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TO THE CLERK OF THE COURT AND ALL PARTIES AND THEIR 

ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on October 20, 2025, at 9:00 a.m., or as soon 

thereafter as the parties may be heard by the Honorable Jesus G. Bernal, Courtroom 1, 

located at the United States Courthouse, 3470 Twelfth Street, Riverside, CA 92501, 

Plaintiffs B.K. and N.Z. (“Plaintiffs”) will, and hereby do move the Court for an Order 

in accordance with Rules 23(h) and 54(d) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure: (A) 

awarding Class Counsel fees in the amount of $288,750.00; (B) reimbursing litigation 

costs in the amount of $9,180.63; (C) granting Service Award to Court-appointed Class 

Representatives, B.K. and N.Z, in the amount of $2,500 each for a total of $5,000. 

This Motion is made on the grounds that the Settlement is fair, adequate, and 

reasonable given the relative strengths and weaknesses of the claims and defenses; the 

risks, expense, complexity and likely duration of further litigation; the amount offered 

in settlement; the experience and views of counsel; and the public policy favoring 

settlement of claims.  

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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This Motion is based upon this Notice of Motion; the accompanying 

Memorandum of Points and Authorities; the Joint Declaration of Appointed Class 

Counsel Yana Hart, Bryan P. Thompson, and Matthew J. Langley and all exhibits 

attached thereto; the [Proposed] Order Awarding Attorneys’ Fees and Costs and 

Plaintiffs’ Service Awards; the record in this action; and any other matters and 

arguments the Court may consider at the hearing of this motion. 

       

Respectfully submitted, 
 
Dated:  August 19, 2025   CLARKSON LAW FIRM, P.C. 
 

/s/ Yana Hart   
Ryan J. Clarkson, Esq. 
Yana Hart, Esq. 
Bryan P. Thompson, Esq. 

 
ALMEIDA LAW GROUP LLC 

 
/s/ Matthew J. Langley   
Matthew J. Langley, Esq. 
 
Appointed Class Counsel 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
I. INTRODUCTION  

This case involves the allegedly unlawful disclosure of protected medical 

information via tracking technologies on Defendant’s web properties. On behalf of the 

Settlement Class, Court-appointed Class Counsel has achieved meaningful monetary 

relief in the form of a traditional, non-reversionary common fund of $875,000, and 

important equitable relief. Given the current claims rate, and subject to final 

verification, the monetary benefit is presently expected to yield approximately $57.50 

per Claimant. This is substantial monetary relief consistent with comparable 

settlements. The injunctive relief secured includes a two-year prohibition on 

Defendant’s use of Meta Pixel or Google Analytics without prominent patient 

disclosures and compliance with the law. It also requires Defendant to create and 

maintain a new Web Governance Committee that will specifically monitor and assess 

the implementation and use of analytics and advertising technologies on the Website 

going forward to ensure such use is consistent with Defendant’s mission and applicable 

law.  (SA ¶ 23).1  

Class Counsel now seek $288,750 in attorneys’ fees, which represents a negative 

multiplier of .49, litigation costs of $9,180.63, and a service award of $2,500 to each  

Class Representative (totaling $5,000). The attorneys’ fees, litigation costs, and service 

awards are reasonable and well within the range approved by this Court and others in 

comparable class actions, particularly given the complexity of the issues and results 

achieved.  This case involves the disclosure of sensitive information, but it is not a 

standard data breach lawsuit. Instead, it involves highly-technical website tracking 

technologies and legal theories largely untested. Class Counsel therefore took on 

significant litigation risk, and it bore the financial burden of litigating this case on a 

contingency basis.  

 
1 Unless otherwise indicated, all capitalized terms have the same meaning assigned to 
them in the Settlement Agreement. (ECF No. 53-3) 
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Without Class Counsel’s commitment, skill, and advocacy, the Class would have 

faced a very different outcome. Initially, the Court granted Defendant’s motion to 

dismiss, including key statutory claims with prejudice. But Class Counsel successfully 

argued for reconsideration of that order. This secured Plaintiffs’ ability to replead those 

claims, preserving important avenues of relief for the Class and paving the way for the 

Settlement preliminarily approved by the Court. Together with subsequent discovery, 

analysis of critical evidence, and other strategic advocacy and effective negotiation, 

Class Counsel was therefore able to turn a once dismissed case into certain and 

meaningful monetary relief for Class members, along with injunctive relief that will 

also inure to the benefit of the public at large. Class Counsel’s lodestar and the negative 

multiplier will continue to increase through final approval and the distribution of 

settlement awards, further demonstrating the requested fee award is appropriate under 

both the percentage-of-the-fund and lodestar approach. For all of these reasons, 

Plaintiffs respectfully request that the Court grant the motion for attorneys’ fees, 

litigation costs, and Plaintiffs’ service award. 

II. FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

A. Procedural Summary 

On October 12, 2023, Plaintiffs filed their Class Action Complaint against 

Defendant Eisenhower Medical Center (“EMC”) alleging violations of state and 

federal privacy statutes arising from EMC’s use of the Meta Pixel and Google analytics 

technology on its Website. (First Amended Complaint (“FAC”), ECF 37). According 

to the Plaintiffs, EMC breached the core medical privacy rights of its patients by 

secretly transmitting their most sensitive medical information without knowledge or 

consent to Meta and Google. (Id. ¶¶ 4, 6). This was accomplished by tracking and data-

collection tools surreptitiously embedded on EMC’s Website, which opened the door 

for unauthorized third parties such as Facebook and Google, to intercept patients’ 

confidential communications, browsing activities, and medical information. (FAC ¶¶ 
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6-7).  

In December 2023, EMC moved to dismiss the complaint. (ECF 18). On 

February 29, 2024, the Court granted EMC’s Motion to Dismiss with leave to amend 

eleven claims and without leave to amend three critical counts Plaintiffs had asserted 

under the Electronic Communications Privacy Act (“ECPA”) and California Invasion 

of Privacy Act (“CIPA”). (ECF 28). Plaintiffs then filed a Motion for Reconsideration 

of the Order on Motion to Dismiss or in the Alternative for Leave to Amend (ECF 30), 

which the Court granted in part on April 11, 2024. This secured Plaintiffs’ ability to 

replead their ECPA claim and one of their CIPA counts, and Plaintiffs filed their First 

Amended Complaint on April 22, 2024 following additional investigation, fact 

development, and legal analysis of the Court’s guidance. (ECF 37). 

The Parties began engaging in arm’s-length settlement negotiations shortly after 

the Plaintiffs filed their First Amended Complaint, and on October 11, 2024, 

participated in a full-day mediation with Martin F. Scheinman, Esq. of Scheinman 

Arbitration and Mediation Services. (Joint Declaration of Yana Hart, Bryan P. 

Thompson and Matthew Langley (CC Decl. ¶ 11). In advance of mediation, Plaintiffs 

secured from EMC information and documents necessary for Class Counsel to further 

evaluate the merits and for the Parties to otherwise engage in a productive mediation. 

This included relevant information and documents regarding EMC’s use of tracking 

pixels, class size, and other relevant information.   

The mediation was successful with the parties reaching a settlement in principle. 

For four months after, under the continued guidance of Mr. Scheinmann and otherwise 

at arm’s length, Class Counsel continued to negotiate the specific terms to ensure Class 

Member’ rights were adequately protected. (Id. ¶ 13). Class Counsel also worked to 

secure multiple bids from competing settlement administrators to select the 

administrator best suited for this Settlement. (Id. ¶ 16). As a result of these 

comprehensive efforts, the Parties finalized all terms and exhibits, and executed the 
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Settlement Agreement on February 18, 2025. 

B. Settlement Terms 

 Under the Settlement, EMC will pay $875,000 to establish a non-reversionary, 

common Settlement Fund. This Fund will be used to provide all Class Members who 

submit a valid claim with a pro rata cash payment. (SA ¶ 13). Based on EMC’s records 

provided to the Settlement Administrator, the Class size is estimated to include 

approximately 190,392 individuals.  (SA ¶ 28). The benefits of the Settlement are 

substantial, particularly given the significant challenges Class Counsel overcame and 

the risks of continued litigation for the class. (CC Decl. ¶¶ 32-33, 39).  

In addition to monetary relief, the Settlement includes  robust injunctive measures 

to safeguard the privacy of Class Members, future patients, and the general public. (SA 

¶¶ 13, 33). EMC will establish a Web Governance Committee to oversee the use of 

analytics and advertising technologies on its Website, ensuring compliance with EMC’s 

mission and applicable law. (SA ¶ 33). For at least two years following final Settlement 

approval, EMC shall not use the Meta Pixel or Google Analytics source code on its 

Website unless the Web Governance Committee makes the requisite determination 

under applicable law that such use is lawful, and provides affirmative and clear 

disclosure on its webpages (SA ¶ 23). These provisions deliver immediate, meaningful 

benefits to Class Members and fulfil the core objective of the litigation: protecting 

medical privacy for current and future users of EMC’s Websites.  

The Settlement Fund is also intended to be used to pay for Court-approved 

Administrative Expenses, Service Awards, and Class Counsel’s Attorneys’ Fees and 

Costs. (CC Decl. ¶ 37, SA ¶ 13, 16, 58).   

C. Preliminary Approval, Notice, and Claims 

This Court granted Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Approval of Class 

Settlement on June 4, 2025, certifying a nationwide class for settlement purposes. (ECF 

64). As directed by the Court’s order, the Settlement Administrator sent the approved 
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Notice to Class Members. (CC Decl. ¶ 17) The deadline for Class Members to object or 

opt out of the Settlement is September 2, 2025, and the deadline to submit a claim is 

October 2, 2025. To date, the reaction of the Class has been overwhelmingly positive. 

The Settlement Administrator has received at least 8,421 verified claims (i.e., a 5.1% 

claim rate, which is in line with similar settlements),2 no Class Members have objected 

to the Settlement, and only seven Class Members have filed an exclusion request. (CC 

Decl. ¶ 18). 

III. ARGUMENT 

A. The Fee Request is Fair, Reasonable, and Justified 

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23 provides, “[i]n a certified class action, the 

court may award reasonable attorneys’ fees and nontaxable costs that are authorized by 

law or by the parties’ agreement.” Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(h). Where, as here, Class Counsel 

secures a common benefit for the Class, an award of reasonable attorneys’ fees and 

costs is warranted. See Boeing Co. v. Van Gemert, 444 U.S. 472, 478 (1980) (holding 

that “a lawyer who recovers a common fund for the benefit of persons other than himself 

or his client is entitled to a reasonable attorney’s fee from the fund as a whole.”). The 

Litigation also sought damages under statutes such as the California Confidentiality of 

Medical Information Act and Electronic Communications Privacy Act that separately 

allow attorneys’ fees and costs to a prevailing plaintiff. 

Plaintiffs seek an award of $288,750 amounting to 33% of the $875,000 common 

fund and representing a negative multiplier of .49. (CC Decl. ¶¶ 28-29). The requested 

fees are fully supported by factors considered by the Ninth Circuit including: (a) the 

results achieved; (b) the risk of litigation; (c) the skill required and the quality of work; 

and (d) the contingent nature of the fee. See Vizcaino v. Microsoft Corp., 290 F.3d 1043 

(9th Cir. 2002). 

 
2 While claims are still being submitted, the pro rata share currently is $57.55 at the 
current claims rate. (CC Decl. ¶ 18). 
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In common fund cases such as this one, courts within the Ninth Circuit have 

discretion to use one of two methods to determine whether the fee request is reasonable: 

(1) percentage-of-the-fund; or, (2) lodestar plus a risk multiplier. See, e.g., Staton v. 

Boeing, 327 F.3d 938, 967-68 (9th Cir. 2003); In re Mercury Interactive Corp. Sec. 

Litig., 618 F.3d 988, 992 (9th Cir. 2010). While the court has discretion to use either 

method, “the primary basis of the fee award remains the percentage method.” Vizcaino, 

290 F.3d at 1050; Fitzhenry-Russell v. Coca-Cola Co., 2019 WL 11557486, at *8 (N.D. 

Cal. Oct. 3, 2019) (“Where a settlement involves a common fund, courts typically award 

attorneys’ fees based on a percentage of the total settlement.”). 

The requested fees are reasonable under the percentage-of-the-fund as well as the 

lodestar approach, which Class Counsel offers as an additional means of cross-checking 

the requested fees. 

B. Given the Results Obtained and Risk Borne by Class Counsel, the 

Court Should Award the Requested Fee.  

District courts may also adjust the fee award to account for several factors, 

including the quality of representation, the benefits obtained for the class, the 

complexity and novelty of the issues presented, and the risk of non-payment. Jones v. 

GN Netcom, Inc. (In re Bluetooth Headset Prods. Liab. Litig.), 654 F.3d 935, 942 (9th 

Cir. 2011). Here, the requested fee amounts to 33% of the common fund and is 

reasonable based on the efficient litigation by highly experienced Class Counsel that 

resulted in an excellent settlement, despite the risks of pursuing a complex privacy pixel 

tracking case entirely on contingency.  

1. Class Counsel Achieved Substantial Benefits for the Class.  

The most important factor in granting a fee award is the degree of success counsel 

achieved for the class. See Vizcaino, 290 F.3d at 1048; see also Six (6) Mexican Workers 

v. Ariz. Citrus Growers, 904 F.2d 1301, 1311 (9th Cir. 1990). To measure that success, 

“the factor given the greatest emphasis is the size of the fund created, because a common 
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fund is itself the measure of success . . . [and] represents the benchmark from which a 

reasonable fee will be awarded.” Manual for Complex Litigation, § 14.121 (quotations 

omitted).  

In this highly-technical pixel tracking case, Class Counsel achieved an excellent 

result, delivering both monetary compensation and meaningful injunctive relief.3 (CC 

Decl. ¶¶ 32-33). The Settlement ensures a pro rata distribution of the common fund, 

currently estimated at about $60 per valid Claimant, and imposes significant injunctive 

relief that protects Class Members, future patients, and the public at large. None of this 

relief would exist without Class Counsel’s work. The Settlement accomplishes the core 

purpose of data privacy laws and the central goal of this lawsuit: preventing disclosure 

of highly sensitive information and providing redress to individuals harmed by 

disclosure. (CC Decl. ¶¶ 36-37). This factor supports Class Counsel’s fee request.  

The Class receives significant equitable relief because EMC is required to take 

specific and affirmative steps to actively evaluate and regulate the use of analytics and 

advertising technologies on its Website, to ensure compliance with its mission and 

applicable law. (SA ¶ 23) (CC Decl. ¶ 38). The scope of the injunctive relief coupled 

with its effects on the marketplace confirms the requested fee award is reasonable and 

warranted. Because of this injunctive relief, the settlement’s value exceeds the $875,000 

fund, and “[t]he court may properly consider the value of injunctive relief obtained as 

a result of settlement in determining the appropriate fee.” Pokorny v. Quixtar, Inc., No. 

C 07-0201 SC, 2013 WL 3790896, at *1 (N.D. Cal. July 18, 2013) See also e.g., “Miller 

 
3 The monetary relief here is consistent with amounts approved in comparable privacy 
cases involving tracking pixels. See In Re Advocate Aurora Health Pixel Litigation, 
22-cv-1253 (E.D. Wisconsin, July 10, 2024) (approving Pixel settlement amount with 
a per capita share of $4.89 per class member); John v. Froedtert Health, Inc., 2024-
cv-1935 (Milwaukee County Circuit Court) (approving Pixel settlement with a per 
capita share of $4.59); In re Novant Health, Inc. 22-cv-697 (M.D. NC, June 17, 2024) 
(approving settlement with per capita of $4.89).  
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v. Ghirardelli Chocolate Co., No. 12-CV-04936-LB, 2015 WL 758094, at *5 (N.D. Cal. 

