS

CP

6/20/2012 SD
MJG

CP

6/21/2012 DS

SD

CP

6/25/2012 DS

6/26/2012 DS

CP
6/27/2012 MJG

6/28/2012 DS
MJG

7/4/2012 DS

7/5/2012 AR

BR

BR
CP
7/6/2012 NM

#11774

Memorandum

writing memo on 52.1 for Rodriguez case
Memorandum

writing memo on 52.1 for rodriguez case

Meeting

meeting with Anne re: memo

Preparation

review documents for preliminary injunction
Preparation

P.l. fact research

Research

research re: motion for preliminary injunction
Meeting

writing up objections to evidence

Filing

Indexing additional documents found on laserfiche
Draft

Research for and drafting Maotion for Preliminary injunction;
Preparation

motion for PI

Preparation

prepping for presentation on 52.1 for Friday's attorney's meeting
Preparation

motion for P.l. and exhibits in support

Preparation

review documents/motion for P.I.
Preparation

research/write re: motion for preliminary injunction
Preparation

research/revise the draft of motion for P.I.
Research

research if mayor controls police
Preparation

research/motion for preliminary injunction
Research

does the mayor control the police
Conference

conference with Olu re: sig/argument on prelim injunction motion.

Review

Motion for preliminary injunction; conference with Cindy, Olu re:
same; conference with Bianca re: scheduling hearing date;
conference re: exhibtis

Telephone

left msg for clerk at Gee's office, trief calling to follow up but no
answer

Conference

w/AR /CP re: filing tomorrow mtn for preliminary injunction
Review

conference with A.R./Olu, research

Conference

various w/BR, CP re: prepping filing

Page 22

Hrs/Rate Amount

170 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
1.50 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
0.10  NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
0.80 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
1.10  NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
860 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr
250 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
3.80 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
8.90 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr
0.80 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
200 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
10.60 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr
290 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
1.60 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
10.40 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr
230 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
1.30 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
0.80 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
0.80 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
250 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.30 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

1.80 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

020 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
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Rodriguez # 0906

7/6/2012 BR
BR

BR
AR
CP
7/9/2012 BR
AR

NM
CP
7/10/2012 TG
BR
7/11/2012 AR
7/13/2012 AR

MJG
CP

7/16/2012 CP

7/117/2012 DS
7/18/2012 CP
7/19/2012 NM
7/20/2012 DS

#:11775

Conference

w/CP re: filing preliminary injunction

Miscellaneous

looked for and printed Plaintiff's dec and exhs and all injunctions
and exhs 28-31 for CP; scanned all decs and exhs; printed, loaded
and saved documents 61-1 - 61-4

Telephone

calls to/ffrom clerk-Valencia re: preliminary injunction hearing
Conference

with Cindy re: motion for preliminary injunction

Conference

conference with A.R. re: motion

Miscellaneous

prepared courtesy copies and file copies, pulled tabs, made labels
Review

Motion for preliminary injunction and conference with Cindy, Bianca
re: same

Conference

various w/BR, CP re: prepping filing

Conference

conference with BR/NM re: prepping filing

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates (many)/deadlines for attorneys

Telephone

called clerk re: 8/31

Conference

with class member re: declaration

Conference

Meet with putative class member ||| ] BBl 2o preparation
declaration/review files

Research

search documents for _

Meeting

Meeting with class member search of discovery
for service and arrest records for and sending email to Olu
re: notes of our meeting with assisted Anne with drafting of

declaration.

Review

Review of discovery and documents produced by defendants in
order to assess whether we can file a motion for sanctions -
conference with minJi regarding her assignment to review
documents; review of MinJi's and Olu's emails

Preparation

research re: new case law

Edit/ Revise

Editing and revising Olu's draft of the statement of non-opposition
Miscellaneous

organized docs and prepared binder

Preparation

review documents/research re: motion/calls re: same

REDACTED

Page 23

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.20
175.00/hr
2.20
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.40
175.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr
0.50
500.00/hr
0.60
175.00/hr
1.60
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.20
175.00/hr
0.20
500.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
1.50
825.00/hr
2.10
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
0.30
175.00/hr

3.20
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

1.60
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.60
1,075.00/hr
0.90
500.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
1.90
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

7/23/2012 AR

DS

CP
7/26/2012 MJG
8/3/2012 CP

DS
CP
DS
8/6/2012 1G
87712012 DS
8/8/2012 TG
DS
AR

8/9/2012 AR

DS
8/10/2012 DS
8/13/2012 TG
AR
CP

BR

DS
8/14/2012 AR

#:11776

Review

Non opposition to LA Times motion and conference with Olu, Dan,
Cindy re: same

Preparation

strategy/research/review law/conference re: statement of
NON-opposition

Review

conference/research re: statement of non-opposition

Edit/ Revise

excel editing

Hearing

attendance at hearing on LA Times Motion to unseal records
Preparation

hearing/review documents/calls re: LA Times

Travel

Travel to and from hearing on LA Times Motion to unseal records
Travel

Travel to/from hearing on LA Times Motion to unseal records.
Miscellaneous

prepare filing, conform document

Preparation

review reports

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates (many)/deadlines for attorneys

Preparation

research/opp. to motion

Review

Opp to motion for preliminary injunction; review rulings on LA Times
motion

Preparation

Review Olu's Reply draft and make revisions to same; send to Olu
and conference re: his suggestions

Preparation

opp. to motion

Preparation

research/finalize motion

Miscellaneous

prepare filing, conform document

Conference

with cocounsel re: LA Times, review emails

Miscellaneous

emails to Opp counsel regarding meeting and conferring regarding
redaclions and proleclive orders.

Telephone

spoke w/Margaret and | requested discovery in word or word perfect
version re: defendants discovery that was recently served on us; Ift
msq w/Margaret

Preparation

brief/researchireview documents/discovery issues

Telephone

with opp counsel re: protective order, redactions

Page 24

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.40
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.80
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.20
500.00/hr
3.00
175.00/hr
1.90
500.00/hr
3.10
1,075.00/hr
1.20
500.00/hr
1.20
1,075.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
1.60
1,075.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
3.10
1,075.00/hr
1.20
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

3.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.40
1,075.00/hr
1.3C
1,075.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.60
825.00/hr
0.90
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.20
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

3.30 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
0.60

825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

8/14/2012 AR

CP

BR

8/15/2012 AR

CP

8/16/2012 AR

AR

NM
NM
TG

BR

BR

CP

8/17/2012 AR

AR

AR

#:11777

Conference

with cocounsel re: responding to defendants’ discovery and
propounding same

Conference

Conference call with Opp counsel re:: meeting and conferring on
redactions to documents and modifications to protective orders.
conference with Olu after to discuss dividing up discovery
responses/research

Miscellaneous

printed both protective orders and document 71 for CP re:
conference today;,

Conference

with Olu re: penalties/damages and review Bruce Monroe letter re:
MSA,; review Rena email re; LATimes and respond

Research

Research re: whether we complied with Judge's rules and provided
courtesy copies of brief filed.

