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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 

ALEXANDRIA DIVISION 

 

 

IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SECURITIES 

LITIGATION 

 

  

Case No. 1:14-CV-00885 JCC /TRJ 

 

 

ORDER GRANTING PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF CLASS 

ACTION SETTLEMENT, APPROVING FORM AND MANNER OF NOTICE, 

CERTIFYING SETTLEMENT CLASS,  

AND SETTING DATE FOR HEARING ON FINAL APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT 

 

 

WHEREAS: 

A. By order dated May 28, 2015, the United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth 

Circuit remanded the appeal of the above-captioned action (the “Action”) to this Court for the 

limited purpose of considering whether the parties should be granted relief from this Court’s 

order dismissing the Action, entered January 27, 2015, pursuant to Rule 60(b)(6) of the Federal 

Rules of Civil Procedure, in view of an agreement-in-principle to settle the Action; 

B. As of July 28, 2015, the Indiana Public Retirement System (“Lead Plaintiff”), on 

behalf of itself and the proposed Settlement Class (defined below), on the one hand, and Neustar, 

Inc. (“Neustar”), Lisa A. Hook, Paul S. Lalljie, and Steven J. Edwards (the “Individual 

Defendants” and, together with Neustar, “Defendants”), on the other hand, entered into a 

Stipulation and Agreement of Settlement (the “Settlement Agreement”) in the Action, which is 

subject to review under Fed. R. Civ. P. 23 and which, together with the exhibits thereto, sets 

forth the terms and conditions of the proposed settlement of the claims alleged in the 

Consolidated Amended Class Action Complaint for Violations of the Federal Securities Laws, 

filed on November 6, 2014, on the merits and with prejudice (the “Settlement”); 
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C. The Court has reviewed and considered the Settlement Agreement and the 

accompanying exhibits; 

D. The Parties to the Settlement Agreement have consented to the entry of this order; 

and 

E. All capitalized terms used in this order that are not otherwise defined herein have 

the meanings defined in the Settlement Agreement; 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, this 22nd day of September, 2015, 

that: 

1. Preliminary Approval of the Settlement.  This Court has reviewed the 

Settlement Agreement and preliminarily finds the Settlement forth therein to be fair, reasonable, 

and adequate, subject to further consideration at the Settlement Hearing described below. 

2. Certification of the Settlement Class.  Pursuant to Rules 23(a) and (b)(3) of the 

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the Court hereby certifies, for the purposes of the Settlement 

only, the Settlement Class of: all Persons who purchased or otherwise acquired the publicly 

traded common stock of Neustar, Inc. between April 19, 2013 and June 6, 2014, inclusive, and 

who were damaged thereby.  Excluded from the Settlement Class are: (i) Defendants; (ii) present 

and former executive officers of Neustar; (iii) members of Neustar’s Board of Directors, (iv) 

Immediate Family Members of any of the foregoing individuals; (v) the legal representatives, 

heirs, successors or assigns of any of the foregoing individuals and entities; (vi) any entity in 

which Defendants have or had a controlling interest; and (vii) any affiliate of Neustar.  Also 

excluded from the Settlement Class will be any Person who timely and validly seeks exclusion 

from the Settlement Class and is so excluded by the Court. 
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3. The Court finds and concludes that the prerequisites of class action certification 

under Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(a) and 23(b)(3) have been satisfied for the Settlement Class defined 

herein and for the purposes of the Settlement only, in that: 

(a) the members of the Settlement Class are so numerous that joinder of all 

Settlement Class Members is impracticable; 

(b) there are questions of law and fact common to the Settlement Class 

Members; 

(c) the claims of Lead Plaintiff are typical of the Settlement Class’s claims; 

(d) Lead Plaintiff and Lead Counsel have fairly and adequately represented 

and protected the interests of the Settlement Class; 

(e) the questions of law and fact common to Settlement Class Members 

predominate over any individual questions; and 

(f) a class action is superior to other available methods for the fair and 

efficient adjudication of the controversy, considering that the claims of Settlement Class 

Members in the Action are substantially similar and would, if tried, involve substantially 

identical proofs and may therefore be efficiently litigated and resolved on an aggregate basis as 

a class action; the amounts of the claims of many of the Settlement Class Members are too 

small to justify the expense of individual actions; and it does not appear that there is significant 

interest among Settlement Class Members in individually controlling the litigation of their 

claims. 

4. Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 23, and for purposes of the Settlement only, Lead 

Plaintiff Indiana Public Retirement System is certified as Class Representative for the Settlement 

Class.  The law firm of Labaton Sucharow LLP is appointed Class Counsel for the Settlement 
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Class and the law firm of Cohen Milstein Sellers & Toll PLLC is appointed Liaison Counsel for 

the Settlement Class. 

5. Settlement Hearing.  A hearing (the “Settlement Hearing”) pursuant to Rule 

23(e) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure is hereby scheduled to be held before the Court on 

December 3, 2015, at 10:00 a.m. for the following purposes: (i) to determine whether the 

proposed Settlement on the terms and conditions provided for in the Settlement Agreement is 

fair, reasonable, and adequate, and should be approved by the Court; (ii) to determine whether a 

Judgment substantially in the form attached as Exhibit B to the Settlement Agreement should be 

entered and whether the releases set forth in the Settlement Agreement should be provided;  (iii) 

to determine whether the proposed Plan of Allocation for the proceeds of the Settlement is fair 

and reasonable, and should be approved; (iv) to determine whether the motion by Lead Counsel 

for an award of attorneys’ fees and payment of expenses should be approved; and (v) to consider 

any other matters that may properly be brought before the Court in connection with the 

Settlement.   

6. The Court may adjourn the Settlement Hearing and approve the proposed 

Settlement with such modifications as the Parties may agree to, if appropriate, without further 

notice to the Settlement Class.  The Court may also enter the Judgment regardless of whether it 

has approved the Plan of Allocation or the Fee and Expense Application, in whole or in part.  

7. Notice.  The Court approves the form, substance, and requirements of the Notice 

of Pendency of Class Action, Proposed Settlement, and Motion for Attorneys’ Fees and 

Expenses (“Notice”) and Proof of Claim, substantially in the forms annexed hereto as Exhibits 1 

and 2, respectively. 
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8. The Court approves the retention of A.B. Data, Ltd. as the Claims Administrator.  

The Claims Administrator shall cause the Notice and Proof of Claim, substantially in the forms 

annexed hereto, to be mailed, by first-class mail, postage prepaid, on or before ten (10) business 

days after entry of this Preliminary Approval Order (“Notice Date”), to all Settlement Class 

Members who can be identified with reasonable effort.  Neustar, to the extent it has not already 

done so, shall use its best efforts to obtain and provide to Lead Counsel, or the Claims 

Administrator, no later than five (5) business days after entry of this Preliminary Approval 

Order, transfer records in electronic searchable form containing the names and addresses of 

Persons who purchased or otherwise acquired the common stock of Neustar during the Class 

Period.  

9. The Claims Administrator shall use reasonable efforts to give notice to nominee 

purchasers such as brokerage firms and other persons or entities who purchased or otherwise 

acquired Neustar common stock during the Class Period as record owners but not as beneficial 

owners.  Such nominee purchasers are directed, within seven (7) calendar days of their receipt of 

the Notice, to either (i) provide the Claims Administrator with lists of the names and last known 

addresses of the beneficial owners, and the Claims Administrator is ordered to send the Notice 

and Proof of Claim promptly to such identified beneficial owners by first-class mail, or (ii) 

request additional copies of the Notice and Proof of Claim and, within seven (7) calendar days of 

receipt of such copies from the Claims Administrator, send them by first-class mail directly to 

the beneficial owners.  Nominee purchasers who elect to send the Notice and Proof of Claim to 

their beneficial owners shall also promptly send a statement to the Claims Administrator 

confirming that the mailing was made as directed and shall retain the relevant name and address 

records from future use in the Settlement.  Additional copies of the Notice shall be made 
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available to any record holder requesting such for the purpose of distribution to beneficial 

owners.  Record holders may be reimbursed from the Settlement Fund, after receipt by the 

Claims Administrator of proper documentation, for their reasonable expenses actually incurred in 

sending the Notices and Proofs of Claim to beneficial owners.  

10. Lead Counsel shall, at or before the Settlement Hearing, file with the Court proof 

of mailing of the Notice and Proof of Claim. 

11. The Court approves the form of the Summary Notice of Pendency of Class 

Action, Proposed Settlement, and Motion for Attorneys’ Fees and Expenses (“Summary Notice”) 

substantially in the form annexed hereto as Exhibit 3, and directs that Lead Counsel shall cause 

the Summary Notice to be published in Investor’s Business Daily and be transmitted over PR 

Newswire within fourteen (14) calendar days of the Notice Date.  Lead Counsel shall, at or 

before the Settlement Hearing, file with the Court proof of publication of the Summary Notice. 

12. The form and content of the notice program described herein, and the methods set 

forth herein of notifying the Settlement Class of the Settlement and its terms and conditions, 

meet the requirements of Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the United States 

Constitution (including the Due Process Clause), and Section 21D(a)(7) of the Securities 

Exchange Act of 1934, 15 U.S.C. § 78u-4(a)(7), as amended by the PSLRA, constitute the best 

notice practicable under the circumstances, and shall constitute due and sufficient notice to all 

persons and entities entitled thereto. 

13. Proof of Claim.  In order to be eligible to receive a distribution from the Net 

Settlement Fund, in the event the Settlement is effected in accordance with the terms and 

conditions set forth in the Settlement Agreement, each Settlement Class Member shall take the 

following actions and be subject to the following conditions: 
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(a) A properly executed Proof of Claim, substantially in the form annexed 

hereto as Exhibit 2, must be submitted to the Claims Administrator, at the address indicated in 

the Notice, postmarked no later than one hundred twenty (120) calendar days after the Notice 

Date.  Such deadline may be further extended by Court order or by Lead Counsel in its 

discretion.  Each Proof of Claim shall be deemed to have been submitted when postmarked (if 

properly addressed and mailed by first-class or overnight U.S. mail, postage prepaid) provided 

such Proof of Claim is actually received prior to the motion for an order of the Court approving 

distribution of the Net Settlement Fund.  Any Proof of Claim submitted in any other manner 

shall be deemed to have been submitted when it was actually received at the address designated 

in the Notice.  Any Settlement Class Member who does not timely submit a Proof of Claim 

within the time provided for shall be barred from sharing in the distribution of the Net Settlement 

Fund, unless otherwise ordered by the Court, but shall remain bound by all determinations and 

judgments in this Action concerning the Settlement.  

(b) The Proof of Claim submitted by each Settlement Class Member must 

satisfy the following conditions, unless otherwise ordered by the Court: (i) it must be properly 

completed, signed and submitted in a timely manner in accordance with the provisions of the 

preceding subparagraph; (ii) it must be accompanied by adequate supporting documentation for 

the transactions reported therein, in the form of broker confirmation slips, broker account 

statements, an authorized statement from the broker containing the transactional information 

found in a broker confirmation slip, or such other documentation as is deemed adequate by Lead 

Counsel; (iii) if the person executing the Proof of Claim is acting in a representative capacity, a 

certification of her current authority to act on behalf of the Settlement Class Member must be 

included in the Proof of Claim; and (iv) the Proof of Claim must be complete and contain no 
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material deletions or modifications of any of the printed matter contained therein and must be 

signed under penalty of perjury. 

(c) As part of the Proof of Claim, each Settlement Class Member shall submit 

to the jurisdiction of the Court with respect to the claim submitted. 

14. Appearance.  Any Settlement Class Member may enter an appearance in this 

Action, at his, her, or its own expense, individually or through counsel of his, her, or its own 

choice.  If any Settlement Class Member does not enter an appearance, he, she, or it will be 

represented in the Action by Lead Counsel. 

15. Exclusions.  Under the terms of the Settlement Agreement, any Person that 

otherwise qualifies as a Settlement Class Member but properly excludes himself, herself, or itself 

by timely submitting a valid request for exclusion in accordance with the requirements set forth 

below and in the Notice, shall be excluded from the Settlement Class.  

16. Settlement Class Members shall be bound by all orders, determinations and 

judgments in this Action concerning the Settlement, whether favorable or unfavorable, unless 

such Persons request exclusion from the Settlement Class in a timely and proper manner as 

hereinafter provided.  A putative Settlement Class Member wishing to make such an exclusion 

request shall mail the request in written form to the address designated in the Notice for such 

exclusions, such that it is received no later than twenty-one (21) calendar days prior to the 

Settlement Hearing.  Such request for exclusion must (i) state the name, address and telephone 

number of the Person seeking exclusion; (ii) state that the sender requests “exclusion from the 

Settlement Class in In re Neustar, Inc. Securities Litigation, No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ (E.D. 

Va.)”; (iii) state the number of shares of Neustar publicly traded common stock purchased, 

acquired, and/or sold on during the Class Period as well as the dates and prices of each such 
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purchase, acquisition, and/or sale; and (iv) be signed by the Person requesting exclusion or an 

authorized representative.  The request for exclusion shall not be effective unless it provides the 

required information and is made within the time stated above, or the exclusion is otherwise 

accepted by the Court. 

17. Settlement Class Members requesting exclusion from the Settlement Class shall 

not be eligible to receive any payment out of the Net Settlement Fund as described in the 

Settlement Agreement and Notice. 

18. Objections.  The Court will consider any Settlement Class Member’s objection to 

the Settlement, the Plan of Allocation, and/or the Fee and Expense Application only if such 

Settlement Class Member has served by hand or by mail his, her, or its written objection and 

supporting papers such that they are received on or before twenty-one (21) calendar days before 

the Settlement Hearing, upon Lead Counsel: David J. Goldsmith, Esq., Labaton Sucharow LLP, 

140 Broadway, New York, NY 10005; and Defendants’ Counsel: John M. McNichols, Esq., 

Williams & Connolly LLP, 725 Twelfth Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20005, and has filed 

said objections and supporting papers with the Clerk of the Court, United States District Court 

for the Eastern District of Virginia, Albert V. Bryan U.S. Courthouse, 401 Courthouse Square, 

Alexandria, VA 22314.  Any Settlement Class Member who does not make his, her, or its 

objection in the manner provided for in the Notice shall be deemed to have waived such 

objection and shall forever be foreclosed from making any objection to any aspect of the 

Settlement, to the Plan of Allocation, or to the Fee and Expense Application, unless otherwise 

ordered by the Court, but shall otherwise be bound by the Judgment to be entered and the 

releases to be given.  Attendance at the hearing is not necessary.  However, Persons wishing to 

be heard orally in opposition to the approval of the Settlement, the Plan of Allocation, and/or Fee 

Case 1:14-cv-00885-JCC-TRJ   Document 53   Filed 09/22/15   Page 9 of 11 PageID# 1196Case 1:14-cv-00885-JCC-TRJ   Document 60-1   Filed 10/29/15   Page 10 of 12 PageID# 1323



 

 10 

and Expense Application are required to indicate in their written objection their intention to 

appear at the hearing.  Persons who intend to object to the Settlement, the Plan of Allocation, 

and/or the Fee and Expense Application and desire to present evidence at the Settlement Hearing 

must include in their written objections the identity of any witnesses they may call to testify and 

exhibits they intend to introduce into evidence at the Settlement Hearing.  Settlement Class 

Members do not need to appear at the hearing or take any other action to indicate their approval. 

19. Stay.  Pending final determination of whether the Settlement should be approved, 

Lead Plaintiff, all Settlement Class Members, and each of them, and anyone who acts or purports 

to act on their behalf, shall not institute, commence or prosecute any action which asserts 

Released Claims against the Released Defendant Parties. 

20. Settlement Administration Expenses.  As provided in the Settlement 

Agreement, prior to the Effective Date, Lead Counsel may pay the Claims Administrator a 

portion of the reasonable fees and costs associated with giving notice to the Settlement Class and 

the review of claims and administration of the Settlement out of the Settlement Fund without 

further approval from Defendants and without further order of the Court. 

21. Supporting Papers.  All papers in support of the Settlement, Plan of Allocation, 

and Lead Counsel’s Fee and Expense Application shall be filed with the Court and served on or 

before thirty-five (35) calendar days prior to the date set herein for the Settlement Hearing.  

Reply papers are to be filed with the Court and served no later than seven (7) calendar days prior 

to the Settlement Hearing.   

22. Settlement Fund.  The passage of title and ownership of the Settlement Fund to 

the Escrow Agent in accordance with the terms and obligations of the Settlement Agreement is 

approved.  No person who is not a Settlement Class Member or Lead Counsel shall have any 
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right to any portion of, or to any distribution of, the Net Settlement Fund unless otherwise 

ordered by the Court or otherwise provided in the Settlement Agreement. 

23. All funds held in escrow shall be deemed and considered to be in custodia legis of 

the Court, and shall remain subject to the jurisdiction of the Court until such time as such funds 

shall be disbursed pursuant to the Settlement Agreement and/or further order of the Court. 

24. Plan of Allocation.  Neither Defendants nor their counsel shall have any 

responsibility for the Plan of Allocation or any application for attorneys’ fees or payment of 

expenses, and such matters shall be considered separately from the fairness, reasonableness and 

adequacy of the Settlement. 

25. Termination.  If the Settlement fails to become effective as defined in the 

Settlement Agreement or is terminated, then, in any such event, the Settlement Agreement, 

including any amendment(s) thereof, except as expressly provided in the Settlement Agreement, 

and this Preliminary Approval Order shall be null and void, of no further force or effect, and 

without prejudice to any Party, and may not be introduced as evidence or used in any actions or 

proceedings by any Person against the Parties, and the Parties shall be deemed to have reverted 

to their respective litigation positions in the Action as of May 18, 2015.   

26. Jurisdiction.  The Court retains exclusive jurisdiction over the Action to consider 

all further matters arising out of or connected with the Settlement. 

27. The Clerk of the Court shall forward copies of this Order to all counsel of record.  

THIS ORDER IS FINAL.  

 

Dated: September 22, 2015  /s/  

              HON. JAMES C. CACHERIS 

 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 

ALEXANDRIA DIVISION 
 

 
IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SECURITIES 
LITIGATION 
 

  
Case No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ 

 
 

DECLARATION OF ADAM D. WALTER ON BEHALF OF A.B. DATA, LTD. 
REGARDING MAILING OF NOTICE TO POTENTIAL SETTLEMENT CLASS 

MEMBERS AND PUBLICATION OF SUMMARY NOTICE 
 

 
 I, Adam D. Walter, declare as follows: 

1. I am a Senior Project Manager of A.B. Data, Ltd.’s Class Action Administration 

Division (“A.B. Data”), whose Corporate Office is located in Milwaukee, Wisconsin.  Pursuant 

to the Order Granting Preliminary Approval of Class Action Settlement, Approving Form and 

Manner of Notice, Certifying Settlement Class, and Setting Date for Hearing on Final Approval 

of Settlement, entered on September 22, 2015 (the “Preliminary Approval Order”), A.B. Data 

was authorized to act as the Claims Administrator in connection with the Settlement in the 

above-captioned action. I am over 21 years of age and am not a party to this action.  I have 

personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein and, if called as a witness, could and would 

testify competently thereto. 

MAILING OF THE NOTICE AND PROOF OF CLAIM 

2. Pursuant to the Preliminary Approval Order, A.B. Data mailed the Notice of 

Pendency of Class Action, Proposed Settlement, and Motion for Attorneys’ Fees and Expenses 

(the “Notice”) and the Proof of Claim and Release form (“Proof of Claim” and collectively with 

the Notice, the “Notice Packet”) to potential Settlement Class Members.  A copy of the Notice 

Packet is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
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3. As in most class actions of this nature, the majority of potential class members are 

beneficial purchasers whose securities are held in “street name” –i.e., the securities are purchased 

by brokerage firms, banks, institutions and other third-party nominees in the name of the 

nominee, on behalf of the beneficial purchasers.  A.B. Data maintains a proprietary database with 

names and addresses of the largest and most common banks, brokers, and other nominees.  On 

October 6, 2015, A.B. Data caused Notice Packets to be mailed to the  

5,301 mailing records contained in the A.B. Data record holder mailing database. 

4. With respect to AB Data’s outreach to brokers and nominees, the Notice 

requested that those who purchased or otherwise acquired publicly traded Neustar common stock 

during the Class Period for the beneficial interest of a person or organization other than 

themselves either (i) provide to A.B. Data the names and addresses of such beneficial owners no 

later than seven days after such nominees’ receipt of the Notice Packet; or (ii) request from A.B. 

Data copies of the Notice Packet for the beneficial owners.  See Notice on page 8.  

5. On October 7, 2015, A.B. Data received 96 names and addresses of record 

holders from Neustar’s transfer agent.  Once received, the data was electronically processed by 

A.B. Data to ensure adequate address formatting and the elimination of duplicate names and 

addresses, of which zero were identified, and resulted in 96 distinct records for mailing.  A.B. 

Data also standardized and updated the mailing list addresses using NCOALink®, a national 

database of address changes that is compiled by the United States Postal Service.  

6. As of the date of this Declaration, A.B. Data has received an additional 20,396 

names and addresses of potential Settlement Class Members from individuals or brokerage firms, 

banks, institutions and other nominees.  A.B. Data has also received requests from brokers and 

other nominee holders for 5,300 Notice Packets, which the brokers and nominees are required to 
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mail to their customers.  All such mailing requests have been, and will continue to be, complied 

with and addressed by A.B. Data in a timely manner. 

7. On October 8, 2015, A.B. Data also submitted the Notice to the Depository Trust 

Company to post on their Legal Notice System, which offers DTC member banks and brokers 

access to a comprehensive library of notices concerning DTC-eligible securities. 

8. As of the date of this Declaration, 572 Notice Packets were returned by the United 

States Postal Service to A.B. Data as undeliverable as addressed (“UAA”).  Of those returned 

UAA, 18 had forwarding addresses and were promptly re-mailed to the updated address.  The 

remaining 554 UAAs were processed through LexisNexis to obtain an updated address.  Of 

these, 186 new addresses were obtained and A.B. Data promptly re-mailed to these potential 

Settlement Class Members.  

9. As of the date of this Declaration, a total of 31,297 Notice Packets have been 

mailed to potential Settlement Class Members and their nominees.  

PUBLICATION OF THE SUMMARY NOTICE 

10. In accordance with Paragraph 11 of the Preliminary Approval Order, on October 

20, 2015, A.B. Data caused the Summary Notice to be published in Investor’s Business Daily 

and the release of the Summary Notice via PR Newswire.  Proof of this publication is attached 

hereto as Exhibits B and C, respectively. 

TELEPHONE HOTLINE  

11. On or about October 6, 2015, a case-specific toll-free number, 866-893-1052, was 

established with an Interactive Voice Response system and live operators.  An automated 

attendant answers all calls initially and presents callers with a series of choices to respond to 
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basic questions.  If callers need further help, they have the option to be transferred to a live 

operator during business hours.   

12. From October 6, 2015 through the date of this Declaration, A.B. Data received 78 

telephone calls.  

WEBSITE 

13. On or about October 6, 2015, A.B. Data established a case-specific website, 

www.NeustarSecuritiesSettlement.com, which includes general information regarding the case 

and its current status, downloadable copies of the Notice, Proof of Claim and Release form, 

Summary Notice, and downloadable copies of other court documents, including the Stipulation 

and Agreement of Settlement.  The settlement website is accessible 24 hours a day, 7 days a 

week.  

REPORT ON EXCLUSIONS 

14. The Notice informed potential Settlement Class Members that requests for 

exclusion are to be sent to the Claims Administrator, such that they are received no later than 

November 12, 2015.   As of the date of this Declaration, A.B. Data has received no requests for 

exclusion.   

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

foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this 28th day of October, 2015.     

 

  

______________________ 
       Adam D. Walter 
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QUESTIONS?  CALL 1-866-893-1052 OR VISIT WWW.NEUSTARSECURITIESSETTLEMENT.COM PAGE 1 OF 8 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 

ALEXANDRIA DIVISION 
 

 
IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SECURITIES LITIGATION 
 

  
Case No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ 

 
NOTICE OF PENDENCY OF CLASS ACTION, PROPOSED 

SETTLEMENT, AND MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND EXPENSES 

If you purchased or otherwise acquired publicly traded common stock of Neustar, Inc. (“Neustar”) between April 19, 2013 and 
June 6, 2014, inclusive (the “Class Period”), you may be entitled to a payment from a class action settlement.  

A federal court authorized this notice.  This is not a solicitation from a lawyer. 

• If approved by the Court, the proposed Settlement will create a $2,625,000 settlement fund for the benefit of eligible investors who 
purchased publicly traded common stock of Neustar during the Class Period.1 

• The Settlement resolves claims by Indiana Public Retirement System (“Lead Plaintiff” or “INPRS”) that have been asserted on behalf of 
the proposed Settlement Class against Neustar and Lisa A. Hook, Paul S. Lalljie, and Steven J. Edwards (collectively, “Defendants”).  

• The Court will review the Settlement at the Settlement Hearing to be held on December 3, 2015 at 10:00 a.m. 

Your legal rights are affected whether you act or do not act.  Read this Notice carefully. 

         YOUR LEGAL RIGHTS AND OPTIONS IN THE SETTLEMENT 
SUBMIT A CLAIM FORM BY 
FEBRUARY 3, 2016 The only way to get a payment. 

EXCLUDE YOURSELF BY  
NOVEMBER 12, 2015 

Get no payment.  This is the only option that allows you to ever bring or be part of any 
other lawsuit against Defendants and the other Released Defendant Parties about the 
Released Claims.   

OBJECT BY 
NOVEMBER 12, 2015 

Write to the Court about why you do not like the Settlement, the proposed Plan of 
Allocation, and/or the Fee and Expense Application.  This will not exclude you from the 
Settlement Class. 

GO TO A HEARING ON  
DECEMBER 3, 2015 Ask to speak in Court about the Settlement at the Settlement Hearing. 

DO NOTHING Get no payment.  Give up rights. 
 

SUMMARY OF THIS NOTICE 

Statement of Plaintiffs’ Recovery: 

This proposed Settlement will create a Settlement Fund of $2.625 million in cash, including any accrued interest.  Based on Lead 
Plaintiff’s consulting expert’s estimate of the number of shares of common stock that may have been damaged by the alleged fraud, and 
assuming that all those shares participate in the Settlement, Lead Plaintiff’s consulting expert estimates that the average recovery in the 
Settlement would be approximately $0.08 per damaged share (before deduction of Court-approved expenses, such as attorneys’ fees and 
expenses and administrative costs), and approximately $0.06 per damaged share after the deduction of the attorneys’ fees and expenses 
discussed below.  (An allegedly damaged share might have been traded more than once during the Class Period, and this average recovery 
would be the total for all purchasers of that share.)  The amount an eligible Settlement Class Member will actually recover will depend on 
numerous factors.  These factors are fully explained in the Plan of Allocation beginning on page 7.  Please refer to the Plan of Allocation 
for more information on your potential “Recognized Claim” (defined below). 
 
Statement of Potential Outcome if the Action Continued to Be Litigated: 

The Parties disagree about whether each of the Defendants is liable for the claims asserted against them and whether each of the 
Defendants caused any damages.  The issues on which the Parties disagree include, for example: (a) whether Defendants made any false or 
material misstatements or omissions; (b) whether Defendants acted with the required state of mind; (c) the amount by which the prices of 
Neustar common stock were artificially inflated (if at all) during the Class Period as a result of the alleged fraud; (d) the extent that 
Defendants’ alleged misstatements and omissions influenced (if at all) the trading price of Neustar’s common stock during the Class 
Period; (e) whether any purchasers of Neustar common stock suffered damages as a result of the alleged misstatements and omissions in 
Neustar’s public statements; and (f) the amount of such damages, assuming they exist. 

Defendants deny that they are liable to the Settlement Class and deny that the Settlement Class has suffered any damages attributable to 
Defendants’ actions.  While Lead Plaintiff believes it and the Settlement Class have meritorious claims, it recognizes that there are 
significant obstacles to be overcome before there could be any recovery. 

                                                   
1  All capitalized terms not otherwise defined in this document shall have the meaning provided in the Stipulation and Agreement of 
Settlement (the “Settlement Agreement”), dated as of July 28, 2015. 
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Statement of Attorneys’ Fees and Expenses Sought: 

Lead Plaintiff and the Settlement Class are represented by the law firm of Labaton Sucharow LLP (“Lead Counsel”).  Lead Counsel has 
not received any payment for its services in litigating the Action, nor has it been reimbursed for its litigation expenses.  Lead Counsel 
intends to make a motion asking the Court to award it attorneys’ fees of no more than 19% of the Settlement Fund (including any accrued 
interest) and payment from the Settlement Fund of expenses incurred during the litigation, in an amount not to exceed $200,000, plus 
interest (“Fee and Expense Application”).  If the Court approves the Fee and Expense Application, the average amount of fees and 
expenses per damaged share of common stock will be approximately $0.02.  This amount will vary depending on the number of eligible 
claims submitted. 

Further Information: 

Further information regarding the Settlement and this Notice may be obtained by contacting the Claims Administrator:  
In re Neustar Inc. Securities Litigation, c/o A.B. Data, Ltd., P.O. Box 170500, Milwaukee, WI 53217-8091, 866-893-1052,  
info@NeustarSecuritiesSettlement.com, www.NeustarSecuritiesSettlement.com; or Lead Counsel: Labaton Sucharow LLP, 140 
Broadway, New York, NY  10005, 888-219-6877, settlementquestions@labaton.com, www.labaton.com. 
 

Please Do Not Call The Court Or Neustar With Questions About The Settlement. 

Reasons for the Settlement: 

For Lead Plaintiff, the principal reason for the Settlement is the immediate benefit of a cash recovery for the Settlement Class.  This 
benefit must be compared to the risk that the Court’s decision dismissing the Action will be upheld on appeal, or if the Court’s decision is 
overturned on appeal, that no recovery or a smaller recovery might be achieved after a contested trial and likely appeals, possibly years 
into the future.  For Defendants, who deny all allegations of wrongdoing, the principal reason for the Settlement is to eliminate the burden, 
expense, uncertainty, and risk of further litigation.  

[END OF PSLRA COVER PAGE] 
 

BASIC INFORMATION 

1. WHY DID I GET THIS NOTICE? 

You or someone in your family may have purchased or otherwise acquired publicly traded common stock of Neustar between April 19, 
2013 and June 6, 2014, inclusive, and may be a Settlement Class Member in this Action.  This Notice explains the lawsuit, the Settlement, 
Settlement Class Members’ legal rights, what benefits are available, who is eligible for them, and how to get them. 

The Court directed that this Notice be sent to Settlement Class Members because they have a right to know about a proposed settlement of 
this class action lawsuit, and about all of their options, before the Court decides whether to approve the Settlement.  If approved, the 
Settlement will end all of the Settlement Class’s claims against Defendants.  The Court will review the Settlement at a Settlement Hearing 
on December 3, 2015 at 10:00 a.m.  If the Court approves the Settlement, and after any objections and appeals are resolved, the Claims 
Administrator appointed by the Court will make the payments that the Settlement allows. 

The Court in charge of the case is the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia, in Alexandria, Virginia, and the case 
is known as In re Neustar, Inc. Securities Litigation, No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ (E.D. Va.).  The case was assigned to the Hon. James C. 
Cacheris, United States District Judge.  The people who brought the case are called plaintiffs, and the company and the persons they sued 
are called defendants. 

The Lead Plaintiff in the Action, representing the Settlement Class, is the Indiana Public Retirement System.  The Defendants are Neustar, 
Inc., Lisa A. Hook, Paul S. Lalljie, and Steven J. Edwards.  

2. WHAT IS THIS LAWSUIT ABOUT AND WHAT HAS HAPPENED SO FAR? 

Neustar is a communications data processing company that provides directory and analytic services to telecommunications companies and 
internet service providers.  Neustar has been the sole Local Number Portability Administrator (“LNPA”) for the United States since 1997.  
The LNPA manages the Number Portability Administration Center (“NPAC”), a large central data registry that includes essentially all of 
the wireline and wireless telephone numbers in the United States, and allows people to keep their telephone numbers when switching to a 
new telecommunications service provider.  In 2011, the Federal Communications Commission put the NPAC contracts up for public bid 
for the first time, and released a formal Request for Proposal in 2013. 

The operative complaint in the Action is the Consolidated Amended Class Action Complaint for Violations of the Federal Securities Laws, 
filed on November 6, 2014 (the “Complaint”) asserting violations of Sections 10(b) and 20(a) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (the 
“Exchange Act”) and Rule 10b-5 promulgated thereunder by the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC”).  The Complaint 
alleges, among other things, that Defendants made false and misleading statements regarding Neustar’s competitive standing in the LNPA 
bidding and selection process and the risk that Neustar, after 17 years as the sole LNPA, would lose the NPAC contracts to a competitor.  

On December 8, 2014, Defendants filed a motion to dismiss the Complaint.  The motion was fully briefed by the Parties as of December 
29, 2014.  On January 22, 2015, the Court heard oral argument on the motion.  On January 27, 2015, the Court entered a Memorandum 
Opinion and an Order granting the motion and dismissing the Action with prejudice. 

On February 25, 2015, Lead Plaintiff filed a notice of appeal to the United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit (“Court of 
Appeals”) from the Court’s Memorandum Opinion and Order. 
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On May 19, 2015, the Parties participated in a day-long mediation session before a neutral affiliated with Judicial Arbitration and 
Mediation Services (JAMS).  The mediation involved an extended effort to settle the claims and was preceded by the exchange of 
mediation statements.  The mediation session resulted in an agreement-in-principle between the Parties to settle the Action. 

By Joint Motion filed with the Court of Appeals on May 22, 2015, the Parties requested that the Court of Appeals (a) remand the appeal to 
the district court for consideration of whether the proposed Settlement is fair, reasonable, and adequate and should be approved; and (b) 
place the appeal in abeyance pending disposition of the matters before the district court on limited remand.  By Order entered on May 28, 
2015, the Court of Appeals granted the Parties’ Joint Motion.  

3. WHY IS THIS A CLASS ACTION? 

In a class action, one or more people called plaintiffs (in this case the Lead Plaintiff) sue on behalf of people or entities who have similar 
claims.  They are known as class members.  A class action allows one court to resolve in a single case many similar claims that, if brought 
separately by individual people, might be economically so small that they would never be brought.  One court resolves the issues for all 
class members, except for those who exclude themselves, or “opt out,” from the class (discussed below).   

4. WHAT ARE THE REASONS FOR THE SETTLEMENT? 

The Court did not finally decide in favor of Lead Plaintiff or Defendants.  Instead, both sides agreed to a settlement.  The Settlement will 
end the Action and avoid the uncertainties and costs of further litigation and any future trial.  Affected investors will get compensation 
immediately, rather than after the time it would take to conduct additional litigation and discovery, have a trial and exhaust all appeals.  
The Settlement was reached after the Parties engaged in a thorough investigation, briefed a challenging motion to dismiss, and engaged in 
arm’s-length negotiations about a settlement before an experienced neutral.  Lead Plaintiff and Lead Counsel believe the Settlement is in 
the best interest of Settlement Class Members. 

Defendants deny all allegations of wrongdoing contained in the Complaint and deny that they are liable.  The Settlement should not be 
seen as an admission or concession on the part of Defendants about any of the claims, their fault, or liability for damages.  Defendants 
have taken into account the burden, expense, uncertainty, distraction, and risks inherent in any litigation and have concluded that it is 
desirable that the Action be fully and finally settled upon the terms and conditions set forth in the Settlement Agreement.  

WHO IS IN THE SETTLEMENT 

5. HOW DO I KNOW IF I AM PART OF THE SETTLEMENT? 

The Court directed, for the purpose of the Settlement, that everyone who fits this description is a Settlement Class Member, unless they are 
an excluded person or they take steps to exclude themselves (see Question 12 below):  all Persons who purchased or otherwise acquired 
the publicly traded common stock of Neustar between April 19, 2013 and June 6, 2014, inclusive, and who were damaged thereby.  

Receipt of this Notice does not mean that you are a Settlement Class Member.  Please check your records or contact your broker to see if 
you purchased or otherwise acquired publicly traded Neustar common stock during the Class Period. 

6. ARE THERE EXCEPTIONS TO BEING INCLUDED IN THE SETTLEMENT CLASS? 

There are some people who cannot be in the Settlement Class.  Excluded from the Settlement Class are: (i) Defendants; (ii) present and 
former executive officers of Neustar; (iii) members of Neustar’s Board of Directors; (iv) Immediate Family Members of any of the 
foregoing individuals; (v) the legal representatives, heirs, successors or assigns of any of the foregoing individuals and entities; (vi) any 
entity in which Defendants have or had a controlling interest; and (vii) any affiliate of Neustar.  Also excluded from the Settlement Class 
will be any Person who timely and validly seeks exclusion from the Settlement Class in accordance with the requirements explained in 
Question 12 below.   

If you do not want to be a Settlement Class Member, for example, if you want to bring your own lawsuit against Defendants for these 
claims, you must exclude yourself by filing a request for exclusion in accordance with the requirements explained below.   

If one of your mutual funds purchased or acquired shares of publicly traded Neustar common stock during the Class Period, that alone 
does not make you a Settlement Class Member.  You are a Settlement Class Member only if you (or your broker on your behalf) 
purchased or otherwise acquired publicly traded Neustar common stock during the Class Period. 

If you are still not sure whether you are included, you can ask for free help from the Claims Administrator: In re Neustar Inc. Securities 
Litigation, c/o A.B. Data, Ltd., P.O. Box 170500, Milwaukee, WI 53217-8091, 866-893-1052, www.NeustarSecuritiesSettlement.com.  Or 
you can fill out and return the Proof of Claim form (“Proof of Claim”) described on page 4, in Question 9, to see if you qualify. 

THE SETTLEMENT BENEFITS—WHAT YOU GET 

7. WHAT DOES THE SETTLEMENT PROVIDE? 

In exchange for the Settlement and the release of the Released Claims against the Released Defendant Parties, Defendants have agreed to 
fund a $2.625 million cash fund, which will accrue interest, to be divided, after deduction of Court-awarded attorneys’ fees, interest, and 
expenses, settlement administration costs, and any applicable Taxes (“Net Settlement Fund”), among all Settlement Class Members who 
timely submit valid Proof of Claim forms. 

8. HOW MUCH WILL MY PAYMENT BE? 

The Plan of Allocation discussed on page 7 explains how claimants’ “Recognized Claims” will be calculated.  Your share of the Net 
Settlement Fund will depend on several things, including: (a) the amount of Recognized Claims of other Settlement Class Members; (b) 
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how many shares of publicly traded Neustar common stock you bought; (c) how much you paid for the shares; (d) when you bought them; 
and (e) whether or when you sold them (and, if so, for how much you sold them). 

It is unlikely that you will get a payment for your entire Recognized Claim, given the number of potential Settlement Class Members.  
After all Settlement Class Members have sent in their Proof of Claim forms, the payment you get will be a portion of the Net Settlement 
Fund.  Your share will be your Recognized Claim divided by the total of all Settlement Class Members’ Recognized Claims and then 
multiplied by the total amount in the Net Settlement Fund.  See the Plan of Allocation beginning on page 7 for more information. 

HOW YOU GET A PAYMENT—SUBMITTING A PROOF OF CLAIM FORM 

9. HOW CAN I GET A PAYMENT? 

To qualify for a payment, you must timely send in a validly completed Proof of Claim form with supporting documents.  A Proof of Claim 
form is being circulated with this Notice.  You may also get a Proof of Claim form on the Internet at the websites for the Claims 
Administrator: www.NeustarSecuritiesSettlement.com, or Lead Counsel: www.labaton.com.  Please read the instructions carefully, fill out 
the Proof of Claim form, include all the documents the form asks for, sign it, and mail it to the Claims Administrator by first class mail, 
postmarked or received on or before February 3, 2016. 

10. WHEN WOULD I GET MY PAYMENT? 

The Court will hold a Settlement Hearing on December 3, 2015 at 10:00 a.m., to decide whether to approve the Settlement. If the Court 
approves the Settlement, there may still be appeals, which can take time to resolve, perhaps more than a year.  It also takes time for all the 
Proofs of Claim to be processed.  Once the Proofs of Claim are processed and claims are calculated, Lead Counsel, without further notice 
to the Settlement Class, will apply to the Court for an order distributing the Net Settlement Fund. All Proofs of Claim need to be submitted 
by February 3, 2016. 

11. WHAT AM I GIVING UP BY STAYING IN THE SETTLEMENT CLASS AND GETTING A PAYMENT? 

Unless you exclude yourself, you will stay in the Settlement Class, which means that once the Settlement becomes effective (the 
“Effective Date”), you will forever give up and release all “Released Claims” (defined below) against the “Released Defendant Parties” 
(defined below).  You will not in the future be able to bring a case asserting any Released Claim against the Released Defendant Parties. 

“Released Claims” means any and all claims and causes of action of every nature and description whatsoever, including both known 
claims and Unknown Claims (defined below), whether arising under federal, state, common or foreign law, whether class or individual in 
nature, that Lead Plaintiff or any other Settlement Class Member: (i) asserted in the Action; or (ii) could have asserted in the Action or any 
other action or in any forum that arise out of or are based upon or relate in any way to: (a) the purchase or acquisition of Neustar common 
stock during the Class Period, and (b) the facts, matters, allegations, transactions, events, disclosures, representations, statements, acts, or 
omissions or failures to act that were alleged or that could have been alleged in the Action against the Released Defendant Parties.  For the 
avoidance of doubt, Released Claims do not include (i) claims relating to the enforcement of the Settlement; or (ii) any governmental or 
regulatory agency’s claims in any criminal or civil action against any of the Released Defendant Parties, or any right to recovery 
therefrom, if any. 

“Released Defendant Parties” means Defendants, and (i) each of their respective past or present parents, subsidiaries, divisions, affiliates 
and any other firms, trusts, corporations or entities in which any Defendant has a controlling interest, (ii) the respective present and former 
employees, contractors, members, partners, and shareholders of each them, (iii) the principals, officers, directors, fiduciaries, attorneys 
(including Defendants’ Counsel), advisors, agents, accountants, auditors, and insurers of each of the Persons in clauses (i) and (ii); (iv) the 
predecessors, successors, estates, heirs, executors, trusts, trustees, administrators, agents, legal representatives and assigns of each of the 
foregoing Persons in clauses (i)-(iii), in their capacity as such; and (v) the spouses, Immediate Family Members, representatives, and heirs 
of the Individual Defendants, as well as any trust of which any Individual Defendant is the settlor or which is for the benefit of any of their 
Immediate Family Members. 

“Unknown Claims” means any and all Released Claims that Lead Plaintiff or any other Settlement Class Member does not know or 
suspect to exist in his, her, or its favor at the time of the release of the Released Defendant Parties, and any and all Released Defendants’ 
Claims that any Defendant does not know or suspect to exist in his, her, or its favor at the time of the release of the Released Plaintiff 
Parties, which if known by him, her, or it might have affected his, her, or its decision(s) with respect to the Settlement, including the 
decision to object to the terms of the Settlement or to exclude himself, herself, or itself from the Settlement Class, and including the 
decision to release the Released Parties.  With respect to any and all Released Claims and Released Defendants’ Claims, the Parties 
stipulate and agree that, upon the Effective Date, Lead Plaintiff and Defendants shall expressly, and each other Settlement Class Member 
shall be deemed to have, and by operation of the Judgment or Alternative Judgment shall have, to the fullest extent permitted by law, 
expressly waived and relinquished any and all provisions, rights and benefits conferred by the following provision of the law of California 
and of any law of any state or territory of the United States, or principle of common law, which is similar, comparable, or equivalent to 
Cal. Civ. Code § 1542, which provides: 

A general release does not extend to claims which the creditor does not know or suspect to exist in his or her favor 
at the time of executing the release, which if known by him or her must have materially affected his or her 
settlement with the debtor. 

Lead Plaintiff, other Settlement Class Members, or Defendants may hereafter discover facts, legal theories, or authorities in addition to or 
different from those which any of them now knows or believes to be true with respect to the subject matter of the Released Claims and the 
Released Defendants’ Claims, but Lead Plaintiff and Defendants shall expressly, fully, finally, and forever settle and release, and each 
Settlement Class Member shall be deemed to have settled and released, and upon the Effective Date and by operation of the Judgment or 
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Alternative Judgment shall have settled and released, fully, finally, and forever, any and all Released Claims and Released Defendants’ 
Claims, as applicable, known or unknown, suspected or unsuspected, contingent or non-contingent, whether or not concealed or hidden, 
which now exist, or heretofore have existed, upon any theory of law or equity now existing or coming into existence in the future, 
including, but not limited to, conduct which is negligent, intentional, with or without malice, or a breach of any duty, law or rule, without 
regard to the subsequent discovery or existence of such different or additional facts, legal theories, or authorities.  Lead Plaintiff and 
Defendants acknowledge, and other Settlement Class Members by operation of law shall be deemed to have acknowledged, that the 
inclusion of “Unknown Claims” in the definition of Released Claims and Released Defendants’ Claims is a waiver that was separately 
bargained for and was a material element of the Settlement. 

The “Effective Date” will occur when the Judgment by the Court approving the Settlement becomes final and is not subject to appeal.  If 
you remain a member of the Settlement Class, all of the Court’s orders will apply to you and legally bind you. 

EXCLUDING YOURSELF FROM THE SETTLEMENT CLASS 

If you do not want a payment from the Settlement, but you want to keep any right you may have to sue or continue to sue the Released 
Defendant Parties on your own about the Released Claims, then you must take steps to exclude yourself from the Settlement Class.  
Excluding yourself is known as “opting out” of the Settlement Class.   

12. HOW DO I “OPT OUT” (EXCLUDE MYSELF) FROM THE PROPOSED SETTLEMENT CLASS? 

To “opt out” (exclude yourself) from the Settlement Class, you must send a signed letter by first class mail stating that you “request 
exclusion from the Settlement Class in In re Neustar, Inc. Securities Litigation, No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ (E.D. Va.).”  Your letter must 
state the date(s), price(s), and number of shares of all your purchases, acquisitions, and sales of publicly traded Neustar common stock 
during the Class Period.  This information is needed to determine whether you are a Settlement Class Member.  In addition, you must 
include your name, address, telephone number, and your signature.  You must mail your exclusion request by first class mail, received on 
or before November 12, 2015, to:  In re Neustar, Inc. Securities Litigation, EXCLUSIONS, c/o A.B. Data, Ltd., 3410 West Hopkins 
Street, Milwaukee, WI 53216.   

You cannot exclude yourself or opt out by telephone or by e-mail.  Your exclusion request must comply with these requirements in 
order to be valid.  If you write to request to be excluded, you will not get any payment from the Net Settlement Fund and you cannot 
object to the Settlement.   

13. IF I DO NOT EXCLUDE MYSELF, CAN I SUE DEFENDANTS AND THE OTHER RELEASED DEFENDANT 
PARTIES FOR THE SAME THING LATER? 

No.  Unless you exclude yourself from the Settlement Class, you give up any rights to sue Defendants and the other Released Defendant 
Parties for all Released Claims.  If you have a pending lawsuit, speak to your lawyer in that case immediately.  You must exclude yourself 
from this Settlement Class to continue your own lawsuit.  Remember, the exclusion deadline is November 12, 2015. 

14. IF I EXCLUDE MYSELF, CAN I GET MONEY FROM THE PROPOSED SETTLEMENT? 

No.  If you exclude yourself, do not send in a Proof of Claim form to ask for any money.  But, you may exercise any right you may have to 
sue, continue to sue, or be part of a different lawsuit against Defendants and the other Released Defendant Parties. 

THE LAWYERS REPRESENTING YOU 

15. DO I HAVE A LAWYER IN THIS CASE? 

The Court appointed the law firm of Labaton Sucharow LLP to represent all Settlement Class Members.  These lawyers are called Lead 
Counsel.  You will not be separately charged for these lawyers.  The Court will determine the amount of Lead Counsel’s fees and 
expenses, which will be paid from the Settlement Fund if they are approved.  If you want to be represented by your own lawyer, you may 
hire one at your own expense. 

16. HOW WILL THE LAWYERS BE PAID? 

Lead Counsel has not received any payment for its services in pursuing the claims against Defendants on behalf of the Settlement Class, 
nor has it been reimbursed for its litigation expenses.  At the Settlement Hearing described below, or at such other time as the Court may 
order, Lead Counsel will ask the Court to award it, from the Settlement Fund, attorneys’ fees of no more than 19% of the Settlement Fund 
(including accrued interest).  Lead Counsel will also apply for payment of litigation expenses, such as the cost of experts, that it has 
incurred in pursuing the Action.  The request for litigation expenses will not exceed $200,000 plus interest on the expenses at the same rate 
as may be earned by the Settlement Fund.  

OBJECTING TO THE SETTLEMENT 

17. HOW DO I TELL THE COURT THAT I DO NOT LIKE THE PROPOSED SETTLEMENT? 

If you are a Settlement Class Member, you can object to the proposed Settlement or any of its terms, the proposed Plan of Allocation, 
and/or the Fee and Expense Application.  You must write to the Court setting out your objection, giving reasons why you think the Court 
should not approve any part or all of the Settlement. 

To object, you must send a signed letter stating that you object to the proposed Settlement, the proposed Plan of Allocation, and/or the Fee 
and Expense Application in “In re Neustar, Inc. Securities Litigation, No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ (E.D. Va.)” and state the reasons why 
you object.  You must include your name, address, telephone number and your signature; and identify the date(s), price(s) and number of 
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shares of all purchases, acquisitions and sales of publicly traded Neustar common stock you made during the Class Period.  This 
information is needed to demonstrate your membership in the Settlement Class. 

Unless otherwise ordered by the Court, any Settlement Class Member who does not object in the manner described in this Notice will be 
deemed to have waived any objection and will not be able to make any objection to the Settlement, the Plan of Allocation, and/or the Fee 
and Expense Application in the future. 

Your objection must be filed with the Court and mailed or delivered so that it is received by the Court and counsel on or before 
November 12, 2015 to all the following: 

COURT LEAD COUNSEL DEFENDANTS’ COUNSEL 
 

Clerk of the Court  
United States District Court  
for the Eastern District of Virginia 
Albert V. Bryan U.S. Courthouse 
401 Courthouse Square 
Alexandria, VA  22314 

 

David J. Goldsmith, Esq. 
Labaton Sucharow LLP 
140 Broadway 
New York, NY  10005 

 

John M. McNichols, Esq. 
Williams & Connolly LLP 
725 Twelfth Street, N.W.  
Washington, D.C.  20005 

 
 

18. WHAT IS THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN OBJECTING AND EXCLUDING? 

Objecting is simply telling the Court that you do not like something about the proposed Settlement.  You can still recover from the 
Settlement.  You can object only if you stay in the Settlement Class.  Excluding yourself is telling the Court that you do not want to be part 
of the Settlement Class.  If you exclude yourself, you have no basis to object because the case no longer affects you. 

THE COURT’S SETTLEMENT HEARING 

19. WHEN AND WHERE WILL THE COURT DECIDE WHETHER TO APPROVE THE PROPOSED SETTLEMENT? 

The Court will hold a Settlement Hearing at 10:00 a.m. on December 3, 2015, in Courtroom 1000 of the Albert V. Bryan U.S. Courthouse, 
401 Courthouse Square, Alexandria, Virginia 22314.  At this hearing, the Court will consider whether the Settlement is fair, reasonable, 
and adequate.  The Court also will consider the proposed Plan of Allocation for the Net Settlement Fund and the Fee and Expense 
Application.  The Court will take into consideration any written objections filed in accordance with the instructions set out above in the 
answer to Question 17. We do not know how long it will take the Court to make these decisions. 

You should also be aware that the Court may change the date and time of the Settlement Hearing without another notice being sent.  If you 
want to come to the Settlement Hearing, you should check with Lead Counsel before coming to be sure that the date and/or time has not 
changed. 

20. DO I HAVE TO COME TO THE SETTLEMENT HEARING? 

No.  Lead Counsel will answer questions the Court may have.  But, you are welcome to come at your own expense.  If you validly submit 
an objection, you do not have to come to Court to talk about it. 

21. MAY I SPEAK AT THE SETTLEMENT HEARING AND SUBMIT ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE? 

If you object to the Settlement, you may ask the Court for permission to speak at the Settlement Hearing.  To do so, you must include with 
your objection (see Question 17 above) a statement  that it is your “notice of intention to appear in In re Neustar, Inc. Securities Litigation, 
No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ (E.D. Va.).”  Persons who intend to object and want to present evidence at the Settlement Hearing must also 
include in their written objection the identity of any witness they may call to testify and exhibits they intend to introduce at the Settlement 
Hearing.  You cannot speak at the hearing if you excluded yourself from the Settlement Class or if you have not provided written notice of 
your intention to speak at the Settlement Hearing according to the procedures described above and in the answer to Question 17. 

IF YOU DO NOTHING 

22. WHAT HAPPENS IF I DO NOTHING AT ALL? 

If you do nothing, you will get no money from the Settlement and you will not be able to start a lawsuit, continue with a lawsuit, or be part 
of any other lawsuit against Defendants and the other Released Defendant Parties about the Released Claims in this case.  To share in the 
Net Settlement Fund you must submit a Proof of Claim form (see Question 9).  To start, continue or be a part of any other lawsuit against 
Defendants and the other Released Defendant Parties about the Released Claims in this case you must exclude yourself from the 
Settlement Class (see Question 12). 

GETTING MORE INFORMATION 

23. ARE THERE MORE DETAILS ABOUT THE PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AND THE LAWSUIT? 

This Notice summarizes the proposed Settlement.  More details are in the Settlement Agreement.  You may review the Settlement 
Agreement filed with the Court and all documents filed in the Action during business hours at the Office of the Clerk of the United States 
District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia, Albert V. Bryan U.S. Courthouse, 401 Courthouse Square, Alexandria, Virginia 22314. 

You also can call the Claims Administrator toll-free at 866-893-1052; write to In re Neustar, Inc. Securities Litigation, c/o A.B. Data, Ltd., 
P.O. Box 170500, Milwaukee, WI 53217-8091; or visit the websites of the Claims Administrator or Lead Counsel at 
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www.NeustarSecuritiesSettlement.com or www.labaton.com, where you can find answers to common questions about the Settlement, 
download copies of the Settlement Agreement or Proof of Claim form, and locate other information to help you determine whether you are 
a Settlement Class Member and whether you are eligible for a payment.  Please Do Not Call The Court Or Neustar With Questions 
About The Settlement. 

PLAN OF ALLOCATION OF NET SETTLEMENT FUND AMONG SETTLEMENT CLASS MEMBERS 

The $2.625 million Settlement Amount and any interest it earns is called the Settlement Fund.  The Settlement Fund, minus all Taxes, 
costs, fees, and expenses (the Net Settlement Fund), will be distributed according to the Plan of Allocation described below to members of 
the Settlement Class who timely submit valid Proofs of Claim (“Authorized Claimants”).  Settlement Class Members who do not timely 
submit valid Proofs of Claim will not share in the Net Settlement Fund but will otherwise be bound by the terms of the Settlement.  The 
Court may approve the Plan of Allocation or modify it without additional notice to the Settlement Class.  Any order modifying the Plan of 
Allocation will be posted on the settlement website at www.NeustarSecuritiesSettlement.com and at www.labaton.com. 

The Claims Administrator will determine each Authorized Claimant’s share of the Net Settlement Fund based upon each Authorized 
Claimant’s “Recognized Claim,” as described below.  The Plan of Allocation is not intended to estimate the amount a Settlement Class 
Member might have been able to recover after a trial, nor is it intended to estimate the amount that will be paid to Authorized Claimants.  
The Plan of Allocation is the basis upon which the Net Settlement Fund will be proportionately divided among all Authorized Claimants.  
The Court will be asked to approve the Claims Administrator’s determinations before the Net Settlement Fund is distributed to Authorized 
Claimants.  No distributions to Authorized Claimants who would receive less than $10.00 will be made, given the administrative expenses 
of processing and mailing such checks. 

Defendants, their respective counsel, and all other Released Defendant Parties will have no responsibility for or liability whatsoever for the 
investment of the Settlement Fund, the distribution of the Net Settlement Fund, the Plan of Allocation, or the payment of any claim.  Lead 
Plaintiff and Lead Counsel likewise will have no liability for their reasonable efforts to execute, administer, and distribute the Settlement. 

The following Plan of Allocation reflects the allegations that the price of publicly traded Neustar common stock during the Class Period 
was inflated artificially by reason of allegedly false and misleading statements made by Defendants.  For losses to be compensable under 
the federal securities laws, the disclosure of the allegedly misrepresented information must be the cause of the decline in the price of the 
security.  Defendants deny any allegations of liability.  In this case, Lead Plaintiff alleges that corrective information released to the market 
on the following trading dates (or after the market closed on the respective prior trading dates) impacted the market price of publicly 
traded Neustar common stock and removed the alleged artificial inflation from the stock price: January 30, 2014 and June 9, 2014.  
Additionally, Lead Plaintiff believes, consistent with the allegations in the Complaint, that the merits of the claims became stronger as of 
October 30, 2014, which is the first date on which Defendants made allegedly false and misleading statements after Neustar submitted an 
unsolicited, revised best-and-final offer for the NPAC contracts that was subsequently rejected. 

A “Recognized Loss Amount” will be calculated for each share of Neustar publicly traded common stock purchased or otherwise acquired 
during the Class Period, pursuant to the formulas below.  If a Recognized Loss Amount calculates to a negative number, the Recognized 
Loss Amount shall be zero.  The sum of a claimant’s Recognized Loss Amounts, or a claimant’s overall market loss as explained below, 
will be the claimant’s “Recognized Claim.”  To the extent there are sufficient funds in the Net Settlement Fund, each Authorized Claimant 
will receive an amount equal to the Authorized Claimant’s Recognized Claim.  If, however, the amount in the Net Settlement Fund is not 
sufficient to permit payment of the total of all Recognized Claims, then each Authorized Claimant will be paid the percentage of the Net 
Settlement Fund that each Authorized Claimant’s Recognized Claim bears to the total of the claims of all Authorized Claimants (“pro rata 
share”). 

CALCULATION OF RECOGNIZED LOSS AMOUNTS FOR SHARES OF NEUSTAR PUBLICLY TRADED COMMON 
STOCK 

A. For each share purchased between April 19, 2013 and October 29, 2013, inclusive, and:  
1. Sold on or before January 29, 2014, the Recognized Loss per share is zero.  
2. Sold between January 30, 2014 and June 6, 2014, inclusive, the Recognized Loss per share is the lesser of (a) the excess of the 

purchase price over the sale price or (b) $8.58.  
 3. Held as of the close of trading on June 6, 2014, the Recognized Loss per share is $8.58. 
 
B. For each share purchased between October 30, 2013 and January 29, 2014, inclusive, and:  

1. Sold on or before January 29, 2014, the Recognized Loss is zero.  
2. Sold between January 30, 2014 and June 6, 2014, inclusive, the Recognized Loss per share is the lesser of (a) the excess of the 

purchase price over the sale price or (b) $9.15.  
 3. Held as of the close of trading on June 6, 2014, the Recognized Loss per share is $9.15. 
 
C. For each share purchased between January 30, 2014 and June 6, 2014, inclusive, and:  

1. Sold on or before June 6, 2014, the Recognized Loss per share is zero.  
2. Held as of the close of trading on June 6, 2014, the Recognized Loss per share is the lesser of (a) the excess of the purchase price 

over $27.28 or (b) $2.27. 
ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS 

If a Settlement Class Member has more than one purchase/acquisition or sale of Neustar common stock during the Class Period, all 
purchases/acquisitions and sales shall be matched on a First In, First Out (“FIFO”) basis.  Class Period sales will be matched first against 
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any holdings at the beginning of the Class Period and then against purchases/acquisitions in chronological order, beginning with the 
earliest purchase/acquisition made during the Class Period. 

A purchase or sale of Neustar common stock will be deemed to have occurred on the “contract” or “trade” date as opposed to the 
“settlement” or “payment” date.  Any person or entity that sold Neustar common stock “short” will have no Recognized Loss with respect 
to such purchase during the Class Period to cover said short sale.  Gifts and transfers of stock are also not eligible purchases or sales.  
Payment in this manner will be deemed conclusive against all Authorized Claimants. 

The Claims Administrator will also determine if a claimant had an overall market gain or loss with respect to his, her, or its overall 
transactions in Neustar common stock during the Class Period.  For purposes of making this calculation, the Claims Administrator shall 
determine the difference between (i) the Total Purchase Amount2 and (ii) the sum of the Sales Proceeds3 and the Holding Value.4 This 
difference will be deemed a claimant’s overall market gain or loss with respect to his, her, or its transactions in Neustar common stock.  If 
a claimant has an overall market gain, the claimant’s Recognized Claim will be zero.  To the extent that a claimant suffered an overall 
market loss, but that market loss was less than the total of all Recognized Loss Amounts calculated above, then the claimant’s Recognized 
Claim shall be limited to the amount of the overall market loss. 

Neustar publicly traded common stock is the only security eligible for recovery under the Plan of Allocation.  Option contracts to purchase 
or sell Neustar common stock are not securities eligible to participate in the Settlement.  With respect to Neustar common stock purchased 
or sold through the exercise of an option, the purchase/sale date of the common stock is the exercise date of the option and the 
purchase/sale price is the exercise price of the option. 

An Authorized Claimant’s Recognized Claim shall be the amount used to calculate the Authorized Claimant’s pro rata share of the Net 
Settlement Fund.  The pro rata share shall be the Authorized Claimant’s Recognized Claim divided by the total of all Recognized Claims 
of all Authorized Claimants, multiplied by the total amount in the Net Settlement Fund. 

Distributions to eligible Authorized Claimants will be made after all claims have been processed and after the Court has approved the 
Claims Administrator’s determinations.  After an initial distribution of the Net Settlement Fund, if there is any balance remaining in the 
Net Settlement Fund (whether by reason of tax refunds, uncashed checks or otherwise) after at least six (6) months from the date of initial 
distribution of the Net Settlement Fund, Lead Counsel shall, if feasible and economical, conduct further distributions to reallocate such 
balance among Authorized Claimants who have cashed their checks in an equitable and economic fashion.  Any balance that still remains 
in the Net Settlement Fund that is not feasible or economical to reallocate, after payment of Notice and Administration Expenses, Taxes, 
and any Court-approved attorneys’ fees and expenses, shall be contributed to the Council of Institutional Investors, a not-for-profit 
organization that focuses on the interests of investors. 

Payment in this manner will be deemed conclusive against all Authorized Claimants.  Each claimant is deemed to have submitted to the 
jurisdiction of the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia with respect to his, her, or its Proof of Claim. 

SPECIAL NOTICE TO SECURITIES BROKERS AND OTHER NOMINEES 

If you purchased or otherwise acquired publicly traded Neustar common stock (CUSIP 64126X201) between April 19, 2013 and June 6, 
2014, inclusive, for the beneficial interest of a person or organization other than yourself, the Court has directed that, WITHIN SEVEN (7) 
CALENDAR DAYS OF YOUR RECEIPT OF THIS NOTICE, you either: (a) provide to the Claims Administrator the name and last 
known address of each person or organization for whom or which you purchased or otherwise acquired publicly traded Neustar common 
stock during such time period (preferably in an MS Excel data table, setting forth (i) title/registration, (ii) street address, (iii) city/state/zip; 
or electronically in MS Word or WordPerfect files; or on computer-generated mailing labels) or; (b) request additional copies of this 
Notice and the Proof of Claim form, which will be provided to you free of charge, and WITHIN SEVEN (7) CALENDAR DAYS send by 
First-Class Mail the Notice and Proof of Claim form directly to the beneficial owners of those Neustar shares. 

If you choose to follow alternative procedure (b), the Court has directed that, upon such mailing, you send a statement to the Claims 
Administrator confirming that the mailing was made as directed.  Upon full compliance with these requirements, you are entitled to 
reimbursement from the Settlement Fund of your reasonable expenses actually incurred in connection with the foregoing, including 
reimbursement of postage expense and the cost of ascertaining the names and addresses of beneficial owners.  Those expenses will be paid 
after request and submission of appropriate supporting documentation.  All communications concerning the foregoing should be addressed 
to the Claims Administrator: In re Neustar, Inc. Securities Litigation, Attn: Fulfillment Department, c/o A.B. Data, Ltd., 3410 West 
Hopkins Street, PO Box 170500, Milwaukee, WI 53217, 866-561-6065, fulfillment@abdata.com. 

 
Dated: October 6, 2015                          BY ORDER OF THE UNITED STATES 

      DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN 
      DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 
 

 

                                                   
2  The “Total Purchase Amount” is the total amount the claimant paid (excluding all fees, taxes, and commissions) for all Neustar common 
stock purchased or acquired during the Class Period. 
3  The “Sales Proceeds” is the total amount received for Neustar common stock sold during the Class Period.  The proceeds of sales 
matched to a claimant’s opening position will not be considered for purposes of calculating market gains or losses. 
4  The Claims Administrator shall ascribe a “Holding Value” of $26.67 to each share of Neustar common stock purchased or acquired 
during the Class Period that was still held as of the close of trading on June 6, 2014. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 

ALEXANDRIA DIVISION 
 
 

 
IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SECURITIES LITIGATION 
 

  
                    Case No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ 

 
 

PROOF OF CLAIM AND RELEASE  
I. GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS  
1. To be eligible to receive a recovery from the Net Settlement Fund as a Member of the Settlement Class in the class action lawsuit entitled In re Neustar, Inc. Securities 
Litigation, No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ, pending in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia, you must complete and, on page 5 below, sign this Proof of 
Claim and Release form.  If you fail to submit a timely, properly completed, and addressed (as set forth in paragraph 3 below) Proof of Claim, your claim may be rejected and you 
may be precluded from any recovery from the Net Settlement Fund created in connection with the Settlement of the Action. 
  