Feb. 20, 2015) (“When determining the value of a settlement, courts consider both the 

monetary and nonmonetary benefits that the settlement confers.” (citing cases)). But for 

Class Counsel’s efforts, no recovery would have been possible, especially in light of 

the risks here, as discussed below.  

2. The Risks Involved Justify the Requested Award 

The substantial degree of risk faced by Class Counsel also justifies the requested 

fee award. See Vizcaino, 290 F.3d at 1048. “Data privacy law is a relatively 

undeveloped and technically complex body of law, which creates uncertainty and, 

therefore, additional risk for Class Counsel.” See In re TikTok, Inc., Consumer Priv. 

Litig., 617 F. Supp. 3d 904, 941 (N.D. Ill. 2022) (awarding 33% of $92 million 

settlement, where a case resolved in the early stages of litigation, and recognizing that 

“[t]he need to provide financial incentives for zealous and effective representation of 

consumers in legally and technologically complex data privacy cases such as this – 

especially in the age of pervasive social media – weighs in favor of granting the 

request”). To achieve excellent results for the Settlement Class, Class Counsel took on 

and overcame a series of significant risks. Pixel cases are uniquely risky, as this area of 

law is still developing. This Court also granted EMC’s motion to dismiss, including 

dismissing several claims with prejudice. Despite this challenge, Class Counsel was 

able to revive several key claims on a successful motion for reconsideration, thus 

avoiding the risk of zero recovery for the Class and gaining critical leverage for 

successful resolution.  

Further underscoring Class Counsel’s effective advocacy, EMC was represented 

by experienced and skilled counsel, which zealously contested liability across the nearly 

two years of active litigation. See In re Equity Funding Corp. Sec. Litig., 438 F. Supp. 

1303, 1337 (C.D. Cal. 1977) (the quality of opposing counsel is important in evaluating 

the quality of class counsel’s work). Because success was far from guaranteed, Class 
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Counsel’s willingness to take on the risk of nonpayment substantially benefited 

Plaintiffs and the Settlement Class. Accordingly, this factor favors the requested award.  

The burdens borne by Class Counsel in taking on the litigation also support the 

requested award. See Vizcaino, 290 F.3d at 1050; see also Six (6) Mexican Workers, 

904 F.2d at 1311. Class Counsel undertook this litigation on a contingency-fee basis, 

requiring them to shoulder not only the cost of attorney time, but also out-of-pocket 

costs. (CC Decl. ¶ 9). This Court and others have long recognized the public policy of 

rewarding attorneys for accepting representation on a contingency-fee basis. See In re 

Wash. Pub. Power Supply Sys. Sec. Litig., 19 F.3d 1291, 1299 (9th Cir. 1994); Campos 

v. Converse, Inc., No. 201576-JGB-SPx, 2022 WL 4099756, at *15 (C.D. Cal. Aug. 15, 

2022) (approving attorneys’ fees of approximately 33% where “resulting lodestar 

multiplier of .51 is well-below the ‘most common’ multipliers of 1.5 to 3”). When 

counsel takes cases on a contingency-fee basis, the risk of non-payment after years of 

litigation also justifies a fee award. See, e.g., Hopkins v. Stryker Sales Corp., No. 11-

CV-02786-LHK, 2013 WL 496358, at *4-6 (N.D. Cal., Feb. 6, 2013) (in awarding fees 

of 30 percent of the settlement, the court explained that “Class Counsel took a 

significant risk investing in this case” because it “was conducted on an entirely 

contingent fee basis against a well-represented [d]efendant” and because “[a]ll of the 

financial risk of litigation was therefore assumed by Class Counsel, whose fee 

arrangement with Plaintiffs required Class Counsel to bear all the costs of litigation[.]”).  

Class Counsel performed all of the described work on a pure contingency-fee 

basis, with no guarantee that they would recover anything for their hundreds of hours 

of work or out-of-pocket costs. (CC Decl. ¶¶ 9, 33). They also turned down other matters 

in order to take on this large-scale case, and committed resources to it that could have 

been devoted to other fee-generating matters. (Id. ¶ 33). Class Counsel’s commitment 

to pursuing this complex litigation to completion, despite the substantial risks, including 
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of receiving no compensation at all, merits recognition and reward in accordance with 

Ninth Circuit precedent. See Vizcaino, 290 F.3d at 1049. 

3. The Novelty and Difficulty of the Issues Involved and Class 
Counsel’s Skill in Presenting Them Warrant Approval of the 
Requested Attorneys’ Fees 

This case involves complicated issues on the merits, in the constantly evolving 

area of data privacy, and Plaintiffs’ counsel are highly experienced and skilled in this 

area. Courts consider the experience and skill of counsel in determining an appropriate 

fee award. See Hanlon v. Chrysler Corp. 150 F.3d 1011, 1029 (9th Cir. 1998). Given 

the complexity and novelty of this litigation, Class Counsel’s proven reputation, deep 

experience, and skill were essential to the success of this litigation. Litigation of this 

type is also inherently risky. This is an area of the law that is still developing, with 

courts coming to different interpretations of the relevant statutes, as well as on liability 

and other factors, creating additional uncertainty. Class Counsel have extensive 

experience litigating class actions and other complex civil litigation, particularly 

litigation involving privacy issues such as Meta Pixel tracking. (CC Decl. ¶¶ 46-48).  It 

is extremely important that complex and untested cases like this are staffed by skilled 

and experienced counsel, and recovery of fees properly incentivizes this pursuit of 

justice on behalf of everyday people.  

Class Counsel has also consistently displayed a high level of skill regarding the 

complex legal issues presented in this litigation. The lawsuit raised complex issues of 

law and fact that required skill to maneuver. Over nearly two years, Class Counsel 

worked diligently to litigate this case and ultimately secured a settlement delivering to 

Class Members real and substantial benefits, while also protecting future patients, 

visitors, and the public at large from similar tracking. 

Class Counsel were able to achieve the Settlement due to considerable expertise 

and experience in prosecuting and settling complex class actions. See Ex. K (Clarkson 

Law Firm Resume); Ex. L (Almeida Law Group Resume). But for the commitment and 
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skill of Class Counsel, the relief achieved under the Settlement Agreement simply 

would not have been possible. 

4. Lack of Objections by Class Members to Requested Fees Supports 
the Requested Award 

Finally, the current lack of objections from the class to the fees requested further 

demonstrates the reasonableness and fairness of the attorneys’ fees request. See, e.g., 

Garner v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co., No. CV 08 1365 CW (EMC), 2010 WL 

1687829, at *2 (N.D. Cal. Apr. 22, 2010) (noting “a single objection out of a sizeable 

class, after notice, further demonstrates the reasonableness and fairness of Class 

Counsels’ request”); In re Omnivision Techs., Inc., 559 F. Supp. 2d 1036, 1043 (N.D. 

Cal. 2008) (“The Court received objections from only 3 out of 57,630 potential Class 

Members who received the notice. By any standard, the lack of objection of the Class 

Members favors approval of the Settlement.”). Class Counsel informed the Class, 

through Plaintiffs’ Preliminary Approval Motion and Notice, that Class Counsel 

intended to seek up to 33% consistent of the common fund, consistent with the 

Settlement. To date, there have been no objections to the anticipated fees’ request, while 

8,449  Settlement Class Members have made claims with an additional 271 claims 

pending review. (CC Decl. ¶ 18). The Settlement Class’s response has been 

overwhelmingly positive (Id.) In summary, well-versed and experienced Class Counsel 

have achieved an excellent result for the Settlement Class by investing significant 

resources to take on significant risks to litigate complex issues, with no guarantee of 

remuneration, such that a 33% award is warranted and consistent with the numerous 

similar cases described supra at page 9 and infra at page 15 (collecting cases).  

C. Class Counsels’ Lodestar Supports the Requested Fee Award. 

The requested fee is also appropriate under the lodestar cross check to confirm 

the reasonableness of the fee. See Philips v. Munchery Inc., No. 19-CV-00469-JSC, 

2021 WL 326924, at *9 (N.D. Cal. Feb. 1, 2021). As the Ninth Circuit explained in Van 

Case 5:23-cv-02092-JGB-DTB     Document 66-1     Filed 08/19/25     Page 17 of 25   Page
ID #:991



 

12 
PLAINTIFFS’ MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND COSTS AND SERVICE AWARDS 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

C
la

rk
so

n 
La

w
 F

irm
, P

.C
.  

|  
 2

25
25

 P
ac

ifi
c 

C
oa

st
 H

ig
hw

ay
, M

al
ib

u,
 C

A
 9

02
65

   
|  

 P
: (

21
3)

 7
88

-4
05

0 
  F

: (
21

3)
 7

88
-4

07
0 

  |
   

Gerwen, “[t]he lodestar amount is presumptively the reasonable fee amount, and thus a 

multiplier may be used to adjust the lodestar amount upward or downward only in ‘rare’ 

and ‘exceptional’ cases, supported by both ‘specific evidence’ on the record and 

detailed findings by the lower courts’ that the lodestar amount is unreasonably low or 

unreasonably high.” Van Gerwen v. Guarantee Mut. Life Co., 214 F.3d 1041, 1045 (9th 

Cir. 2000).  Here, Class Counsel’ negative multiplier (.49) strongly supports the finding 

of reasonableness of Class Counsel’s requested fee. 

1. Class Counsel’s Hourly Rates Are Reasonable 

Under the lodestar method, a reasonable hourly rate “is the rate prevailing in the 

community for similar work performed by attorneys of comparable skill, experience, 

and reputation.” Camacho v. Bridgeport Financial, Inc., 523 F.3d 973, 979 (9th Cir. 

2008). Ordinarily, reasonable hourly rates are based on each attorney’s current hourly 

rates. Vizcaino, 290 F.3d at 1051. The relevant community is the location where the 

district court sits—here, the Central District of California. Camacho, 523 F.3d at 979. 

Courts also consider billing rates in excess of prevailing market rates justified for 

contingency fee work. Hensley v. Eckerhart, 461 U.S. 424, 448-449, n. 8 (1983) 

(Brennan, J., concurring) (“Attorneys who take cases on contingency, thus deferring 

payment of their fees until the case has ended and taking upon themselves the risk that 

they will receive no payment at all, generally receive far more in winning cases than 

they would if they charged an hourly rate. The difference, however, reflects the time-

value of money and the risk of nonrecovery usually borne by clients in cases where 

lawyers are paid an hourly rate. . . . If the rate used in calculating the fee does not already 

include some factor for risk or the time value of money, it ought to be enhanced by 

some percentage figure.”). 

Here, Class Counsel’s hourly rates are reasonable in light of their significant 

experience, expertise, and skill in litigating complex privacy class actions. (CC Decl. 

¶¶ 46-48); see Blum v. Stenson, 465 U.S. 886, 895 n.11 (1984) (a prevailing market rate 
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is one “in line with those prevailing in the community for similar services by lawyers 

of reasonably comparable skill, experience, and reputation”). Class Counsel’s 

customary rates of $425-$660 for Associates, and $980-$1,270 for Partners and 

Counsel, are in line with prevailing rates in this forum, have been regularly approved 

by courts in this forum and other courts. See, e.g., Hope Med. Enters., Inc. v. Fagrgon 

Compounding Serv., LLC, No. 219CV07748CASPLAX, 2022 WL 826903, at *3 (C.D. 

Cal. Mar. 14, 2022) (finding rates “of $895 to $1,295 per hour for partners and counsel, 

and between $565 and $985 for associates is reasonable within the legal community of 

Los Angeles for attorneys of similar skill and experience”); N.T.A.A. v. Nordstrom, Inc., 

No. 221CV00398DDPAGRX, 2024 WL 1723524, at *4 (C.D. Cal. Apr. 19, 2024) 

(finding rates between $848 to $1,364.70 for partners and senior counsel to be 

reasonable). Class Counsel’s blended rate is approximately $732 per hour, which is in 

a range that has been found reasonable for attorneys. See Coleman v. Newsom, No. 2:90-

CV-0520-KJM-DBP, 2019 WL 525093, at *3 (E.D. Cal. Feb. 11, 2019) (court finding 

that blended hourly rate of $775 for attorneys employed by neutral expert was 

reasonable). 

Class Counsel’s fees have been approved by other federal and state courts. See, 

e.g., Moore v. GlaxoSmithKline Consumer Healthcare Holdings, LLC et. al., No. 4:20-

cv-09077-JSW, 2024 WL 4868182 (approving Clarkson’s fees and expenses, with the 

hourly rates ranging from $990-$1,210 for partners, $440-$660 for associates, and $360 

for litigation support staff); Kandel v. Dr. Dennis Gross Skincare, LLC, No. 1:23-cv-

01967-ER, (S.D.NY October 31, 2024) (similar); Moore v. GlaxoSmithKline Consumer 

Healthcare Holdings US LLC No. 4:20-cv-09077-JSW, 2024 WL 4868182 (N.D. Cal. 

October 3, 2024) (similar); Hezi v. Celsius Holdings, Inc., No. 1:21-CV-09892-JHR, 

2023 WL 2786820 (S.D.N.Y. Apr. 5, 2023) (approving Clarkson’s fees and expenses 

in 2023, with the hourly rates ranging between $850 to $1,100 for partners, $425 to 

$775 for associates, and $300 to $365 for litigation support staff.).  
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2. Class Counsel’s Hours Expended are Reasonable 

From this case’s inception to the present, a period of nearly two years, without 

consideration of the prelitigation investigation, Class Counsel recorded 779.1 hours 

litigating this matter. (CC Decl. ¶ 28). Because this was a contingency-fee case, Class 

Counsel had no incentive to spend unnecessary time on tasks. (Id. ¶ 9). The hours Class 

Counsel spent investigating and litigating the case were limited to that reasonably 

necessary to position the Class to succeed at class certification, on the merits at trial, in 

any subsequent appeals, and, ultimately, to achieve the exceptional settlement of 

Plaintiffs’ and the Settlement Class’s claims. Accordingly, the hours expended were 

reasonably and necessarily incurred. (Id.) Class Counsel has also broken down their 

time by types of tasks in their declaration, which provides additional information as to 

the appropriate time and resources dedicated to this case. (Id. ¶¶ 19-26).    

3. Class Counsel’s Negative Multiplier Further Supports the 
Requested Fees. 

Using the reasonable hourly rates and hours expended in the course of this 

Litigation, Class Counsel’s lodestar is $621,520.50. (CC Decl. ¶¶ 20-28). (summary 

chart of Class Counsel’s timekeepers disaggregated by number of hours, rate, and total 

fees). While in class actions, courts “routinely enhance” the lodestar through a 

multiplier, Class Counsel here seeks approximately half of the amount incurred, 

resulting in a negative multiplier of .49. This further supports the finding of 

reasonableness. In re Wash. Pub. Power Supply Sys. Sec. Litig., 19 F.3d 1291, 1299 (9th 

Cir. 1994) (“[C]ourts have routinely enhanced the lodestar to reflect the risk of 

nonpayment by paying them a premium over their normal hourly rates for winning 

contingency cases.”); see also Moreno v. Capital Bldg. Maint. & Cleaning Serv., 2021 

WL 4133860, at *6 (N.D. Cal. September 10, 2021) (awarding one-third of the common 

fund where there was a substantial negative multiplier); Taylor v. Shutterfly, Inc., No. 