Conference

Conf call with LA Times, defendants re: redacting exhibtis and
modifying protective order and drafting plaintiffs’ position re: same
Conference

with cocounsel re: City's MSJ and conference re: discovery;
preparation deposition notices and review discovery dates
Miscellaneous

prepared courtesy copies for judge

Conference

w/CP re: preparing docs; w/DH re: serving docs

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Miscellaneous

research file for AR re: exhs 36 & 37; research/printed various
scheduling orders and stips for AR

Conference

W/AR re: deadlines and discovery

Conference

Conference call with LA Times, City and Co-counsel regarding
redactions to documents and amendments to protective order;
conference with Anne/Olu after; review of various correspondence
re: discovery and upcoming deadlines, and meet and confer on
motions deadlines and discovery deadlines.

Conference

preparation plaintiffs' position on joint status report with LA Times
and conference wilh counsel for Times

Preparation

Ex parte application for more time and correspond with city,
cocounsel re: same

Preparation

PMK notice and conference with cocounsel re: same; revise; sign
and send out deposition notices

Page 25

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

210 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

0.30 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

1.00 NO CHARCE
825.00/hr

0.50 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

120 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

1.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.10  NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10  NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.50 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10  NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

210 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

1.00 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

3.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

1.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
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Rodriguez # 0906

8/17/2012 CP

BR

DS
8/20/2012 AR
BR

8/22/2012 AR

BR
8/23/2012 AR

BR

DS

CP

8/24/2012 AR

AR

BR
DS
AR
CP
CP
8/31/2012 1G

#:11778

Miscellaneous

conference with co counsel re: discovery and other strategy; review
Anne's draft of PMK deposition notice; review the joint status report
filed by LA Times re: redactions and protecitve order modifications
Miscellaneous

looked up judges rules re: ex parte filing; copied, scanned and
prepared deposition notices for DH for Personal service;
Preparation

discovery/preparation/notices/conference re: same

Preparation

Oversee filing of ex parte application and send to opp counsel
Miscellaneous

prepared courtesy copies for DH; looked up local rule 7-19; had
cindy check ex parte re: rule 7-19 and add opp counsels info
Conference

with cocounsel re: discovery, depositions; review court order
continuing discovery; conference with opp counsel re: same
Telephone

called Lupe at attorney admissions re: AR's email on ECF notices
Conference

with cocounsel re: motion for preliminary injunction and preparation
for same

Miscellaneous

Followed up w/AR re: depositions next week, she said they are not
going forward, canceled conference rooms w/CW

Preparation

moot court/research/preparation/conference with co-counsel re:
motion for preliminary injunction

Conference

conference with cocounsel re: motion for preliminary injunction and
preparation for same

Research

for preliminary injunction and preparation for hearing; review
caselaw on class certification since the prior hearing on class cert;
conierence with cocounsel re: same

Court

Hearing on motion for preliminary injunction and conference with
clients re: same

Miscellaneous

pulled #13.2 files for AR

Preparation

research/prepare for argument/conference/prepare for hearing
Travel

travel to/from Court re: hearing on motion for preliminary injunction
Court

hearing on P.I. and conference with client re: same

Travel

travel to hearing on P.I.

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys, prepare filing, conform
document

Page 26

Hrs/Rate Amount

1.30 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

0.30 NO CHARGE

175.00/hr

2.30
1,075.00/hr

1.50
825.00/hr

0.40
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

2.20
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr

1.20 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

3.10
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.00
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

4.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.00
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
3.70
1,075.00/hr

120 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
2.00
500.00/hr
1.20 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

8/31/2012 AR
NM
CP

9/5/2012 AR
9/6/2012 AR
CP

CP

9772012 AR

DS
9/11/2012 1G
9/14/2012 AR
9/18/2012 AR

DS
9/20/2012 AR
9/21/2012 AR

9/22/2012 AR
9/24/2012 DS

BR

9/25/2012 DS
9/26/2012 TG
10/15/2012 AR

#:11779

Conference

with cocounsel re: brief on 52.1 and caselaw, review draft
Miscellaneous

scanned docs

Research

Research regarding damages for one-page brief to be filed by Olu
regarding plaintiffs needing to prove actual harm to obtain
damages; email to Olu; conference with Olu regarding case
research and draft of one-pager,;

Preparation

Research and draft response to City's declarations and exhibit;
Preparation

Response to City's declarations

Interview

Phone call with Olu regarding Arrest of Plaintiff Christian Rodriguez;
email to Anne and Dan re:: same; Interview with Christian regarding
alrest

Drait

Drait notes regarding circumstances of Chris' arrest and email to
AR, DS and OO regarding same

Preparation

Supplemental briefing and conference with cocounsel re: same;
revisions to same

Preparation

review documents/research/finalize/edit re: supplemental briefing
Miscellaneous

calendaring gates (many)/deadlines for attorneys

Conference

re: discovery

Conference

with opp counsel re: discovery

Preparation

discussion/strategy/research/conference re: discovery
Telephone

with Olu re: discovery, clients

Conference

with opp counsel re: discovery extensions and conference with
cocounsel re: same

Conference

with opp counsel re: extension

Preparation

review documents/discovery responses

Miscellaneous

calendaring re: ptifs discovery resps -said contd {o be due in
October

Preparation

review new info

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Conference

with Dan, Cindy, Olu re: discovery and review emails, calendar for
same

Page 93 of 280 Page ID

Page 27

Hrs/Rate Amount

1.20
825.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
3.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

3.40
825.00/hr
2.50
825.00/hr
1.80
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.90
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.20
1,075.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.70
825.00/hr
0.30
825.00/hr
0.70
1,075.00/hr
0.40
825.00/hr
0.40
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
0.50
825.00/hr
0.90
1,075.00/hr

0.10
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.50
1,075.00/hr

0.10
175.00/hr

1.00
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

10/15/2012 CP

DS
10/19/2012 CP

10/20/2012 AR

10/21/2012 CP

10/22/2012 CP

CP

10/24/2012 AR

CP

DS
NM
BR
10/25/2012 TG
AR
CP

BR

CP

10/26/2012 AR

CP

#:11780

Conference

Rodriguez conference call regarding discovery responses and other
matters including Christian Rodriguez new arrest

Conference

conference re: discovery

Meeting

Preparation for and meeting with Rodriguez clients to go over all
discovery responses.