2. Submission of this Proof of Claim, however, does not ensure that you will share in the Net Settlement Fund, even if you are a Settlement Class Member.  
3. YOU MUST SUBMIT YOUR COMPLETED AND SIGNED PROOF OF CLAIM SUCH THAT IT IS POSTMARKED OR RECEIVED ON OR BEFORE 
FEBRUARY 3, 2016, ADDRESSED AS FOLLOWS: 
 

In re Neustar Inc. Securities Litigation 
Claims Administrator 

c/o A.B. Data, Ltd. 
P.O. Box 170500 

Milwaukee, WI 52317-8091 
 

If you are NOT a Member of the Settlement Class (as defined below and in the Notice of Pendency of Class Action, Proposed Settlement, and Motion for Attorneys’ Fees and 
Expenses (“Notice”)) DO NOT submit this Proof of Claim form.  You are not entitled to a recovery.  
4. If you are a Member of the Settlement Class and you have not timely and validly requested to be excluded from the Settlement Class, you will be bound by the terms of the Final 
Order and Judgment entered by the Court, WHETHER OR NOT YOU SUBMIT A PROOF OF CLAIM.  
5.   All capitalized terms not otherwise defined herein shall have the same meaning as set forth in the Notice that accompanies this Proof of Claim and in the Stipulation and 
Agreement of Settlement, dated as of July 28, 2015 (the “Settlement Agreement”).  
II. IDENTIFICATION OF CLAIMANT 

1. You are a Settlement Class Member if you purchased or otherwise acquired the publicly traded common stock of Neustar, Inc. (“Neustar”) between April 19, 2013 and June 6, 
2014, inclusive, and were damaged thereby.  Excluded from the Settlement Class are: (i) Defendants; (ii) present and former executive officers of Neustar, (iii) members of Neustar’s 
Board of Directors; (iv) Immediate Family Members of any of the foregoing individuals; (v) the legal representatives, heirs, successors or assigns of any of the foregoing individuals 
and entities; (vi) any entity in which Defendants have or had a controlling interest; and (vii) any affiliate of Neustar.  Also excluded from the Settlement Class will be any Person 
who timely and validly seeks exclusion from the Settlement Class in accordance with the requirements set forth in the Notice.    
2. If you purchased or otherwise acquired publicly traded common stock of Neustar during the Class Period and held the stock in your name, you are the beneficial purchaser or 
acquirer as well as the record purchaser or acquirer.  If, however, you purchased or otherwise acquired publicly traded Neustar common stock during the Class Period through a third 
party, such as a nominee or brokerage firm, and the shares were registered in the name of that third party, you are the beneficial purchaser or acquirer of these shares, but the third 
party is the record purchaser or acquirer of these shares.    
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3. Use Part I of this form entitled “Claimant Identification” to identify each beneficial purchaser or acquirer of publicly traded Neustar common stock that forms the basis of this 
claim, as well as the purchaser or acquirer of record if different.  THIS CLAIM MUST BE SUBMITTED BY THE ACTUAL BENEFICIAL PURCHASER(S), OR AUTHORIZED 
ACQUIRER(S) OR LEGAL REPRESENTATIVE(S) OF SUCH BENEFICIAL PURCHASER(S) OR ACQUIRER(S), OF THE PUBLICLY TRADED NEUSTAR COMMON 
STOCK ON WHICH THIS CLAIM IS BASED.  
4. All joint beneficial purchasers or acquirers must sign this claim.  Executors, administrators, guardians, conservators and trustees must complete and sign this claim on behalf of 
Persons represented by them and their authority must accompany this claim and their titles or capacities must be stated.  The Social Security (or employer identification) number and 
telephone number of one of the beneficial owner(s) may be used in verifying this claim.  Failure to provide the foregoing information could delay verification of your claim or result 
in rejection of your claim. 
 

III. IDENTIFICATION OF TRANSACTION(S) 

1. Use Part II of this form entitled “Schedule of Transactions in Publicly Traded Neustar Common Stock” to supply all required details of your transaction(s) in publicly traded 
Neustar common stock.  If you need more space or additional schedules, attach separate sheets providing all of the required information in substantially the same form.  Sign and 
print or type your name and include your Social Security or employer identification number and the full name of the account on each additional sheet.  
2. On the schedules, provide all of the requested information with respect to: (i) all of your holdings of publicly traded Neustar common stock as of the beginning of trading on 
April 19, 2013; (ii) all of your purchases, acquisitions, and sales of publicly traded Neustar common stock which took place at any time beginning April 19, 2013 through, and 
including, June 6, 2014; and (iii) proof of your holdings in publicly traded Neustar common stock as of the close of trading on June 6, 2014, regardless of whether such purchases, 
acquisitions, sales or transactions resulted in a profit or a loss.  Failure to report all such transactions may result in the rejection of your claim.   
 
3. List each purchase, acquisition, sale, and transaction in the Class Period separately and in chronological order, by trade date, beginning with the earliest.  You must accurately 
provide the month, day, and year of each such transaction you list.  
4. Copies of broker confirmations or other documentation of your purchases, acquisitions, sales or transactions in publicly traded Neustar common stock must be attached to your 
claim.  DO NOT SEND ORIGINALS.  Failure to provide this documentation could delay verification of your claim or result in rejection of your claim.  The Parties and the Claims 
Administrator do not independently have information about your investments in Neustar common stock.  The Claims Administrator may also request additional information as 
needed to efficiently and reliably calculate your losses.  
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PART I—CLAIMANT INFORMATION 
 

Beneficial Owner’s Name (First, Middle, Last)                       
                               

                               
                               

Joint Beneficial Owner’s Name (First, Middle, Last)                 
                               

                               
                               

Company/Trust/Other Entity (If Claimant Is Not an Individual)   Contact Person (If Claimant Is Not an Individual)         
                               

                               
                               

Trustee/Nominee/Other                           
                               

                               
                               

Account Number (If Claimant Is Not an Individual)     Trust Date/Other (If Applicable)            
                               

                               
                               

Address Line 1                     
                               

                               
                               

Address Line 2 (If Applicable)                        
                               

                               
                               

City                 State  Zip Code        
                               

                          —     
                               

Foreign Province            Foreign Postal Code     Foreign Country           
                               

                               
                               

Last 4 digits of Social Security Number or Taxpayer Identification Number             
                               

X X X — X X —     OR X X — X X X              
                               

 

Check Appropriate box:                           
 

 Individual or Sole Proprietor  Partnership                                            Estate   
 Corporation  Pension Plan  Other  (please specify)  
 IRA  Trust 

 
   

Telephone Number (Daytime)          Telephone Number (Evening)           
                               

(    )    —       (    )    —        
                               

 

 

Email Address (Email address is not required, but if you provide it you authorize the Claims Administrator to use it in providing you with information relevant to this claim.) 
                               

                               
                               

 

   
 

For Official Use Only 
"Neustar" 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 

ALEXANDRIA DIVISION 
In re Neustar, Inc. Securities Litigation  

No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ 
 

PROOF OF CLAIM AND RELEASE FORM 
 

PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT 

MUST BE POSTMARKED OR  
 

RECEIVED ON OR BEFORE  
 

FEBRUARY 3, 2016 
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PART II—SCHEDULE OF TRANSACTIONS IN PUBLICLY TRADED NEUSTAR COMMON STOCK 
Failure to provide proof of all holdings, purchases, acquisitions, and sales information requested below will impede proper processing of your claim and may result in the rejection of 
your claim.  Please include proper documentation with your Proof of Claim form as described in detail in Section III—Identification of Transactions, Paragraph 4, above.   
 
 

1.  BEGINNING HOLDINGS—Number of shares of publicly traded Neustar common stock held at the beginning of trading  
on April 19, 2013: 

Proof Enclosed 
○ Y    ○ N 

2. PURCHASES/ACQUISITIONS DURING THE CLASS PERIOD—Purchases or other acquisitions, including by way of exchange, conversion, or 
otherwise (on or after April 19, 2013 through and including June 6, 2014) of publicly traded Neustar common stock: 

 
Date of Purchase 

(List Chronologically) 
 (Month/Day/Year) 

Number of Shares  
Purchased 

Purchase Price Per Share Total Purchase Price  
(excluding taxes, commissions and fees) 

Proof Enclosed 
 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

3.  SALES DURING THE CLASS PERIOD— Sales or other deliveries, including by way of exchange or otherwise (on or after April 19, 2013 through 
and including June 6, 2014) of publicly traded Neustar common stock: 

 

Date of Sale 
(List Chronologically) 

(Month/Day/Year) 

Number of Shares Sold Sale Price Per Share 
 

Total Sale Price  
(excluding taxes, commissions and fees) 

Proof Enclosed 
 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

/                   /  $ $ ○ Y    ○ N 

4.  ENDING HOLDINGS— Number of shares of publicly traded Neustar common stock held at the close of trading on June 6, 
 2014:   

Proof Enclosed 
○ Y    ○ N 

 
If you require additional space, attach extra schedules in the same format as above.  Sign and print your name and include your Social Security or employer identification 
number and full account name on each additional page. 
  

YOU ARE NOT FINISHED, PLEASE READ THE RELEASE AND SIGN ON PAGE 5 BELOW.  FAILURE TO SIGN THE RELEASE MAY RESULT IN A DELAY 
IN PROCESSING OR THE REJECTION OF YOUR CLAIM.  
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IV.   SUBMISSION TO JURISDICTION OF THE COURT AND ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

I (We) submit this Proof of Claim under the terms of the Settlement Agreement described in the Notice.  I (We) also submit to the jurisdiction of the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of Virginia with respect to my (our) claim as a Settlement Class Member and for purposes of enforcing the release set forth herein.  I (We) further acknowledge 
that I (we) will be bound by and subject to the terms of any Final Order and Judgment that may be entered in the Action.  I (We) agree to furnish additional information to the Claims 
Administrator to support this claim if requested to do so.  I (We) have not submitted any other claim covering the same purchases, acquisitions or sales or holdings of publicly traded 
Neustar common stock during the Class Period and know of no other Person having done so on my (our) behalf.  
V.  RELEASE 

1. I (We), hereby acknowledge full and complete satisfaction of the Released Claims and that I have fully, finally, and forever waived, released, discharged, and dismissed each and 
every one of the Released Claims against each and every one of the Released Defendant Parties and that I am forever barred and enjoined from commencing, instituting, prosecuting, 
or maintaining any and all of the Released Claims against any and all of the Released Defendant Parties in any court of law or equity, arbitration tribunal, or administrative forum. I 
understand that the defined terms have the meaning set forth in the accompanying Notice. 

 
2. This release shall be of no force or effect unless and until the Court approves the Settlement Agreement and the Effective Date (as defined in the Settlement Agreement) has 
occurred. 

 
3. I (We) hereby warrant and represent that I (we) have not assigned or transferred or purported to assign or transfer, voluntarily or involuntarily, any matter released pursuant to this 
release or any other part or portion thereof. 

 
4. I (We) hereby warrant and represent that I (we) have included information about all of my (our) purchases, acquisitions, and sales and other transactions in publicly traded Neustar 
common stock during the Class Period and the number of shares held by me (us) at the beginning of trading on April 19, 2013, and at the close of trading on June 6, 2014. 
 
5. I (We) hereby warrant and represent that I am (we are) not excluded from the Settlement Class as defined herein and in the Notice. 

 
CERTIFICATION 

UNDER THE PENALTY OF PERJURY, I (WE) CERTIFY THAT: 

1. The numbers shown on this form are the correct last 4 digits of my (our) SSN, TIN or EIN;  

2. I am/we are not subject to backup tax withholding. (If you have been notified by the IRS that you are subject to backup tax withholding, strike out the previous sentence); and 

3. The foregoing information supplied by the undersigned is true and correct. 

Executed this ______ day of ______________________, in __________________, _________________. 

                                                            (Month / Year)                        (City)                       (State / Country) 
  

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
(Sign your name here) 

 
 
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
(Type or print your name here) 

 
 
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
(Capacity of person(s) signing, e.g., Beneficial Purchaser, Executor or Administrator) 

ACCURATE CLAIMS PROCESSING TAKES A SIGNIFICANT AMOUNT OF TIME. 
THANK YOU FOR YOUR PATIENCE. 
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Reminder Checklist: 

1. Please sign the above release and certification.  If this claim is being made on behalf of joint claimants, both must sign. 

2. Remember to attach supporting documentation.  Do not highlight the Proof of Claim form or supporting documentation. 

3. Do not send original stock certificates or other original documentation; please send only copies.  These items cannot be returned to you by the Claims Administrator. 

4. Keep a copy of your Proof of Claim form for your records. 

5. The Claims Administrator will acknowledge receipt of your Proof of Claim by mail, within 60 days.  Your claim is not deemed by the Claims Administrator to be 
submitted unless you receive an acknowledgement postcard.  If you do not receive an acknowledgement postcard within 60 days, please call the Claims Administrator.  
Also, you can submit your claim using a service that provides you with proof of mailing, such as: registered or certified mail, return receipt requested; express mail that does not 
waive signature; or courier service. 

6. If you move and/or change your name, please inform the Claims Administrator of your new address and/or name. 

THIS PROOF OF CLAIM AND RELEASE MUST BE POSTMARKED OR RECEIVED ON OR BEFORE FEBRUARY 3, 2016, AND MUST BE MAILED TO: 

 
IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SECURITIES LITIGATION 

c/o A.B. DATA, LTD. 
P.O. BOX 170500 

MILWAUKEE, WI 53217-8091 
 

Case 1:14-cv-00885-JCC-TRJ   Document 60-2   Filed 10/29/15   Page 20 of 25 PageID# 1345

http://www.neustarsecuritiessettlement.com/


EXHIBIT B 

Case 1:14-cv-00885-JCC-TRJ   Document 60-2   Filed 10/29/15   Page 21 of 25 PageID# 1346



Copyright 2015 Investor’s Business Daily Inc.

2015 4Wk Net
% % Asset NAV
Chg Fund Chg Value Chg

2015 4Wk Net
% % Asset NAV
Chg Fund Chg Value Chg

2015 4Wk Net
% % Asset NAV
Chg Fund Chg Value Chg

2015 4Wk Net
% % Asset NAV
Chg Fund Chg Value Chg

2015 4Wk Net
% % Asset NAV
Chg Fund Chg Value Chg

2015 4Wk Net
% % Asset NAV
Chg Fund Chg Value Chg

2015 4Wk Net
% % Asset NAV
Chg Fund Chg Value Chg

2015 4Wk Net
% % Asset NAV
Chg Fund Chg Value Chg

2015 4Wk Net
% % Asset NAV
Chg Fund Chg Value Chg

2015 4Wk Net
% % Asset NAV
Chg Fund Chg Value Chg

—A—
ABFunds A
$ 54.5 bil 800–221–5672

– 3 DiscovVal + 1 19.68 +.02
+ 7 Growth + 2 64.23 +.35
– 1 HiIncome 0 8.48 +.00
+ 8 LrgCpGrow + 2 40.33 +.21

ABFunds ADV
$ 38.6 bil 800–221–5672

+ 2 ConWlth + 2 28.42n +.02
– 3 DiscovVal + 1 20.10n +.02
– 1 HiIncome 0 8.50n +.01
+ 8 LrgCpGrow + 2 43.14n +.22
0 SelUSEqAd + 2 15.46n +.02
ABFunds B
$ 47.0 bil 800–221–5672

– 3 DiscovVal + 1 18.64n +.02
+ 6 Growth + 2 39.93n +.22
– 2 HiIncome 0 8.56n +.01
+ 7 LrgCpGrow + 2 32.07n +.16

ABFunds C
$ 56.0 bil 800–221–5672

– 3 DiscovVal + 1 17.93n +.02
+ 6 Growth + 2 40.34n +.22
– 2 HiIncome 0 8.58n +.00
+ 7 LrgCpGrow + 2 32.40n +.17

ABFunds I
$ 25.7 bil 800–221–5672

– 3 DiscovVal + 1 19.59n +.02
– 1 HiIncome 0 8.50n +.01
+ 8 LgCpGr + 2 42.92n +.22

ABFunds K
$ 16.5 bil 800–221–5672

– 3 DiscovVal + 1 19.45n +.02
– 1 HiIncome 0 8.49n +.01
+ 8 LgGrwthK + 2 41.00n +.21

ABFunds R
$ 21.5 bil 800–221–5672

– 3 DiscovVal + 1 19.30n +.02
– 1 HiIncome 0 8.48n +.00

ABFunds Z
$ 17.9 bil 800–221–5672

– 1 HiIncmZ 0 8.50n +.01
Advisors' Inner Circle
$ 7.5 bil 800–791–4226

+ 8 EdgwdGrInst + 2 21.82n +.12
AdvisorTwo
$ 3.3 bil 800–618–1872

+ 4 FrCrGrInst + 2 14.97n +.00
Akre
$ 8.6 bil 877–862–9556

+ 2 FocusInst + 1 23.15n +.05
+ 1 FocusR + 1 22.84n +.04

Alger Funds A
$ 8.6 bil 800–992–3863

+ 3 CaptApp + 1 21.23 +.05
+ 4 Spectra + 1 17.94 +.05

Alger Funds B
$ 2.4 bil 800–992–3863

+ 3 CaptApp + 1 17.68n +.04
Alger Funds C
$ 2.5 bil 800–992–3863

+ 3 CaptApp + 1 17.75n +.04
Alger Funds I
$ 1.5 bil 800–992–3863

+ 3 CaptApp + 1 73.81n +.19
+ 2 Growth 0 60.04n +.20

Alger Instl
$ 4.6 bil 800–992–3863

+ 3 CapApp + 1 27.71n +.07
Allianz A
$ 19.2 bil 800–426–0107

+ 8 GIFocGrowth + 2 42.95 +.15
+10 RCMWellnss – 3 35.77 +.24

Allianz Admin
$ 7.6 bil 800–426–0107

+ 8 GIFocGrowthR + 2 34.08n +.12
Allianz B
$ 16.9 bil 800–426–0107

+ 7 GIFocGrowth + 2 31.63n +.12
+ 1 RCMTech + 1 48.11n +.17

Allianz C
$ 16.4 bil 800–426–0107

+ 7 GIFocGrowth + 2 31.62n +.11
+ 1 RCMTech + 1 48.09n +.17

Allianz D
$ 9.2 bil 800–426–0107

+ 1 RCMTech + 1 55.23n +.20
+10 RCMWellnss – 3 35.76n +.24

Allianz Instl
$ 17.0 bil 800–426–0107

+ 2 RCMMid Cap – 1 3.88n +.00
+ 1 RCMTech + 1 56.08 +.20
+ 1 RCMTech + 2 60.34n +.22

Amer Beacon Adv
$ 17.9 bil 800–388–3344

– 5 LgCapVal + 3 25.95n –.12
Amer Beacon AMR
$ 22.4 bil 800–388–3344

– 4 LgCapVal + 3 27.59n –.12
Amer Beacon Inst
$ 28.2 bil 800–388–3344

– 1 BrdgLgCpVal + 3 23.54n –.04
– 4 LgCapVal + 3 27.89n –.13

Amer Beacon Inv
$ 23.1 bil 800–388–3344

– 4 LgCapVal + 3 26.24n –.12
Amer Cent A
$ 110 bil 800–345–2021

– 1 Equity Inc + 4 8.51 –.01
+ 3 Growth + 2 28.92 +.09
– 1 MidCpVal + 3 16.23 –.04
– 1 SmCapGrow – 4 12.97 +.04
+ 6 Ultra + 2 35.53 +.17

Amer Cent C
$ 63.5 bil 800–345–2021

– 2 Equity Income + 4 8.51n –.01
– 1 MidCpVal + 3 16.12n –.04

Amer Cent Instl
$ 139 bil 800–345–2021

– 1 Equity Inc + 4 8.52n –.01
+ 3 Growth + 2 30.13n +.10
0 MidCpVal + 3 16.27n –.04

+ 3 NT Growth + 2 15.11n +.05
– 2 NT SmallCo + 1 9.53n +.05
– 3 NTCoreEqPl + 3 14.10n +.02
– 1 NTMidVal + 3 12.46n –.03
– 2 Small Co + 2 12.92n +.07
0 SmCapGrow – 4 13.51n +.04

+ 6 Ultra + 2 37.95n +.17
Amer Cent Inv
$ 152 bil 800–345–2021

+ 5 AllCapGrw + 2 31.61n +.10
– 1 AmerCenDiGr + 1 18.75n +.06
+ 6 AmerCenR6Cl + 2 37.97n +.17
+ 4 AmerCInv + 2 16.72n +.10
– 1 EquityInc + 4 8.51n –.01
+ 3 Growth + 2 29.68n +.10
– 1 MidCpVal + 3 16.26n –.04
– 2 Small Co + 2 12.87n +.07
0 SmCapGrow – 4 13.30n +.04

+ 6 Ultra + 2 36.87n +.17
Amer Cent R
$ 63.3 bil 800–345–2021

– 2 EquityInc + 4 8.49n –.01
+ 3 Growth + 2 28.47n +.09
– 1 MidCpVal + 3 16.19n –.04

American Funds A
$ 1165 bil 800–421–4120

0 AMCAP + 2 27.16 +.02
+ 1 Balanced + 3 24.61 +.00
+ 1 BdFdAm + 1 12.80 +.00
0 CapIncBldr + 4 57.88 –.03
0 CapWld G&I + 4 45.44 +.03

– 1 CapWrldBd + 1 19.50 –.03
+ 2 EuroPac Gr + 3 48.14 +.10
+ 2 FndmntlInv + 4 51.93 +.00
– 1 Glb Bal + 3 29.71 –.05
+ 4 GrFdAmer + 2 44.19 +.04
– 3 High Income – 1 10.00 –.01

+ 2 Interm Bond + 1 13.62 +.00
– 3 IntlGr&Inc + 3 29.98 –.04
– 1 Inv Co Am + 4 36.13 –.06
– 3 Mutual + 3 35.45 –.05
+ 5 New Pers + 3 38.00 +.12
– 4 NewWorld + 3 51.16 +.04
+ 3 NewEcon + 1 37.75 +.11
+ 3 Sm CpWrld – 1 46.71 +.13
+ 2 TaxExBdAm + 1 13.01 +.00
– 2 TheInFdAm + 3 20.76 –.02
+ 2 US Gov Sec + 1 14.24 +.00
– 1 WashMutl + 4 39.83 –.05

American Funds B
$ 1128 bil 800–421–4120

0 AMCAP + 2 24.95n +.01
0 Balanced + 3 24.57n +.00

+ 1 BdFdAm + 1 12.80n +.00
– 1 CapIncBldr + 3 58.06n –.04
– 2 CapWrldBd + 1 19.34n –.03
0 CpWrldG&I + 3 45.27n +.03

+ 2 EuroPac Gr + 3 47.92n +.09
+ 1 FndmntlInv + 4 51.83n +.00
+ 3 GrFdAmer + 2 42.06n +.04
– 3 Hi Inc Tr – 1 10.00n –.01
+ 1 Interm Bond 0 13.62n +.00
– 1 Inv Co Am + 4 36.02n –.07
– 4 Mutual + 3 35.21n –.05
+ 2 New Econ + 1 35.33n +.10
+ 4 New Pers + 3 37.37n +.11
– 5 NewWorld + 3 50.36n +.04
+ 2 SmCpWrld – 1 42.83n +.11
+ 1 TaxExBdAm + 1 13.01n +.00
– 2 TheInFdAm + 3 20.64n –.02
+ 2 US Gov Sec + 1 14.23n +.00
– 2 WashMut + 4 39.64n –.05

Amerindo Funds
$ 89.3 bil 888–832–4386

0 CpWrldGI R5 + 4 45.45n +.03
AQR Funds
$ 26.5 bil 866–290–2688

+ 3 MgdFutStrI – 1 10.92n +.03
+ 3 MgdFutStrN – 1 10.81n +.03
+ 1 MomentumI + 1 20.98n +.08

Ariel Mutual Fds
$ 4.7 bil 800–292–7435

– 5 ApprecInv + 2 51.06n –.16
– 4 Inv + 2 68.93n –.28

Artisan Funds
$ 97.9 bil 800–344–1770

– 5 IntlInst + 1 28.65n +.06
– 5 IntlInv + 1 28.42n +.06
+ 1 IntlValInv + 4 34.45n –.09
+ 1 IntlValInvInst + 4 34.62n –.09
– 6 Mid Cap Val + 2 23.27n –.08
+ 1 MidCapInst – 1 48.62n +.10
+ 1 MidCapInv – 1 46.02n +.09

—B—
Baird Funds
$ 21.1 bil 800–792–2473

+ 2 CorPlsBdIns + 1 11.09n +.00
Baron Instl
$ 21.7 bil 800–992–2766

0 Asset 0 64.85n +.19
– 1 Growth 0 72.24n +.27
– 3 Partners – 3 36.24n +.05
– 3 RealEstate 0 25.36n +.14

Baron Retail
$ 1.9 bil 800–992–2766

– 3 RealEstate 0 25.10n +.14
Baron Funds
$ 21.6 bil 800–992–2766

0 Asset 0 63.48n +.19
– 2 Growth 0 71.15n +.27
– 3 Partners – 2 35.73n +.05

BlackRock A
$ 62.3 bil 800–441–7762

– 2 Equity Div + 5 24.19 +.39
0 Glob Alloc + 2 19.70 –.06

+ 6 HealthSciOp b – 4 52.63 +.12
+ 7 Mid Gr – 1 15.13 +.04
0 US Opport 0 36.31 –.04
BlackRock B
$ 11.1 bil 800–441–7762

+ 6 HealthSciOp b – 4 48.67n +.11
– 1 US Opportunm 030.40
n –.03

BlackRock BlRk
$ 3.1 bil 800–441–7762

+ 5 CapApp b + 1 26.59n +.05
BlackRock C
$ 39.8 bil 800–441–7762

– 1 Glob Alloc + 2 18.06n –.06
+ 6 HealthSciOp b – 4 47.87n +.11
– 1 US Opportun 0 30.41n –.03

BlackRock III
$ 46.9 bil 800–441–7762

– 1 Lfpth2020A + 2 14.21 –.02
BlackRock Instl
$ 74.5 bil 800–441–7762

+ 5 CapApp b + 1 26.52n +.05
– 1 Equity Div + 5 24.24n +.37
0 Glob Alloc + 2 19.82n –.06

+ 7 HealthSciOp b – 4 54.62n +.13
0 HiYld Bd – 1 7.56n +.00

+ 8 Sci&TechOp + 3 16.61n +.04
0 US Opportun 0 39.43n –.03
BlackRock Svc
$ 4.5 bil 800–441–7762

0 US Opport 0 37.42n –.03
Blackrock Funds
$ 28.9 bil 800–441–7762

0 StratIncOpptyIns 09.97n
+.00

Bridgeway Funds
$ 1.4 bil 800–661–3550

– 6 Aggrsv Inv 1 0 55.85n +.19
Brown Advisory
$ 8.3 bil 410–537–5483

+ 5 SmlGrInv 0 17.28n +.02
Brown Captl Mgmt
$ 2.0 bil 877–892–4226

+ 6 Small Co + 2 75.96n +.25
Buffalo Funds
$ 7.0 bil 800–492–8332

+ 5 DISCovery 0 20.95n +.03
+ 3 Growth + 3 34.26n +.07
+ 2 MidCap – 2 17.84n +.00

—C—
Calvert Group
$ 13.4 bil 800–368–2745

+ 4 EquityA + 3 50.47 +.14
+ 1 SocialIdx A + 3 18.93 +.02

Century Funds
$ 821 mil 800–321–1928

+ 7 ShrsTr Inst + 3 20.83n +.08
CG Cap Mkt Fds
$ 6.6 bil

+ 2 LgCapGr + 1 20.91n +.04
– 2 SmCapGr – 5 23.61n +.01

CGM Funds
$ 2.7 bil 800–345–4048

– 2 Focus – 3 40.07n +.15
– 1 Mutual – 1 30.09n +.01

Clipper Fund
$ 1.1 bil 800–432–2504

+ 5 Clipper + 3 103.45n
–.19
– 5 † ClrBrdgValueTrFI + 3
72.04n –.04

Columbia A
$ 170 bil 800–345–6611

– 1 Acorn 0 28.56 +.01
0 Acorn Intl + 4 41.23 +.01

– 1 AcrnIntlSel + 4 21.76 –.05
+ 4 ACTIVEgr + 1 13.03n +.06
+ 1 ContraCore + 3 21.80 +.01
– 1 Div Inc + 4 18.36 +.01
+ 6 LargeGr + 1 35.77 +.14
+ 4 Largegrow + 2 9.15 +.04
– 3 Largevalue + 5 9.32 –.01
+ 1 LrCorQuant + 4 9.73 +.01

0 LrgEnCore + 4 21.13n +.01
– 2 Marsico21st – 3 20.23 +.06
– 3 Mid Cap Val + 1 15.76 –.01
0 MidCap Idx + 1 15.24n +.04

– 5 Recovery + 2 15.32 –.05
+ 3 Sel Lg Gr 0 17.08 +.10
+ 4 SelCom&Inf + 3 57.78 –.23
+ 5 SeligGlbTch + 3 30.02 –.11
– 2 SlSmlrCpVl 0 19.72 +.04
– 1 Sm Cap Indx + 2 22.11n +.04
0 SmCpVal II + 2 17.14 +.02

+ 7 Technology + 4 19.31 +.03
+ 1 Val&Restrc + 3 45.81 +.01

Columbia B
$ 105 bil 800–345–6611

– 1 Acorn – 1 24.64n +.01
– 1 Acorn Intl + 4 39.65n +.01
+ 1 COntrar + 3 19.86n +.00
– 2 Div Income + 4 17.87n +.00
+ 5 LrgCapGrow + 1 31.34n +.12
+ 4 SelCom&Inf + 3 44.35n –.17
+ 4 SeligGlbTch + 3 24.44n –.09
– 2 SlSmlrCpVl 0 15.90n +.03

Columbia C
$ 128 bil 800–345–6611

– 1 Acorn – 1 24.07n +.00
– 1 Acorn Intl + 4 39.52n +.01
+ 1 Contrar + 3 19.90n +.00
– 2 Div Inc + 4 17.86n +.00
+ 2 Largegrow 0 15.99n +.09
+ 5 LrgCapGrow + 1 31.38n +.13
– 6 Recovery + 2 14.51n –.05
+ 3 SelgCom&Inf + 3 43.98n –.17
+ 4 SeligGlbTch + 3 24.43n –.09
– 2 SlSmlrCpVl 0 15.93n +.03
+ 7 Technology + 4 17.70n +.03
0 Val&Restrc + 3 45.18n +.00
Columbia I,T&G
$ 98.1 bil 800–345–6611

+ 1 ContraCore + 3 21.61 +.00
+ 2 Contrar + 3 21.97n +.00
– 1 Div Inc T + 4 18.37 +.01
– 1 Dividend + 4 18.39n +.01
+ 6 Large Gr T + 1 35.51 +.14
+ 6 Largecap + 1 36.87n +.15
– 5 Largecap + 4 22.24n –.05
+ 3 Largegro 0 17.55n +.10
– 3 Largevalue + 5 9.30 –.01
– 3 Largevalue + 5 9.42n –.01
+ 5 LgGrowQntI + 2 9.32n +.04
+ 1 LrCorQuant + 4 9.82n +.01
– 5 Recovery + 2 15.61n –.05

Columbia K
$ 6.9 bil 800–345–6611

+ 1 LrCorQuant + 3 9.79n +.00
Columbia R
$ 149 bil 800–345–6611

+ 1 Contrar + 3 21.78n +.00
– 1 Dividend + 4 18.61n +.01
– 2 Dividend + 4 18.37n +.01
– 1 Dividend + 4 18.62n +.01
+ 1 Largecore + 4 9.77n +.01
+ 3 Largegrow 0 17.80n +.11
– 1 LGcap + 4 21.07n +.01
– 2 Marisco21st – 3 19.84n +.05
– 4 Mid Cap Val + 1 15.72n –.01
+ 3 Midcap + 3 55.65n –.22
+ 4 SEligcom + 3 61.88n –.24
+ 1 Val&Restrc + 3 45.74n +.00

Columbia W
$ 39.3 bil 800–345–6611

+ 1 + 3 21.80n +.00
+ 3 Lareggrow 0 17.08n +.10
+ 1 Largecore + 3 9.79n +.01
+ 4 Largegrow + 2 9.20n +.03
+ 6 Largegrow + 1 35.83n +.14
– 3 Largevalue + 5 9.37n –.02

Columbia Y
$ 27.1 bil 800–345–6611

– 1 Dividend + 4 18.63n +.01
0 LrgEnCore + 4 21.13n +.02

– 3 Midcap + 1 15.76n +.00
Columbia Z
$ 149 bil 800–345–6611

– 1 Acorn 0 30.27n +.01
0 Acorn Intl + 4 41.37n +.01

– 1 AcrnIntlSel + 4 22.07n –.05
+ 1 ContraCore + 3 21.96n +.00
– 1 Div Inc Z + 4 18.37n +.00
– 6 Largecap + 4 22.24n –.05
+ 1 Largecore + 3 9.79n +.01
+ 6 LargeGr + 1 36.84n +.15
– 3 Largevalue + 5 9.40n –.02
0 LrgEnCore + 4 21.11n +.01

– 1 Marsico21st – 3 20.87n +.05
– 3 Mid Cap Val + 1 15.78n –.01
0 MidCap Idx + 1 15.21n +.04

– 5 RecAndInfra + 2 15.55n –.05
+ 4 SELigcom + 3 61.65n –.24
+ 5 SELIgGLobl + 3 30.48n –.11
+ 3 SelLgGrZ 0 17.40n +.10
0 Sm Cap Indx + 2 22.24n +.05
0 SmCpVal II + 2 17.34n +.02

+ 8 Technology + 4 19.94n +.03
+ 1 Val&Restrc + 3 45.77n +.01

—D—E—
Davis Funds A
$ 18.3 bil 800–279–0279

0 Financial + 2 39.71 +.00
+ 3 NY Venture + 3 34.00 –.07
+ 3 Opportunity + 4 32.80 +.10

Davis Funds B
$ 18.2 bil 800–279–0279

– 1 Financial + 2 32.10n +.00
+ 2 NY Venture + 2 31.25n –.07
+ 3 Opportunity + 4 26.77n +.08

Davis Funds C&Y
$ 34.7 bil 800–279–0279

0 Financial C + 2 33.50n +.00
+ 2 NY Venture C + 3 31.83n –.07
+ 3 NY Venture Y + 3 34.56n –.08
+ 3 Opportnty C + 4 28.54n +.08

Delaware A
$ 23.2 bil 800–523–4640

+ 5 SMIDCapGrow + 1 29.15 +.13
+ 3 USGrowth + 2 26.48 +.07

Delaware Instl
$ 16.6 bil 800–828–5052

+ 3 USGrowth + 2 28.19n +.08
– 1 Value + 5 17.87n –.03

Deutsche
$ 3.5 bil 800–730–1313

+ 4 CoreEquity + 3 25.02n +.03
Diamond Hill Funds
$ 41.4 bil 614–255–3333

– 1 LrgCapI + 3 22.64n –.08
– 1 LrgCapY + 3 22.67n –.08
+ 1 SmallCap A + 1 33.00 –.04
+ 1 SmallCap C + 1 29.40n –.03
+ 2 SmallCap Y + 1 33.55n –.04
+ 1 SmallCapI + 1 33.51n –.04
+ 5 SmlMidI + 1 19.35n –.06

Dimensional Funds
$ 365 bil 310–395–8005

+ 1 1 Yr Fixed Inc 0 10.33n +.00
+ 1 2Yr Glbl Fxd 0 9.97n +.00
+ 2 5GlbFxdInc + 1 11.12n +.00
+11 Contl Sm Co + 2 20.85n +.03
– 4 EmgMktSml + 6 18.93n +.01
– 7 EmMktCorEq + 6 17.24n +.00
–10 EmrgMktValI + 6 22.93n –.02
+ 6 Intl Small Co + 3 17.79n –.02
– 2 IntlValueI + 4 16.98n –.17
– 2 IntlValueII + 4 4.88n –.05
– 1 IntlValueIII + 4 14.70n –.15
– 1 IntlValueIV + 4 13.26n –.13
– 2 LWASIntHiBk + 4 7.73n –.08
+ 2 STTrGov 0 10.79n +.01
– 1 SustUSCorI + 3 16.39n +.00
– 2 TAUSCorEq2 + 2 13.88n –.01
0 TaxMgTgtVal + 2 32.25n –.01

– 1 TaxMgUSSm + 2 36.65n +.04

0 TxMgdUSEq + 3 22.01n +.00
– 1 TxMUSMkVl + 4 25.35n –.07
0 TxMUSMkVlII + 4 24.37n –.06

– 1 USCorEq1 + 2 17.59n –.01
– 2 USCorEq2 + 2 17.01n –.02
– 2 USLgCapVal + 5 32.90n –.12
– 2 USLgCapVal3 + 5 23.64n –.08
– 2 USMicroCap + 2 18.97n +.03
– 1 USSmallCap + 2 30.75n +.05
– 2 USTgtValI + 2 21.49n –.05
– 3 USVectorEq + 2 16.08n –.03

Dodge&Cox
$ 196 bil 800–621–3979

– 2 Balanced + 2 98.21n –.08
0 Income 0 13.50n +.00

– 5 Intl Stock + 4 39.82n –.09
– 3 Stock + 3 171.69n
–.25

DoubleLine Funds
$ 107 bil 877–354–6311

+ 3 TotRtrnBndI + 1 10.97n +.00
+ 3 TotRtrnBndN + 1 10.96n +.00

Dreyfus
$ 58.4 bil 800–645–6561

+ 1 ActvMidA + 1 56.67 –.02
0 ActvMidC + 1 53.08n –.02

+ 1 ActvMidI + 1 57.17n –.01
0 MidIndx + 1 37.51n +.10

– 3 OpporSmCap 0 29.90n –.04
0 SmCpStkIdx + 2 28.85n +.06

– 2 StratValA + 3 39.08 –.16
– 2 StratValC + 3 36.87n –.15
– 2 StratValI + 3 39.18n –.16
– 2 StrucMid A + 2 28.66 +.05
– 2 StrucMid C + 2 25.94n +.04
– 2 StrucMid I + 2 29.20n +.04

DREYFUS M
$ 10.8 bil 800–373–9387

– 2 MidMltStrM 0 14.72n –.01
DREYFUS Z
$ 2.2 bil 800–373–9387

+ 4 ReseGrwZ + 2 14.51n +.03
DWS Funds A
$ 26.0 bil 800–728–3337

+ 6 CapGrowth + 2 75.83 +.15
+ 4 CoreEquity + 3 24.80 +.03

DWS Funds B
$ 11.9 bil 800–728–3337

+ 5 CapGrowth + 2 68.57n +.13
DWS Funds S
$ 25.3 bil 800–728–3337

+ 6 CapGrowth + 2 76.54n +.15
+ 3 HlthCare – 4 43.52n +.08
+ 7 LgCpFocGrw + 2 43.77n +.10

Eagle Funds
$ 13.1 bil 800–237–3101

+ 6 CapApprA + 2 39.35 +.10
+ 5 CapApprC + 2 31.61n +.09
+ 3 MidCpGrowA – 1 42.69 +.08
+ 2 MidCpGrowC – 1 35.20n +.07

Eaton Vance A
$ 49.2 bil 800–225–6265

+ 7 AtlSmidCap + 2 25.03 +.15
0 Floating Rt 0 8.99 +.02

+ 5 LgCapGrowth + 2 22.20 +.09
+ 2 WWHlthSci – 4 12.52 +.07

Eaton Vance Adv
$ 17.8 bil 800–225–6265

0 Float Rate 0 8.69n +.01
Eaton Vance B
$ 30.4 bil 800–225–6265

0 Floating Rt 0 8.68n +.02
+ 1 WWHlthSci – 4 12.90n +.07

Eaton Vance C
$ 37.8 bil 800–225–6265

0 Floating Rt – 1 8.68n +.01
+ 2 WWHlthSci – 4 12.81n +.07

Eaton Vance Instl
$ 39.5 bil 800–225–6265

+ 8 AtlSmidCap + 2 27.10n +.16
+ 1 Floating Rt 0 8.70n +.02

—F—
FAM Funds
$ 1.2 bil 800–932–3271

– 1 Value + 1 66.19n +.13
Federated A
$ 53.7 bil 800–245–5051

+ 3 KaufmanLrg – 1 18.57 +.05
+ 4 Kaufmann – 3 6.02 +.02
+ 5 KaufSmlCap – 5 25.87 +.06
– 3 MDTMdGrStr – 1 42.32 +.08
+ 5 StratValDv + 6 6.03 –.01

Federated B
$ 28.0 bil 800–245–5051

+ 4 Kaufmann – 3 5.36n +.01
Federated C
$ 42.8 bil 800–245–5051

+ 3 KaufmanLrg – 1 17.51n +.04
+ 4 KaufmnC – 3 5.36n +.02
+ 4 StratValDv + 6 6.03n –.01

Federated Funds
$ 39.1 bil 800–245–5051

+ 3 KaufmanLrgR – 1 17.95n +.04
+ 4 KaufmannR – 3 6.03n +.02
+ 6 KaufSmlCapR – 5 25.94n +.06
0 MdCpIdxSvc + 1 27.13n +.08

– 3 MDTStkTrSv + 3 27.47n –.11
Federated Instl
$ 47.5 bil 800–341–7400

+ 3 KaufmanLrg – 1 18.88n +.05
– 3 MDTStkTrIs + 3 27.47n –.11
+ 5 StratValDv + 6 6.05n –.01

Fidelity Adv A
$ 183 bil 877–208–0098

+ 4 Biotech –10 24.42 +.16
+ 5 ConsDisc r + 2 20.34 +.04
+ 4 Equity Gr + 1 96.30 +.26
+ 2 Growth Opp + 1 64.50 +.18
+ 5 IntlDiscov r + 2 39.58 –.01
– 3 MidCapVal r + 2 23.57 –.06
+ 2 NewInsight + 2 27.13 +.03
+ 2 Small Cap + 2 27.22 +.07
+ 5 Small Grow r – 5 18.14 +.02
+ 1 Sml Cp Val r + 2 17.24 +.01
0 Strat Inc 0 11.66 +.00
0 Total Bond r 0 10.50 +.00
Fidelity Adv B
$ 103 bil 877–208–0098

+ 4 IntlDiscov r + 2 39.01n –.01
+ 2 New Insight + 2 24.49n +.02
+ 1 Small Cap + 1 21.79n +.05
– 1 Strategic Inc 0 11.70n +.00

Fidelity Adv C
$ 168 bil 877–208–0098

+ 4 IntlDiscov r + 2 38.95n –.01
+ 2 New Insight + 2 24.70n +.02
+ 1 Small Cap + 2 22.18n +.06
+ 5 Small Grow r – 5 16.68n +.02
0 Sml Cp Val r + 2 15.99n +.01

– 1 Strat Inc 0 11.63n +.00
0 Total Bond r 0 10.50n +.00
Fidelity Adv I
$ 207 bil 877–208–0098

+ 6 Advcons r + 2 21.81n +.04
– 5 Advsvc r + 1 15.72n +.01
+ 4 Biotech –10 25.65n +.17
+ 4 EquityGrow + 1 103.35n
+.27
0 FloatRtHiIn – 1 9.42n –.01

+ 2 GrowthOpp + 1 67.54n +.19
+ 2 HealthCare – 5 39.65n +.01
+ 5 IntlDiscov r + 2 39.82n –.01
– 3 LargeCap + 3 28.67n –.09
+ 2 NewInsight + 2 27.67n +.03
+ 2 SmallCap + 2 29.22n +.08
+ 6 SmallGrow r – 5 18.76n +.03
+ 1 SmlVal r + 2 17.52n +.01
0 StratInc 0 11.82n +.00
0 TotalBond 0 10.48n +.00
Fidelity Adv T
$ 158 bil 877–208–0098

+ 4 Biotech –10 23.33 +.15

+ 4 EquityGr + 1 95.24 +.25
+ 5 IntlDiscov r + 2 39.31 –.01
+ 2 New Insight + 2 26.49 +.03
+ 2 Small Cap + 2 25.68 +.07
+ 5 Small Grow r – 5 17.73 +.02
+ 1 Sml Cp Val r + 2 16.90 +.01
0 Strategic Inc 0 11.66 +.00
0 Total Bond r 0 10.48 +.00
Fidelity Freedom
$ 168 bil 800–544–6666

+ 1 2020 + 2 15.15n –.01
+ 1 2020 K + 2 14.09n +.00
+ 1 2025 + 2 12.96n +.00
+ 1 2025 K + 2 14.68n –.01
+ 1 2030 + 2 15.86n –.01
+ 1 2030 K + 2 14.95n +.00
+ 1 2035 K + 2 15.37n –.01
+ 1 2040 K + 2 15.41n –.01

Fidelity Select
$ 54.5 bil 800–544–6666

– 7 AirTrnsprt r 0 68.89n +.36
– 2 Banking r + 1 25.79n –.05
+ 5 Biotechnlgy r –10 227.13n
+1.41

–12 Brokrge&Inv r – 1 66.27n –.68
+ 7 Consmr Disc r + 3 35.14n +.07
+ 7 Const & Hse r + 2 59.06n +.46
– 3 Dfnse&Aero r – 1 110.49n
–.13
0 Electronics r + 9 80.40n +.05

– 5 Financl Svcs r + 1 84.45n +.05
+ 2 Health Care r – 5 212.52n
+.00
+ 2 Insurance r + 3 68.39n +.06
+15 IT Services r + 5 41.17n +.19
+ 6 Leisure r 0 137.57n
+.22
+ 3 Med Eq& Sys r – 136.17
n +.13
+ 8 Medcl Dlvry r – 3 87.45n +.53
+ 2 Multimedia r + 3 80.22n +.32
+ 6 Pharm r – 4 21.71n –.10
+16 Retailing r + 3 103.29n
+.67
+ 6 Sftwr&Cmp r + 5 120.13n
+.23
–13 Transport r + 1 83.47n +.51

Fidelity Spartan
$ 490 bil 800–544–6666

0 500Idx + 4 71.74n +.02
0 500IdxAdv + 4 71.74n +.03
0 500IdxInv + 4 71.73n +.02

– 1 ExtMkt Adv 0 53.76n +.06
– 1 ExtMkt Inv 0 53.75n +.06
+ 2 IntlId I + 4 37.91n –.15
+ 2 IntlIdx Adv + 4 37.90n –.15
+ 2 IntlIdx Inv + 4 37.88n –.15
– 1 Midcap + 1 17.12n +.00
– 1 MidCapIdxFidAdv + 117.15
n +.00
– 1 MidCapIdxI + 1 17.15n +.00
0 TotMkt Adv + 3 59.75n +.02
0 TotMkt Inv + 3 59.74n +.03
0 TotMktIdxF + 3 59.76n +.02

+ 1 USBdIdx + 1 11.67n –.01
Fidelity Spartan Adv
$ 182 bil 800–544–6666

+ 2 IntlIdFd I + 4 37.91n –.15
0 Sprt500IdxI + 4 71.74n +.02
0 TotMkId I + 3 59.75n +.03

+ 1 USBdId + 1 11.67n –.01
+ 1 USBdIdI + 1 11.67n –.01

Fidelity Invest
$ 1404 bil 800–544–6666

+ 5 Advconsumer r + 216.77
n +.03
0 AllSectEq + 3 13.75n +.02
0 AllSectEq F + 3 13.75n +.01
0 AsstMgr50% + 2 16.89n +.00
0 Balanced + 2 21.35n +.00
0 Balanced K + 2 21.35n +.01

+ 5 BluChpGro + 1 68.04n +.18
+ 5 BluChpGroK + 1 68.12n +.18
– 1 BlueChipVal + 3 16.00n –.08
0 Cap&Inc – 1 9.45n +.00

+ 1 CaptlAppr 0 36.22n +.05
+ 1 CaptlApprK 0 36.29n +.05
+ 5 Contra + 2 102.23n
+.25
+ 5 Contra K + 2 102.23n
+.25
0 Discip Eq + 2 33.50n +.00
0 Discip Eq K + 2 33.47n +.00

+ 5 DISCRT r + 2 19.13 +.03

– 1 Div Grow + 3 30.53n –.04
– 1 Div Grow K + 3 30.50n –.05
+ 4 DiversIntl + 2 35.84n –.01
+ 4 DiversIntlK + 2 35.80n –.01
– 7 EmergMkts + 6 15.57n –.03
– 6 EmgerMktsF + 6 15.62n –.04
– 3 EqtyInc + 3 54.58n –.24
– 3 EqtyIncK + 3 54.56n –.23
0 FloatHiInc – 1 9.43n +.00

+ 1 GNMA + 1 11.61n +.00
– 2 Gr & Inc + 3 29.12n –.10
– 2 Gr & Inc K + 3 29.10n –.09
+ 3 GrowStrat r 0 33.34n –.01
+ 3 GrowStratK r 0 33.60n +.00
+ 4 GrwDiscovy + 1 24.65n +.06
+ 5 GrwDiscovyK + 1 24.65n +.06
+ 5 GrwthCmpny 0 137.71n
+.44
+ 5 GrwthCmpnyK 0137.6
4n +.44
0 Independnc – 1 38.21n +.05
0 IndependncK – 1 38.25n +.06

+ 5 Intl Discov + 2 39.91n –.01
+ 5 IntlGrow + 3 14.11n –.01
+ 5 IntlGrowF + 3 14.15n –.02
+ 2 IntlValue + 2 9.88n –.03
+ 2 IntlValue F + 2 9.91n –.03
0 InvGrdBnd + 1 11.25n –.01
0 InvGrdBndF + 1 11.26n +.00

+10 Jpn Sm Cos r + 4 13.59n –.05
– 2 Large Cap Stk + 3 27.07n –.08
– 1 LgCorEnhIdx + 3 11.67n +.00
+ 3 LgGrwEnhIdx + 2 14.91n +.04
– 3 LgValEnhIdx + 4 10.80n –.04
+ 1 Low Pr Stk + 1 48.97n +.06
+ 1 LowPriStkK + 1 48.93n +.05
+ 2 Magellan + 2 91.49n +.14
+ 2 Magellan K + 2 91.41n +.14
– 1 MdCpEnhIdx + 2 13.37n +.01
0 Mid Stk + 1 35.52n –.03

– 2 Mid Val r + 2 23.86n –.06
0 MidCpStkK + 1 35.55n –.02

+ 4 NasdaqIndex r + 265.07
n +.25
+ 5 Nordic r + 1 44.87n +.16
+ 5 OTC + 1 79.47n +.10
+ 5 OTC K + 1 80.28n +.09
+ 1 Puritan + 2 20.22n +.01
+ 1 Puritan K + 2 20.21n +.01
+ 1 ShtTrmBnd 0 8.61n +.01
+ 1 SmCpEnhIdx + 1 12.41n +.06
– 1 SmDiscovry r + 1 28.43n –.03
+ 6 Sml Grow r – 5 18.72n +.03
+ 1 Sml Val r + 2 17.52n +.01
0 SprTotMkIdI + 3 59.75n +.03

+ 1 SprtUSBdIdF + 1 11.67n –.01
– 1 SptnExtdMktInIns
0 53.75n +.06
+ 1 SptUSBdIdIv + 1 11.67n –.01
+ 5 SrsGroCoRetail 012.55
n +.04
0 Strat Inc 0 10.46n +.00

– 2 STRATEGIC 0 12.61n +.00
– 2 ToatalBond 0 10.48n +.00
0 Total Bnd 0 10.50n +.00

+ 2 Trend + 1 86.37n +.21
– 3 Val Disc + 3 23.39n –.11
– 2 Val Disc K + 3 23.38n –.11
– 3 Value + 2 110.28n
–.33
– 3 Value K + 2 110.45n
–.33

FidltyAdvFoc A
$ 11.4 bil 877–208–0098

– 5 Financl Svc r + 1 15.33 +.01
+ 2 Health Care – 5 36.76 +.01

FidltyAdvFoc B
$ 8.0 bil 877–208–0098

+ 1 Health Care r – 5 30.48n +.00
FidltyAdvFoc C
$ 10.4 bil 877–208–0098

+ 1 Health Care r – 5 30.11n +.01
FidltyAdvFoc T
$ 11.2 bil 877–208–0098

+ 1 Health Care – 5 34.64 +.00
– 3 MidCapValT r + 2 23.44 –.06

Financial Inv Tr A
$ 1.2 bil 855–828–9909

+ 5 EmeraldGrA – 5 19.98 +.04
+ 3 LstPrivEq 0 6.78 –.02

Financial Inv Tr I
$ 511 mil 855–828–9909

+ 3 LstPrivEq 0 6.86n –.01
First Eagle

$ 91.7 bil 800–334–2143
0 Global A + 3 52.30 –.20

+ 3 Overseas A + 3 22.39 –.10
+ 3 Overseas I + 3 22.89n –.10

First Invstrs A
$ 8.8 bil 800–423–4026

0 Opp b 0 39.50 –.01
+ 4 SelectGrow b + 2 12.23 +.03

First Invstrs B
$ 6.6 bil 800–423–4026

– 1 Mid Cap Oppt m 032.26
n –.02
+ 3 SelectGrowm +2 10.86n +.03

FMI Funds
$ 11.0 bil 800–811–5311

– 1 Large Cap + 2 20.91n –.02
FPA Funds
$ 27.4 bil 800–982–4372

– 2 CrescentI + 2 33.09n –.05
–83 USVALUE –82 9.25n –.03

Frank/Tmp Fr A
$ 267 bil 800–342–5236

0 BiotchDsc –10 168.01 +.92
+ 2 CA Tax Fr + 1 7.43 +.00
+ 6 Dynatech 0 48.68 +.16
+ 1 FedTxFrInc + 1 12.34 +.00
+ 4 Flx Cap Gr 0 51.56 +.10
+ 5 Gr Oppor – 1 32.75 +.00
+ 1 Grwth + 1 75.49 +.05
+ 1 HiYldTxFr + 1 10.43 –.01
– 3 Income + 3 2.22 –.01
– 3 Rising Divs + 4 49.85 –.08
– 6 SmCapGr – 4 17.25 +.01
+ 1 SmMdCapGr – 1 36.46 –.01
– 2 Strat Inc 0 9.49 +.00

Frank/Tmp Fr C
$ 280 bil 800–342–5236

+ 1 CA Tax Fr + 1 7.42n +.00
+ 5 Dynatech 0 42.28n +.14
+ 1 FedTxFrIn + 1 12.33n +.00
+ 5 Gr Oppor – 1 28.84n +.00
0 Grwth + 1 70.01n +.04

+ 1 HiYldTxFr + 1 10.61n –.01
– 4 Income + 4 2.25n +.00
– 4 Rising Divs + 4 49.03n –.08
– 4 RisingDivsR + 4 49.69n –.08
– 6 SmCpGr – 4 14.93n +.01
0 SmMidCapGr – 1 28.81n +.00

– 2 Strategic Inc 0 9.48n +.00
Frank/Tmp Fr R
$ 190 bil 800–342–5236

+ 5 Gr Oppor – 1 31.70n +.00
– 3 Growth + 4 22.83n –.10
+ 1 Grwth + 1 74.99n +.05
– 4 Income + 3 2.18n –.01
– 3 Mutl Shrs + 2 28.05n –.06
+ 1 SmMdCapGr – 1 34.33n –.01
– 2 StratIncome 0 9.45n +.00

Frank/Tmp FrAd
$ 252 bil 800–342–5236

+ 2 CA Tax Fr + 1 7.42n +.00
+ 6 Dynatech 0 49.66n +.16
+ 2 FedTxFrInc + 1 12.35n +.00
+ 6 Gr Oppor 0 34.61n +.01
+ 1 Grwth + 1 75.78n +.05
+ 1 HiYldTxFr + 1 10.48n +.00
– 3 Income + 3 2.20n –.01
– 3 Rising Divs + 4 49.82n –.07
– 6 SmCapGr – 4 18.29n +.01
+ 1 SmMidCapGr – 1 38.83n –.01
– 2 Strategic Inc 0 9.50n +.00

Frank/Tmp Mutual A&B
$ 57.6 bil 800–632–2301

+ 6 Finl Svcs A + 3 19.48 +.04
– 2 GlbDiscovA + 2 31.62 –.05
– 3 SharesA + 2 28.23 –.06

Frank/Tmp Mutual C
$ 57.9 bil 800–632–2301

+ 5 Finl Svcs + 3 19.32n +.04
– 3 GlbDiscov + 2 31.13n –.05
– 3 Shares + 2 27.81n –.06

Frank/Tmp Mutual R
$ 29.6 bil 800–632–2301

+ 5 Dynatech 0 47.74n +.15
– 3 GlbDiscov + 2 31.20n –.06

Frank/Tmp Mutual Z
$ 57.6 bil 800–632–2301

+ 6 Finl Svcs + 3 19.46n +.04
– 2 GlbDiscov + 2 32.20n –.05
– 3 Shares + 2 28.53n –.06

Frank/Tmp Tp A
$ 113 bil 800–354–9191

– 1 Foreign + 5 6.91 –.05
– 5 GlblTtlRtrn + 1 11.58 –.03
– 4 Glob Bond + 1 11.67 –.03

– 3 Growth + 4 23.07 –.10
Frank/Tmp TpAd
$ 122 bil 800–632–2301

+ 4 Flx Cap Gr 0 53.44n +.10
– 1 Foreign + 5 6.82n –.06
– 1 Foreign R + 5 6.77n –.05
– 4 GlblTtlRtrn + 1 11.60n –.02
– 4 Glob Bond + 1 11.63n –.02
– 3 Growth + 4 23.14n –.10

Frank/Tmp TpB/C
$ 113 bil 800–632–2301

– 2 Foreign C + 5 6.71n –.06
– 5 GlblTtlRtrn + 1 11.57n –.02
– 4 Global Bd C + 1 11.70n –.03
– 4 Growth C + 4 22.40n –.10

Franklin Temp
$ 108 bil 800–292–9293

0 BioTchDisA –10 170.81n
+.95
– 4 Glob Bond + 1 11.67n –.03
– 3 RisDivR6 + 4 49.82n –.08
– 3 TmpGrthClR6 + 4 23.11n –.10

—G—H— I—
Gabelli A
$ 15.2 bil 800–422–3554

+92 Utilities + 4 9.44 +.00
Gabelli AAA
$ 14.4 bil 800–422–3554

+91 Utilities A + 4 9.32n +.00
Gabelli i
$ 15.8 bil 800–422–3554

+92 Utilities + 4 9.61n –.01
Gateway Funds
$ 8.1 bil 800–354–6339

+ 2 Gateway A + 1 29.63 –.01
GE Instl Funds
$ 5.3 bil 800–242–0134

0 PremGr Inv + 2 14.46n +.04
Glenmede Funds
$ 3.3 bil 800–442–8299

0 Sml Eq Adv + 1 25.85n +.10
GMO Trust II
$ 17.0 bil 617–330–7500

– 1 IntlIntrnVal + 3 21.54n –.23
GMO Trust III
$ 47.6 bil 617–330–7500

– 1 IntlIntrVal + 3 21.79n –.23
0 Quality + 4 20.92n +.03
GMO Trust IV
$ 51.9 bil 617–330–7500

0 IntlIntrVal + 3 21.76n –.23
0 Quality + 4 20.94n +.02
0 QualityV + 4 20.95n +.02
GMO Trust VI
$ 30.4 bil 617–330–7500

0 Quality + 4 20.93n +.03
GoldmnSachs A
$ 48.3 bil 800–762–5035

– 6 Mid Cap Val + 1 38.68 –.10
0 SmlMidGrw – 3 20.29 +.10

+ 2 Strat Gr + 1 12.14 +.04
+ 1 StrucLgGr + 2 22.41 +.07
– 2 StrucTaxMgd + 3 17.13 +.00
– 1 StrucUSEq + 3 40.65 +.00

GoldmnSachs C
$ 8.8 bil 800–762–5035

+ 1 StrucLgGr + 2 20.37n +.05
GoldmnSachs In
$ 37.9 bil 800–762–5035

+ 1 Capital Gr + 1 27.33n +.10
– 4 Growth Opp – 1 26.64n +.10
+ 2 StrucLgGr + 2 23.11n +.06
– 3 StrucLgVal + 4 16.57n –.04
– 1 StrucUSEq + 3 41.76n –.01

Guinness Atkinson
$ 370 mil 800–915–6566

– 3 Glob Innov + 5 32.82n –.02
Harbor Funds
$ 250 bil 800–422–1050

+ 8 CapAppr Ins + 2 63.39n +.32
+ 8 CapAppr Inv + 2 61.89n +.30
+ 8 CapApprAdm + 2 62.65n +.31
– 1 Intl Admin + 3 64.16n –.35
0 IntlInstl + 3 64.49n –.36

– 1 IntlInv + 3 63.70n –.36
+ 3 Lrg Val Ins + 3 11.89n –.05
+ 3 Lrg Val Inv + 3 11.98n –.05
– 3 Mid Gr Inst + 2 20.13n –.01
– 1 Sml Gr Adm – 3 13.11n –.01
– 1 Sml Gr Inst – 3 13.73n –.01
– 1 Sml Gr Inv – 3 12.66n –.01

Hartford A
$ 69.0 bil 888–843–7824

+ 1 CapApprec + 2 37.36 +.02

+ 5 COREq + 3 23.75 +.03
– 2 Div & Gr + 4 24.52 –.03
+ 8 GrwthOpps 0 39.95 +.05
+ 6 Health – 4 38.06 +.15
+ 4 MidCap + 1 25.99 +.04
0 MidCapVal + 2 14.90 –.04
0 SmlCapGr – 3 48.56 +.18
Hartford B
$ 52.8 bil 888–843–7824

0 CapApprec + 2 30.35n +.01
+ 5 CoreEq + 3 22.06n +.03
– 2 Div&Gr + 4 24.09n –.03
+ 7 GrowOppor 0 28.56n +.04
+ 6 Health – 5 32.86n +.13

Hartford C
$ 68.6 bil 888–843–7824

0 CapApprec + 2 30.83n +.02
+ 5 CoreEq + 3 22.01n +.03
– 2 Div&Gr + 4 23.88n –.03
+ 7 GrowOppor 0 28.85n +.04
+ 6 Health – 5 33.18n +.13
– 1 SmCapGr – 3 39.04n +.14

Hartford HLS IA
$ 29.9 bil 888–843–7824

+ 1 CapApprec + 2 44.76n –.03
+ 6 Discp Eq + 3 15.50n +.02
+ 8 GlobalGrow + 3 24.28n +.03
+ 8 GrwthOpps 0 33.83n +.06
+ 7 Health – 5 28.62n +.11
+ 4 MidCap + 1 34.43n +.05
0 MidCapVal + 2 12.48n –.03
0 SmlCapGr – 3 25.13n +.09
Hartford HLS IB
$ 26.9 bil 888–843–7824

0 CapApprec + 2 44.14n –.03
+ 5 DiscpEq + 3 15.35n +.02
+ 7 GlobalGrow + 3 24.09n +.03
+ 8 GrowOppor 0 32.77n +.05
+ 7 Health – 4 27.73n +.12
+ 4 MidCap + 1 33.88n +.04
0 MidCapVal + 2 12.40n –.03
0 SmlCapGr – 3 24.58n +.09
Hartford I
$ 64.0 bil 888–843–7824

+ 1 CapApprecI + 2 37.50n +.02
0 Capvalue + 2 15.01n –.04

– 2 Div&Gr + 4 24.42n –.03
+ 8 GrowOppor 0 41.23n +.06
+ 7 Health – 4 39.32n +.16
+ 4 MidCap + 1 26.46n +.04
0 SmlCapGr – 3 49.67n +.18
Hartford R3
$ 45.2 bil 888–843–7824

0 CapApprec + 2 40.21n +.02
– 2 Div&Gr + 4 24.77n –.03
+ 7 GroOppty 0 40.37n +.05
+ 6 HealthcarFd – 4 39.03n +.16
+ 3 MidCap + 1 28.67n +.04

Hartford R4
$ 46.7 bil 888–843–7824

+ 1 CapApprec + 2 41.19n +.02
– 2 Div&Gr + 4 24.89n –.03
+ 8 GrowOppor 0 41.75n +.06
+ 4 MidCap + 1 29.38n +.04
0 SmlCapGr – 3 49.87n +.19
Hartford R5
$ 34.4 bil 888–843–7824

+ 1 CapApprec + 2 41.94n +.02
– 1 Div&Gr + 4 24.96n –.03
+ 8 GrowOppFd 0 42.94n +.05
+ 4 MidCap + 1 29.84n +.05

Hartford Y
$ 63.0 bil 888–843–7824

+ 1 CapApprec + 2 42.14n +.02
+ 6 CorepEq + 3 24.03n +.03
– 1 Div&Gr + 4 24.97n –.03
+ 8 GrowOppor 0 43.37n +.06
+ 7 Health – 4 41.83n +.17
+ 4 MidCap + 1 30.01n +.05
0 MidCapVal + 2 15.96n –.05
0 SmlCapGr – 3 51.77n +.20
Hennessy
$ 2.7 bil 800–966–4354

+ 9 CorMid – 2 20.83n +.16
Hennessy Funds
$ 6.6 bil 800–966–4354

+ 4 CorGrInst + 2 20.53n +.09
+ 4 CorGrInv + 2 20.07n +.10
+ 9 CorMid – 2 20.40n +.16
+ 4 FocusInst + 2 70.99n +.12
+ 4 FocusInv + 2 69.74n +.11

Hirtle Callaghan
$ 4.6 bil 800–981–8917

+ 7 HCGrowEqStr + 4 22.90n +.07
– 1 HCValEqtStr + 3 17.98n –.05

Hodges
$ 2.4 bil 866–811–0224

0 HodgesFund + 3 38.30n –.11
– 3 HodgesSmCp 0 18.91n –.05

Homestead
$ 2.9 bil 800–258–3030

– 2 SmallCoStk + 2 38.48n +.13
– 2 Value + 5 49.24n –.05

Hotchkis & Wiley
$ 24.7 bil 866–493–8637

– 5 DiverVal I + 3 14.90n –.08
– 5 LgCapValA + 3 25.46 –.13
– 6 LgCapValC + 3 24.72n –.13
– 5 LgCapValI + 3 25.66n –.13
– 5 LgCapValR + 3 25.57n –.14
– 8 Mid Val R + 2 37.48n –.34
– 8 MidCapVal A + 2 37.38 –.34
– 8 MidCapVal C + 2 33.87n –.31
– 8 MidCapVal I + 2 37.90n –.35
– 6 SmCapVal A + 2 56.95 –.18
– 5 SmCapVal I + 2 57.36n –.19
0 ValOppsA + 1 27.67 –.07

– 1 ValOppsC + 1 25.97n –.07
0 ValOppsI + 1 27.69n –.07
Invesco Funds
$ 24.5 bil 800–525–8085

+ 3 Diverse Div b + 2 18.58n –.04
0 GlbHlthCare – 6 43.05n +.08
0 Sml Cap Gr – 2 37.30n +.07
Invesco Funds A
$ 136 bil 800–525–8085

– 2 BalRskAllc + 2 11.27 –.06
– 5 Comstock + 4 24.06 –.09
+ 3 Diverse Div b + 2 18.59 –.04
– 2 Eqty&Inc + 2 10.05 –.02
– 2 EqWtS&P500 + 3 47.92 –.07
0 GlbHlthCare – 6 43.03 +.07

– 3 Gr&Inc + 3 25.57 –.07
– 2 Intl Growth + 4 31.69 –.09
+ 1 MidCap Gr – 2 37.04 +.08
0 Sml Cap Gr – 2 35.91 +.06

– 6 Sml Cap Val + 1 18.47 –.04
+ 2 VkAmer + 2 16.92 +.07

Invesco Funds B
$ 115 bil 800–525–8085

– 3 BalRskAllc + 2 10.85n –.06
– 5 Comstock + 4 24.06n –.08
+ 2 Diverse Divm + 2 18.39n –.04
– 2 Eqty&Inc + 2 9.83n –.02
– 3 EqWtS&P500 + 2 47.56n –.07
0 GlbHlthCare – 6 33.01n +.05

– 3 Gr&Inc + 3 25.37n –.07
– 2 Intl Growthm + 4 29.02n –.09
+ 1 MidCap Gr – 2 31.58n +.07
– 1 Sml Cap Gr – 3 27.56n +.04
0 Sml Cap Gr – 3 34.07n +.05

– 7 VKSmCapVal + 1 15.21n –.04
Invesco Funds C
$ 117 bil 800–525–8085

– 3 BalRskAllc + 2 10.85n –.06
– 5 Comstock + 4 24.06n –.09
+ 2 Diverse Divm + 2 18.37n –.04
– 2 Eqty&Inc + 2 9.88n –.02
– 3 EqWtS&P500 + 2 45.99n –.07
0 GlbHlthCare – 6 33.06n +.06

– 3 Gr & Inc + 2 25.31n –.08
– 2 Intl Growthm + 4 29.06n –.08
– 1 Sml Cap Gr – 3 27.51n +.04
– 7 VKSmCapVal + 1 14.71n –.04

Invesco Funds P
$ 1.9 bil 800–525–8085

+ 4 Summit + 1 17.17n +.07
Invesco Funds Y
$ 14.9 bil 800–525–8085

– 2 BalRskAllc + 2 11.41n –.06
+ 3 DiscplEq + 3 16.06n +.01
– 2 EqWtS&P500 + 3 48.38n –.07

Invesco Instl
$ 31.3 bil 800–525–8085

– 2 BalRskAllcR5 + 2 11.42n –.06
– 1 Intl Growth R5 + 4 32.24n –.09
0 Sml Cap Gr R5 b – 239.18

n +.07
IVA Funds
$ 37.2 bil 866–941–4482

0 WorldwideA + 2 17.39 –.03
– 1 WorldwideC + 2 17.18n –.03
0 WorldwideI + 2 17.43n –.02
Ivy Funds
$ 381 bil 800–777–6472

+ 1 AssetStr A + 3 24.03 –.06
– 6 AssetStr B + 3 22.86n –.06
– 6 AssetStr C + 3 23.00n –.06
– 6 AssetStr E + 3 24.09 –.06
– 6 AssetStr I + 3 24.30n –.06

MUTUAL FUND PERFORMANCE

For Monday, October 19, 2015

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

ALEXANDRIA DIVISION

IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SECURITIES LITIGATION      Case No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ

SUMMARY NOTICE OF PENDENCY OF CLASS ACTION, PROPOSED
SETTLEMENT, AND MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND EXPENSES

TO:

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED, pursuant to Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and an Order of the Court, that the 
Indiana Public Retirement System (“Lead Plaintiff”), on behalf of itself and the Settlement Class, on the one hand, and Neustar, Lisa 
A. Hook, Paul S. Lalljie, and Steven J. Edwards (collectively, “Defendants”), on the other hand, have reached a proposed Settlement 
in the above-captioned action (the “Action”) in the amount of $2,625,000 in cash, plus any accrued interest (the “Settlement Fund”) 
that, if approved, will resolve all claims in the Action.