5:18-CV-00266-BLF, 2021 WL 5810294, at *9 (N.D. Cal. Dec. 7, 2021) (“The fact that 
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[p]laintiff’s counsel are seeking substantially less in fees than they reasonably incurred 

further demonstrates the reasonableness of the fee award”) (collecting cases). 

The Ninth Circuit has cautioned that the “25% benchmark rate, although a 

starting point for analysis, may be inappropriate in some cases.” Vizcaino, 290 F.3d at 

1048. This Court, and others in the Ninth Circuit, have also recognized that an award 

of attorneys’ fees of 33% or more of the common fund may be reasonable where, as 

here, the common fund is under $10 million.  See Craft v. Cnty. of San Bernardino, 624 

F. Supp. 2d 1113, 1127 (C.D. Cal. 2008) (“Cases of under $10 Million will often result 

in fees above 25%.”); see also Tuttle v. Audiophile Music Direct, Inc., No. C22-

1081JLR, 2023 WL 8891575 *15 (W.D. Wash. Dec. 26, 2023) (awarding 

approximately 35% of the total as attorneys’ fees and costs, noting that while this 

“percentage is higher than the 25% benchmark, it is not so high . . . as to render the 

requested fee award unreasonable.”) Metrow v. Liberty Mut. Managed Care LLC, No. 

16-01133-JGB-KKX, 2018 WL 6265085, at *10 (C.D. Cal. June 14, 2018) (awarding 

33% of $1,200,000 common fund as attorneys’ fees on account of results achieved, risk 

of litigation, skill required, and the contingent nature of the fee); Hollis v. Union Pac. 

R.R. Co., No. 17-2449-JGB-SHKx, 2018 WL 6267342, at *8 (C.D. Cal. Sept. 19, 2018) 

(granting 33.33% attorneys’ fees in $1,083,965 common fund that included injunctive 

relief and a multiplier of 1.32); Dobrosky v. Arthur J. Gallagher Serv. Co. LLC, 2016 

U.S. Dist. LEXIS 194559, at *23 (C.D. Cal. June 20, 2016) (granting request for one-

third of attorneys’ fees in class settlement with $1,750,000 common fund) (collecting 

cases); Bennett v. SimplexGrinnell LP, No. 3:11-cv-01854-JST, 2015 WL 12932332, at 

*6 (N.D. Cal. Sept. 3, 2015) (38.8% of a $4.9 million common fund).  

Likewise, the negative multiplier “strongly suggests the reasonableness” of the 

requested fee. Rosado v. Ebay Inc., No. 5:12-cv-04005-EJD, 2016 WL 3401987, at *8 

(N.D. Cal. June 21, 2016); see e.g., Marshall v. Northrop Grumman Corp., No. 2:16-
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cv-06794-AB-JC, 2020 WL 5668935, at *7 (C.D. Cal. Sept. 18, 2020) (awarding one-

third of the fund where class counsel’s lodestar was greater than the requested award). 

D. Reimbursement of Litigation Costs is Warranted  

“Reasonable costs and expenses incurred by an attorney who creates or preserves 

a common fund are reimbursed proportionately by those class members who benefit 

from the settlement.” Medoff v. Minka Lighting, LLC, No. 2:22-CV-08885 -HDV, 2024 

WL 5275593, at *2 (C.D. Cal. July 10, 2024) (citing In re Media Vision Tech. Sec. Litig, 

913 F. Supp. 1362, 1366 (N.D. Cal. 1996)). Here, the Litigation costs advanced by Class 

Counsel in the amount of $9,180.63 primarily consisting of mediation costs, filing fees, 

service of process, and postage were necessary to effectively litigate the matter and 

secure successful resolution. (CC Decl. ¶ 44). These types of costs are regularly 

approved because they are reasonably necessary to case prosecution. See, e.g., Pfeiffer 

v. RadNet, Inc., No. 2:20-CV-09553-RGK-SK, 2022 WL 2189533, at *4 (C.D. Cal. Feb. 

15, 2022) (court awarded attorneys reimbursement of “expenses such as filing fees, 

service of process, online research, travel, photocopying, and fees for 

mediation…[b]ecause these costs are the type that would customarily be billed to fee-

paying clients.”) (internal citation omitted). 

E. The Service Awards for the Named Plaintiffs are Warranted  

Class Counsel moves for $2,500 in Service Awards for each Class Representative 

(an aggregate of $5,000) for their active participation and dedication to this litigation.  

The proposed Service Awards are comparable to those awarded in recent data privacy 

settlements. See, e.g., In re Yahoo! Inc. Customer Data Sec. Breach Litig., 2020 WL 

4212811, at *1 (N.D. Cal. July 22, 2020), aff’d, 2022 WL 2304236 (9th Cir. June 27, 

2022) (approving $2,500 to $7,500 awards in data breach case), In re Advoc. Aurora 

Health Pixel Litig., 740 F. Supp. 3d 736, 763-64 (E.D. Wis. 2024) (approving $3,500 

incentive award for each class representative in similar pixel health litigation 

settlement). The proposed Class Representatives each understand their responsibilities 
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serving as a Class Representative, have participated in this Litigation from its inception, 

spent time providing valuable information to Plaintiffs’ Counsel in connection with 

investigating and developing their claims in this action, reviewed and approved 

documents including the Complaint and the Settlement Agreement, and dedicated 

themselves to vigorously pursuing litigation on behalf of the putative class, including 

committing and exposing themselves to the possibility of sitting for depositions and 

testifying publicly at trial. (See Declarations of Plaintiffs B.K. and N.Z., ¶¶ 6-7). By 

stepping forward and representing the Class, each Plaintiff risked exposing their own 

highly sensitive and private medical information, with no certainty that anonymity 

would shield them. Rodriguez v. W. Publ’g Corp., 563 F.3d 948, 958 (9th Cir. 2009) 

(holding that service awards are intended to “compensate class representatives for work 

done on behalf of the class, to make up for financial or reputational risk undertaken in 

bringing the action, and sometimes, to recognize their willingness to act as a private 

attorney general.”). 

Both Class Representatives contributed significantly to the prosecution of the 

actions and were instrumental in reaching settlement. (See Declarations of Plaintiffs 

B.K. and N.Z., ¶¶ 4-5). Both Class Representatives have remained heavily involved in 

this Litigation, competently representing the interests of the Class. In discharging their 

duties to the Class, B.K. and N.Z. routinely communicated with Class Counsel 

concerning the actions; remained fully informed about case developments; reviewed the 

various pleadings and motions filed in this action; reviewed documents related to the 

case; closely monitored and actively participated in providing their authority in making 

settlement offers; actively involved in settlement discussions during the mediation; and 

carefully reviewed the settlement documents in order to understand and approve the 

terms of the settlement and the benefits to the class. (B.K. & N.Z. Declarations. ¶¶ 4-5; 

see also, Campos, 2022 WL 4099756, at *7, (C.D. Cal, August 15, 2022) (granting 
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incentive award of $6,000 to single class representative where common fund was 

$450,000)). 

IV. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, Plaintiffs respectfully request that the Court approve 

their request for: (i) an award of reasonable attorneys’ fees in the amount of 

$288,750.00; (ii) reimbursement of reasonable and necessary litigation costs in the 

amount of $9,180.63; and (iii) a $2,500.00 Service Award for each of the Class 

Representatives, totaling $5,000.00. 

 
Respectfully submitted, 

Dated:  August 19, 2025   CLARKSON LAW FIRM, P.C. 
 

/s/Yana Hart      
Ryan J. Clarkson, Esq. 
Yana Hart, Esq. 
Bryan P. Thompson, Esq. 

 
ALMEIDA LAW GROUP LLC 

 
/s/ Matthew J. Langley   
Matthew J. Langley, Esq. 
 
Counsel for Plaintiffs & the Proposed Classes 
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B.K., and N.Z. certifies that this brief contains  ( ) pages, which complies 

with the page limit set by Judge Jesus G. Bernal’s Standing Order

Dated: August 19, 2025 Respectfully submitted, 

CLARKSON LAW FIRM, P.C. 

/s/ Yana Hart 
Yana Hart, Esq. 
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JOINT DECLARATION OF PLAINTIFFS’ COUNSEL YANA HART, BRYAN 

P. THOMPSON, AND MATTHEW J. LANGLEY 

We, Yana Hart, Bryan P. Thompson, and Matthew J. Langley declare as follows: 

1. We are attorneys retained as Plaintiffs’ Counsel in this action. We 

respectfully submit this joint declaration in support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Attorneys’ 

Fees and Costs, and Plaintiffs’ Service Awards. Except with respect to our biographies 

or as otherwise noted, we each have personal knowledge of the facts set forth below 

and could testify competently to them if called upon to do so. If called as witnesses, we 

would and could competently testify to all facts within our personal knowledge set forth 

herein.  

2. We submit this joint declaration, as opposed to individual declarations,  for 

efficiency and to decrease relatively duplicate or similar filings before this Court.  

3. I, Yana Hart, am a member in good standing of the bar of the State of 

California and duly licensed to practice before all courts of the State of California as 

well as other state and federal courts. I am a partner at Clarkson Law Firm, P.C. 

(“Clarkson”), leading the Data Privacy Litigation department at Clarkson Law Firm, 

and have litigated highly complex consumer actions for nearly a decade.   

4. I, Bryan P. Thompson, am a member in good standing of the bar of the 

State of California and duly licensed to practice before all courts of the State of 

California as well as other state and federal courts. I am a Counsel at Clarkson, where 

my practice is focused on data privacy and complex consumer class actions, and have 

litigated highly complex consumer actions for over a decade. 

5. I, Matthew J. Langley, am a member in good standing of the bar of the 

State of California and duly licensed to practice before all courts of the State of 

California as well as other state and federal courts. I am a partner at Almeida Law 

Group, LLC (“ALG”), and have litigated highly complex consumer actions for nearly 

a decade. 
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PROCEDURAL AND FACUTAL BACKGROUND 

6. This Litigation alleges that Defendant systematically violated the medical 

privacy rights of its patients by exposing their highly sensitive personal information 

without knowledge or consent to Meta and Google, via tracking and collection tools 

surreptitiously enabled on Defendant’s Website.1  

7. Prior to filing this Litigation, we conducted an independent investigation 

into Eisenhower Medical Center’s (“Eisenhower”) use of the Pixel on its Website. We 

did this by researching, reviewing, and analyzing publicly available information, 

information related to the technical workings of Defendant’s Websites and use of the 

Pixel, and conducting thorough interviews with our clients. After performing a conflict 

check and reviewing all online search tools and social media for information on our 

clients, we also researched potential legal claims, analyzed the likelihood of success of 

various claims, and gathered sufficient information to draft a detailed complaint against 

Defendant. We conducted extensive background research on Defendant. We researched 

its solvency, learned about the services it provides, the representations/confidentiality 

statements that it makes, reviewed in detail its privacy policy, engaged third-party 

services to verify the approximate number of users visiting Defendant’s Website, 

researched approximate number of Defendant’s patients, researched its prior litigation 

history and the extent of its relationship with Meta and Google. 

8. We additionally gathered evidence to combat anticipated arguments and 

defenses, including consent. For example, we investigated and analyzed disclosures and 

contracts provided to patients and users of Defendant’s Website, as well as other 

contracts between Defendant and Meta and Google entities. We gathered additional 

information and disclosures that third party companies like Meta and Google would 

 

1 Unless otherwise indicated, all capitalized terms herein shall have the same meaning 
assigned to them in the Settlement Agreement. (ECF No. 53-3).  
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have provided to Defendant and its related entities. We researched, reviewed and 

analyzed Defendant’s marketing efforts on social media, and investigated the extent of 

information that was shared with third-party entities through tracking technologies on 

Defendant’s Website. We also researched consumer complaints and concerns related to 

privacy of their medical information and reviewed court decisions from across the 

country, affecting similar claims. Since this case has been filed, we have stayed current 

on Defendant’s use of the Pixel and other tracking technologies. We also reviewed and 

analyzed Defendant’s requirements to comply with HIPAA, and all relevant guidance 

issued by governmental agencies regarding pixel tracking technology. 

9. Based on our review of the facts and the applicable law, we agreed to take 

the case on a contingency fee. We knew that the case would be an expert-driven lawsuit, 

requiring input from qualified professionals including web forensic experts, 

network/traffic analysts, software engineering experts, and/or data privacy specialists, 

as well as damages experts to quantify the value of misused data. We also knew that 

there would be a substantial risk of nonpayment given the fact that consumer cases can 

be dismissed on pleadings challenges and there was a substantial risk at the class 

certification stage given that this area of law, involving pixel technology, is still 

developing. We strongly believed that the claims were meritorious, and our client was 

highly credible.  

10. We filed the case on October 12, 2023, in the U.S. District Court for the 

Central District of California, alleging claims on behalf all U.S. residents. After this 

case was filed, we dedicated substantial time and resources to advancing the Litigation 

on behalf of the class. On December 15, 2023, Defendant moved to dismiss the 

complaint. On February 29, 2024, the Court granted Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss 

with leave to amend eleven claims and without leave to amend Plaintiffs three claims 

asserted under the Electronic Communications Privacy Act (“ECPA”) and California 

Invasion of Privacy Act (“CIPA”). We then filed a Motion for Reconsideration of Order 
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on Motion to Dismiss or in the Alternative for Leave to Amend which this Court granted 

in part on April 11, 2024, allowing Plaintiffs to replead their ECPA claim and one of 

their CIPA counts. Plaintiffs filed their First Amended Complaint on April 22, 2024. 

SETTLEMENT NEGOTIATION 

11. After filing the First Amended Complaint, we began engaging in arm’s-

length settlement negotiations and agreed to attend a mediation. In advance of the 

mediation, we requested, and Eisenhower provided, information and documents 

regarding its use of tracking pixels on its website(s), the class size, and other relevant 

information. After extensive discussions leading to the mediation, the parties 

participated in a full-day mediation with Martin F. Scheinman, Esq. of Scheinman 

Arbitration and Mediation Services on October 11, 2024.  

12.  Prior to the mediation, the parties also exchanged their positions on 

liability, damages, and settlement. The full-day mediation resulted in a settlement in 

principle.  

13. For months following the mediation, we engaged in extensive negotiations 

to finalize the comprehensive Settlement, ensuring that the outcome was both fair and 

reasonable for the Class. 

14. We engaged in extensive negotiations regarding the form and content of 

the class notice, the terms governing its dissemination, and the notice process to ensure 

we deliver the best notice practicable. To further safeguard the Class’s interests, we 

conducted a competitive bidding process among experienced notice administrators, 

securing a plan that was both cost-efficient and effective. Through these efforts, we 

successfully negotiated favorable terms and obtained reasonable costs for administering 

the notice program, and maximizing the value of the Settlement to the Class.  

15. After comprehensive negotiations and diligent efforts, we were able to 

finalize the terms and exhibits, and the parties fully executed the Settlement Agreement 
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on February 18, 2025. A copy of the Settlement Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit 

A. 