Preparation

Draft responses to RFPs and RFAs, send same to Cindy
Discovery

Preparing discovery responses; sending to clients for review;
sending emails to counsel regarding discovery; obtaining an
extension on discovery responses

Conference

Conference with Olu regarding meeting with clients and discovery
responses

Discovery

Responses to a third set of interrogatory responses from
defendants City of LA; emails to Olu and team to review drafts.
Preparation

Discovery responses and conference with Olu, Cindy, DS re: same
Conference

Conference regarding discovery with Anne, Olu, DS; finalizing
making edits, signing discovery responses and overseeing the
production and service of discovery responses

Preparation

research/analysis/conference re: discovery responses
Conference

w/CP, BR re: doc prep for discovery responses

Miscellaneous

copied, scanned and prepared all plainliff's responses for mail
Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Conference

with Cindy re: community organizers, discovery

Meeting

meeting with clients and community activists at Mar Vista Gardens
in Culver City; meeting with clients re: discovery

Miscellaneous

looked for and printed the indices for Mtn for class cert and prelim
injunction and copies of Plaintiff's responses from yesterday for CP
Travel

Travel to and from meeting with clients and community activists at
Mar Vista Gardens in Culver City

Conference

with Cindy re: meeting of community organizers and strategy re:
same

Memorandum

Memo re: meeting with clients to AR, CO and DS; finalizing client
verifications

Page 28

Hrs/Rate Amount

1.00
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.00
1,075.00/hr

3.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

250 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
10.50

500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.60
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

3.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

250 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
3.50

500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.90
1,075.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
1.00
825.00/hr
2.70
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.30
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.80 NO CHARGE

500.00/hr

0.30
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.60
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

10/26/2012 NM

NM

10/28/2012 CP

10/30/2012 CP

11/1/2012 CP

CP

11/7/2012 NM

11/9/2012 AR

CP
11/14/2012 MTR

MTR

11/15/2012 MTR

MTR

CP

AR

CP

CP

#:11781

Miscellaneous

scanned verifications

Conference

w/CP re: doc prep, serving verifications

Miscellaneous

Phone call with phone call withm Phone call
with ALberto; emalls to Dan, Anne an u regarding Community
Organizing

Telephone

Calls W/H Youth Justice Coalition; call with - emails
to Anne/Dan Olu regarding comrmunity organizing

Meeting

meeting with clients Rodriguez and Cazarez at the Mar Vista
Gardens Housing Projects and other community organizers

Travel

Travel to and from meeting with clients Rodriguez and Cazarez at
the Mar Vista Gardens Housing Projects and other community
organizers

Miscellaneous

scan/copy, mail Itr w/production, file copy, etc.

Review

discovery responses and conference with Cindy re: same
Conference

conference with AR re: discovery

Meeting

I met with Anne regarding an issue in Rodriguez, research and
determine whether declarations are privileged under the atiorney
work product privilege, prepare a privilege log, we discussed the
issues re: declarations and whether they would be privileged or not
Research

| began to research an issue of attorney work product privilege in
Rodriguez and emailed Olu to discuss declarations

Miscellaneous

Research re: whether witness statements are privileged. | reviewed
the statements and questionnaires which were filled out by putative
class members. [ spoke with Olu who drafted these questionnaires
and witness statements. | researched the issue and discussed with
Anne.

Miscellaneous

privilege log for witness statements and declarations, met with Anne
and Cindy about this

Meeting

allendance al meeling wilh communily organizers regarding gang
injunctions and organizing

Conference

with Cindy re: witness statements; conference with Mary re:
research re: discoverability of same

Travel

Travel to and from meeting with community organizers regarding
gang injunctions and organizing

Conference

conference with AR re: witness statements

REDACTED

Hrs/Rate

Page 95 of 280 Page ID

Page 29

Amount

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.20 NO CHARGE
175.00/br

1.50 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

1.90 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

2.00 NO CHARCE
500.00/hr

1.80 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

0.30 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

1.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.40 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

0.50 NO CHARGE
425.00/hr

1.00 NO CHARGE
425.00/hr

3.00 NO CHARGE
425.00/hr

0.60 NO CHARGE
425.00/hr

220 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

320 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

1.90 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

0.50 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr
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Rodriguez # 0906

11/16/2012 MTR

11/20/2012 CP

11/28/2012 NM
NM

DS
12/10/2012 AR
CP
12/12/2012 DS
12/13/2012 TG
AR
12/21/2012 DS
1/2/2013 NM
1/14/2013 AR

CP
1/15/2013 AR
BR
1/16/2013 TG
1/18/2013 AR
BR
CP
1/23/2013 TG
112972013 TG
2/6/2013 AR

#:11782

Meeting

I met with Anne regarding the privilege log in Rodriguez and
creating a spreadsheet of all putative class members with their
contact information. | explained to her the results of my research
re: privileged nature of declarations and questions.

Telephone
Call with
hearings
Conference
w/MR re: project
Miscellaneous
reviewed docs
Preparation
meeting with witness

Conference

with Cindy re: privilege log

Conference

conference with AR re: privilege log

Preparation

review documents/facts in case

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates (research calendar)/deadlines for attorneys
Review

Court order vacating dates and conference with cocounsel re: same
Preparation

discussion with co-counsel re: count order

Telephone

w/CP, OO re: hearing, doc production

Telephone

with Olu re: discovery responses, review Shehandeh letter, and
conference with Cindy re: same

Conference

conference with AR re: discovery responses

Research

re: discovery responses

Miscellaneous

pulled Defendants discovery file for AR

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Telephone

with Olu and Cindy re: supplemental response

Telephone

olu czalled re: needs responses

Telephone

telephone with Olu and AR re: supplemental responses
Miscellaneous

prepare filing, conform document

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Conference

re: LA Times' request for ruling; clients

regarding Inglewood injunction and upcoming

REDACTED

Page 30

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.70
425.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
1.70
1,075.00/hr
0.20
825.00/hr
0.20
500.00/hr
0.60
1,075.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.30
825.00/hr
0.30
1,075.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
1.00
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.20
500.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.50
500.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.60
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