A hearing will be held before the Honorable James C. Cacheris of the United States District Court for the Eastern District of 
Virginia, at the Albert V. Bryan U.S. Courthouse, 401 Courthouse Square, Alexandria, VA 22314 at 10:00 a.m. on December 3, 2015 
to determine, among other things, whether (1) the proposed Settlement should be approved by the Court as fair, reasonable, and 
adequate; (2) the Action should be dismissed with prejudice as set forth in the Stipulation and Agreement of Settlement, dated as of 
July 28, 2015; (3) the proposed Plan of Allocation for distribution of the Net Settlement Fund should be approved as fair and 
reasonable; and (4) the application of Lead Counsel for an award of attorneys’ fees and payment of litigation expenses should be 
approved. The Court may change the date of the hearing without providing another notice. You do NOT need to attend the 
Settlement Hearing in order to receive a distribution from the Net Settlement Fund.
IF YOU ARE A MEMBER OF THE SETTLEMENT CLASS, YOUR RIGHTS WILL BE AFFECTED BY THE PROPOSED 
SETTLEMENT AND YOU MAY BE ENTITLED TO SHARE IN THE NET SETTLEMENT FUND. If you have not yet received the 
full Notice of Pendency of Class Action, Proposed Settlement, and Motion for Attorneys’ Fees and Expenses (the “Notice”) and a Proof of Claim 
and Release form (“Proof of Claim”), you may obtain copies of these documents by contacting the Claims Administrator or visiting its website:

In re Neustar, Inc. Securities Litigation
c/o A.B. Data, Ltd.
P.O. Box 170500

Milwaukee, WI 53217-8091
866-893-1052

www.NeustarSecuritiesSettlement.com
Inquiries, other than requests for the aforementioned documents or for information about the status of a claim, may also be made 
to Lead Counsel:

LABATON SUCHAROW LLP
David J. Goldsmith, Esq.

140 Broadway
New York, NY 10005

888-219-6877
www.labaton.com

settlementquestions@labaton.com

If you are a Settlement Class Member, to be eligible to share in the distribution of the Net Settlement Fund, you must submit a Proof 
of Claim postmarked or received on or before February 3, 2016. If you are a Settlement Class Member and do not timely submit 
a valid Proof of Claim, you will not be eligible to share in the distribution of the Net Settlement Fund, but you will nevertheless be 
bound by any judgments or orders entered by the Court in the Action.
To exclude yourself from the Settlement Class, you must submit a written request for exclusion in accordance with the instructions 
set forth in the Notice such that it is received on or before November 12, 2015. If you are a Settlement Class Member and do not 
exclude yourself from the Settlement Class, you will be bound by any judgments or orders entered by the Court in the Action.
Any objections to the proposed Settlement, Plan of Allocation, and/or application for attorneys’ fees and payment of expenses must 
be mailed to counsel for the Parties in accordance with the instructions set forth in the Notice, such that they are received on or 
before November 12, 2015 and filed with the Court on or before November 12, 2015.

PLEASE DO NOT CONTACT THE COURT, DEFENDANTS, OR DEFENDANTS’ COUNSEL REGARDING THIS NOTICE. ALL 
QUESTIONS ABOUT THIS NOTICE, THE PROPOSED SETTLEMENT, OR YOUR ELIGIBILITY TO PARTICIPATE IN THE SETTLEMENT 
SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO THE CLAIMS ADMINISTRATOR OR LEAD COUNSEL AT THE ADDRESSES LISTED ABOVE.

DATED: OCTOBER 20, 2015

ALL PERSONS AND ENTITIES THAT PURCHASED OR OTHERWISE ACQUIRED PUBLICLY TRADED 
COMMON STOCK OF NEUSTAR, INC. (“NEUSTAR”) BETWEEN APRIL 19, 2013 AND JUNE 6, 2014, 
INCLUSIVE (THE “CLASS PERIOD”)

BY ORDER OF THE COURT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA
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Labaton Sucharow LLP Announces Proposed Settlement 
In The In Re Neustar, Inc. Securities Litigation, No. 14­CV­
00885 JCC TRJ (E.D.Va.) 

 ()

NEW YORK, Oct. 20, 2015 /PRNewswire/ -- TO: ALL PERSONS AND ENTITIES THAT PURCHASED 
OR OTHERWISE ACQUIRED PUBLICLY TRADED COMMON STOCK OF NEUSTAR, INC. 
("NEUSTAR") BETWEEN APRIL 19, 2013 AND JUNE 6, 2014, INCLUSIVE (THE "CLASS 
PERIOD").

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED, pursuant to Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and an 
Order of the Court, that the Indiana Public Retirement System ("Lead Plaintiff"), on behalf of itself and 
the Settlement Class, on the one hand, and Neustar, Lisa A. Hook, Paul S. Lalljie, and Steven J. 
Edwards (collectively, "Defendants"), on the other hand, have reached a proposed Settlement in the 
above-captioned action (the "Action") in the amount of $2,625,000 in cash, plus any accrued interest 
(the "Settlement Fund") that, if approved, will resolve all claims in the Action. 

A hearing will be held before the Honorable James C. Cacheris of the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of Virginia, at the Albert V. Bryan U.S. Courthouse, 401 Courthouse Square, 
Alexandria, VA 22314 at 10:00 a.m. on December 3, 2015 to determine, among other things, whether 
(1) the proposed Settlement should be approved by the Court as fair, reasonable, and adequate; (2) the 
Action should be dismissed with prejudice as set forth in the Stipulation and Agreement of Settlement, 
dated as of July 28, 2015; (3) the proposed Plan of Allocation for distribution of the Net Settlement 
Fund should be approved as fair and reasonable; and (4) the application of Lead Counsel for an award 
of attorneys' fees and payment of litigation expenses should be approved.  The Court may change the 
date of the hearing without providing another notice.  You do NOT need to attend the Settlement 
Hearing in order to receive a distribution from the Net Settlement Fund.

IF YOU ARE A MEMBER OF THE SETTLEMENT CLASS, YOUR RIGHTS WILL BE AFFECTED BY 
THE PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AND YOU MAY BE ENTITLED TO SHARE IN THE NET 
SETTLEMENT FUND.  If you have not yet received the full Notice of Pendency of Class Action, 

Page 1 of 3Labaton Sucharow LLP Announces Proposed Settlement In The In Re Neustar, Inc.... -- ...

10/28/2015http://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/labaton-sucharow-llp-announces-proposed-set...
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Proposed Settlement, and Motion for Attorneys' Fees and Expenses (the "Notice") and a Proof of Claim 
and Release form ("Proof of Claim"), you may obtain copies of these documents by contacting the 
Claims Administrator or visiting its website:

In re Neustar, Inc. Securities Litigation
c/o A.B. Data, Ltd.
P.O. Box 170500

Milwaukee, WI 53217-8091
866-893-1052

www.NeustarSecuritiesSettlement.com (http://www.neustarsecuritiessettlement.com/)

Inquiries, other than requests for the aforementioned documents or for information about the status of a 
claim, may also be made to Lead Counsel:

LABATON SUCHAROW LLP
David J. Goldsmith, Esq.

140 Broadway
New York, NY 10005

888-219-6877
www.labaton.com (http://www.labaton.com/)

settlementquestions@labaton.com (mailto:settlementquestions@labaton.com)

If you are a Settlement Class Member, to be eligible to share in the distribution of the Net Settlement 
Fund, you must submit a Proof of Claim postmarked or received on or before February 3, 2016.  If 
you are a Settlement Class Member and do not timely submit a valid Proof of Claim, you will not be 
eligible to share in the distribution of the Net Settlement Fund, but you will nevertheless be bound by 
any judgments or orders entered by the Court in the Action.  

To exclude yourself from the Settlement Class, you must submit a written request for exclusion in 
accordance with the instructions set forth in the Notice such that it is received on or before November 
12, 2015.  If you are a Settlement Class Member and do not exclude yourself from the Settlement 
Class, you will be bound by any judgments or orders entered by the Court in the Action.  

Any objections to the proposed Settlement, Plan of Allocation, and/or application for attorneys' fees and 
payment of expenses must be mailed to counsel for the Parties in accordance with the instructions set 
forth in the Notice, such that they are received on or before November 12, 2015 and filed with the 
Court on or before November 12, 2015.  

PLEASE DO NOT CONTACT THE COURT, DEFENDANTS, OR DEFENDANTS' COUNSEL 
REGARDING THIS NOTICE.  ALL QUESTIONS ABOUT THIS NOTICE, THE PROPOSED 
SETTLEMENT, OR YOUR ELIGIBILITY TO PARTICIPATE IN THE SETTLEMENT SHOULD BE 
DIRECTED TO THE CLAIMS ADMINISTRATOR OR LEAD COUNSEL AT THE ADDRESSES LISTED 
ABOVE. 

DATED:  OCTOBER 20, 2015 BY ORDER OF THE COURT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

Page 2 of 3Labaton Sucharow LLP Announces Proposed Settlement In The In Re Neustar, Inc.... -- ...
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Table B-5. 
U.S. Courts of Appeals—Decisions in Cases Terminated on the Merits, by Circuit and Nature of Proceeding, 
During the 12-Month Period Ending December 31, 2014

Page 1 of 5

                
	 	 Total	 	 	 Percent	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Certtificate 
	 Circuit	and	Nature	 Cases	 	 		By	 of	Total	 	 Affirmed/	 	 	 	 	 	 of	Appeal-	 Percent	 	
 of Proceeding Terminated        Consolidation Terminated Total        Enforced 1    Dismissed    Reversed     Remanded Other ability Reversed 2

                      Terminated on the Merits

                
      
      
      

     Total 54,452 2,899 61.0 33,196 21,595 2,703 2,312 522 52 6,012 7.3
Criminal                       11,131 811 70.4 7,838 5,824 1,372 481 145 16 - 6.1
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        5,205 91 64.9 3,377 861 106 102 24 5 2,279 3.0
Other U.S. Civil               2,416 121 58.6 1,416 1,093 94 190 38 1 - 13.4
Private Prisoner Petitions     9,647 165 63.4 6,112 1,754 343 239 40 3 3,733 3.9
Other Private Civil            12,279 1,089 50.4 6,186 4,960 371 759 86 10 - 12.3
Bankruptcy                     834 99 51.3 428 333 32 58 4 1 - 13.6
Administrative Appeals  7,243 283 44.6 3,230 2,538 223 268 185 16 - 8.3
Original Proceedings 5,697 240 80.9 4,609 4,232 162 215 - - - -
            
     DC 1,034 152 44.9 464 332 27 64 30 3 8 14.1
Criminal                       78 10 60.3 47 34 - 8 5 - - 17.0
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        81 7 50.6 41 25 1 6 1 - 8 14.6
Other U.S. Civil               213 15 62.9 134 107 5 20 2 - - 14.9
Private Prisoner Petitions     4 - - 1 1 - - - - - -
Other Private Civil            158 19 53.8 85 70 4 8 2 1 - 9.4
Bankruptcy                     4 1 - 2 2 - - - - - -
Administrative Appeals  372 98 27.4 102 50 14 16 20 2 - 15.7
Original Proceedings 124 2 41.9 52 43 3 6 - - - -
            
     1st 1,297 63 63.5 824 642 30 75 5 - 72 9.4
Criminal                       431 24 65.7 283 254 9 20 - - - 7.1
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        100 2 73.0 73 14 1 1 - - 57 1.4
Other U.S. Civil               60 1 65.0 39 36 - 3 - - - 7.7
Private Prisoner Petitions     90 8 55.6 50 31 1 3 - - 15 6.0
Other Private Civil            354 23 55.9 198 163 4 28 3 - - 14.1
Bankruptcy                     29 3 41.4 12 9 - 3 - - - 25.0
Administrative Appeals  139 1 59.0 82 59 10 11 2 - - 13.4
Original Proceedings 94 1 92.6 87 76 5 6 - - - -
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Table B-5. (December 31, 2014—Continued)

Page 2 of 5

                
	 	 Total	 	 	 Percent	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Certtificate 
	 Circuit	and	Nature	 Cases	 	 		By	 of	Total	 	 Affirmed/	 	 	 	 	 	 of	Appeal-	 Percent	 	
 of Proceeding Terminated        Consolidation Terminated Total        Enforced 1    Dismissed    Reversed     Remanded Other ability Reversed 2

                      Terminated on the Merits

     2nd 5,181 353 56.0 2,900 1,762 595 186 69 1 287 6.4
Criminal                       760 88 69.6 529 339 129 30 31 - - 5.7
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        396 7 42.2 167 14 30 2 6 - 115 1.2
Other U.S. Civil               224 9 57.6 129 67 43 16 3 - - 12.4
Private Prisoner Petitions     552 12 60.0 331 47 100 9 3 - 172 2.7
Other Private Civil            1,763 160 47.4 836 562 184 76 13 1 - 9.1
Bankruptcy                     118 40 42.4 50 31 15 4 - - - 8.0
Administrative Appeals  1,023 33 55.4 567 437 87 30 13 - - 5.3
Original Proceedings  345 4 84.3 291 265 7 19 - - - -
            
    3rd 3,262 95 65.4 2,132 1,552 59 176 46 3 296 6.4
Criminal                       518 19 76.3 395 353 11 22 9 - - 5.6
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        301 11 67.1 202 98 5 6 1 - 92 3.0
Other U.S. Civil               120 4 60.0 72 60 1 7 3 1 - 9.7
Private Prisoner Petitions     513 2 64.3 330 108 3 12 2 1 204 3.6
Other Private Civil            922 38 52.5 484 433 10 38 3 - - 7.9
Bankruptcy                     47 1 53.2 25 18 - 7 - - - 28.0
Administrative Appeals  294 7 58.8 173 121 8 15 28 1 - 8.7
Original Proceedings 547 13 82.4 451 361 21 69 - - - -
            
    4th 4,843 167 73.7 3,567 2,473 156 125 33 3 777 3.8
Criminal                       1,304 61 78.2 1,020 898 80 37 5 - - 3.6
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        808 6 83.4 674 176 15 16 7 - 460 2.4
Other U.S. Civil               189 5 70.4 133 119 10 3 1 - - 2.3
Private Prisoner Petitions     860 11 65.9 567 228 8 14 - - 317 2.5
Other Private Civil            803 40 61.3 492 419 32 38 2 1 - 7.7
Bankruptcy                     59 1 66.1 39 35 1 3 - - - 7.7
Administrative Appeals  247 8 59.5 147 117 3 7 18 2 - 4.8
Original Proceedings 573 35 86.4 495 481 7 7 - - - -
            

Case 1:14-cv-00885-JCC-TRJ   Document 60-4   Filed 10/29/15   Page 3 of 6 PageID# 1357



Page 3 of 5

Table B-5. (December 31, 2014—Continued)

                
	 	 Total	 	 	 Percent	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Certtificate 
	 Circuit	and	Nature	 Cases	 	 		By	 of	Total	 	 Affirmed/	 	 	 	 	 	 of	Appeal-	 Percent	 	
 of Proceeding Terminated        Consolidation Terminated Total        Enforced 1    Dismissed    Reversed     Remanded Other ability Reversed 2

                      Terminated on the Merits

     5th 7,996 989 52.3 4,182 2,487 763 260 69 - 603 6.5
Criminal                       2,389 246 66.6 1,591 856 637 68 30 - - 4.3
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        776 28 37.8 293 71 17 6 1 - 198 2.0
Other U.S. Civil               219 28 48.4 106 82 6 16 2 - - 15.1
Private Prisoner Petitions     1,374 78 47.8 657 141 74 24 13 - 405 3.7
Other Private Civil            1,618 394 42.6 690 567 18 100 5 - - 14.5
Bankruptcy                     124 16 42.7 53 44 1 8 - - - 15.1
Administrative Appeals  472 27 38.8 183 151 4 10 18 - - 5.5
Original Proceedings  1,024 172 59.5 609 575 6 28 - - - -
            
     6th 5,141 252 67.9 3,493 2,428 158 253 44 - 610 8.1
Criminal                       1,037 72 73.1 758 636 66 49 7 - - 6.5
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        378 4 75.1 284 100 2 12 2 - 168 4.2
Other U.S. Civil               225 11 63.1 142 128 2 11 1 - - 7.7
Private Prisoner Petitions     1,094 20 67.8 742 254 12 30 4 - 442 4.0
Other Private Civil            1,280 123 54.3 695 554 21 114 6 - - 16.4
Bankruptcy                     61 2 54.1 33 23 2 8 - - - 24.2
Administrative Appeals  365 16 65.5 239 197 7 11 24 - - 4.6
Original Proceedings  701 4 85.6 600 536 46 18 - - - -
            
      7th 3,023 184 56.5 1,709 1,046 121 200 36 13 293 12.9
Criminal                       629 66 59.8 376 222 85 53 11 5 - 14.1
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        412 12 60.7 250 80 4 5 - 1 160 2.0
Other U.S. Civil               158 13 54.4 86 44 6 26 10 - - 30.2
Private Prisoner Petitions     617 7 43.9 271 110 4 23 1 - 133 8.5
Other Private Civil            765 64 51.2 392 313 8 64 4 3 - 16.3
Bankruptcy                     28 2 75.0 21 14 1 5 1 - - 23.8
Administrative Appeals  151 18 53.0 80 47 5 15 9 4 - 18.8
Original Proceedings  263 2 88.6 233 216 8 9 - - - -
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Table B-5. (December 31, 2014—Continued)

                
	 	 Total	 	 	 Percent	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Certtificate 
	 Circuit	and	Nature	 Cases	 	 		By	 of	Total	 	 Affirmed/	 	 	 	 	 	 of	Appeal-	 Percent	 	
 of Proceeding Terminated        Consolidation Terminated Total        Enforced 1    Dismissed    Reversed     Remanded Other ability Reversed 2

                      Terminated on the Merits

            
      8th 3,000 117 76.9 2,308 1,610 104 108 33 7 446 5.2
Criminal                       716 38 77.7 556 465 60 18 12 1 - 3.2
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        379 5 86.5 328 83 4 7 3 2 229 2.1
Other U.S. Civil               151 3 70.2 106 88 2 14 2 - - 13.2
Private Prisoner Petitions     586 5 72.7 426 179 10 14 5 1 217 3.3
Other Private Civil            600 51 68.8 413 353 11 40 8 1 - 9.7
Bankruptcy                     31 2 87.1 27 18 4 5 - - - 18.5
Administrative Appeals  148 7 56.8 84 70 7 2 3 2 - 2.4
Original Proceedings  389 6 94.6 368 354 6 8 - - - -
            
      9th  11,378 287 56.3 6,406 3,925 310 596 60 9 1,506 9.9
Criminal                       1,489 93 68.2 1,016 735 141 132 8 - - 13.0
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        507 1 74.8 379 60 6 18 1 2 292 4.7
Other U.S. Civil               463 20 52.9 245 190 8 44 3 - - 18.0
Private Prisoner Petitions     2,395 7 74.2 1,778 463 16 80 4 1 1,214 4.5
Other Private Civil            2,054 98 43.5 893 696 44 143 9 1 - 16.0
Bankruptcy                     196 15 46.9 92 77 4 11 - - - 12.0
Administrative  Appeals  3,540 53 37.1 1,312 1,071 65 136 35 5 - 10.4
Original Proceedings 734 - 94.1 691 633 26 32 - - - -
            
   10th 2,058 35 68.8 1,415 948 139 57 72 - 199 4.0
Criminal                       442 11 79.9 353 246 71 13 23 - - 3.7
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        244 1 64.8 158 55 7 1 2 - 93 0.6
Other U.S. Civil               146 3 74.7 109 77 10 15 7 - - 13.8
Private Prisoner Petitions     339 - 61.1 207 73 15 7 6 - 106 3.4
Other Private Civil            584 14 59.9 350 291 15 16 28 - - 4.6
Bankruptcy                     31 2 80.6 25 18 3 1 3 - - 4.0
Administrative Appeals  137 4 78.1 107 91 13 - 3 - - -
Original Proceedings 135 - 78.5 106 97 5 4 - - - -
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NOTE: This table does not include data for the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. Beginning in March 2014, data include miscellaneous cases not included previously. 
¹	Affirmed	includes	appeals	affirmed	in	part	and	reversed	in	part. 
²  Percent not shown where the total number of appeals terminated on the merits is less than 10. Percent reversed not computed for original proceedings and miscellaneous applications 
because of their difference  from appeals, nor are original proceedings and miscellaneous applications included in the percentage of total appeals reversed.     
               

Table B-5. (Decemmber 31, 2014—Continued)

                
	 	 Total	 	 	 Percent	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Certtificate 
	 Circuit	and	Nature	 Cases	 	 		By	 of	Total	 	 Affirmed/	 	 	 	 	 	 of	Appeal-	 Percent	 	
 of Proceeding Terminated        Consolidation Terminated Total        Enforced 1    Dismissed    Reversed     Remanded Other ability Reversed 2

                      Terminated on the Merits

Page 5 of 5

            
    11th 6,239 205 60.8 3,796 2,390 241 212 25 13 915 6.4
Criminal                       1,338 83 68.3 914 786 83 31 4 10 - 3.4
U.S. Prisoner Petitions        823 7 64.2 528 85 14 22 - - 407 4.2
Other U.S. Civil               248 9 46.4 115 95 1 15 4 - - 13.0
Private Prisoner Petitions     1,223 15 61.5 752 119 100 23 2 - 508 3.1
Other Private Civil            1,378 65 47.8 658 539 20 94 3 2 - 14.3
Bankruptcy                     106 14 46.2 49 44 1 3 - 1 - 6.1
Administrative Appeals  355 11 43.4 154 127 - 15 12 - - 9.7
Original Proceedings  768 1 81.5 626 595 22 9 - - - -
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 

ALEXANDRIA DIVISION 
 

 
IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SECURITIES 
LITIGATION 
 

  
Case No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ 

 
 

DECLARATION OF DAVID J. GOLDSMITH 
ON BEHALF OF LABATON SUCHAROW LLP 

IN SUPPORT OF LEAD COUNSEL’S MOTION FOR AN 
AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND PAYMENT OF EXPENSES 

 
 

DAVID J. GOLDSMITH declares as follows pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746: 

1. I am a member of the law firm of Labaton Sucharow LLP.  I respectfully submit 

this declaration in support of Lead Counsel’s motion for an award of attorneys’ fees and payment 

of litigation expenses on behalf of plaintiff’s counsel who contributed to the prosecution of the 

claims in the above-captioned action (the “Action”) from inception through October 9, 2015 (the 

“Time Period”). 

2. My firm, which served as Court-appointed Lead Counsel in the Action, was 

involved in all aspects of the litigation and settlement of the Action, as set forth in the declaration 

submitted herewith, titled Declaration of David J. Goldsmith in Support of (I) Lead Plaintiff’s 

Motion for Final Approval of Proposed Class Action Settlement and Plan of Allocation of Net 

Settlement Fund, and for Final Class Certification and (II) Lead Counsel’s Motion for an Award 

of Attorneys’ Fees and Payment of Expenses, dated October 29, 2015. 

3. The schedule attached hereto as Exhibit A is a summary indicating the amount of 

time spent by each attorney and professional support staff of my firm who was involved in the 

prosecution of the Action, and the lodestar calculation based on my firm’s current billing rates.  
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For personnel who are no longer employed by my firm, the lodestar calculation is based upon the 

billing rates for such personnel in his or her final year of employment by my firm.  The schedule 

was prepared from contemporaneous daily time records regularly prepared and maintained by 

my firm, which are available at the request of the Court.  Time expended in preparing this 

application for fees and payment of expenses has not been included in this request. 

4. The hourly rates for the attorneys and professional support staff in my firm 

included in Exhibit A are the same as my firm’s regular rates charged for their services, which 

have been accepted in other securities or shareholder litigations. 

5. The total number of hours expended on this litigation by my firm during the Time 

Period is 2,039.80 hours.  The total lodestar for my firm for those hours is $1,347,277.50. 

6. My firm’s lodestar figures are based upon the firm’s billing rates, which rates do 

not include charges for expenses items.  Expense items are billed separately and such charges are 

not duplicated in my firm’s billing rates. 

7. As detailed in Exhibit B hereto, my firm has incurred a total of $118,995.95 in 

expenses in connection with the prosecution of the Action.  The expenses are reflected on the 

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

check records and other source materials and are an accurate record of the expenses incurred.    

8. With respect to the standing of my firm, attached hereto as Exhibit C is a brief 

biography of my firm as well as biographies of the firm’s partners, of counsels and senior 

counsel. 
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EXHIBIT A 

 
IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SECURITIES LITIGATION 

Case No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ (E.D. Va.) 
 

LODESTAR REPORT 

FIRM:    LABATON SUCHAROW LLP 
REPORTING PERIOD:  INCEPTION THROUGH OCTOBER 9, 2015 

 

PROFESSIONAL STATUS* 
HOURLY 

RATE 

TOTAL 
HOURS 

TO DATE 

TOTAL 
LODESTAR 

TO DATE 
Bernstein, J. P $975 80.40 $78,390.00  
Schochet, I. P $925 55.60 $51,430.00  
Keller, C. P $925 11.30 $10,452.50  
Belfi, E. P $850 80.40 $68,340.00  
Stocker, M. P $825 13.40 $11,055.00  
Goldsmith, D. P $800 734.60 $587,680.00  
Zeiss, N. P $800 24.80 $19,840.00  
Okun, B. OC $800 72.00 $57,600.00  
Wierzbowski, E. A $700 119.00 $83,300.00  
Erroll, D. A $665 21.20 $14,098.00  
Woolley, M. A $650 75.50 $49,075.00  
Avan, R. A $600 32.60 $19,560.00  
Gottlieb, E. A $425 43.20 $18,360.00  
Schervish, W. LA $550 8.20 $4,510.00  
Pontrelli, J. I $495 183.50 $90,832.50  
Crowley, M. I $435 178.30 $77,560.50  
Wroblewski, R. I $425 90.40 $38,420.00  
Viczian, R. PL $310 114.90 $35,619.00  
Auer, S. PL $310 47.20 $14,632.00  
Mundo, S. PL $310 38.10 $11,811.00  
Boria, C. PL $310 9.00 $2,790.00  
Mehringer, L. PL $310 6.20 $1,922.00  
 
 TOTAL   2,039.80 $1,347,277.50  

 
Partner  (P)   Legal Analyst (LA) 
Of Counsel (OC)   Investigator (I) 
Associate (A)   Paralegal (PL)  
Of Counsel (OC) 
Associate (A)  
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EXHIBIT B 

IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SECURITIES LITIGATION 
Case No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ (E.D. Va.) 

EXPENSE REPORT 

FIRM:  LABATON SUCHAROW LLP 
REPORTING PERIOD:  INCEPTION THROUGH OCTOBER 9, 2015 

EXPENSE 
TOTAL 

AMOUNT 
Expert Fees $79,554.08 
Computer Research Fees $18,768.23 
Transportation / Meals / Lodging $10,836.931

Mediation Fees $5,341.00 
Duplicating $3,421.40 
Filing Fees $937.00 
Telephone / Fax $68.44 
Overnight Delivery Services $39.77 
Court Reporters $29.10 

 TOTAL $118,995.95

1 This total includes $1,000 in estimated travel costs related to appearing at the upcoming Settlement Hearing.  
If less than this amount is actually incurred, only the actual amount will be paid to my firm.  If more than this 
amount is incurred, only $1,000 will be paid to my firm. 
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About the Firm  

Founded in 1963, Labaton Sucharow LLP has earned a reputation as one of the leading plaintiffs firms 
in the United States. We have recovered nearly $10 billion and secured corporate governance reforms 
on behalf of the nation’s largest institutional investors, including public pension and Taft-Hartley funds, 
hedge funds, investment banks, and other financial institutions. These recoveries include more than 
$1 billion in In re American International Group, Inc. Securities Litigation, $671 million in 
In re HealthSouth Securities Litigation, $624 million in In re Countrywide Financial Corporation 
Securities Litigation, and $473 million in In re Schering-Plough/ENHANCE Securities Litigation.  

As a leader in the field of complex litigation, the Firm has successfully conducted class, mass, and 
derivative actions in the following areas: securities; antitrust; financial products and services; corporate 
governance and shareholder rights; mergers and acquisitions; derivative; REITs and limited 
partnerships; consumer protection; and whistleblower representation.  

Along with securing newsworthy recoveries, the Firm has a track record for successfully prosecuting 
complex cases from discovery to trial to verdict. In court, as Law360 has noted, our attorneys are 
known for “fighting defendants tooth and nail.” Our appellate experience includes winning appeals 
that increased settlement value for clients, and securing a landmark 2013 U.S. Supreme Court victory 
benefitting all investors by reducing barriers to the certification of securities class action cases. 

Our Firm is equipped to deliver results with a robust infrastructure of nearly 60 full-time attorneys, a 
dynamic professional staff, and innovative technological resources. Labaton Sucharow attorneys are 
skilled in every stage of business litigation and have challenged corporations from every sector of the 
financial markets. Our professional staff includes paralegals, financial analysts, e-discovery specialists, a 
certified public accountant, a certified fraud examiner, and a forensic accountant. With seven 
investigators, including former members of federal and state law enforcement, we have one of the 
largest in-house investigative teams in the securities bar. Managed by a law enforcement veteran who 
spent 12 years with the FBI, our internal investigative group provides us with information that is often 
key to the success of our cases.  

Outside of the courtroom, the Firm is known for its leadership and participation in investor protection 
organizations, such as the Council for Institutional Investors, World Federation of Investors, National 
Association of Shareholder and Consumer Attorneys, as well as serving as a patron of the 
John L. Weinberg Center for Corporate Governance of the University of Delaware. The Firm shares 
these groups’ commitment to a market that operates with greater transparency, fairness, and 
accountability. 

Labaton Sucharow has been consistently ranked as a top-tier firm in leading industry publications such 
as Chambers & Partners USA, The Legal 500, and Benchmark Litigation. For the past decade, the Firm 
was listed on The National Law Journal’s Plaintiffs’ Hot List and was inducted to the Hall of Fame for 
successive honors. The Firm has also been featured as one of Law360’s Most Feared Plaintiffs Firms 
and Class Action Practice Groups of the Year. 

Visit www.labaton.com for more information about our Firm.
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Securities Class Action Litigation 

Labaton Sucharow is a leader in securities litigation and a trusted advisor to more than 200 institutional 
investors. Since the passage of the Private Securities Litigation Reform Act of 1995 (PSLRA), the Firm 
has recovered more than $7.5 billion in the aggregate for injured investors through securities class 
actions prosecuted throughout the United States and against numerous public corporations and other 
corporate wrongdoers.  

These notable recoveries would not be possible without our exhaustive case evaluation process. The 
Firm has developed a proprietary system for portfolio monitoring and reporting on domestic and 
international securities litigation, and currently provides these services to more than 160 institutional 
investors, which manage collective assets of more than $2 trillion. The Firm’s in-house licensed 
investigators also gather crucial details to support our cases, whereas other firms rely on outside 
vendors, or conduct no confidential investigation at all.  

As a result of our thorough case evaluation process, our securities litigators can focus solely on cases 
with strong merits. The benefits of our selective approach are reflected in the low dismissal rate of the 
securities cases we pursue, which is well below the industry average. In the last five years alone, we 
have successfully prosecuted headline-making class actions against AIG, Countrywide, Fannie Mae, and 
Bear Stearns, among others.    

Notable Successes 

Labaton Sucharow has achieved notable successes in major securities litigations on behalf of investors, 
including the following:  

 In re American International Group, Inc. Securities Litigation, No. 04-cv-8141, 
(S.D.N.Y.) 

In one of the most complex and challenging securities cases in history, Labaton Sucharow 
secured more than $1 billion in recoveries on behalf of lead plaintiff Ohio Public Employees’ 
Retirement System in a case arising from allegations of bid rigging and accounting fraud. To 
achieve this remarkable recovery, the Firm took over 100 depositions and briefed 22 motions 
to dismiss. The settlement entailed a $725 million settlement with American International 
Group (AIG), $97.5 million settlement with AIG’s auditors, $115 million settlement with former 
AIG officers and related defendants, and an additional $72 million settlement with General 
Reinsurance Corporation, which was approved by the Second Circuit on September 11, 2013.  

 In re Countrywide Financial Corp. Securities Litigation, No. 07-cv-05295 (C.D. Cal.) 

Labaton Sucharow, as lead counsel for the New York State Common Retirement Fund and the 
five New York City public pension funds, sued one of the nation’s largest issuers of mortgage 
loans for credit risk misrepresentations. The Firm’s focused investigation and discovery efforts 
uncovered incriminating evidence that led to a $624 million settlement for investors. On 
February 25, 2011, the court granted final approval to the settlement, which is one of the 
top 20 securities class action settlements in the history of the PSLRA. 
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 In re HealthSouth Corp. Securities Litigation, No. 03-cv-01500 (N.D. Ala.) 

Labaton Sucharow served as co-lead counsel to New Mexico State Investment Council in a case 
stemming from one of the largest frauds ever perpetrated in the healthcare industry. 
Recovering $671 million for the class, the settlement is one of the top 15 securities class action 
settlements of all time. In early 2006, lead plaintiffs negotiated a settlement of $445 million 
with defendant HealthSouth. On June 12, 2009, the court also granted final approval to a 
$109 million settlement with defendant Ernst & Young LLP. In addition, on July 26, 2010, the 
court granted final approval to a $117 million partial settlement with the remaining principal 
defendants in the case, UBS AG, UBS Warburg LLC, Howard Capek, Benjamin Lorello, and 
William McGahan.  

 In re Schering-Plough/ENHANCE Securities Litigation, No. 08-cv-00397 (D. N.J.) 

As co-lead counsel, Labaton Sucharow obtained a $473 million settlement on behalf of co-lead 
plaintiff Massachusetts Pension Reserves Investment Management Board. After five years of 
litigation, and three weeks before trial, the settlement was approved on October 1, 2013. 
This recovery is the largest securities fraud class action settlement against a pharmaceutical 
company. The Special Masters’ Report noted, "the outstanding result achieved for the class 
is the direct product of outstanding skill and perseverance by Co-Lead Counsel…no one 
else…could have produced the result here—no government agency or corporate litigant to 
lead the charge and the Settlement Fund is the product solely of the efforts of Plaintiffs' 
Counsel." 

 In re Waste Management, Inc. Securities Litigation, No. H-99-2183 (S.D. Tex.) 

In 2002, the court approved an extraordinary settlement that provided for recovery of 
$457 million in cash, plus an array of far-reaching corporate governance measures. Labaton 
Sucharow represented lead plaintiff Connecticut Retirement Plans and Trust Funds. At that 
time, this settlement was the largest common fund settlement of a securities action achieved in 
any court within the Fifth Circuit and the third largest achieved in any federal court in the 
nation. Judge Harmon noted, among other things, that Labaton Sucharow “obtained an 
outstanding result by virtue of the quality of the work and vigorous representation of the 
class.” 

 In re General Motors Corp. Securities Litigation, No. 06-cv-1749, (E.D. Mich.) 

As co-lead counsel in a case against automotive giant, General Motors (GM), and Deloitte & 
Touche LLP (Deloitte), its auditor, Labaton Sucharow obtained a settlement of $303 million—
one of the largest settlements ever secured in the early stages of a securities fraud case. Lead 
plaintiff Deka Investment GmbH alleged that GM, its officers, and its outside auditor 
overstated GM’s income by billions of dollars, and GM’s operating cash flows by tens 
of billions of dollars, through a series of accounting manipulations. The final settlement, 
approved on July 21, 2008, consisted of a cash payment of $277 million by GM and $26 million 
in cash from Deloitte. 

 Wyatt v. El Paso Corp., No. H-02-2717 (S.D. Tex.) 

Labaton Sucharow secured a $285 million class action settlement against the El Paso 
Corporation on behalf of co-lead plaintiff, an individual. The case involved a securities fraud 
stemming from the company’s inflated earnings statements, which cost shareholders hundreds 
of millions of dollars during a four-year span. On March 6, 2007, the court approved the 
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settlement and also commended the efficiency with which the case had been prosecuted, 
particularly in light of the complexity of the allegations and the legal issues. 

 In re Massey Energy Co. Securities Litigation, No. 10-CV-00689 (S.D. W.Va.) 

As co-lead counsel representing the Commonwealth of Massachusetts Pension Reserves 
Investment Trust, Labaton Sucharow achieved a $265 million all-cash settlement in a case 
arising from one of the most notorious mining disasters in U.S. history. On June 4, 2014, the 
settlement was reached with Alpha Natural Resources, Massey’s parent company. Investors 
alleged that Massey falsely told investors it had embarked on safety improvement initiatives 
and presented a new corporate image following a deadly fire at one of its coal mines in 2006. 
After another devastating explosion which killed 29 miners in 2010, Massey’s market 
capitalization dropped by more than $3 billion. Judge Irene C. Berger noted that “Class 
counsel has done an expert job of representing all of the class members to reach an 
excellent resolution and maximize recovery for the class.” 

 Eastwood Enterprises, LLC v. Farha (WellCare Securities Litigation),  
No. 07-cv-1940 (M.D. Fla.) 

On behalf of The New Mexico State Investment Council and the Public Employees Retirement 
Association of New Mexico, Labaton Sucharow served as co-lead counsel and negotiated a 
$200 million settlement over allegations that WellCare Health Plans, Inc., a Florida-based 
managed healthcare service provider, disguised its profitability by overcharging state Medicaid 
programs. Under the terms of the settlement approved by the court on May 4, 2011, WellCare 
agreed to pay an additional $25 million in cash if, at any time in the next three years, WellCare 
was acquired or otherwise experienced a change in control at a share price of $30 or more 
after adjustments for dilution or stock splits. 

 In re Bristol-Myers Squibb Securities Litigation, No. 00-cv-1990 (D.N.J.) 

Labaton Sucharow served as lead counsel representing the lead plaintiff, union-owned 
LongView Collective Investment Fund of the Amalgamated Bank, against drug company 
Bristol-Myers Squibb (BMS). Lead plaintiff claimed that the company’s press release touting its 
new blood pressure medication, Vanlev, left out critical information, other results from the 
clinical trials indicated that Vanlev appeared to have life-threatening side effects. The FDA 
expressed serious concerns about these side effects, and BMS released a statement that it was 
withdrawing the drug's FDA application, resulting in the company's stock price falling and 
losing nearly 30 percent of its value in a single day. After a five year battle, we won relief on 
two critical fronts. First, we secured a $185 million recovery for shareholders, and second, we 
negotiated major reforms to the company's drug development process that will have a 
significant impact on consumers and medical professionals across the globe. Due to our 
advocacy, BMS must now disclose the results of clinical studies on all of its drugs marketed in 
any country.  

 In re Fannie Mae 2008 Securities Litigation, No. 08-cv-7831 (S.D.N.Y.) 

As co-lead counsel representing co-lead plaintiff Boston Retirement System, Labaton Sucharow 
secured a $170 million settlement on March 3, 2015 with Fannie Mae. Lead plaintiffs alleged 
that Fannie Mae and certain of its current and former senior officers violated federal securities 
laws, by making false and misleading statements concerning the company’s internal controls 
and risk management with respect to Alt-A and subprime mortgages. Lead plaintiffs also 
alleged that defendants made misstatements with respect to Fannie Mae’s core capital, 
deferred tax assets, other-than-temporary losses, and loss reserves. This settlement is a 
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significant feat, particularly following the unfavorable result in a similar case for investors of 
Fannie Mae’s sibling company, Freddie Mac.  
Labaton Sucharow successfully argued that investors' losses were caused by Fannie Mae's 
misrepresentations and poor risk management, rather than by the financial crisis.  

 In re Broadcom Corp. Class Action Litigation, No. 06-cv-05036 (C.D. Cal.) 

Labaton Sucharow served as lead counsel on behalf of lead plaintiff New Mexico State 
Investment Council in a case stemming from Broadcom Corp.’s $2.2 billion restatement of its 
historic financial statements for 1998 - 2005. In August 2010, the court granted final approval 
of a $160.5 million settlement with Broadcom and two individual defendants to resolve this 
matter, the second largest up-front cash settlement ever recovered from a company accused 
of options backdating. Following a Ninth Circuit ruling confirming that outside auditors are 
subject to the same pleading standards as all other defendants, the district court denied 
Broadcom’s auditor Ernst & Young’s motion to dismiss on the ground of loss causation. This 
ruling is a major victory for the class and a landmark decision by the court—the first of its kind 
in a case arising from stock-options backdating. In October 2012, the court approved a 
$13 million settlement with Ernst & Young. 

 In re Satyam Computer Services Ltd. Securities Litigation, No. 09-md-2027 
(S.D.N.Y.) 

Satyam, referred to as “India’s Enron,” engaged in one of the most egregious frauds on 
record. In a case that rivals the Enron and Bernie Madoff scandals, the Firm represented lead 
plaintiff UK-based Mineworkers' Pension Scheme, which alleged that Satyam Computer 
Services Ltd., related entities, its auditors, and certain directors and officers made materially 
false and misleading statements to the investing public about the company’s earnings and 
assets, artificially inflating the price of Satyam securities. On September 13, 2011, the court 
granted final approval to a settlement with Satyam of $125 million and a settlement with the 
company’s auditor, PricewaterhouseCoopers, in the amount of $25.5 million. Judge Barbara S. 
Jones commended lead counsel during the final approval hearing noting that the “…quality of 
representation which I found to be very high…” 

 In re Mercury Interactive Corp. Securities Litigation, No. 05-cv-3395 (N.D. Cal.)  

Labaton Sucharow served as co-lead counsel on behalf of co-lead plaintiff Steamship Trade 
Association/International Longshoremen’s Association Pension Fund, which alleged Mercury 
backdated option grants used to compensate employees and officers of the company. 
Mercury’s former CEO, CFO, and General Counsel actively participated in and benefited from 
the options backdating scheme, which came at the expense of the company’s shareholders and 
the investing public. On September 25, 2008, the court granted final approval of the 
$117.5 million settlement. 

 In re Oppenheimer Champion Fund Securities Fraud Class Actions, No. 09-cv-525 
(D. Colo.) and In re Core Bond Fund, No. 09-cv-1186 (D. Colo.) 

Labaton Sucharow served as lead counsel and represented individuals and the proposed class 
in two related securities class actions brought against OppenheimerFunds, Inc., among others, 
and certain officers and trustees of two funds—Oppenheimer Core Bond Fund and 
Oppenheimer Champion Income Fund. The lawsuits alleged that the investment policies 
followed by the funds resulted in investor losses when the funds suffered drops in net asset 
value although the funds were presented as safe and conservative investments to consumers. 
In May 2011, the Firm achieved settlements amounting to $100 million: $52.5 million in In re 
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Oppenheimer Champion Fund Securities Fraud Class Actions, and a $47.5 million settlement in 
In re Core Bond Fund. 

 In re Computer Sciences Corporation Securities Litigation, No. 11-cv-610 (E.D. Va.) 

As lead counsel representing Ontario Teachers’ Pension Plan Board, Labaton Sucharow 
secured a $97.5 million settlement in this “rocket docket” case involving accounting fraud. The 
settlement was the third largest all cash recovery in a securities class action in the Fourth 
Circuit and the second largest all cash recovery in such a case in the Eastern District of Virginia. 
The plaintiffs alleged that IT consulting and outsourcing company Computer Sciences 
Corporation (CSC) fraudulently inflated its stock price by misrepresenting and omitting the 
truth about the state of its most visible contract and the state of its internal controls. In 
particular, the plaintiffs alleged that CSC assured the market that it was performing on a 
$5.4 billion contract with the UK National Health Services when CSC internally knew that it 
could not deliver on the contract, departed from the terms of the contract, and as a result, was 
not properly accounting for the contract. Judge T.S. Ellis, III stated, “I have no doubt—that 
the work product I saw was always of the highest quality for both sides.” 

Lead Counsel Appointments in Ongoing Litigation 

Labaton Sucharow’s institutional investor clients are regularly chosen by federal judges to serve as lead 
plaintiffs in prominent securities litigations brought under the PSLRA. Dozens of public pension funds 
and union funds have selected Labaton Sucharow to represent them in federal securities class actions 
and advise them as securities litigation/investigation counsel. Our recent notable lead and co-lead 
counsel appointments include the following:  

 In re Goldman Sachs Group, Inc. Securities Litigation, No. 10-cv-03461 (S.D.N.Y) 

Labaton Sucharow represents Arkansas Teacher Retirement System in this high-profile 
litigation based on the scandals involving Goldman Sachs’ sales of the Abacus CDO. 

 In re Facebook, Inc., IPO Securities and Derivative Litigation, No. 12-md-02389 
(S.D.N.Y.) 

Labaton Sucharow represents North Carolina Department of State Treasurer and Arkansas 
Teacher Retirement System in this securities class action that involves one of the largest initial 
public offerings for a technology company. 

 City of Providence, Rhode Island v. BATS Global Markets, Inc., No. 14-cv-2811 
(S.D.N.Y.) 

Labaton Sucharow represents Boston Retirement System in this cutting-edge securities class 
action case involving allegations of market manipulation via high frequency trading, misconduct 
that had repercussions for virtually the entire financial market in the United States.  

 In re Intuitive Surgical Securities Litigation, No. 13-cv-01920 (N.D. Cal.) 

Labaton Sucharow represents the Employees’ Retirement System of the State of Hawaii in this 
securities class action alleging violations of securities fraud laws by concealing FDA regulations 
violations and a dangerous defect in the company’s primary product, the da Vinci Surgical 
System. 
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 In re KBR, Inc. Securities Litigation, No. 14-cv-01287 (S.D. Tex.) 

Labaton Sucharow represents the IBEW Local No. 58 / SMC NECA Funds in this securities class 
action alleging misrepresentation of certain Canadian construction contracts. 

Innovative Legal Strategy 

Bringing successful litigation against corporate behemoths during a time of financial turmoil presents 
many challenges, but Labaton Sucharow has kept pace with the evolving financial markets and with 
corporate wrongdoer’s novel approaches to committing fraud.  

Our Firm’s innovative litigation strategies on behalf of clients include the following: 

 Mortgage-Related Litigation 

In In re Countrywide Financial Corporation Securities Litigation, No. 07-cv-5295 (C.D. Cal.), our 
client’s claims involved complex and data-intensive arguments relating to the mortgage 
securitization process and the market for residential mortgage-backed securities (RMBS) in the 
United States. To prove that defendants made false and misleading statements concerning 
Countrywide’s business as an issuer of residential mortgages, Labaton Sucharow utilized both 
in-house and external expert analysis. This included state-of-the-art statistical analysis of loan 
level data associated with the creditworthiness of individual mortgage loans. The Firm 
recovered $624 million on behalf of investors.  

Building on its experience in this area, the Firm has pursued claims on behalf of individual 
purchasers of RMBS against a variety of investment banks for misrepresentations in the 
offering documents associated with individual RMBS deals. 

 Options Backdating 

In 2005, Labaton Sucharow took a pioneering role in identifying options-backdating practices 
as both damaging to investors and susceptible to securities fraud claims, bringing a case, In re 
Mercury Interactive Securities Litigation, No. 05-cv-3395 (N.D. Cal.), that spawned many other 
plaintiff recoveries. 

Leveraging its experience, the Firm went on to secure other significant options backdating 
settlements, in, for example, In re Broadcom Corp. Class Action Litigation, No. 06-cv-5036  
(C.D. Cal.), and in In re Take-Two Interactive Securities Litigation, No. 06-cv-0803 (S.D.N.Y.). 
Moreover, in Take-Two, Labaton Sucharow was able to prompt the SEC to reverse its initial 
position and agree to distribute a disgorgement fund to investors, including class members. 
The SEC had originally planned for the fund to be distributed to the U.S. Treasury. As a result, 
investors received a very significant percentage of their recoverable damages. 

 Foreign Exchange Transactions Litigation 

The Firm has pursued or is pursuing claims for state pension funds against BNY Mellon and 
State Street Bank, the two largest custodian banks in the world. For more than a decade, these 
banks failed to disclose that they were overcharging their custodial clients for foreign 
exchange transactions. Given the number of individual transactions this practice affected, the 
damages caused to our clients and the class were significant. Our claims, involving complex 
statistical analysis, as well as qui tam jurisprudence, were filed ahead of major actions by 
federal and state authorities related to similar allegations commenced in 2011. Our team 
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favorably resolved the BNY Mellon matter in 2012. The case against State Street Bank is 
still ongoing. 

Appellate Advocacy and Trial Experience 

When it is in the best interest of our clients, Labaton Sucharow repeatedly has demonstrated our 
willingness and ability to litigate these complex cases all the way to trial, a skill unmatched by many 
firms in the plaintiffs bar.  

Labaton Sucharow is one of the few firms in the plaintiffs securities bar to have prevailed in a case 
before the U.S. Supreme Court. In Amgen v. Connecticut Retirement Plans & Trust Funds, 133 S. Ct. 
1184 (Feb. 27, 2013), the Firm persuaded the court to reject efforts to thwart the certification of a class 
of investors seeking monetary damages in a securities class action. This represents a significant victory 
for all plaintiffs in securities class actions.  

In In re Real Estate Associates Limited Partnership Litigation, Labaton Sucharow’s advocacy 
significantly increased the settlement value for shareholders. The defendants were unwilling to settle 
for an amount the Firm and its clients viewed as fair, which led to a six-week trial. The Firm and co-
counsel ultimately obtained a landmark $184 million jury verdict. The jury supported the plaintiffs’ 
position that the defendants knowingly violated the federal securities laws, and that the general 
partner had breached his fiduciary duties to shareholders. The $184 million award was one of the 
largest jury verdicts returned in any PSLRA action and one in which the class, consisting of 18,000 
investors, recovered 100 percent of their damages.  
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Our Clients 

Labaton Sucharow represents and advises the following institutional investor clients, among others: 

 Arkansas Teacher Retirement System  Mississippi Public Employees’ Retirement 
System 

 Baltimore County Retirement System  New York City Pension Funds 

 Bristol County Retirement Board  New York State Common Retirement Fund 

 California Public Employees’ 
Retirement System 

 Norfolk County Retirement System 

 City of New Orleans Employees’ 
Retirement System 

 Office of the Ohio Attorney General and 
several of its Retirement Systems 

 Connecticut Retirement Plans & Trust 
Funds 

 Oklahoma Firefighters Pension and Retirement 
System 

 Division of Investment of the New 
Jersey Department of the Treasury 

 Plymouth County Retirement System 

 Genesee County Employees’ 
Retirement System 

 Office of the New Mexico Attorney General 
and several of its Retirement Systems 

 Illinois Municipal Retirement Fund  Rhode Island State Investment Commission 

 Teachers’ Retirement System of 
Louisiana 

 San Francisco Employees’ Retirement System 

 Macomb County Employees 
Retirement System 

 State of Oregon Public Employees’ Retirement 
System 

 Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit 
Authority 

 State of Wisconsin Investment Board 

 Michigan Retirement Systems  Boston Retirement System 

 Middlesex Retirement Board  Steamship Trade Association/International 
Longshoremen’s Association 

  Virginia Retirement System 
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Awards & Accolades 

Industry publications and peer rankings consistently recognize the Firm as a respected leader in 
securities litigation.  

 

Chambers & Partners USA 

Leading Plaintiffs Securities Litigation Firm (2009-2015)  

effective and greatly respected…a bench of partners who are highly 
esteemed by competitors and adversaries alike 

 

The Legal 500 

Tier 1, highest ranking, in Plaintiff Representation: Securities Litigation Law Firm (2007-2015) and also 
recognized in Antitrust (2010-2015) and M&A Litigation (2013 and 2015)  

'Superb' and 'at the top of its game.' The Firm's team of 'hard-working 
lawyers, who push themselves to thoroughly investigate the facts' and 
conduct 'very diligent research.' 

 

Benchmark Litigation 

Highly Recommended, top recognition, in Securities and Antitrust Litigation (2012-2015)  

clearly living up to its stated mission 'reputation matters'...consistently 
earning mention as a respected litigation-focused firm fighting for the 
rights of institutional investors 

 

Law360 

Most Feared Plaintiffs Firm (2013-2015) and Class Action Practice Group of the Year (2012 and 2014) 

known for thoroughly investigating claims and conducting due diligence 
before filing suit, and for fighting defendants tooth and nail in court 

 

The National Law Journal 

Hall of Fame Honoree and Top Plaintiffs’ Firm (2006-2015), Elite Trial Lawyer (2014-2015) 

definitely at the top of their field on the plaintiffs’ side  
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Community Involvement 

To demonstrate our deep commitment to the community, Labaton Sucharow devotes significant 
resources to pro bono legal work and public and community service. 

Firm Commitments 

Brooklyn Law School Securities Arbitration Clinic 
Mark S. Arisohn, Adjunct Professor and Joel H. Bernstein, Adjunct Professor 

Labaton Sucharow has partnered with Brooklyn Law School to establish a securities arbitration clinic. 
The program serves a dual purpose: to assist defrauded individual investors who cannot otherwise 
afford to pay for legal counsel; and to provide students with real-world experience in securities 
arbitration and litigation. Partners Mark S. Arisohn and Joel H. Bernstein lead the program as adjunct 
professors.  

Change for Kids 

Labaton Sucharow supports Change for Kids (CFK) as a leading sponsor of P.S. 182 in East Harlem. 
One school at a time, CFK rallies communities to provide a broad range of essential educational 
opportunities at under-resourced public elementary schools. By creating inspiring learning 
environments at our partner schools, CFK enables students to discover their unique strengths and 
develop the confidence to achieve. 

The Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights Under Law 
Edward Labaton, Member, Board of Directors 

The Firm is a long-time supporter of The Lawyers’ Committee for Civil rights Under Law, a nonpartisan, 
nonprofit organization formed in 1963 at the request of President John F. Kennedy. The Lawyers’ 
Committee involves the private bar in providing legal services to address racial discrimination.  

Labaton Sucharow attorneys have contributed on the federal level to U.S. Supreme Court nominee 
analyses (analyzing nominees for their views on such topics as ethnic equality, corporate diversity, and 
gender discrimination) and national voters’ rights initiatives.  

Sidney Hillman Foundation 

Labaton Sucharow supports the Sidney Hillman Foundation. Created in honor of the first president of 
the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of America, Sidney Hillman, the foundation supports investigative 
and progressive journalism by awarding monthly and yearly prizes. Partner Thomas A. Dubbs is 
frequently invited to present these awards. 
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Individual Attorney Commitments 

Labaton Sucharow attorneys have served in a variety of pro bono and community service capacities:  

 Pro bono representation of mentally ill tenants facing eviction, appointed as Guardian ad litem 
in several housing court actions.  

 Recipient of a Volunteer and Leadership Award from a tenants’ advocacy organization for work 
defending the rights of city residents and preserving their fundamental sense of public safety 
and home. 

 Board Member of the Ovarian Cancer Research Fund—the largest private funding agency of its 
kind supporting research into a method of early detection and, ultimately, a cure for ovarian 
cancer. 

 Director of the BARKA Foundation, which provides fresh water to villages in Burkina Faso. 

 Founder of the Lillian C. Spencer Fund—a charitable organization that provides scholarships to 
underprivileged American children and emergency dental care to refugee children in 
Guatemala. 

Our attorneys have also contributed to or continue to volunteer with the following charitable 
organizations, among others:  

 American Heart Association 

 Big Brothers/Big Sisters of New York City 

 Boys and Girls Club of America 

 Carter Burden Center for the Aging 

 City Harvest 

 City Meals-on-Wheels 

 Coalition for the Homeless 

 Cycle for Survival 

 Cystic Fibrosis Foundation 

 Dana Farber Cancer Institute 

 Food Bank for New York City 

 Fresh Air Fund 

 Habitat for Humanity 

 Lawyers Committee for Civil Rights 

 Legal Aid Society 

 Mentoring USA 

 National Lung Cancer Partnership 

 National MS Society 

 National Parkinson Foundation 

 New York Cares 

 New York Common Pantry 

 Peggy Browning Fund 

 Sanctuary for Families 

 Sandy Hook School Support Fund 

 Save the Children 

 Special Olympics 

 Toys for Tots 

 Williams Syndrome Association 
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Commitment to Diversity  

Recognizing that business does not always offer equal opportunities for advancement and 
collaboration to women, Labaton Sucharow launched its Women’s Networking and Mentoring Initiative 
in 2007.  

The Women’s Initiative, led by partner and Executive Committee member Martis Alex, reflects our 
commitment to the advancement of women professionals. The goal of the Initiative is to bring 
professional women together to collectively advance women’s influence in business. Each event 
showcases a successful woman role model as a guest speaker. We actively discuss our respective 
business initiatives and hear the guest speaker’s strategies for success. Labaton Sucharow mentors 
young women inside and outside of the firm and promotes their professional achievements. The Firm 
also is a member of the National Association of Women Lawyers (NAWL). For more information 
regarding Labaton Sucharow’s Women’s Initiative, please visit 
www.labaton.com/en/about/women/Womens-Initiative.cfm. 

Further demonstrating our commitment to diversity in the legal profession and within our Firm, in 
2006, we established the Labaton Sucharow Minority Scholarship and Internship. The annual award—a  
grant and a summer associate position—is presented to a first-year minority student who is enrolled at 
a metropolitan New York law school and who has demonstrated academic excellence, community 
commitment, and personal integrity.  

Labaton Sucharow has also instituted a diversity internship which brings two Hunter College students 
to work at the Firm each summer. These interns rotate through various departments, shadowing Firm 
partners and getting a feel for the inner workings of the Firm. 
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Securities Litigation Attorneys 

Our team of securities class action litigators includes: 

Partners 
Lawrence A. Sucharow (Chairman) 

Martis Alex 

Mark S. Arisohn 

Christine S. Azar 

Eric J. Belfi 

Joel H. Bernstein 

Thomas A. Dubbs 

Jonathan Gardner 

David J. Goldsmith 

Louis Gottlieb 

Serena Hallowell 

Thomas G. Hoffman, Jr. 

James W. Johnson 

Christopher J. Keller 

Edward Labaton 

Christopher J. McDonald 

Michael H. Rogers 

Ira A. Schochet 

Michael W. Stocker 

Nicole M. Zeiss 

 
 

Of Counsel
Garrett J. Bradley  

Joseph H. Einstein 

Lara Goldstone 

Angelina Nguyen 

Barry M. Okun 

Carol C. Villegas  

 

Senior Counsel 
Richard T. Joffe 

 

 

Detailed biographies of the team’s qualifications and accomplishments follow. 
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Lawrence A. Sucharow, Chairman 
lsucharow@labaton.com 

With nearly four decades of experience, the Firm’s Chairman, Lawrence A. Sucharow is an 
internationally recognized trial lawyer and a leader of the class action bar. Under his guidance, the Firm 
has grown into and earned its position as one of the top plaintiffs securities and antitrust class action 
firms in the world. As Chairman, Larry focuses on counseling the Firm’s large institutional clients, 
developing creative and compelling strategies to advance and protect clients’ interests, and the 
prosecution and resolution of many of the Firm’s leading cases.  

Over the course of his career, Larry has prosecuted hundreds of cases and the Firm has recovered 
billions in groundbreaking securities, antitrust, business transaction, product liability, and other class 
actions. In fact, a landmark case tried in 2002—In re Real Estate Associates Limited Partnership 
Litigation—was the very first securities action successfully tried to a jury verdict following the 
enactment of the Private Securities Litigation Reform Act (PSLRA). Experience such as this has made 
Larry uniquely qualified to evaluate and successfully prosecute class actions.  

Other representative matters include: In re CNL Resorts, Inc. Securities Litigation ($225 million 
settlement); In re Paine Webber Incorporated Limited Partnerships Litigation ($200 million settlement); 
In re Prudential Securities Incorporated Limited Partnerships Litigation ($110 million partial settlement); 
In re Prudential Bache Energy Income Partnerships Securities Litigation ($91 million settlement) and 
Shea v. New York Life Insurance Company (over $92 million settlement).  

In recognition of his career accomplishments and standing in the securities bar at the Bar, Larry was 
selected by Law360 as one the 10 Most Admired Securities Attorneys in the United States. Further, he 
is one of a small handful of plaintiffs’ securities lawyers in the United States independently selected by 
each of Chambers and Partners USA, The Legal 500, Benchmark Litigation, and Lawdragon 500 for 
their respective highest rankings. Referred to as a “legend” by his peers in Benchmark Litigation, 
Chambers describes him as an “an immensely respected plaintiff advocate” and a “renowned figure in 
the securities plaintiff world…[that] has handled some of the most high-profile litigation in this field.” 
According to The Legal 500, clients characterize Larry as a “a strong and passionate advocate with a 
desire to win.” In addition, Brooklyn Law School honored Larry with the 2012 Alumni of the Year 
Award for his notable achievements in the field.  