CLASS ADMINISTRATION AND NOTICE 

16. We secured multiple bids from competing settlement administrators to 

select the administrator best suited for this Settlement, and retained EAG Gulf Coast, 

LLC, (“EAG”) as the Class Settlement Administrator. 

17. We also prepared and drafted a Motion for Preliminary Approval, which 

this Court granted. Thereafter, we coordinated with the Settlement Administrator to 

ensure the notice is sent to class members promptly and in accordance with the Court’s 

order. We also regularly review submissions and/or reports regarding class 

administration process to ensure it is proceeding smoothly, analyze the claim rate, and 

continue to communicate with representatives of EAG, and our clients.  

18. At the time of this filing, there have been no objections and only seven 

requests for exclusion. Additionally, 8,449 valid claims have been submitted so far, 

with an addition 271 pending review by EAG. At the current claim rate, the estimated 

pro rata award per class member is estimated at $57.55. 

19. All attorneys and support staff at Clarkson and ALG (“the Firms”) are 

required to maintain detailed time records, consisting of contemporaneous logs, with 

separate entries for the hours spent on specific tasks, indicating who performed the 

work, and providing detailed descriptions of each task completed. The Firms do not use 

“block billing,” and instead, maintain accurate time-keeping records allowing 

supervising attorneys and/or partners to review everyone’s work. While working on this 

matter, we kept contemporaneous time logs of all hours spent on each task, and each 

task is depicted within a specific category, allowing us to review the work completed 

on specific tasks within a certain time frame. 

20. The attorneys and staff at Clarkson have spent a total of 423.6 hours 

litigating this case. Below is a table reflecting the work completed by Clarkson attorneys 
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and staff on this case, which were necessary to secure the Settlement reached in this 

case: 
Attorney/ 

Professional 
Role 

Hourly 
Rate 

Hours Value 

 
Ryan Clarkson 

 

Managing 
Partner 

$1,270 7.3 $9,271.00 

 
Yana Hart 

 
Partner $980 132.6 $129,948.00 

 
Tiara Avaness 

 

 
Associate 

 
$495 

 
62.6 

 
$30,987.00 

 
Valter Malkhasyan 

 
Associate $425 45.10 $19,167.50 

Megan Berkowitz Associate $400 28.5 $11,400.00 
 

Bryan Thompson 
 

Counsel $1,075 60.2 $64,715.00 

 
Nestor Castillo 

 
Paralegal $380 52.9 $20,102.00 

 
Jasmin Rodriguez 

 
Paralegal $380 14.6 $5,548.00 

 
Danielle Murray 

 
Paralegal $380 19.8 $7,524.00 

TOTAL:  423.6 
hours 

$298,662.50 
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21. The following chart lists the number of hours worked in each respective 

category of work completed: 

 

Lodestar Category Hours 

Fact Investigation/Development 57 

Case Management 57 

Pleadings and Motions 211 

Discovery 1.4 

Settlement 59 

Class Action Notice 38.2 

Total: 423.6 

22. Yana Hart dedicated a total of 132.6 hours to this case, totaling 

approximately $129,948.00 lodestar. The following chart lists the number of hours 

worked on each respective category: 

Yana Hart Fee Summary 

Lodestar Category Hourly Rate Hours Lodestar 

Fact 

Investigation/Development 
$980 45.1 $44,198.00 

Case Management $980 2.7 $2,646.00 

Pleadings and Motions $980 67.7 $66,346.00 

Discovery $980 - - 

Settlement $980 17.1 $16,758.00 

Class Action Notice $980   

Total:  132.6 $129,948.00 

23. Bryan Thompson dedicated a total of 60.2 hours to this case, totaling 

approximately $62,672.50 lodestar. The following chart lists the number of hours 

worked on each respective category: 
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Bryan Thompson Fee Summary 

Lodestar Category Hourly Rate Hours Lodestar 

Fact 

Investigation/Development 
$1075 1.3 $752.50 

Case Management $1075 4.2 $4,515.00 

Pleadings and Motions $1075 9.2 $9,890.00 

Discovery $1075 - - 

Settlement $1075 8.9 $9,567.50 

Class Action Notice $1075 36.6 $37,947.50 

Total:  60.2 $62,672.50 

24. The attorneys and staff at ALG have spent a total of 347.50 hours on 

litigating the above captioned case. Below is a table reflecting the work completed by 

ALG attorneys and staff on this case, which were necessary to secure the Settlement 

reached in this case: 

Attorney / 
Professional 

 
Role Hourly 

Rate Hours Value 

David Almeida Managing 
Partner $1,100 51.70 $56,870.00 

Matthew 
Langley Partner $950 125.20 $118,940.00 

Elena Belov Partner $825 63.10 $ 52,057.50 
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25. The following chart lists the number of hours worked in each respective 

category: 

Lodestar Category Hours 

Fact Investigation/Development 27.20 

Case Management 55.40 

Pleadings and Motions 144.08 

Discovery 28.75 

Settlement 81.80 

Class Action Notice 18.27 

Total: 355.50 

 

26. Matthew Langley dedicated a total of 125.20 hours to this case, totaling 

approximately $118,940 lodestar. The following chart lists the number of hours worked 

on each respective category: 

 

Matthew Langley Fee Summary 

Lodestar Category Hourly Rate Hours Lodestar 

Case Management $950 4.7 $4,465.00 

Pleadings and Motions $950 41.20 $39,140.00 

John Parker Partner $1,100 55.50 $ 61,050.00 

Britany 
Kabakov 

Senior 
Associate $600 59.00 $ 35,400.00 

Katy Liebhold Paralegal $250 1.00 $ 250.00 

Total 355.50 $324,567.50 
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Discovery $950 21.15 $20,092.50 

Settlement $950 57.55 $54,672.50 

Class Action Notice $950 .6 $570.00 

Total:  125.20 $118,940.00 

 

27. All counsel’s and staff’s rates are based on their experience and skill 

required in performing the work.  

28. The lodestar in this case is $623,230. This represents $298,662.50 billed 

by Clarkson for 423.6 hours of work and $324,567.50 billed by ALG for 355.50 hours 

of work, for a total of 779.1 hours between both firms. 

29. The fee amount sought represents 33% of the total Settlement Fund, and 

49% of Class Counsels total lodestar (or negative multiplier of .49), which is well within 

the range approved by courts in this District in other similar cases. Courts in this District 

have found that a negative lodestar multiplier supports an inference that the fee request 

is reasonable. Other courts in this Circuit have found that a negative multiplier is 

indication that the fee sought is reasonable. See Taylor v. Shutterfly, Inc., No. 5:18-cv-

00266-BLF, 2021 WL 5810294, at *9 (N.D. Cal. Dec. 7, 2021) (holding that the “fact 

that Plaintiff's counsel are seeking substantially less in fees than they reasonably 

incurred further demonstrates the reasonableness of the fee award”) (collecting cases). 

30. The hours we have billed in this Litigation  are reasonable, reflect the 

intensity with which issues raised by Defendant were disputed, and the amount of work 

necessary to litigate and resolve the matter, respond to Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss, 

draft and litigate Plaintiffs’ Motion for Reconsideration, draft and file Plaintiffs’ First 

Amended Complaint, significant communications with Defendant’s counsel, and 
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preparing for and participating in mediation as well as extensive negotiations after the 

mediation.  

31. We also anticipate that we will expend an estimated 30-50 additional hours 

on this Litigation assisting Class Members in the Settlement claims process, responding 

to Class Member inquiries, corresponding with EAG, drafting final approval motions, 

exhibits, declarations, preparing for and attending the Final Approval Hearing, and 

monitoring the distribution of claims & corresponding with Class Members post-final 

approval. 

32. This Litigation raised novel issues and Class Counsel expertly navigated 

the complex and evolving legal terrain surrounding data privacy litigation, an area in 

which precedent-setting decisions continue to emerge almost weekly.  

33. Class Counsel faced a significant risk of non-payment given the contingent 

nature of the fee arrangement. We understood when taking this case that if we were not 

successful, we would not be compensated for our work. Cases like this, involving pixel 

tracking technology, are still novel and with developing caselaw that increased the real 

possibility of an unfavorable outcome. If Plaintiffs failed in their pursuit, we would not 

have recovered anything and would have lost substantial funds expended in litigating 

this action. We also devoted significant amounts of time to this case which prevented 

us from taking on additional work or other cases, due to our engagement in this case 

34. Based on each of our Firm’s knowledge and experience, the hourly rates 

charged by our Firm are within the range of market rates charged by attorneys of 

equivalent experience, skill, and expertise. Our Firms’ rates are based on the market 

rates charged by attorneys in California, and are based on periodic review and 

evaluation of: (a) litigating attorneys’ fee applications; (b) discussions of fees charged 

by other firms/attorneys practicing in similar areas of law; (c) declarations regarding 

prevailing market rates filed by other attorneys seeking award of fees; and (d) attorneys’ 

fee applications and awards in other cases, as well as surveys and articles on attorneys’ 
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fees in legal newspapers and treatises. The information we have gathered shows that 

Class Counsel’s rates are in line with the non-contingent market rates charged by 

attorneys of reasonably comparable experience, skill, and reputation for reasonably 

comparable class action work. In fact, comparable hourly rates have been found 

reasonable by various courts for reasonably comparable services, including: 

a. Kandel v. Dr. Dennis Gross Skincare, LLC, No. 1:23-cv-01967-ER, 

(S.D.NY October 31, 2024), approving Clarkson’s fees and costs in 2024, 

with hourly rates ranging from $935-$1,210 for Partners, $440-$850 for 

Associates, and $360 for paralegals. 

b. Moore v. GlaxoSmithKline Consumer Healthcare Holdings US LLC No. 

4:20-cv-09077-JSW, 2024 WL 4868182 (N.D. Cal. October 3, 2024), 

approving Clarkson’s fees and expenses in 2024, with the hourly rates for 

partners ranging from $990 to $1,210 for partners, $440 to $660 for 

associates, and $360 for litigation support staff. 

c. Hezi v. Celsius Holdings, Inc., No. 1:21-CV-09892-JHR, 2023 WL 

2786820 (S.D.N.Y. Apr. 5, 2023), approving Clarkson’s fees and expenses 

in 2023, with the hourly rates ranging between $850 to $1,100 for partners, 

$425 to $775 for associates, and $300 to $365 for litigation support staff. 

d. Jane Doe v. San Diego Fertility Center Medical Group, Inc., Case No. 37-

2024-00006118 (Cal. Super. Ct. July 18, 2025), approving ALG’s fees and 

costs with hourly rates ranging from $835-$715 for partners, $415 for 

associates and $225 for litigation staff. 

e. In Re: Group Health Plan Litigation, Case No. 23-cv-00267 (D. Minn. 

July 9, 2025), approving ALG’s fees with hourly rates for associates at 

$375 and partners up to $1,200. 

f. In re Practice Resources, LLC Data Security Breach Litigation, Case No. 

6:22-cv-00890 (N.D.N.Y. June 11, 2025), approving ALG’s fees with 
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hourly rates ranging from $715-$915 for partners, $535 for associates, and 

$225 for litigation staff. 

35. The reasonableness of our firms’ hourly rates is also supported by several 

surveys of legal rates, including the following: 

a. On June 9, 2022, Bloomberg Law published an article examining the rapid 

rise in billing rates for law firms in recent years, finding that rates rose by 

roughly 40% from 2007 to 2020. This increase includes a surge of more 

than 6% in 2020, followed by another 5.6% through November of 2021 

among the nation’s largest firms. The article noted that several top law 

firms are currently billing at hourly rates in excess of $2,000, with 

individual attorneys billing at rates as high as $2,465 per hour. A true and 

correct copy of this article is attached hereto as Exhibit B. 

b. A true and correct copy of the ALM Legal Intelligence NLJ Billing Survey 

from 2014 is attached hereto as Exhibit C, reflecting billing rate averages 

for partners as high as $1,055 per hour and for associates as high as $675 

per hour in and around 2014.  

c. In an article entitled “On Sale: The $1,150-Per Hour Lawyer,” written by 

Jennifer Smith and published in the Wall Street Journal on April 10, 2013, 

the author describes the rapidly growing number of lawyers billing at 

$1,150 or more revealed in public filings and major surveys. The article 

also notes that in the first quarter of 2013, the 50 top-grossing law firms 

billed their partners at an average rate between $879 and $882 per hour. A 

true and correct copy of this article is attached hereto as Exhibit D.  

d. In an article published April 16, 2012, the Am Law Daily described the 

2012 Real Rate Report, an analysis of $7.6 billion in legal bills paid by 

corporations over a five-year period ending in December 2011. A true and 

correct copy of that article is attached hereto as Exhibit E. That article 
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confirms that the rates charged by experienced and well-qualified attorneys 

have continued to rise over this five-year period, particularly in large urban 

areas like Los Angeles and New York. It also shows, for example that the 

top quartile of lawyers bill at an average of “just under $900 per hour.” 

e. Similarly, on February 23, 2011, the Wall Street Journal published an on-

line article entitled “Top Billers.” A true and correct copy of that article is 

attached hereto as Exhibit F. This article listed the 2010 and/or 2009 

hourly rates for more than 125 attorneys, in a variety of practice areas and 

cases, who charged $1,000 per hour or more.  

f. On February 22, 2011, the ALM’s Daily Report listed the 2006-2009 

hourly rates of numerous San Francisco attorneys. A true and correct copy 

of that article is attached hereto as Exhibit G. 

g. The Westlaw CourtExpress Legal Billing Reports for May, August, and 

December 2009 (a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as 

Exhibit H) show that as far back as 2009, attorneys with as little as 19 

years of experience were charging $800 per hour or more. Again, current 

rates are significantly higher. 

SETTLEMENT  

36. Under the Settlement, Eisenhower has agreed to pay $875,000 to establish 

a non-reversionary Settlement Fund that will be used to provide all Class Members who 

submit a valid claim with a pro rata cash payment, calculated in accordance with the 

terms of the Settlement Agreement. 

37. The common fund will also pay for Court approved Administrative 

Expenses (including Notice and Settlement Administrative Expenses), Taxes, Service 

Awards, and any attorneys’ fees and costs award by this Court. 

38. The Settlement also provides the class with significant equitable relief: for 

at least two years following final approval, Defendant shall not use Meta Pixel or 
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Google Analytics tracking technology, absent prominent disclosures to its patients and 

compliance with the applicable law. More so, under the Settlement, Defendant agreed 

to create and maintain a Web Governance Committee that will monitor and assess the 

implementation and use of analytics and advertising technologies on the Website to 

evaluate whether such use is consistent with Defendant’s mission and applicable law.  

39. The Settlement confers substantial benefits to the class and accomplishes 

one of Plaintiffs’ main goals in this Litigation—to stop and prevent disclosure of 

sensitive and/or private information and provide redress to individuals harmed by the 

disclosure.  

40. Class Counsel will share net attorneys’ fees equally amongst themselves 

in accordance with a joint prosecution agreement that the Plaintiffs’ counsel have 

signed, and Plaintiffs approved.  

41. The Settlement provides for a Service Payment to Plaintiffs B.K. and N.Z. 

of up to $2,500 each for their services and efforts on behalf of the Class. (SA ¶ 59). 

42. Class Counsel’s clients have issued written approval of this arrangement 

in signing the Settlement Agreement.  