2/6/2013 CP

2/8/2013 AR
DS
2/14/2013 CP

AR
2/15/2013 AR

CP

CP

2/18/2013 AR

CP

21192013 AR

CP

NM
NM
TG
CP

2/20/2013 AR

CP

#:11783
Telephone
phone call with w regarding setting up a
meeting and explaining the lawsuit
Conference

with Dan re: clients and phone call from Olu re: same

Conference

conierence with AR/OO re: clients

Conference

Conference with Anne regarding outstanding discovery and letter to
opp counsel re:same; review email from Olu re: the status of his
meet and confer with Anne; drafting letter to opp counsel regarding
discovery

Conference

conference with CP re: outstanding discovery

Review

Read court's decisions on motion for class cert, preliminary
injunction, and conference with cocounsel re: same

Letter

Editing and sending off letter to opp counsel re: discovery
Miscellaneous

Translating into Spanish the Rodriguez press release re: ¢lass
certification; review Orders of Dolly Gee regarding class
certification, and preliminary injunction

Telephone

with Olu re: press conference and press release, emails with Cindy
and Dan re: same

Preparation

Preparation of press release; review of Olu's draft; translation of
press release to Spanish

Preparation

Review decisions, preparation for Press conference and attend
same; travel to/from same, conference with Andrew, Cindy, Olu,
clients, re: same

Conference

Preparation for, and travel to and from and attendance at press
conference regarding Orders of Judge Gee on Preliminary
Injunction, and on Class certification.

Miscellaneous

copied rulings and press releases for press conference

Telephone

w/CP re: doc prep for press conference

Miscellaneous

calendaring dales (many)/deadlines for allorneys

Edit/ Revise

Review and edit and revise draft blog entry for HSRR website; send
Press intern photos from press conference; send co-counsel photos
Telephone

Conf call with Cory Brente, Rena, coconsel re: courts order on
notice and conference with cocounsel re: same

Conference

Conference with AR/OO/DS regarding class nolice and upcoming
conference with opp counsel re: class notice

REDACTED

Page 97 of 280 Page ID

Page 31

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.80 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

0.40 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.40 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr

450 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

0.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

1.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

100 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

450 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

1.00 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

250 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

310 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

3.00 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

0.50 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.20 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.50 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

1.10  NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

120 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr
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Rodriguez # 0906

2/20/2013 CP

CP

CP

CP

AR
DS
2/21/2013 AR
CP

2/22/2013 AR
2/23/2013 AR

CP

DS
2/24/2013 AR
2/25/2013 AR

AR
BR
BR
CP

#:11784

Conference

Conference with opp counsel regarding order of Judge Gee that
counsel confer on class notice, and file status report; conference
with cocounsel after call with Rena

Review

Review of universe of documents and research we have regarding
what documents have been produced and filed; the LA Times has
filed a motion to unseal the record; the magistrate has ordered the
parties to tell the LA Times what is in the range of sealed documents
Draft

Drait joint status report regarding class notice to send to cocounsel
for review and opp counsel

Letter

Email to cocounsel regarding my thoughts on the draft of the joint
status report for class notice and notice of the unconstitutional
curfew

Conference

conierence with cocounsel re: joint status report for class notice
Conference

conference with co-counsel re: joint status report for class notice
Review

Drait of notice and make revisions, suggestions for email

Letter

Finalize the draft Notice and Proof of service and send o opp
counsel; compose email to opp counsel regarding plaintiff's position
and draft of Proof of service notice

Telephone

with Olu, LA Times re: order on motion to unseal

Review

emails and revise draft of notice, joint status report; research class
cert notice, conference with DS re: same, review court’s orders
Letter

Emails to counsel regarding joint status report of gang injunctions
case; emails with cocounsel coordinating who will file document on
Monday 2/25 while | am in deposition

Conference

conference with AR re: class cert notice /strategy research

Review

Emails re: notice

Preparation

Joint status report and notices re: preliminary injunction; review
City's draft; conference with Rena Shehandeh re: same; conference
with Olu and Cindy re: same and make revisiorns

Conference

With cocounsel re: redactions and meet and confer re: same
Conference

W/AR

Telephone

calls to/from AR and Olu

Telephone

Conference call with the City, the LA Times regarding the unsealing
of documents

Page 32

Hrs/Rate Amount

1.10
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.00
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.00
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.20
825.00/hr
1.20
1,075.00/hr
1.00
825.00/hr
0.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.80
825.00/hr
3.10
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.30
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.90
1,075.00/hr

0.50
825.00/hr

1.10
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

1.20
825.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr
0.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

2/25/2013 CP
3/5/2013 AR

TG
CP
3/6/2013 AR
TG
DS
CP

3/7/2013 TG
TG

DS
3/8/2013 TG

3/11/2013 DS
3/14/2013 CP

3/18/2013 TG
3/19/2013 TG
3/23/2013 DS
3/28/2013 DS

3/20/2013 AR

4/2/2013 AR

CP

#:11785

Conference

conference with AR and Olu re: joint status report and other filings
Conference

with opp counsel, cocounsel re: hearing on March 7 and response
to same

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys, prepare filing
Conference

conference re: March 7 hearing

Review

Court order re: preliminary injunction and class cert notice
Miscellaneous

prepare filings, conform documents

Preparation

preparation for hearing

Memorandum

Preparing and filing Opposition to Ex parie parte Motion by
defendants to continue status conference; preparing my
declaration; filing document

Telephone

call from DH re: courtesy copy

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys, DH - status updates,
prepare courtesy copies

Preparation

review order/research re: same

Miscellaneous

conform documents, calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys,
prepare filings

Preparation

Preliminary Injunction/ class cert notice

Review

Review and edit of the Joint Report responding to the Court's OSC;
edits to class notice

Miscellaneous

prepare filings, conform documents

Miscellaneous

conform many documents, prepare filings

Preparation

review documents/calls re: prelim injunction and class cert notice
Preparation

meet re: class website

Review

Court order re: mediation and conference with team re: same;
conference re: Vasquez

Conference

with Olu, cindy re: class cert notice and process for answering
phone calls; conference w City re: conferring

Conference

conference with AR and Olu re: class cert notice and process for
answering phone calls

Page 33
Hrs/Rate Amount
0.30 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

1.10  NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.20
175.00/hr
0.20
500.00/hr
0.40
825.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr

120 NO CHARGE

1,075.00/hr
4.50

500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.70
1,075.00/hr

0.20
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.50
1,075.00/hr
1.90 NO CHARCE
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.20
175.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr
0.80
1,075.00/hr
0.40
1,075.00/hr
0.80
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.60
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.30
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

4/3/2013 AR

DS
4/4/2013 AR
DS

CP
4/5/2013 AR
4/8/2013 CP

AR

Ds

4/12/2013 AR
DS
4/16/2013 BR
AR

DS
4/17/2013 DS
412272013 DS
NM
AR
4/23/2013 AR
AR
DS
CP

#:11786

Conference

with Dan re: people to answer phones after class notice is sent out;
conference with Olu re: meet and confer with City; conference with
Peter B re: Vasquez argument

Conference

conference/meet with AR re: phone system after class notices
Conference

With Dan, Olu, Cindy re: class notice, preliminary injunction
Conference

conference with AR, Olu, CP re: class notice and preliminary
injunction

Conference

conference with co-counsel re: notice and P.I.