Larry has served a two-year term as President of the National Association of Shareholder and 
Consumer Attorneys, a membership organization of approximately 100 law firms that practice complex 
civil litigation including class actions. A longtime supporter of the Federal Bar Council, Larry serves as a 
trustee of the Federal Bar Council Foundation. He is a member of the Federal Bar Council’s Committee 
on Second Circuit Courts, and the Federal Courts Committee of the New York County Lawyers’ 
Association. He is also a member of the Securities Law Committee of the New Jersey State Bar 
Association and was the Founding Chairman of the Class Action Committee of the Commercial and 
Federal Litigation Section of the New York State Bar Association, a position he held from 1988-1994. In 
addition, Larry serves on the Advocacy Committee of the World Federation of Investors Corporation, a 
worldwide umbrella organization of national shareholder associations. In May 2013, Larry was elected 
Vice Chair of the International Financial Litigation Network, a network of law firms from 15 countries 
seeking international solutions to cross-border financial problems.  

Larry is admitted to practice in the States of New York, New Jersey, and Arizona, as well as before the 
Supreme Court of the United States, the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, and 
the United States District Courts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York, and the District 
of New Jersey. 
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Martis Alex, Partner 
malex@labaton.com 

Martis Alex prosecutes complex litigation on behalf of consumers as well as domestic and international 
institutional investors. She has extensive experience litigating mass tort and class action cases 
nationwide, specifically in the areas of consumer fraud, products liability, and securities fraud. She has 
successfully represented consumers and investors in cases that achieved cumulative recoveries of 
hundreds of millions of dollars for plaintiffs. 

Named one of Benchmark Litigation’s Top 250 Women in Litigation, Martis is an elected member of 
the Firm’s Executive Committee and chairs the Firm’s Consumer Protection Practice as well as the 
Women’s Initiative. Martis is also an Executive Council member of Ellevate, a global professional 
network dedicated to advancing women’s leadership across industries. 

Martis leads the Firm's team litigating the consumer class action against auto manufacturers over 
keyless ignition carbon monoxide deaths, as well as the first nationwide consumer class action 
concerning defective Takata-made airbags. 

Martis was a court-appointed member of the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committees in national product 
liability actions against the manufacturers of orthopedic bone screws (In re Orthopedic Bone Screw 
Products Liability Litigation), atrial pacemakers (In re Telectronics Pacing Systems, Inc. Accufix Atrial 
“J” Leads Product Liability Litigation), latex gloves (In re Latex Gloves Products Liability Litigation), and 
suppliers of defective auto paint (In re Ford Motor Company Vehicle Paint). She played a leadership 
role in the national litigation against the tobacco companies (Castano v. American Tobacco Co.) and in 
the prosecution of the national breast implant litigation (In re Silicone Gel Breast Implant Products 
Liability Litigation). 

In her securities practice, Martis represents several foreign financial institutions seeking recoveries of 
more than a billion dollars in losses in their RMBS investments. 

Martis played a key role in litigating In re American International Group, Inc. Securities Litigation, 
recovering more than $1 billion in settlements for investors. She was an integral part of the team that 
successfully litigated In re Bristol-Myers Squibb Securities Litigation, which resulted in a $185 million 
settlement for investors and secured meaningful corporate governance reforms that will affect future 
consumers and investors alike. 

Martis acted as Lead Trial Counsel and Chair of the Executive Committee in the Zenith Laboratories 
Securities Litigation, a federal securities fraud class action which settled during trial and achieved a 
significant recovery for investors. In addition, she served as co-lead counsel in several securities class 
actions that attained substantial awards for investors, including Cadence Design Securities Litigation, 
Halsey Drug Securities Litigation, Slavin v. Morgan Stanley, Lubliner v. Maxtor Corp., and Baden v. 
Northwestern Steel and Wire. 

Martis began her career as a trial lawyer with the Sacramento, California District Attorney’s Office, 
where she tried over 30 cases to verdict. She has spoken on various legal topics at national 
conferences and is a recipient of the American College of Trial Lawyers’ Award for Excellence in 
Advocacy. 

Martis founded the Lillian C. Spencer Fund, a charitable organization that provides scholarships to 
underprivileged American children and emergency dental care to refugee children in Guatemala. She is 
a Director of the BARKA Foundation, which provides fresh water to villages in Burkina Faso, West 
Africa, and she contributes to her local community through her work with Coalition for the Homeless 
and New York Cares. 

Case 1:14-cv-00885-JCC-TRJ   Document 60-5   Filed 10/29/15   Page 27 of 45 PageID# 1387



 

 
17 

 

Martis is admitted to practice in the States of California and New York as well as before the Supreme 
Court of the United States, the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, and the United 
States District Courts for the Western District of Washington, the Southern, Eastern and Western 
Districts of New York, and the Central District of California. 

Mark S. Arisohn, Partner 
marisohn@labaton.com 

Mark S. Arisohn concentrates his practice on prosecuting complex securities fraud cases on behalf of 
institutional investors. Mark is an accomplished litigator, with nearly 40 years of extensive trial 
experience in jury and non-jury matters in the state and federal courts nationwide. He has also argued 
in the New York Court of Appeals, the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit and 
appeared before the United States Supreme Court in the landmark insider trading case of Chiarella v. 
United States. 

Mark's wide-ranging practice has included prosecuting and defending individuals and corporations in 
cases involving securities fraud, mail and wire fraud, bank fraud, and RICO violations. He has 
represented public officials, individuals, and companies in the construction and securities industries as 
well as professionals accused of regulatory offenses and professional misconduct. He also has 
appeared as trial counsel for both plaintiffs and defendants in civil fraud matters and corporate and 
commercial matters, including shareholder litigation, business torts, unfair competition, and 
misappropriation of trade secrets. 

Mark is one of the few litigators in the plaintiffs' bar to have tried two securities fraud class action 
cases to a jury verdict. 

Mark is an active member of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York and has served on its 
Judiciary Committee, the Committee on Criminal Courts, Law and Procedure, the Committee on 
Superior Courts, and the Committee on Professional Discipline. He serves as a mediator for the 
Complaint Mediation Panel of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York where he mediates 
attorney client disputes and as a hearing officer for the New York State Commission on Judicial 
Conduct where he presides over misconduct cases brought against judges. 

Mark also co-leads Labaton Sucharow’s Securities Arbitration pro bono project in conjunction with 
Brooklyn Law School where he serves as an adjunct professor. Mark, together with Labaton Sucharow 
associates and Brooklyn Law School students, represents aggrieved and defrauded individual investors 
who cannot otherwise afford to pay for legal counsel in financial industry arbitration matters against 
investment advisors and stockbrokers. 

Mark was named to the recommended list in the field of Securities Litigation by The Legal 500 and 
recognized by Benchmark Litigation as a Securities Litigation Star. He has also received a rating of AV 
Preeminent from publishers of the Martindale-Hubbell directory. 

Mark is admitted to practice in the State of New York and the District of Columbia as well as before 
the Supreme Court of the United States, the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, 
and the United States District Courts for the Southern, Eastern and Northern Districts of New York, 
the Northern District of Texas, and the Northern District of California. 

Christine S. Azar, Partner 
cazar@labaton.com 

Christine S. Azar is the Chair of the Firm’s Corporate Governance and Shareholder Rights Litigation 
Practice. A longtime advocate of shareholder rights, Christine prosecutes complex derivative and 
transactional litigation in the Delaware Court of Chancery and throughout the United States. 
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In recognition of her accomplishments, Chambers & Partners USA ranked her as a leading lawyer in 
Delaware, noting she is an “A-team lawyer on the plaintiff’s side.” She was also featured on The 
National Law Journal’s Plaintiffs’ Hot List, recommended by The Legal 500, and named a Securities 
Litigation Star in Delaware by Benchmark Litigation as well as one of Benchmark’s Top 250 Women in 
Litigation. 

Christine’s caseload represents some of the most sophisticated litigation in her field. Currently, she is 
representing California State Teachers’ Retirement System as co-lead counsel in In re Wal-Mart 
Derivative Litigation. The suit alleges that Wal-Mart’s board of directors and management breached 
their fiduciary duties owed to shareholders and the company as well as violated the company’s own 
corporate governance guidelines, anti-corruption policy, and statement of ethics.  

Christine has worked on some of the most groundbreaking cases in the field of merger and derivative 
litigation. In In re Freeport-McMoRan Copper & Gold Inc. Derivative Litigation, she achieved the 
second largest derivative settlement in the Delaware Court of Chancery history, a $153.75 million 
settlement with an unprecedented provision of direct payments to stockholders by means of a special 
dividend. As co-lead counsel in In re El Paso Corporation Shareholder Litigation, which shareholders 
alleged that acquisition of El Paso by Kinder Morgan, Inc. was improperly influenced by conflicted 
financial advisors and management, Christine helped secure a $110 million settlement. Acting as co-
lead counsel in In re J.Crew Shareholder Litigation, Christine helped secure a settlement that increased 
the payment to J.Crew’s shareholders by $16 million following an allegedly flawed going-private 
transaction. Christine also assisted in obtaining $29 million in settlements on behalf of Barnes & Noble 
investors in In re Barnes & Noble Stockholders Derivative Litigation which alleged breaches of fiduciary 
duties by the Barnes & Noble management and board of directors. In In re The Student Loan 
Corporation, Christine was part of the team that successfully protected the minority shareholders in 
connection with a complex web of proposed transactions that ran contrary to shareholders’ interest by 
securing a recovery of nearly $10 million for shareholders. 

Acting as co-lead counsel in In re RehabCare Group, Inc. Shareholders Litigation, Christine was part of 
the team that structured a settlement that included a cash payment to shareholders as well as key deal 
reforms such as enhanced disclosures and an amended merger agreement. Representing shareholders 
in In re Compellent Technologies, Inc. Shareholder Litigation, regarding the proposed acquisition of 
Compellent Technologies Inc. by Dell, Inc., Christine was integral in negotiating a settlement that 
included key deal improvements including elimination of the “poison pill” and standstill agreement 
with potential future bidders as well as a reduction of the termination fee amount. In In re Walgreen 
Co. Derivative Litigation, Christine negotiated significant corporate governance reforms on behalf of 
West Palm Beach Police Pension Fund and the Police Retirement System of St. Louis, requiring 
Walgreens to extend its Drug Enforcement Agency commitments in this derivative action related to 
the company’s Controlled Substances Act violation. 

In addition to her active legal practice, Christine serves as a Volunteer Guardian Ad Litem in the Office 
of the Child Advocate. In this capacity, she has represented children in foster care in the state of 
Delaware to ensure the protection of their legal rights. Christine is also a member of the Advisory 
Committee of the Weinberg Center for Corporate Governance of the University of Delaware. 

Christine is admitted to practice in the States of Delaware, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania as well as 
before the United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit and the United States District Courts 
for the District of Delaware, the District of New Jersey, and the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 

Eric J. Belfi, Partner 
ebelfi@labaton.com 

Representing many of the world’s leading pension funds and other institutional investors, Eric J. Belfi is 
an accomplished litigator with experience in a broad range of commercial matters. Eric concentrates 
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his practice on domestic and international securities litigation and shareholder litigation. He serves as a 
member of the Firm’s Executive Committee. 

As an integral member of the Firm’s Case Evaluation group, Eric has brought numerous high-profile 
domestic securities cases that resulted from the credit crisis, including the prosecution against 
Goldman Sachs. In In re Goldman Sachs Group, Inc. Securities Litigation, he played a significant role in 
the investigation and drafting of the operative complaint. Eric was also actively involved in securing a 
combined settlement of $18.4 million in In re Colonial BancGroup, Inc. Securities Litigation, regarding 
material misstatements and omissions in SEC filings by Colonial BancGroup and certain underwriters. 

Along with his domestic securities litigation practice, Eric leads the Firm’s International Securities 
Litigation Practice, which is dedicated exclusively to analyzing potential claims in non-U.S. jurisdictions 
and advising on the risk and benefits of litigation in those forums. The practice, one of the first of its 
kind, also serves as liaison counsel to institutional investors in such cases, where appropriate. 
Currently, Eric represents nearly 30 institutional investors in over a dozen non-U.S. cases against 
companies including SNC-Lavalin Group Inc. in Canada, Vivendi Universal, S.A. in France, OZ Minerals 
Ltd. in Australia, Lloyds Banking Group in the UK, and Olympus Corporation in Japan.  

Eric’s international experience also includes securing settlements on behalf of non-U.S. clients including 
the UK-based Mineworkers’ Pension Scheme in In re Satyam Computer Securities Services Ltd. 
Securities Litigation, an action related to one of the largest securities fraud in India which resulted in 
$150.5 million in collective settlements. Representing two of Europe’s leading pension funds, Deka 
Investment GmbH and Deka International S.A., Luxembourg, in In re General Motors Corp. Securities 
Litigation, Eric was integral in securing a $303 million settlement in a case regarding multiple 
accounting manipulations and overstatements by General Motors. 

Additionally, Eric oversees the Financial Products & Services Litigation Practice, focusing on individual 
actions against malfeasant investment bankers, including cases against custodial banks that allegedly 
committed deceptive practices relating to certain foreign currency transactions. He currently serves as 
lead counsel to Arkansas Teacher Retirement System in a class action against the State Street 
Corporation and certain affiliated entities, and he has represented the Commonwealth of Virginia in its 
False Claims Act case against Bank of New York Mellon, Inc. 

Eric’s M&A and derivative experience includes noteworthy cases such as In re Medco Health Solutions 
Inc. Shareholders Litigation, in which he was integrally involved in the negotiation of the settlement 
that included a significant reduction in the termination fee. 

Eric’s prior experience included serving as an Assistant Attorney General for the State of New York 
and as an Assistant District Attorney for the County of Westchester. As a prosecutor, Eric investigated 
and prosecuted white-collar criminal cases, including many securities law violations. He presented 
hundreds of cases to the grand jury and obtained numerous felony convictions after jury trials. 

Eric is a frequent speaker on the topic of shareholder litigation and U.S.-style class actions in European 
countries. He also has spoken on socially responsible investments for public pension funds. 

Eric is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the United States District Courts 
for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York, the Eastern District of Michigan, the District of 
Colorado, the District of Nebraska, and the Eastern District of Wisconsin. 

Joel H. Bernstein, Partner 
jbernstein@labaton.com 

With nearly four decades of experience in complex litigation, Joel H. Bernstein’s practice focuses on 
the protection of investors who have been victimized by securities fraud and breach of fiduciary duty. 
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Joel advises large public pension funds, banks, mutual funds, insurance companies, hedge funds, and 
other institutional and individual investors with respect to securities-related litigation in the federal and 
state courts, as well as in arbitration proceedings before the NYSE, FINRA, and other self-regulatory 
organizations. His experience in the area of shareholder litigation has resulted in the recovery of more 
than a billion dollars in damages to wronged investors. 

Joel leads the Firm’s Residential Mortgage-Backed Securities team, representing large domestic and 
foreign institutional investors in individual litigation involving billions of dollars lost in fraudulently 
marketed investments at the center of the subprime crisis and has successfully recovered hundreds of 
millions of dollars on their behalf thus far. He also currently serves as lead counsel in class actions, 
including a landmark securities class action case involving allegations of market manipulation via high 
frequency trading, and a class action against Weatherford alleging that the company filed false 
financial statements. 

Joel recently led the team that secured a $265 million all-cash settlement for a class of investors in In re 
Massey Energy Co. Securities Litigation, a matter that stemmed from the 2010 mining disaster at the 
company’s Upper Big Branch coal mine. As lead counsel for one of the most prototypical cases arising 
from the financial crisis, In re Countrywide Corporation Securities Litigation, he obtained a settlement 
of $624 million for co-lead plaintiffs, New York State Common Retirement Fund and the New York City 
Pension Funds.  

In the past, Joel has played a central role in numerous high profile cases, including In re Paine Webber 
Incorporated Limited Partnerships Litigation ($200 million settlement); In re Prudential Securities 
Incorporated Limited Partnerships Litigation ($130 million settlement); In re Prudential Bache Energy 
Income Partnerships Securities Litigation ($91 million settlement); Shea v. New York Life Insurance 
Company ($92 million settlement); and Saunders et al. v. Gardner ($10 million—the largest punitive 
damage award in the history of NASD Arbitration at that time). In addition, Joel was instrumental in 
securing a $117.5 million settlement in In re Mercury Interactive Securities Litigation, the largest 
settlement at the time in a securities fraud litigation based upon options backdating. He also has 
litigated cases which arose out of deceptive practices by custodial banks relating to certain foreign 
currency transactions. 

Joel has been recommended by The Legal 500 in the field of Securities Litigation, where he was 
described by sources as a “formidable adversary,” and by Benchmark Litigation as a Securities 
Litigation Star. He was also featured in The AmLaw Litigation Daily as Litigator of the Week for his 
work on In re Countrywide Financial Corporation Securities Litigation. Joel has received a rating of AV 
Preeminent from the publishers of the Martindale-Hubbell directory. 

In addition to his active legal practice, Joel co-leads Labaton Sucharow’s Securities Arbitration pro 
bono project in collaboration with Brooklyn Law School where he serves as an adjunct professor. 
Together with Labaton Sucharow partner Mark Arisohn, firm associates, and Brooklyn Law School 
students, he represents aggrieved and defrauded individual investors who cannot otherwise afford to 
pay for legal counsel in financial industry arbitration matters against investment advisors and 
stockbrokers. 

As a recognized leader in his field, Joel is frequently sought out by the press to comment on securities 
law and has also authored numerous articles on related issues. He is a member of the American Bar 
Association, the Association of the Bar of the City of New York, and the Public Investors Arbitration 
Bar Association (PIABA). 

He is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the United States Courts of 
Appeals for the First, Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, and Ninth Circuits and the United States District 
Courts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York. He is a member of the American Bar 
Association and the New York County Lawyers’ Association. 
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Thomas A. Dubbs, Partner 
tdubbs@labaton.com 

Thomas A. Dubbs concentrates his practice on the representation of institutional investors in domestic 
and multinational securities cases. Recognized as a leading securities class action attorney, Tomhas 
been named as a top litigator by Chambers & Partners for six consecutive years. 

Tom has served as lead or co-lead counsel in some of the most important federal securities class 
actions in recent years, including those against American International Group, Goldman Sachs, the Bear 
Stearns Companies, Facebook, Fannie Mae, Broadcom, and WellCare. Tom has also played an integral 
role in securing significant settlements in several high-profile cases including: In re American 
International Group, Inc. Securities Litigation (settlements totaling more than $1 billion); In re Bear 
Stearns Companies, Inc. Securities Litigation ($275 million settlement with Bear Stearns Companies, 
plus a $19.9 million settlement with Deloitte & Touche LLP, Bear Stearns' outside auditor); In re 
HealthSouth Securities Litigation ($671 million settlement); Eastwood Enterprises LLC v. Farha et al. 
(WellCare Securities Litigation) (over $200 million settlement); In re 2008 Fannie Mae Securities 
Litigation ($170 million settlement pending final court approval); In re Broadcom Corp. Securities 
Litigation ($160.5 million settlement with Broadcom, plus $13 million settlement with Ernst & Young 
LLP, Broadcom's outside auditor); In re St. Paul Travelers Securities Litigation ($144.5 million 
settlement); and In re Vesta Insurance Group, Inc. Securities Litigation ($79 million settlement). 

Representing an affiliate of the Amalgamated Bank, the largest labor-owned bank in the United States, 
a team led by Tom successfully litigated a class action against Bristol-Myers Squibb, which resulted in a 
settlement of $185 million as well as major corporate governance reforms. He has argued before the 
United States Supreme Court and has argued 10 appeals dealing with securities or commodities issues 
before the United States Courts of Appeals. 

Due to his reputation in securities law, Tom frequently lectures to institutional investors and other 
groups such as the Government Finance Officers Association, the National Conference on Public 
Employee Retirement Systems, and the Council of Institutional Investors. He is a prolific author of 
articles related to his field, and he recently penned “Textualism and Transnational Securities Law: A 
Reappraisal of Justice Scalia’s Analysis in Morrison v. National Australia Bank,” Southwestern Journal of 
International Law (2014). He has also written several columns in UK-wide publications regarding 
securities class action and corporate governance. 

Prior to joining Labaton Sucharow, Tom was Senior Vice President & Senior Litigation Counsel for 
Kidder, Peabody & Co. Incorporated, where he represented the company in many class actions, 
including the First Executive and Orange County litigation and was first chair in many securities trials. 
Before joining Kidder, Tom was head of the litigation department at Hall, McNicol, Hamilton & Clark, 
where he was the principal partner representing Thomson McKinnon Securities Inc. in many matters, 
including the Petro Lewis and Baldwin-United class actions. 

In addition to his Chambers & Partners recognition, Tom was named a Leading Lawyer by The Legal 
500, an honor presented to only eight U.S. plaintiffs' securities attorneys. Law360 also named him an 
"MVP of the Year" for distinction in class action litigation, and he has been recognized by The National 
Law Journal, Lawdragon 500, and Benchmark Litigation as a Securities Litigation Star. Tom has 
received a rating of AV Preeminent from the publishers of the Martindale-Hubbell directory. 

Tom serves as a FINRA Arbitrator and is an Advisory Board Member for the Institute for Transnational 
Arbitration. He is a member of the New York State Bar Association, the Association of the Bar of the 
City of New York, the American Law Institute, and he is a Patron of the American Society of 
International Law. He also was previously a member of the Members Consultative Group for the 
Principles of the Law of Aggregate Litigation and the Department of State Advisory Committee on 
Private International Law. 
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Tom is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the United States Courts of Appeals for the Second, Ninth and Eleventh Circuits, and 
the United States District Court for the Southern District of New York.  

Jonathan Gardner, Partner 
jgardner@labaton.com 

Jonathan Gardner’s practice focuses on prosecuting complex securities fraud cases on behalf of 
institutional investors. An experienced litigator, he has played an integral role in securing some of the 
largest class action recoveries against corporate offenders since the onset of the global financial crisis.  

Jonathan has led the Firm’s representation of investors in many recent high-profile cases including 
Rubin v. MF Global Ltd., et al., which involved allegations of material misstatements and omissions in a 
Registration Statement and Prospectus issued in connection with MF Global’s IPO in 2007. In 
November 2011, the case resulted in a recovery of $90 million for investors. Jonathan also represented 
lead plaintiff City of Edinburgh Council as Administering Authority of the Lothian Pension Fund in In re 
Lehman Brothers Equity/Debt Securities Litigation, which resulted in settlements totaling exceeding 
$600 million against Lehman Brothers’ former officers and directors, Lehman’s former public 
accounting firm as well as the banks that underwrote Lehman Brothers’ offerings. In representing lead 
plaintiff Massachusetts Bricklayers and Masons Trust Funds in an action against Deutsche Bank, 
Jonathan secured a $32.5 million dollar recovery for a class of investors injured by the Bank’s conduct 
in connection with certain residential mortgage-backed securities. 

Most recently, Jonathan was the lead attorney in several matters that resulted in significant recoveries 
for injured class members, including:  In re Hewlett-Packard Company Securities Litigation, resulting in 
a $57 million recovery; In re Carter's Inc. Securities Litigation resulting in a $23.3 million recovery 
against Carter’s and certain of its officers as well as PricewaterhouseCoopers, its auditing firm; In re 
Lender Processing Services Inc., involving claims of fraudulent mortgage processing which resulted in a 
$13.1 million recovery; In re Aeropostale Inc. Securities Litigation, resulting in a $15 million recovery; 
and In re K-12, Inc. Securities Litigation, resulting in a $6.75 million recovery.  

Jonathan has also been responsible for prosecuting several of the Firm's options backdating cases, 
including In re Monster Worldwide, Inc. Securities Litigation ($47.5 million settlement); In re SafeNet, 
Inc. Securities Litigation ($25 million settlement); In re Semtech Securities Litigation ($20 million 
settlement); and In re MRV Communications, Inc. Securities Litigation ($10 million settlement). He also 
was instrumental in In re Mercury Interactive Corp. Securities Litigation, which settled for $117.5 
million, one of the largest settlements or judgments in a securities fraud litigation based upon options 
backdating.  

Jonathan also represented the Successor Liquidating Trustee of Lipper Convertibles, a convertible 
bond hedge fund, in actions against the fund's former independent auditor and a member of the 
fund's general partner as well as numerous former limited partners who received excess distributions. 
He successfully recovered over $5.2 million for the Successor Liquidating Trustee from the limited 
partners and $29.9 million from the former auditor. 

He is a member of the New York State Bar Association and the Association of the Bar of the City of 
New York. 

Jonathan is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Ninth and Eleventh Circuits and the United States District Courts for the Southern and 
Eastern Districts of New York, and the Eastern District of Wisconsin.  
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David J. Goldsmith, Partner 
dgoldsmith@labaton.com 

David J. Goldsmith has more than 15 years of experience representing public and private institutional 
investors in a wide variety of securities and class action litigations. In recent years, David's work has 
directly led to record recoveries against corporate offenders in some of the most complex and high-
profile securities class actions. 

David has also been designated as “recommended” by The Legal 500 as part of the Firm’s recognition 
as a top-tier plaintiffs’ firm in securities class action litigation. 

David was an integral member of the team representing the New York State Common Retirement 
Fund and New York City pension funds as lead plaintiffs in In re Countrywide Financial Corporation 
Securities Litigation, which settled for $624 million. David successfully represented these clients in an 
appeal brought by Countrywide's 401(k) plan in the Ninth Circuit concerning complex settlement 
allocation issues. David also represented a hedge fund and individual investors as lead plaintiffs in an 
action concerning the well-publicized collapse of four Regions Morgan Keegan closed-end investment 
companies, in which the court approved a $62 million settlement. 

Current matters include representation of a state pension fund in a class action alleging deceptive acts 
and practices by State Street Bank in connection with foreign currency exchange trades executed for 
its custodial clients; representations of state and county pension funds in securities class actions arising 
from the initial public offerings of Model N, Inc. and A10 Networks, Inc.; representations of a large 
German banking institution and a significant Irish special-purpose vehicle in actions alleging fraud in 
connection with residential mortgage-backed securities; and representation of a state pension fund in 
a securities class action against Neustar, Inc. concerning the bidding and selection process for its key 
contract. 

David has regularly represented the Genesee County (Michigan) Employees' Retirement System in 
securities and shareholder matters, including settled actions against CBeyond, Compellent 
Technologies, Merck, Spectranetics, and Transaction Systems Architects. 

During law school, David was Managing Editor of the Cardozo Arts & Entertainment Law Journal and 
served as a judicial intern to the Honorable Michael B. Mukasey, then a United States District Judge for 
the Southern District of New York. 

For many years, David has been a member of AmorArtis, a renowned choral organization with a 
diverse repertoire. 

Louis Gottlieb, Partner 
lgottlieb@labaton.com 

Louis Gottlieb concentrates his practice on representing institutional and individual investors in 
complex securities and consumer class action cases. He has played a key role in some of the most high-
profile securities class actions in recent history, securing significant recoveries for plaintiffs and 
ensuring essential corporate governance reforms to protect future investors, consumers, and the 
general public.  

Lou was integral in prosecuting In re American International Group, Inc. Securities Litigation 
(settlements totaling more than $1 billion) and In re 2008 Fannie Mae Securities Litigation ($170 million 
settlement pending final approval). He also helped lead major class action cases against the company 
and related defendants in In re Satyam Computer Services, Ltd. Securities Litigation ($150.5 million 
settlement). He has led successful litigation teams in securities fraud class action litigations against 
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Metromedia Fiber Networks and Pricesmart, as well as consumer class actions against various life 
insurance companies. 

In the Firm’s representation of the Connecticut Retirement Plans and Trust Funds in In re Waste 
Management, Inc. Securities Litigation, Lou’s efforts were essential in securing a $457 million 
settlement. The settlement also included important corporate governance enhancements, including an 
agreement by management to support a campaign to obtain shareholder approval of a resolution to 
declassify its board of directors, and a resolution to encourage and safeguard whistleblowers among 
the company’s employees. Acting on behalf of New York City pension funds in In re Orbital Sciences 
Corporation Securities Litigation, Lou helped negotiate the implementation of measures concerning 
the review of financial results, the composition, role and responsibilities of the Company’s Audit and 
Finance committee, and the adoption of a Board resolution providing guidelines regarding senior 
executives’ exercise and sale of vested stock options. 

Lou was a leading member of the team in the Napp Technologies Litigation that won substantial 
recoveries for families and firefighters injured in a chemical plant explosion. Lou has had a major role in 
national product liability actions against the manufacturers of orthopedic bone screws and atrial 
pacemakers, and in consumer fraud actions in the national litigation against tobacco companies.  

A well-respected litigator, Lou has made presentations on punitive damages at Federal Bar Association 
meetings and has spoken on securities class actions for institutional investors. 

Lou brings a depth of experience to his practice from both within and outside of the legal sphere. He 
graduated first in his class from St. John’s School of Law. Prior to joining Labaton Sucharow, he clerked 
for the Honorable Leonard B. Wexler of the Eastern District of New York, and he worked as an 
associate at Skadden Arps Slate Meagher & Flom LLP. 

Lou is admitted to practice in the States of New York and Connecticut as well as before the United 
States Courts of Appeals for the Fifth and Seventh Circuits and the United States District Courts for 
the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York. 

Serena Hallowell, Partner 
shallowell@labaton.com 

Serena Hallowell concentrates her practice on prosecuting complex securities fraud cases on behalf of 
institutional investors. Currently, she is actively prosecuting In re Intuitive Surgical Securities Litigation 
and In re NII Holdings, Inc. Securities Litigation. 

Recently, Serena played a principal role in prosecuting In re Computer Sciences Corporation Securities 
Litigation (CSC). After litigating the CSC matter in a "rocket docket" jurisdiction, she helped secure a 
settlement of $97.5 million on behalf of lead plaintiff Ontario Teachers' Pension Plan Board, the third 
largest all cash settlement in the Fourth Circuit. She was also instrumental in securing a $48 million 
recovery in Medoff v. CVS Caremark Corporation et al. 

Serena also has broad appellate and trial experience. Most recently, Serena participated in the 
successful appeal of the CVS matter before the U.S. Court of Appeals for the First Circuit, and she is 
currently participating in an appeal pending before the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit. In 
addition, she has previously played a key role in securing a favorable jury verdict in one of the few 
securities fraud class action suits to proceed to trial. 

Prior to joining Labaton Sucharow, Serena was an attorney at Ohrenstein & Brown LLP, where she 
participated in various federal and state commercial litigation matters. During her time there, she also 
defended financial companies in regulatory proceedings and assisted in high profile coverage litigation 
matters in connection with mutual funds trading investigations. 
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Serena received a J.D. from Boston University School of Law, where she served as the Note Editor for 
the Journal of Science & Technology Law. She earned a B.A. in Political Science from Occidental 
College. 

Serena is a member of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York, the Federal Bar Council, and 
the National Association of Women Lawyers (NAWL), where she serves on the Women’s Initiatives 
Leadership Boot Camp Planning Committee. She also devotes time to pro bono work with the 
Securities Arbitration Clinic at Brooklyn Law School and is a member of the Firm’s Women’s Initiative.  

She is conversational in Urdu/Hindi. 

She is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the United States Court of 
Appeals for the First and Eleventh Circuits and the United States District Courts for the Southern and 
Eastern Districts of New York.  

Thomas G. Hoffman, Jr., Partner 
thoffman@labaton.com 

Thomas G. Hoffman, Jr. focuses on representing institutional investors in complex securities actions. 

Thomas was instrumental in securing a $1 billion recovery in the eight-year litigation against AIG and 
related defendants. He also was a key member of the Labaton Sucharow team that recovered $170 
million for investors in In re 2008 Fannie Mae Securities Litigation. Currently, Thomas is prosecuting 
cases against BP, Facebook, and Petrobras. 

Thomas received a J.D. from UCLA School of Law, where he was Editor-in-Chief of the UCLA 
Entertainment Law Review, and he served as a Moot Court Executive Board Member. In addition, he 
was a judicial extern to the Honorable William J. Rea, United States District Court for the Central 
District of California. Thomas earned a B.F.A., with honors, from New York University. 

Thomas is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the United States District 
Courts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York. 

James W. Johnson, Partner 
jjohnson@labaton.com 

James W. Johnson focuses on complex securities fraud cases. In representing investors who have been 
victimized by securities fraud and breaches of fiduciary responsibility, Jim's advocacy has resulted in 
record recoveries for wronged investors. Currently, he is prosecuting high-profile cases against 
financial industry leader Goldman Sachs in In re Goldman Sachs Group, Inc., Securities Litigation, and 
the world’s most popular social network, in In re Facebook, Inc., IPO Securities and Derivative 
Litigation. In addition to his active caseload, Jim holds a variety of leadership positions within the Firm, 
including serving on the Firm’s Executive Committee and acting as the Firm’s Hiring Partner. He also 
serves as the Firm’s Executive Partner overseeing firmwide issues. 

A recognized leader in his field, Jim has successfully litigated a number of complex securities and RICO 
class actions including: In re Bear Stearns Companies, Inc. Securities Litigation ($275 million settlement 
with Bear Stearns Companies, plus a $19.9 million settlement with Deloitte & Touche LLP, Bear 
Stearns’ outside auditor); In re HealthSouth Corp. Securities Litigation ($671 million settlement); 
Eastwood Enterprises LLC v. Farha et al. (WellCare Securities Litigation) ($200 million settlement); In re 
Vesta Insurance Group, Inc. Securities Litigation ($79 million settlement); In re Bristol Myers Squibb Co. 
Securities Litigation ($185 million settlement), in which the court also approved significant corporate 
governance reforms and recognized plaintiff's counsel as "extremely skilled and efficient"; and In re 
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National Health Laboratories, Inc., Securities Litigation, which resulted in a recovery of $80 million in 
the federal action and a related state court derivative action. 

In County of Suffolk v. Long Island Lighting Co., Jim represented the plaintiff in a RICO class action, 
securing a jury verdict after a two-month trial that resulted in a $400 million settlement. The Second 
Circuit quoted the trial judge, Honorable Jack B. Weinstein, as stating "counsel [has] done a superb job 
[and] tried this case as well as I have ever seen any case tried." On behalf of the Chugach Native 
Americans, he also assisted in prosecuting environmental damage claims resulting from the Exxon 
Valdez oil spill. 

Jim is a member of the American Bar Association and the Association of the Bar of the City of New 
York, where he served on the Federal Courts Committee, and he is a Fellow in the Litigation Council of 
America. 

Jim has received a rating of AV Preeminent from the publishers of the Martindale-Hubbell directory.  

He is admitted to practice in the States of New York and Illinois as well as before the Supreme Court 
of the United States, the United States Courts of Appeals for the Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Seventh 
and Eleventh Circuits, and the United States District Courts for the Southern, Eastern and Northern 
Districts of New York, and the Northern District of Illinois. 

Christopher J. Keller, Partner 
ckeller@labaton.com 

Christopher J. Keller concentrates his practice in complex securities litigation. His clients are 
institutional investors, including some of the world's largest public and private pension funds with tens 
of billions of dollars under management. 

Described by The Legal 500 as a “sharp and tenacious advocate” who “has his pulse on the trends,” 
Chris has been instrumental in the Firm’s appointments as lead counsel in some of the largest 
securities matters arising out of the financial crisis, such as actions against Countrywide ($624 million 
settlement), Bear Stearns ($275 million settlement with Bear Stearns Companies, plus a $19.9 million 
settlement with Deloitte & Touche LLP, Bear Stearns' outside auditor), Fannie Mae ($170 million 
settlement), and Goldman Sachs. 

Chris has also been integral in the prosecution of traditional fraud cases such as In re Schering-Plough 
Corporation / ENHANCE Securities Litigation; In re Massey Energy Co. Securities Litigation, where the 
Firm obtained a $265 million all-cash settlement with Alpha Natural Resources, Massey’s parent 
company; as well as In re Satyam Computer Services, Ltd. Securities Litigation, where the Firm 
obtained a settlement of more than $150 million. Chris was also a principal litigator on the trial team of 
In re Real Estate Associates Limited Partnership Litigation. The six-week jury trial resulted in a $184 
million plaintiffs’ verdict, one of the largest jury verdicts since the passage of the Private Securities 
Litigation Reform Act. 

In addition to his active caseload, Chris holds a variety of leadership positions within the Firm, 
including serving on the Firm’s Executive Committee. In response to the evolving needs of clients, 
Chris also established, and currently leads, the Case Evaluation Group, which is comprised of 
attorneys, in-house investigators, financial analysts, and forensic accountants. The group is responsible 
for evaluating clients’ financial losses and analyzing their potential legal claims both in and outside of 
the U.S. and track trends that are of potential concern to investors. 

Educating institutional investors is a significant element of Chris’ advocacy efforts for shareholder 
rights. He is regularly called upon for presentations on developing trends in the law and new case 
theories at annual meetings and seminars for institutional investors. 
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He is a member of several professional groups, including the New York State Bar Association and the 
New York County Lawyers’ Association. 

He is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the Supreme Court of the United 
States and the United States District Courts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York, the 
Eastern District of Wisconsin, and the District of Colorado.  

Edward Labaton, Partner 
elabaton@labaton.com 

An accomplished trial lawyer and partner with the Firm, Edward Labaton has devoted 50 years of 
practice to representing a full range of clients in class action and complex litigation matters in state 
and federal court. He is the recipient of the Alliance for Justice’s 2015 Champion of Justice Award, 
given to outstanding individuals whose life and work exemplifies the principle of equal justice.  

Ed has played a leading role as plaintiffs' class counsel in a number of successfully prosecuted, high-
profile cases, involving companies such as PepsiCo, Dun & Bradstreet, Financial Corporation of 
America, ZZZZ Best, Revlon, GAF Co., American Brands, Petro Lewis and Jim Walter, as well as several 
Big Eight (now Four) accounting firms. He has also argued appeals in state and federal courts, 
achieving results with important precedential value. 

Ed has been President of the Institute for Law and Economic Policy (ILEP) since its founding in 1996. 
Each year, ILEP co-sponsors at least one symposium with a major law school dealing with issues 
relating to the civil justice system. In 2010, he was appointed to the newly formed Advisory Board of 
George Washington University's Center for Law, Economics, & Finance (C-LEAF), a think tank within 
the Law School, for the study and debate of major issues in economic and financial law confronting the 
United States and the globe. Ed is an Honorary Lifetime Member of the Lawyers’ Committee for Civil 
Rights under Law, a member of the American Law Institute, and a life member of the ABA Foundation. 
In addition, he has served on the Executive Committee and has been an officer of the Ovarian Cancer 
Research Fund since its inception in 1996. 

Ed is the past Chairman of the Federal Courts Committee of the New York County Lawyers 
Association, and was a member of the Board of Directors of that organization. He is an active member 
of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York, where he was Chair of the Senior Lawyers’ 
Committee and served on its Task Force on the Role of Lawyers in Corporate Governance. He has also 
served on its Federal Courts, Federal Legislation, Securities Regulation, International Human Rights, 
and Corporation Law Committees. He also served as Chair of the Legal Referral Service Committee, a 
joint committee of the New York County Lawyers’ Association and the Association of the Bar of the 
City of New York. He has been an active member of the American Bar Association, the Federal Bar 
Council, and the New York State Bar Association, where he has served as a member of the House of 
Delegates. 

For more than 30 years, he has lectured on many topics including federal civil litigation, securities 
litigation, and corporate governance. 

He is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the United States Courts of Appeals for the Second, Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, Ninth, Tenth, and 
Eleventh Circuits, and the United States District Courts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New 
York, and the Central District of Illinois. 
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Christopher J. McDonald, Partner 
cmcdonald@labaton.com 

Christopher J. McDonald concentrates his practice on prosecuting complex securities fraud cases. 
Chris also works with the Firm’s Antitrust & Competition Litigation Practice, representing businesses, 
associations, and individuals injured by anticompetitive activities and unfair business practices. 

In the securities field, Chris is currently lead counsel in In re Amgen Inc. Securities Litigation. Most 
recently, he was co-lead counsel in In re Schering-Plough Corporation / ENHANCE Securities 
Litigation, which resulted in a $473 million settlement, one of the largest securities class action 
settlement ever against a pharmaceutical company and among the ten largest recoveries ever in a 
securities class action that did not involve a financial reinstatement. He was also an integral part of the 
team that successfully litigated In re Bristol-Myers Squibb Securities Litigation, where Labaton 
Sucharow secured a $185 million settlement, as well as significant corporate governance reforms, on 
behalf of Bristol-Myers shareholders. 

In the antitrust field, Chris was most recently co-lead counsel in In re TriCor Indirect Purchaser Antitrust 
Litigation, obtaining a $65.7 million settlement on behalf of the class.  

Chris began his legal career at Patterson, Belknap, Webb & Tyler LLP, where he gained extensive trial 
experience in areas ranging from employment contract disputes to false advertising claims. Later, as a 
senior attorney with a telecommunications company, Chris advocated before government regulatory 
agencies on a variety of complex legal, economic, and public policy issues. Since joining Labaton 
Sucharow, Chris’ practice has developed a focus on life sciences industries; his cases often involve 
pharmaceutical, biotechnology, or medical device companies accused of wrongdoing.  

During his time at Fordham University School of Law, Chris was a member of the Law Review. He is 
currently a member of the New York State Bar Association and the Association of the Bar of the City of 
New York.  

Chris is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the United States Courts of 
Appeals for the Second, Third, Ninth, and Federal Circuits and the United States District Courts for the 
Southern and Eastern Districts of New York, and the Western District of Michigan. 

Michael H. Rogers, Partner 
mrogers@labaton.com 

Michael H. Rogers concentrates his practice on prosecuting complex securities fraud cases on behalf of 
institutional investors. Currently, Mike is actively involved in prosecuting In re Goldman Sachs, Inc. 
Securities Litigation and Arkansas Teacher Retirement System v. State Street Corp. 

Since joining Labaton Sucharow, Mike has been a member of the lead or co-lead counsel teams in 
federal securities class actions against Countrywide Financial Corp. ($624 million settlement), 
HealthSouth Corp. ($671 million settlement), Mercury Interactive Corp. ($117.5 million settlement), and 
Computer Sciences Corp. ($97.5 million settlement). 

Prior to joining Labaton Sucharow, Mike was an attorney at Kasowitz, Benson, Torres & Friedman LLP, 
where he practiced securities and antitrust litigation, representing international banking institutions 
bringing federal securities and other claims against major banks, auditing firms, ratings agencies and 
individuals in complex multidistrict litigation. He also represented an international chemical shipping 
firm in arbitration of antitrust and other claims against conspirator ship owners. 

Mike began his career as an attorney at Sullivan & Cromwell, where he was part of Microsoft’s defense 
team in the remedies phase of the Department of Justice antitrust action against the company. 
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Mike received a J.D., magna cum laude, from the Benjamin N. Cardozo School of Law, Yeshiva 
University, where he was a member of the Cardozo Law Review. He earned a B.A., magna cum laude, 
in Literature-Writing from Columbia University. 

Mike is proficient in Spanish. 

He is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the United States District Courts 
for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York. 

Ira A. Schochet, Partner 
ischochet@labaton.com 

A seasoned litigator with three decades of experience, Ira A. Schochet concentrates his practice on 
class actions involving securities fraud. Ira has played a lead role in securing multimillion dollar 
recoveries and major corporate governance reforms in high-profile cases such as those against 
Countrywide Financial, Boeing, Massey Energy, Caterpillar, Spectrum Information Technologies, 
InterMune, and Amkor Technology. 

A longtime leader in the securities class action bar, Ira represented one of the first institutional 
investors acting as a lead plaintiff in a post-Private Securities Litigation Reform Act case and ultimately 
obtained one of the first rulings interpreting the statute's intent provision in a manner favorable to 
investors. His efforts are regularly recognized by the courts, including in Kamarasy v. Coopers & 
Lybrand, where the court remarked on "the superior quality of the representation provided to the 
class." Further, in approving the settlement he achieved in the InterMune litigation, the court 
complimented Ira's ability to secure a significant recovery for the class in a very efficient manner, 
shielding the class from prolonged litigation and substantial risk. 

Ira has also played a key role in groundbreaking cases in the field of merger and derivative litigation. In 
In re Freeport-McMoRAn Copper &Gold Inc. Derivative Litigation, he achieved the second largest 
derivative settlement in the Delaware Court of Chancery history, a $153.75 million settlement with an 
unprecedented provision of direct payments to stockholders by means of a special dividend. In 
another first-of-its-kind case, Ira was featured in The AmLaw Litigation Daily as Litigator of the Week 
for his work in In re El Paso Corporation Shareholder Litigation. The action alleged breach of fiduciary 
duties in connection with a merger transaction, including specific reference to wrongdoing by a 
conflicted financial advisory consultant, and resulted in a $110 million recovery for a class of 
shareholders and a waiver by the consultant of its fee. 

From 2009-2011, Ira served as President of the National Association of Shareholder and Consumer 
Attorneys (NASCAT), a membership organization of approximately 100 law firms that practice class 
action and complex civil litigation. During this time, he represented the plaintiffs' securities bar in 
meetings with members of Congress, the Administration, and the SEC. 

From 1996 through 2012, Ira served as Chairman of the Class Action Committee of the Commercial 
and Federal Litigation Section of the New York State Bar Association. During his tenure, he has served 
on the Executive Committee of the Section and authored important papers on issues relating to class 
action procedure including revisions proposed by both houses of Congress and the Advisory 
Committee on Civil Procedure of the United States Judicial Conference. Examples include: "Proposed 
Changes in Federal Class Action Procedure," "Opting Out On Opting In," and "The Interstate Class 
Action Jurisdiction Act of 1999." 

He also has lectured extensively on securities litigation at continuing legal education seminars. He has 
also been awarded an AV Preeminent rating, the highest distinction, from the publishers of the 
Martindale-Hubbell directory. 
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He is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Second, Fifth and Ninth Circuits and the United States District Courts for the Southern 
and Eastern Districts of New York, the Central District of Illinois, the Northern District of Texas, and 
the Western District of Michigan. 

Michael W. Stocker, Partner 
mstocker@labaton.com 

As General Counsel to the Firm and a lead strategist on Labaton Sucharow's Case Evaluation Team, 
Michael W. Stocker is integral to the Firm's investigating and prosecuting securities, antitrust, and 
consumer class actions.   

Mike represents institutional investors in a broad range of class action litigation, corporate governance, 
and securities matters. In one of the most significant securities class actions of the decade, Mike 
played an instrumental part of the team that took on American International Group, Inc. and 21 other 
defendants. The Firm negotiated a recovery of more than $1 billion. He was also key in litigating In re 
Bear Stearns Companies, Inc. Securities Litigation, where the Firm secured a $275 million settlement 
with Bear Stearns, plus a $19.9 million settlement with the company’s outside auditor, Deloitte & 
Touche LLP. 

In a case against one of the world’s largest pharmaceutical companies, In re Abbott Laboratories 
Norvir Antitrust Litigation, Mike played a leadership role in litigating a landmark action arising at the 
intersection of antitrust and intellectual property law. The novel settlement in the case created a 
multimillion dollar fund to benefit nonprofit organizations serving individuals with HIV. In recognition of 
his work on Norvir, The National Law Journal named the Firm to the prestigious Plaintiffs' Hot List, and 
he received the 2010 Courage Award from the AIDS Resource Center of Wisconsin. Mike has also been 
recognized by The Legal 500 in the field of securities litigation and Benchmark Litigation as a Securities 
Litigation Star. 

Earlier in his career, Mike served as a senior staff attorney with the United States Court of Appeals for 
the Ninth Circuit and completed a legal externship with federal Judge Phyllis J. Hamilton, currently 
sitting in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California. He earned a B.A. from the 
University of California, Berkeley, a Master of Criminology from the University of Sydney, and a J.D. 
from University of California's Hastings College of the Law. 

He is an active member of the National Association of Public Pension Plan Attorneys (NAPPA), the New 
York State Bar Association, and the Association of the Bar of the City of New York. Since 2013, Mike 
has served on Law360's Securities Editorial Advisory Board, advising on timely and interesting topics 
warranting media coverage. In 2015, the Council of Institutional Investors appointed Mike to the 
Markets Advisory Council, which provides advice on legal, financial reporting, and investment market 
trends. 

In addition to his litigation practice, Mike mentors youth through participation in Mentoring USA. The 
program seeks to empower young people with the guidance, skills, and resources necessary to 
maximize their full potential. 

He is admitted to practice in the States of California and New York as well as before the United States 
Courts of Appeals for the Second, Eighth and Ninth Circuits and the United States District Courts for 
the Northern and Central Districts of California and the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York.  
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Nicole M. Zeiss, Partner 
nzeiss@labaton.com 

A litigator with nearly two decades of experience, Nicole M. Zeiss leads the Settlement Group at 
Labaton Sucharow, analyzing the fairness and adequacy of the procedures used in class action 
settlements. Her practice includes negotiating and documenting complex class action settlements and 
obtaining the required court approval of the settlements, notice procedures, and payments of 
attorneys' fees. 

Over the past year, Nicole was actively involved in finalizing settlements with Massey Energy Company 
($265 million), Fannie Mae ($170 million), and Hewlett-Packard Company ($57 million), among others.  

Nicole was part of the Labaton Sucharow team that successfully litigated the $185 million settlement in 
In re Bristol-Myers Squibb Securities Litigation, and she played a significant role in In re Monster 
Worldwide, Inc. Securities Litigation ($47.5 million settlement). Nicole also litigated on behalf of 
investors who have been damaged by fraud in the telecommunications, hedge fund, and banking 
industries. 

Prior to joining Labaton Sucharow, Nicole practiced in the area of poverty law at MFY Legal Services. 
She also worked at Gaynor & Bass practicing general complex civil litigation, particularly representing 
the rights of freelance writers seeking copyright enforcement. 

Nicole maintains a commitment to pro bono legal services by continuing to assist mentally ill clients in 
a variety of matters—from eviction proceedings to trust administration. 

She received a J.D. from the Benjamin N. Cardozo School of Law, Yeshiva University, and earned a B.A. 
in Philosophy from Barnard College. 

Nicole is a member of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York. 

She is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the United States District Courts 
for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York. 

Garrett J. Bradley, Of Counsel 
gbradley@labaton.com 

With more than 20 years of experience, Garrett J. Bradley focuses his practice on representing leading 
pension funds and other institutional investors. Garrett has experience in a broad range of commercial 
matters, including securities, antitrust and competition, consumer protection, and mass tort litigation. 

Prior to Garrett’s career in private practice, he worked as an Assistant District Attorney in the 
Plymouth County District Attorney’s office. 

Garrett is a member of the Public Justice Foundation and the Million Dollar Advocates Forum, an 
exclusive group of trial lawyers who have secured multimillion dollar verdicts for clients. 

Garrett is admitted to practice in the States of New York and Massachusetts, the United States Court 
of Appeals for the First Circuit, and the United States District Court of Massachusetts. 
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Joseph H. Einstein, Of Counsel 
jeinstein@labaton.com 

A seasoned litigator, Joseph H. Einstein represents clients in complex corporate disputes, employment 
matters, and general commercial litigation. He has litigated major cases in the state and federal courts 
and has argued many appeals, including appearing before the United States Supreme Court. 

His experience encompasses extensive work in the computer software field including licensing and 
consulting agreements. Joe also counsels and advises business entities in a broad variety of 
transactions. 

Joe serves as an official mediator for the United States District Court for the Southern District of New 
York. He is an arbitrator for the American Arbitration Association and FINRA. Joe is a former member 
of the New York State Bar Association Committee on Civil Practice Law and Rules and the Council on 
Judicial Administration of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York. He currently is a member 
of the Arbitration Committee of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York. 

During Joe’s time at New York University School of Law, he was a Pomeroy and Hirschman Foundation 
Scholar, and served as an Associate Editor of the Law Review. 

Joe has been awarded an AV Preeminent rating, the highest distinction, from the publishers of the 
Martindale-Hubbell directory. 

He is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the United States Courts of Appeals for the First and Second Circuits, and the United States 
District Courts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York. 

Lara Goldstone, Of Counsel 
lgoldstone@labaton.com 

Lara Goldstone concentrates her practice on prosecuting complex securities litigations on behalf of 
institutional investors. Before joining Labaton Sucharow, Lara worked as a legal intern in the Larimer 
County District Attorney’s Office and the Jefferson County District Attorney’s Office. 

Prior to her legal career, Lara worked at Industrial Labs where she worked closely with Federal Drug 
Administration standards and regulations. In addition, she was a teacher in Irvine, California. 

Lara received a J.D. from University of Denver Sturm College of Law, where she was a Judge, The 
Providence Foundation of Law & Leadership Mock Trial and Competitor, Daniel S. Hoffman Trial 
Advocacy Competition. She earned a B.A. from The George Washington University where she was a 
recipient of a Presidential Scholarship for academic excellence. 

Lara is admitted to practice in the State of Colorado. 

Angelina Nguyen, Of Counsel 
anguyen@labaton.com 

Angelina Nguyen concentrates her practice on prosecuting complex securities fraud cases on behalf of 
institutional investors. Angelina was a key member of the team that prosecuted In re Hewlett-Packard 
Company Securities Litigation, which resulted in a $57 million recovery. Currently, she is litigating In re: 
Spectrum Pharmaceuticals Securities Litigation and Noppen v. Innerworkings, Inc.  
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Prior to joining Labaton Sucharow, Angelina was an associate at Quinn, Emanuel, Urquhart, Oliver & 
Hedges LLP. She began her career as an associate at Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP, 
where she worked on the Worldcom Securities Litigation. 

Angelina received a J.D. from Harvard Law School. She earned a B.S. in Chemistry and Mathematics 
with first class honors from the University of London, Queen Mary and Westfield College. 

Angelina is a member of the American Bar Association. 

Angelina is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Second Circuit.  

Barry M. Okun, Of Counsel 
bokun@labaton.com 

Barry M. Okun is a seasoned trial and appellate lawyer with more than 30 years of experience in a 
broad range of commercial litigation. Currently, Barry is actively involved in prosecuting In re Goldman 
Sachs Group, Inc. Securities Litigation. Most recently, he was part of the Labaton Sucharow team that 
recovered more than $1 billion in the eight-year litigation against American International Group, Inc. 
Barry also played a key role representing the Successor Liquidating Trustee of Lipper Convertibles LP 
and Lipper Fixed Income Fund LP, failed hedge funds, in actions against the Fund’s former auditors, 
overdrawn limited partners, and management team. He helped recover $5.2 million from overdrawn 
limited partners and $30 million from the Fund’s former auditors. 

Barry has litigated several leading commercial law cases, including the first case in which the United 
States Supreme Court ruled on issues relating to products liability. He has argued appeals before the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Second and Seventh Circuits and the Appellate Divisions of 
three out of the four judicial departments in New York State. Barry has appeared in numerous trial 
courts throughout the country. 

He received a J.D., cum laude, from Boston University School of Law, where he was the Articles Editor 
of the Law Review. Barry earned a B.A., with a citation for academic distinction, in History from the 
State University of New York at Binghamton. 

Barry has received an AV Preeminent rating, the highest distinction, from the publishers of the 
Martindale-Hubbell directory. 

He is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the United States Courts of Appeals for the First, Second, Seventh and Eleventh Circuits, and 
the United States District Courts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York. 

Carol C. Villegas, Of Counsel 
cvillegas@labaton.com 

Carol C. Villegas concentrates her practice on prosecuting complex securities fraud cases on behalf of 
institutional investors. Currently, she is actively prosecuting In re Intuitive Surgical Securities Litigation, 
Hatamian v. Advanced Micro Devices, Inc., and In re Vocera Communications, Inc. Securities Litigation.   

Recently, Carol played a pivotal role in securing a favorable settlement for investors in In re 
Aeropostale Securities Litigation and In re ViroPharma Inc. Securities Litigation. She is a true advocate 
for her clients, and her most recent argument in In re Vocera Securities Litigation resulted in a ruling 
from the bench, denying defendants’ motion to dismiss in that case. Carol also has broad discovery 
experience and is currently the lead discovery attorney in the Intuitive, Advanced Micro Devices, and 
Vocera cases. 
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Prior to joining Labaton Sucharow, Carol served as the Assistant District Attorney in the Supreme 
Court Bureau for the Richmond County District Attorney’s office. During her tenure at the District 
Attorney’s office, Carol took several cases to trial. She began her career at King & Spalding LLP where 
she worked as an associate in the Intellectual Property practice group.  

Carol received a J.D. from New York University School of Law. She was the recipient of The Irving H. 
Jurow Achievement Award for the Study of Law, and was awarded the Association of the Bar of the 
City of New York Minority Fellowship. Carol served as the Staff Editor, and later the Notes Editor, of 
the Environmental Law Journal. She earned a B.A., with honors, in English and Politics from New York 
University.  

Carol is a member of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York and a member of the 
Executive Council for the New York State Bar Association’s Committee on Women in the Law. She also 
devotes time to pro bono work with the Securities Arbitration Clinic at Brooklyn Law School and is a 
member of the Firm’s Women’s Initiative. 

She is fluent in Spanish. 

Carol is admitted to practice in the States of New York and New Jersey as well as before the United 
States Courts of Appeals for the Tenth and Eleventh Circuits and the United States District Courts for 
the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York, the District of New Jersey, the District of Colorado, 
and the Eastern District of Wisconsin.  

Richard T. Joffe, Senior Counsel 
rjoffe@labaton.com 

Richard Joffe’s practice focuses on class action litigation, including securities fraud, antitrust, and 
consumer fraud cases. Since joining the Firm, Rich has represented such varied clients as institutional 
purchasers of corporate bonds, Wisconsin dairy farmers, and consumers who alleged they were 
defrauded when they purchased annuities. He played a key role in shareholders obtaining a $303 
million settlement of securities claims against General Motors and its outside auditor.  

Prior to joining Labaton Sucharow, Rich was an associate at Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP, where he 
played a key role in obtaining a dismissal of claims against Merrill Lynch & Co. and a dozen other of 
America’s largest investment banks and brokerage firms, who, in Friedman v. Salomon/Smith Barney, 
Inc., were alleged to have conspired to fix the prices of initial public offerings. 

Rich also worked as an associate at Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver & Jacobson where, among other 
things, in a case handled pro bono, he obtained a successful settlement for several older women who 
alleged they were victims of age and sex discrimination when they were selected for termination by 
New York City’s Health and Hospitals Corporation during a city-wide reduction in force. 

Long before becoming a lawyer, Rich was a founding member of the internationally famous rock and 
roll group, Sha Na Na. 

He is admitted to practice in the State of New York as well as before the United States Courts of 
Appeals for the Second, Third, Ninth and Eleventh Circuits, and the United States District Courts for 
the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York.  
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 

ALEXANDRIA DIVISION 
 

 
IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SECURITIES 
LITIGATION 
 

  
Case No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ 

 
 

DECLARATION OF DANIEL S. SOMMERS ON BEHALF OF 
LEAD PLAINTIFF IN SUPPORT OF 

LEAD COUNSEL’S MOTION FOR AN AWARD OF 
ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND PAYMENT OF EXPENSES 

 
Daniel S. Sommers, Esq., declares as follows pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746: 

1. I am a partner at the law firm of Cohen Milstein Sellers & Toll PLLC.  I submit 

this declaration in support of Lead Counsel’s motion for an award of attorneys’ fees and payment 

of litigation expenses on behalf of plaintiff’s counsel who contributed to the prosecution of the 

claims in the above-captioned action (the “Action”) from inception through October 9, 2015 (the 

“Time Period”). 

2. My firm, which served as Liaison Counsel in the Action, was involved in various 

aspects of the litigation and settlement of the Action as set forth in the declaration submitted 

herewith by David J. Goldsmith in support of Lead Plaintiff’s motion for final approval of the 

Settlement and Lead Counsel’s motion for an award of attorneys’ fees and payment of litigation 

expenses.    

3. The principal tasks undertaken by my firm included advising Lead Counsel on the 

practices and procedures in the Eastern District of Virginia, reviewing and filing court 

documents, drafting portions of Lead Plaintiff’s opposition to Defendants’ motion to dismiss, 

and attending court hearings.  
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4. The schedule attached hereto as Exhibit A is a summary indicating the amount of 

time spent by each attorney and professional support staff of my firm who was involved in the 

prosecution of the Action, and the lodestar calculation based on my firm’s current billing rates.  

For personnel who are no longer employed by my firm, the lodestar calculation is based upon the 

billing rates for such personnel in his or her final year of employment by my firm.  The schedule 

was prepared from contemporaneous daily time records regularly prepared and maintained by 

my firm, which are available at the request of the Court.  Time expended in preparing this 

application for fees and payment of expenses has not been included in this request. 

5. The hourly rates for the attorneys and professional support staff in my firm 

included in Exhibit A are the same as my firm’s regular rates charged for their services, which 

have been accepted in other securities or shareholder litigations. 

6. The total number of hours expended on this litigation by my firm during the Time 

Period is 50.00 hours.  The total lodestar for my firm for those hours is $33,393.75.   

7. My firm’s lodestar figures are based upon the firm’s billing rates, which rates do 

not include charges for expense items.  Expense items are billed separately and such charges are 

not duplicated in my firm’s billing rates. 

8. As detailed in Exhibit B, my firm has incurred a total of $511.49 in expenses in 

connection with the prosecution of the Action.  The expenses are reflected on the books and 

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

and other source materials and are an accurate record of the expenses incurred.    

9. With respect to the standing of my firm, attached hereto as Exhibit C is a 

biography of my firm as well as biographies of the firm’s attorneys.   
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I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.  Executed on 
October 26, 2015.   

 
/s/ Daniel S. Sommers                         
Daniel S. Sommers   
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EXHIBIT A 

 
IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SEC. LITIG. 

Case No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ (E.D. Va.) 
 

LODESTAR REPORT 

FIRM:   COHEN MILSTEIN SELLERS & TOLL PLLC               
REPORTING PERIOD:  INCEPTION THROUGH OCTOBER 9, 2015 

 
 

PROFESSIONAL STATUS* 
HOURLY 

RATE 

TOTAL 
HOURS 

TO DATE 

TOTAL 
LODESTAR 

TO DATE 
Toll, Steven, J. P $915 14.75 $13,496.25 
Sommers, Daniel, S. P $815 13.50 $11,002.50 
Aniskevich, 
Elizabeth, A. A $420 14.25 $5,985.00 
Wang, Times A  $420 6.00 $2,520.00 
Tucker, Rhys PL $260 1.50 $390.00 
 
 TOTAL    50.00 $33,393.75

 
Partner  (P)   Paralegal (PL)   
Associate (A)   
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EXHIBIT B 

 

 
IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SEC. LITIG. 

Case No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ (E.D. Va.) 
 

EXPENSE REPORT 

FIRM:  COHEN MILSTEIN SELLERS & TOLL  
REPORTING PERIOD:  INCEPTION THROUGH OCTOBER 9, 2015 
 

 
 

EXPENSE 
TOTAL 

AMOUNT 
Duplicating $1.20  

Postage $2.38  

Telephone / Fax $0.91  

Courier Fees  $149.34  

Filing Fee and Other Court Fees  $300.00  

Computer Research Fees $0.80  

Transportation/Meals/Lodging $56.86  
 
 TOTAL $511.49  
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Cohen Milstein Sellers & Toll PLLC 
 
 

For decades, Cohen Milstein Sellers & Toll PLLC has represented individuals, small 
businesses, institutional investors, and employees in many of the major class action cases litigated in 
the United States for violations of the antitrust, securities, consumer protection, civil 
rights/discrimination, ERISA, employment, and human rights laws. Cohen Milstein is also at the 
forefront of numerous innovative legal actions that are expanding the quality and availability of legal 
recourse for aggrieved individuals and businesses both domestic and international.  Over its history, 
Cohen Milstein has obtained many landmark judgments and settlements for individuals and businesses 
in the United States and abroad. The firm’s most significant past and present cases include: 

 
• In re Urethane Antitrust Litigation (Polyether Polyol Cases) (D. Kan.). Cohen Milstein 

represents a class of direct purchasers of several types of chemicals who were overcharged as a 
result of a nationwide price-fixing and market allocation conspiracy.  Cohen Milstein was able 
to negotiate settlements with certain defendants totaling approximately $139 million, and 
proceeded to trial against the remaining defendant. Following the trial, the jury returned a 
verdict in favor of the class that amounted to $400 million, which was trebled to $1.2 billion. 
 

• Countrywide MBS Litigation, (2:10-cv-00302, U.S. District Court in the Central District of 
California).  In April 2013, Plaintiffs in the landmark mortgage-backed securities (MBS) class 
action litigation against Countrywide Financial Corporation and others, led by Lead Plaintiff, 
the Iowa Public Employees’ Retirement System (IPERS), agreed to a $500 million settlement.  
It is the nation’s largest MBS-federal securities class action settlement.  If approved, the 
settlement will bring to a close the consolidated class action lawsuit brought in 2010 by 
multiple retirement funds against Countrywide and other defendants for securities violations 
involving the packaging and sale of MBS.  Bank of America acquired Countrywide in 2008. 

 
• Harborview MBS Litigation, (No. 08-5093) U.S. District Court for the Southern District of 

New York).  In early 2014, Plaintiffs in the mortgage-backed securities (MBS) class action 
litigation against Royal Bank of Scotland (RBS) and others, led by New Jersey Carpenters 
Health Fund and the Boilermaker Blacksmith Pension Trust, along with additional class 
representatives Iowa Public Employees’ Retirement System and Midwest Operating Engineers 
Pension Trust Fund, agreed to a $275 million cash settlement.  The settlement was finally 
approved by the Court in November 2014 and brings to a close the consolidated class action 
lawsuit brought in 2008 by the pension funds against RBS and other defendants for securities 
violations involving the packaging and sale of 14 public offerings of “Harborview” series 
MBS. 
 

• In Re Electronic Books Antitrust Litigation, (No. 11-md-02293, U.S. District Court for the 
Southern District of New York). In August 2014, a New York federal judge approved a $400 
million antitrust settlement in the hotly contested ebooks price-fixing suit against Apple Inc.  
Combined with $166 million in previous settlements with five defendant publishing companies, 
consumers could receive more than $560 million. The settlement resolves damages claims 
brought by a class of ebook purchasers and attorneys general from 33 U.S. states and territories. 
 