43. Notice of the Settlement has been sent to the Class Members through email 

or postcard, with remailing where an address is invalid, and no objections have been 

made so far. 

44. Additionally, Class Counsel seeks reimbursement of reasonable litigation 

costs, which were advanced by Class Counsel without any guarantee that they would 

be reimbursed, in the amount of $9,180.63. These expenses are reflected in the records 

of Class Counsel and were necessary to prosecute this litigation. All expenses were 

carefully and reasonably expended, and they reflect market rates for various categories 

of expenses incurred. Expense items were billed separately, and such charges were not 

duplicated in our Firms’ billing rates.  
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Clarkson Expenses 

Item Category Total Cost 

Postage Demand letter $8.53 

Filing Fees Filing of complaint in U.S. District 
Court $402 

Service of Process Service of summons & complaint. $367.80 

Mediation Fees Mediation fees  $7,500 

Courtesy Copies Delivery of Chambers copies re: 
Opposition to Motion to Dismiss $65.25 

Courtesy Copies Delivery of Chambers copies re: 
Motion to Reconsider $202.50 

Courtesy Copies 
Delivery of Chambers copies re: 

Plaintiff’s reply to Motion to 
Reconsider 

$39.40 

Courtesy Copies Delivery of Chambers copies re: 
Preliminary Approval Motion $182.65 

Total: $8,768.13 
 

ALG Expenses  

Item Category Amount 
J. Ballard Legal 
Consultation 

Legal Consultation $412.50 

 Total: $412.50 

 

Total Clarkson Expenses  $8,768.13 
Total ALG Expenses  $412.50 

Total: $9,180.63 
45. Class Counsel further seeks Service Awards of $2,500 each to both Class 

Representatives in recognition of their active assistance to Class Counsel in prosecuting 

the Actions, for a total of $5,000. The modest request for the Service Awards is 

reasonable and consistent with Service Awards in other cases throughout California. 
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Class Representatives B.K. and N.Z. have provided the Declarations attached as 

Exhibits I and J. 

EXPERIENCE AND TRAINING 

46. Yana Hart individually attests to matters set forth in this Paragraph: 

a. I graduated summa cum laude from Cabrini College in 2012, and as the 

Valedictorian of the Thomas Jefferson School of Law in 2015. For about a decade, I 

have represented plaintiffs in hundreds of cases, with the significant number in federal 

courts throughout the nation, and have overseen many complex privacy class actions.  

b. I am now a partner at Clarkson, a national public interest law firm of 25 

lawyers, where I oversee the Data Privacy Litigation department, spearheading cutting-

edge privacy cases. My privacy experience is complemented by deep experience at 

every functional stage of the litigation process. I have litigated many complex consumer 

class actions nearly through trial, and also had successfully briefed appeals in both 

federal and state courts.2 

 

2 See e.g., Gunaratna v. Dennis Gross Cosmetology LLC, No. CV 20- 2311-MWF 
(GJSx), 2023 WL 5505052, at *24 (C.D. Cal. Apr. 4, 2023) (after arduous three-plus 
year litigation led by Ms. Hart, the court in granting a contentious class certification 
stated, “it is clear to the Court that [Ms. Hart along with her team] are experienced, 
knowledgeable, and competent; that they will zealously advocate on behalf of the class; 
and that they will dedicate substantial time and resources to litigating this action.”);  
Kandel, et. al., v. Dr. Dennis Gross Skincare, LLC, No. 1:23-cv-01967-ER (S.D.N.Y. 
2024) (obtaining final approval on behalf of the nationwide class in a false labeling case 
resulting in a nearly 24% claims rate, and a recovery of 70% of an average purchase 
price of the products); Prescod v. Celsius Holdings, Inc., No. 19STCV09321 2021 WL 
5234499, at *27 (Aug. 2, 2021) (successfully opposing two appellate writs in favor of 
consumers resulting in a nationwide settlement before Hon. Kenneth Freeman); Salazar 
v. Target Corporation, 83 Cal.App.5th 571 (2022) (obtaining a reversal on appeal of an 
order sustaining a demurrer). 
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c. I regularly litigate data privacy cases involving disclosure of highly 

sensitive medical, financial, and personal information. Examples of such cases include: 

 In Re: PowerSchool Holdings, Inc. And PowerSchool Group, LLC 

Customer Security Breach Litigation, 25-md-3149-BEN-MSB (S.D. 

California, June 17, 2025) (Yana Hart appointed to Plaintiffs' Steering 

Committee in nationwide data breach affecting 50 million students and 10 

million teachers); 

 In re Laboratory Services Cooperative Data Breach Litigation, 2:25-cv-

00685-BJR (W.D. Washington) (appointing Yana Hart to the Plaintiffs' 

Steering Committee in multi-state medical data breach case); 

 G.E., et. al., v. STIIIZY, Inc., Case 2:25-cv-00490-GW-SSC (C.D. 

California, April 14, 2025) (appointed co-lead counsel in data breach 

affecting hundreds of thousands of customers whose private information 

was compromised in a cyberattack); 

 Baton et al. v. Ledger SAS et al., No. 21-17036, 2022 WL 17352192 (9th 

Cir. 2022) (obtaining a reversal of a district court’s dismissal of data breach 

action on jurisdictional grounds, and subsequently obtaining a denial of a 

motion to dismiss on the merits); 

 Jesse Jines v. California Cryobank, LLC, Case 2:25-cv-02482 (C.D. 

California, March 20, 2025) (Yana Hart appointed Interim Co-Lead 

Counsel in medical data breach case); 

 Faulker, et al. v. MoneyGram Payment Systems, Inc. and MoneyGram 

International, Inc. Case 3:24-CV-2557-X (N.D. Texas, Feb. 12, 2025) 

(Yana Hart appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Executive Committee in a 

consolidated action regarding a significant data breach); 

 In re Dropbox Sign Data Breach Litigation, No. 4:24-cv-02637-JSW, Dkt. 

41 (N.D. Cal. Oct. 9, 2024) (Yana Hart appointed as Co-Lead Class 
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Counsel in a data breach case involving disclosure of sensitive and private 

information); 

 Matthew Rouillard, et. al. v. SAG-AFTRA Health Plan, 2:24-CV-10503-

MEMF-JPR (C.D. California, February 25, 2025) (Yana Hart appointed as 

Co-Lead Class Counsel in a data breach case involving disclosure of 

sensitive and private health information); 

 M.M., et al. v. Los Angeles Unified School District, No. 22STCV37822 

(Super. Ct. L.A. County Feb. 28, 2023) (obtaining order overruling 

demurrer of vendor defendant as co-lead counsel in a data breach involving 

minors’ medical and other sensitive records);  

 Saeedy, et al., v. Microsoft Corporation (County of King, WA 2024) 

(litigating surreptitious tracking of users’ internet browsing activity); and, 

 Hasson v. Comcast Cable Communications, LLC, 2:23-cv-05039-JMY 

(E.D. Pa. 2023) (Clarkson is appointed to the Plaintiffs’ executive 

committee of the MDL data breach involving disclosure of individuals’ 

names, usernames, passwords, partial SSN, security questions and 

answers, and other PII). 

d. A copy of Clarkson Law Firm’s firm resume is attached hereto as Exhibit 

K.  

e. I am also a frequent speaker at global and regional conferences and events, 

where I am invited to share insights on consumer protection and privacy issues. 

f. I have and continue to zealously advocate a developed profile of privacy 

cases, ranging from data privacy, data misuse, unlawful data tracking, and data 

breaches, in addition to many other types of consumer class actions. Clarkson’s breadth 

of experience in the prosecution of class actions, including data breach and privacy 

lawsuits such as this action, renders it adequate to represent the proposed Settlement 

Class.  
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47. Bryan P. Thompson individually attests as to matters set forth in this 

Paragraph:  

a. I am a Counsel at Clarkson Law Firm, with a primary focus on data privacy 

and consumer protection litigation. For over a decade, I have litigated complex 

consumer class actions, including numerous data breach and data misuse cases 

involving highly sensitive medical, financial, and personal information. 

b. My experience in consumer privacy is extensive. I was appointed to the 

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee (“PSC”) for the In Re: TikTok: In App Brower 

Multidistrict Litigation (MDL 2948-A, 24-cv-2110, N.D. Ill). In finding the committee 

and Mr. Thompson’s appointment to the committee sufficient, Judge Pallmeyer found 

that “[a]ll of the proposed PSC members’ written submissions and oral presentations 

demonstrate that they are capable and experienced attorneys who will responsibly and 

fairly represent all Plaintiffs in the putative classes.” (In Re: TikTok: In App Browser 

Multidistrict Litigation, ECF 2, pg. 2). 

c. I was also heavily involved with the Plaintiff’s Steering Committee in the 

LastPass Data Breach litigation, In re LastPass Data Security Incident Litigation, 22-

cv-12047 (U.S. District Court of Massachusetts). While not formally appointed to the 

PSC, I collaborated with the PSC on plaintiff vetting, assisted in drafting the 

Consolidated Complaint, determining damages, reviewing Article III standing issues, 

contributing to briefing, attending court hearings and all PSC meetings, and otherwise 

working with lead counsel to efficiently advance the case. 

d. I am a Certified Information Privacy Professional (“CIPP/US”) through 

the International Association of Privacy Professionals, the “gold standard” in the field 

of data privacy rules and regulations. I regularly present continuing legal education 

courses on consumer law and consumer protection litigation and have held leadership 

positions in legal and consumer-focused groups, both locally and nationally. These 

include serving as Illinois State Chair of the National Association of Consumer 
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Advocates, membership on the National Association of Consumer Advocates Ethics 

and Judicial Committees, Chair of the Chicago Bar Association Consumer Law 

Committee, appointments to the Illinois State Bar Association Committees on the 

Delivery of Legal Services, Section Council on Information and Privacy Security, and 

election to the Illinois State Bar Association Assembly. Since 2020, I have been 

recognized as a Super Lawyer “Rising Star” or “Super Lawyer” by Chicago Magazine. 

e. I have served as counsel or lead counsel in hundreds of consumer 

protection cases, primarily focusing on federal and state statutes such as the Fair Debt 

Collection Practices Act, the Fair Credit Reporting Act, state consumer fraud statutes, 

and other areas of commercial and consumer litigation, both individually and on a class-

wide basis. 

48. Matthew J. Langley individually attests as to matters set forth in this 

Paragraph:  

a. I have been involved in dozens of class action lawsuits throughout the 

country, representing clients in a wide-range of claims, including data breach and 

privacy violations, state consumer fraud and deceptive business practices, false 

advertising and false labeling, the Electronics Communication Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. 

§ 2511(1) (“ECPA”), the California Confidentiality of Medical Information Act, Cal. 

Civ. Code § 56, et seq. (“CMIA”), the California Invasion of Privacy Act, Cal. Penal 

Code § 630, et. seq. (“CIPA”), the California Consumers Legal Remedies Act, Cal. Civ. 

Code § 1750, et seq. (“CLRA”), the California Unfair Competition Law, Cal. Bus. & 

Prof. Code § 17200, et seq. (“UCL”), the Telephone Consumer Protection Act, the Fair 

Credit Reporting Act, the Illinois Biometric Information and Privacy Act (“BIPA”), the 

Video Privacy Protection Act (“VPPA”). 

b. I am also involved in a number of class actions brought in federal courts 

across the country involving data privacy where I serve as lead or co-counsel, including: 
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 Reedy et al v. Everylywell, Inc., 1:24-cv-02713 (N.D. Ill.) (final approval 

granted in case involving tracking technology);  

 Allen v. Midwest Express Care, 1:24-cv-05348 (N.D. Ill.) (involving 

tracking technology); 

 Begay v. NextCare Holdings LLC, 2:24-cv-01685-DJH (D. Ariz.) 

(involving tracking technology); 

 Stegmeyer et al v. ABM Industries Incorporated et al., 1:24-cv-00394 

(N.D. Ill.) (disclosure of information in violation of the Driver Privacy 

Protection Act (“DPPA”)); 

 B.K. et al v. Eisenhower Medical Center et al., 5:23-cv-02092-JGB-DTB 

(C.D. Cal.) (involving tracking technology); 

 Buraga v. CDK Global, LLC, 1:24-cv-05273 (N.D. Ill.) (data breach case); 

 Nick Gaige v. Exer Holding Company, LLC, 2:24-cv-06099-SPG-AJR 

(N.D. Cal.) (involving tracking technology); 

 B.W. et al v. San Diego Fertility Center Medical Group, Inc. et al., 

3:24-cv-00237-LL-BLM (S.D. Cal.) (involving tracking technology). 

c. A copy of ALG’s firm resume is attached hereto as Exhibit L.  

d. In sum, I have and continue to zealously advocate a developed profile of 

privacy cases, ranging from data privacy, data misuse, unlawful data tracking, and data 

breaches, in addition to many other types of consumer class actions. ALG’s breadth of 

experience in the prosecution of class actions, including data breach and privacy 

lawsuits such as this action, renders it adequate to represent the proposed Settlement 

Class.  

e. This experience demonstrates that we are well-qualified to serve as 

Settlement Class Counsel in this matter along with co-counsel.  

We declare, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California, 

that the foregoing is true and correct. 
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Executed on August 19, 2025, in San Diego, California. 

 

      
       Yana Hart 
 

Executed on August 19, 2025, in Chicago, Illinois. 

 

 

      
       Bryan P. Thompson 
 

Executed on August 19, 2025, in Chicago, Illinois. 

 

 

      
    Matthew J. Langley 
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Business & Practice

Big Law Rates Topping $2,000 Leave
Value ‘In Eye of Beholder’
By Roy Strom

Column
June 9, 2022, 2:30 AM

Welcome back to the Big Law Business column on the changing legal marketplace written by me, Roy Strom.

Today, we look at a new threshold for lawyers’ billing rates and why it’s so difficult to put a price on high-

powered attorneys. Sign up to receive this column in your inbox on Thursday mornings. Programming note: Big

Law Business will be off next week.

Some of the nation’s top law firms are charging more than $2,000 an hour, setting a new pinnacle after a

two-year burst in demand.

Partners at Hogan Lovells and Latham & Watkins have crossed the threshold, according to court

documents in bankruptcy cases filed within the past year.

Other firms came close to the mark, billing more than $1,900, according to the documents. They include

Kirkland & Ellis, Simpson Thacher & Bartlett, Boies Schiller Flexner, and Sidley Austin.

Simpson Thacher & Bartlett litigator Bryce Friedman, who helps big-name clients out of jams, especially

when they’re accused of fraud, charges $1,965 every 60 minutes, according to a court document.

In need of a former acting US Solicitor General? Hogan Lovells partner Neal Katyal bills time at $2,465 an

hour. Want to hire famous litigator David Boies? That’ll cost $1,950 an hour (at least). Reuters was first to

report their fees.

Eye-watering rates are nothing new for Big Law firms, which typically ask clients to pay higher prices at

least once a year, regardless of broader market conditions.

“Value is in the eye of the beholder,” said John O’Connor, a San Francisco-based expert on legal fees. “The

perceived value of a good lawyer can reach into the multi-billions of dollars.”

Kirkland & Ellis declined to comment on its billing rates. None of the other firms responded to requests to

comment.
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Law firms have been more successful raising rates than most other businesses over the past 15 years.