Conference

with Olu re: notices, joint report

Court

Attended Ninth Circuit Argument on Vasquez v. County and City of
Orange with Anne and Olu and had meeting after with AR, OO, DS
re: same

Court

Attend Vasquez oral argument on issues similar to ours on appeal;
conierence with Cindy, Dan, Olu re: same

Preparation

research/analysis/conference with co-counsel re: Ninth Circuit
Argument

Conference

with Olu re: notices, Dan re: translations

Conference

conference with AR re: nolices

Conference

W/AR re: printing cases

Review

Opening Brief on Appeal; research and review Vasquez appeal
brieis; begin research

Preparation

research/analysis/opening brief

Preparation

appeal research/brief

Preparation

review/notice/briefs

Conference

w/CP 1o review and go over exhibit edits

Review

Appellants brief and review cases, research

Conference

with team re: notices, translations, etc.

Preparation

Research appellees brief

Preparation

research/write/edit/conference re: notices

Conference

conference with team re: notices and translations

Page 34

Hrs/Rate Amount

1.10  NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.60
1,075.00/hr
100 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
1.00 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.00 NO CHARCE
500.00/hr
0.40
825.00/hr
4.30
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

4.30
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.60 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr

0.80
825.00/hr
0.50
1,075.00/hr
0.10
175.00/br
2.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

160 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
3.10
1,075.00/hr
1.10  NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr
4.20
825.00/hr
150 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
4.50
825.00/hr
270
1,075.00/hr
0.70
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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4/24/2013
4/25/2013

4/26/2013

4/29/2013

4/30/2013

5/1/2013
51212013

5/3/2013

AR
DS
BR
BR

AR
AR
AR

TG
BR
AR
AR
DS

AR
AR
DS
NM
CP

BR
AR
BR

BR

AR

#:11787

Preparation

Research for appellees brief

Preparation

research re: notice issues/appeal

Conference

W/AR re: printing more documents and CR

Miscellaneous

copied brief for reference/printed cases for AR; organized cases
into binders; looked at excerpis of record for CR for AR
Preparation

Drait Appellees brief, research re: same

Preparation

Appellees brief

Conference

with cocounsel re: notice to class members and handling calls from
same

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Miscellaneous
scanned
Preparation
Appellees brief
Conference
with cocounsel re: calls from class members and revise FAQs
Preparation

meeting re: class notice/meeting re: telephone system/meet with
worker

Conference

with cocounsel re: calls from class members

Preparation

Appellees brief

Preparation

research/appeal brief

Conference

w/AR, DS re: Sth circuit filing

Preparation

Prepared and trained Jesus and Danny regarding answering phone
calls from class members

Miscellaneous

pulled class cert documents for AR

Preparation

Appellees' Brief and preparation exhibits

Telephone

calls to/from court reporter

Miscellaneous

research order from court to see if Defendants complied w/courts
request for AR; checked PACER and lit files; prepared mail copy for
U.S. attorney's office

Preparation

Appellees' brief and preparation supplemental excerpts of record;
conference with Cingy re: motion for extension of time and to advise

declaration

REDACTED

Page 101 of 280 Page ID

Page 35

Hrs/Rate Amount

220
825.00/hr
2.60
1,075.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.50
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

4.20
825.00/hr
3.20
825.00/hr
1.40
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
3.50
825.00/hr
1.20
825.00/hr
2.60
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.50
825.00/hr
1.50
825.00/hr
4.30
1,075.00/hr
0.20
175.00/br
1.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.20
175.00/hr
5.50
825.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.50
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

6.20
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

5/3/2013 CP

5/8/2013 DS
5/9/2013 DS
5/13/2013 AR

5/14/2013 CP

AR
BR
BR
5/15/2013 AR
BR
AR
5/16/2013 AR
BR

5/17/2013 AR
DS
BR

5/18/2013 AR
5/19/2013 CP
6/20/2013 AR

SS

#:11788

re: filing of brief and SER, documents under seal, conference with
Bianca re: same

Conference

conierence with AR re: motion for extension of time and to advise
re: filing of brief

Preparation

notices/translations/appeals

Preparation

research/analyze/phones with clients

Review

Preparation appellees brief, excerpts of record, conference with
cocounsel

Miscellaneous

review draft of Appellees’ reply brief; conference call with Anne/Olu;
additional meeting with Jesus and Danny regarding phone calls
Preparation

Appellees brief and supplemental excerpts of record
Miscellaneous

printed excerpts of record vol 2 for AR

Conference

W/AR re: printing exhs

Conference

with cocounsel re: disk from City; discovery, scheduling
Conference

w/Jesus re: printing email submissions

Preparation

Appellees brief

Preparation

Appellees brief

Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions; printed supplemental excerpts
of record

Preparation

Next version of brief, supplemental excerpts of record
Preparation

discussion with counsel re: brief

Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions; checked defendants ¢d w/docs
but no documents on cd; printed document 68, checked rules
Preparation

Research and draft Appellees' Answering brief

Motion

Molion for request (o file documents under seal.

Preparation

Appeal brief, excerpts of record; conference with Cindy and review
motion to submit brief and exhibit under seal, conference re:
prosecutorial immunity

Review

Complaint, Ps Class Cert Mtn, Order Granting Cert, Opening and
Response Briefs

Page 36

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.30
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.20
1,075.00/hr

1.80
1,075.00/hr

3.20
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

3.20
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.20
825.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.80
825.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
3.10
825.00/hr
3.50
825.00/hr
1.70
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
4.50
825.00/hr
0.30
1,075.00/hr

0.60
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

5.20
825.00/hr
3.50
500.00/hr
5.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

3.00
220.00/hr

NO CHARGE

Stormer Decl. - Ex. B

Page 97



Case 2:11-cv-01135-DMG-PJW Document 386-1 Filed 10/13/16 Page 103 of 280 Page ID

Rodriguez # 0906

5/20/2013 S8

DS
BR

CP
5/21/2013 TG
SS
SS
DS
AR
BR
BR

5/22/2013 AR

AR

DS
BR
BR
CP
5/23/2013 BR
5/24/2013 SS
BR
5/26/2013 CP

512712013 CP

#:11789

Research

Review cases provided by attorney, conduct preliminary research
re: prosecutorial immunity