• Keepseagle v. Vilsack, Civil Action No. 1:99CV03119 (D.D.C.).  A class of Native American 
farmers and ranchers allege that they have been systematically denied the same opportunities to 
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obtain farm loans and loan servicing that have been routinely afforded white farmers by the 
USDA.  A class was certified in 2001 by Judge Emmet Sullivan, District Judge for the U.S. 
District Court for the District of Columbia, and the D.C. Circuit declined USDA’s request to 
review that decision.  On October 19, 2010, the case reached a historic settlement, with the 
USDA agreeing to pay $680 million in damages to thousands of Native American farmers and 
ranchers and forgive up to $80 million worth of outstanding farm loan debt.  

• Brannen vs. Ford Motor Corporation, (No. 16-2011-CA-01772-XXXX0MB Div. CV-B). In 
Brannen vs. Ford Motor, at the conclusion of a lengthy three-week trial, the jury found that the 
2005 Ford F-150 was placed on the market with a defectively designed fuel system with a 
plastic skid plate.  Through litigation, the Defendants denied any design defect and refused to 
acknowledge that the plastic construction led to a catastrophic failure and secondary injuries for 
Plaintiff Michelle Brannen.  Cohen Milstein counsel successfully saw the case to trial and a 
jury awarded a $4.2 million dollar verdict in favor of Ms. Brannen. 
 

• Salvato vs. Marion County Sheriff's Office, (Civil Action No. 5:12-CV-635-OC-10PRL).  In 
Salvato vs. Marion County Sheriff's Office, a jury of 3 men and 5 women found Sheriff Chris 
Blair, and Deputies Lauren Miley and Norman Brown of the Marion County Sheriff’s Office, 
responsible for using excessive deadly force that resulted in the wrongful death of Joshua 
Salvato, an unarmed 21-year-old, who was shot and killed by the deputies nearly two years ago.  
The verdict was issued after an eight-day trial in the United District Court, Middle District of 
Florida Ocala Division, under presiding Judge William Terrell Hodges.  Cohen Milstein 
counsel successfully saw the case to trial and the jury returned restitution in the amount of $2.3 
million, charging Miley used excessive force and Brown willfully and wantonly acted in bad 
faith by inflicting conscious pain and suffering on Joshua Salvato before he died. 
 

• In re Vitamins Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 1285 (D.D.C.).  Cohen Milstein served as co-lead 
counsel for two certified classes of businesses that directly purchased bulk vitamins and were 
overcharged as a result of a ten year global price-fixing and market allocation conspiracy.  
Chief Judge Hogan approved four major settlements between certain vitamin defendants and 
Class Plaintiffs, including a landmark partial settlement of $1.1 billion.  In a later trial before 
Chief Judge Hogan concerning four Class Plaintiffs’ remaining unsettled Vitamin B4 (choline 
chloride) claims, a federal jury in Washington unanimously found Japan’s second largest 
trading company, Mitsui & Co., Ltd., its wholly-owned U.S. subsidiary Mitsui & Co. (U.S.A.), 
Inc., DuCoa, LP, a choline chloride manufacturer based in Highland, Illinois, and DuCoa’s 
general partner, DCV, Inc. liable for participating in the conspiracy and ordered them to pay 
$49,539,234, which is trebled to $148,617,702 under the federal antitrust laws.  The case was 
subsequently settled against those defendants. 

• In re Parmalat Securities Litigation, No. 04 MD 1653 (S.D.N.Y.). In this securities litigation 
case, Cohen Milstein has successfully negotiated two partial settlements totaling approximately 
$90 million.  At the second partial settlement hearing, Judge Lewis A. Kaplan remarked that 
plaintiffs counsel “did a wonderful job here for the class and were in all respects totally 
professional and totally prepared.  I wish I had counsel this good in front of me in every case.”  
Our clients, four large European institutional investors, were appointed as co-lead plaintiffs and 
we were appointed as co-lead counsel.  Most notably, this case allowed us the opportunity to 
demonstrate our expertise in the bankruptcy area.  During the litigation, the company 
subsequently emerged from bankruptcy and we added “New Parmalat” as a defendant because 
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of the egregious fraud committed by the now-bankrupt old Parmalat.  New Parmalat 
strenuously objected and Judge Kaplan of the Southern District of New York ruled in the class 
plaintiffs’ favor, a ruling which was affirmed on appeal.  This innovative approach of adding 
New Parmalat enabled the class to obtain an important additional source of compensation, as 
we subsequently settled with New Parmalat. 

• Dukes v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., No. C-01-2252 (N.D. Cal.).  Cohen Milstein is co-lead counsel 
in this sex discrimination case.  In 2004, the U.S. District Court certified a nationwide class 
action lawsuit for all female employees of Wal-Mart who worked in U.S. stores anytime after 
December 26, 1998.  This was the largest civil rights class action ever certified against a private 
employer, including approximately 1.5 million current and former female employees.  That 
ruling was appealed, and while affirmed by the Ninth Circuit, was reversed by the Supreme 
Court in June 2011.  Cohen Milstein argued the case for the plaintiffs-respondents in the 
Supreme Court.  Since then, the Dukes action has been amended to address only the Wal-Mart 
regions that include stores in California, and other regional class cases have been or are soon to 
be filed.  This litigation to resolve the merits of the claims – whether Wal-Mart discriminates 
against its female retail employees in pay and promotions – continues. 

• Rubin v. MF Global, Ltd. (08-CV-02233, S.D.N.Y.).  Acting as co-lead counsel in this class 
action, the Firm represented the Central States, Southeast and Southwest Areas Pension Fund 
which was one of the co-lead plaintiffs in the case.  In September 2010, as a result of Plaintiffs’ 
decision to appeal, the U.S. Second Circuit Court of Appeals vacated in part the lower court’s 
dismissal of the case and remanded the case for further proceedings.  In overturning the District 
Court decision, the Second Circuit issued a decision which differentiated between a forecast or 
a forward looking statement accompanied by cautionary language -- which the Appellate Court 
said would be insulated from liability under the bespeaks caution doctrine -- from a factual 
statement, or non-forward-looking statement, for which liability may exist.  Importantly, the 
Second Circuit accepted Plaintiffs’ position that where a statement is mixed, the court can sever 
the forward-looking aspect of the statement from the non-forward looking aspect.  The Court 
further stated that statements or omissions as to existing operations (and present intentions as to 
future operations) are not protected by the bespeaks caution doctrine.  Mediation followed this 
decision and resulted in a settlement comprised of $90 million in cash. 

• Hughes v. Huron Consulting Group (09-CV-04734, N.D. Ill.).  Cohen Milstein represented lead 
plaintiffs the Public School Teachers’ Pension & Retirement Fund of Chicago and the Arkansas 
Public Employees Retirement System (“APERS”) in this case against Huron Consulting Group, 
founded by former Arthur Anderson personnel following its collapse in the wake of the Enron 
scandal.  In August 2010, the District Court for the Northern District of Illinois denied 
defendants' motions to dismiss in their entirety and upheld plaintiffs’ allegations that 
defendants intentionally improperly accounted for acquisition-related payments, which allowed 
plaintiffs to move forward with discovery.  The case was settled for $40 million, comprised of 
$27 million in cash and 474,547 shares in Huron common stock, with an aggregate value at the 
time of final approval in 2011 of approximately $13 million. 

• In re Lucent Technologies Securities Litigation, Civ. Action No. 00-621 (JAP) (D.N.J.).  A 
settlement in this massive securities fraud class action was reached in late March 2003.  The 
class portion of the settlement amounts to over $500 million in cash, stock and warrants and 
ranks as the second largest securities class action settlement ever completed.  Cohen Milstein 
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represented one of the co-lead plaintiffs in this action, a private mutual fund. 

• RehabCare, Civil Action No. 6197 (Delaware Court of Chancery). Cohen Milstein served as 
co-lead counsel in this shareholder litigation challenging the acquisition of healthcare provider 
RehabCare Group, Inc. by Kindred Healthcare, Inc.  A settlement was approved in September 
2011 and provided for additional disclosures regarding the process leading up to the merger 
along with a $2.5 million payment for the benefit of the class of RehabCare shareholders. 

• Nate Pease, et al. v. Jasper Wyman & Son, Inc., et al., Civil Action No. 00-015 (Knox County 
Superior Court, Me.).  In 2004, a state court jury from Maine found three blueberry processing 
companies liable for participating in a four-year price-fixing and non-solicitation conspiracy 
that artificially lowered the prices defendants paid to approximately 800 growers for wild 
blueberries.  The jury ordered defendants Cherryfield Foods, Inc., Jasper Wyman & Son, Inc., 
and Allen’s Blueberry Freezer, Inc. to pay $18.68 million in damages, the amount which the 
growers would have been paid absent the defendants’ conspiracy.  After a mandatory trebling 
of this damage figure under Maine antitrust law, the total amount of the verdict for the 
plaintiffs is just over $56 million.  The Firm served as co-lead counsel. 

• In re StarLink Corn Products, Liability Litigation, MDL No. 1403. (N.D. Ill.).  Cohen Milstein 
successfully represented U.S. corn farmers in a national class action against Aventis 
CropScience USA Holding and Garst Seed Company, the manufacturer and primary distributor 
of StarLink corn seeds.  StarLink is a genetically modified corn variety that the United States 
government permitted for sale as animal feed and for industrial purposes, but never approved 
for human consumption.  However, StarLink was found in corn products sold in grocery stores 
across the country and was traced to widespread contamination of the U.S. commodity corn 
supply.  The Firm, as co-lead counsel, achieved a final settlement providing more than $110 
million for U.S. corn farmers, which was approved by a federal district court in April 2003.  
This settlement was the first successful resolution of tort claims brought by farmers against the 
manufacturers of genetically modified seeds. 

• Snyder v. Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company, No. 97/0633 (Sup. Ct. N.Y. Onondaga 
Cty.).  Cohen Milstein served as one of plaintiffs’ principal counsel in this case on behalf of 
persons who held life insurance policies issued by Nationwide through its captive agency force.  
The action alleged consumer fraud and misrepresentations.  Plaintiffs obtained a settlement 
valued at more than $85 million.  The judge praised the efforts of Cohen Milstein and its co-
counsel for having done “a very, very good job for all the people.”  He complimented “not only 
the manner” in which the result was arrived at, but also the “time … in which it was done.” 

• Oncology & Radiation Associates, P.A. v. Bristol Myers Squibb Co., et al., No. 1:01CV02313 
(D.D.C.). Cohen Milstein has been co-lead counsel in this case since its inception in 2001. 
Plaintiffs alleged that Bristol-Myers Squibb unlawfully monopolized the United States market 
for paclitaxel, a cancer drug discovered and developed by the United States government, which 
Bristol sells under the brand name Taxol. Bristol’s scheme included a conspiracy with 
American BioScience, Inc., a generic manufacturer, to block generic competition. Cohen 
Milstein’s investigation and prosecution of this litigation on behalf of direct purchasers of 
Taxol led to a settlement of $65,815,000 that was finally approved by U.S. District Judge 
Emmet G. Sullivan on August 14, 2003 and preceded numerous Taxol-related litigations 
brought by the Federal Trade Commission and State Attorneys General offices. 
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• Kruman v. Christie’s International PLC, et al., Docket No. 01-7309.  A $40 million settlement 
on behalf of all persons who bought or sold items through Christie’s or Sotheby’s auction 
houses in non-internet actions was approved in this action.  Cohen Milstein served as one of 
three leading counsel on behalf of foreign plaintiffs.  The Court noted that approval of the 
settlement was particularly appropriate, given the significant obstacles that faced plaintiffs and 
plaintiffs’ counsel in the litigation.  The settlement marked the first time that claims on behalf 
of foreign plaintiffs under U.S. antitrust laws have been resolved in a U.S. court, a milestone in 
U.S. antitrust jurisprudence. 

• In re The Exxon Valdez Litigation, No. A89-095 Civ. (D. Ak.).  The firm was selected from 
dozens of law firms around the country by federal and state judges in Alaska to serve as co-lead 
counsel for plaintiffs in the largest environmental case in United States history that resulted in a 
jury verdict of more than $5 billion (reversed and remanded for revised punitive damages 
award; further proceedings pending). 

• Holocaust Litigation.  In the historic Swiss Banks litigation, Cohen Milstein served, pro bono, 
as co-lead counsel for Holocaust survivors against the Swiss banks that collaborated with the 
Nazi regime during World War II by laundering stolen funds, jewelry and art treasures.  Cohen 
Milstein obtained a $1.25 billion settlement, leading the presiding judge to call the firm’s work 
“indispensable.”  See In re Holocaust Victim Assets Litig., Case No. CV 96-4849 (ERK) 
(MDG) (Memorandum of Chief Judge Korman dated July 26, 2002).  The Firm was also a lead 
counsel in litigation by survivors of World War II-era forced and slave labor in litigation 
against the German companies that profited from using the labor of concentration camp 
inmates.  This litigation, which resulted in an unprecedented settlement of $5.2 billion, was 
resolved by multinational negotiations involving the defendants, plaintiffs’ counsel, and the 
governments of several countries for approximately two million claimants. 

Cohen Milstein has contributed over tens of thousands of hours of time to human rights 
and pro bono cases since 1996.  As an example, the Firm represented eight survivors and/or 
families of the victims of the September 11, 2001 attack on the Pentagon before the Federal 
compensation fund.  Cohen Milstein has obtained a substantial recovery for each, including the 
highest recovery to date, $6.8 million, for an injured individual. 

• Roberts v. Texaco, Inc., 94-Civ. 2015 (S.D.N.Y.).  Cohen Milstein represented a class of 
African-American employees in this landmark litigation that resulted in the then-largest race 
discrimination settlement in history ($176 million in cash, salary increases and equitable relief).  
The Court hailed the work of class counsel for, inter alia, “framing an imaginative settlement, 
that may well have important ameliorative impact not only at Texaco but in the corporate 
context as a whole …”. 

• Conanan v. Tanoue, No. 00-CV-3091 (ESH).  Cohen Milstein represented African-American 
employees at the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation (FDIC) in this race discrimination suit, 
which settled for $14 million.  The settlement provides the largest payment made in an 
employment discrimination class action based on race against a federal agency. 

• Trotter v. Perdue Farms, Inc., Case No. 99-893 (RRM) (JJF) (MPT), D. Del.  This suit on 
behalf of hourly workers at Perdue’s chicken processing facilities – which employ 
approximately 15,000 people – forced Perdue to pay employees for time spent “donning and 
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doffing,” that is, obtaining, putting on, sanitizing and removing protective equipment that they 
must use both for their own safety and to comply with USDA regulations for the safety of the 
food supply.  The suit alleged that Perdue’s practice of not counting donning and doffing time 
as hours worked violated the Fair Labor Standards Act and state law.  In a separate settlement 
with the Department of Labor, Perdue agreed to change its pay practices.  In addition, Perdue is 
required to issue retroactive credit under one of its retirement plans for “donning and doffing” 
work if the credit would improve employees’ or former employees’ eligibility for pension 
benefits.  Cohen Milstein was co-lead counsel. 

In addition, Cohen Milstein is an innovator in new areas of the law.  Cohen Milstein was in the 
forefront of filing antitrust claims on behalf of indirect purchasers in 1993 and 1994, when it filed 
state-court actions in 18 states on behalf of indirect purchasers of infant formula.  This was the first 
effort to systematically and simultaneously pursue treble damages claims on behalf of indirect-
purchasing consumers in all states where antitrust laws permitted such claims.  This approach, and 
variations of it, has since become the accepted model for pursuing antitrust damages on behalf of 
indirect-purchasing consumers.  The Firm also has been in the forefront of the development of 
international antitrust theory and litigation of claims.  As the global economy has produced worldwide 
conglomerates, so, too, has the nature of antitrust violations changed.  For example, in Kruman v. 
Christie’s International PLC, et al. Docket No. 01-7309 and In re Bulk Vitamins Antitrust Litigation, 
MDL 1285 (D.D.C.), both the parties and the anticompetitive actions were played out on a world, 
rather than domestic, stage.  The firm also represents and won Lead Plaintiff status for domestic and 
foreign investors in a foreign company’s bonds, in a PSLRA litigation being pursued in the United 
States, In re Parmalat Securities Litigation, Master Docket 04 Civ. 0030 (LAK) (S.D.N.Y.).   
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Awards & Recognition 
 

In 2015, Partners Theodore J. Leopold and Leslie M. Kroeger and Of Counsel Attorneys Stephan A. 
LeClainche and Wallace B. McCall were selected to the 2015 Florida Super Lawyers list and Adam J. 
Langino was selected to the Florida Rising Stars list. 

In 2015, Cohen Milstein attorneys R. Joseph Barton, Andrew Friedman, Agnieszka Fryszman, Karen 
Handorf, Kit A. Pierson, Julie Reiser, Bruce Rinaldi, Joseph M. Sellers, Linda Singer, Daniel A. Small, 
Daniel S. Sommers, Steven J. Toll and Christine E. Webber were selected as Washington DC Super 
Lawyers. 

In 2015, Cohen Milstein attorneys Laura Alexander, Monya Bunch, S. Douglas Bunch, Joshua S. 
Devore, Jeffrey Dubner, Johanna Hickman, Kalpana Kotagal, Emmy Levens, and David Young were 
selected as Washington DC Rising Stars by Super Lawyers. 

In 2015, for the fourth time in five years, Cohen Milstein was selected to the National Law Journal 
Plaintiffs’ Hot List 

In 2015, Cohen Milstein Partner Carol V. Gilden was selected as "Pension Funds Litigation Attorney 
of the Year in Illinois" for the second year in a row by the Corporate INTL Legal Awards. 

In 2014, Cohen Milstein's Antitrust Practice was selected as a Practice Group of the Year by Law360. 

In 2014, Cohen Milstein Partner Kit Pierson was selected as an MVP by Law360. 

In 2014, Cohen Milstein was named a "Most Feared Plaintiffs Firm" by Law360 for the second year 
in a row. 

In 2014, Cohen Milstein was selected as an Elite Trial Lawyer firm by the National Law Journal. 

Cohen Milstein Partners Steven J. Toll, Joseph M. Sellers, Kit A. Pierson, and Agnieszka M. Fryszman 
Selected to the 2014 Lawdragon 500. 

Joseph M. Sellers, Theodore J. Leopold, Leslie M. Kroeger, and Wallace B. McCall Make "Best 
Lawyers' List" for 2015. 

Released in 2014, the 2013 SCAS 50 Report on Total Securities Class Action Settlements once again 
ranked Cohen Milstein as a top firm. 

In 2014, Theodore J. Leopold, a partner at Cohen Milstein, was been selected to the Top 100 Miami 
Florida Super Lawyers list.  Partner Leslie M. Kroeger and Of Counsel Attorney Wallace B. McCall 
were selected to the 2014 Florida Super Lawyers list and Diana L. Martin was selected to the Florida 
Rising Stars list. 

In 2014, Cohen Milstein attorneys Leslie M. Kroeger and Adam J. Langino were both recognized in 
the 2014 edition of Florida Trend’s Florida Legal Elite™.  Kroeger is recognized as Legal Elite and 
Langino is listed as an Up-and-Comer. 

In 2014, Cohen Milstein was selected to the selected to the National Law Journal's Midsize Hot 
List. 
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In 2014, Cohen Milstein was recognized as a "Highly Recommended Washington, DC Litigation 
Firm" by Benchmark Plaintiff: The Definitive Guide to America’s Leading Plaintiff Firms and 
Attorneys. 
 
In 2014, Cohen Milstein was ranked as a Leading Plaintiff Class Action Antitrust Firm in the 
United States by the Legal 500 for the sixth year in a row. 
 
In 2014, Partner Richard Koffman was named, for the fourth consecutive year, in the Legal 500 United 
States "Leading Lawyers" list under the category of "Litigation - Mass Tort and Class Action: 
Plaintiff Representation - Antitrust". 
 
In 2014, Cohen Milstein attorneys Christopher Cormier, Agnieszka Fryszman, Julie Goldsmith Reiser, 
Joseph Sellers, Daniel Sommers, and Steven Toll were recognized as Local Litigation Stars by 
Benchmark Plaintiff: The Definitive Guide to America’s Leading Plaintiff Firms and Attorneys. 
 
In 2014, Cohen Milstein attorneys R. Joseph Barton, Andrew Friedman, Agnieszka Fryszman, Karen 
Handorf, Kit A. Pierson, Julie Reiser, Bruce Rinaldi, Joseph M. Sellers, Linda Singer, Daniel A. Small, 
Daniel S. Sommers, Steven J. Toll and Christine E. Webber were selected as Washington DC Super 
Lawyers. 

In 2014, Cohen Milstein attorneys Laura Alexander, Monya Bunch, S. Douglas Bunch, Joshua S. 
Devore, Jeffrey Dubner, Johanna Hickman, Joshua Kolsky, Kalpana Kotagal, Emmy Levens, Michelle 
Yau and David Young were selected as Washington DC Rising Stars by Super Lawyers. 
 
In 2014, Cohen Milstein Partner Carol V. Gilden was selected as the Illinois Pension Fund Attorney of 
the Year. 
 
In 2014, Theodore J. Leopold, a partner at Cohen Milstein, was been selected to the Top 100 Miami 
Florida Super Lawyers list.  Partner Leslie M. Kroeger and Of Counsel Attorney Wallace B. McCall 
were selected to the 2014 Florida Super Lawyers list and Diana L. Martin was selected to the Florida 
Rising Stars list. 

 

In 2014, Cohen Milstein attorneys Leslie M. Kroeger and Adam J. Langino were both recognized in 
the 2014 edition of Florida Trend’s Florida Legal Elite™.  Kroeger is recognized as Legal Elite and 
Langino is listed as an Up-and-Comer. 

In 2014, Best Lawyers named Cohen Milstein Partner Joseph Sellers D.C. Litigation - Labor & 
Employment Lawyer of the Year. 

In 2013, for the third-year in a row, Cohen Milstein was selected to the National Law Journal 
Plaintiffs’ Hot List. 

In 2013, Cohen Milstein was named a "Most Feared Plaintiffs Firm" by Law360. 

In 2013, Cohen Milstein was ranked as a Leading Plaintiff Class Action Antitrust Firm in the United 
States by the Legal 500 for the fifth year in a row. 
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In 2013, Cohen Milstein attorneys Joseph Barton, Andrew Friedman, Agnieszka Fryszman, Karen 
Handorf, Kit A. Pierson, Julie G. Reiser, Joseph M. Sellers, Daniel A. Small, Daniel S. Sommers, 
Steven J. Toll, and Christine E. Webber were selected as Washington DC Super Lawyers. 

In 2013, Cohen Milstein attorneys Joshua Devore and Michelle Yau were selected as Washington DC 
Rising Stars by Super Lawyers.     

In 2013, Cohen Milstein Partner Carol V. Gilden was selected as a 2013 Illinois Super Lawyer. She 
has been selected every year since 2005. 
 
In 2012, for the second-year in a row, Cohen Milstein was selected to the National Law Journal 
Plaintiffs’ Hot List. 

In 2012, Cohen Milstein was the recipient of the Judith M. Conti Pro Bono Law Firm of the Year 
Award from the Employment Justice Center. 

In 2012, Cohen Milstein was recognized as a "Highly Recommended Washington, DC Litigation 
Firm" by Benchmark Plaintiff: The Definitive Guide to America’s Leading Plaintiff Firms and 
Attorneys. 
 
In 2012, Cohen Milstein was ranked as a top firm by the 2011 SCAS Report on Total Securities Class 
Action Settlements.   
 
In 2012, Cohen Milstein was ranked as a Leading Plaintiff Class Action Antitrust Firm in the United 
States by the Legal 500 for the fourth year in a row. 
 
In 2012, Partner Joseph M. Sellers was selected as a Washington DC Super Lawyer.  Mr. Sellers was 
also selected for this prestigious award in 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010, and 2012. 
 
In 2012, Partner Steven J. Toll was selected as a Washington DC Super Lawyer.  Mr. Toll was also 
selected for this prestigious award in 2007, 2009, 2010, and 2011. 
 
In 2012, Partner Daniel S. Sommers was selected as a Washington DC Super Lawyer.  Mr. Sommers 
was also selected for this prestigious award in 2011. 
 
In 2012, Partner Christine E. Webber was selected as a Washington DC Super Lawyer.  Ms. Webber 
was also selected for this prestigious award in 2007. 
 
In 2012, Partner Agnieszka M. Fryszman was selected as a Washington DC Super Lawyer. 
 
In 2012, Partner Kit A. Pierson was selected as a Washington DC Super Lawyer. 
 
In 2012, Partner Carol V. Gilden was selected as an Illinois Super Lawyer.  Ms. Gilden was also 
selected for this prestigious award in 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010, and 2011. 
 
In 2011, Cohen Milstein was selected to the National Law Journal Plaintiffs’ Hot List. 
 
In 2011, Partner Joseph M. Sellers was selected as a "Visionary" by The National Law Journal.  
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In 2011, Partner J. Douglas Richards, Of Counsel Joel Laitman, and Of Counsel Christoper Lometti 
were selected as New York - Metro Super Lawyers. 
 
In 2011, Partner Joseph M. Sellers and the Keepseagle v. Vilsack team were selected as a finalist for 
the 2011 Trial Lawyer of the Year Award from the Public Justice Foundation. 

 
In 2011, Cohen Milstein was ranked as a Leading Plaintiff Class Action Antitrust Firm in the 
United States by the Legal 500 for the third year in a row.  

 
In 2011, Partners Steven Toll, Joseph Sellers, and Daniel Sommers were selected as Washington DC 
Super Lawyers.  Partner J. Douglas Richards, Of Counsel Joel Laitman and Christoper Lometti were 
selected as New York - Metro Super Lawyers.  Partner Carol Gilden was selected as an Illinois 
Super Lawyer. 

 
In 2011, Cohen Milstein was a recipient of The National Law Journal’s Pro Bono Award.  The Firm 
was named one of the “six firms that best reflect the pro bono tradition.” 

 
In 2010, Partner Joseph M. Sellers was selected as one of “The Decade’s Most Influential Lawyers” 
by The National Law Journal.  
 
In 2010, Partner Steven J. Toll was named one of Law360’s “Most Admired Attorneys”. 
 
In 2010, Partner Andrew N. Friedman was selected as a Washington DC Super Lawyer. 
 
In 2010, Partner Linda Singer was selected as one of “Washington’s Most Influential Women 
Lawyers” by The National Law Journal. 

 
In 2010, Partner Agnieszka M. Fryszman was selected as a finalist for the Trial Lawyer of the Year 
Award from the Public Justice Foundation. 

 
In 2010, Partners Joseph M. Sellers and Agnieszka M. Fryszman were both selected as one of the 
Lawdragon 500 Leading Lawyers in America. 

 
In 2010, Cohen Milstein was once again ranked as a Leading Plaintiff Class Action Antitrust Firm 
in the United States by the Legal 500. 
 
In 2009, Partner Steven J. Toll was named a Top Attorney in Corporate Litigation for Securities 
Litigation by Super Lawyers. 
 
In 2009, Partners Joseph M. Sellers and Christine E. Webber were named as Top Washington 
Lawyers by the Washingtonian Magazine. 
 
In 2009, Cohen Milstein was recognized as one of the top 50 law offices in Washington D.C. for 
diversity efforts. 
 
In 2009, Cohen Milstein was nominated for the prestigious Class Action Law Firm of the Year 
award by Global Pensions magazine for the third year in a row. 
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Cohen Milstein ranked as a 2009 Leading Plaintiff Class Action Antitrust Firm in the United 
States by The Legal500.  
 
The 2008 SCAS Report on Total Securities Class Action Settlements ranked Cohen Milstein as a 
top firm for the second year in a row.  
 
In 2008, Cohen Milstein was nominated for the prestigious Class Action Law Firm of the Year 
award by Global Pensions magazine for the second year in a row.   
 
In 2008, Managing Partner Steven J. Toll was named one of Lawdragon’s 100 Lawyers You Need to 
Know in Securities Litigation. 
 
In 2008, Steven J. Toll and Joseph M. Sellers were both named as one of Lawdragon’s “500 Leading 
Lawyers in America.” 
 
500 Leading Plaintiffs’ Lawyers in America 
Lawdragon 
January-February, 2007 
 
Top Antitrust Plaintiffs’ Firm  
Competition Law 360 
February 14, 2007 
Cohen Milstein named #1 
 
Joseph M. Sellers was selected by his peers to be included in the 2007 edition of The Best Lawyers in 
America® in the specialty of Civil Rights Law. 
 
Beacon of Justice Award - For Cohen Milstein’s work on the Guantanamo cases. 
From the National Legal Aid and Defender Association 
Summer 2007 
 
Fierce Sister Award - For Cohen Milstein’s work on the comfort woman case. 
Summer 2007 
 
The Plaintiffs’ Hotlist 
The National Law Journal 
October 9, 2006  
 
Runner up for Matter of the Year 
Global Competition Review 
February, 2005 
On Empagran matter, praised for ingenuity in how the case was prosecuted 
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Attorney Profiles – Partners 

Steven J. Toll 
Steven J. Toll joined the Firm in 1979 and has been lead or principal counsel in some of the most 
highly publicized stock fraud cases for over 30 years. He has been Managing Partner of the Firm since 
1997 and is co-chair of the Securities Fraud/Investor Protection practice group. Mr. Toll was profiled 
in the February 1996 Washington Business Journal as one of five attorneys that stand out as the 
“cream of the crop” in the Washington D.C. legal community. Lawdragon named him as one of the 
500 Leading Lawyers in America in 2006-07-08, as well as naming him one of the 100 Lawyers You 
Need to Know in Securities Litigation in 2008. In 2010, Mr. Toll was selected Law360's "Most 
Admired Attorneys" and in 2012 and 2013, he was selected as a "Leading Plaintiffs Star in the District 
of Columbia" by Benchmark: Litigation, the Guide to America’s Leading Litigation Firms and 
Attorneys. 
 
In July 2005, Mr. Toll was lead trial counsel in one of the few securities class actions to go to trial 
involving Globalstar, a satellite manufacturer. Mr. Toll successfully argued the motions before and 
during trial and ultimately achieved a settlement of $20 million shortly before the case was scheduled 
to go to the jury. In approving the settlement, U.S. District Judge Kevin Castel remarked that Mr. Toll 
and his colleagues had “done a terrific job in presenting the case for the plaintiffs.” 
 
Mr. Toll is co-lead counsel in the largest case ever resolved involving mortgage-backed securities, the 
case against Countrywide. That case ultimately settled, after years of vigorous litigation and multiple 
legal challenges, for $500 million in 2013. Some of Mr. Toll’s other notable cases include those 
against Lucent Technologies, which was settled in 2001 for approximately $575 million, at the time, 
the second largest securities class action settlement ever achieved; Converium, where he negotiated a 
global settlement in the U.S. courts and the courts in Amsterdam of $135 million; MF Global, where 
he helped negotiate a settlement of $90 million; Southmark Securities Litigation, where he helped 
achieve a settlement of $70 million from the company’s auditors, Drexel Burnham and Michael 
Milken; Norman v. Salomon Smith Barney, where he negotiated a $50 million settlement on behalf of 
customers of Salomon’s Guided Portfolio Management Program, who alleged that Salomon invested 
their money in companies in order to boost Salomon’s investment banking business. 
 
Mr. Toll also served as co-lead counsel in one of the most publicized frauds of the 1990s -- Cascade 
International (S.D. Fla.) where the mastermind of the fraud, Victor Incendy, is still a fugitive from 
justice. The case settled on the eve of trial against Raymond James Inc. -- the only securities class 
action ever successfully litigated against a brokerage firm for its role as a research analyst. 
 
Mr. Toll is currently co-lead counsel in the BP Securities Litigation, a major case stemming out of the 
Deepwater Horizon explosion in 2010 and BP's process safety disclosures. He led the Firm’s team as 
co-lead counsel in one of the most highly publicized fraud cases of this era, the securities fraud class 
action involving Parmalat, the Italian dairy manufacturer; the case is known as Europe’s “Enron,” 
because of the similarities of the fraudulent schemes and the non-existence of billions of dollars of 
assets that had been recorded on Parmalat’s financial statements. That case was settled for $90 million. 
He was also lead counsel in a mortgage-backed securities case against Lehman Brothers that settled for 
$40 million. 
 
He has written for and spoken at various conferences about securities law and corporate governance 
issues, including, inter alia, The Plaintiffs’ Perspective, Securities Regulation and the New Law, 
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National Legal Center for the Public Interest, No. 1, Sept. 1996; The Sarbanes-Oxley Bill Provides No 
Assistance To Investors Seeking To Recovery From Corporate Fraud, ABA Annual Meeting, August 
2002; The Analyst Cases Involving Merrill Lynch, and Its Internet Analyst Henry Blodget, and 
Salomon Smith Barney and Its Telecommunications Analyst Jack Grubman, Mass Torts Made Perfect 
(presented January 2003); and Coming to Terms with Loss Causation after Dura: A Response to 
Professors Portnoy, Ferrell, and Saha, The Journal of Corporation Law, Fall 2009. 
 
Mr. Toll is an honors graduate of the Wharton School of the University of Pennsylvania (B.S., 
Accounting, cum laude, 1972). He graduated from Georgetown University Law Center (J.D., 1975) 
where he was Special Project Editor of the Tax Lawyer. 
 
Joseph M. Sellers 

Joseph M. Sellers, a Partner at the Firm and head of the Civil Rights & Employment practice group, 
joined Cohen Milstein in 1997. 

Mr. Sellers has represented victims of discrimination and other illegal employment practices 
individually and through class actions. He has tried several civil rights class actions to judgment before 
juries and has argued more than 25 appeals in the federal and state appellate courts, including the 
United States Supreme Court. He has served as class counsel, and typically lead counsel, in more than 
30 civil rights and employment class actions. 

Those cases have included: serving as lead counsel in Keepseagle v. Vilsack (D.D.C.), which resulted 
in a settlement providing $760 million of relief and broad injunctive relief to Native American farmers 
and ranchers who were denied loans or loan servicing by the United States Department of Agriculture.  
In approving the settlement, the Court commended counsel saying, “[i]t’s probably the best negotiated 
agreement that this court has seen in its experience . . . the terms of this settlement are historic,” and 
Cohen Milstein has “demonstrated the highest level of skills and professionalism.”  In addition, Mr. 
Sellers represented a class of women alleging sex discrimination in promotions and compensation in 
Dukes v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. (N.D. Cal.), where he presented oral argument on their behalf before 
the United States Supreme Court and continues to represent them in regional class actions formed in 
the wake of the Supreme Court’s ruling; he has successfully represented a class of more than 28,000 
women employees at Boeing facilities in Washington state in Beck v. Boeing Company (W.D. Wash.), 
where they alleged sex discrimination in compensation and promotion practices and overtime 
decisions; Conway, et al. v. Deutsch (E.D. Va.), involving a class of female covert case officers at the 
CIA alleging sex discrimination in promotions and job assignments; Johnson v. Freeh (D.D.C.), 
involving a class of African-American FBI special agents alleging racial discrimination in promotion 
and job assignments; Neal v. Director, D.C Dept. of Corrections (D.D.C.), the first sexual harassment 
class action tried to a jury on behalf of a class of women correctional employees and women and men 
subject to retaliation at the D.C. Department of Corrections; and Trotter v. Perdue Farms (D. Del.), 
involving a company-wide collective action brought under the Fair Labor Standards Act for violations 
of federal wage and hour law. 

Throughout his career, Mr. Sellers has also been active in legislative matters. He has testified more 
than 20 times before Committees of the United States Senate and House of Representatives on various 
civil rights and employment matters. He worked on the passage of the Civil Rights Act of 1991, the 
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, and the Lily Ledbetter Fair Pay Restoration Act of 2009. 
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Mr. Sellers has trained lawyers at the U.S. Equal Employment Opportunity Commission and the U.S. 
Department of Justice on the trial of civil rights cases and has lectured extensively throughout the 
country on various civil rights and employment topics. He was an Adjunct Professor at the Washington 
College of Law at American University, where he taught Employment Discrimination law, and at the 
Georgetown University Law Center, where he taught Professional Responsibility. 

He served on the Obama/Biden Transition Team in 2008 and the Clinton/Gore Transition Team in 
1992 and 1993.  He also served as a Co-Chair of the D.C. Circuit Task Force on Gender, Race and 
Ethnic Bias to which he was appointed by the judges of the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals and the U.S. 
District Court for the District of Columbia. 

At the request of the Ford Foundation and the American Bar Association, Mr. Sellers delivered a series 
of lectures and designed and delivered a mock trial on civil rights law to Chinese judges, lawyers and 
other government officials in China. 

Mr. Sellers was recognized as one of the top lawyers in Washington and as one of the top 10 plaintiffs’ 
employment lawyers in the country.  In 2010, he was recognized as one of "The Decade's Most 
Influential Lawyers" by The National Law Journal, in 2011 he was recognized as a Visionary in the 
legal profession by The Legal Times and in 2012 he was given the Wiley A. Branton Award by the 
Washington Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights and Urban Affairs for his leadership in civil rights.  
He is served as a professionally-trained mediator and has served as the President of the Washington 
Council of Lawyers. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Sellers served as head of the Employment Discrimination Project 
of the Washington Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights and Urban Affairs for over 15 years. 

Mr. Sellers received a J.D. from Case Western Reserve School of Law (1979), where he served as 
Research Editor of the Case Western Reserve Law Review, and a B.A. in American History and 
Literature from Brown University (1975). 

Mr. Sellers is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia. 

Andrew N. Friedman 

Andrew Friedman, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 1985.  He is a member of the 
Securities Fraud/Investor Protection practice group and the head of the Consumer Protection & Unsafe 
Products practice group. 

Mr. Friedman has been involved in many successful securities class actions.  In July, 2005, Mr. 
Friedman served as one of lead trial counsel at the trial of a certified class action in In re Globalstar 
Securities Litigation in the United States District court for the Southern District of New York.  Near 
the end of the second week of trial, a cash settlement of $20 million was reached for the benefit of the 
certified class.  The settlement was approved by Judge P. Kevin Castel, who was highly 
complimentary of counsel: “This case  has been litigated by top trial lawyers, each of whom, as to both 
lead counsel and the other counsel in the case, have been exceptionally fine in their presentation of the 
evidence.  Mr. Toll, Mr. Friedman, Mr. Shalov, their colleagues Mr. Devore, Ms. Peterson, have all 
done a terrific job in presenting the case for the plaintiffs.” 
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In addition, Mr. Friedman served as one of co-lead or principal counsel in Norman Frank et al. v. 
David L. Paul (recovery of over $18 million); In re Jiffy Lube Securities Litigation (D. Md.) (recovery 
of over $12 million); and In re Immunex Securities Litigation (W.D. Wash.) (recovery of $14 million, 
then the largest securities class action settlement in Seattle).  Mr. Friedman was one of the Firm’s 
attorneys selected by the County of Cuyahoga, Ohio to prosecute a lawsuit that sought to recover 
losses from the County’s Secured Assets Fund Earnings Program (S.A.F.E.).  The lawsuit alleged that 
broker/dealers and a financial institution assisted the County in engaging in unsuitable and 
inappropriate investments and trading activity.  The case settled favorably for $9.5 million. 

In the consumer protection area, Mr. Friedman has been instrumental in securing significant recoveries 
on behalf of thousands of consumers.  He was one of the principal counsel in Snyder v. Nationwide 
Mutual Insurance Company (Sup. Ct., Onondaga Cnty, N.Y.), a class action that resulted in a 
settlement valued at between $85 million and $103 million.  As one of two co-lead counsel in a class 
action against Thomson Consumer Electronics, Mr. Friedman reached a court-approved agreement that 
made up to $100 million available for persons who paid for unreimbursed repairs to televisions.  He 
was also part of the plaintiffs’ team that secured nationwide benefits for GM vehicle purchasers as the 
result of defective automobile engine coolants. In re General Motors Dex-Cool Products Liability 
Litigation (S.D. Ill). 

Mr. Friedman has been a speaker on numerous panels for legal education seminars and institutional 
investor conferences on the issues of securities class actions, securities fraud monitoring, accounting 
fraud and corporate governance.  He was featured in a November 15, 1997 Washington Post article 
about securities class actions and profiled in the April 14, 2000 edition of The Washington Business 
Journal. In 2007, Lawdragon named Mr. Friedman as one of the 3,000 Leading Plaintiffs’ Lawyers in 
America and in 2011, he was named to the Super Lawyers 2011 Business Edition for litigation. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Friedman served as an attorney with the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office. 

Mr. Friedman graduated from Tufts University with a B.A. in Psychology (1980, magna cum laude, 
Phi Beta Kappa) and is a 1983 graduate of the National Law Center, George Washington University.  
  
Mr. Friedman is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia and New York. 

Daniel S. Sommers 

Daniel Sommers, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 1988.  He is co-chair of the Firm’s 
Securities Fraud practice group and is a member of the Firm’s Executive Committee.  

During his career at Cohen Milstein, Mr. Sommers served as lead or co-lead counsel or otherwise 
played a significant role in securities class actions in federal courts throughout the United States.  He 
currently represents institutional investors including, among others, the Ohio Public Employees 
Retirement System, the State Teachers Retirement System of Ohio and the Arkansas Public Employees 
Retirement System, as well as various Taft-Hartley pension funds.  He is one of the lead counsel for 
investors in significant securities litigation matters including In re Bear Stearns Mortgage Pass 
Through Certificates Litigation (S.D.N.Y.), and is also currently involved in the prosecution of the In 
re Fannie Mae Securities Litigation (D.D.C.).  In addition, Mr. Sommers served as one of the lead U.S. 
counsel for investors in In re Converium (Scor) Securities Litigation, where he utilized the Dutch 
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Collective Settlement Statute to obtain a groundbreaking opinion from the Amsterdam Court of Appeal 
approving a world-wide settlement on behalf of non-U.S. investors.  

Mr. Sommers has obtained significant recoveries for investors in numerous class action cases 
including:  Steiner v. Southmark Corporation (N.D. Tex.) (over $70 million recovery); In re PictureTel 
Inc. Securities Litigation (D. Mass.) ($12 million recovery); In re Physician Corporation of America 
Securities Litigation (S.D. Fla.) ($10.2 million recovery); In re Gilat Satellite Securities 
Litigation(E.D.N.Y.) ($20 million recovery); In re Pozen Inc. Securities Litigation (M.D.N.C.) ($11.2 
million recovery); In re Nextel Communications Securities Litigation (D.N.J.) (up to $27 million 
recovery); In re PSINet Inc. Securities Litigation (E.D. Va.) ($17.8 million recovery); In re Cascade 
International Inc. Securities Litigation, (S.D. Fla.) (global recovery of approximately $10 million);In 
re GT Solar Securities Litigation (D.N.H.) (recovery of $10.5 million) and In re ECI Telecom 
Securities Ltd. Litigation (E.D. Va.) ($21.75 million recovery).  He has also handled significant 
appellate matters including arguing before the United States Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit 
in In re CP Ships Ltd. Securities Litigation, 578 F. 3d 1306 (2009), where he successfully opposed 
objections to a settlement that provided non-U.S. investors with the protections of the federal securities 
laws.  In addition, he was co-lead counsel for investors before the United States Supreme Court 
in Broudo v. Dura Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 544 U.S. 336 (2005) (addressing the standards for pleading 
loss causation). 

Mr. Sommers is also experienced in non-class action litigation.  He represented TBG Inc., a multi-
billion dollar privately-held overseas corporation, in a multi-party, complex action alleging fraud in a 
corporate acquisition and represented individuals in connection with investigations brought by the 
United States Securities and Exchange Commission.  He also has represented publicly traded 
corporations in the prosecution and defense of claims.  Mr. Sommers has litigated cases covering a 
wide-range of industries including the financial services, computer software, pharmaceutical, 
insurance, real estate and telecommunications industries among others.  In addition, he has substantial 
experience in cases presenting complex accounting and auditing issues. 

Mr. Sommers has been a guest lecturer at the Georgetown Law Center, the George Washington 
University Law School and the Columbus School of Law at the Catholic University of America on the 
topics of class actions and securities litigation.  He is a frequent commentator on the federal securities 
laws and corporate governance issues, and addresses institutional investor groups, lawyers and others 
on these topics as illustrated below: 

• Guest panelist on “It’s Your Business,” a nationally syndicated television program, where he 
spoke on investor lawsuits.  

• Addressed the California State Association of County Retirement Systems, to whom he spoke 
on corporate governance and fiduciary duties and liabilities.   

• Spoke at a District of Columbia Bar Association program in 2005 where he addressed 
“Attorney Liability in the Post-Enron, Post-Sarbanes-Oxley Era.”   

• Panelist at a 2006 presentation to Illinois-based institutional investors on the topic of “The 
Growing Emphasis on Fiduciary Responsibility:  Implications for Illinois Pension Funds and 
the Emergence of Guiding Principles.”     
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• Addressed the Professional Liability Underwriting Society in 2007 on the topic of “Global 
Companies, Global Risk: Exposure Arising Outside the U.S.”   

• Panelist at a 2008 District of Columbia Bar Association Program where he addressed 
“Developing Pleading Standards in Securities Cases.” 

• Spoke at a 2008 IQPC Forum on Subprime and Structured Finance Litigation on the topic of 
“Understanding the Plaintiff’s View in the Subprime Crisis.” 

• Panelist at District of Columbia Bar Association Program in 2009 on “Public and Private 
Perspectives on the Enforcement of the Federal Securities Laws in our Global Markets.”   

• Panelist at a 2010 District of Columbia Bar Association Program on the topic of "Enforcement 
of the Federal Securities Laws in Our Global Financial Markets:  Public and Private 
Perspectives on Morrison v. National Australia Bank and Beyond." 

• Panelist at a 2010 District of Columbia Bar Association Program on the topic of "Private 
Securities Litigation:  Critical Trends and Developments in Securities Class Actions." 

• Panelist at 2011 District of Columbia Bar Association Program on the topic of "Independent 
Auditors As Gatekeepers For Investors: The Legal Landscape In Our Global Financial 
Markets." 

• Panelist at 2013 District of Columbia Bar Association Program on the topic of "Global 
Securities Enforcement Issues: From Morrison to China." 

• Panelist on Council of Institutional Investors 2013 Teleconference on its report: A Survey of 
Morrison's Impact on CII Members. 

• Panelist at 2014 District of Columbia Bar Association Program on the topic of "Supreme Court 
Securities Litigation Roundup: Developments and Trends." 

• Panelist at 2014 ALI CLE Program, "Accountants' Liability 2014: Confronting Enforcement 
and Litigation Risks." 

Mr. Sommers was recognized in 2011, 2012, 2013 and 2014 as a Washington, D.C. “Super Lawyer” in 
the area of securities litigation and in 2012 he was selected as National "Litigation Star" and as a 
"Leading Plaintiffs Star in the District of Columbia" in the area of securities litigation by Benchmark: 
Litigation, and appeared in itsGuide to America's Leading Litigation Firms and Attorneys. In addition, 
he received a Martindale-Hubbell® AV Preeminent™ Rating. In 2007, Mr. Sommers was appointed to 
serve as the chairman of the Investor Rights Committee of the Corporation, Finance and Securities 
Law Section of the District of Columbia Bar, and also served as vice-chair of that committee.  He is a 
member of the Advisory Board of the Securities Regulation & Law Report published by Bloomberg 
BNA and a member of the Law360 Securities Editorial Advisory Board. In addition, he is a member of 
the Securities Litigation Committee of the American Bar Association, the Council of Institutional 
Investors, and the National Association of Public Pension Attorneys. 

He is a 1983 graduate of Union College, earning a B.A. in Political Science (magna cum laude), and a 
1986 graduate of the George Washington University Law School.  Mr. Sommers is admitted to 
practice in federal courts including the United States District Courts for the Districts of New Jersey, 
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Maryland, Eastern District of Michigan and the District of Columbia, as well as the United States 
Courts of Appeals for the District of Columbia, Fourth, Ninth, Tenth and Eleventh Circuits.  Mr. 
Sommers is also admitted to practice before the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. Sommers is a member of the bar of the states of New Jersey and New York as well as the District 
of Columbia.  Mr. Sommers works in the Firm’s Washington, D.C. office. 

Daniel A. Small 
 
Dan Small has been a partner at Cohen Milstein for over 19 years and has chaired or co-chaired the 
firm’s antitrust practice group since from 2008 through 2014. 
 
Mr. Small has represented plaintiff classes, often as lead counsel, in numerous antitrust cases over the 
last 25 years, and has recovered hundreds of millions of dollars.  He has tried cases to verdict before 
juries and has argued cases in several appellate courts including the United States Supreme Court. 
 
Among the cases on which Mr. Small has worked are:  In re Intel Corp. Microprocessor Antitrust 
Litig. (D. Del.), where he serves as co-lead counsel on behalf of a putative class of purchasers of Intel-
powered PCs asserting monopolization claims; Meijer, Inc. v. 3M(E.D. Pa.), a monopolization case in 
which Mr. Small, as lead counsel, negotiated a $30 million settlement on behalf of direct purchasers of 
transparent tape; In re Buspirone Antitrust Litig.(S.D.N.Y.), in which the plaintiff class alleged that 
Bristol Myers-Squibb Co. unlawfully excluded generic drug competition, and Mr. Small, as co-lead 
counsel, helped negotiate a $90 million settlement; and Pease v. Jasper Wyman & Son, et al., (Super. 
Ct., Knox Cty., Maine), a price-fixing class action on behalf of Maine wild blueberry growers in which 
Mr. Small successfully tried the case to a jury, obtaining a judgment of nearly $60 million.  Mr. Small 
also represented Hy-Ko Products Co. in a competitor action against the dominant sellers, respectively, 
of key blanks and automatic key duplication machines.  He also is defending the Service Employees 
International Union in an antitrust conspiracy action brought by Prime Healthcare Services, Inc. 
 
Mr. Small has substantial appellate experience, including briefing and arguing Free v. Abbott 
Laboratories, No. 99-391, in the United States Supreme Court.  That case presented the issue of 
whether a supplemental jurisdiction statute overruled Zahn v. International Paper Co.  The Court split 
4-4, with Justice O'Connor recusing herself.  Additionally, Mr. Small successfully briefed and argued 
appeals in In re Publication Paper Antitrust Litig., 690 F.3d 51 (2d Cir. 2012) (reversing district court’s 
grant of summary judgment against plaintiffs in price-fixing class action), In re Brand Name 
Prescription Drug Antitrust Litig., 123 F.3d 599 (7th Cir. 1997) (reversing denial of plaintiffs’ motion 
to remand to state court for lack of federal jurisdiction), Paper Systems, Inc. v. Nippon Paper Industries 
Co., Ltd., 281 F.3d 629 (7th Cir. 2002) (holding that defendant that sold indirectly to class members 
was liable under federal antitrust law for damages caused by direct sales of its co-conspirators).  Mr. 
Small also briefed and argued the appeal in Mack v. Bristol-Myers Squibb Co., 1996-1 Trade Cas. 
(CCH) ¶¶ 71,401 (Fla. 1st DCA 1996), obtaining the first opinion construing the Florida Deceptive and 
Unfair Trade Practices Act to permit indirect purchasers to sue for damages for antitrust violations. 
 
Mr. Small is a member of the Advisory Board of the American Antitrust Institute, and he chairs the 
committee that selects the annual winner of the Jerry S. Cohen Memorial Writing Award for the best 
antitrust scholarship.  He has been invited to speak on antitrust and class action topics at events 
organized by the American Bar Association, the District of Columbia Bar, the Conference Board, and 
the American Antitrust Institute, among others.  In 2013 and 2014, Mr. Small was recognized as a 
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Washington, D.C. “Super Lawyer” for antitrust litigation, and he was named both a plaintiffs "Local 
Litigation Star" in the District of Columbia and a national antitrust "Litigation Star" by Benchmark 
Plaintiff. Mr. Small is listed in the The International Who's Who of Competition Lawyers & 
Economists 2014 as one of the world’s leading competition lawyers. 
 
Mr. Small is a 1981 graduate of Colgate University, receiving a B.A. (cum laude) in History.  He 
graduated from American University’s Washington College of Law in 1986, and joined Cohen 
Milstein after serving as a law clerk to the Honorable Roger Vinson, United States District Court for 
the Northern District of Florida (1986-1988).  Mr. Small is admitted to practice in Maryland and the 
District of Columbia. 
 
Christine E. Webber 

Christine Webber, a Partner at the Firm and a member of the Civil Rights & Employment practice 
group, joined Cohen Milstein in 1997.  Ms. Webber represents plaintiffs in class action employment 
discrimination and Fair Labor Standards Act cases.  Ms. Webber's current docket includes Dukes v. 
Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. (N.D. Cal.), challenging Wal-Mart’s treatment of women employees with 
complaints of discrimination in pay and promotion; and In re Tyson Foods FLSA MDL, (M.D. Ga.), a 
collective action involving FLSA claims at over 40 Tyson chicken processing plants.  Ms. Webber was 
also counsel to the plaintiff class in Keepseagle v. Vilsack, and is currently administering the claims 
process through which $760 million of relief will be awarded to Native American farmers and ranchers 
who were denied loans or loan servicing by the USDA.  Ms. Webber was part of the team recognized 
by Public Justice as finalists for their Trial Lawyer of the Year award in 2011 for the work done in 
Keepseagle. 
  
She represented plaintiffs in Beck v. The Boeing Co. (W.D. Wash.), a class action alleging sex 
discrimination in compensation and promotions which settled in 2004 for $72.5 million.  She was also 
lead counsel in Hnot v. Willis (S.D.N.Y.), representing a class of women at the vice-president level and 
above whose challenge to sex discrimination in compensation resulted in a settlement averaging 
$50,000 per class member in 2008.  She was counsel in Trotter v. Perdue (D. Del.), representing 
plaintiffs who were wrongly denied payment of overtime wages, and obtaining a $10 million 
settlement.   
  
In 2004 and 2007, Ms. Webber was named one of the Top Lawyers in Washington, D.C. by 
Washingtonian Magazine and was named one of the 2007 Washington, D.C. Superlawyers in the Civil 
Rights category.  In 2011, Ms. Webber was recognized as one of the Top Women Lawyers in the 
Northeast in the labor and employment category by Arrive magazine. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Webber received a Women's Law and Public Policy fellowship 
and worked for four years at the Washington Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights and Urban Affairs 
in their Equal Employment Opportunity Project.  She worked on a variety of employment 
discrimination cases, and focused in particular on the sexual harassment class action Neal v. Director, 
D.C. Department of Corrections, et al.  Ms. Webber participated in the trial of this ground-breaking 
sexual harassment class action in 1995.  Ms. Webber also tried the race discrimination case Cooper v. 
Paychex (E.D. Va.), and successfully defended the plaintiffs' verdict before the Fourth Circuit. 

Ms. Webber is a member of the National Employment Lawyers' Association (NELA) and co-chair of 
their Class Action Committee.  She is also co-chair of the Class Action Sub-committee of the D.C. Bar 
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Labor and Employment Law Section.  She speaks regularly at CLE programs on employment 
discrimination and class actions, including presentations for NELA. 

She graduated from Harvard University with a B.A. in Government (magna cum laude, 1988) and the 
University of Michigan Law School (J.D., magna cum laude, 1991, Order of the Coif).  Following law 
school, Ms. Webber clerked for the Honorable Hubert L. Will, United States District Judge for the 
Northern District of Illinois.   

Ms. Webber is admitted to practice in Illinois and the District of Columbia. 

Richard A. Koffman 

Richard Koffman, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2003 and is the co-Chair of the 
Antitrust Practice Group.  For each year from 2011-2014, the U.S. Legal 500 listed Mr. Koffman as 
one of the nation's "leading lawyers" in the field of antitrust class actions, describing him as a “strong 
brief writer and an excellent oral advocate.” 

Mr. Koffman is co-lead counsel for plaintiffs in In re Urethane Antitrust Litigation (D. Kan.), in which 
a Kansas jury returned a verdict for plaintiffs against The Dow Chemical Company in excess of $400 
million.  The district court trebled the damage award as required under the federal antitrust laws and 
entered judgment against Dow for more than $1.06 billion on July 26, 2013.  On September 29, 2014, 
a panel of the United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit unanimously affirmed the $1.06 
billion judgment against Dow, holding that the evidence at trial amply supported the jury verdict.  Four 
other defendants had previously settled for a total of $139.5 million. 

Mr. Koffman is also co-lead counsel for plaintiffs in Wallach, et al. v. Eaton Corp., et al. (D. Del.), in 
which plaintiffs allege a conspiracy to monopolize the market for heavy-duty truck transmissions. Mr. 
Koffman also served as co-lead counsel for plaintiffs in In re Rubber Chemicals Antitrust Litigation 
(N.D. Cal.), which settled for a total of approximately $320 million; In re Plasma-Derivative Protein 
Therapies Antitrust Litigation (N.D. Ill.), which settled for a total of $128 million; In re Polyester 
Staple Antitrust Litigation (W.D.N.C.), which settled for a total of $46 million; In re Endosurgical 
Products Antitrust Litigation (C.D. Cal.), which settled for $13 million in cash, plus structural relief 
worth more than $26 million; and Coalition for Elders’ Independence, Inc., et al. v. Biovail Corp., et 
al. (Cal. Super. Ct.), which settled for $8.2 million. 

Mr. Koffman came to Cohen Milstein after four years with the Antitrust and Civil Rights Divisions of 
the United States Department of Justice. In the Antitrust Division, Mr. Koffman served as a Senior 
Trial Attorney with the Computers and Finance Section (now Networks and Technology), which is 
responsible for antitrust enforcement and competition policy in the areas of information technology, 
Internet-related businesses, financial services, and the securities industry. In the Civil Rights Division, 
he served as a Senior Trial Attorney with the Housing and Civil Enforcement Section, where he 
worked to enforce the Fair Housing Act, the Equal Credit Opportunity Act, the Religious Land Use 
and Institutionalized Persons Act, and Title II of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

Prior to joining the Department of Justice, Mr. Koffman spent seven years in private practice, first with 
Fine, Kaplan and Black in Philadelphia (working primarily on antitrust class actions and other complex 
commercial litigation) and then with Bernabei & Katz in Washington, D.C. (handling employment 
discrimination cases). While at Fine Kaplan, Mr. Koffman was actively involved in litigating several 
successful antitrust class actions on behalf of plaintiffs and classes, including In re Nasdaq Market-
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Makers Antitrust Litigation (S.D.N.Y.) (settled for more than $1 billion); In re Polypropylene Carpet 
Antitrust Litigation (N.D. Ga.); In re Commercial Explosives Antitrust Litigation (D. Utah); and In re 
Drill Bits Antitrust Litigation (S.D. Tex.). He was also co-counsel, along with John G. Roberts, Jr., 
who was then a Partner at Hogan & Hartson and is now Chief Justice of the United States Supreme 
Court, for Respondents in First Options of Chicago, Inc. v. Kaplan, 514 U.S. 938 (1995). In that case, 
argued by Mr. Roberts with Mr. Koffman assisting on the briefs, Mr. Koffman’s clients won a 
unanimous ruling by the United States Supreme Court. 

Immediately after law school, Mr. Koffman served as a judicial clerk for Judge James B. McMillan of 
the United States District Court for the Western District of North Carolina, and for Judge Anthony J. 
Scirica of the United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit. 

Mr. Koffman is a graduate of Yale Law School (J.D., 1990), where he was a Senior Editor of the Yale 
Law Journal, and Wesleyan University, from which he received a B.A., with honors, in English (1986). 

Mr. Koffman is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia, the United States Supreme Court, and 
the United States Courts of Appeals for the Eighth, Ninth, and Tenth Circuits. 

Agnieszka M. Fryszman 

Agnieszka Fryszman, a Partner at Cohen Milstein, joined the Firm in 1998.  She heads Cohen 
Milstein’s International Human Rights and Pro Bono practice.  

Ms. Fryszman regularly litigates complex cases against corporate giants.  She was a member of the 
legal team that successfully represented survivors of Nazi-era forced and slave labor against the 
German and Austrian companies that allegedly profited from their labor.  These cases were resolved by 
international negotiations that resulted in multi-billion dollar settlements.  She also represented, pro 
bono, Holocaust survivors suing Swiss banks that collaborated with the Nazi regime during World War 
II.  This litigation led academics to revise their assessment of Switzerland’s relationship with Nazi 
Germany and exposed the extent of business participation in the Holocaust.  

Ms. Fryszman and colleague Matthew Handley earned the National Law Journal’s Pro Bono Award 
for their efforts on behalf of Nepali laborers injured or killed at U.S. military bases in Iraq and 
Afghanistan.  They obtained several judgments and significant settlements on behalf of the families.  
She currently represents victims of a human trafficking ring that lured men from Nepal with the 
promise of employment at luxury hotels, but instead took them against their will to work for U.S. 
military contractors in Iraq.  Ms. Fryszman investigated and initiated suit against military contractors 
KBR and Daoud & Partners, filing one of the first complaints under the Trafficking Victims Protection 
Act.  Her work on behalf of the former “comfort women,” women and girls trafficked into sexual 
slavery by the government of Japan during World War II, was recognized with the “Fierce Sister” 
award from the National Asian Pacific American Women’s Forum.  She also represents Indonesian 
villagers in a lawsuit against Exxon Mobil over abuses allegedly committed by the defendant’s security 
force.  

Ms. Fryszman has been repeatedly recognized as one of the 500 “Leading Lawyers in America” by 
Lawdragon; a Washington, D.C. “Super Lawyer”; a “Leading Star” Plaintiffs’ Litigator; and one of the 
Top 150 Women in Litigation by Benchmark.  She was also a finalist for the Public Justice Foundation 
Trial Lawyer of the Year Award for her work on Wiwa v. Royal Dutch Shell.  Ms. Fryszman joined the 
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legal team in that long-running case to prepare it for trial, resulting in a multi-million dollar settlement 
on the morning of jury selection.   

Ms. Fryszman represented pro bono, victims of the September 11 attack on the Pentagon and obtained 
one of the highest awards for an injured survivor from the Victim’s Compensation Fund.  Ms. 
Fryszman also represented, pro bono, two individuals indefinitely detained without charge by the 
United States at Guantanamo Bay, work that was recognized with the Frederick Douglass Award from 
the Southern Center for Human Rights and the Beacon of Justice Award from the National Legal Aid 
and Defender Association. 

In the Antitrust practice group, Ms. Fryszman represented small businesses that have been victims of 
alleged price-fixing. 

Before joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Fryszman was counsel to the United States House of 
Representatives Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Commercial and Administrative Law.  
She also served as counsel to Representative Henry Waxman, Ranking Member on the House 
Government Reform and Oversight Committee. 

Ms. Fryszman graduated from Brown University with a B.A. in International Relations.  She graduated 
(magna cum laude and Order of the Coif) from Georgetown University Law Center, where she was a 
Public Interest Law Scholar. 

Ms. Fryszman is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia and New Jersey. 

Julie Goldsmith Reiser 

Julie Goldsmith Reiser is a partner at Cohen Milstein Sellers & Toll PLLC and member of the Firm’s 
Securities Fraud/Investor Protection practice group.  She has extensive experience with case 
generation, motion practice, developing and implementing discovery strategies, depositions, expert 
discovery and case resolution. Ms. Reiser focuses much of her practice on enforcement of the federal 
securities laws on behalf of sophisticated domestic and international institutional investors.  She has 
represented these investors in class action and individual “opt-out” actions as well as in transaction-
related litigation in Delaware Chancery Court. 
 
Ms. Reiser currently works on several high-profile securities fraud actions seeking to recover assets 
lost due to corporate fraud.  These included representing the New York State Common Retirement 
Fund in a securities class action against BP p.l.c. where she successfully presented the argument 
supporting class certification; and the New York City Employees’ Retirement System in a securities 
class action against American Realty Capital Properties.  She also represented Iowa, Oregon and 
Orange County public retirement systems in a class action litigation against Countrywide related to its 
issuance of mortgage-backed securities, which culminated in a $500 million settlement.  In the 
action Policemen’s Annuity and Benefit Fund of the City of Chicago, et al. v. Bank of America, NA, et 
al, 12-CV-2865 (S.D.N.Y.), Ms. Reiser represented and Arkansas PERS, Iowa PERS and Chicago 
Laborers on behalf of investors who sued MBS trustees for failing to remove defective mortgages from 
MBS trusts, ultimately negotiating a $69 million dollar settlement in this action.  Ms. Reiser acted as 
co-lead counsel representing investors in the largest fraud in European corporate history, In re 
Parmalat Sec. Litig. (S.D.N.Y.)($90 million settlement).  She was co-lead counsel in In re SCOR 
Holding (Switzerland) Securities Litigation (S.D.N.Y.) ($140 million settlement) and was a member of 
the team representing Pacific Life Insurance Company in an opt-out action against WorldCom  that 
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yielded a far-greater recovery for the client relative to what it would have received through the class 
settlement. 
 
In the employment area, Ms. Reiser represented African American employees who claimed that 
Kroger discriminated against them in pay and promotions, and settled claims for $16 million in Wade 
v. Kroger (W.D. Ky.).  She was involved in the litigation and successful settlement of Beck v. The 
Boeing Co. (W. D. Wash.), which alleged sex discrimination in compensation and promotions and was 
resolved for $72.5 million. 
 
Ms. Reiser served as Co-Chair for CLE International’s 9th Annual Class Action Conference where she 
also was a panelist speaking on the Class Standing Doctrine.  She also will speak at a PLI Conference 
on Class Action Litigation in 2015. 
 