Law firm rates rose by roughly 40 percent from 2007 to 2020, or just short of 3 percent per year, Thomson

Reuters Peer Monitor data show. US inflation rose by about 28% during that time.

The 100 largest law firms in the past two years achieved their largest rate increases in more than a

decade, Peer Monitor says. The rates surged more than 6% in 2020 and grew another 5.6% through

November of last year. Neither level had been breached since 2008.

The price hikes occurred during a once-in-a-decade surge in demand for law services, which propelled

profits at firms to new levels. Fourteen law firms reported average profits per equity partner in 2021 over

$5 million, according to data from The American Lawyer. That was up from six the previous year.

The highest-performing firms, where lawyers charge the highest prices, have outperformed their smaller

peers. Firms with leading practices in markets such as mergers and acquisitions, capital markets, and real

estate were forced to turn away work at some points during the pandemic-fueled surge.

Firms receive relatively tepid pushback from their giant corporate clients, especially when advising on bet-

the-company litigation or billion-dollar deals.

The portion of bills law firms collected—a sign of how willingly clients pay full-freight—rose during the

previous two years after drifting lower following the Great Financial Crisis. Collection rates last year

breached 90% for the first time since 2009, Peer Monitor data show.
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Professional rules prohibit lawyers from charging “unconscionable” or “unreasonable” rates. But that

doesn’t preclude clients from paying any price they perceive as valuable, said Jacqueline Vinaccia, a San

Diego-based lawyer who testifies on lawyer fee disputes.

Lawyers’ fees are usually only contested when they will be paid by a third party.

That happened recently with Hogan Lovells’ Katyal, whose nearly $2,500 an hour fee was contested in May

by a US trustee overseeing a bankruptcy case involving a Johnson & Johnson unit facing claims its talc-

based powders caused cancer.

The trustee, who protects the financial interests of bankruptcy estates, argued Katyal’s fee was more than

$1,000 an hour higher than rates charged by lawyers in the same case at Jones Day and Skadden Arps

Slate Meagher & Flom.

A hearing on the trustee’s objection is scheduled for next week. Hogan Lovells did not respond to a

request for comment on the objection.

Vinaccia said the firm’s options will be to reduce its fee, withdraw from the case, or argue the levy is

reasonable, most likely based on Katyal’s extensive experience arguing appeals.

Still, the hourly rate shows just how valuable the most prestigious lawyers’ time can be—even compared

to their highly compensated competitors.

“If the argument is that Jones Day and Skadden Arps are less expensive, then you’re already talking about

the cream of the crop, the top-of-the-barrel law firms,” Vinaccia said. “I can’t imagine a case in which I

might argue those two firms are more reasonable than the rates I’m dealing with.”

Worth Your Time

On Cravath: Cravath Swaine & Moore is heading to Washington, opening its first new office since 1973 by

hiring former heads of the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission and Federal Deposit Insurance

Corporation. Meghan Tribe reports the move comes as Big Law firms are looking to add federal

government expertise as clients face more regulatory scrutiny.

On Big Law Promotions: It’s rare that associates get promotions to partner in June, but Camille Vasquez is

now a Brown Rudnick partner after she shot to fame representing Johnny Depp in his defamation trial

against ex-wife Amber Heard.

On Working From Home: I spoke this week with Quinn Emanuel’s John Quinn about why he thinks law

firm life is never going back to the office-first culture that was upset by the pandemic. Listen to the

podcast here.
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That’s it for this week! Thanks for reading and please send me your thoughts, critiques, and tips.

To contact the reporter on this story: Roy Strom in Chicago at
rstrom@bloomberglaw.com

To contact the editors responsible for this story: Chris Opfer at
copfer@bloomberglaw.com; John Hughes at jhughes@bloombergindustry.com
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Body

Top partners at leading U.S. law firms are charging more than ever before, yet those hourly rates aren't all they
appear to be.

Having blown past the once-shocking price tag of $1,000 an hour, some sought-after deal, tax and trial lawyers are 
commanding hourly fees of $1,150 or more, according to an analysis of billing rates compiled from public filings.

But, as law firms boost their standard rates, many are softening the blow with widespread discounts and write-offs, 
meaning fewer clients are paying full freight. As a result, law firms on average are actually collecting fewer cents on 
the dollar, compared with their standard, or "rack," rates, than they have in years.

Think of hourly fees "as the equivalent of a sticker on the car at a dealership," said legal consultant Ward Bower, a 
principal at Altman Weil Inc. "It's the beginning of a negotiation. . . . Law firms think they are setting the rates, but 
clients are the ones determining what they're going to pay."

Star lawyers still can fetch a premium, and some of them won't budge on price. The number of partners billing 
$1,150-plus an hour has more than doubled since this time last year, according to Valeo Partners, a consulting firm 
that maintains a database of legal rates pulled from court filings and other publicly disclosed information. More than 
320 lawyers in the firm's database billed at that level in the first quarter of 2013, up from 158 a year earlier.

That gilded circle includes tax experts such as Christopher Roman of King & Spalding LLP and Todd Maynes of
Kirkland & Ellis LLP, intellectual-property partner Nader A. Mousavi of Sullivan & Cromwell LLP, and deal lawyers
such as Kenneth M. Schneider of Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison LLP.
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Those lawyers and their firms either declined to comment or didn't reply to requests for comment.

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

"We almost always negotiate rates down from the rack rates," said Randal S. Milch, general counsel for phone giant
Verizon Communications Inc. The result, he said, is a "not-insignificant discount."

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

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

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

In practical terms, that means the gap between law firms' sticker prices and the amount of money they actually bill
and collect from their clients is wider than it has been in years.

According to data collected by Thomson Reuters Peer Monitor, big law firms raised their average standard rate by 
about 9.3% over the past three years. But they weren't able to keep up on the collection side, where the increase 
over the same period was just 6%.

Firms that used to collect on average about 92 cents for every dollar of standard time their lawyers worked in 2007, 
before the economic downturn, now are getting less than 85 cents. "That's a historic low," said James Jones, a
senior fellow at the Center for the Study of the Legal Profession at Georgetown Law.

To be sure, the legal business has picked up since the recession, when some clients flat-out refused to pay rate
increases.

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

While some clients resisted using associate lawyers during the downturn, refusing to pay hundreds of dollars an 
hour for inexperienced attorneys, the largest U.S. law firms have managed to send the needle back up again. This 
year, for the first time, the average rate for associates with one to four years of experience rose to $500 an hour,
according to Valeo.

The increases continue the upward trend of 2012, when legal fees in general rose 4.8% and associate billing rates 
rose by 7.4%, according to a coming report by TyMetrix Legal Analytics, a unit of Wolters Kluwer, and CEB, a 
research and advisory-services company. Those numbers are based on legal-spending data from more than 17,000 
law firms.

More than a dozen leaders at major law firms declined to discuss rate increases on the record, though some said 
privately that the increase in associate rates could be caused in part by step increases as junior lawyers gain in
seniority.

Joe Sims, an antitrust partner at Jones Day and former member of the firm's partnership committee, said clients 
don't mind paying for associates, as long as they feel they are getting their money's worth.
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Sophisticated clients, he said, tend to focus on the overall price tag for legal work, not on individual rates. "They are 
more concerned about how many people are working on the project and the total cost of the project," Mr. Sims said. 
"Clients want value no matter who is on the job."

While a handful of elite lawyers have successfully staked out the high end -- the deal teams at Wachtell, Lipton, 
Rosen & Katz, for example -- legal experts say that client pressure to control legal spending means most law firms 
must be more flexible on price.

"There will always be some 'bet the company' problem where a client will not quibble about rates," said Mr. Jones of 
Georgetown. "Unfortunately, from the law firms' standpoint, that represents a small percentage of the work."
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ALMEIDA LAW GROUP LLC 
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Tel: (708) 529-5418 

CLARKSON LAW FIRM, P.C. 
Ryan J. Clarkson (SBN 257074) 
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Yana Hart (SBN 306499) 
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Bryan P. Thompson (SBN 354683) 
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Counsel for Plaintiffs & the Proposed Classes 

 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

B.K., and N.Z., individually and on 
behalf of all others similarly situated, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
EISENHOWER MEDICAL CENTER, 
 

Defendant. 

Case No. 5:23-cv-02092-JGB-DTB 
 
DECLARATION OF N.Z. IN 
SUPPORT OF 

SERVICE AWARDS 
 
Hearing Information 
Date: October 20, 2025 
Time: 9:00 a.m. 
Location: Courtroom 1 
Hon. Jesus G. Bernal  
 
Complaint Filed: October 12, 2023 
FAC Filed: April 22, 2024 
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1. I, N.Z., one of the Class Representative in this Litigation, respectfully 

submit this Declaration in support of 

. Motion . I have personal knowledge of all the 

facts stated herein, and if called to testify as a witness, I could and would competently 

testify to them. 

2. Unless otherwise defined, capitalized terms in this Declaration have the 

same meaning as set forth in the Settlement Agreement, which is attached as Exhibit 

A to . 

3. I am a member of the Settlement Class of individuals whose Private 

Information was disclosed to a third party without authorization or consent through 

the Meta Pixel on Defendant Website.  

Time and Efforts Associated with Litigation 

4. For almost two years, I have worked closely with my attorneys to bring 

this case in order to end practices that I believe invaded the privacy of myself and other 

patients of Defendant. Even before this lawsuit ensued, I worked closely with my 

attorneys at Clarkson Law Firm and Almeida Law Group LLC to gather and organize 

key information and evidence, review legal filings, and provide key input on strategy. 

I have also actively participated in the Litigation, cooperated with and remained in 

regular contact with my attorneys, provided my attorneys with important information 

about the underlying facts of the claims , stayed 

informed of case developments as the Litigation progressed, and searched for and 

produced relevant information and evidence as requested by my counsel, among other 

case-related tasks. 

5. My involvement has been consistent throughout the Litigation, as 

discussed below: 

a. Prior to my attorneys filing a complaint on my behalf, I spent time 

communicating with them by phone and email regarding the facts of this 

action and gathering documents regarding my potential claims. 
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b. When my attorneys prepared the initial complaint, I reviewed it prior to 

filing and confirmed that it was factually accurate as I understood it. 

c. Throughout the Litigation, I actively cooperated with my attorneys by 

regularly communicating with them, providing them with any relevant and 

necessary information, responding to inquiries on facts or document 

requests, and generally staying informed of case developments.  

d. 

as well as the C involved in the decision-

making process and strategies relating to the next steps taken by my 

attorneys, which ultimately led to a successful Motion for Reconsideration. 

e. I continued to assist my attorneys after that point, and was involved in 

further information gathering, leading up to my attorneys filing the First 

Amended Complaint. 

f. When my attorneys prepared the amended complaint, I reviewed it prior to 

filing and confirmed that it was factually accurate as I understood it. 

g. We ultimately agreed to attend a full day mediation in attempt to resolve 

this Litigation, and leading up to mediation, I worked closely with my 

attorneys in discussing critical case strategy, our goals, evaluation of this 

matter, and participated in responding to inquiries from my attorneys. My 

attorneys kept me updated throughout the process, and I participated in 

mediation-related decisions. 

h. Throughout the Litigation, I spoke with my attorneys on numerous 

occasions to assist them as needed and to discuss case strategy. I also 

gathered documents and helped my attorneys gather facts necessary for 

litigation and mediation. I was involved in the settlement discussions and 

my attorneys kept me fully informed regarding the possibility of settlement 

and proposed settlement terms. 

i. Once the Settlement was reached, I continued to be involved, to assist 
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counsel as necessary in finalizing formal final settlement related 

documents including the Motion for Preliminary Approval.  

j. When the Motion for Preliminary Approval was filed and later granted, I 

have continually kept in contact with my counsel regarding the status of 

class notification and regularly receive updates regarding the case, as well 

as this Motion and the anticipated Motion for Final Approval. 

Risks and Costs Incurred by Participating in this Litigation 

6. Prior to filing the case, I understood that I would be exposed to certain 

risks by being named as a Plaintiff in this Litigation. As part of the case, I provided 

sensitive and personal information, some of which could have to be disclosed publicly 

in court filings. In filing this case, I was aware that my name would be shared with 

Defendant and its attorneys during this litigation. Suing a medical provider that I had 

used was a significant risk and undertaking and one that I did not take lightly, as I 

worried that it could potentially result in retaliation or jeopardize my ongoing care.  

7. I agreed to serve as a named Plaintiff, understanding that proceeding with 

a class action might involve a delay in my obtaining recovery for my losses as opposed 

to filing an individual claim that could be resolved quicker.  

8. I believe that any medical provider should take the utmost care in 

protecting the privacy and confidentiality of its patients, and that is one of the reasons 

I agreed to serve as class representative in this Litigation. I sought not just 

compensation for myself and others, but also business practice changes that would help 

protect the privacy of future patients of Defendant. I have supported the Settlement and 

am proud of the result that we achieved.   

9. Neither my attorney, nor anyone else, ever promised me any amount of 

money to serve as a class representative, or in connection with my approval of this 

Settlement. 

/// 

/// 
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the 

States of California that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on August 13, 2025 at Indio, California.   

______________________________ 
N.Z.
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ALMEIDA LAW GROUP LLC 
Matthew J. Langley (SBN 342846) 
matt@almeidalawgroup.com 
849 West Webster Avenue 
Chicago, IL 60614 
Tel: (708) 529-5418 

CLARKSON LAW FIRM, P.C. 
Ryan J. Clarkson (SBN 257074) 
rclarkson@clarksonlawfirm.com 
Yana Hart (SBN 306499) 
yhart@clarksonlawfirm.com 
Bryan P. Thompson (SBN 354683) 
bthompson@clarksonlawfirm.com 
22525 Pacific Coast Highway 
Malibu, CA 90265 
Tel: (213) 788-4050 
Fax: (213) 788-4070 
 
Counsel for Plaintiffs & the Proposed Classes 
 

 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

B.K., and N.Z., individually and on 
behalf of all others similarly situated, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
EISENHOWER MEDICAL CENTER, 
 

Defendant. 

Case No. 5:23-cv-02092-JGB-DTB 
 
DECLARATION OF B.K. IN 
SUPPORT OF 
MOT

SERVICE AWARDS 
 
Hearing Information 
Date: October 20, 2025 
Time: 9:00 a.m. 
Location: Courtroom 1 
Hon. Jesus G. Bernal 
 
Complaint Filed: October 12, 2023 
FAC Filed: April 22, 2024 
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1. I, B.K., one of the Class Representatives in this Litigation, respectfully 

submit this Declaration in support of Plaint Motion for 

Motion . I have personal knowledge of all the facts 

stated herein, and if called to testify as a witness, I could and would competently 

testify to them. 

2. Unless otherwise defined, capitalized terms in this Declaration have the 

same meaning as set forth in the Settlement Agreement, which is attached as Exhibit 

A to . 

3. I am a member of the Settlement Class of individuals whose Private 

Information was disclosed to a third party without authorization or consent through 

site.  

Time and Efforts Associated with Litigation 

4. For almost two years, I have worked closely with my attorneys to bring 

this case in order to end practices that I believe invaded the privacy of myself and other 

patients of Defendant. Even before this lawsuit ensued, I worked closely with my 

attorneys at Clarkson Law Firm and Almeida Law Group LCC to gather and organize 

key information and evidence, review legal filings, and provide key input on strategy. 