Preparation

edit/review brief

Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions; looked up rules re: font/under
seal

Conference

conference with AR re: motion 1o file under seal

Miscellaneous

prepare filings, conform documents

Research

Research re: prosecutorial imrmunity and section 1983 suits

Draft

Outline/draft memo re: prosecutorial immunity

Preparation

review brief - research re: immunity/conference

Preparation

Appeal brief and research and conference with cocounsel
Conference

W/AR re: exhs

Miscellaneous

printed and mailed a copy of Appellees request from 5/20/13 to LA
attomeys

Preparation

Finalize brief and conference with Cindy, Bianca re: excerpts of
record and inputting cites, reviewing brief

Telephone

Conference with Rena, Cindy re: scheduling and preparation for
same

Preparation

appeal brief

Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions

Conference

W/AR re: answering brief, efc.

Conference

conference re: finalizing brief and excerpts and filing of brief
Miscellaneous

scanned defendants 5/17 letter; printed class member submissions
Draft

Drail memo re: prosecutorial immunily re: Defendant Nadir
Miscellaneous

printed class memeber submissions

Edit/ Revise

Editing and revising Rodriguez Appellees' Brief inserting proper
citations to the record; overseeing production compliance with the
rules, assembling of supplemental excerpts of record, reviewing
TOA and Table of contents

Edit/ Revise

Editing and revising Rodriguez Appellees' Brief inserting proper
citations to the record; overseeing production compliance with the

Page 37

Hrs/Rate Amount

2.50
220.00/hr

NO CHARGE

2.50
1,075.00/hr

0.80
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.20
500.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
4.60
220.00/hr
3.40
220.00/hr
2.70
1,075.00/hr

3.20
825.00/hr

0.10
175.00/hr

0.20
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

420
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.30 NO CHARCE
1,075.00/hr
0.40
175.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.50
500.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr
6.60
220.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
5.00
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

5.00
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

5/28/2013 SS
SS

AR

BR

BR
DS
DS

CP

5/20/2013 AR
AR
AR

BR

BR
Ss
5/30/2013 S8

BR

5/31/2013 BR
DS

#:11790

rules, assembling of supplemental excerpts of record, reviewing
TOA and Table of contents

Draft

Memo re: prosecutorial immunity

Draft

Finish drafting/edit memo re: prosecutorial immunity of Defendant
Nadir

Preparation

Finalize brief, review redacted and unredaclted versions, last
changes, SER, conference with Bianca, Cindy, Olu, Dan re: same
Miscellaneous

printed class memeber submissions; worked on and finalized
appellees brief-redacted, unredacted and supplemental excerpts of
record and sealed and unsealed, bounded and prepared all copies
for court ang parties

Conference

w/AR re: brief, etc, w/Norma re: checked TOA/TOC

Preparation

strategy re: brief/brief

Preparation

edit brief/research/conference with AR and co-counsel re: finalizing
brief.

Edit/ Revise

Editing and revising Rodriguez Appellees' Brief inserting proper
citations to the record; overseeing production compliance with the
rules, assembling of supplemental excerpts of record, reviewing
TOA and Table of contents

Conference

with cocounsel re: scheduling, discovery, trial and emails re: same
Review

Ninth Circuit redacted brief and conference with Bianca re: same
Research

Review mem on on prosecutorial immunity and conference with law
clerk re: same, suggested follow up

Miscellaneous

printed a file copy of appellees unredacted brief under seal and velo
bound and sealed in an envelope for our file copy; printed class
member submissions; printed 7 copies of the redacted brief
Conference

w/AR and CP re: filings and briefs

Meeting

Met w/ Anne re: prosecutorial immunity memo

Edil/ Revise

Make initial egits to prosecutorial immunity memo

Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions; finished velo binding briefs and
mailed to court

Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions

Preparation

research/review documents re: class member submissions

Page 38

Hrs/Rate Amount

2.20
220.00/hr
4.80
220.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

4.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

3.40
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.40
175.00/hr

1.10
1,075.00/hr

2.40
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

6.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.00
825.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr
1.00
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.50
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.20
175.00/hr
0.20
220.00/hr
0.90
220.00/hr
1.60
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
0.40
175.00/br

1.50
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

Stormer Decl. - Ex. B

Page 99



Case 2:11-cv-01135-DMG-PJW Document 386-1 Filed 10/13/16 Page 105 of 280 Page ID

Rodriguez # 0906

6/3/2013 S8
88

SS

BR

BR

AR

6/5/2013 SS
SS

6/6/2013 BR
DS

6/10/2013 BR
6/11/2013 BR
6/12/2013 CP

6/17/2013 BR
6/18/2013 BR
6/19/2013 BR
6/20/2013 BR
6/24/2013 BR
6/26/2013 TG
6/27/2013 BR
6/28/2013 BR

DS
6/30/2013 DS
71212013 DS
7/3/2013 DS

#:11791

Edit/ Revise

Reorganize memo, add more facts from complaint and transcripts

Research
Research add'l Sth Cir. case law re: prosecutorial immunity
Edit/ Revise

Incorporate new case law into prosecutorial immunity memo, edit.

Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions
Telephone

called docket clerk re: excerpt copies
Telephone

Call from CAC re: calls from class members
Edit/ Revise

Memo re: prosecutorial irmmunity

Edit/ Revise

Memo re: prosecutorial immunity
Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions
Preparation

research re: class members
Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions
Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions
Conference

Conference call with Olu regarding subpoena, call with class
administrator, status of upcoming matiers
Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions
Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions
Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions
Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions
Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions
Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys
Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions
Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions; prinled documents for AR'’s

appeal binder, pulled tabs, organized binder
Preparation

review submissions

Preparation

review documents/new EP injunction
Preparation

strategy re: motion to compel

Preparation

review documents and strategy

Page 39

Hrs/Rate Amount

390 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
230 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
210  NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
0.30 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
0.10  NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
0.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
3.70  NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
430 NO CHARGE
220.00/hr
0.20 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
230 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
0.20 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
0.40 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
0.60 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

0.20 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

020 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.20 NO CHARCE
175.00/hr

020 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.20 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

020 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.80 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

230 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr

1.30 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr

0.80 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr

0.70  NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
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Rodriguez # 0906