Ms. Reiser is the co-author of “Omnicare: Negligence is the New Strict Liability When Pleading 
Omissions Under the Securities Act,” Bloomberg BNA, Corporate Law & Accountability Report, 
April 10, 2015; the author of “Dodd Frank’s Protections for Senior Citizens: An Important, Yet 
Insufficient Step,” University of Cincinnati Law Review, Volume 81, Issue 2, May 30, 2013; “Why 
Courts Should Favor Certification of MBS Actions,” ABA Securities Litigation Journal, Volume 22, 
Number 1, Fall 2011; and the co-author of “The Misapplication of American Pipe Tolling Principles,” 
ABASecurities Litigation Journal, Volume 21, Number 2, Winter 2011.  She also co-authored Opt-
Outs: Making Private Enforcement of the Securities Laws Even Better, featured in the Winter/Spring 
2008 edition of the ABA's Class Action and Derivative Suit Committee Newsletter and Companies in 
the Cross Hairs: When Plaintiffs Lawyers Choose Their Targets, They Look for These Employment 
Practices, The Legal Times, February 21, 2005.   
 
Since 2012, Ms. Reiser has been selected as a “Super Lawyer”.  She was also named a “Leading 
Plaintiffs’ Star in the District of Columbia” by Benchmark Litigation, the Guide to America’s Leading 
Litigation Firms and Attorneys, a “Local Litigation Star” in District of Columbia in the 
2014 Benchmark Plaintiff, The Definitive Guide to America’s Leading Plaintiff Firms and Attorneys, 
and has also been recognized as one of the Top 150 Women in Litigation by Benchmark Plaintiff. 
 
Ms. Reiser, who joined Cohen Milstein in 1999, graduated from Vassar College (B.A. with honors) 
and the University of Virginia School of Law (J.D.).  She is admitted to practice in Washington State 
(1997) and the District of Columbia (2004), in addition to a variety of federal jurisdictions including 
U.S. Courts of Appeals for the Fifth and Ninth Circuits. 
 
Theodore J. Leopold 
 
Theodore J. Leopold, a Partner, joined Cohen Milstein in January 2014 and is based in the Firm’s 
Florida office. Mr. Leopold is head of the Firm's Catastrophic Injury and Managed Care practices and 
co-chair of the Consumer Protection & Unsafe Products practice group. Prior to joining the Firm, he 
was the Founding Partner of Leopold Law P.A. in Palm Beach Fla. 
 
Mr. Leopold has a state wide and national practice devoted solely to trial work. He specializes in 
consumer justice litigation with a focus on complex products liability, managed care, catastrophic 
injury and class action litigation. Mr. Leopold has tried cases throughout the country and has recovered 
multi-million dollar verdicts, including jury verdicts in the eight-figure and nine-figure amounts. 
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Recently, Mr. Leopold obtained a $131 million verdict against the Ford Motor Company which was 
the eighth largest jury award in 2010 and the ninth biggest U.S. verdict against an automobile company 
in U.S. history. Mr. Leopold has also achieved many multi-million dollar settlements for his clients. 
 
Mr. Leopold has been involved in significant class and antitrust cases. He was on the steering 
committee in the National Managed Care Class Action and the Plaintiffs’ settlement committee for the 
Ford/Firestone National Class Action. Currently, Mr. Leopold is serving on the Plaintiffs’ trial team in 
the Rail Freight Fuel Surcharge Antitrust Litigation and as co-lead counsel in theCaterpillar Defective 
Engine Class Action. He is also Immediate Past President of Public Justice, a national organization 
headquartered in Washington, D.C., that fights for justice through precedent-setting and socially 
significant individual and class action litigation. 
 
For many consecutive years, Mr. Leopold has been profiled in The Best Lawyers in America. His work 
has been featured in the National Law Journal’s Top Cases of the year and he was nominated for “Trial 
Lawyer of the Year” by the Public Justice Foundation for his ground breaking litigation involving the 
managed care industry. 
 
Mr. Leopold lectures nationally to Bar and Professional Trial Associations throughout the country on 
issues such as personal injury, product liability, class action litigation, trial tactics and consumer justice 
issues. Mr. Leopold is also the author and co-author of several legal publications including Florida 
Insurance Law and Practice, an annual publication by Thomson/West. Additionally, Mr. Leopold has 
earned the Florida Bar Civil Trial Certification, which is the highest level of recognition by the Florida 
Bar for competency and experience within civil trial law. 
 
Awards & Recognitions 
 

• Top Attorneys in Florida, Wall Street Journal (2011) 
• Top 100 Florida Super Lawyers (2013 and 2014) 
• The American Jewish Committee Judge Learned Hand Award (2003) 
• Finalist, Trial Lawyer of the Year, The Trial Lawyers for Public Justice (2000) 
• AV Rating Martindale Hubbell 
• The Steven M. Shapiro New Leadership Award 
• Top Florida Lawyer, The South Florida Legal Guide (2011-2014) 
• Best Lawyers in America (2005 - 2014) 
• Super Lawyers (2006 - 2014) 
• Florida Trend's Legal Elite (2011 - 2013) 

 
Carol V. Gilden 

Carol Gilden is a Partner at Cohen Milstein Sellers & Toll PLLC, joined the Firm in 2007 and is a 
member of the Securities Fraud/Investor Protection practice group.  Ms. Gilden represents public 
pension funds, Taft-Hartley Benefit Funds, private pension funds and high net worth individuals.  

Ms. Gilden has extensive experience in protecting the rights of investors, including five years of 
experience as an enforcement attorney in the Securities and Exchange Commission.  Prior to joining 
Cohen Milstein, Ms. Gilden worked at a prominent Chicago law firm, Much Shelist, where she was the 
head of the securities class action practice and the Vice Chair of the firm’s Class Action Department. 
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Earlier this year, Ms. Gilden was selected by the Council for Institutional Investors (CII) to serve on its 
Advisory Council to CII’s Board of Directors.  CII is a nonprofit association of pension and other 
employee benefits funds, endowments and foundations and a voice for effective corporate governance 
and strong shareholder rights. 

Ms. Gilden has been co-lead counsel, a member of the Executive Committee and on the litigation 
teams of many high profile cases.  She is currently lead counsel in the City of Chicago’s case against 
on-line travel companies, as well as lead counsel in securities class action cases against IntraLinks 
Corporation, Navistar Corporation and ITT Education Services, Inc., in addition to other matters in 
which she is involved.  

Ms. Gilden served as co-lead counsel in the MF Global IPO Securities case, which settled for $90 
million.  Her work in the case, which included winning an appeal before the Second Circuit Court of 
Appeals of the lower court’s dismissal of the case, was singled out for recognition by the National Law 
Journal in connection with its selection of Hot Plaintiffs’ Firms for 2011.  Other recent significant 
cases in which she has served as co-lead counsel include the Huron Consulting Inc. Securities 
Litigation, which settled for $40 million (cash plus stock) and the RehabCare merger case (settled for 
significant deal term changes, disclosure changes and a cash settlement fund).   

Ms. Gilden actively litigated and was on the Executive Committees in the action Global Crossing 
Securities Litigation (settlements of $448 million) and the Merrill Lynch & Co. Research Reports case 
($125 million settlement).  Among other notable cases, Ms. Gilden has also served as co-lead counsel 
in the Sears/Sears Acceptance Corp. Securities Litigation, Sara Lee Securities Litigation, 99 Cents 
Only Stores Securities Litigation, Quokka Sports Securities Litigation, ML Lee Securities Litigation 
and Smith Kline Litigation, as well as lead counsel in Pacha, et al. v. McKesson Corporation, et al., an 
opt-out securities action on behalf of a group of investors that settled for a substantial, confidential 
sum.  In addition, she was liaison counsel and an active litigation team member in the Waste 
Management Litigation, which settled for $220 million. Under her leadership, her former firm was an 
active member of the litigation teams in the AOL Time Warner Securities Litigation ($2.5 billion 
settlement), Salomon Analyst Litigation/In re AT&T ($75 million settlement), and CMS Securities 
Litigation ($200 million settlement).  

Ms. Gilden lectures at legal conferences around the country on securities litigation and class action 
law.  She has spoken on such topics as corporate ethics, financial reporting, officer and director 
liability, securities fraud class actions, the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002, the Private Securities Reform 
Act of 1995, class certification standards and trends, Illinois class actions, deferred prosecution 
agreements, directors and officers insurance risks, advising companies in crisis, settlements and claims 
administration.  Ms. Gilden also served as a panelist and Advisory Committee member for the Francis 
McGovern Conferences on “Distribution of Securities Litigation Settlements: Improving the Process”, 
at which regulators, judges, custodians, academics, practitioners and claims administrators 
participated.  In May, 2012, she spoke about “Settlements Objections” at a “Recent Developments in 
Class Actions” seminar, sponsored by the Chicago Bar Association.  More recently, in October and 
November 2012, Ms. Gilden gave presentations regarding the recent LIBOR scandal and ensuing 
litigation for LEXIS/NEXIS and the Practising Law Institute.  Further, at Loyola University Chicago 
School of Law’s Second Annual Institute for Investor Protection in October 2012, Ms. Gilden 
moderated a panel including Judge Rakoff and leading academics on the topic “Behavioral Economics 
and State of Mind: Pleading and Proving Scienter in Securities Fraud Cases.”  
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In addition, Ms. Gilden regularly speaks at investor conferences and symposiums regarding 
shareholder rights and regulatory reform.  In June 2013, Ms. Gilden moderated a panel at the IMN 
Conference on the topic Fiduciary and Ethics for Public Pension Funds, in which the General Counsels 
of TRS, ISBI and SWIB participated.  In May 2012, Ms. Gilden discussed the Morrison decision in a 
speech entitled “Pension Funds and Foreign Investments” at the Illinois Public Employee Retirement 
Systems Summit (ILPERS).  In 2011, Ms. Gilden gave a presentation at the ILPERS conference on the 
“Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act - The Implications for Institutional 
Investors.”  She also spoke at the National Summit on the Future of Fiduciary Responsibility on the 
impact of the Morrison decision on investor rights.  At previous ILPERS conferences she has given 
speeches titled “The Power of Your Pension Plan Assets”, the “Overhaul of the U.S. Financial 
Regulatory System” and “What’s Ahead in Regulatory Reform: Storm Clouds on the Horizon?”  In 
March 2009, she was a panelist at Vanderbilt Law School’s symposium on the “Future of Federal 
Regulation of Financial Markets, Corporate Governance and Shareholder Litigation.”  In December 
2008, Ms. Gilden spoke at the Pension Group East Conference on “A New Era of Regulation: The 
Three Legged Stool”.  In October 2008, she gave a presentation regarding the Emergency Economic 
Stabilization Act at the Illinois Public Retirement Systems Conference, and also led a roundtable 
discussion regarding the Bailout Bill and potential regulatory reform at the Made in America 
Conference.  Ms. Gilden also has spoken at the International Foundation on shareholder rights and 
proxy voting.  

Ms. Gilden has published a variety of scholarly articles and course materials.  She has co-authored a 
law review article which was published in the Loyola University Chicago Law Journal, Volume 44, 
No. 5, Summer of 2013 edition, titled: “The Dangers of Missing the Forest: The Harm caused by 
Verifone Holdings In a Tellabs World”.  She is an author and co-author of articles published by the 
National Law Journal, Courts Grapple with Lead-Counsel Auctions; IICLE on Illinois Causes of 
Action, Shareholder Derivative Suits; the American Bar Association, The Impact of Central Bank on 
Securities Fraud Litigation: The Plaintiffs’ Perspective; Illinois Bar Journal, Proposed Rule 225: A 
Death Warrant for Class Actions in Illinois; and Practising Law Institute on Class Actions Litigation 
(2006 and 2007): A Hybrid 23(B)(2) Rule For Hybrid Class Actions? New Developments In The Use 
Of Rule 23(b)(2) In Class Certification; and The Evolving Use of Rule 23(b)(2) in Hybrid Class 
Actions Seeking Monetary Damages: A Hybrid Approach.  In January 2005, Ms. Gilden testified 
against Proposed Rule 225 before the Illinois Supreme Court’s Rules Committee. 

Ms. Gilden is a frequent commentator in the national media on market scandals, recent developments 
and trends in securities law and high profile securities fraud cases.  She has frequently appeared on 
CNBC, including an appearance on a special segment titled I Want My Money Back where she was 
described as “one of the top investor advocacy attorneys in the country.”  She also has been featured 
on the ABC news programs World News Tonight, World News Now and Good Morning America, as 
well as numerous appearances on First Business and an appearance on BBC World News.  In addition 
to television appearances, Ms. Gilden has been quoted by prominent publications such as the 
Associated Press, Bloomberg News, BBC, Crain’s, CFO.Com, Fortune magazine, the National Law 
Journal, USA Today, London Mail, Chicago Tribune, Dow Jones, Business Insurance and Corporate 
Legal Times.  Ms. Gilden appeared on the cover of Chicago Lawyer in connection with a feature article 
on The Ebb and Flow of Securities Class Actions. 

Ms. Gilden was the President of the National Association of Shareholder and Consumer Attorneys 
(NASCAT), the preeminent trade association for securities class action attorneys, from April 2007- 
April 2009.  As President of NASCAT, Ms. Gilden actively worked to promote the interests of 
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investors.  She made repeated visits to Capitol Hill and met with Members, and their staffs, of the 
Senate Banking Committee, House Financial Services Committee and the Senate Judiciary Committee 
where she advocated the need for strong investor protection.  She also engaged in outreach to the 
institutional investor community on needed reforms to reverse the erosion of investor rights.  Under 
Ms. Gilden’s leadership, NASCAT also filed amicus briefs in connection with major securities cases 
before the Supreme Court and other courts.  Prior to becoming President, Ms. Gilden served as the 
President-Elect and Treasurer for NASCAT.  Ms. Gilden continues to be actively involved in 
NASCAT and serves on its Executive Committee. 

Ms. Gilden is a Vice President of the Institute for Law and Economic Policy (ILEP).  ILEP is a 
preeminent think tank with leading academics, and was established to preserve and enhance access to 
the civil justice system by investors and consumers. 

Most recently, Ms. Gilden was selected by the Council for Institutional Investors (CII) to serve on its 
selected to be on the Markets Advisory Committee.  She also serves on the Advisory Council to CII’s 
Board of Directors.  CII is a nonprofit association of pension and other employee benefits funds, 
endowments and foundations and a voice for effective corporate governance and strong shareholder 
rights. 

Ms. Gilden has been repeatedly selected as an "Illinois Super Lawyer" (2005-2015) by Law & Politics, 
which published its selections in Chicago magazine.  Ms. Gilden was selected as "Pension Funds 
Litigation Attorney of the Year in Illinois" by the Corporate INTL Legal Awards 2015.  Only 5 percent 
of Illinois attorneys are awarded this honor.  Ms. Gilden also has achieved the "AV" Peer Review 
Rating by Martindale-Hubbell 

Ms. Gilden is a graduate of the University of Illinois (B.S., Business Administration, 1979).  She 
graduated with honors from Chicago-Kent College of Law (J.D. 1983) where she was a member of the 
Chicago-Kent Law Review.  Ms. Gilden is admitted to practice in Illinois (1983), the federal district 
court for the Northern District of Illinois, the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Seventh 
Circuit and the United States Supreme Court, as well as pro hac before other federal and state courts 
throughout the country. 

Kit A. Pierson 

Kit A. Pierson, a Partner, joined the Firm in 2009 and has been co-Chair of Cohen Milstein’s Antitrust 
Practice Group since 2010.  The Antitrust Practice Group was selected as a Competition Law Practice 
Group of the Year by Law360 in 2013 and 2014 (the only plaintiff firm in the United States receiving 
that recognition in both years). 

Mr. Pierson represents plaintiffs in significant class action matters and other complex civil litigation in 
jurisdictions across the United States.  Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Pierson was a Shareholder 
at Heller Ehrman from 1997-2008, where he represented clients in large antitrust class action litigation, 
False Claims Act litigation and other complex civil litigation matters.  Mr. Pierson also has a 
longstanding commitment to civil rights matters and other pro bono representation and has provided 
pro bono representation to public interest organizations as well as indigent clients in numerous matters. 

Mr. Pierson has represented clients in class actions and other antitrust cases of national significance.  
He was one of the trial lawyers for the plaintiff class in the Urethanes antitrust litigation, where a jury 
returned a verdict of more than $400 million in favor of the plaintiffs, which was then trebled to more 
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than $1.1 billion (after offsets).  In re: Urethane Antitrust Litig., MDL No. 1616, 2012 WL 6681783 
(D. Kan. Dec. 21, 2012), aff’d, 768 F.3d 1245 (10th Cir. 2014), cert. petition pending.  The jury’s 
verdict was unanimously upheld by the United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit and 
Defendant Dow Chemical’s subsequent request for en banc review was denied.  A petition for 
certiorari has been filed with the United States Supreme Court and is pending. 

Mr. Pierson is co-lead counsel for the plaintiff class in In re Electronic Books Antitrust Litig., No. 11 
MD 2293 (DLC), 2014 WL 3798764 (S.D.N.Y. Aug. 1 2014), a case challenging price-fixing by 
Apple Corporation and five major publishers to increase the price of electronic books.  Settlements 
were reached with the five publisher defendants in the amount of $166 million.  After decisions by the 
District Court certifying the plaintiff class, and excluding much of the expert testimony proffered by 
Apple, the case settled against Apple shortly before trial.  In addition to the settlements already paid by 
the publisher defendants, Apple agreed to pay an additional $450 million in the class litigation if the 
verdict against Apple in a related case brought by the Department of Justice is upheld on appeal (the 
verdict was upheld by the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit in United States v. 
Apple, Inc., 2015 WL 3953243 (2d Cir. June 30, 2015)). 

Mr. Pierson represented dock and trucking companies in Erie Port Authority v. Chesapeake & Ohio 
Railroad (E.D. Pa.), an antitrust case challenging a conspiracy by large railroad companies to restrain 
trade in the shipment of iron ore and resulted in a substantial jury verdict for the plaintiffs.  The verdict 
was subsequently upheld by the United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit, and the 
Defendant’s petition for certiorari was denied by the United States Supreme Court. 

Mr. Pierson represented the American Booksellers’ Association on behalf of its members (independent 
bookstores across the country) in American Booksellers Association v. Houghton Mifflin (S.D.N.Y.) 
and related litigation. These cases resulted in the entry of consent decrees  against several  of the  
leading  publishers  in United States.  After learning that one of the Defendants had violated the terms 
of its consent decree, litigation was commenced to enforce the decree.  This resulted in a financial 
settlement that, at the time, was the largest reported settlement in the history of the Robinson Patman 
Act. Mr. Pierson also has significant experience representing corporations, national associations and 
individuals in antitrust litigation and other complex civil litigation matters. 
  
Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Pierson spent more than twenty years providing representation 
across the United States in a broad range of litigation matters. This work was predominantly on behalf 
of defendants.  For example, Mr. Pierson has represented Microsoft Corporation in antitrust class 
action litigation and other matters and was one of the trial attorneys representing Microsoft in jury 
trials in Gordon v. Microsoft (Minnesota) and Comes v. Microsoft (Iowa).  He represented 3M 
Company in antitrust class action litigation challenging bundled discounts in federal and state court. 
Mr. Pierson has represented many other Fortune 500 companies and other businesses, associations and 
individuals in class action litigation and complex civil matters. 

Mr. Pierson's representation in other complex civil litigation matters includes, for example: 

• Co-lead counsel for the plaintiff class in In re Domestic Drywall Antitrust Litigation, 13-md-
2437 (E.D. Pa.), a case alleging that manufacturers of wallboard have conspired to fix prices 
and restrain competition in the sale of gypsum wallboard. This matter is now proceeding in the 
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania.  Claims against two of the 
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Defendants have been settled and those settlements are now being reviewed in accordance with 
Federal Rule 23.  

• Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee in In re Lithium Ion Batteries Antitrust Litigation, 13-md-
02420-YGR (N.D. Cal.), a case alleging that the leading battery manufacturers conspired to fix 
prices and restrain competition in the sale of batteries in the United States. This case is now 
proceeding in the United States District Court for the Northern District of California. 

• Co-lead counsel for subclasses of direct purchasers in In re Ductile Iron Pipe Fittings (DIPF) 
Antitrust Litigation, Civ. No. 12-711, 2014 WL 3971620 (D.N.J. Aug. 13, 2014), a case 
alleging unlawful monopolization and price-fixing by the defendant manufacturers.  The 
District Court has denied the Defendants’ motions to dismiss, and subsequent settlements with 
two of the three defendants have been submitted for preliminary approval. 

• Co-lead counsel for the plaintiff class of direct purchasers in In re Cast Iron Pipe & Fittings 
Antitrust Litigation, No. 14 ML 02508 (E.D. Tenn.), a case challenging anti-competitive 
activity by two manufacturers of cast iron pipe in violation of Section 1 of the Sherman Act and 
Section 7 of the Clayton Act.  The Defendants’ motion to dismiss has been denied and 
discovery is now proceeding.  

• Co-lead  counsel  for a subclass  of  thousands  of  dairy  farmers  in the  Northeast  in antitrust 
litigation challenging a conspiracy to restrain competition and reduce the prices paid to farmers 
for supplying milk. The plaintiffs in this litigation have settled claims against Dean Foods for 
$30.  The case is proceeding against the remaining defendants. 

• Representation of a whistleblower in Funk v. MEP (E.D. Va.), a case alleging that a defense 
contractor engaged in fraud in providing translators to support the United States' troops in 
Afghanistan and engaged in retaliation based on the whistleblower's protected activities under 
the False Claims Act.  This case was resolved prior to trial and the terms are confidential. 

• Representation of the plaintiff in United States ex rel. Loughren v. UnumProvident (D. Mass.), 
a qui tam action against the largest disability carrier in the United States, alleging that it 
violated the False Claims Act by causing the submission of false claims for social security 
disability benefits to the United States.  Mr. Pierson was lead counsel at trial, where a jury 
found that the Defendant Unum had committed fraud and violated the False Claims Act. On 
appeal, the First Circuit upheld the legal theory of the case, but vacated the verdict and 
remanded the case based on the trial court's exclusion of certain evidence.  The matter settled 
prior to a new trial. 

• Representation  of a hospital and surgeon  in their successful  defense of claims brought by a 
physician alleging that they had infringed his patent by performing eye surgery in a method 
allegedly subject to the patent. Palin v. Singer (D. Vt.). This case received national media 
attention, including two pieces on the McNeil-Lehrer News Hour, and – following successful 
defense of the litigation – the United States Congress enacted legislation to protect physicians 
from patent infringement claims based on their method of providing care. 

• Representation of health policy researchers at the Urban Institute, a non-profit think tank, after 
they were sued in Minntech v. Held (D. Minn.), for allegedly defaming the plaintiff-corporation 
by publishing research relating to the safety of dialysis products used by thousands of dialysis 
patients nationwide. 

• Representation of the nation's leading association of psychologists in various litigation matters, 
including cases successfully defending the association's decisions to discipline members for 
unethical conduct. 

• Representation of parties in numerous cases involving constitutional issues, including the 
National Association of Broadcaster's successful defense of the "must carry" provisions in 
Turner Broadcasting Systems v. FCC (S. Ct). 
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• Representation of a Guantanamo detainee, Allah Ali Bin Ali Ahmed, in Ahmed v. Obama, 613 
F.Supp.2d 51 (D.D.C. 2009), in challenging the lawfulness of his detention.  Following a multi-
day evidentiary hearing, the District Court held that Mr. Ahmed had been improperly detained 
at Guantanamo for seven years and ordered that he be released and returned to his home 
country.  This was one of the first Guantanamo cases successfully challenging the legality of a 
detention.  

• Representation of non-profit organizations and individuals in litigation that exposed illegal 
spying activities by the Maryland state police against more than thirty organizations and 
numerous individuals based on activities such as anti-war protests, opposition to the death 
penalty and other constitutionally protected activities.  The exposure of these spying activities 
resulted in legislative hearings, appointment of a former Maryland Attorney General to conduct 
an independent investigation, and implementation of remedial actions by the State of Maryland. 

Mr. Pierson has been chair of Cohen Milstein's pro bono committee from 2009-2015  From 2006-2008, 
he was the chair of Heller Ehrman's pro bono and community service program for the firm's thirteen 
offices.   

Mr. Pierson is a Member of the ACLU of Maryland's Committee on Litigation and Legal Priorities and 
a Member of the Board of Trustees for the Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights Under Law. 

Mr. Pierson has also represented the District of Columbia Bar Association in litigation and served on a 
Committee established by the District of Columbia Bar and the Access to Justice Commission to 
expand pro bono representation by law firms in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Pierson was selected as one of the 500 leading lawyers in the United States in 2013 and 2014 by 
LawDragon 500.  Mr. Pierson was one of six lawyers selected by Law360 in 2014 as an MVP in the 
field of competition law.  He was also selected by the Global Competition Review as one of the 
world’s leading competition lawyers.  Mr. Pierson was described by The Legal 500 as “a very talented 
trial attorney, with good instincts and a strong presence in the court room.”  He has been selected as a 
Washington, D.C. “Super Lawyer” in the antitrust field in 2012, 2013, 2014 and 2015. 

Mr. Pierson is a 1979 graduate of Macalester College, where he received a B.A. (magna cum laude) in 
Economics and Political Science.  He graduated from the University of Michigan Law School (magna 
cum laude) in 1983, where he was a Note Editor of the Michigan Law Review and a member of the 
Order of the Coif.   

Mr. Pierson served as a Law Clerk for the Honorable Harry T. Edwards, United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit, from 1983-1984 and as a law clerk for the Honorable 
Chief Judge John Feikens, United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan, from 
1984-1985.  

J. Douglas Richards 

J. Douglas Richards is Managing Partner of Cohen Milstein's New York office and a partner in its 
antitrust practice group.  Mr. Richards has extensive expertise in class action practice and commercial 
litigation relating to diverse trade regulation issues, including antitrust and commodity regulation as 
well as related issues of patent law.  Prior to joining Cohen Milstein in 2009, Mr. Richards served as 
head of the antitrust practice groups at two other leading class action law firms, and prior to that as 
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Deputy General Counsel of the Commodity Futures Trading Commission, where he received a Special 
Service Award for exemplary accomplishment.  His general preeminence in legal practice has been 
recognized by the leading peer review organizations, including by being named one of 22 Antitrust 
"Litigation Stars" nationally and as a New York “Local Litigation Star” by Benchmark Plaintiff, by 
New York Super Lawyers (2011-2013), by being named as one of the world’s leading competition 
lawyers by The International Who’s Who of Competition Lawyers and Economists (2014) and by 
receiving the highest available peer ranking for many years from Martindale-Hubbell.  He has written 
extensively about class actions, having twice authored chapters for books edited by the American 
Antitrust Institute covering issues of class action practice, as well as various law reviews and other 
publications.  Leading antitrust organizations frequently recognize his expertise by inviting him to 
speak on wide-ranging issues of substantive antitrust law, civil procedure and class actions. 

Education 

• A.B. University of Chicago, 1977 (economics major)  
•  J.D. Harvard Law School, 1981 

Co-Lead Counsel Positions In Antitrust Class Actions 

• In re Nexium (Esomeprazole) Antitrust Litig., MDL 2409 (D. Mass) 
• In re Lipitor Antitrust Litig., MDL 2332 (D.N.J.) 
• In re Buspirone Antitrust Litig., MDL 1413 (S.D.N.Y.) 
• In re Ciprofloxacin Hydrochloride Antitrust Litig., MDL 1383 (E.D.N.Y.) 
• Cox v. Microsoft Corp. (Sup. Ct. N.Y. County) 
• In re G-Fees Antitrust Litig., No. 05114 (RWR) (D.D.C.) 
• In re IPO Antitrust Litig., 01 Civ. 2014 (WHP) (S.D.N.Y.) I 
• In re K-Dur Antitrust Litig., MDL 1419( D.N.J.) 
• Kruman v. Christie's Int'l PLC (international case in In re Auction Houses Antitrust Litig.), 00 

Civ. 0648 (LAK) (S.D.N.Y.) 
• In re New Motor Vehicles Antitrust Litig. MDL 1532 (D. Me.)(co-chair, executive committee) 
• In re Parcel Tanker Shipping Servs. Antitrust Litig., MDL 1568 (D. Ct.) \\In re Fresh Del 

Monte Pineapples Antitrust Litig., MDL 04-md-1628 (RMB) (S.D.N.Y.) 
• In re Plastics Additives Antitrust Litig., MDL 1684 (E.D. Pa.) 
• In re Relafen Antitrust Litig., 01-12239-WG4 (D. Mass.) \\ 
• Sperry v. Crompton Corp. (Sup. Ct. Nassau County) 28I222 
• In re Tamoxifen Citrate Antitrust Litig., MDL 1408 (E.D.N.Y.) 
• Twombly v. Bell Atlantic Corp., 02 Civ. 10220 (GEL) (S.D.N.Y.) 
• In re Reformulated Gasoline Antitrust Litig., MDL 1671 (M.D. Ca.) 
• In re Wellbutrin Antitrust Litig., MDL 04-5525 (E.D. Pa.) 

Leading Appeals Argued in Antitrust Class Actions 

• Bell Atlantic Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544 (2007). 
• Twombly v. Bell Atlantic Corp., 425 F.3d 99 (2d Cir. 2007). 
• Uniondale Beer Co. v. Anheuser Busch, Inc., Nos. 95-7321, 7371 (2d Cir. 1995). 
• Kruman v. Christie’s Int’l PLC, 284 F.3d 384 (2d Cir. 2002). 
• In re Ciprofloxacin Hydrochloride Antitrust Litig., 544 F.3d 1323 (Fed. Cir. 2008), cert. 

denied, 77 U.S.L.W. 3690 (June 22, 2009). 
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• In re Tamoxifen Citrate Antitrust Litig., 429 F.3d 370 (2d Cir. 2005), cert. denied, 127 S.Ct. 
3001 (2007). 

• JLM Industries, Inc. v. Stolt-Nielsen SA, 387 F.3d 163 (2d Cir. 2004).  
•  American Banana, Inc. v. Del Monte Fresh Produce Co., 09-4561-cv (2d Cir. 2010). 
• Sperry v. Crompton Corp., 8 N.Y. 3d 204 (2007). 
• Cox v. Microsoft Corp., 8 A.D. 3d 39, 778 N.Y.S. 2d 147 (1st Dep’t 2004). 
• Cox v. Microsoft Corp., 290 A.D. 2d 206, 737 N.Y.S. 2d 1 (1st Dep’t 2002). 
• Sperry v. Crompton Corp., A.D. 3d 488, 810 N.Y.S. 2d 498 (2d Dep’t 2006). 

Recent Publications 

• Book Review of Richard A. Posner, Reflections on Judging (2013), Trial Magazine 
(forthcoming in 2014). 

• Private Antitrust Enforcement: Will The Levee Soon Be Dry?(co-authored with Cohen Milstein 
partner Christopher J. Cormier) (forthcoming in 2014). 

• Pro-Business and Anti-Efficiency: How Conservative Procedural “Innovations” Have Made 
Litigation Slower, More Expensive, and Less Efficient, CPI Antitrust Chronicle, May 2013 (1) 
(co-authored with Michael B. Eisenkraft). 

• Does Manipulation of LIBOR Fall Within the Sherman Act’s Definition of “Trade”? A 
Question of First Principles, CPI Antitrust Chronicle, Nov. 2012 (2) (co-authored with Michael 
B. Eisenkraft). 

• Is Market Definition Necessary In Sherman Act Cases When Anticompetitive Effects Can Be 
Shown with Direct Evidence?ABA Antitrust Magazine, Summer 2012, Vol. 26. No. 3. 

• Class Action Issues, Ch. 5 of Private Antitrust Enforcement of Antitrust Law in the United 
States: A Handbook (Edward Algar, Cheltenham, UK)(co-authored with Michael B. 
Eisenkraft). 

• Heart of Darkness -- A Satirical Commentary, 66 N.Y.U. Annual Survey of Am. Law 569 
(2011). 

• Aggregation of Claims, Ch. 8 of The International Handbook on Private Enforcement of 
Competition Law (AAI, 2010). 

• Predominance of Common Questions -- Common Mistakes in Applying the Class Action 
Standard, 41 Rutgers L.J. 163 (2009) (co-authored with Benjamin J. Brown). 

• Co-author, with John Vail of the Center for Constitutional Litigation, A Misguided Mission to 
Revamp the Rules, TRIAL MAGAZINE, Nov. 2009. 

• Class Action Standards in Crisis: Whether Common Merits Questions Predominate Does Not 
Depend on the Questions’ Answers, Global Competition Policy (May 2009). 

• Three Limitations of Twombly: Antitrust Conspiracy Inferences in a Context of Historical 
Monopoly, 82 St. John’s L. Rev. 849 (2008). 

• What Makes An Antitrust Class Action Remedy Successful?: A Tale of Two Settlements, 80 
Tulane L. Rev. 621 (2005). 

Recent Speaking Engagements 

• January 2014 – Moderator at Next Generation of Antitrust Scholars Conference at NYU School 
of Law. 

• October 2013 – October 2013 –Panel member at Golden State Institute in San Francisco 
regarding “Pay for Delay” agreements after the Supreme Court’s Actavis decision. 
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• September 2013 – Panel member at National Association of Attorneys General (NAAG) 
presentation entitled “Drug Shortages and Other Pharmaceutical Issues.” 

• May 2013 – Panel member at Federal Bar Council/Antitrust Section presentation in Islip, New 
York titled “To Fee or Not to Fee: Caveats on Attorneys’ Fees in Federal Courts” 

• April 2013 - Panelist with Prof. Arthur Miller and Judge Shira Scheindlin at Institute for Law 
and Economic Policy presentation in Naples, FL titled "The Roberts Court and Business 
Litigation." 

• June 2012 - Speaker at Federal Bar Council presentation titled "Antitrust Conspiracies, Class 
Actions and Refusals to Deal: Parallels, Signals, Plus Factors and Agreements." 

• April 2012 - Speaker at 12th Annual Loyola Law School Antitrust Colloquium in Chicago, IL 
regarding "Exclusion as a Core Principle of Antitrust." 

• February 2012 - Testified before United States House Judiciary Committee Subcommittee on 
Intellectual Property, Competition and the Internet, at a hearing titled "Litigation as a Predatory 
Practice" concerning Noerr-Pennington antitrust immunity. 

• January 2012 - Moderator at Next Generation of Antitrust Scholarship Conference, NYU 
School of law. 

• December 2011 - Speaker at American Antitrust Institute, 5th Annual Future of Private 
Antitrust Enforcement Conference. 

• October 2011 - Plaintiffs’ bar commentator at Antitrust Forum organized by NYSBA titled 
“Upward Price Pressure, Market Definition, and Supply Mobility.” 

• January 2011 - Speaker at NYS Bar Association Antitrust Law Section annual meeting on 
panel titled “Fifty Miles from Home with a Briefcase: Expert Hot Topics.” 

• December 2010 - Speaker at Private Enforcement Conference of American Antitrust Institute in 
Washington, D.C., regarding motions to dismiss in antitrust cases. 

• July 2010 - Speaker at Pound Civil Justice Institute 2010 Forum for State Appellate Court 
Judges in Vancouver, B.C. regarding Twombly in state courts. 

• April 2010 - Participant in mock argument before the Hon. Sidney H. Stein opposite Paul 
Saunders of Cravath Swaine & Moore, entitled “Twombly v. Conley—The fight of the 
Century.” 

• March 2010 - Presentation to Rutgers–Camden Law School Faculty and Students regarding 
Twombly. 

• February 2010 - Speaker on Private Enforcement panel at a symposium at NYU School of law 
titled “Critical Directions in Antitrust.” 

• January 2010 - Speaker at NYS Bar annual meeting in program titled “Section 2: Is It Really 
Coming Back?” 

• December 2009 - Speaker at Private Enforcement Conference of the American Antitrust 
Institute at National Press Club in Washington, D.C. regarding Rule 23 issues. 

• November 2009 - Panelist at Federal Bar Council presentation titled “Issues That Arise in 
Antitrust Cases That You Don’t Learn About in Law School.” 

• October 2009 - Panelist at Federal Bar Council program titled “Motions to Dismiss in Federal 
Court After the Supreme Court’s Decisions in Twombly and Iqbal.” 

• October 2009 - Panelist, along with former Assistant Attorney General Thomas O. Barnett and 
FTC Commissioner J. Thomas Rosch, with regard to “Monopolization in the New 
Administration,” at Newport Summit on Antitrust Law and Economics. 

• September 2009 - Speaker for AAJ Teleseminar entitled “Iqbal/Twombly: The Death of Notice 
Pleading?”  
• September 2009 - Panelist at University of San Francisco symposium titled “A Prescription 
for Antitrust Enforcement in the Pharmaceutical Industry.” 
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• January 2009 - Represented plaintiff’s bar at meeting of the Standing Committee on Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure in San Antonio, TX for presentation concerning possible rule 
revisions to address discovery burdens in federal litigation. 

• September 2008 - Panelist at the annual NAAG meeting in Salt Lake City, Utah, for 
presentation titled “Recent Developments in Intellectual Property.” 

• April 2008 - Speaker at NYU School of law commenting on Report and Recommendations of 
the Antitrust Modernization Commission, dated April 2, 2007. 

• November 2007 - Panelist at ABA Fall Forum in Washington, D.C. for presentation titled 
“Litigating an Antitrust Case After Twombly.” 

• October 2007 - Panelist at 2007 Fall Bench and Bar Retreat of the Federal Bar Council, in 
Lenox, MA titled “Rule 23 in the Second Circuit: Post-CAFA and Post-IPO.” 

Legal and Policy Advisory Positions 

• American Antitrust Institute 
  Member, Board of Advisors 

• Institute for Consumer Antitrust Studies 
  Member, Board of Advisors 

• Antitrust Section, New York State Bar Association 
  Member, Executive Committee 

Linda Singer 

Linda Singer, a Partner, joined Cohen Milstein Sellers & Toll, PLLC in 2009 as head of the Public 
Client practice group.  Ms. Singer is the former Attorney General for the District of Columbia.  Ms. 
Singer has represented clients in approximately 350 matters during her legal career.  Ms. Singer brings 
her extensive experience to lead the practice in supporting state Attorneys General, who serve as the 
critical front line in litigation protecting consumers, workers, and public resources. 
 
Ms. Singer currently represents Attorneys General in high stakes and high profile investigations and 
litigation involving consumer and Medicaid fraud, including in mortgage lending and servicing and 
other financial services and the marketing of prescription drugs, and misclassification of independent 
workers in violation of state tax and employment laws.  The Public Client Practice focuses on cases 
with a strong policy dimension that are likely to result in litigation, are especially resource-intensive, 
or require specialized expertise. 
Among other cases, Ms. Singer has: 
 

• Represented a state Attorney General in the landmark proceedings against Countrywide 
Financial (and its parent, Bank of America), which resulted in mortgage modifications and 
other relief valued at approximately $8.6 billion.  As a result of the settlement, Countrywide 
agreed to provide loan modifications to 400,000 borrowers nationwide and financial relief to 
the states and borrowers. 

• Represent the States of Arizona and Nevada in consumer fraud lawsuits against Bank of 
America over the servicing of nearly one half million mortgages.  Those cases were settled as a 
part of the national mortgage settlement with significant additional recoveries for the states and 
consumers.  

• Represented attorneys generals in a multi-billion dollar settlement with a major lender over the 
deceptive marketing of payment option adjustable rate mortgages.  
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• Represent an attorney general in investigations relating to the securitization of subprime 
mortgages.  

• Represent attorneys general in various antitrust investigations relating to the financial crisis and 
technology issues.  

• Represented an attorney general in a multi-million misclassification case against Fortune 100 
company.  

• Represented attorney general in the investigation of high profile consumer prescription drug 
case. 

• Represent cities in prescription drug and other consumer fraud investigations. 
 
Because many of these matters remain non-public investigations, the specific attorney general’s office 
and target are not listed. 
 
Before entering the private sector, Ms. Singer led the seventh-largest state Attorney General’s office in 
the nation, overseeing the litigation and policy initiatives carried out by her staff of more than 350 
lawyers.  As the chief law enforcement office for the District of Columbia, she was responsible for 
overseeing all of the District’s litigation, providing legal advice to the Mayor and the Directors of other 
District agencies, and for representing the interests of District residents through enforcement initiatives 
focused on consumer protection, public safety, and the environment. During her tenure as Attorney 
General, Ms. Singer successfully petitioned the Supreme Court to hear its first Second Amendment 
case in more than 70 years; developed new initiatives to combat gun violence; and expanded 
enforcement litigation aimed at protecting consumers, children, tenants, and victims of domestic 
violence. 
 
Prior to serving as Attorney General, Ms. Singer was the Executive Director of the Appleseed 
Foundation, a national network of public interest law centers.  Earlier in her career, Ms. Singer served 
a staff attorney in the Criminal Defense Division of the Legal Aid Society of New York City.  She has 
spoken extensively before legal and other audiences and is a frequent contributor to numerous legal 
trade publications.   
 
In 2010, Ms. Singer was selected one of "Washington's Most Influential Women Lawyers" by The 
National Law Journal.   
 
Ms. Singer is a graduate of the Harvard College (B.A., magna cum laude, 1988) and of Harvard Law 
School (J.D., magna cum laude, 1991). 
 
Ms. Singer is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia and New York. 
 
Leslie M. Kroeger 
 
Leslie M. Kroeger, a Partner, joined Cohen Milstein in January 2014 and is based in the Firm’s Florida 
office.  Prior to joining the Firm, she was a Partner at Leopold Law Firm in Palm Beach, Fla. She is a 
highly accomplished civil trial attorney who began her legal career in the courtroom as an Assistant 
Public Defender and later as an Assistant State Attorney in Miami-Dade County, Fla. She then moved 
into private practice where she continues to handle a variety of complex civil litigation matters, 
including products liability, medical malpractice, and wrongful death, both in the State of Florida and 
nationwide. 
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She has achieved an AV rating from Martindale-Hubbell, the highest rating available from the nation's 
oldest guide to the legal profession.  At Cohen Milstein, Mrs. Kroeger focuses her practice in the areas 
of product liability, wrongful death, and cases involving complex managed care abuse. 
 
She currently serves on the Executive Committee of the Florida Justice Association and is past Chair 
of the Women's Caucus.  She is Past President of the Martin County Chapter of the Florida Association 
for Women Lawyers and is on the Board of Directors of United for Families; as well as serving as an 
active member of The Florida Bar, the American Association for Justice, the Palm Beach County Bar 
Association, the Martin County Bar Association, the Palm Beach County Justice Association, and the 
Florida Association for Women Lawyers, Palm Beach Chapter. 
 
Ms. Kroeger graduated from the University of Tennessee at Knoxville in 1990 with a B.S., and 
obtained her law degree from the Cumberland School of Law, Samford University in 1993.  
 
Awards & Recognitions 
 

• Florida Super Lawyers Magazine (2012 - 2014)  
• Florida Rising Stars List, Florida Super Lawyers Magazine (2009)  
• Florida Justice Association Silver EAGLE Award (2011 and 2012) and Bronze EAGLE Award 

(2014) 
• Florida Justice Association Shoeleather Award for Legislative Leadership (2010 and 2012) 
• Florida Justice Association Rough Riders Award for Legislative Service (2011) 
• AV Rating Martindale Hubbell 
• FAWL Leaders in Law (2011) 
• Florida Trend's Legal Elite (2011 -2014) 

 
Victoria S. Nugent 
 
Victoria Nugent, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2000 and is a member of the Public 
Client practice group. 
 
Ms. Nugent has focused on consumer protection and public health litigation throughout her career.  
Past cases include In re StarLink Product Liability Litigation, in which she represented farmers suing 
Aventis CropScience after an unapproved variety of genetically modified corn was detected in the U.S. 
corn supply and drove down prices for all U.S. corn exports. More than $100 million was recovered for 
the class in a landmark settlement.  In 2009 and 2010, Ms. Nugent filed suit on behalf of consumers 
challenging the post-transaction marketing practices of Internet giants Intelius and McAfee, persuading 
federal courts in California and Washington that these practices run afoul of state consumer protection 
laws.  Ms. Nugent has argued cases before the high courts of Georgia, Nebraska and the District of 
Columbia, as well as the federal D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals. 
 
Since November 2011, Ms. Nugent has been working on behalf of various states in the Firm’s Public 
Client Practice Group. 
 
Before joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Nugent worked for seven years at Public Citizen, a national 
consumer advocacy organization.  During that time, she worked on many legislative and regulatory 
campaigns addressing issues that ranged from automobile safety to international trade policy.  In 1998, 
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Ms. Nugent received a two-year fellowship sponsored by the National Association for Public Interest 
Law (NAPIL).  As a NAPIL Fellow, she worked at Trial Lawyers for Public Justice (TLPJ), where she 
helped develop and prosecute impact litigation in the areas of arbitration, banking, credit and 
insurance. 
  
Ms. Nugent received her undergraduate degree in History from Wesleyan University in 1991 and 
graduated from Georgetown University Law Center in 1998. 

Ms. Nugent is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia and Maryland. 

Benjamin D. Brown 

Benjamin Brown, a Partner at Cohen Milstein, joined the firm in 2005 and is a member of the Antitrust 
practice group.  He has extensive experience leading complex litigation, particularly class actions. 
 
The Legal 500 has recognized Mr. Brown as one of the nation’s leading class action antitrust attorneys 
and he has been listed as one of Washington D.C.’s “Leading Star” Plaintiffs’ Litigators by Benchmark 
Litigation.  He has served as class counsel in numerous successful cases litigated across the country 
and at all levels of federal appeals, helping to achieve over one hundred million dollars worth of 
recoveries on behalf of clients.   
 
Mr. Brown is a contributing author of the ABA’s Antitrust Class Actions Handbook, and, since 2005, 
has served as a state editor for the ABA's Survey of State Class Action Law.  He has also authored 
chapters on private antitrust recovery actions for the Global Competition Review's Antitrust Review of 
the Americas.  Most recently, Mr. Brown co-authored with fellow partner Douglas Richards 
“Predominance of Common Questions – Common Mistakes in Applying the Class Action Standard,” 
41 Rutgers L.J. 163 (2009).  He discussed joint civil and criminal investigations and litigation as a 
featured panelist on both the National Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers (NACDL) 2009 
Summer CLE Program and the 2010 University of Texas Law School’s Review of Litigation 
Symposium.  Mr. Brown has been honored by the United States District Court for the District of 
Columbia for outstanding commitment in pro bono litigation.  He has been a repeated guest on CNBC 
and other networks discussing antitrust news and developments.  
 
Mr. Brown currently serves as co-lead counsel or on steering committees for plaintiffs in, among other 
cases, In re Plasma-Derivative Protein Therapies Antitrust Litigation (N.D. Ill.); Allen, et al. v. Dairy 
Farmers of America, Inc. (D. Vt.); In Re Puerto Rican Cabotage Antitrust Litigation. (S.D. Fla.); and 
Carlin, et al. v. DairyAmerica, Inc. (E.D. Ca.).    
 
Mr. Brown came to Cohen Milstein after four years as a trial attorney with the Antitrust Division of the 
United States Department of Justice.  While there, Mr. Brown led and assisted in numerous 
investigations, litigations and trials involving anticompetitive conduct and mergers.  Mr. Brown also 
prosecuted criminal cases as a Special Assistant United States Attorney in the Eastern District of 
Virginia.  Prior to joining the Department of Justice, he was in private practice with Covington & 
Burling in Washington, D.C., handling insurance coverage and antitrust litigation.  Prior to entering 
private practice, Mr. Brown served as a judicial law clerk for Chief Judge Juan R. Torruella of the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the First Circuit. 
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Mr. Brown graduated cum laude from Harvard Law School and Phi Beta Kappa from the University of 
Wisconsin – Madison.    
 
Mr. Brown is admitted to practice in California and the District of Columbia. 
 
R. Joseph Barton 
 
Joseph Barton, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2001 and is a member of the Employee 
Benefits practice group.  
 
 Prior to joining the firm, Mr. Barton served as a judicial law clerk to the Honorable Lenore C. Nesbitt, 
United States District Judge for Southern District of Florida (2000-2001).  Since joining the firm, Mr. 
Barton has been actively involved in a variety of class action cases involving employee benefits as well 
as antitrust and securities cases. 
 
Mr. Barton has been actively involved in a diverse number of employee benefit cases.  He has 
litigated and is litigating a number of private ESOP cases.  In litigation challenging the sale of stock 
for $25 million by the family shareholders to the Azon Corporation ESOP, Mr. Barton defeated 
defendants’ summary judgment motions and obtained partial summary judgment and obtained a 
settlement of $9.25 million for the ESOP participants. In litigation challenging a sale of stock to 
the Tharaldson Motels Inc. ESOP (one of the largest ESOP’s in the country) for $500 million, Mr. 
Barton obtained a determination that former employees had standing to sue as participants of the plan. 
Mr. Barton has also been involved in a number of cases alleging breach of fiduciary duty by investing 
the 401k plan in company stock of publicly traded companies.  In Simpson v. Fireman’s Fund 
Insurance Company (N.D. Cal.), Mr. Barton represented a class of active and terminated employees 
alleging that FFIC’s policy of terminated persons on disability violated the discrimination provisions 
of ERISA, and obtained a settlement restoring their right to benefits for a period of years and also 
reimbursement of past expenses.  Mr. Barton has been lead trial counsel in two complex class action 
ERISA cases, obtaining favorable results at the trial level, most recently a trial challenging a 
transaction involving the Trachte ESOP and the Alliance ESOP on behalf of a class of employees of 
Trachte.  
  
In addition to private ESOP cases, Mr. Barton has litigated a number of cases involving allegations of 
fiduciary misconduct involving the purchase or holding of publicly-traded employer stock in 401k or 
other retirement plans.  Mr. Barton was also involved in one of the earliest cases challenging the 
prudence of investment and fees of the pension and 401k plans sponsored by New York Life Insurance 
Company.   Mr. Barton is currently involved in the litigation against the Weyerhaeuser Company in 
alleging that the plan’s investment of defined benefit pension plan assets in an array of hedge fund and 
private equity was imprudent.  
  
Mr. Barton has also provided advice to independent fiduciaries and is currently representing the 
fiduciaries in litigation against their investment manager. 
 
Mr. Barton has been active in a number of securities fraud lawsuits including In re Physician 
Corporation of America Securities Litigation (S.D. Fla.) (settlement of $10.2 million), and In re MCI 
Securities Litigation (D.D.C.) (settlement of $4.5 million) and also represented a small class of former 
Sterling shareholders who received Uniroyal stock in a merger in Avery v. Uniroyal Technology Corp., 
(M.D. Fla.) (settlement of $2.3 million).  Mr. Barton represented a limited partners of Lipper 
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Convertibles, a defunct hedge fund, in an arbitration against the fund’s former general partners, Levitt 
v. Lipper Holdings et al.(AAA), and in litigation against the outside auditor in federal district 
court, Levitt v. PricewaterhouseCoopers (S.D.N.Y.) in connection with their investments in the 
Partnership which were allegedly overvalued for over 5 years. 
 
Mr. Barton has also worked on a number of antitrust actions.  Mr. Barton was a part of the team that 
engaged in intensive trial preparations in In re High Fructose Corn Syrup Antitrust Litigation, (C.D. 
Ill.), a class action alleging price-fixing by the manufacturers of high fructose corn syrup, which settled 
for more than $500 million shortly before trial.  Mr. Barton litigated In re Mercedes-Benz Antitrust 
Litigation (D.N.J.), a class action alleging price-fixing of new Mercedes -Benz vehicles in the New 
York Region, that settled for $17.5 million or 50% of Plaintiffs’ calculation of actual damages. In 
connection with the Mercedes-Benz litigation, Mr. Barton briefed and argued and obtained summary 
judgment on an issue of first impression that established that lessee-plaintiffs had standing to sue as 
direct purchasers under the federal antitrust laws.   
 
Mr. Barton considers pro bono representation an important component of his practice and usually has 
at least one pro bono representation.  He has represented a number of clients involving actions 
concerning their employer’s failure to pay wages and/or overtime.  In one such action, the Judge in 
D.C. Superior Court described Mr. Barton’s representation as follows: “everything done on behalf of 
the Plaintiff has been professional, timely and thorough.” 
  
Along with the non-profit law firm Midwest Environmental Advocates, Mr. Barton provided pro bono 
representation to the grassroots citizens action group Clean Water Action Council of Northeastern 
Wisconsin, in objecting to a settlement by the United States Department of Justice and the State of 
Wisconsin concerning natural resource damages in the Fox River area of Wisconsin.   
 
Mr. Barton received his undergraduate degree from the College of William & Mary (B.A. 1991) where 
he majored in History and minored in Classical Studies, and graduated Order of the Coif  from the 
College of William & Mary, Marshall-Wythe School of Law (J.D. 2000).  At law school, he received 
the Lawrence W. I'Anson Award for outstanding student scholarship, character and leadership, the 
William B. Spong Award for professionalism and ethics, the Robert R. Kaplan Award for excellence in 
legal writing and Order of the Barristers.  He served on the editorial board of the William & Mary Law 
Review and was a staff member of the William & Mary Bill of Rights Journal.  Mr. Barton was a 
member of the William & Mary National Trial Team and served as Vice-President of the William & 
Mary Chapter of the Association of Trial Lawyers of America. 
 
Mr. Barton is the author of a number of articles including Determining the Meaning of “Direct 
Evidence” in Discrimination Cases Within the Eleventh Circuit: Why Judge Tjoflat was (W)right, 77 
Fla. B.J. 42 (2003), Drowning in a Sea of Contract: Application of the Economic Loss Rule to Fraud 
and Negligent Misrepresentation Claims, 41 Wm. & Mary L. Rev. 1789 (2000), and Utilizing 
Statistics and Bellwether Plaintiff Trials: What do the Constitution and the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure Permit?, 8 Wm. & Mary Bill Rts. J. 199 (1999). Each of these published articles has been 
cited by courts and commentators.  
  
Mr. Barton has been invited to speak on ERISA and Class Actions including at the ABA Employee 
Benefits Mid-Winter meetings, the ABA Joint Committee on Employee Benefits.  Mr. Barton is the 
Plaintiffs’ Co-Chair of the Civil Procedure Subcommittee for the ABA Employee Benefits 
Committee.  Mr. Barton is also the current Vice-Chair of the Employment Rights Section of the 
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American Association of Justice (AAJ) which focuses on all aspects of employment and labor law 
including Title VII, ADA, ADEA, FMLA, wrongful discharge, and employee benefits cases.  
  
Mr. Barton was recognized in 2013 as a Washington, D.C. “Super Lawyer”, has achieved 
a Martindale-Hubbell® AV Preeminent™ Rating, and is listed in the Marquis’ Who’s Who in 
American Law. 
 
Mr. Barton is admitted to practice in the State of California and the District of Columbia. 
 
Joshua S. Devore 

Joshua Devore, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2000 as a member of the Securities 
Fraud/Investor Protection practice group. 

He is currently working on several high-profile securities fraud class actions, including litigation 
concerning the explosion of BP’s Deepwater Horizon rig in the Gulf of Mexico, and multiple cases 
involving mortgage backed securities that collapsed due to failures to follow loan origination 
guidelines.  Mr. Devore has been heavily involved in litigation covering a wide-range of sophisticated 
investment products in addition to mortgage backed securities, including private equity funds, auction 
rate securities, and mutual funds.  He has actively participated in a number of cases that resulted in 
substantial recoveries for investors, including In re Lucent Technologies, Inc. Securities 
Litigation (settlement of approximately $575 million); Maine State Retirement Sys. v. Countrywide 
Financial (settlement of $500 million); In re Merrill Lynch Research Reports Securities 
Litigation (settlement of $125 million); New Jersey Carpenters Health Fund v. Residential 
Capital ($100 million partial settlement); In re VeriSign Corp. Securities Litigation (settlement of $78 
million); and Norman v. Salomon Smith Barney (settlement of $51 million on behalf of Guided 
Portfolio Management Account holders). 

Mr. Devore has been the primary author of numerous briefs addressing complex and novel issues of 
the federal securities laws, leading to notable reported decisions such as In re Parmalat Securities 
Litigation, 376 F.Supp.2d 472 (S.D.N.Y. 2003), that affirmed claims of "scheme" liability against a 
corporation's outside investment banks, and Lentell v. Merrill Lynch & Co., 396 F.3d 161 (2d Cir. 
2005), that reversed a dismissal on statute of limitations grounds and reset the standards for pleading 
loss causation.  In the course of his cases, Mr. Devore has taken depositions on four continents of fact 
witnesses at all levels, including CEO and CFO, and expert witnesses in numerous fields.  He was also 
a member of the trial team in In re Globalstar Securities Litigation, which settled during trial for $20 
million after Plaintiffs had fully presented their case. 

Mr. Devore is actively involved in the representation of the firm’s institutional investor clients and 
personally developed and oversees the analysis of the firm's clients' investments in securities that may 
have been affected by fraud. 

Mr. Devore was selected as a "Rising Star" by Super Lawyers in 2013 and 2014. 

Mr. Devore graduated from Rice University in 1997 with a B.A. in Chemistry, and obtained his law 
degree from Georgetown University Law Center in 2000. While at Georgetown, Mr. Devore served as 
an Executive Editor of the Georgetown International Environmental Law Review.  Mr. Devore is co-
author of State Court Class Actions: Trends and Issues, in National Institute on Class-Actions, C-1 
(ABA CLE 1999). 
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Mr. Devore is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia and the Commonwealth of Virginia. 

Christopher J. Cormier 

Christopher J. Cormier, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2003 and is a member of the 
Antitrust Practice Group.  He has gained considerable experience at the pre-trial, trial and appellate 
levels in various types of large and complex antitrust cases.  And he has helped obtain recoveries for 
clients in these matters exceeding one billion dollars. 

Chris has been named an Antitrust "Litigation Star" in the 2013, 2014, and 2015 editions of 
Benchmark Plaintiff: The Definitive Guide to America’s Leading Plaintiff Firms and Attorneys.  And 
in 2015, the firm’s Denver office—which he runs—was named “Antitrust Law Firm of the Year – 
Colorado” by Global Law Experts. 

He works or has worked on the following representative matters: 

• In re Urethane Antitrust Litigation (D. Kan.), where he serves as co-lead counsel on behalf of a 
certified class of direct purchasers of several types of chemicals that were overcharged as a 
result of a nationwide price-fixing and market allocation conspiracy.  He played a leading role 
in litigating major aspects of the case, and helped obtain class settlements with Bayer ($55.3 
million), BASF ($51 million), and Huntsman ($33 million).  He was a member of the trial team 
that obtained a $1 billion judgment following a victorious jury trial against the sole remaining 
defendant, Dow Chemical.  That verdict was the largest in the country in 2013.  The judgment 
was affirmed on appeal by the 10th Circuit. 

• In re Plasma-Derivative Protein Therapies Antitrust Litigation(N.D. Ill.), where he served on 
the plaintiffs' steering committee on behalf of a proposed class of direct purchasers alleging a 
nationwide output restriction and price-fixing conspiracy.  He played a leading role in 
managing all day-to-day as well as strategic aspects of the plaintiffs’ litigation efforts.  He 
helped secure $128 in court-approved settlements from the defendants in 2013.  

• In re Ductile Iron Pipe Fittings Direct Purchaser Antitrust Litigation (D.N.J.), where he serves 
as co-lead counsel representing proposed classes of direct purchasers alleging a price-fixing 
conspiracy among the three major fittings manufacturer defendants, monopolization of a 
particular market by one defendant, and a conspiracy to monopolize that market by two 
defendants. 

• In re Cast Iron Soil Pipe and Fittings Antitrust Litigation (E.D. Tenn.), where he serves as co-
lead counsel representing a proposed class of direct purchasers alleging a price-fixing 
conspiracy among the major manufacturers of cast iron soil pipe and fittings. 

• In re Endosurgical Products Direct Purchaser Antitrust Litigation(C.D. Cal.), where he served 
as co-lead counsel on behalf of a proposed class of direct purchasers of medical instruments 
used in laparoscopic surgery that were overcharged pursuant to alleged monopolistic conduct.  
In 2009, the Court approved class settlements valued at more than $39 million. 

• In re Parcel Tanker Shipping Services Antitrust Litigation (D. Conn.), where he served as co-
lead counsel in an arbitration on behalf of direct purchasers of shipping services who allegedly 
were overcharged pursuant to the defendants’ international customer allocation and price-fixing 
conspiracy.  He was a primary author of the brief opposing defendants’ request for Supreme 
Court review of the lower court’s order holding that the relevant arbitration clauses did not 
preclude class-wide arbitration. 

Case 1:14-cv-00885-JCC-TRJ   Document 60-6   Filed 10/29/15   Page 51 of 97 PageID# 1456



 - 42 - 
 
 

• McIntosh, et al. v. Monsanto Co., et al. (E.D. Mo.), where he served as co-lead counsel on 
behalf of farmers alleging a price-fixing conspiracy concerning genetically modified soybean 
seeds.  Following the Court’s denial of the remaining defendant’s motion for summary 
judgment, the plaintiffs settled with that defendant on confidential terms. 

• Nate Pease, et al. v. Jasper Wyman & Son, Inc., et al. (Knox County Superior Court, Me.), 
where he served as co-lead counsel on behalf of a class of Maine wild blueberry growers.  In 
2004, a Maine state court jury found the processing companies liable for participating in a four-
year price-fixing and non-solicitation conspiracy, and ordered the defendants to pay over $56 
million in damages. 

Chris also has written about developments in the antitrust field.  He has authored or co-authored the 
following articles that have been published in leading competition journals: 

• “Perspectives on the Future Direction of Antitrust,” Antitrust, Vol. 22, No. 3, Summer 2008, © 
2008 by the American Bar Association.   

• "Private Recovery Actions in the United States," The Antitrust Review of the Americas 2010, 
Global Competition Review, September 2009. 

• “Private Enforcement in the U.S.: An Overview of Leading Cases,” Concurrences Journal, 
Institute of Competition Law, April 2014. 

• Numerous case law summaries, E-Competitions Bulletin, Institute of Competition Law, Fall 
and Winter 2013. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Chris practiced at a large Baltimore-based law firm, where he focused 
on commercial and antitrust litigation.  After his first year of law school, he served as a judicial intern 
to the Honorable Deborah K. Chasanow, United States District Court for the District of Maryland.  
During his second year of law school, he served as a legal intern in the National Criminal Enforcement 
Section of the United States Department of Justice’s Antitrust Division. 
  
He graduated from the University of Virginia with a B.A. in Government in 1999 and from the 
American University’s Washington College of Law (magna cum laude) in 2002. 
  
He is admitted to practice in Maryland, the District of Columbia, Colorado, the U.S. District Court for 
the District of Maryland, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 9th Circuit; the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the 10th Circuit; the U.S. District Court for the District of Colorado; and the U.S. Supreme Court.  

Betsy A. Miller 

Betsy A. Miller, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2009 and is a member of the Public 
Client practice group.  

Named one of Washington’s Top 40 Under 40 Rising Legal Stars by the National Law Journal, Ms. 
Miller is an experienced labor, employment and commercial litigator.  Currently, Ms. Miller represents 
state Attorneys General in investigations, litigation and enforcement actions involving fraudulent 
mortgage lending, unsafe and deceptive practices in the sale of prescription drugs, and 
misclassification of independent contractors in violation of state tax and labor laws.  In addition to 
government clients, Ms. Miller represents other public-sector clients, including non-profit 
organizations and labor unions, in their efforts to ensure enforcement of laws protecting workers and 
consumers. 
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Since 2001, Ms. Miller has served on the adjunct faculty of Georgetown University Law Center, where 
she teaches courses on mediation strategy and negotiation skills.  Ms. Miller’s dispute resolution 
experience also includes serving as a mediator, arbitrator, mediation coach and negotiation skills 
trainer.  She has taught negotiation skills courses at Harvard Law School and for a variety of federal 
and state government clients, law firms, corporations and non-profit organizations.  As a consultant for 
the Kennedy School of Government, Ms. Miller traveled to Central America to evaluate mediation and 
arbitration programs in Guatemala, Costa Rica, El Salvador and Nicaragua. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Miller served as the Chief of Staff and Senior Counsel to Linda 
Singer, the former Attorney General for the District of Columbia.  In that capacity, Ms. Miller 
managed high-profile legal issues and policy initiatives for the Attorney General and was the Mayor’s 
lead labor and employment lawyer overseeing the transition of the D.C. Public Schools to mayoral 
control.  Ms. Miller also supervised the General Counsels’ offices of three District agencies, including 
the D.C. Public Schools and the Office of the State Superintendent for Education.  Her other 
government experience includes serving as Counsel to the U.S. Senate Committee on the Judiciary, 
where she worked for Chairman Patrick J. Leahy (VT), and clerking for the Honorable Thomas 
Penfield Jackson in the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia.  In addition, Ms. Miller spent 
seven years as a litigator in the private sector, working for Jones Day and Crowell & Moring, LLP. 
 
Ms. Miller’s recent publications include “Untapped Potential: Creating a Systematic Model for 
Mediation Preparation,” Dispute Resolution Journal (May-August, 2009) and “WARNings for Firms 
Facing Layoffs or Bankruptcy,” Law360 (January, 2009). 

Ms. Miller received her undergraduate degree in Comparative Literature from Dartmouth College, 
magna cum laude and Phi Beta Kappa (A.B., 1996).  She received her law degree from Harvard Law 
School, where she was an editor on the Harvard Human Rights Journal and the Harvard Latino Law 
Review (J.D., 1999).  After graduating, Harvard awarded Ms. Miller the Heyman Fellowship for 
government service and academic excellence and the Kaufman Fellowship for public service. 

Ms. Miller is admitted to practice in Massachusetts and the District of Columbia. 

Manuel J. Dominguez 

A partner in Cohen Milstein’s Florida office, Manuel J. (“John”) Dominguez focuses his practice on 
antitrust and consumer protection litigation.  Mr. Dominguez plays a leading role in the firm’s antitrust 
group identifying and investigating potential antitrust violations. 