I have also actively participated in the Litigation, cooperated with and remained in 

regular contact with my attorneys, provided my attorneys with important information 

about the underlying facts of the claims , stayed 

informed of case developments as the Litigation progressed, and searched for and 

produced relevant information and evidence as requested by my counsel, among other 

case-related tasks. 

5. My involvement has been consistent throughout the Litigation, as 

discussed below: 

a. Prior to my attorneys filing a complaint on my behalf, I spent time 

communicating with them by phone and email regarding the facts of this 

action and gathering documents regarding my potential claims. 
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b. When my attorneys prepared the initial complaint, I reviewed it prior to 

filing and confirmed that it was factually accurate as I understood it. 

c. Throughout the Litigation, I actively cooperated with my attorneys by 

regularly communicating with them, providing them with any relevant and 

necessary information, responding to inquiries on facts or document 

requests, and generally staying informed of case developments.  

d. 

as well as the C decision-

making process and strategies relating to the next steps taken by my 

attorneys, which ultimately led to a successful Motion for Reconsideration. 

e. I continued to assist my attorneys after that point, and was involved in 

further information gathering, leading up to my attorneys filing the First 

Amended Complaint. 

f. When my attorneys prepared the amended complaint, I reviewed it prior to 

filing and confirmed that it was factually accurate as I understood it. 

g. We ultimately agreed to attend a full day mediation in attempt to resolve 

this Litigation, and leading up to mediation, I worked closely with my 

attorneys in discussing critical case strategy, our goals, evaluation of this 

matter, and participated in responding to inquiries from my attorneys. My 

attorneys kept me updated throughout the process, and I participated in 

mediation-related decisions. 

h. Throughout the Litigation, I spoke with my attorneys on numerous 

occasions to assist them as needed and to discuss case strategy. I also 

gathered documents and helped my attorneys gather facts necessary for 

litigation and mediation. I was involved in the settlement discussions and 

my attorneys kept me fully informed regarding the possibility of settlement 

and proposed settlement terms. 

i. Once the Settlement was reached, I continued to be involved, to assist 
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counsel as necessary in finalizing formal final settlement related 

documents including the Motion for Preliminary Approval.  

j. When the Motion for Preliminary Approval was filed and later granted, I 

have continually kept in contact with my counsel regarding the status of 

class notification and regularly receive updates regarding the case, as well 

as this Motion and the anticipated Motion for Final Approval. 

Risks and Costs Incurred by Participating in this Litigation 

6. Prior to filing the case, I understood that I would be exposed to certain 

risks by being named as a Plaintiff in this Litigation. As part of the case, I provided 

sensitive and personal information, some of which could have to be disclosed publicly 

in court filings. In filing this case, I was aware that my name would be shared with 

Defendant and its attorneys during this litigation. Suing a medical provider that I had 

used was a significant risk and undertaking and one that I did not take lightly, as I 

worried that it could potentially result in retaliation or jeopardize my ongoing care.  

7. I agreed to serve as a named Plaintiff, understanding that proceeding with 

a class action might involve a delay in my obtaining recovery for my losses as opposed 

to filing an individual claim that could be resolved quicker.  

8. I believe that any medical provider should take the utmost care in 

protecting the privacy and confidentiality of its patients, and that is one of the reasons 

I agreed to serve as class representative in this Litigation. I sought not just 

compensation for myself and others, but also business practice changes that would help 

protect the privacy of future patients of Defendant. I have supported the Settlement and 

am proud of the result that we achieved.   

9. Neither my attorney, nor anyone else, ever promised me any amount of 

money to serve as a class representative, or in connection with my approval of this 

Settlement. 

/// 

/// 
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DECLARATION OF B.K. IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the 

States of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on August 13, 2025 at Cathedral City, California.   

______________________________ 
B.K.
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We imagine a fair future for all people.

We curate, cultivate, 
and champion cases to win justice 
for real people.

Clarkson is a public interest law firm. We focus on class 
and mass actions that help create a fairer, equitable, 
and sustainable society for everyone.
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F I R M  H I STO RY  &  BAC KG R O U N D  

 

 

Firm History and Background 
Clarkson is a public interest law firm founded in 2014, headquartered in Malibu, California. We 
represent individuals, groups, small businesses, non-profits, and whistleblowers in state and fed-
eral court, at trial and appellate levels, in class action and collective action cases, throughout 
California, New York, and the United States. Our growth and success are fueled by a culture that 
attracts brilliantly innovative, diverse attorneys who are driven by a shared purpose. With a long 
list of wins and high impact settlements—from contested class certification motions and ap-
pointments as class counsel, to prosecuting extensive and complex false advertising actions—
our track record speaks for itself.  

Justice means more to us than just recovering monetary damages. The people we represent are 
an essential part of establishing precedents and policies that help protect countless others. 
Their participation makes society safer and fairer for everyone.  
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P R ACT I C E  A R E AS  

Making the future 
fair together. 
 

 

Our work is about something bigger than winning rightful compensation. Each area of 
our practice is an opportunity to empower people. We see public interest cases as es-
sential tools of democracy, offering representation and participation to people who 
would not otherwise have the ability and resources to tackle these issues on their own. 
Our partnerships with everyday citizens serve as a healthy check on power and drive 
meaningful change that makes society safer, freer, and fairer for all. 

 

 

 

Appeals & Writs • Sexual Assault •  
Fertility Negligence • Employment Law •  
Whistleblowers • Mass Arbitration • AI & Data 
Privacy Litigation • False Advertising • Environ-
mental Sustainability • Mass Tort Actions •  
Antitrust Law 
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F I R M  STATS  &  I M PACT

Judicial Praise 

for Clarkson Law Firm, P.C.
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J U D I C I A L  P R A I S E

I just wanted to say that both counsel [Glenn Danas for Plaintiff/Appellant, and Alan 
Schoenfeld of WilmerHale for Chase] did an exceptional job, and whatever they’re paying 
you isn’t enough.

Judge J. Clifford Wallace

During oral argument in McShannock v. JP Morgan Chase Bank NA (9th Cir. May 13, 2020)

It is clear to the Court that the Clarkson lawyers [Yana Hart and Ryan Clarkson] are experi-
enced, knowledgeable, and competent; that they will zealously advocate on behalf of the 
class; and that they will dedicate substantial time and resources to litigating this action.

Honorable Michael W. Fitzgerald, United States District Judge

In Gunaratna v. Dennis Gross Cosmetology LLC (C.D. Cal, April 4, 2023)

This is the point at which I usually submit the matter. I feel instead I should applaud. I've 
been looking forward to this argument all week, because it's a difficult area for me, and an 
interesting one. Now, I'm not a big fan of difficult, I'm addicted to interesting, and your 
[Brent Robinson for Plaintiff/Appellant and Fermin Llaguno of Littler Mendelson P.C. for In-
n-Out Burgers] performance today lived up to my expectations. I wish your clients were 
here to see how well you represented them today.

Hon. William W. Bedsworth (now Ret.)

At the close of oral argument in Piplack v. In-n-Out Burgers (2023) 88 Cal.App.5th 1281
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Case Profiles 
 

We have an active civil trial practice and track record of success, 
having won numerous contested class certification motions and 
appointments as class counsel, leading to significant class settle-
ments, including the following: data breach and privacy actions, 
false and deceptive advertising class actions, and others. 
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DATA  B R E AC H  A N D  P R I VACY  ACT I O N S  

The firm handles antitrust cases, class actions, and complex litigation in federal and state courts through-
out the United States. Notable past and ongoing data privacy and breach cases include: 

In Re: PowerSchool Holdings, Inc.  and PowerSchool Group, LLC Customer Security Breach Litigation 
No 3:25-md-03149-BEN-MSB (S.D. Cal June. 17, 2025) 

Clarkson appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee in consolidated litigation involving massive data breach that af-
fected over 50 million students and 10 million teachers. Out of the dozens of firms who applied for leadership, Clarkson was 
selected as one of the six firms chosen for the PSC. 

In re Laboratory Services Cooperative Data Breach Litigation 
No 2:25-cv-00685-BJR (W.D. Washington, June 6, 2025) 

Clarkson appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee in consolidated medical data breach case. 

Jines v. California Cryobank, LLC  
No 2:25-cv-02611-MWC-KES (C.D. California, April 28, 2025) 

Clarkson appointed as Interim Co-Lead Counsel in consolidated data breach class action against reproductive medical 
clinic. 

G.E. v. STIIIZY, Inc.,  
No 2:25-cv-00490-GW-SSC (C.D. California, April 14, 2025) 

Clarkson appointed as Interim Co-Lead Counsel in data breach affecting hundreds of thousands of customers. 

Rouillard v. SAG-AFTRA Health Plan 
No 2:24-cv-10503-MEMFJPR (C.D. Cal Dec. 5, 2024) 

Clarkson appointed Interim Co-Lead Counsel in data breach class action involving loss of personal information and confi-
dential health information. The case seeks to remedy the profound loss of privacy that occurred due to the breach of this 
extremely sensitive information.  

Saeedy, et al., v. Microsoft Corporation  
(County of King, WA 2024)   

Clarkson and its co-counsel prevailed on a motion to compel arbitration in a case involving surreptitious tracking of millions 
of users’ internet browsing activity. 

Faulkner v. MoneyGram Payment Systems, Inc., 
No. 3:24-cv-02557-X (N.D. Texas Oct. 10, 2024)  

Clarkson appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Executive Committee in a consolidated action involving disclosure of sensitive infor-
mation. 

In re Dropbox Sign Data Breach Litigation,  
No. 4:24-cv-02637-JSW (N.D. Cal. May 2,2024) 

Clarkson appointed Interim Co-Lead Counsel in a data breach case involving disclosure of sensitive and private information. 

Heath, et al. v. Keenan & Associates 
No. 24STCV03018 (Super. Ct. L.A. County, Feb. 2, 2024) 

Clarkson appointed as Interim Co-Lead Counsel in matter class action involving exposure of sensitive financial and medical 
records. 

 

Case 5:23-cv-02092-JGB-DTB     Document 66-13     Filed 08/19/25     Page 10 of 43   Page
ID #:1193



   

                                                                                                                                                                                               Clarksonlawfirm.com                         10 

 

B.K., et al. v. Eisenhower Medical Center 
No 5:23-cv-02092-JDB (C.D. Cal Oct. 12, 2023) 

Clarkson appointed as Interim Co-Lead Counsel in a case involving the unauthorized transmission of confidential health in-
formation using online tracking technologies; preliminary approval granted on June 4, 2025.   

C.M., et al. v. MarinHealth Medical Group, Inc. 
No 3:23-cv-04179-WHO (N.D. Cal Aug. 16, 2023) 

Clarkson successfully overcame a motion to dismiss on nearly all counts—with only one claim dismissed—in a case involv-
ing the misuse and unauthorized disclosure of confidential medical information. Clarkson’s litigation efforts resulted in a 
class-wide settlement, which has been preliminary approved. 

B.K. et. al. v. Desert Care Network, et. al. 
Case No. 2:23-cv-5021 (C.D. Cal. June 23, 2023) 

Clarkson filed a class action against major healthcare providers for the unauthorized disclosure of personally identifiable and 
protected health information to third parties, including to social media platforms like Facebook. The case seeks to hold medi-
cal institutions accountable for violating patient privacy and federal data protection laws. Clarkson’s zealous advocacy re-
sulted in the court’s denial of motion to dismiss on the key claims.  

Hall, et al. v. Los Angeles Unified School District 
Case No. 23STCV04334, (Los Angeles Co. Sup. Ct. Feb. 28, 2023) 

Clarkson filed a class action against LAUSD following a widespread data breach that compromised the sensitive personal, 
medical, and psychological records of minor students. The case seeks justice for affected families and aims to hold the dis-
trict accountable for its failure to safeguard private student data. Clarkson obtained successful orders on demurrers as to 
both Defendants, allowing the key claims to proceed. 

In Re: Samsung Customer Data Security Breach Litigation 
Civil Action No. 23-md-3055 (CPO)(EAP) MDL No. 3055 

Clarkson represented consumers in a nationwide class action against Samsung following a massive data breach involving 
millions of users’ sensitive and confidential personal information. The case sought redress for privacy violations and inade-
quate data security measures by one of the world’s largest tech companies. 

Hasson v. Comcast Cable Communications, LLC 
2:23-cv-05039-JMY (E.D. Pa. May 15, 2023) 

Clarkson was appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee in a high-profile multidistrict litigation (MDL) concerning a ma-
jor data breach, following a contested leadership motion briefing. This appointment reflects the firm’s recognized experience 
in complex data privacy cases and its continued role in shaping national litigation strategy on behalf of affected individuals. 

Baton v. Sas 
Case No. 21017036, 2022 U.S. App. LEXIS 33183 (9th Cir. Dec. 1, 2022) 

Clarkson successfully appealed a district court’s erroneous dismissal of a data breach case on jurisdictional grounds. The 
Ninth Circuit’s reversal marked an important precedent, reaffirming the rights of data breach victims to pursue justice in ap-
propriate forums. 

In Re: Tik Tok Inc., Consumer Privacy Litigation 
MDL No. 2948 

Clarkson successfully represented over four hundred of individual clients in a high-profile class action against TikTok, ad-
dressing the unauthorized transmission of private user data—including unpublished videos and images. The case under-
scores the firm’s commitment to fighting invasive tech practices that exploit user privacy. 
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FA LS E  A N D  D EC E P T I V E  A DV E RT I S I N G  C L AS S  ACT I O N S  

The firm represents consumers in false advertising and deceptive labeling class actions in both federal 
and state courts. Notable past and ongoing matters include cases challenging misleading claims about 
health, wellness, and personal care products. 

Landsheft v. Apple, Inc. 
Case No. 5:25-cv-02668 (N.D. Cal. March 19, 2025) 

Clarkson appointed Interim Co-Lead Counsel in class action against Apple for allegedly false claims regarding the artificial 
intelligence capabilities of the iPhone 16. The case, which is ongoing, seeks to hold Apple accountable for falsely claiming its 
iPhone 16 would have “Apple Intelligence,” which would serve as a personal digital assistant, when it knew that the technology 
did not work.  

Kandel, et al. v. Dr. Dennis Gross Skincare, LLC 
Case No. 1:23-cv-01967-ER (S.D.N.Y. 2024) 

Clarkson served as Class Counsel in a case involving false labeling claims against a major skincare brand. The firm secured 
final approval of a $9.2 million settlement on behalf of a nationwide class, ensuring restitution for consumers misled by de-
ceptive product representations. 

Gunaratna, et al. v. Dr. Dennis Gross Skincare, LLC 
Case No. 2:20-cv-02311-MWF-GJS 

False, misleading, deceptive labeling and advertisement of products as containing “Collagen” when in fact the products did 
not contain collagen at all. Class certification granted and appointment of Clarkson Law Firm as Class Counsel by the Hon. 
Michael W. Fitzgerald on April 4, 2023. 

Prescott v. Bayer Healthcare, LLC 
Case No. 20-cv-00102-NC (N.D. Cal.) 

In a class action concerning the false advertisement of products as “Mineral-based,” Clarkson was appointed Class Counsel 
and achieved final approval of a $2.25 million nationwide settlement. The case reinforces the firm’s commitment to corporate 
accountability in consumer marketing. 