7/9/2013 BR
AR

7/10/2013 BR
7/12/2013 CP

CP

7/15/2013 BR
711612013 AS
AS
BR
7/17/2013 BR

7/18/2013 BR
7/22/2013 CP

DS
7/23/2013 CP

CP
AR

AR
7/24/2013 NM
7/26/2013 TG
7/30/2013 BR

8/6/2013 AS

TG

#:11792

Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions

Preparation

Conference with assistant re: preparing binder for oral argument;
caselaw re: same

Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions

Travel

Travel to and from meeting at [Jij regarding challenges to
gang injunctions

Meeting

Attended meeting regarding gang injunctions with community and
YJC

Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions

Copies

Searching Lexis to print selected cases

Preparation

Alpha printed cases; binder reorganization (2)

Conference

w/Ashley re: printing cases

Miscellaneous

checked binders re: appellate cases to see if they had cases cite
appellees brief filed under seal

Miscellaneous

emailed Anne re: appellate cases binders

Conference

Conference with Dan re: gang injunctions

Conference

conference with CP re: gang injunctions

Travel

travel to and from Olu's office for meeting with reporter regarding
gang injunctions case

Meeting

Meeting with Olu and reporter on gang injunctions case

Travel

trave! to and from Olu's office for meeting with reporter regarding
gang injunctions case

Meeting

meeting with Olu and reporter on gang injunctions case
Conference

w/CP re: class member list project

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for atiorneys

Miscellaneous

printed class member submissions

Letter

Drafied letter re: inmate requesting information wrt Rodriguez
Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

REDACTED

Page 40

Hrs/Rate Amount

020 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.20 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

150 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

210 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

0.30 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.80 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.60 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.20 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.30 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
0.50 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr
0.50 NO CHARGE
1,075.00/hr
150 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

150 NO CHARGE
500.00/hr

1.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

1.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.40 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

2.80 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr

0.10 NO CHARGE
175.00/hr
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Rodriguez # 0906

8/7/2013 CP

8/8/2013 AS

8/13/2013 DS

8/15/2013 DS
8/16/2013 AR

DS
8/19/2013 DS
8/23/2013 TG
8/26/2013 JV
8/27/2013 JV
8/28/2013 AR

8/30/2013 AR
DS

TG

CP
9/4/2013 AR
Jv

9/6/2013 TG
9/9/2013 JV
9/11/2013 AR
TG

#:11793

Letter

Drait letter to clients and class members who write from prison
regarding an update on the status of the case; review documents to
gather and print, send draft to co-counsel for their review and edits
Review

Reviewing CP's edits lo drafied letter to inmate; discussed changes,
compared to original draft

Preparation

review documents/discussion/analysis re: class reps/conference
with co-counsel re: same.

Preparation

review injunction issue

Conference

with Olu/DS re: injunction class

Conference

conference with AR/Olu re: injunction class

Preparation

review facts/order

Miscellaneous

prepare filing, conform document

Miscellaneous

printed, stapled, filed gangcase submissions

Miscellaneous

printed and filed gangcase.com submissions

Review

Notice from court re: oral argument and calendar, email cocounsel
re: same

Conference

with Dan, Olu, Cindy re: discovery, oral argument

Preparation

discovery/analyze issues for depositions/meeting with OO/CP/AR
re: same

Miscellaneous

prepare/finalize deposition notices for service, scan/create PDFs,
copy/mail - opp. counsel, calendaring dates (many)/deadlines for
atlorneys

Meeting

meeting with OO/DS/AR re: discovery and oral argument
Preparation

Acknowledgement for oral argument

Miscellaneous

filed document on ECF, printed, routed filing, copied filing and
mailed (0 opp counsel.

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for atlorneys

Miscellaneous

print out & file in file folders in my office new submissions
Conference

with Olu, Dan, Cindy re: depositions, dates of trial, MSJ
Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Page 41

Hrs/Rate Amount

320 NO CHARGE

500.00/hr

0.30 NO CHARGE

175.00/hr

2.30
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE

140
1,075.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr
0.50
1,075.00/hr
1.20
1,075.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.20
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.50 NO CHARGE
825.00/hr
2.90

1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.40
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.50
500.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr
0.50
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.50
825.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

9/11/2013 DS
CP
9/12/2013 CP

DS
9/13/2013 CP

JV
DS
TG
9/16/2013 CP

9/18/2013 JV
TG

9/20/2013 AR
JV
CcpP
9/23/2013 CP

TG

9/24/2013 CP

TG
DS
DS

#:11794

Conference

conierence with co-counsel re: depositions, dates for trial, and MSJ
Conference

conierence with Olu, Dan, AR re: depositions, dates of trial, MSJ
Telephone

conference with opp counsel re: upcoming depositions next week
and motions they will file to take depositions off calendar;
conierence with co-counsel re: same; email to opp counsel re:
depositions next week

Preparation

discovery issues/MSJ/meet and confer issue

Miscellaneous

Conference with co-counsel re: dates we are available for trial; conf
call with opp counsel re: meet and confer on litigation schedule; edit
and draft new joint status report

Miscellaneous

printed & filed away gangcase.com submission

Preparation

meet and confer preparation/research/conference status report
Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Drait

Drafting emails to cocounsel regarding the draft joint statement;
review co-counsel's comments

Miscellaneous

print, staple, & file away gangcase submission

Miscellaneous

prepare filings, conform documents, calendaring dates/deadlines
for attorneys

Conference

with cocounsel and review emails re: discovery, protective order
Miscellaneous

printed, routed gangcase submission

Conference

conierence with cocounsel re: discovery and protective order
Letter

Conferences with Courtney re: letter to class members with
inquiries about our case; Review edit and prepare letter to class
members who have inquiries and prepare materials to send to class
members; email to Olu regarding letters to class members
Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for attorneys

Conlerence

conference with Dan re: Rodriguez; emails to opp counsel regarding
depositions and also re: joint status report.