Mr. Dominguez is also involved in and helps to manage many of the firm’s pending antitrust cases.  He 
is currently representing plaintiffs in antitrust litigation involving alleged price-fixing and other anti-
competitive conduct in various industries including truck transmissions, high tech, medical products, 
building materials, agricultural, entertainment and finance, among others.  He recently litigated and 
resolved cutting-edge litigation against a major internet service provider for allegedly unlawfully 
collecting the internet search data of millions of users and making their private information available 
for downloading by the general public.  
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Mr. Dominguez has been litigating complex antitrust and consumer cases for more than 15 years, and 
has served as lead counsel and handled numerous high-profile, high-stakes cases during that time.  His 
efforts have enabled aggrieved businesses and consumers to recover hundreds of millions of dollars.  

Mr. Dominguez is also nationally recognized for his knowledge of managing the discovery process in 
today’s increasingly technologically complex business environment.  He has made presentations on 
topics such as the impact of the new e-discovery amendments to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 
and has also participated in The Sedona Conference® Working Group 1 – an organization at the 
vanguard of developing standards for electronic discovery. 

Mr. Dominguez currently serves as the Chair for the Antitrust, Franchise & Trade Regulation 
Committee of the Florida Bar’s Business Law Section.  Mr. Dominguez previously served as the Vice 
Chair of this committee and is also a member of the Executive Council of Florida Bar’s Business Law 
Section.  Mr Dominguez also co-authored an article for the Florida Bar Journal, “The Plausibility 
Standard as a Double Edge Sword:  The application of Twombly and Iqbal to Affirmative Defenses” 
(Volume 84, No 6, June 2010).  

Mr. Dominguez began his career as an Assistant Attorney General serving in the Attorney General of 
the State of Florida’s Department of Economic Crimes.  As an AAG, he represented the state of 
Florida in prosecuting corporations and business entities for alleged violations of Florida’s RICO, 
antitrust, and Unfair and Deceptive Trade Practices Act statutes.  Following his service as an AAG, 
Mr. Dominguez entered private practice, litigating and trying numerous cases involving unfair trade 
practices and other alleged violations of state and federal consumer protection statutes.  In 2000 he 
joined Berman DeValerio as an associate and when he left the firm in 2011 he was one of the partners 
leading the firm’s antitrust and consumer practice groups. 

Mr. Dominguez graduated with honors from the Florida State University Law School in 1995, where 
was a member of the Transnational Journal of Law and Policy. He received his undergraduate degree 
from Florida International University in 1991. 

Mr. Dominguez is admitted to practice law in the State of Florida as well as U.S. District Courts for the 
Northern, Middle and Southern Districts of Florida.  Mr. Dominguez is also admitted to practice in the 
United States District Court for Northern District of Illinois. 

Brent W. Johnson 

Brent W. Johnson, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2009 and is a member of the 
Antitrust Practice Group.  Mr. Johnson has considerable expertise in complex antitrust litigation and 
class actions. 

Mr. Johnson represents businesses and individuals as plaintiffs in federal and state civil actions with a 
focus on multi-district class actions.  His class action experience spans across multiple industries, such 
as motion pictures, dairy, building materials, chemicals, automotive parts, processed foods, private 
equity, adhesives and others.  His practice encompasses a broad variety of antitrust claims, including 
Sherman Act Section 1 restraints of trade and Section 2 monopoly and monopsony claims.  He has 
argued before federal district courts and state trial and appellate courts. 

Mr. Johnson’s recent matters include, among others: 
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• Allen vs. Dairy Farmers of America (D. Vt.), in which he serves as lead counsel for one of two 
certified subclasses of Northeast dairy farmers against Dairy Farmers of America and Dairy 
Marketing Services who fixed prices of raw milk, allocated markets and agree not to solicit 
dairy farmers to supply raw milk in the Northeast and in which defendant Dean Foods 
Company settled for $30 million and Defendant Dairy Farmers of America has settled for $50 
million pending approval by the Court; 

• In re Domestic Drywall Antitrust Litigation (E.D. Pa.), in which he serves as co-lead counsel 
representing a class of direct purchasers of drywall against drywall manufacturers for price-
fixing and in which a major defendant has already settled for $40 million pending approval by 
the Court; 

• In re Urethane Antitrust Litigation (D. Kan.), in which he serves as co-lead counsel on behalf 
of a certified class of direct purchasers of several types of chemicals who were overcharged as 
a result of a nationwide price-fixing and market allocation conspiracy and in which multiple 
defendants collectively settled for over $130 million and a jury verdict of $1.1 billion was 
secured against the final defendant Dow Chemical in 2013; 

• The Shane Group, Inc. v. Blue Cross Blue Shield of Michigan (E.D. Mich.) in which he serves 
as co-lead counsel representing purchasers of hospital services against Blue Cross Blue Shield 
of Michigan for agreeing to MFN provisions in its contracts with hospitals throughout 
Michigan that required those hospitals to charge other insurers as much or considerably more 
for services provided to class members and in which a settlement with BCBSM for nearly $30 
million is currently pending final approval by the Court; 

• Nitsch v. Dreamworks (N.D. Ca.) in which he serves as co-lead counsel representing a class of 
visual effects and animation workers against their defendant employers that include Pixar, 
Lucasfilm Ltd and Dreamworks Animation and who secretly agreed not to actively solicit class 
members and to fix their wages and salaries in certain ranges; 

• In re Capacitors Antitrust Litigation (N.D. Ca.) in which he represents a class of direct 
purchasers of certain capacitors against the defendant manufacturers of those products for 
price-fixing in violation of Sherman Act; 

• In re Automotive Parts Antitrust Litigation (E.D. Mich.), in which he represents direct 
purchasers of wire harnesses, bearings and other automotive parts who were overcharged as a 
result of price-fixing and bid-rigging conspiracies by various sets of defendants throughout the 
automotive parts industry. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Johnson practiced at Latham & Watkins LLP in its Washington, 
D.C. and New Jersey offices for six years, where he focused on antitrust litigation.  Some of Mr. 
Johnson's matters included: 

• Feesers, Inc. v. Michael Foods, Inc. and Sodexho, Inc. (M.D. Pa.), in which he was a member 
of the successful trial team that represented Michael Foods, a manufacturer of processed egg 
products and refrigerated potato products, in a three week trial of a Robinson-Patman Act 
action brought by a broad-line distributor of food products;  

• National Laser Technology, Inc. v. Biolase Technology, Inc. (S.D. Indiana), in which he 
represented Biolase, the country's largest manufacturer of lasers for dental applications, in a 
civil action brought by an after-market dental laser support company resulting in a favorable 
settlement for the client.  The plaintiff alleged that Biolase had monopoly power over the hard 
tissue dental laser market and used that power to coerce dentists into purchasing products from 
it in violation of Sections 1 and 2 of the Sherman Act;  
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• Dahl, et al. v. Bain Capital, et al. (D. Mass.), in which he represented The Carlyle Group in a 
class action where plaintiffs alleged collusion among certain private equity firms and 
investment banks in specific going-private transactions in violation of Section 1 of the Sherman 
Act; and  

• In re Aftermarket Filters Antitrust Litigation (N.D. Ill.), in which he represented Champion 
Laboratories, a manufacturer of aftermarket automotive filters, in a class action where plaintiffs 
alleged a conspiracy among manufacturers to fix prices in violation of Section 1 of the 
Sherman Act.  

Mr. Johnson also advised clients in the insurance, commodities exchange, chemical and energy 
industries in obtaining clearance of mergers, acquisitions and joint ventures from the Federal Trade 
Commission and the Antitrust Division of the Department of Justice in connection with pre-merger 
notification proceedings under the Hart-Scott-Rodino Antitrust Improvements Act. 

Mr. Johnson also has significant experience in other complex civil and criminal litigation and 
investigations.  He has substantial mass torts experience and represented the City of New York and 
others in multiple federal actions related to the September 11th attacks.  He has litigated government 
contracts matters and was a member of a team handling a GAO administrative hearing concerning a 
$1.1 billion Air Force procurement contract.  He has conducted internal investigations in response to 
criminal investigations and inquiries by the Department of Justice and U.S. Attorney's office.  He has 
argued before state trial and appellate courts.  He has first-chaired hearings before administrative law 
judges for the Department of Health and Human Services and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Johnson graduated magna cum laude from Duke University in 2000 with a B.A. in Political 
Science and Spanish.  He obtained his law degree from Stanford Law School in 2003. 

Mr. Johnson is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia, New York and New Jersey, as well as 
the U.S. District Courts for the Districts of the District of Columbia and New Jersey. He is a member 
of the ABA Section of Antitrust Law. 

Along with the group’s co-chair Dan Small, Mr. Johnson leads the Antitrust Practice Group’s new case 
investigation efforts.  In his pro bono work, he has recently represented Covenant House Washington, 
D.C., Habitat for Humanity International, Inc. and the Cystic Fibrosis Foundation. 

Gary L. Azorsky 

Gary Azorsky, a Partner at Cohen Milstein, is Co-chair of the Firm’s Whistleblower/False Claims Act 
Practice.  In his nation-wide practice, Mr. Azorsky has helped to recover more than $1.5 billion for 
federal and state governments, including hundreds of millions of dollars for whistleblower clients. 

Mr. Azorsky is currently co-lead counsel in the qui tam action against the pharmaceutical company 
Wyeth pending in the District of Massachusetts, in which more states have joined to intervene along 
with the government of the United States than have ever intervened in a qui tam action in history. 
(United States of America et al., ex rel. Lauren Kieff, v. Wyeth, No.1:03-CV-12366-DPW (D.Mass.)). 
He has also represented whistleblowers in False Claims Act cases involving defense contractors, off-
label marketing and misbranding by pharmaceutical companies, and fraud in connection with for-profit 
colleges and student loan programs. In addition, Mr. Azorsky represents whistleblowers in tax fraud 
claims against large and small corporations through the IRS Whistleblower Office, as well as 
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whistleblowers alleging violations of the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act filed with the SEC 
Whistleblower Office. 

Mr. Azorsky served as co-counsel for the whistleblower on the following representative matters: 

• United States of America ex rel. Ven-a-Care of the Florida Keys Inc. v. Dey Laboratories, et 
al., Civil Action No. 05-11084 (D. Mass) ($280 Million settlement in December 2010) 

• United States of America ex rel. Ven-A-Care of the Florida Keys Inc. v. Boehringer Ingelheim 
Corp, et al., Civil Action No. 07-10248 (D. Mass.) ($280 Million settlement in December, 
2010) 

• Florida ex rel. Ven-A-Care of the Florida Keys Inc. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Corp, et al., Civil 
Action No. 98-3-32A (Leon Cty., Fla.) ($6.5 Million settlement with Dey Laboratories, Inc. in 
March 2010) 

• Florida ex rel. Ven-A-Care of the Florida Keys Inc. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Corp, et al., Civil 
Action No. 98-3-32A (Leon Cty., Fla.) ($9.57 Million settlement with Schering-Plough in 
December 2009) 

• Florida ex rel. Ven-A-Care of the Florida Keys Inc. v. Boehringer Ingelheim Corp, et al., Civil 
Action No. 98-3-32A (Leon Cty., Fla.) ($8.5 Million settlement with Boehringer Ingelheim in 
December 2009) 

• Texas ex rel. Ven-A-Care of the Florida Keys Inc. v. Roxane Laboratories, Inc., Boehringer 
Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Ben Venue Laboratories, Inc. and Boehringer Ingelheim 
Corporation, Civil Action No. GV3-03079 (Travis Cty., Tex.) ($10 Million settlement with 
Boehringer Ingelheim in November 2005) 

• Texas ex rel. Ven-A-Care of the Florida Keys Inc. v. Warrick Pharmaceuticals Corporation, 
Schering Plough Corporation, Schering Corporation, Civil Action No. GV002327 (Travis 
Cty., Tex.) ($27 Million settlement with Schering-Plough in May 2004) 

• Texas ex rel. Ven-A-Care of the Florida Keys Inc. v. Dey, Inc., Dey, L.P., Civil Action No. 
GV002327 (Travis Cty., Tex.) ($18.5 Million settlement with Dey Laboratories, Inc. in June 
2003) 

Mr. Azorsky regularly speaks before professional audiences regarding the federal and state False 
Claims Acts.  He is a member of Taxpayers Against Fraud,,a nonprofit, public interest organization 
dedicated to combating fraud against the Federal Government through the promotion and use of the 
Federal False Claims Act and its qui tam provisions.  

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, in addition to his Whistleblower/False Claims Act practice, Mr. 
Azorsky was actively involved in groundbreaking civil rights, commercial and intellectual property 
litigation, including Internet and software industry-related litigation. 

Mr. Azorsky is a member of the bars of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the State of New 
Jersey and is admitted to the United States Supreme Court, Third Circuit Court of Appeals, Eastern 
District of Pennsylvania and the District of New Jersey.  He received a B.A. degree from the 
University of Pennsylvania and his J.D. from Cornell University Law School.  He is rated AV® 
Preeminent™ 5.0 out of 5 in Martindale-Hubbell Peer Review, representing the highest rating for 
professional excellence. 

Jeanne A. Markey 
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Jeanne Markey, a Partner at Cohen Milstein, is Co-chair of the Firm’s Whistleblower/False Claims Act 
Practice.  She has successfully represented whistleblowers in federal and state cases across the 
country.  Ms. Markey has extensive experience in Qui Tam litigation in the health care, defense and 
education industries, and has represented whistleblower clients in the public housing sector.  

Ms. Markey is co-lead counsel in United States of America et al., ex rel. Lauren Kieff, v. Wyeth, the 
whistleblower case against pharmaceutical giant Wyeth (recently acquired by Pfizer). The lawsuit 
alleges that Medicaid, the healthcare program for the poor which is jointly funded by the federal and 
state governments, was defrauded when Wyeth falsely inflated the price of the acid suppression drug 
Protonix Oral from 2001 through 2006.  Thirty-six states and the District of Columbia have joined with 
the United States to intervene in the Wyeth case -- more states than have ever intervened in any U.S. 
Qui Tam case. 

She also served as the primary attorney representing the putative class in Benzman v. Whitman, a class 
action in Manhattan and Brooklyn against the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. The claims were 
based on class members’ exposure to contaminants contained in World Trade Center interior dust 
resulting from the 9/11 attacks.   

Ms. Markey is admitted to practice law in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the State of New 
Jersey, the Eastern District of Pennsylvania and to the First Circuit Court of Appeals, Second Circuit 
Court of Appeals, and Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals.  She is a member of Taxpayers Against 
Fraud, a nonprofit, public interest organization dedicated to combating fraud against the Federal 
Government through the promotion and use of the Federal False Claims Act and its qui tam provisions, 
the Association of Qui Tam Attorneys, and frequently speaks about developments in the Qui Tam 
field. She received her B.A. (cum laude) from Colgate University and her J.D. from Cornell University 
Law School.  

Michael Eisenkraft 

Michael Eisenkraft, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2009 and is a member of its 
Securities Fraud/Investor Protection and Commercial Contingency practice groups. Mr. Eisenkraft 
currently represents investors in many of the firm's mortgage backed securities act cases, 
including HEMT (Credit Suisse),Harborview (RBS Greenwich Capital) (settlement of $275 
million),RALI (settlement of $335 million preliminarily approved), andNovaStar (RBS Greenwich 
Capital, Deutsche Bank, and Wachovia)  as well as the firm’s ongoing litigation in the China 
MediaExpress securities suit (settlement of $12 million with auditor defendant preliminarily 
approved).   Mr. Eisenkraft also takes a leading role in prosecuting commodities related cases for the 
firm and currently serves as lead counsel in Choi et al v. Tower Research Capital et al, 14-cv-9912 
(KMW), a Commodity Exchange Act class action against a high frequency trading firm alleging 
manipulation of the market for KOSPI 200 futures contracts traded on the CME and helps lead the 
firm’s efforts in theLIBOR and Cotton CEA cases.  In addition, since joining the firm Mr. Eisenkraft 
has represented investors in the Dynex case, which settled for $7.5 million on the eve of trial and 
the Lehmanmortgage-backed securities act case, which settled for $40 million.  Mr. Eisenkraft chairs 
the Firm’s business development committee, serves as the Administrative Partner for the New York 
office, and was selected as a “Rising Star” by New York Super Lawyers for 2013 and 2014. 

Prior to joining the firm, Mr. Eisenkraft was associated with Kramer Levin Naftalis & Frankel LLP 
and, before that, with the firm now known as Milberg LLP.   
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Mr. Eisenkraft served as a law clerk to the Honorable Barrington D. Parker of the United States Court 
of Appeals for the Second Circuit. 

While associated with Milberg, Mr. Eisenkraft represented a lead plaintiff in a number of securities 
fraud class actions, including In re CVS Securities Litigation (D. Mass.), which settled on the eve of 
trial for $110 million; In re Novastar Financial Securities Litigation(W.D. Mo.), which eventually 
settled for $7.25 million; In re McLeodUSA Inc. Securities Litigation (N.D. Iowa), which settled for 
$30 million; In re Regeneron Pharmaceuticals Inc. (S.D.N.Y.), which settled for $4.7 million; and In 
re ARM Financial (W.D. Ky.), which settled for $4.1 million. 

When associated with Kramer Levin Naftalis & Frankel, Mr. Eisenkraft represented individuals and 
large corporations in complex civil, criminal, and regulatory matters.  Matters included the 
representation of the former CEO of a publicly traded company charged with a multi-billion dollar 
securities fraud; the defense of the former director and chair of the compensation committee of the 
New York Stock Exchange in an action brought by the New York Attorney General relating to 
executive compensation; and the representation of publicly traded corporations in complex civil suits. 

Publications: 
 
Julie Goldsmith Reiser & Michael B. Eisenkraft, Omnicare:  Negligence is the New Strict Liability 
When Pleading Omissions Under the Securities Act, Corporate Law & Accountability Report (BNA), 
(April 10, 2015) 
 
Michael Eisenkraft, “Can Silence Keep You Safe?  New Debate on 10b-5 Liability,” Law360 (January 
20, 2015) 
 
Steven J. Toll & Michael B. Eisenkraft, “The Critical Role Played by Private Enforcement of the 
Securities Laws on Behalf of Taft-Hartley Pension Plans in the Aftermath of the Mortgage-Backed 
Securities Crisis- A Case Study,” Pens. & Ben. Daily (BNA) No. 113 (June 12, 2014) 
 
Michael Eisenkraft, The Supreme Court Grants Certiorari in Indymac: What’s at Stake for Investors, 
Securities Lawyers, and the Courts. What You Should Do Right Now to Prepare, 46 Sec. Reg. & L. 
Rep. (BNA) 663 (Apr. 7, 2014) 
 
Julie Goldsmith Reiser & Michael B. Eisenkraft, Why the Financial Services Industry Should Enhance 
Dodd-Frank’s Protections for Senior Citizens, Banking & Financial Services Policy Report, Vol. 32: 
No. 11 (November 2013) 
 
Carol V. Gilden, Michael B. Eisenkraft, and Josh Segal, The Dangers of Missing the Forest:  The 
Harm Caused by Verifone Holdings in a Tellabs World, Loyola University Chicago Law Journal Vol. 
44:  No. 5 (Summer 2013) 
 
Reiser, Julie Goldsmith and Eisenkraft, Michael B. (2013) "Dodd-Frank's Protections for Senior 
Citizens: An Important, Yet Insufficient Step," University of Cincinnati Law Review: Vol. 81: Iss. 2, 
Article 5.    
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J. Douglas Richards & Michael B. Eisenkraft, Pro-Business and Anti-Efficiency: How Conservative 
Procedural “Innovations” Have Made Litigation Slower, More Expensive, and Less Efficient, CPI 
Antitrust Chronicle, May 2013 (1). 
 
J. Douglas Richards & Michael B. Eisenkraft, Restraint of Trade: Does Manipulation of LIBOR Fall 
Within the Sherman Act’s Definition of “Trade”?  A Question of First Principles, CPI Antitrust 
Chronicle, Nov. 2012 (2). 

Class Action Issues, Ch. 5 of Private Antitrust Enforcement of Antitrust Law in the United States:  A 
Handbook (Edward Algar, Cheltenham, UK)(co-authored with J. Douglas Richards) (2012). 

Eric Tirschwell & Michael Eisenkraft, “Repugnant” and “Malevolent”: The Use of Acquitted Conduct 
in Federal Sentencing, New York Law Journal, Sept. 9, 2009 at 4.  

Robert A. Wallner & Michael Eisenkraft, The Pleading Standard for Scienter Under the PSLRA:  Is It 
Constitutional?, Securities Litigation Report, Feb. 2005, at 1. 

Education: 

Mr. Eisenkraft graduated Magna Cum Laude and Phi Beta Kappa from Brown University (2001) and 
Cum Laude from the Harvard Law School (2004). 

Admissions: 

Mr. Eisenkraft is admitted in New York, New Jersey, the S.D.N.Y., the E.D.N.Y., the D.N.J., the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, and the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit. 

Karen L. Handorf 

Karen Handorf, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2007.  Ms. Handorf is head of the 
Employee Benefits (ERISA) practice group. 

Ms. Handorf is currently involved in litigation and appeals involving a broad range of employee 
benefits issues including church plans, ESOPs, employer stock, COBRA, mismanagement of plan 
investments and benefit terminations.  She represented a class of 30,000 Goodyear union retirees in 
litigation in which Cohen Milstein obtained approval of a class action settlement between the retirees, 
Goodyear and the United Steel Workers, resulting in the establishment of a $1 billion trust through 
which retiree healthcare benefits will be provided in the future. Redington v. Goodyear (N.D. Ohio).  
She has co-authored amicus briefs filed by the firm on behalf of the Pension Rights Center in the U.S. 
Supreme Court (LaRue v. DeWolff, Boberg & Associates) and in the Third Circuit (In re Schering-
Plough Corporation ERISA Litigation).  She also played a primary role in drafting the appellate brief 
in In re Citigroup ERISA Litigation (2d Cir.) (challenging the dismissal of a complaint alleging the 
imprudent purchase of employer stock) and in Boos v. AT&T (5th Cir.) (involving the issue of whether 
a program providing cash payments to certain “pension eligible” retirees to reimburse them for their 
personal telephone expenses during retirement is a pension plan).   

Prior to joining the firm, Ms. Handorf was an attorney for the U.S. Department of Labor (the “DOL”) 
where she litigated ERISA cases in federal appellate and district courts for twenty five years.  She 
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began her ERISA career in 1982 as a trial attorney in the Plan Benefits Security Division (PBSD) 
where she litigated actions brought by the Secretary of Labor for violations of the fiduciary standards 
of ERISA and handled a number of appellate matters. 

In 1989, she was appointed Counsel for Decentralized and Special Litigation responsible for 
supervising the DOL’s ERISA appellate litigation, district court litigation brought by regional offices 
of the Solicitor of Labor and administrative litigation involving the civil penalty provisions of ERISA.  
In that position at the DOL, Ms. Handorf was responsible for establishing and supervising PBSD’s 
amicus brief writing program which addressed a wide range of novel and difficult ERISA issues in 
both state and federal court.  While at the DOL, she also played a major role in formulating the 
Government’s position on ERISA issues expressed in amicus briefs filed by the Solicitor General in 
the United States Supreme Court.  

In 2001, she was appointed Deputy Associate Solicitor of PBSD.  As the Deputy Associate Solicitor, 
she was responsible for overseeing litigation brought by the Secretary of Labor and legal advice 
provided to the Employee Benefit Security Administration, which administers Title I of ERISA.  In 
2005, she returned to her position as supervisor of the ERISA appellate and amicus brief writing 
program, serving as Counsel for Appellate and Special Litigation.  

Ms. Handorf is a recipient of the Department of Labor Distinguished Career Service Award, and 
received Exceptional Achievement Awards for her work on ERISA 401(k) plan remedies, the amicus 
brief in the Enron litigation, retiree health care, the amicus program in general, the appellate brief in 
the Department’s Tower litigation, termination annuities litigation and multiple employer welfare 
arrangement (MEWAs) litigation. 

Ms. Handorf has been recognized for her expertise by her colleagues in the ERISA bar, who made her 
a Fellow of the American College of Employee Benefits Counsel.  She is a frequent speaker on ERISA 
issues for the ABA, various bar associations and private seminars, and serves as plaintiffs' co-chair of 
preemption subcommittee of the Employees Benefits Committee of the ABA's Labor Section.  

Ms. Handorf received her law degree from the University of Wisconsin Law School in 1975. Prior to 
law school, she attended the University of Wisconsin-River Falls where she received a B.S. in Speech 
and History. 

Ms. Handorf is a member of the bars of Wisconsin and the District of Columbia, and is admitted to 
practice before the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, Third Circuit, Fifth Circuit, 
Seventh Circuit, Ninth Circuit and Tenth Circuit. 

Joel P. Laitman  

Joel Laitman is and has been lead counsel in many of the firm's  major mortgage backed securities 
class actions brought against investment banks including, HEMT (Credit Suisse); Harborview(RBS 
Greenwich Capital); RALI (UBS, Goldman Sachs, Citi) and NovaStar (RBS Greenwich Capital, 
Wachovia, Deutsche Bank).  
 
Two of the cases that settled resulted in the highest recoveries for investors among all mortgage backed 
securities class actions.  After six years of litigation, the Harborview case settled in 2014 for $275 
million.  In approving the settlement, Chief Judge Loretta Preska of the Southern District of New York 
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commended counsel on a "job well done."  The National Law Journal cited the prosecution of this 
case, among others, in designating the firm as one of the country’s "Elite Trial Law Firms."  On 
February 19, 2015, Judge Failla of the Southern District of New York preliminarily approved a partial 
settlement in RALI with defendants Goldman Sachs, Citi, and UBS in the amount of $235 million. This 
brings the global settlement amount achieved in RALI to $335 million.  InNovaStar, a successful 
appeal to the Second Circuit resulted in a reversal of the district court's dismissal of the action.  At oral 
argument, where Mr. Laitman argued on behalf of plaintiffs, the Circuit Court commended counsel for 
"excellent" presentations.  Thereafter, the NovaStar case was successfully expanded from one to six 
public Offerings, so as to encompass $7.7 billion in mortgage-backed securities.  Finally, in HEMT, the 
case has been expanded from one to two MBS Offerings and the class has been certified. 
 
Mr. Laitman has also argued a number of major cases before the  Second Circuit in the securities field 
including: Teamsters Local 445 Freight Div. Pension Fund v. Dynex Capital, Inc., 531 F.3d 190 (2d 
Cir. 2008) (addressing corporate scienter under Section 10 (b)); Teamsters Local 445 Freight Div. 
Pension Fund v. Bombardier, Inc., 546 F.3d 196 (2d Cir. 2008) (addressing standard for establishing 
market efficiency  in certification of  Section 10(b) claims); N.J. Carpenters Health Fund v. Royal 
Bank of Scot. Group, PLC, 709 F.3d 109 (2d Cir. 2013) (“NovaStar”) (reversing dismissal of Securities 
Act claims); Wyo. State Treasurer v. Moody's Investors Serv. (In re Lehman Bros. Mortgage-Backed 
Sec. Litig.) (“Lehman”), 650 F.3d 167 (2d Cir. 2011) (addressing rating agency liability under the 
Securities Act);  and N.J. Carpenters Health Fund v. Rali Series 2006-QO1, 477 Fed. Appx. 809 (2d 
Cir. 2012) (“Harborview/RALI”) (addressing class member knowledge as grounds for denial of class 
certification). 
 
Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Laitman was a partner at Schoengold Sporn Laitman & Lometti.  
At his former firm, Mr. Laitman litigated numerous national securities and consumer class actions 
including many securities class action cases where the firm served as sole lead counsel, 
including Westar Energy Securities Litigation (D. Kansas) ($30 million recovery); Nicor, Inc. 
Securities Litigation (N.D. Ill.) ($39 million recovery); SPX Corporation Securities 
Litigation (W.D.N.C.) ($20 million recovery); Maley v. Del Global ($11.5 million recovery). In Del 
Global, Judge McMahon commended Mr. Laitman as a respected attorney and, in approving the 
settlement, stated that plaintiffs’ counsel “had gone the extra mile” for the class. 
 
Education: Columbia University B.A. 1981 magna cum laude (member Phi Beta Kappa); Georgetown 
University Law Center J.D. 1986. 
 
Joel Laitman was elected to SuperLawyers in 2011, 2012, 2013 and 2014. 
 
Christopher Lometti 
 
Chris Lometti, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2009.  Since then, he has helped litigate 
numerous securities class actions, including Countrywide MBS ($500 million recovery);Harborview 
MBS ($275 million); Lehman MBS ($40 million); WaMu MBS ($26 million); Leap Wireless (S.D. Cal) 
($13.75 million); Impax ($8 million) (subject to final approval); and Dynex Capital ($7.5 million).  He 
is also one of the lead attorneys in many of the firm’s ongoing mortgage-backed securities cases, 
including Bear Stearns; HEMT (Credit Suisse); Rali and Novastar. 
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Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, he was a founding member of Schoengold Sporn Laitman & Lometti, 
P.C. (“SSLL”), where he practiced for more than thirteen years in the area of securities class action 
litigation. 
 
While at SSLL, Mr. Lometti oversaw the firm’s institutional client development efforts. Under his 
supervision, the firm established relationships with dozens of Taft-Hartley pension and benefit funds 
which the firm represented in numerous securities class action lawsuits over the years.  In addition, Mr. 
Lometti participated in the successful litigation of these and other cases, including WorldCom($6.15 
billion recovery), Bank One ($50 million), USN Communications ($45 million), Nicor ($39 
million), PNC ($47 million), Westar ($30 million), SpectraVision ($28 million) and SPX($10 million). 
In In re WorldCom, Inc. Securities Litigation, 02-CV-3288 (S.D.N.Y.), Mr. Lometti represented a 
named plaintiff and certified class representative with a significant financial interest in WorldCom 
bonds.  That case was settled in 2005 for over $6.15 billion, the second-largest securities fraud 
settlement of all time. A majority of the settlement proceeds in the WorldCom case was allocated to 
the bond claims of Mr. Lometti’s client and the class they represented. In addition, in In re Nicor 
Securities Litigation, 02-CV-5168 (N.D. Ill.), Mr. Lometti represented a Taft-Hartley pension and 
benefit fund in their capacity as sole lead plaintiff. Despite the fact that the case asserted claims under 
Section 10b of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 which centered on complex accounting rules 
governing the financial reporting of natural gas leases, the case was eventually settled for $39 million. 
 
Prior to SSLL, Mr. Lometti was associated with Shea & Gould, a large New York City-based 
commercial litigation firm, where he practiced in the Litigation Department.  While there, he 
represented an array of clients, including Fortune 500 companies, in a wide variety of commercial 
litigation disputes, including SEC investigations and enforcement proceedings, securities class actions 
and ERISA matters. 
 
In addition to serving as a commercial mediator for the New York State Unified Court system for 
many years, Mr. Lometti has served as an arbitrator for the New York Stock Exchange and the 
National Association of Securities Dealers since approximately 1991. In 2011, Mr. Lometti was 
elected to Super Lawyers.  Super Lawyers is a rating service of outstanding lawyers from more than 70 
practice areas who have attained a high-degree of peer recognition and professional achievement.  The 
selection process is multi-phased and includes independent research, peer nominations and peer 
evaluations. 
 
Mr. Lometti received a Bachelor of Arts from Fordham College in 1983, and his J.D. from Fordham 
Law School in 1986.  He is a member of the New York State Bar Association, the New York County 
Lawyers Association and the Association of the Bar of the City of New York. 
 
Mr. Lometti is admitted to practice in the State of New York, and is resident in the firm’s New York 
office. 
 
Michelle C. Yau 
 
Michelle Yau, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2007.  Ms. Yau is a member of the 
Employee Benefits practice group. 
 
Ms. Yau specializes in ERISA fiduciary breach cases involving complex financial transactions or 
investments.  She successfully represented a multi-plan class of participants, beneficiaries and 
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fiduciaries as ERISA counsel in In re Beacon Assoc. Litig., 09 Civ. 0777 (S.D.N.Y.), which, along 
with other consolidated case, settled for $219 million.  The settlement provides approximately 70% of 
the Class Members damages.  Several notable decisions were reached during the course of the 
litigation, including Judge Sand’s holding that the Ivy Defendants were fiduciaries under the 
investment advisor for a fee regulation and the successful certification of multi-plan class.  Ms. Yau 
was part of a team that achieved a $75 million settlement in In re: Merrill Lynch, an employer stock 
based on allegations that fiduciaries of the Merrill Lynch retirement plans imprudently purchased and 
held inflated Merrill employer stock for the retirement accounts of the Companies’ employees.  
 
Ms. Yau currently leads an action against Weyerhaeuser Company and Morgan Stanley alleging the 
the Plan’s fiduciaries violated ERISA by investing 80-95% of the Plan’s assets in risky and illiquid 
alternative investments (hedge funds, private equity funds and derivatives).  The Weyerhaeuser 
Plaintiffs recently won a motion to dismiss filed by Morgan Stanley.  Ms. Yau also currently represents 
a multi-plan case against Austin Capital and its parent corporation Key Corp based on their investment 
of plan assets in a Madoff feeder fund. 
 
Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Yau was an Honor Program Attorney at the Department of Labor 
where she enforced and administered of a variety of labor statutes.  Before law school, Ms. Yau 
worked as a financial analyst at Goldman, Sachs & Co. in the Financial Institutions Group of the 
Investment Banking Division.   
 
Ms. Yau received her law degree from Harvard Law School in 2003, where she was awarded several 
public interest fellowships, including the Heyman Fellowship for academic excellence and a 
demonstrated commitment to federal public service.  Ms. Yau graduated Phi Beta Kappa with a B.A. in 
Mathematics from the University of Virginia.  Ms. Yau was also selected as an Echols Scholar and 
awarded the Student Council Scholarship for leadership, academic achievement and community 
service.  Ms. Yau was named a Rising Star Under 40. 
 
Ms. Yau is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia, Massachusetts, the United States Supreme 
Court and the United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit.  
 
George F. Farah 

George F. Farah, a Partner, joined the Firm in 2005 and is a member of the Antitrust and Human 
Rights practice groups. 

Since joining the firm, Mr. Farah has represented classes of direct purchasers who were allegedly 
injured by price-fixing conspiracies, including in In re Hydrogen Peroxide Antitrust Litigation (E.D. 
Pa.) and In re OSB Antitrust Litigation (E.D. Pa.), both of which obtained total settlements exceeding 
$100 million.  He has also represented victims of other tortious conduct, including the City of 
Milwaukee in a lawsuit against lead paint manufacturers for widespread childhood lead poisoning as 
well as survivors of Nazi-era slave labor against German companies that profited from that labor. 

Mr. Farah is currently involved in several antitrust class action cases alleging concerted or unilateral 
anticompetitive conduct. In In re Publication Paper Antitrust Litigation (D. Ct.), he serves on the 
executive committee representing direct purchasers who allege that publication paper manufacturers 
conspired to reduce capacity and fix prices.  In Allen, et al. v. Dairy Farmers of America, et al. (D. 
Vt.), he serves as co-lead counsel representing farmers who allege that cooperatives and processors in 
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the Northeast conspired to monopolize the raw milk market and depress prices.  In Carlin, et al. v. 
DairyAmerica, et al. (E.D. Ca.), he serves as co-lead counsel representing farmers who allege that a 
marketing company misrepresented data to the USDA and artificially depressed milk prices.   

Mr. Farah is also currently litigating other cases on behalf of victims of alleged tortious conduct.  In In 
re Google Inc. Street View Electronic Communications Litigation (N.D. Ca.), he serves as co-lead 
counsel representing a proposed class of nationwide computer users whose private data was 
intercepted and retained by Google's Street View vehicles.  In Greenpeace, Inc. v. Dow Chemical 
Company, et al. (D.D.C.), he represents Greenpeace in a lawsuit against chemical and public relations 
companies that allegedly engaged in surveillance, trespass and other actions to secure information 
about Greenpeace’s environmental activities.  In political asylum proceedings before a United States 
Immigration Court, he represents a Nepali nurse who was tortured on the basis of her religion and 
social group. 

Prior to joining the Firm, Mr. Farah focused on electoral reform and income inequality issues.  He is 
the founder of Open Debates, a nonprofit organization working to reform the presidential debate 
process.  Before attending law school, Mr. Farah worked to expose the harms of media concentration 
and the IMF’s structural adjustment programs at The Center for the Study of Responsive Law.  

Mr. Farah is the author of the book No Debate: How the Republican and Democratic Parties Secretly 
Control the Presidential Debates from Seven Stories Press.  His articles addressing legal and electoral 
issues have been published in The Washington Post, The Boston Globe, The Philadelphia Inquirer, The 
Denver Post, The Christian Science Monitor, Fort Lauderdale Sun-Sentinel, Extra! Magazine, and 
other publications.  

Mr. Farah has appeared on dozens of television programs, including “Nightline,” “NOW with Bill 
Moyers,” “20/20,” “CBS Evening News,” “NBC Nightly News,” “CNN Lou Dobbs Tonight,” “CNN’s 
Market Call,” “FOX and Friends,” and “Countdown with Keith Olbermann.”  Mr. Farah has been 
interviewed on over 100 radio shows, including NPR’s “To the Point,” “Keep Hope Alive With Jesse 
Jackson,” “Democracy Now!,” “CounterSpin,” and “Judicial Watch Report.”  

Mr. Farah has given several talks on the political process and electoral reform issues at colleges and 
universities, has hosted numerous televised press conferences, and was a Newsmaker at the National 
Press Club.  

Mr. Farah is a graduate of Harvard Law School (J.D., 2005), and Princeton University (B.A., 
Woodrow Wilson School of Public and International Affairs, 2000).  Mr. Farah was the recipient of a 
Paul and Daisy Soros Fellowship, and was a delegate to the 2005 International Achievement Summit. 

Mr. Farah is admitted to practice in New York and the District of Columbia. 
 

Kalpana Kotagal 

Kalpana Kotagal, a Partner, joined the Cohen Milstein in 2006 and is a member of the Civil Rights & 
Employment practice group.  She also chairs the Firm's Hiring and Diversity Committee. 
 
Ms. Kotagal represents female employees alleging sexual discrimination against one of the nation's 
largest jewelry chains in Jock, et al. v Sterling Jewelers Inc. (AAA Case No.11 160 00655 08).  The 
plaintiffs successfully sought review of the district court's decision reversing the arbitrator's clause 
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construction award before the Second Circuit Court of Appeals, and prevailed against the defendant's 
motion to seek review of that decision by the United States Supreme Court.  Ms. Kotagal is also 
currently involved in Dukes v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. (N.D. Cal.) and other cases challenging Wal-
Mart's treatment of women employees alleging discrimination in pay and promotion.   
  
Ms. Kotagal has represented a class of disabled veteran applicants alleging illegal pre-offer medical 
inquiries during the application process against the United States Postal Service, in Hill, et. al v. 
Donohue, United States Postal Service, which has been successfully resolved.  Ms. Kotagal was also 
involved in Aaron v. Pilgrim’s Pride Corp., Civ. No. 06-1082 (W.D. Ark.), representing workers 
seeking redress for unpaid overtime, a case that was successfully resolved in 2009.  
 
Ms. Kotagal is a member of the Center for Worklife Law’s Working Group on Pregnancy 
Accommodation.  She is a member of the National Employment Lawyers Association (NELA).  She is 
also the co-author of "Innovation, Economics and the Law: The Health Care Industry’s Exposure to 
Antitrust Liability," published by the ABA Antitrust Law Section in 2007.   
 
Before attending law school, Ms. Kotagal worked in the environmental community as Assistant 
National Field Director of the United States Public Interest Research Group, running national 
legislative campaigns on renewable energy and environmental issues, and as an organizer with Green 
Corps. In 2006, she served as an advisor to a Congressional candidate.  Ms. Kotagal served as an 
honorary chair of the National Finance Committee of Young Lawyers for Obama in 2008. 
 
While in law school, Ms. Kotagal was a summer associate at Cohen Milstein and served as law clerk in 
the Chambers of the Honorable J. Curtis Joyner, Eastern District of Pennsylvania. She was also 
involved in litigation under the Alien Tort Claims Act and RICO on behalf of Haider Mushin Saleh 
against contractors CACI and Titan for human rights abuses in Abu Ghraib prison. She served on the 
Editorial Board of the University of Pennsylvania Law Review as an Articles Editor. 
 
Following law school, Ms. Kotagal clerked for the Honorable Betty Binns Fletcher, United States 
Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. 
 
Ms. Kotagal received her undergraduate degree with honors from Stanford University (A.B., 
economics, B.S., earth systems, 1999) and was a Morris K. Udall Scholar. She received her law degree 
cum laude from the University of Pennsylvania (2005), where she was a James Wilson Fellow.  
 
Ms. Kotagal is admitted to practice in New York and the District of Columbia. 
 
Mimi Liu 
 
Mimi Liu, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in April 2012.  She is a member of the Public 
Client practice group.  Ms. Liu was formerly a senior lawyer at Planned Parenthood Federation of 
America, where for almost eight years she represented clients in a variety of high-profile constitutional 
civil rights matters.  She successfully briefed and argued cases before numerous federal district and 
appellate courts and state appellate courts.  Ms. Liu brings her robust experience as a civil rights 
litigator to this practice, where she represents state Attorneys General in investigations, litigation, and 
enforcement actions aimed at protecting consumers and public resources.  Currently, Ms. Liu 
represents state Attorneys General in actions involving Medicaid fraud, and unfair and deceptive 
practices in debt collection. 
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Prior to joining Planned Parenthood, Ms. Liu was a litigator at Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering (now 
WilmerHale), where she represented clients in civil rights, intellectual property, bankruptcy, and 
federal securities litigations.  In addition, during her time at Wilmer, Cutler, Ms. Liu was part of the 
trial team that successfully challenged a federal law restricting access to reproductive health services in 
the Southern District of New York and served as appellate counsel for a brutalized Congolese woman, 
whose asylum she ultimately secured. 
 
Ms. Liu graduated from Harvard Law School (J.D., cum laude, 1999), where she served as Executive 
Editor of the Human Rights Journal and co-authored the treatise Gender Asylum Law, which examines 
decisions and guidelines for filing asylum applications in a variety of international jurisdictions.  She 
received her Bachelor of Commerce from the University of Alberta (1996).  Following law school, Ms. 
Liu, a Canadian, clerked for the Court of Appeals of Alberta and for the Honorable Justice Claire 
L’Heureux-Dubé of the Supreme Court of Canada. 
 
Ms. Liu is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia and New York, the United States Courts of 
Appeals for the Sixth, Eighth, and Ninth Circuits, and the United States District Court for the District 
of Columbia. 
 
Sharon K. Robertson 
 
Sharon K. Robertson, a Partner at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2007 and is a member of the 
Antitrust practice group. 

Ms. Robertson currently represents Registered Nurses employed by hospitals in Albany, Detroit and 
Memphis in lawsuits alleging that their employers unlawfully fixed their wages in violation of federal 
antitrust laws.  Ms. Robertson is also working on In re Urethane Antitrust Litigation (Polyether Polyol 
Cases) (D. Kan.), where she represents a class of direct purchasers of several types of chemicals who 
allegedly were overcharged as a result of a nationwide price-fixing and market allocation conspiracy.  
One defendant, Bayer, already has settled for $55.3 million and is providing cooperation pursuant to its 
obligations under the settlement agreement. 

Ms. Robertson also represents Indonesian villagers in a lawsuit against Exxon Mobil over torture and 
extrajudicial killings allegedly committed by the defendant’s security forces (a unit of the Indonesian 
military).  
 
Before attending law school, Ms. Robertson worked on the campaign committee of Councilman John 
Liu, the first Asian-American to be elected to New York City’s City Council. 

During law school, Ms. Robertson served as an Alexander Fellow.  In that capacity, she spent a 
semester interning full-time for the Honorable Shira A. Scheindlin, United States District Court for the 
Southern District of New York.  She was also an intern in the Litigation Bureau of the Office of the 
New York State Attorney General and the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit. 
 
Ms. Robertson graduated from the State University of New York at Binghamton, where she received a 
B.A. in Philosophy, Politics and Law (magna cum laude, 2003).  She received her law degree from the 
Benjamin N. Cardozo School of Law (J.D., 2006).  She served as Notes Editor of the Cardozo Public 
Law, Policy and Ethics Journal. 
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Ms. Robertson is admitted to practice in New York and New Jersey. 
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Attorney Profiles – Retired Partner 
 

Herbert E. Milstein 

Herbert E. Milstein began practicing law with Jerry S. Cohen in 1970 – the birth of the Firm.  Mr. 
Milstein has been lead or principal counsel in many of the best known securities class actions litigated 
during the past 40 years.  He retired from the Firm in 2012. 

Mr. Milstein is the author of numerous articles on topics involving class action litigations and the 
Federal securities laws.  He recently authored an article on current issues involving federal securities 
laws.  He also wrote a separate article in the book entitled The Burger Years.  He is the author of a 
monograph on the attorney-client privilege. 

As an adjunct Professor of Law at Georgetown University Law Center from 1980-1987, he taught 
complex litigation and continues to lecture on securities litigation and class actions at law schools and 
seminars sponsored by the American Bar Association, state bar associations, and continuing legal 
education organizations.  In 1985, he received a Silver Gavel award from the American Bar 
Association for his distinguished example of public service. 

Mr. Milstein formerly served on the staff of the Securities and Exchange Commission for five and one-
half years, and last held the position of Chief Enforcement Attorney, Division of Corporate 
Regulation.  From 1976-1980, Mr. Milstein served as Equity Receiver for National American Life 
Insurance Company, appointed by Judge Charles R. Richey, in SEC v. National Pacific Corp.  For that 
work, the Chairman of the SEC said Mr. Milstein and the Firm served “with distinction.” 

Formerly the President of the National Association of Securities and Commercial Law Attorneys 
(NASCAT), he also served as Treasurer of that organization for six years. He is a member of the 
American Law Institute, and a member and former Chairman of the Executive Council of the 
Securities Law Committee of the Federal Bar Association. 

Mr. Milstein is currently on the Board of Directors of several organizations, including The Studio 
Theatre of Washington, DC. 

Mr. Milstein graduated from Harvard College (cum laude, 1958) and Columbia University School of 
Law (LL.B., 1961). 

Mr. Milstein is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia and Massachusetts. 
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Attorney Profiles – Of Counsel & Associates 

Laura Alexander 

Laura Alexander joined Cohen Milstein in 2012 and is a member of the Antitrust Practice Group.  Ms. 
Alexander has extensive experience in complex antitrust litigation, class actions, and appeals.  

Ms. Alexander represents businesses and individuals in federal and state civil actions with a focus on 
multi-district class actions.  She has worked on antitrust issues in many industries, including 
pharmaceuticals, telecommunications, cable television, wireless networking, welding, industrial fans, 
automotive parts, air transport, finance, enterprise software, and consumer credit, among others.  Her 
practice encompasses a broad variety of antitrust claims, including monopoly, monopsony, and 
restraint of trade claims, as well as sham litigation and pay-for-delay claims related to patents and 
other intellectual property.  

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Alexander practiced at Kirkland & Ellis LLP in its Washington, 
D.C. office, where she focused on antitrust litigation.  

Ms. Alexander also has significant experience in other complex civil and criminal litigation.  She has 
successfully represented several clients before the United States Supreme Court, including the House 
of Representatives of the State of Arizona in a federal action related to Arizona’s administration of 
ESL education and securing the reversal of a conviction of a criminal defendant for violation of his 
rights under the Speedy Trial Act.  Ms. Alexander was part of the team litigating what was, at the time, 
the largest bankruptcy ever filed, at both the trial and appellate levels.  She has also successfully 
represented clients in employment discrimination lawsuits, under federal and state law, and in federal 
disability lawsuits.  Ms. Alexander has argued before federal appellate courts and agencies.  

Ms. Alexander obtained a B.A. in Mathematics from Reed College in 2002.  She graduated magna cum 
laude from Georgetown University Law Center in 2007.  After law school, Ms. Alexander served as a 
law clerk to the Honorable M. Margaret McKeown on the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit. 

Ms. Alexander is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia and California, as well as the U.S. 
District Court for the District of Columbia.  She is a member of the ABA Section on Antitrust Law.  

Elizabeth Aniskevich 

Elizabeth Aniskevich, an Associate at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2012 and is a member of the 
Securities Fraud/Investor Protection practice group. 

Prior to joining the firm, Ms. Aniskevich served as the Pro Se Clerk at the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of Virginia in Alexandria, where she managed the pro se prisoner dockets of 
the seven district court judges.  She also previously worked at Cohen Milstein as a law clerk from May 
2010 to April 2011. 

Ms. Aniskevich graduated from the University of Florida in 2008 with a Bachelor of Arts and double 
major in Sociology and Criminology, where she was the Valedictorian for the College of Liberal Arts 
and Sciences.  Ms. Aniskevich received her J.D., magna cum laude, Order of the Coif, from American 
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University’s Washington College of Law in 2011.  During law school, Ms. Aniskevich was a Senior 
Staff Member of the American University Law Review and served as a Research Assistant to her 
criminal law professor, Professor Ira P. Robbins.  She was also the recipient of the Clair A. Cripe 
award for outstanding performance in correctional law. 

Ms. Aniskevich is admitted to practice in Virginia. 

Luke Bierman 

Luke Bierman joined Cohen Milstein in 2011 as Of Counsel in the Securities Fraud/Investor Protection 
Practice Group, where he counsels pension funds on fiduciary, ethics, governance and compliance 
issues.   Mr. Bierman's role is to assist public pension funds at critical and challenging times for those 
funds, and to provide collaborative and creative solutions. 

Mr. Bierman is also the Dean and Professor of Law at Elon University School of Law in Greensboro, 
North Carolina.  As the leader of a law school recognized as one of the most innovative, Dean Bierman 
envisions a law school that blends the most important traditional elements of legal education with the 
demands of modern society and serves as a hub where the public, private and academic communities 
come together.   

Previously, Dean Bierman was the Associate Dean for Experiential Education and Distinguished 
Professor of Practice of Law at Northeastern University School of Law in Boston where he was 
responsible for Northeastern’s distinctive Cooperative Legal Education Program.  Dean Bierman also 
convened the Alliance for Experiential Learning in Law, a group of legal educators from over 100 law 
schools that is committed to innovative approaches in law school curriculums.   

Previously, Mr. Bierman served for almost four years as General Counsel for the Office of the New 
York State Comptroller, the sole trustee of the state’s $140 billion pension fund and the state’s chief 
fiscal officer for the state of New York’s $130 billion budget. In this role, Mr. Bierman managed a 
legal staff that included 55 attorneys, and was responsible for legal advice and counsel on all matters 
relating to the comptroller’s constitutional and statutory responsibilities, including fiduciary, 
governance, ethics, litigation, investment, pension benefits, state and municipal finance and legislative 
matters.  He also managed the 35 outside law firms that represented the Comptroller in litigation and 
transactional matters. 

Earlier in his career, Mr. Bierman served as a Fellow in Government Law and Policy at Albany Law 
School. He also has served as Director of the Institute for Emerging Issues at North Carolina State 
University, where he held the rank of Associate Professor of Political Science; as Founding Director of 
the Justice Center and Special Assistant to the President of the American Bar Association; as Visiting 
Specialist in Constitutional Law with the rank of Associate Professor at The Richard Stockton College 
of New Jersey; and as law clerk to Justices and as Chief Attorney of the New York Supreme Court, 
Appellate Division, Third Department. Mr. Bierman also has taught at Albany Law School, 
Northwestern University School of Law, the University at Albany and Trinity College in Hartford. 

Mr. Bierman is a frequent lecturer and commentator about corporate governance reform, fiduciary 
responsibility and ethics, and justice reform. He was a member of the board of directors of the Council 
of Institutional Investors, where he co-chaired the policies committee. He is an elected member of the 
American Law Institute.  Mr. Bierman's most recent speaking engagements include: 

Case 1:14-cv-00885-JCC-TRJ   Document 60-6   Filed 10/29/15   Page 71 of 97 PageID# 1476



 - 62 - 
 
 

• Moderator, “Corporate Governance Roundtable”, Active-Passive Investor Summit,  New York 
City, April 2012  

• Panelist, “Corporate Governance, Due Diligence and Securities Litigation”, Public Funds 
Summit,  San Diego, CA,  March 2012 

• Panelist, “Legal Developments,” Public Funds Summit, Scottsdale, AZ, January 2012  
• Panelist, “Dodd-Frank: Panacea or Poison?”, American Bar Association Annual Meeting, 

August 2011 
• Panelist, “What Morrison Means,” National Summit on the Future of Fiduciary Responsibility, 

June 2011 
• Panelist, “Fiduciary Update–Scandals”, Stanford Law School Fiduciary College, March 2011 
• Panelist, “The Rights and Responsibilities of Institutional Investors”, Institutional Investor 

Conference, March 2011  
• Moderator, “Fiduciary Duty”, Council of Institutional Investors Annual Meeting, September 

2010 
• Speaker, “SEC Pay to Play Reforms,” American Bar Association Business Law Section Fall 

Meeting, November, 2010 
• Panelist, “Access to Justice: Morrison v. National Australia Bank,” American Constitution 

Society, October 2010 
• Keynote, “Politics and the Market: How Policy Affects Investment Decisions,” De-Risking 

Strategies for Pension Funds, Foundations and Endowments, International Quality and 
Productivity Center, October 2010 

• Panelist, “Challenges Facing Public Pension Funds,” Governance for Owners Conference, 
October 2010 

• Speaker, “Public Pension Reform in a Time of Turmoil,” Emerging Issues Forum, 
Massachusetts Public Employee Retirement Administration Commission, September 2010 

• Moderator, “Fiduciary Duty,” Council of Institutional Investors Annual Meeting, September 
2010 

• Speaker, “Morrison v. National Australia Bank: Implications for Investors,” Council of 
Institutional Investors teleconference, August 2010 

• Panelist, “Regulation of Placement Agents for Public Pension Funds,” National Association of 
Pension Plan Attorneys, June 2010 

• Panelist, “The SEC’s Investor Protection Mission,” DC Bar Association, April 2010 
• Speaker, “Dealing With Placement Agents,” Stanford Law School Fiduciary College, March 

2010 
• Panelist, “Credit Rating Agencies’ Liability,” DC Bar Association, February 2010 
• Speaker, “Evolving Fiduciary Obligations of Pension Plans,” Institutional Investor Conference, 

February 2010 
• Speaker, “Updates on Pension Fund Reform in New York State – Views from the General 

Counsel,” National Association of Pension Plan Attorneys, June 2009 
• Panelist, “Governance Changes as Part of Class Action Settlements,” Institutional Investor 

Educational Foundation’s Global Shareholder Activism Conference, December, 2008 
• Moderator, Panels on Pension Plan Fiduciary Responsibility, Governance, and Ethics, U.S. 

Pensions Summit, October 2008 
• Keynote Speaker, Jefferson B. Fordham Awards Luncheon, Annual Meeting of ABA Section 

of State and Local Government Law, August 2008 
• Panelist, “Governance and Pension Plans,” U.S. Pensions Summit, April 2008 
• Panelist, “Fiduciary and Accounting Responsibilities in Non Profit Management,” New York 

State Bar Association, November 2007 
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• Panelist, “Governance - Best Practices for Fiduciary,” U.S. Pensions Summit, September 2007 

Mr. Bierman earned his Ph.D. and M.A. in Political Science from the University at Albany; his J.D. 
from the Marshall Wythe School of Law of the College of William and Mary, where he was a member 
of the Law Review; and his B.A. in American Political History magna cum laude with High Honors 
from Colgate University, where he was elected to Phi Beta Kappa.  

Mary J. Bortscheller 

Mary Bortscheller, an Associate at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2013 and is a member of the 
Consumer Protection and Unsafe Products practice group. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Bortscheller practiced at Williams Montgomery & John in 
Chicago, IL. Ms. Bortscheller also was a volunteer for the Chicago Legal Clinic, Inc.'s Foreclosure 
Defense Project. Before attending law school, Ms. Bortscheller served in the United States Peace 
Corps as a TEFL Volunteer in Sichuan Province, China. 

Ms. Bortscheller graduated from Gustavus Adolphus College in 2004 with a B.A., cum laude, in 
Political Science and received her J.D., cum laude, from American University, Washington College of 
Law in 2010. During law school, she served as Features Editor and Senior Editor of Sustainable 
Development Law & Policy and was a staff member of the American University International Law 
Review. Ms. Bortscheller interned with the United States District Court for the District of Minnesota. 

Ms. Bortscheller is admitted to practice only in Illinois and her practice in the District is supervised 
directly by principals of the firm. 

Brian Bowcut 

Brian Bowcut joined Cohen Milstein in 2015 as Of Counsel in the firm’s Public Client Practice 
Group.  Mr. Bowcut represents state Attorneys General and other public-sector clients as outside 
counsel in investigations and lawsuits involving fraudulent and deceptive trade practices. 

Mr. Bowcut formerly was a Trial Attorney in the Civil Division of the U.S. Department of Justice for 
nine years.  Most recently, as a member of the Fraud Section, he investigated and litigated health care, 
mortgage origination and financial fraud matters under the federal False Claims Act.  Before that, as a 
member of the Environmental Torts Section, he defended the United States as lead counsel in several 
large toxic tort matters.  Prior to joining DOJ, Mr. Bowcut was an associate at Arnold & Porter LLP, 
where he specialized in pharmaceutical product liability and commercial litigation.  

Mr. Bowcut graduated summa cum laude with a Bachelor of Arts from Utah State University in 1996.  
He received his J.D. (cum laude and Order of the Coif) from Duke Law School,  and a Master of Arts 
in Public Policy from Duke, in 2000.  During law school, Mr. Bowcut was an Articles Editor for 
the Duke Law Journal.  After law school, he clerked for the Honorable Stanley S. Brotman of the 
United States District Court for the District of New Jersey.  

Mr. Bowcut  is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia, the United States Court of Appeals for 
the Fourth Circuit, and the United States District Courts for the District of Columbia and District of 
Maryland.  
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Robert Braun 

Robert Braun joined Cohen Milstein as an Associate in 2014 and is a member of the Antitrust Practice 
Group. 

Mr. Braun represents individuals and businesses in federal civil actions with a focus on multi-district 
class actions and antitrust litigation. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Braun served as a law clerk for the Honorable Carolyn Dineen 
King of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit and for the Honorable Lee H. Rosenthal of the 
U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Texas.  He was also an Arthur Liman Fellow at 
Southeast Louisiana Legal Services, where he worked on public interest housing litigation in New 
Orleans.  Before attending law school, Mr. Braun was a visiting lecturer at the China Foreign Affairs 
University in Beijing, China. 

Mr. Braun graduated from Princeton University in 2007 with a B.A. in Sociology (summa cum 
laude, Phi Beta Kappa), and was the Chair of the Editorial Board for the Daily Princetonian.  Mr. 
Braun received his J.D. from Yale Law School in 2011.  During law school, he was a member of the 
“9/11 Clinic,” where he assisted in representing in federal habeas litigation a Yemeni citizen detained 
by U.S. forces in Bagram, Afghanistan.  Mr. Braun was also a member of the mock trial team and an 
editor of the Yale Journal of International Law.  

Mr. Braun is admitted to practice in Louisiana only and his practice in the District is supervised 
directly by principals of the firm. 

S. Douglas Bunch  

S. Douglas Bunch, an Associate at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2006 and is a member of the 
Securities Fraud/Investor Protection practice group.  

Mr. Bunch is currently litigating multiple securities class actions, including cases on behalf of 
investors in funds which served as so-called “feeder funds” for Bernard L. Madoff’s Ponzi scheme; 
class actions on behalf of investors in residential mortgage-backed securities, including Maine State 
Ret. Sys. v. Countrywide Fin. Corp., No. 2:10-CV-00302 MRP (C.D. Cal.); In re Lehman Bros. 
Mortgage-Backed Sec. Litig., No. 08 Civ. 6762 (LAK) (S.D.N.Y.); New Jersey Carpenters Health 
Fund v. Residential Capital, LLC, No. 08 Civ. 8781 (HB) (S.D.N.Y.); New Jersey Carpenters 
Vacation Fund v. Harborview Mortgage Loan Trust 2006-4, No. 08 Civ. 5093 (HB) (S.D.N.Y.); and In 
re Bear Stearns Mortgage Pass-Through Certificates Litig., No. 08 Civ. 8093 (LTS) (S.D.N.Y.); and 
In re Oppenheimer Rochester Funds Group Sec. Litig., No. 09-md-02063-JLK (D. Colo.), a class 
action on behalf of investors in various Oppenheimer mutual funds which alleges defendants’ failure to 
disclose the risks of investing in those funds.  Mr. Bunch was also instrumental in achieving the 
successful appeal and recent settlement, for $90 million, of Rubin v. MF Global Ltd., No. 08 Civ. 2233 
(VM) (S.D.N.Y.). 

Mr. Bunch is a graduate of the William & Mary School of Law (2006), where he was a recipient of the 
Benjamin Rush Medal. A member of Phi Beta Kappa, he graduated summa cum laude from the 
College of William & Mary in 2002 with a Bachelor’s degree in Government and Classical Studies. 
Mr. Bunch is also a 2003 graduate of Harvard University’s Graduate School of Education, from which 
he holds a Master’s degree in Administration, Planning, and Social Policy. At Harvard, he served as an 
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intern in the Boston office of the U.S. Department of Education’s Office for Civil Rights, where he 
worked closely with attorneys to enforce federal laws that protect students from discrimination on the 
basis of race, gender, age, and disability.  

Mr. Bunch is actively involved in several nonprofit endeavors.  He is the Founder and Chairman of 
nonprofit Global Playground, which helps educate countless children worldwide; a member of the 
Board of Directors of Ascanius: The Youth Classics Institute, which promotes the study of Latin and 
the Classics in the elementary school; and a former member of the Board of Directors of the Northeast 
Conference on the Teaching of Foreign Languages, which promotes the study of world languages more 
broadly.  Recently he received an award for service: in 2011, Mr. Bunch was the inaugural recipient of 
William & Mary School of Law’s W. Taylor Reveley Award. 

Mr. Bunch is admitted to practice in New York, the District of Columbia, the U.S. Supreme Court, the 
Courts of Appeals for the Second, Ninth, and Tenth Circuits, and the U.S. District Courts for the 
District of Columbia, District of Colorado, and Southern and Eastern Districts of New York. 

Monya M. Bunch 

Monya M. Bunch joined Cohen Milstein as an Associate in 2009 and is a member of the Employee 
Benefits practice group. 
  
At Cohen Milstein, Ms. Bunch serves as plaintiffs’ counsel in ERISA class action litigation matters.  
She is currently involved in litigation involving a broad range of employee benefits issues including 
claims concerning church plans, COBRA, ESOPs, and benefit terminations.  Ms. Bunch has achieved 
favorable results at the pre-trial and trial levels on a wide range of key issues, including class 
certification, motions to dismiss, summary judgment and ultimate liability, and in 2014, she was 
recognized as a “Rising Star” by Washington, D.C. Super Lawyers. 

Ms. Bunch shares the Firm’s commitment to pro bono work, and has represented pro bono clients in 
actions concerning discrimination and workers’ compensation claims.  

Ms. Bunch currently serves on the Firm’s Diversity Committee, and the Summer Associate 
Committee. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Bunch was a litigation associate at WilmerHale LLP, where she 
focused on litigation in federal court, and federal criminal and regulatory investigations. While there, 
Ms. Bunch was part of a team that successfully represented the relator in a rare and complex False 
Claims Act trial in the United States District Court for the District of Columbia.  Ms. Bunch then 
clerked for the Honorable Damon J. Keith of the United States Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit. 

Prior to law school, Ms. Bunch dedicated her career to community activism and development as a local 
planner for the Agenda for Children Tomorrow (A.C.T.), in New York City. While working for 
A.C.T., she supported a neighborhood-planning coalition as a liaison between government and local 
communities, responsible for linking and obtaining funding for community projects related to child 
welfare, family planning and youth services. 

Ms. Bunch graduated from Hampton University where she received a B.S. in Marketing, and the 
University of Hartford where she received a graduate degree in Public Administration (M.P.A.). She 
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received her law degree from the Howard University School of Law in 2004, where she served as 
editor-in-chief of the Howard Law Journal’s commemorative Brown@50 volume. 

Ms. Bunch has authored several published articles, including Comment, Juvenile Transfer 
Proceedings: A Place for Restorative Justice Values, 47 How. L.J. 909 (2004), for which she received 
the Burton Award for Excellence in Legal Writing, and Evaluating ERISA Retaliation Claims, TRIAL, 
January 2014.  
  
Ms. Bunch is admitted to practice in the State of New York and the District of Columbia, the federal 
district courts for Colorado, the Southern District of New York, the Eastern District of Michigan, and 
the United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit, the United States Court of Appeals for the 
Sixth Circuit, as well as pro hac before other federal courts throughout the country 

Shaylyn Cochran 

Shaylyn Cochran, an Associate at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2012 and is a member of the 
Civil Rights & Employment practice group. 

Prior to joining the firm, Ms. Cochran was a Civil Rights Fellow at Relman, Dane & Colfax, where she 
assisted in federal fair housing and employment discrimination litigation.  Ms. Cochran previously 
served as a Litigation Intern at the NAACP Legal Defense and Educational Fund and a Litigation 
Intern in the Disability Rights Section of the United States Department of Justice Civil Rights 
Division. 

Ms. Cochran graduated from Ohio University in 2007 with a B.S. in Journalism and a B.A. in Political 
Science (summa cum laude, Phi Beta Kappa).  She received her J.D. from Harvard Law School in 
2011.  During law school, Ms. Cochran was a Line Editor and member of the Article Selection 
Committee for the Journal on Legislation, and the President of the Harvard Black Law Students 
Association.  She was also a Student Attorney and Communications Director for the Harvard Legal 
Aid Bureau.  Ms. Cochran is a 2008 NAACP Legal Defense Fund/Shearman & Sterling Scholar and 
she is the recipient of the 2011 Dean’s Award for Community Leadership. 

Ms. Cochran is admitted to practice in New York State and the District of Columbia. 

Jeffrey Dubner 

Mr. Dubner represents individuals, businesses, and unions in civil litigation, with a focus on multi-
district class actions and antitrust litigation. He has represented both plaintiffs and defendants in 
antitrust matters, dealing with the application of the Sherman Act in industries from health care and 
financial services to professional sports and publishing. He has also represented plaintiffs with claims 
under the Stored Communications Act, the Commodities Exchange Act, the Americans with 
Disabilities Act, and other state and federal statutes. In 2014 and 2015, he was named a “Rising Star” 
by Super Lawyers Magazine. 
 
Mr. Dubner’s recent antitrust matters include: 
 

• In re Electronic Books Antitrust Litigation (S.D.N.Y.), representing a class of ebook purchasers 
alleging that Apple Inc. and five of the “Big Six” publishing companies conspired to raise the 
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retail price of ebooks. Along with a group of State Attorneys General, Plaintiffs settled with the 
five Publisher Defendants for more than $166 million, and a $450 million settlement with 
Apple was approved pending an appeal before the Second Circuit. All told, consumers are 
expected to recover twice the amount of damages caused by the conspiracy. 

• Garber v. Major League Baseball and Laumann v. National Hockey League (S.D.N.Y.), 
representing purchasers of out-of-market baseball and hockey packages against the MLB, 
NHL, Comcast, DirecTV, and affiliated companies. Plaintiffs allege that the system of 
geographical broadcasting territories employed by each league amounts to unlawful market 
allocation under Section 1 of the Sherman Act. The court has denied Defendants’ summary 
judgment motion and certified a Rule 23(b)(2) class. 

• Prime Healthcare Services, Inc. v. Service Employees International Union (S.D. Cal.), 
representing the Service Employees International Union (“SEIU”) in defending against a claim 
that it conspired with a local union and Kaiser Permanente entities to eliminate competing 
hospitals from Southern California in violation of Section 1 of the Sherman Act. The court has 
twice dismissed the complaint for failure to state a claim. 

• Cason-Merenda v. Detroit Medical Center (E.D. Mich.), representing hospital nurses alleging 
that Detroit hospitals suppressed wages through anti-competitive information exchanges. Seven 
defendants have settled, with a trial against the remaining defendant scheduled to begin in 
September 2015. 
 

Mr. Dubner is also co-lead counsel in Lewis v. Cain (M.D. La.), a pro bono class action on behalf of 
inmates of Louisiana State Penitentiary at Angola. The suit alleges that Angola’s inadequate provision 
of health care violates the Eighth Amendment’s prohibition of Cruel and Unusual Punishment, the 
Americans with Disabilities Act, and the Rehabilitation Act. 
 
Prior to joining the firm, Mr. Dubner was a law clerk for the Honorable Guido Calabresi of the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit and the Honorable John G. Koeltl of the U.S. District Court 
for the Southern District of New York. 
 
Mr. Dubner graduated magna cum laude from Harvard Law School in 2009 and cum laude from 
Harvard University in 2003 with a B.A. in Psychology. During law school, Mr. Dubner served as a 
Notes Editor for the Harvard Law Review. 
 
Mr. Dubner is admitted to practice in New York, the District of Columbia, and the Southern District of 
New York. 
 
Suzanne Dugan 

Suzanne M. Dugan leads the firm’s Ethics and Fiduciary Counseling practice, which provides 
guidance to pension funds and other public, private and nonprofit entities on ethics, fiduciary, 
governance and compliance issues.  With more than 20 years of legal experience, including service as 
ethics counsel for the third largest public pension fund in the country and as general counsel for a state 
ethics commission, Ms. Dugan offers the broad perspective of a regulator and the understanding of an 
in house counsel.   

With this unique vantage, she employs a collaborative approach to advising on ethical duties, fiduciary 
responsibility, strategic governance, compliance and related organizational mandates.  Ms. Dugan’s 
experience and knowledge also allow her to assist in conducting internal investigations and structuring 
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recommendations for improved policies and procedures.  She also draws on the expertise of Cohen 
Milstein’s other practice groups, such as ERISA ,Qui Tam,  Antitrust and Consumer Protection, to 
counsel clients on the full range of matters implicated when considering ethics and fiduciary issues.   

At Cohen Milstein, Ms. Dugan provides ethics counsel to one of the largest public pension funds, and 
serves as compliance counsel to another major fund.  She has also conducted ethics and fiduciary 
training for the boards of directors of some of the country’s largest public pension funds.  When 
counseling and training pension funds, she draws upon the experience gained from having served as in-
house ethics counsel during an unprecedented time of challenge for pension funds.     

Ms. Dugan has also provided expert legal and consulting services on ethics issues to counsel retained 
to conduct an investigation, reviewing a draft report and providing input on proposed 
recommendations for remedial action.  As outside experts, CMST’s Ethics and Fiduciary Counseling 
practice provides an additional layer of oversight and accountability to the primary investigation, 
utilizing the unique expertise of Ms. Dugan and her colleagues to provide independent observations 
and expert opinion.    

In addition, Ms. Dugan also serves as the independent ethics officer for a large county, where she is 
responsible for evaluating and investigating complaints of unethical conduct, and providing objective 
and independent analysis to county leadership regarding the interpretation and application of the 
county’s code of ethics. She works to help ensure that county officers and employees refrain from 
conduct that may even be perceived as unethical and adopt a culture of public servant leadership that 
earns and preserves trust and support from citizens.   

Ms. Dugan previously served as Special Counsel for Ethics for the Office of the New York State 
Comptroller, where she counseled the state’s chief fiscal officer and sole trustee of the third largest 
public pension fund in the country on ethics and fiduciary issues.  She provided fiduciary and ethics 
training to the State Comptroller, as well as senior management and the advisory committees appointed 
to assist the Comptroller in managing the pension fund.  Ms. Dugan implemented a vigorous and 
dynamic ethics program for the agency’s 2,500 employees, initiating and managing a program that 
provided specific ethics training to each division of the Agency, focusing on the particular challenges 
faced in the course of doing business.  Ms. Dugan and her staff provided individual advice and counsel 
on all aspects of ethics and fiduciary issues.  These programmatic initiatives were designed to promote 
a culture of ethics and public integrity with continual improvement at all levels of the agency. 

Ms. Dugan also served as the Acting Executive Director and General Counsel to the New York State 
Ethics Commission.  During her tenure at the Commission, she oversaw the agency and its programs, 
including the issuance of formal and informal advisory opinions as well as investigative reports and 
notices of civil assessment in enforcement proceedings.  She implemented the Commission’s financial 
disclosure process and its regulations governing honoraria and travel reimbursement, and assisted the 
Office of the Attorney General in preparing the Commission’s defense in litigation.   

A frequent lecturer at conferences and forums addressing ethics and fiduciary issues in the public and 
nonprofit sectors, including pension funds, Ms. Dugan’s upcoming and most recent speaking 
engagements include: 

• Panelist, “Legal Ethics for Public Pension Attorneys”, 2013 Legal Education Conference, 
National Association of Public Pension Attorneys, Santa Fe, NM, June 2013. 
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• Panelist, “Fiduciary and Ethics Issues for Public Pension Plans”, Public Funds Summit, 
Huntington Beach, CA, March 2013 

• Moderator, “Creation, Composition and Operation of Audit Committees”, Fiduciary & Plan 
Governance Section, National Association of Public Pension Attorneys,, Washington, DC, 
February 2013  

• Panelist,  “Legal Issues Facing Public Pension Funds", Public Funds Summit, Scottsdale, AZ, 
January 2013 

• Panelist, “Keeping Public Safety Pensions Safe: Ethics & Fiduciary Issues”,  National 
Conference on Public Employee Retirement Systems, New Orleans, Louisiana, October 2012 

• Panelist, “Trustee Education: Fiduciary Responsibility”, Public Funds Summit East, Newport, 
RI, July 2012. 

• Panelist, “Trustee Education: Fiduciary Responsibility”, Public Funds Summit, Scottsdale, AZ, 
January 2012. 

• Panelist, "Are Pension Benefits Really Vested?  Latest Developments in Fiduciary Duty", 
SACRS Fall Conference, Costa Mesa, CA, November 2011. 

Ms. Dugan previously was appointed to the adjunct faculty at Albany Law School, where she taught a 
class in government ethics. 

Ms. Dugan graduated magna cum laude from Siena College, and earned a Juris Doctor cum laude from 
Albany Law School.  Ms. Dugan began her career as a judicial clerk with the Appellate Division, Third 
Department, of the New York State Supreme Court.  She also served as an administrator at Albany 
Law School, as well as the pro bono Legal Director of an Albany, New York, area not-for-profit.  She 
currently is a member of the Board of Directors of her local Planned Parenthood affiliate.  She is an 
elected member of the American Law Institute. 

Genevieve Odile Fontan 

Genevieve Fontan, an Associate at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2012 and is a member of the 
Securities Fraud/Investor Protection practice group. 

Prior to joining the firm, Ms. Fontan was a litigation fellow for two years at the American Civil 
Liberties Union of Northern California, where she worked on First Amendment litigation and 
educational equity matters.  

Ms. Fontan received her undergraduate degree from the University of California, Berkeley in 
Interdisciplinary Field Studies and French Literature, with highest honors and high honors, 
respectively (B.A., 2003). She also completed a two-year master’s program at the Université Paris-
Sorbonne where she received a degree in geography, Mention Culture, Politique, Patrimoine, after 
defending her thesis on socio-geographic trends in legalized household winemaking during Prohibition 
years in California (M. 2, 2010). Ms. Fontan received her law degree from Stanford Law School (J.D., 
2010). While there, she provided supervised representation through the Stanford Community Law 
Clinic in the successful defense against an eviction lawsuit. She received an Equal Justice America 
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fellowship for public interest work involving the Violence Against Women Act and also Stanford Law 
School’s pro bono distinction for externships at Housing and Economic Rights Advocates, Public 
Advocates, and the ACLU of Northern California. 

Ms. Fontan is admitted to practice in New York State. 

Joshua D. Glickman 

Joshua D. Glickman, an Associate, joined Cohen Milstein in 2014 and is a member of the Public Client 
Practice Group. Mr. Glickman represents state Attorneys General and other public-sector clients as 
outside counsel in investigations and lawsuits involving fraudulent and deceptive trade practices. 

Before joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Glickman was an Associate at Sullivan & Cromwell LLP, where 
he focused on general commercial, securities, bankruptcy, and other litigation and regulatory matters. 
While there, Mr. Glickman also served as a Secondee with Morgan Stanley's Legal Department and 
was responsible for assessing and remediating legal risks for a range of prospective business partners 
and transactions. Prior to that, he clerked for the Honorable Richard M. Berman of the United States 
District Court for the Southern District of New York. 

Mr. Glickman graduated with High Honors from the University of Michigan in 2004, with a Bachelor 
of Arts in Business Administration.  Mr. Glickman received his J.D., cum laude, from the University of 
Pennsylvania Law School in 2009.  During law school, he served as Senior Editor of the Journal of 
International Law and as Vice President of the Mock Trial Team. 

Mr. Glickman is admitted to practice in New York and is currently practicing under the supervision of 
Linda Singer, a member of the D.C. Bar. 

Hiba Hafiz 

Hiba Hafiz joined Cohen Milstein as an Associate in 2013 and is a member of the Antitrust Practice 
Group. 

Ms. Hafiz represents individuals, businesses and unions in federal civil actions with a focus on multi-
district class actions and antitrust litigation.  Since joining the firm, she has represented plaintiffs in 
antitrust litigation in a number of industries from health care and pharmaceuticals to the publishing 
industry.  She has also represented plaintiffs with claims under the Takings Clause of the U.S. 
Constitution. 

Prior to joining the Firm, Ms. Hafiz was a David W. Leebron Human Rights Fellow at International 
Rights Advocates, where she worked to develop Alien Tort Statute and trafficking claims on behalf of 
undocumented farmworkers trafficked into the United States to work on farms across the country.  She 
also served as a law clerk for the Honorable José L. Linares of the United States District Court for the 
District of New Jersey and for the Honorable Juan R. Torruella of the United States Court of Appeals 
for the First Circuit. 

Ms. Hafiz received her J.D. from Columbia Law School in June 2010 (Harlan Fiske Stone Scholar, 
Parker School Recognition in International Law).  During law school, she served as a Notes and 
Submissions Editor for the Columbia Human Rights Law Review, a Teaching Assistant in Columbia’s 
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Human Rights Clinic, and as a Research Coordinator for Rightslink, an organization assisting human 
rights attorneys abroad in researching human rights-based claims.  She was awarded Best Petitioner 
Brief in the 2008 Northeast Regional Frederick Douglass Moot Court Competition.  Ms. Hafiz has also 
served as a volunteer attorney for the American Civil Liberties Union – Puerto Rico Chapter and has 
interned at the Prosecutor’s Office at the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia, 
the Center for Constitutional Rights, Centro de los Derechos del Migrante and the Open Society Justice 
Initiative. 

Ms. Hafiz graduated from Wellesley College in 1999 with a B.A. in Philosophy (magna cum laude).  
She received a Ph.D. in Comparative Literature at Yale University in June 2007.  As a graduate 
student, she worked as a union organizer and coordinator for the Graduate Employees and Students 
Organization (GESO) in local and national campaigns to organize academic workers in private 
universities.  With GESO’s parent union, UNITE-HERE, she also worked on comprehensive 
campaigns with a network of local, national and international unions as well as grassroots 
organizations for better living and working conditions in the service sector. 

Ms. Hafiz is admitted to practice in New York only and is currently practicing under the supervision of 
Daniel A. Small, a member of the D.C. Bar. 

Sally M. Handmaker 

Sally M. Handmaker, an Associate at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2014 and is a member of the 
Consumer Protection & Unsafe Products practice group. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Handmaker was a Litigation Associate  at Proskauer Rose LLP, 
working on complex commercial and general litigation matters in federal and state courts covering a 
variety of subject matters, including antitrust, securities litigation, sports, intellectual property, and 
employment. She was a recipient of Proskauer’s Golden Gavel Award in 2012 in recognition of her 
pro bono work with the Lawyers Committee for Civil Rights Under Law’s Voting Rights Project. 

Ms. Handmaker graduated from the University of Southern California in 2007, summa cum laude, with 
a B.A. in Psychology and Political Science and received her J.D. from the University of Virginia 
School of Law in 2011. While in law school, Ms. Handmaker served as an intern at the U.S. 
Department of Justice's Criminal Division focusing on cases involving child exploitation and was a 
board member of The Virginia Innocence Project, the University of Virginia’s arm of the national 
litigation and public policy organization dedicated to exonerating wrongfully convicted people through 
DNA testing and reforming the criminal justice system. She also participated in the University of 
Virginia School of Law's Moot Court program and served on the Editorial Board of the Journal of Law 
& Politics. 

Ms. Handmaker’s undergraduate honors thesis was published in the American Psychological 
Association journal Law and Human Behavior under the title "'How Did you Feel?': Increasing Child 
Sexual Abuse Witnesses’ Production of Evaluative Information." 

Ms. Handmaker is admitted to practice in California and the District of Columbia. 

Kira L. Hettinger 
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Kira L. Hettinger, an Associate, joined Cohen Milstein in 2014 and is a member of the Employee 
Benefits Practice Group. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Hettinger served as a Pro Se Law Clerk to the Honorable Leonie 
M. Brinkema at the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia, Alexandria 
Division. As the Pro Se Clerk, she worked with all seven district judges in Alexandria on pro se 
prisoner cases. 

Ms. Hettinger graduated from the University of Florida in 2007, with a B.S. in Marketing, a B.S. in 
Psychology, and a minor in communications.  Ms. Hettinger received her J.D., magna cum 
laude, Order of the Coif, from American University Washington College of Law in 2013.  During law 
school, she was a Senior Staff Member of the American University Law Review, Features Editor of the 
Sustainable Development Law and Policy Publication, and member of the Society for Dispute 
Resolution Competition Team.  Ms. Hettinger served as a Student Attorney at the United States 
Attorney's Office for the District of Columbia and served as an intern with the United States 
Department of Justice, Office of Immigration, Appellate Section. She also interned for the Honorable 
Gerald Bruce Lee. Ms. Hettinger is a recipient of the Clair A. Cripe award for outstanding performance 
in correctional law. 

Ms. Hettinger is admitted to practice in Virginia and is currently practicing under the supervision of 
Karen Handorf, a member of the D.C. Bar. 

Johanna M. Hickman 

Johanna M. Hickman, a Litigation Fellow at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2013 and is a member 
of the Public Client practice group.  In this position, Ms. Hickman represents state Attorneys General 
and other public-sector clients in investigations and lawsuits involving healthcare fraud, consumer 
fraud in the mortgage industry, and other fraudulent and deceptive trade practices. 

Ms. Hickman serves on the adjunct faculty of the Georgetown University Law Center, where she 
teaches a course in advanced legal writing and practice. 

Before joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Hickman was an Associate at Willkie Farr & Gallagher LLP, 
where she advised clients regarding environmental and toxic tort liability, negotiated the 
environmental aspects of corporate transactions, and represented clients in complex insurance coverage 
litigation.  Prior to that, Ms. Hickman clerked for two years for the Honorable James I. Cohn of the 
United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida. 

Ms. Hickman graduated with Highest Honors from the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill in 
2003, with a Bachelor of Arts in Journalism and Mass Communication.  Ms. Hickman received her 
J.D., cum laude, from the Georgetown University Law Center in 2006.  During law school, she served 
as a Staff Member and Symposium Editor of the Georgetown Journal of Legal Ethics and was a finalist 
in Georgetown's 35th Annual Leahy Moot Court Competition.   

Ms. Hickman is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia and Florida, and in the United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia. 

Anita F. Hill 
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Anita F. Hill joined Cohen Milstein in 2011 as Of Counsel in the Civil Rights and Employment 
Practice Group. 

Ms. Hill brings three decades of legal and academic experience to the Civil Rights practice.  She began 
her career as an associate with the Washington, D.C. law firm Wald, Harkrader & Ross.  Ms. Hill then 
served as special counsel to the assistant secretary of the Department of Education’s Office for Civil 
Rights and later as advisor to the chair of the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC).  
She began her teaching career as an assistant professor at Oral Roberts University and later joined the 
faculty at the University of Oklahoma College of Law.  She has also visited at the University of 
California, Berkeley.  Ms. Hill is currently a professor of social policy, law and women’s studies at 
The Heller School for Public Policy and Management at Brandeis University. 

Ms. Hill is the author of numerous articles on international commercial law, bankruptcy, and civil 
rights -- all areas in which she has taught. She has given numerous presentations on commercial law as 
well as race and gender equality. In addition, she has appeared on several television programs, such as 
Face the Nation and Meet the Press, and her commentary has been published by Newsweek, the New 
York Times, and the Boston Globe.  Ms. Hill is the author of Speaking Truth to Power and served as 
the co-editor of Race, Gender, and Power in America: The Legacy of the Hill-Thomas Hearings.   She 
is also the author of Reimagining Equality:  Stories of Gender, Race and Finding Home, which will be 
released in October 2011. 

Ms. Hill is a graduate of Oklahoma State University (B.A., 1977) and of the Yale University Law 
School (J.D., 1980). 

Nicholas Johnson 

Nicholas Johnson, an Associate, joined Cohen Milstein in May 2014.  Mr. Johnson's work focuses on 
catastrophic injury, class action and product liability litigation. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Johnson worked for two South Florida defense firms, gaining 
valuable experience representing Fortune 500 insurance companies in the defense of claims and 
lawsuits.    

Upon his admission to the Florida Bar in 2007, Mr. Johnson worked as an Assistant Public Defender in 
Palm Beach County, where he represented indigent clients charged with misdemeanors and felonies, 
ranging from DUI to crimes punishable by life in prison.  He was awarded the Best Advocate Award at 
the Florida Public Defender College in November, 2008.   Mr. Johnson tried approximately 30 jury 
trials to verdict as an Assistant Public Defender. 

Mr. Johnson currently serves on the  Board of the Florida Justice Association's Young Lawyer Section 
and the Membership Diversity Committee.  Additionally, he is an active member of the American 
Association for Justice Public Education Committee and the Palm Beach County Bar Diversity and 
Inclusion Committee. 

Mr. Johnson was born and raised in Kingston, Jamaica. He represented Jamaica at several international 
swimming competitions, and went on to attend prep school at Choate Rosemary Hall in Wallingford, 
CT.  Mr. Johnson graduated from Boston University with a B.A. in Economics, and completed his 
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Master’s in Sports Management at the University of Florida. He graduated cum laude from St. Thomas 
University School of Law in 2007. 

Anthony R. Juzaitis 

Anthony R. Juzaitis joined Cohen Milstein as an Associate in 2014 and is a member of the Public 
Client Practice Group. Mr. Juzaitis represents state Attorneys General and other public-sector clients as 
outside counsel in investigations and lawsuits involving fraudulent and deceptive trade practices. 

Before joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Juzaitis was a Litigation Associate at Willkie Farr & Gallagher 
LLP, where he focused on complex litigation, Foreign Corrupt Practices Act compliance, internal 
investigations, and securities enforcement. 

Mr. Juzaitis graduated from the University of California, Irvine in 2004 with a B.A. in Political 
Science (Honors) and a B.A. in Philosophy (cum laude). Mr. Juzaitis received his J.D. from Duke 
University School of Law in 2008.  During law school, he served as a Judicial Extern to the Honorable 
Bruce D. Black of the U.S. District Court for the District of New Mexico. 

Mr. Juzaitis is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia and the State of California. 

Michele Keegan 

Michele Keegan joined Cohen Milstein in 2013 and is an Associate in the Public Client Practice 
Group.  In this position, Michele represents state Attorneys General and other public-sector clients in 
investigations, litigation, and enforcement actions aimed at protecting consumers and public resources. 

Before joining Cohen Milstein, Michele served as a clerk to the Honorable Kathryn A. Oberly on the 
District of Columbia Court of Appeals and before that as an associate in the Litigation and Dispute 
Resolution Group at Mayer Brown in Washington, D.C.  At Mayer Brown, Michele handled a wide 
variety of cases in federal and state courts where she managed early case assessment and discovery, 
drafted briefs and motions, interviewed witnesses, and counseled clients regarding litigation risks.  One 
of the experiences of which she is most proud is arguing as the lead attorney in an asylum case, where 
she was successful in obtaining asylum for her client, a victim of domestic abuse in her native country.  

Throughout her career, Michele has focused on promoting social justice.  In the field human rights and 
civil rights, Michele has worked with the Lawyers Committee for Civil Rights Under Law to promote 
equality in public education, the American Civil Liberties Union of North Carolina on advancing 
students’ rights, the United States Senate Judiciary Committee under the leadership of Senator Leahy, 
and the Public International Law and Policy Group consulting on the peace process and reconciliation 
in Sri Lanka.  Additionally, for more than fifteen years, Michele has been an advocate for democracy 
and human rights in Burma.  In that role she has worked in Bangkok, Thailand generating reports on 
the political and economic situation in Burma and providing strategic support to regional 
parliamentarians supportive of democratic change in Burma, served on the board of the U.S. Campaign 
for Burma, testified before Congress about the situation in Burma, and spoken before student and civic 
groups across the country.  Michele has been recognized by the ACLU, United Nations Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Organization (“UNESCO”), and received the Seventeen/Covergirl Award for 
Extraordinary Commitment to Public Service for her efforts to promote human rights and democracy 
in Burma. 
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Originally from New Jersey, Michele graduated, with honors, from American University with a B.A. 
in psychology and sociology, and later earned a J.D. from American University’s Washington College 
of Law, with honors.  At the Washington College of Law, Michele was a member of the American 
University Law Review and a Dean’s Scholar.    

Michele is admitted to practice in the District of Columbia, Maryland, and North Carolina. 

Adam Langino 

Adam J. Langino, an Associate, joined Cohen Milstein in January 2014.  Mr. Langino is a 
2006 graduate of the University of Minnesota School Of Law (cum laude) where he received an award 
for Best Oral Argument and participated in the Wagner Labor Law Moot Court program. He received 
his Bachelor's degree in Government and Politics and graduated from the University of Maryland in 
College Park, MD (with honors, magna cum laude). As a student at the University of Maryland he was 
selected to study at Exeter College at Oxford University, where he participated in an Honors Seminar 
in British Law and Society. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Langino was an Associate at Leopold Law and also served for 
three years as an Assistant Public Defender in West Palm Beach, FL. As an Assistant Public Defender, 
Mr. Langino handled complex felony criminal cases, including first degree felonies and crimes 
punishable by life in prison. He gained valuable trial experience and secured freedom for the wrongly 
accused. Before his service as an Assistant Public Defender, Mr. Langino clerked for the Federal 
Public Defender located in Minneapolis, MN. 

Mr. Langino is a member of the Florida Bar, the Minnesota Bar and the Federal Bar for the Southern 
District of Florida. He is also an active member in the Palm Beach County Bar Association, and 
Florida Justice Association. He was recently appointed to the Board of the Florida Justice Association's 
Young Lawyer Section. In 2010, he was named a Rising Star by the Florida Super Lawyers 
publication- a distinction bestowed on no more than 2.5% of Floridian attorneys. 

Mr. Langino is also an active volunteer in his community. He currently volunteers as a boxing coach 
for local youths for the Police Athletic League located in Palm Beach Gardens. He also is an active 
member in Club 100 Charities. Club 100 is a local non-profit faith based organization dedicated to 
making the local community a better place by focusing on the needs of the community's youth and 
elderly.  

Awards & Recognitions 

• Martindale Hubbell AV Rating 
• Super Lawyers - Rising Star (2010) 
• The National Trial Lawyers Top 40 Under 40 
• Florida Trend's Legal Elite Up & Comer (2014) 

Stephan A. LeClainche 
 
Stephan A. LeClainche, Of Counsel, joined Cohen Milstein in 2015 and is a member of the Medical 
Malpractice Practice Group. 
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With more than three decades of experience in civil litigation, Mr. LeClainche knows that skill in the 
courtroom is just part of the story.  Topflight lawyers also know how to counsel and comfort clients – 
and anticipate the other side’s every move.  The best lawyers are advisers and advocates, 
compassionate yet aggressive.  These are the traits Mr. LeClainche brings to every case he handles. 
 
A Florida board-certified civil trial lawyer since 1996, Mr. LeClainche focuses his practice in areas 
that include medical malpractice, automobile negligence, sexual abuse, medical device litigation, and 
other serious injury and negligence cases.  The cases may be different, but the complexities, 
challenges, and consequences are always high, requiring attention to detail – and dedication to a 
client’s needs and concerns.  With every case, Mr. LeClainche is both veteran lawyer and seasoned 
investigator, investing the time necessary to unearth and analyze every potentially relevant facet of a 
case.  But he is always a partner, making sure that clients are kept updated on the progress of a matter 
– and that they are always part of the team. 
 
Mr. LeClainche's successes in the courtroom include a $40 million dollar verdict recovered for a child 
in a wrongful death case; a $2.3 million dollar verdict for personal injuries suffered during a fall at an 
amusement park; a $2.8 million dollar verdict for a death and personal injuries suffered by husband 
and wife in a motor vehicle accident; verdicts of $1.7 million and $10 million in two separate cases 
involving sexual abuse of minors; and a $5 million dollar settlement reached during trial in a medical 
malpractice case. Recently, Mr. LeClainche was part of a team of lawyers who, after years of costly 
litigation, successfully recovered $27 million dollars on behalf of 10 victims of child abuse in a case 
brought in Federal Court in New York. 
 
Mr. LeClainche's accomplishments over the years have enabled him to achieve an AV-Preeminent 
rating from Martindale-Hubbell, the highest rating available for ethics and legal ability from the 
nation’s oldest guide to lawyers and law firms. He is also listed in The Best Lawyers in America and 
Florida Super Lawyers, publications based exclusively on peer selection. 
 
Mr. LeClainche graduated from Florida International University with a B.A. in Political Science 
(Magna Cum Laude) in 1981 and received his J.D. from the University of Florida College of Law in 
1984.  Mr. LeClainche was born and raised in Kingston, Jamaica. 
 
He is admitted to practice in Florida, the U.S. Supreme Court, and the U.S. District Court Southern 
District of Florida. 
 
Certified Legal Specialties 
 
Board Certified Civil Trial Lawyer, Florida Bar Board of Legal Specialization 
Civil Trial Law, The Florida Bar 
Civil Trial Advocate, National Board of Trial Advocacy 
 
Professional Associations and Memberships 
 
Palm Beach County Bar Association 
Palm Beach County Trial Lawyers Association 
The Florida Bar 
American Association for Justice 
The Florida Justice Association 
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American Board Trial Advocates 
 
Emmy Levens 
 
Emmy Levens joined Cohen Milstein as an Associate in 2009.  She is a member of the Antitrust 
practice group. 
 
Prior to joining the firm, Ms. Levens was a staff law clerk at the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh 
Circuit, where she handled a variety of cases including employment discrimination, bankruptcy, 
immigration, criminal appeals, civil rights, and habeas corpus.  
 
Ms. Levens graduated from the University of Kansas with a B.A. in Political Science (2004, with 
honors) and UCLA Law School (J.D., order of the coif, 2007).  During law school, Ms. Levens served 
as the Managing Editor for the UCLA Journal of Environmental Law and Policy, the Director of the 
Downtown Legal Housing Clinic, and the president of Moot Court. She also worked as a summer 
associate for Morrison & Foerster, LLP in San Francisco. 
  
Ms. Levens’ admission to the Illinois Bar is pending and she is practicing under the supervision of 
Daniel S. Small, a member of the D.C. Bar. 
 
Diana L. Martin 
 
Diana L. Martin, Of Counsel, joined Cohen Milstein in January 2014.  Ms. Martin handles appeals for 
the firm in a wide variety of practice areas, including tort liability, product liability, managed care 
liability, and consumer class actions. She also provides litigation support to the firm's attorneys by 
drafting and arguing complex and case dispositive motions and providing legal assistance at trial by 
handling motions for directed verdicts, complex evidentiary issues, and charge conferences. 
 
Before joining the firm, Ms. Martin served for three years as Staff Attorney to the Honorable Martha 
C. Warner in the Fourth District Court of Appeal of Florida. She is a 2002 High Honors graduate from 
the University of Florida Levin College of Law, where she was inducted into the Order of the Coif. 
Ms. Martin received her Bachelor's Degree from Flagler College after graduating summa cum laude, 
being awarded Departmental Honors in Philosophy/Religion, and being inducted into the Alpha Chi 
and Omicron Delta Kappa honor societies. 
 
Ms. Martin currently serves as President of Florida Legal Services and as a Board Member for The 
Florida Bar Foundation.  She is also the author and co-author of several legal publications including 
Florida Insurance Law and Practice, an annual publication by Thomson/West. 
 
Ms. Martin is admitted to practice in the Florida State Courts; the U.S. District Courts for the Northern, 
Middle, and Southern Districts of Florida; the U.S. Court of Appeals, 11th Circuit; and the United 
States Supreme Court. 
 
Awards & Recognitions 
 

• Florida Rising Stars list, Florida Super Lawyers Magazine (2012 - 2014) 
• Up and Comer, South Florida Legal Guide (2012 and 2013) 
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Wallace B. McCall 
 
Wallace B. McCall, Of Counsel, joined Cohen Milstein in January 2014.  Mr. McCall obtained a 
Bachelor of Arts degree in political science from the University of the South in Sewanee, Tennessee 
and is a graduate of J.D. Stetson University College of Law in St. Petersburg, Florida. He has devoted 
his career to representing individuals who have sustained serious personal injuries and families of 
those who have suffered the wrongful death of a loved one. 
 
Mr. McCall has obtained more than 20 verdicts or settlements of $1,000,000 or more and has served as 
lead counsel in over 100 jury trials. His exceptional code of ethics, legal ability and respectability in 
the courtroom and the legal community has earned him an AV rating from Martindale Hubbell for 20 
consecutive years. He has been Board certified by the Florida Bar since 1984, the highest level of 
recognition by the Florida Bar, for competency and experience for a civil trial lawyer. 
 
He is a recipient of the Judge O. Wehle Award in Trial Practice, as well as a member of the Palm 
Beach County Bar Association, Florida Justice Association, Palm Beach County Justice Association, 
and the American Board of Trial Advocates. 
 
Awards & Recognitions 
 

• Florida Super Lawyers (2014) 
• 20 Years of AV Preeminent Ratings Martindale-Hubbell 

Douglas J. McNamara 

Douglas McNamara, Of Counsel at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2001 as a member of the 
Antitrust and Consumer Protection & Unsafe Products practice groups. 

Mr. McNamara has worked on numerous cases involving dangerous pharmaceuticals and medical 
devices, light cigarettes, defective consumer products, and environmental torts. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. McNamara was a litigation associate at Arnold & Porter, 
specializing in pharmaceutical and product liability cases. He started his career at New York City’s 
Legal Aid Society, defending indigent criminal defendants at trial and on appeal. 

He has been the lead author on three law review articles: Buckley, Imbler and Stare Decisis: The 
Present Predicament of Prosecutorial Immunity and An End to Its Absolute Means, 59 Alb. L. Rev. 
1135 (1996);  Sexual Discrimination and Sexual Misconduct: Applying New York’s Gender-Specific 
Sexual Misconduct Law to Minors, 14 Touro L. Rev. 477 (Winter 1998), and most recently, Douglas 
McNamara, et al, Reexamining the Seventh Amendment Argument Against Issue Certification, 34 Pace 
L. Rev. 1041 (2014).  He is presently teaching a course on environmental and toxic torts as an adjunct 
at George Washington University School of Law. 

Mr. McNamara graduated from SUNY Albany with a B.A. in Political Science (summa cum laude, 
1992) and New York University School of Law (J.D., 1995).  

Mr. McNamara is admitted to practice in New York and the District of Columbia. 
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Miriam Nemeth 

Miriam R. Nemeth, an Associate at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2015 and is a member of the 
Civil Rights & Employment practice group. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Nemeth was an Associate at Goodman & Hurwitz in Detroit, MI.  
She also served as a law clerk to the Honorable Ronald Lee Gilman on the Sixth Circuit Court of 
Appeals (2011-2012) and the Honorable David M. Lawson on the Eastern District of Michigan (2009-
2011). 

Ms. Nemeth graduated summa cum laude from the George Washington University’s Honors Program 
with a B.A. in both English and Psychology in 2006. She received her law degreecum laude from the 
University of Pennsylvania Law School in 2009. While there, she served as a Comments Editor on the 
University of Pennsylvania Law Review and co-directed the Prisoners’ Legal Education Project, a 
student-run clinic that worked with inmates in the Graterford Maximum Security Correctional Facility 
outside Philadelphia, PA. Ms. Nemeth also won the 2009 Benjamin R. Jones Memorial Award for 
Contributions to the Public Interest. During law school, Ms. Nemeth interned with the Capital Habeas 
Unit of the Federal Community Defender Office in the Eastern District of Pennsylvania, the Bazelon 
Center for Mental Health Law, Arnold & Porter LLP, and the D.C. Public Defender Service’s Mental 
Health Division. She was also an active member of Penn’s chapter of the American Constitution 
Society and has since been named a Next Generation Leader and a Public Interest Fellow (2009-
2012).  
      
Ms. Nemeth is admitted to practice in New York, Michigan, the Eastern District of Michigan, the Sixth 
Circuit Court of Appeals, and is currently practicing under the supervision of Joseph M. Sellers, a 
member of the D.C. Bar. 

Alysson Ford Ouoba 

Alysson Ford Ouoba, an Associate at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2014 and is a member of the 
Human Rights Practice Group. 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein as an Associate, Ms. Ouoba was a Human Rights Attorney and a 
Human Rights Litigation Fellow at the Firm.  In these roles, she conducted suit against KBR on behalf 
of families of Nepali laborers who were trafficked to Iraq to work on U.S. military bases, engaged in 
litigation against Exxon for its role in human rights abuses against communities in Aceh, Indonesia, 
and brought action against former Moroccan officials who trafficked a woman to the U.S. and forced 
her to work without pay.  Ms. Ouoba also has years of experience working to improve human rights 
overseas, including positions documenting human rights violations in Nepal, promoting the right to 
education in Burkina Faso, and litigating illegal evictions in Nigeria. 

Ms. Ouoba served as Law Clerk to the Honorable William F. Kuntz of the U.S. District Court for the 
Eastern District of New York and as Law Clerk to the Honorable John R. Fisher of the District of 
Columbia Court of Appeals. 

Ms. Ouoba graduated, magna cum laude, from Harvard University in 2000 with a B.A. in 
Government.  She received her J.D., cum laude, from Harvard Law School in 2011. Ms. Ouoba also 
received her MSc in Development Studies from the University of London in 2004.  During law school, 
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Ms. Ouoba was a Student Advocate in the International Human Rights Clinic, a Student Advocate with 
Advocates for Human Rights, and a Board Member of the Civil Rights-Civil Liberties Law Review.  
She also interned at the Center for Constitutional Rights.  Ms. Ouoba is a co-author of Economic, 
Social, and Cultural Rights in Zimbabwe:  Options for Constitutional Protection (Harvard Law 
School, International Human Rights Clinic, 2009). 

Admitted only in New York.  Practice in the District of Columbia is supervised by principals of the 
firm. 

Casey M. Preston 

Casey Preston, an Associate at Cohen Milstein, is a member of the Firm’s Whistleblower/False Claims 
Act Practice.  

Mr. Preston serves as counsel in United States of America et al. ex rel. Lauren Kieff v. Wyeth, the 
whistleblower case against pharmaceutical giant Wyeth (recently acquired by Pfizer). The lawsuit 
alleges that states were defrauded when Wyeth falsely inflated the price of the acid suppression drug 
Protonix Oral from 2001 through 2006.  Thirty-six states and the District of Columbia have joined with 
the United States to intervene in the Wyeth case -- the most states that have ever intervened in any U.S. 
Qui Tam case.  

In addition to helping and serving as counsel for whistleblowers, Mr. Preston has also represented and 
advised clients in various complex litigations, securities class actions, and commercial disputes. 

Mr. Preston received his B.S. degree from The Citadel and his J.D. from Villanova University School 
of Law (J.D., 2000).  He clerked for the Hon. William J. Nealon, U.S. District Court for the Middle 
District of Pennsylvania (2001-2002) and the Hon. Terrence R. Nealon, Court of Common Pleas 
Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania (2000-2001). 

Mr. Preston is admitted to the Pennsylvania Bar, and to the United States Supreme Court, Eastern 
District of Pennsylvania and Middle District of Pennsylvania. 

He is a member of Taxpayers Against Fraud (TAF) and the Villanova Law J. Willard O’Brien 
American Inn of Court.  And he provides pro bono legal services to the Legal Clinic for the Disabled. 

Daniel B. Rehns 
 
Daniel B. Rehns joined Cohen Milstein as an Associate in 2009 and is a member of the Securities 
Fraud/Investor Protection practice group.  Prior to that time, Mr. Rehns was an Associate at 
Schoengold Sporn Laitman & Lometti, P.C. (“SSLL”), where he practiced in the areas of securities 
fraud and consumer class action litigation since 2007.   
 
While at SSLL, Mr. Rehns devoted his practice to the representation of individual and institutional 
shareholders who had been injured as the result of corporate fraud or corporate malfeasance. Notably, 
Mr. Rehns represented numerous Taft-Hartley pension funds in securities class actions suits arising 
from material misstatements in Registration Statements and Prospectuses issued in connection with 
purchases of Mortgage-Backed Securities (MBS) collateralized by “toxic loans,” including sub-prime, 
Alt-A and other fraudulently originated mortgages.  In addition, Mr. Rehns represented a Taft-Hartley 
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pension fund in a securities fraud class action against SPX Corporation arising from material 
misrepresentations about SPX’s business segments, free cash flow, and $45 million of alleged insider 
sales in the weeks leading up to SPX’s negative disclosure. This matter was successfully litigated and 
resulted in a $10 million cash settlement. 
 
Mr. Rehns has also represented classes of consumers of both manufactured and banking products who 
had purchased defective products or had been defrauded by unfair business practices. 
 
Mr. Rehns earned his Juris Doctorate from New York Law School in 2005 as a Dean’s List recipient. 
While in law school, Mr. Rehns participated in Froessel Moot Court and was a member of the New 
York Law School Corporate & Business Law Society.  Notably, Mr. Rehns co-authored the first 
edition of West’s Nutshell on Corporate Financial Law.   
 
Prior to law school, Mr. Rehns received a Bachelor of Arts from Bucknell University in 2002, with a 
double major in Economics and Finance, and minors in Legal Studies and Philosophy.  Mr. Rehns was 
involved in several school and philanthropic groups, including Sigma Alpha Epsilon Fraternity, Big 
Brothers/Big Sisters of America and the Dean’s Student Alumni Association.   
 
Mr. Rehns is a resident of Cohen Milstein’s New York office. 
 
Admissions and Affiliations 

• New York State 
• United States District Court for the Southern District of New York 
• United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York 
• United States District Court for the District of New Jersey 
• American Bar Association 
• New York State Bar Association 

Kenneth M. Rehns 
 
Kenneth M. Rehns joined Cohen Milstein as an Associate in April 2009 and is a member of the 
Securities Fraud/Investor Protection practice group.  Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Rehns was 
an Associate at Schoengold Sporn Laitman & Lometti, P.C. (“SSLL”) where he practiced in the area of 
securities fraud.   
 
Mr. Rehns earned his law degree from Syracuse University College of Law in 2008 graduating cum 
laude. While in law school, Mr. Rehns was an associate editor on two of the School’s academic 
journals, The Syracuse Journal of International Law and Commerce and The Digest.  Mr. Rehns was 
also a member of the Syracuse University Community Development Law Clinic where he assisted 
several not-for-profit organizations attain tax-exempt status and served as general counsel to both for-
profit and not-for-profit businesses.  During the summer of 2007, Mr. Rehns worked at Cohen Milstein 
in the firm’s International Group.   
 
Before law school, Mr. Rehns received a Bachelor of Business Administration from The George 
Washington University in 2005, graduating cum laude, with a concentration in Business, Economics 
and Public Policy and a minor in Economics.   
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Mr. Rehns is a resident of Cohen Milstein’s New York office. 
 
Admissions and Affiliations 

• State of New York 
• State of New Jersey 
• United States District Court for the Southern District of New York  
• United States District Court for the District of New Jersey  
• New York State Bar Association  
• New York County Lawyers Association  

Bruce F. Rinaldi 

Bruce Rinaldi, who has over 32 years of ERISA class action and fiduciary litigation experience, joined 
the Firm in 2004 as Of Counsel and is a member of the Employee Benefits practice group. 

While at the Firm, Mr. Rinaldi has been exclusively engaged in ERISA class action practice, during 
which time he has litigated several dozen fiduciary breach cases, including the following reported 
decisions: Hargrave v. TXU Corp., 392 F.Supp.2d 785 (N.D. Tex. 2005); In re Merck & Co., Inc. 
Securities, Derivative & ERISA Litigation, 2009 WL 331426 (D.N.J. 2009); In re Marsh ERISA 
Litigation, 2006 WL 3706169 (S.D.N.Y. 2006); In re Beacon Associates Litigation, 282 F.R.D. 315 
(S.D.N.Y. 2012); In re Pfizer Inc. ERISA Litigation, 2009 WL 749545 (S.D.N.Y. 2009); and Banyai v. 
Mazur, 205 F.R.D. 160 (S.D.N.Y. 2002). Mr. Rinaldi also participated in the litigation of the following 
ESOP class actions: Hans v. Tharaldson, 2011 WL 6937598 (D.N.D. 2011); Beam v. HSBC Bank, No. 
02-CV-0682E(SR) (E.D.N.Y. 2002); and Chesemore v. Alliance Holdings, Inc., 886 F.Supp.2d 1007 
(W.D. Wis. 2012). 

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Rinaldi worked for four years as the principal ERISA trial counsel 
for McTigue Law Firm, during which time he participated in the litigation of the following reported 
and unreported ERISA class actions: In re McKesson HBOC, Inc. ERISA Litigation, 2002 WL 
31431588 (N.D. Cal. 2002); In re CMS Energy ERISA Litig., 312 F. Supp. 2d 898 (E.D. Mich. 2004); 
Koch v. Dwyer, 2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 4085 (S.D.N.Y. 2001); Blyer v. Agee, CV-97-6332 BLW (D. 
Idaho 1999); Sherrill v. Federal-Mogul, Civ. No. 04-72949 (E.D. Mich. 2004); and In re Xerox Corp. 
ERISA Litigation, Civ. No. 3:02CV01138(AWT) (D. Conn. 2002). 

Before entering private practice, Mr. Rinaldi spent over 20 years in government conducting complex 
fiduciary litigation, first under ERISA and later under the Financial Institutions Reform, Recovery, and 
Enforcement Act (“FIRREA”). Beginning in 1980, Mr. Rinaldi worked for ten years in the Office of 
the Solicitor of Labor as the Supervisory Trial Attorney, where he litigated Donovan v. Fitzsimmons 
(N.D. Ill.), negotiating and drafting a consent decree governing the management of billions of dollars 
in assets of the Teamsters Central States Pension Fund, which remains in effect today. Mr. Rinaldi also 
conducted a four month trial of allegations of ERISA fiduciary breaches with respect to the Teamsters 
Central States Health and Welfare Fund in Brock v. Robbins (D.C. N.D. Ill.).  

Additionally, he managed the following reported ERISA cases for the Department of Labor: Martin v. 
Consultants & Administrators, Inc., 966 F.2d 1078 (C.A.7 (Ill.) 1992); Whitfield v. Cohen, 682 F.Supp. 
188 (S.D.N.Y. 1988); Brock v. Robbins, 830 F.2d 640 (C.A.7 (Ill.) 1987); and Reich v. Valley National 

Case 1:14-cv-00885-JCC-TRJ   Document 60-6   Filed 10/29/15   Page 92 of 97 PageID# 1497



 - 83 - 
 
 

Bank, 837 F. Supp. 1259 (S.D.N.Y. 1993) (one of the first actions by the Department challenging the 
valuation of sponsor shares purchased by an ESOP). 

Mr. Rinaldi also worked for the Office of Thrift Supervision (“OTS”) for ten years in the 1990s as the 
Associate Chief Counsel for Litigation, a position in which he directed investigations and enforcement 
actions under FIRREA for fiduciary breaches arising out of failures of thrifts and savings and loan 
organizations. He directed all of the enforcement actions taken by the OTS against officers, directors, 
accountants, and attorneys associated with Lincoln Savings and Loan Association and United Savings 
Association of Texas, the two largest thrift failures in history. See In re American Continental 
Corp./Lincoln Sav. & Loan Securities Litigation (D. Ariz.). 

Before joining the government, Mr. Rinaldi clerked for United States District Judge James A. Walsh in 
Tucson, Arizona, and taught at the University of Arizona School of Law. After spending three years as 
a Peace Corps volunteer in Venezuela, Mr. Rinaldi earned a B.A. in Political Science from the 
University of California at Berkeley in 1969 and received a J.D. from the University of California at 
Davis (King Hall) in 1972. 
 
Raymond M. Sarola 
 
Raymond M. Sarola, an Associate at Cohen Milstein, is a member of the Firm’s Whistleblower/False 
Claims Act Practice and the Firm's Ethics and Fiduciary Counseling Practice. 
 
Prior to joining the firm, Mr. Sarola served as Senior Policy Advisor & Counsel in the Mayor's Office 
of the City of New York. While there, he represented the Mayor and Commissioner of Finance on the 
boards of the City's pension systems and deferred compensation plan and advised on legal issues 
regarding pension investments, benefit payments, securities litigation and corporate governance 
initiatives.  Previously, Mr. Sarola was a Litigation Associate at Willkie Farr & Gallagher LLP, where 
he represented companies and individuals in securities and other complex commercial litigation, 
internal investigations, and antitrust matters. 
 
Mr. Sarola received his B.A. degree from the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill in 2002 and 
his J.D. from the University of Pennsylvania Law School in 2005, where he also earned a Certificate of 
Study in Business and Public Policy from the Wharton School.  He was a Summer Intern for the 
Honorable Clarence Newcomer, United States District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania in 
2003. 
 
He is a member of Taxpayers Against Fraud, a nonprofit, public interest organization dedicated to 
combating fraud against the Federal Government through the promotion and use of the Federal False 
Claims Act and its qui tam provisions. 
 
Mr. Sarola is admitted to the New York Bar and to the United States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York. 
 
Daniel Silverman 

Daniel Silverman, an Associate at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2012 as a member of the 
Antitrust Practice Group.    
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Prior to joining the firm, Mr. Silverman was an Associate at Spiegel & McDiarmid where he 
represented public sector clients in energy-related fields before the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, state public utility commissions, and federal appellate courts.  Mr. Silverman also served 
as the Executive Director of Legal Economics, LLC, a firm specializing in the analysis of complex 
economic issues related to legal issues that is based in Harvard Square, Cambridge, Massachusetts. At 
Legal Economics, he supported expert economic testimony in a variety of antitrust matters involving 
horizontal price-fixing, mergers, and loyalty discounts in industries ranging from healthcare and 
computer hardware to live music promotion. 

Mr. Silverman graduated from Brown University in 2005 with a B.S. in Physics (magna cum laude, 
Phi Beta Kappa).  Mr. Silverman received his J.D., magna cum laude, from Harvard Law School in 
June 2010.  During law school, he served as a Managing Editor of the Harvard Environmental Law 
Review and the Alumni Chair of the Harvard Environmental Law Society.  Mr. Silverman also served 
as a summer associate at the U.S. Department of Justice in the Environment and Natural Resources 
Division, Law and Policy Section. 

Mr. Silverman is admitted to practice in New York only and his practice in the District is supervised 
directly by principals of the firm. 

Matthew A. Smith 

Matthew Smith, an Associate at the Firm, joined Cohen Milstein in 2013 and is a member of the 
Employee Benefits practice group.  

Prior to his employment with Cohen Milstein, Mr. Smith practiced at Cleary Gottlieb Steen & 
Hamilton LLP, where he focused on securities enforcement and pro bono matters.  Mr. Smith also 
served as a judicial law clerk under the Hon. Rosemary Barkett of the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Eleventh Circuit.  

Mr. Smith graduated from Columbia University in 2006 with a B.A., cum laude, in History and 
received his J.D., magna cum laude, Order of the Coif, and an L.L.M. in International and Comparative 
Law from Duke University School of Law in 2011.  During law school, he served as Notes Editor of 
the Duke Law Journal, Campus President of the International Criminal Court Student Network, and 
Co-Chair of the Human Rights Law Society.  Mr. Smith interned with the United States Department of 
Justice, Civil Rights Division and the United States District Court for the Eastern District of North 
Carolina.   

Mr. Smith has published academic papers on a range of topics including constitutional law, 
international criminal law, and legal ethics.” 

Mr. Smith is admitted to practice in New York and the District of Columbia. 

Richard A. Speirs 

Richard A. Speirs joined Cohen Milstein as Of Counsel in 2010 and is a member of the Securities 
Fraud/Investor Protection practice group.  For the past ten years, Mr. Speirs was a partner at Zwerling, 
Schachter & Zwerling, LLP.  
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At his former firm, Mr. Speirs served as lead or co-lead counsel in numerous securities fraud class 
actions throughout the United States.  Mr. Speirs successfully litigated numerous national securities 
class actions as lead counsel, achieving significant recoveries for investors.  Mr. Speirs was also lead 
or co-lead attorney in several cases where the court issued a seminal decision involving the following 
subjects: (i) the improper grouping of unaffiliated investors in a lead plaintiff motion; (ii) 
recommendation of default sanction against auditing firm for discovery misconduct involving 
electronic audit workpapers; and (iii) the liability under Section 10(b) of a non-issuer for disclosures 
made by the issuer.  Among the successful cases litigated by Mr. Speirs are: In re BP Prudhoe Bay 
Royalty Trust Securities Litigation, (W.D. Wa.) ($43.5 million recovery); In re First BanCorp 
Securities Litigation, (D.P.R.) ($74.5 million recovery); In re Telxon Corp. Securities Litigation, (N.D. 
Ohio) ($40 million recovery); and Hayman v. PricewaterhouseCoopers, LLP, (N.D. Ohio) ($27.9 
million recovery).  Mr. Speirs has over twenty years of experience representing investors in cases 
involving complex financial, accounting and auditing issues.  He has also represented investors who 
were victims of fraudulent Ponzi schemes and the sale of unregistered securities.  Mr. Speirs also has 
substantial experience in stockholder litigation involving corporate takeovers and in derivative 
actions.      
 
Mr. Speirs was admitted to the bar of the State of New York in 1986; he is admitted to the following 
federal courts: the United States District Court for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York, 
and the United States Court of Appeals for the Second, Ninth and Tenth Circuits. He is a member of 
the New York State Bar Association.  In January 2007 Mr. Speirs was a panelist at the Public Funds 
Summit and spoke on the topic of Alternative Investments:  Regulatory Landscape and Lessons from 
the Ashes. 

Education:  Brooklyn College of the City University of New York in 1976 cum laude; Brooklyn Law 
School J.D. 1985 (Order of the Coif). 

Catherine A. Torell 

Catherine A. Torell is the Director of Securities Research And Analysis at Cohen Milstein.  She joined 
the Firm in 2002 and is a member of the Securities Fraud/Investor Protection practice group.    

Currently, Ms. Torell is involved in the In re Parmalat Securities Litigation (S.D.N.Y.) in which 
Cohen Milstein serves as co-lead Counsel.  She also conducts investigations of securities fraud cases 
for the practice group, working with all of its litigators.   

Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Ms. Torell was associated with the firm of Entwistle & Cappucci LLP, 
where she served as one of co-lead counsel in In re Providian Financial Securities Litigation ($38 
million settlement).  In approving the settlement, the Court remarked on the “extremely high quality” 
and “skill and efficiency” of plaintiffs’ counsel’s work throughout the litigation. Ms. Torell also was 
previously associated with Goodkind Labaton Rudoff & Sucharow LLP, where she served as counsel 
to the New York City Pension Funds in In re Orbital Sciences Corp. Securities Litigation ($22.5 
million settlement), and was a key member of the litigation team that successfully resisted  defendants’ 
efforts to dismiss the case.  Ms Torell also served as counsel to the Florida State Board of 
Administration in LaPerriere v. Vesta Insurance Group, et al., and as counsel to Amalgamated Bank 
of New York in In re Bristol-Myers-Squibb Securities Litigation ($61 million settlement). 
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Ms. Torell received a B.A. in Political Science from Stony Brook University (1984) and her law 
degree from St. John’s University School of Law (1990) where she was the recipient of the Federal 
Jurisprudence Award.  

Ms. Torell is admitted to practice in New York. 

Times Wang 

Times Wang joined Cohen Milstein in 2014 and is an associate in the Securities Fraud practice group. 
 
Before joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Wang was a litigator with Irell & Manella LLP in Los Angeles, 
where he represented clients in matters ranging from patent infringement, trade secrets 
misappropriation, white-collar defense, bankruptcy litigation, and whistleblower claims.  Mr. Wang 
also represented pro bono clients on matters relating to human rights and political asylum. 
 
Mr. Wang earned his J.D., cum laude, from New York University School of Law in 2011, where he 
served as Articles Editor for the Annual Survey of American Law.  During law school, Mr. Wang 
interned at Human Rights in China and served as Human Rights Chair of the Asia Law Society.  Mr. 
Wang earned his B.A. in East Asian Studies, with Great Distinction, from McGill University in 
Montreal in 2007. 
 
Publications 
 

• "Targeted and Entrapped: Manufacturing the 'Homegrown Threat' in the United States," NYU 
School of Law Center for Human Rights and Global Justice (2011), co-author 

• “Giving Hope to China’s Activists,” The Huffington Post (Dec. 10, 2010) 
• “For Obama, A Dream From My Father,” The Washington Post (Nov. 13, 2009) 

  
David Young 
 
David Young joined Cohen Milstein as an Associate in 2010.  He is a member of the Antitrust practice 
group.  Mr. Young has extensive experience in complex antitrust litigation, class actions, federal False 
Claims Act litigation, and appeals. 
 
Mr. Young represents businesses and individuals in federal and state civil actions, with a focus on 
multi-district class actions and federal False Claims Act litigation.  He has worked on antitrust issues 
in numerous industries, including pharmaceuticals, financial services, financial derivatives, and PC 
microprocessors.  Mr. Young also represents qui tam relators in federal False Claims Act litigation. 
 
Prior to joining Cohen Milstein, Mr. Young practiced at Arnold & Porter LLP’s and Heller Ehrman 
LLP's Washington, D.C. offices.  His litigation practice focused on antitrust, trademark, business, and 
False Claims Act litigation.  He represented the relator in U.S. ex rel. Loughren v. UnumProvident 
Corp. (D. Mass), where a jury found that UnumProvident violated the False Claims Act by causing the 
submission of false claims for social security disability benefits.  He also represented U.S. trademark 
holders suing to prevent the illegal importation of products bearing their marks in federal court and 
administrative actions.  Mr. Young has represented pro bono clients in discrimination actions before 
the D.C. Circuit and D.C. District courts, including successfully arguing for reversal of the district 
court’s dismissal of his client’s case in Miller v. Hersman, 594 F.3d 8 (D.C. Cir. 2010). 
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Mr. Young graduated from Bridgewater College with a B.A. in Physics (2001) and from Harvard Law 
School (J.D., 2006), where he served as an Executive Editor for the Harvard Civil Rights-Civil 
Liberties Law Review.  He also represented clients in disability and discrimination cases as a member 
of Harvard’s clinical programs, worked as a research assistant for Professor Christine Jolls, and 
volunteered as a summer legal intern at the Whitman-Walker Clinic in Washington, D.C. 
 
Mr. Young is admitted to practice in Washington, D.C. and New York, as well as in the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the D.C. Circuit, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, and the U.S. District 
Court for the District of Columbia.  He is a member of the ABA Section of Antitrust Law. 
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IN RE NEUSTAR, INC. SECURITIES LITIGATION 

Case No. 14-CV-00885 JCC TRJ (E.D. Va. ) 
 
 

SUMMARY TABLE OF LODESTARS AND EXPENSES 
 

 
FIRM 

 
HOURS LODESTAR EXPENSES 

Labaton Sucharow LLP 
 

2,039.80 $1,347,277.50 $118,995.95

Cohen Milstein Sellers & Toll PLLC 
 

50.00 $33,393.75 $511.49 

TOTALS 2,089.80 $1,380,671.25 $119,507.44 
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ill i JUL 25 2013 !-y.:
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT j .
EASTERN DISTRICT OF VUIGINIA j clc; :,;,;, r j

ALEXANDRIA DIVISION L~ 'lV vif<r;-,,

)
DAVID HOPPAUGH, Individually and On ) Civ. A. No. l:12-cv-00103-CMH-IDD
Behalfof All Others Similarly Situated, )

)
Plaintiff, )

vs. ) ORDER AWARDING
) ATTORNEYS' FEES AND

K12 INC., RONALD J. PACKARD, and ) LITIGATION EXPENSES
HARRY T. HAWKS, )

)
Defendants. )

)
)

On July 19,2013,a hearing having been held before this Courtto determine, among other

things, whether and in whatamountto award Lead Counsel in the above-captioned consolidated

securities class action (the"Litigation") fees and litigation expenses directly relating to its

representation of theClass. All capitalized terms used herein having the meanings as set forth

and defined in the Stipulation and Agreement of Settlement (the"Stipulation"), dated as of

March 4, 2013. TheCourthaving considered all matters submitted to it at the hearing and

otherwise; and it appearing thata notice of the hearing substantially inthe form approved bythe

Court (the"Notice") was mailed to all reasonably identified Persons whopurchased or otherwise

acquired the publicly traded common stock of K12 Inc. ("K12" or the"Company") during the

period from September 9, 2009 through December 12, 2011, inclusive, and who were allegedly

damaged thereby; and thata summary notice of the hearing (the "Summary Notice"),

substantially in the form approved by the Court, was published inInvestor's Business Dailyand

i

J

Case 1:12-cv-00103-CMH-IDD   Document 164   Filed 07/25/13   Page 1 of 4 PageID# 3569Case 1:14-cv-00885-JCC-TRJ   Document 60-8   Filed 10/29/15   Page 5 of 10 PageID# 1509



transmitted over PRNewswire; and the Court having considered and determined the fairness and

reasonableness of the award of attorneys' fees and litigation expenses requested;

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, this J^C^day of,
2013 that:

fr%4z-

1. The Courthasjurisdiction over the subject matter of this Litigation andoverall

Parties to the Litigation, including all Class Members and the Claims Administrator.

2. Notice of Lead Counsel's application for attorneys' fees and reimbursement of

litigation expenses was given to all Class Members who could be identified with reasonable

effort. Theform and method of notifying the Class of theapplication for attorneys' fees and

expenses met the requirements ofRules23 and 54 of the Federal Rules ofCivil Procedure,

Section 21D(a)(7) of the Securities Exchange Actof 1934,15 U.S.C. § 78u-4(a)(7), as amended

bythe Private Securities Litigation Reform Act of 1995 (the "PSLRA"), due process, and any

other applicable law,constituted the best notice practicable under the circumstances, and

constituted due and sufficient notice to all personsand entities entitled thereto.

3. Lead Counsel is hereby awarded attorneys' fees in theamount of $1,687,500 plus

interest at the same rate earned by the Settlement Fund (or 25% of the SettlementFund, which

includes interest earned thereon) and reimbursement of litigation expenses in the amount of

$519,174.98, plus interestat the same rate earned by the Settlement Fund, whichsums the Court

finds to be fair and reasonable.

4. The award of attorneys' fees and litigation expenses maybe paid to Lead Counsel

from the Settlement Fund immediately upon entry of thisOrder, subject to theterms, conditions,

and obligations of the Stipulation, which terms, conditions, and obligations are incorporated

herein.
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5. In making this award of attorneys' fees and reimbursement of litigation expenses

to be paid from the Settlement Fund, the Court has considered and found that:

(a) The Settlement has created a fund of$6,750,000 in cash and that

numerous Class Members who submit acceptable Proofs ofClaim will benefit from the

Settlement created by the efforts of Lead Counsel;

(b) The requested attorneys' feesand payment of litigation expenses has

been reviewedand approved as fair and reasonable by Lead Plaintiff Arkansas Teacher

Retirement System, a sophisticated institutional investor that was directly involved in the

prosecution and resolution of the Litigation and who has a substantial interest in insuring that

any fees paid to Lead Counsel are duly earned and not excessive;

(c) Notice was disseminated to putative ClassMembers stating that Lead

Counsel was moving for an award ofattorneys' fees in an amount not to exceed 25% of the

Settlement Fund, plus interest, and reimbursement of expenses incurred in connection with the

prosecution of this Litigation in an amount not to exceed $600,000, plus interest, and no Class

Member has filed an objection to the fees and expenses requested by Lead Counsel;

(d) Lead Counsel conducted the Litigation and achieved the Settlement with

skillful and diligent advocacy;

(e) The Litigation involves complex factual and legal issues, and, in the

absence of settlement, would involve further lengthyproceedingswith uncertain resolution if

the case were to proceed to trial;

(0 Lead Counsel pursued the Litigation ona contingent basis, having

received nocompensation during the Litigation, and anyfee award has been contingent on the

result achieved;
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(g) Lead Counsel has devoted 17,044.35 hours, with a lodestar value of

$8,026,516.07, to achieve the Settlement;

(h) The amount ofattorneys' fees are consistent with awards in similar cases

and supported by public policy; and

(i) The amount ofexpenses awarded are fair, reasonable and necessarily

incurred in connection with the prosecution and settlement of the Litigation.

6. In accordance with the PSLRA, the Court hereby awards Lead Plaintiff, Arkansas

Teacher Retirement System, reimbursement of its reasonable lostwagesdirectly related to its

representation ofthe Class in the amount of$4,032.

7. Any appeal or any challenge affecting this Court's approval ofany attorneys' fees

andexpense application shall in no waydisturb or affect the finality of the Judgment entered

with respect to the Settlement.

8. Exclusive jurisdiction is hereby retained over the subjectmatterof this Litigation

and over all Parties to the Litigation, including the administration and distribution of the

Settlement proceeds to Class Members.

9. In the event that the Settlement is terminated or does not become Final or the

EffectiveDate does not occur in accordance with the terms of the Stipulation, this order shall be

rendered null and void to the extent provided by the Stipulation and shall be vacated in

accordance with the Stipulation

Dated: S^uJi XT ,2013<H JsL
Claude M. Hilton

United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

RICHMOND DIVISION

IN RE STAR SCIENTIFIC, INC.
SECURITIES LITIGATION

Master File No. 3:13-CV-00183-JAG

CLASS ACTION

ORDER AWARDING ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES

This matter came before the Court for hearing on June 22, 2015, to consider approval of

the proposed Settlement (the "Settlement") set forth in the Stipulation of Settlement dated and

filed with the Court on February 5,2015 ("Stipulation"). The Court has reviewed and considered

all documents, evidence, objections (if any), and arguments presented in support of or against the

Settlement and the application of Lead Plaintiff for an award of attorneys' fees and expenses

incurred in the litigation and, having found the Settlement of this litigation to be fair, reasonable,

and adequate, and good cause appearing therefore:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that:

1. For purposes of this Order, the terms used herein shall have the same meaning as

set forth in the Stipulation. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of the Action and

over all parties to the Action, including all Parties.

2. The Court hereby approves the request for attorneys' fees in the amount of

$1,966,666.67 which is 33 1/3% of the Settlement Amount of $5,900,000 and the amount of

$55,107.66 for reimbursement of costs and expenses incurred by Lead Plaintiffs counsel in

connection with the prosecution of this Action, which amounts the Court finds are fair and

reasonable. The fees and expenses shall be paid to Lead Counsel in accordance with the terms of

the Stipulation.

- 1 -
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