Miscellaneous

scan/create PDF

Preparation

review documents re: preparation for deposition

Conference

conference with CP re: depositions

Page 42

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.50
1,075.00/hr

0.50
500.00/hr

1.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.70
1,075.00/hr

2.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
3.40
1,075.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
0.10
175.00/hr

0.20
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

1.00
825.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.40
500.00/hr
2.10
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr
0.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

0.10
175.00/hr

1.10
1,075.00/hr

0.50
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

Stormer Decl. - Ex. B

Page 103



Case 2:11-cv-01135-DMG-PJW Document 386-1 Filed 10/13/16 Page 109 of 280 Page ID

Rodriguez # 0906

9/26/2013 TG
9/30/2013 NM
10/2/2013 AR
JVv
10/3/2013 JV
CP

NM

TG
10/4/2013 DS
10/7/2013 JV

10/8/2013 CP

DS
10/9/2013 CP

10/10/2013 JV

CP

AR
DS

#:11795

Telephone

call from Olu re: deposition

Conference

w/TG re: Itrs sent to incarcerated injunction participants

Review

Letters to class members; efilings; docs

Miscellaneous

print & file submissions, met with AR re: upcoming project
Miscellaneous

spoke with TG re: depositions on calendar

Miscellaneous

emails regarding depositions of defendants and witnesses - o co
and opp counsel

Conference

w/CP re: doc prep, docs to scan

Miscellaneous

calendaring dates/deadlines for atiorneys

Preparation

research/review discovery

Miscellaneous

print submission form, file in folder in my office, save letter in
Laserfiche, mail letter, scan & copy letter, save copy in LF
Memorandum

Research, writing, drafting, and editting the 25 page brief in
opposition to Defendant's motion for Protective Order; research on
internet regarding carmen Trutanich; research on internet regarding
Charles Beck; preparing filing; overseeing filing; preparing notice of
errata; refiling

Preparation

review documents for deposition

Memorandum

Research, writing, drafling, and editting the 25 page brief in
opposition to Defendant's motion for Protective Order; research on
internet regarding carmen Trutanich; research on internet regarding
Charles Beck; preparing filing; overseeing filing; preparing notice of
errata; refiling

Miscellaneous

met with AR re: oral argument project, met with TG re: oral
argument project, gathered notes & searched through case index,
gathered all briefs, saved to desktop

Letter

Research for letter to opp counsel regarding meeting and conferring
on lhe deposition of Chief Paysinger; research re: whether sheriffs
or police chiefs subject to deposition; drafting letter citing to case
law re: compelling depositions of sherifts/chiefs; sending draft of
letter requesting to meet and confer to co-counsel, and then
finalizing and sending to opp counsel

Conference

with Cindy, Olu, DS re: depositions, discovery

Conference

conference with co-counsel re: depositions/ discovery

Page 43

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.10
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/br
1.50
825.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
0.50
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.20
175.00/hr
0.10
175.00/hr
1.60
1,075.00/hr
0.30
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

NO CHARGE

7.60
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

3.70
1,075.00/hr

5.80
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

1.10
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

410
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.50
825.00/hr

0.50
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

10/10/2013 CP

10/11/2013 CP

CP

JV

AR
10/12/2013 CP

10/13/2013 CP

10/14/2013 AR

DS

CP

10/15/2013 TG
AR

JV
NM
CP

#:11796

Memorandum

Research, writing, drafting, and editting the 25 page brief in
opposition to Defendant's motion for Protective Order; research on
internet regarding carmen Trutanich; research on internet regarding
Charles Beck; preparing filing; overseeing filing; preparing notice of
errata; refiling

Letter

emails to opp counsel and co-counsel regarding upcoming
depositions; reviewing all prior emails re: deposition scheduling;
conference with AR re: same

Telephone

Conference with Olu regarding removing Alberto and Chris from
injunctions and effect of standing vis a vis Riverside v. McLaughlin
case; strategy regarding upcoming depositions; dividing up
depositions review KRL v. Aquaro

Miscellaneous

go through binders re: cases for oral argument, search for files in
file room

Conference

and emails with cocounsel re: deposition dates, discovery
Memorandum

Research, writing, drafting, and editting the 25 page brief in
opposition to Defendant's motion for Protective Order; research on
internet regarding carmen Trutanich; research on internet regarding
Charles Beck; preparing filing;

Memorandum

Research, writing, drafling, and editting the 25 page brief in
opposition to Defendant's motion for Protective Order; research on
internet regarding carmen Trutanich; research on internet regarding
Charles Beck; preparing filing exhibits, toa and toc

Conference

with Cindy, Dan, Olu re: discovery, opp to motion for protective
order, dates for depos

Conference

conference with co-counsel re: discovery, opp to motion for
protective order, dates for depositions

Conference

conference with AR, Dan, Olu re: discovery, opp to motion for
protective order, dates for depositions

Miscellaneous

research/prepare TOC/TOA

Review

Opp lo Molion for Prolective Order and conference with Cindy, Dan
re: same

Miscellaneous

speak with AR re: binders, print submissions, file in folders
Miscellaneous

opp motion for protective order

Filing

Research, writing, drafting, and editting the 25 page brief in
opposition to Defendant's motion for Protective Order; research on
internet regarding carmen Trutanich; research on internet regarding
Charles Beck; preparing filing; overseeing e-filing; preparing notice

Page 44

Hrs/Rate Amount

6.90
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.10
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.20
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

1.30
175.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.50
825.00/hr
6.40
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

7.60
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.40
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.50
1,075.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.40
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE

0.20
175.00/hr
1.50
825.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE

0.30
175.00/br
2.50
175.00/hr
8.30
500.00/hr

NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
NO CHARGE
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Rodriguez # 0906

10/16/2013 AR

CP

JVv
NM
NM
DS
10/17/2013 CP

NM
NM

NM

10/18/2013 NM
NM
10/21/2013 CP

AR
TG
DS
CP
10/22/2013 CP

#:11797

of errata; refiling; conference with DS and AR re: same as we

prepared filing

Conference

with Cindy re: preparation for depositions; Nadir, Trutanich, and

others; dates for depositions; preparation for hearing on motion for

protective order, review memo on same, conference with DS, CP,

00

Conference

conference with AR, DS, OO regarding scheduling upcoming

depositions.

Miscellaneous

rename documents in H drive, save in LF

Conference

w/CP re: doc prep

Miscellaneous

pulled tabs; assembled docs for judges courtesy copies

Conference

conference with co-counsel re: deposition preparation

Miscellaneous

Review of discovery served by defendants; review of email re:

deposition schedules; review of filing of motion to oppose motion for

protective order of Chief Beck and Trutanich; email to cllients

regarding upcoming discovery schedule and depositions;

Telephone

called to reserve court reporter

Conference

w/CW to reserve conf room, heads up about call ; w/dV re: status of

scanning docs

Miscellaneous

scan/copy/mail depo notice; scanned various discovery docs;

organized and sent docs to file

Miscellaneous

scanned docs; scan/copy/mail notice

Telephone

called to reserve reporter

Telephone

call with Chris Rodriguez plaintiff regarding upcoming discovery

responses and scheduling his deposition; call with ¢class member

# regarding the class action and regarding whether he
as his own action; call with Olu to discuss my conversation with

Chris regarding preparing for deposition; reviewing emails regarding

deposition scheduling

Conlerence