Hezi, et al. v. Celsius Holdings, Inc. 
Case No. 1:21-cv-09892-JHR (S.D.N.Y) 

False labeling and advertisement of products as having “No Preservatives.” Final approval of $7.8 million nationwide settle-
ment class was granted by Hon. Jennifer H. Rearden on April 5, 2023. 

Swetz v. GSK Consumer Health 
2021 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 227208 (S.D.N.Y. Nov. 22, 2021) 

Clarkson represented consumers in a false labeling action over products promoted as “100% Natural” and “Clinically proven 
to curb cravings.” Acting as Class Counsel, the firm secured a $6.5 million nationwide settlement approved by the court, ad-
dressing misleading health claims in advertising. 

Thomas v. Nestle USA, Inc. 
Los Angeles Superior Court, Case No. BC649863, 2020 Cal. Super. LEXIS 45291 

Unlawful and deceptive packaging of box candy. Class certification granted and appointment of Clarkson Law Firm as Class 
Counsel by Hon. Daniel J. Buckley on April 29, 2020. Final approval of $3.7 million nationwide class granted by Hon. Daniel J. 
Buckley on January 14, 2022. 
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Escobar v. Just Born, Inc. 
Case No. 2:17-cv-01826-BRO-PJW (C.D. Cal.) 

Unlawful and deceptive packaging of movie theater box candy; class certification granted and appointment of Clarkson Law 
Firm as Class Counsel by Hon. Judge Terry J. Hatter, Jr. on June 19, 2019. 

Skinner v. Ken’s Foods, Inc. 
Santa Barbara Superior Court Case No. 18CV01618 (June 28, 2019) 

Unlawful and deceptive packaging of salad dressing labels; $403,364 in attorneys’ fees and expenses awarded to Clarkson 
Law Firm because lawsuit deemed catalyst for Ken’s label changes  

Iglesias v. Ferrara Candy Co. 
Case No. 3:17-cv-00849-VC (N.D. Cal.) 

Obtained $2.5 million nationwide class settlement in class action litigation over unlawful and deceptive packaging of movie 
theater box candy products. Clarkson Law Firm was appointed Class Counsel and final approval granted by the Hon. Vince 
Chhabria on October 31, 2018. 

Tsuchiyama v. Taste of Nature 
Los Angeles Superior Court, Case No. BC651252 

Unlawful and deceptive packaging of movie theater box candy; notice of settlement and stipulation of dismissal entered pur-
suant to final approval of nationwide class in related case Trentham v. Taste of Nature, Inc., Case No. 18PG-CV00751 granted 
on October 24, 2018. 

Amiri, et al. v. My Pillow, Inc. 
San Bernardino Superior Court, Case No. CIVDS1606479 (Feb. 26, 2018) 

United States certified class action settlement against a global direct-to-consumer novelty goods company for false adver-
tising and mislabeling of a pillow product as able to cure ailments before the Hon. Bryan Foster; final approved and Clarkson 
Law Firm appointed Class Counsel on February 26, 2018. 

Garcia v. Iovate et al. 
Santa Barbara Superior Court, Case No. 1402915. 

Secured over $10 million settlement in false labeling and advertising class action litigation of the popular “Hydroxycut” weight 
loss supplement; Clarkson Law Firm successfully intervened, and, along with the efforts of co-counsel, increased the size of 
the settlement by more than ten-fold. 

Morales, et al. v. Kraft Foods Group, Inc. 
2015 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 177918 (C.D. Cal. June 23, 2015) 

California class action against the world’s second largest food and beverage company for falsely advertising and mislabeling 
“natural” cheese, before the Hon. John D. Kronstadt; class certification and appointment of Clarkson Law Firm as Class 
Counsel granted on June 23, 2015. 
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OT H E R  N OTA B L E  CAS ES  

The firm also handles select high-impact cases outside its core practice areas, often taking on complex 
litigation that sets important precedents. Other notable matters include: 

Relevant Grp., LLC v. Nourmand 
116 F.4th 917 (9th Cir. 2024)  

Published affirmance of summary judgment in favor of real estate development company defending against civil RICO claims 
under First Amendment protection. 

Galarsa v. Dolgen California, LLC 
88 Cal. App. 5th 639 (2023)  

One of the first published reversals following the United States Supreme Court’s decision in Viking River Cruises, Inc. v. Mori-
ana, 596 U.S. 639 (2022) to hold that employees do not lose standing to pursue non-individual PAGA claims after individual 
PAGA claims have been compelled to arbitration. 

Woodworth v. Loma Linda Univ. Med. Ctr. 
93 Cal. App. 5th 1038 (2023) 

Published partial reversal of trial court’s summary adjudication in favor of defendants for wage and hour claims, including 
unlawful rounding policies based on a computer-based timekeeping system. 

Kisting-Leung v. Cigna Corp. 
No. 2:23-cv-01477-DAD-CSK, 2025 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 61242, at *2 (E.D. Cal. Mar. 30, 2025)  

Denying motion to dismiss for equitable relief under ERISA § 502(a)(3) and California Unfair Competition Law claim, in a case 
involving a use of predictive AI algorithms to deny extended care to patients. 

Est. of Lokken v. UnitedHealth Grp., Inc., 
No. 23-3514 (JRT/DJF), 2025 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 27262, at *2 (D. Minn. Feb. 13, 2025) 

Declining to dismiss claim that UnitedHealth breached contractual obligations by relying on AI instead of doctors to deny 
vital post-acute care for elderly and other patients. 

Artificial Intelligence Cases 
 

Mr. Clarkson is leading the charge globally against some of the largest corporations in the world for their use of volatile and 
inaccurate artificial intelligence tools in healthcare, technology, and other sectors. 

Fluoroquinolone Antibiotic Cases 
 

Mr. Clarkson was the first plaintiff attorney in the nation to represent individuals suffering from permanent nerve damage 
caused by fluoroquinolone antibiotics, including Levaquin, Cipro, and Avelox. He advocated for dozens of clients across the 
country in litigation against Johnson & Johnson and Bayer Pharmaceuticals. 
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A M I C U S  C U R I A E  C O N T R I B U T I O N S  

Nat’l Pork Producers Council v. Ross 
598 U.S. 356 (2023) 

Authored amicus curiae brief on behalf of United States Senator Cory Booker opposing California’s Proposition 12 and the 
use of “gestation crates” for female pigs whose meat is sold in California. 

Twitter, Inc. v. Taamneh 
598 U.S. 471 (2023)  

Authored amicus curiae brief involving the narrowing of liability under counterterrorism statute on behalf of retired United 
States Generals who served in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

Keebaugh v. Warner Bros. Ent. Inc. 
100 F.4th 1005 (9th Cir. 2024)  

Authored amicus curiae brief in support of consumer protection claims involving the use of dark patterns and marketing to 
mislead and induce consumers to consent to binding contractual provisions. 

Oliver v. Navy Fed. Credit Union 
No. 24-188 (4th Cir. 2024) 

Authored amicus curiae brief in favor of granting Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(f) petition following denial of class certifi-
cation involving discriminatory lending practices. 

Allen v. Blackbaud, Inc. 
No. 24-180 (4th Cir. 2024)  

Authored amicus curiae brief in favor of granting Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(f) petition following denial of class certifi-
cation involving cybersecurity consumer concerns. 
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Our Team 
 

Our team shares an unwavering belief in the power of people com-
ing together to stand for what is right and enabling change. A single 
story, a single action, can enable a sea change. 
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O U R  T E A M

Practice Areas

Class Action, Mass Torts

Bar & Court Admissions
U.S. Supreme Court, State Bar of California, State Bar of 
New York, State Bar of Michigan, 9th Cir., 6th Cir., C.D. 
Cal., N.D. Cal., S.D. Cal., E.D. Cal., S.D.N.Y., E.D.N.Y., W.D. 
Mich., E.D. Mich.

Education
J.D., 2005, Michigan State University 
School of Law, summa cum laude
B.A. in Political Science and Pre-Medical Studies, 1999, 
University of Michigan at Ann Arbor

Ryan J. Clarkson
Managing Partner

Ryan Clarkson is the founder and managing partner of Clarkson. 
Motivated from an early age by a desire to deliver justice for the 
underserved, the underprivileged, and the underdog, Mr. Clarkson
has prosecuted hundreds of consumer class actions involving 
fraudulent uses of artificial intelligence, defective pharmaceutical 
drugs and medical devices, greenwashing, illegal employment 
practices, cosmetics mislabeling, food misbranding, data 
breaches, and insurance carrier bad faith. He was the first attorney 
in the United States to pursue justice for victims of fluoroquinolone 
antibiotics who suffered permanent and disabling nerve damage. 
A force for accountability in how big corporations label, advertise, 
and market consumer goods, Mr. Clarkson has obtained the larg-
est ever false advertising settlements involving fraudulent pack-
aging, free-from food mislabeling, and false collagen cosmetics 
claims in U.S. history.

Mr. Clarkson is a frequent speaker and guest lecturer at class ac-
tion law conferences, law schools, podcasts, and national media 
on a variety of legal issues from class and mass actions to artificial 
intelligence and technology, to law practice management. 

Mr. Clarkson is a Director Emeritus for the Los Angeles Trial Law-
yers Charities (LATLC), which provides food, clothing, shelter, and 
financial aid to underserved and marginalized communities. Mr. 
Clarkson also co-founded and serves on the board of directors of 
the Adam Clarkson Foundation, which supports the higher-edu-
cation needs of children who have lost a parent.

Mr. Clarkson is proficient in French, Farsi, and Spanish.

Awards and Recognitions

2021-2025 Southern California Super Lawyers
2022 The National Trial Lawyers Top 100 - Civil Plaintiff
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

Class Action, Mass Torts 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of California, 9th Cir., C.D. Cal., N.D. Cal., S.D. 
Cal., E.D. Cal.

 
Education 
J.D., 2004, University of California, Hastings  
College of the Law 
B.A., 2000, University of California, Santa Barbara

 

Shireen M. Clarkson 
Partner 

Shireen is a partner and co-founder of Clarkson. She has over 20 
years of experience as a civil litigator, having spent the majority of 
her career prosecuting consumer class actions and other multi-
party litigations involving false advertising and labeling, unfair 
business practices, dangerous pharmaceutical drugs and medical 
devices, and defective products.  

Her practice is focused on changing the unlawful conduct of some 
of the largest U.S. and global corporations throughout a variety of 
industries, including most notably, Big Food and Big Pharma within 
the United States.  Shireen has earned numerous recognitions as 
lead counsel in various certified class action cases and other 
multi-party matters resulting in millions of dollars for consumers 
seeking redress, as well as policy changes that better serve the 
public.  

Shireen has been an honorary board member of the Los Angeles 
Trial Lawyers Charities and strongly believes in giving back to 
one’s community. She is engaged in volunteer efforts aimed at as-
sisting under-privileged, under-served individuals and communi-
ties, and is also involved in local community efforts for children’s 
education in Malibu where she resides.
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O U R  T E A M

Practice Areas

Appeals & Writs, Class Action, PAGA Litigation

Bar & Court Admissions
U.S. Supreme Court, State Bar of California, 1st Cir., 2d 
Cir., 3d Cir., 4th Cir., 8th Cir., 9th Cir., C.D. Cal., E.D. Cal., 
N.D. Cal., S.D. Cal., E.D. Mich., Judicial Panel Multi-District 
Litigation

Education

J.D., 2001, Emory University School of Law, with 
honors, Emory Law Journal Board Member
B.S. in Industrial and Labor Relations, 1998, Cornell 
University

Clerkships

Hon. U.W. Clemon, United States District Court for 
the Northern District of Alabama, 2001-2002

Glenn A. Danas
Partner

Mr. Danas is a Partner at Clarkson Law Firm where he chairs both 
the Appellate and Employment departments. Prior to joining 
Clarkson, Mr. Danas was a partner at Robins Kaplan LLP in Los An-
geles, where he worked on a range of appellate litigation matters 
across the country, mostly on the plaintiff’s side. Before that, he 
was a partner at one of the largest wage and hour plaintiff’s class 
action firms in California, where he became well known for having 
argued and won multiple cases in the California Supreme Court 
and the Ninth Circuit, including Iskanian v. CLS Transportation, 59 
Cal. 4th 348 (2014), McGill v. Citibank, N.A., 2 Cal. 5th 945 (2017), 
Williams v. Super. Ct. (Marshalls of CA, LLC), 3 Cal. 5th 531 (2017), 
Gerard v. Orange Coast Memorial Medical Center, 6 Cal. 5th 443 
(2018), Brown v. Cinemark USA, Inc., 705 F. App’x 644 (9th Cir. 
Dec. 7, 2017), and Baumann v. Chase Investment Services Corp.,
747 F.3d 1117 (9th Cir. 2014). Mr. Danas has argued over 59 appeals 
and briefed dozens more.

Awards and Recognitions

California Academy of Appellate Lawyers (elected 2024)
American Bar Foundation, Fellow
2022-2024 The Best Lawyers in America® for Appellate Practice
2021-2024 Lawdragon 500 Leading Plaintiff Employment & Civil Rights 
Lawyers
2024-2025 Super Lawyers Southern California
2015-2019, 2022-2024 Daily Journal: Top 75 Labor and Employment At-
torneys
2017 The Daily Journal: Top 100 Attorneys in California
2022 The Daily Journal: "Top Verdicts and Appellate Reversals” (for pub-
lished reversals in Salazar v. Target and Salazar v. Wal-Mart)
2017 The Daily Journal: “Top Verdicts and Appellate Reversals” (for win-
ning McGill v. Citibank)
2015 California Lawyer Magazine: “California Lawyer Attorney of the Year 
(CLAY) Award”
2013 Daily Journal: “Top 20 Lawyer Under 40 in California”
2021 L.A. Business Journal: Leaders of Influence: Thriving in Their 40s

Certifications

Certified Appellate Law Specialist by the California Board of Legal 
Specialization and the California Bar Association (2021)
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

Antitrust, Class Action, Civil Rights, Employment 
Law, Mass Arbitration, False Advertising 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of New Jersey, State Bar of New York, D.N.J., 
E.D.N.Y., N.D.N.Y., S.D.N.Y. 
 

Education 

J.D., 2001, Emory University School of Law, Gradu-
ated first in class 
 
 

Timothy K. Giordano 
Litigation Chair 

Mr. Giordano is a partner at Clarkson, leveraging over fifteen years 
of complex litigation and trial experience in federal and state 
courts. Mr. Giordano focuses his practice on consumer and other 
class and collective actions in securities, antitrust, civil rights, and 
employment law. 

Prior to joining Clarkson, Mr. Giordano worked at prominent de-
fense firm Skadden, Arps; Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP; as well as 
leading media, technology, and financial data company, Bloom-
berg L.P., in New York City.  

Mr. Giordano also served as a law clerk for the Honorable Frank M. 
Hull on the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit, counsel-
ing on a wide range of federal appellate matters.  

Mr. Giordano is admitted to the State Bars of New York and New 
Jersey. He is also a member of the bars of the United States Dis-
trict Courts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York, 
and the District of New Jersey.  

Mr. Giordano received his law degree from Emory University 
School of Law, where he graduated first in his class.  

Mr. Giordano has taught communication and persuasion as an ad-
junct professor and has served on various fiduciary and advisory 
boards, including as a member of the executive committee of the 
American Conference on Diversity, a nonprofit dedicated to build-
ing more just and inclusive schools, communities, and workplaces. 
Additionally, he is chairman of the board at the College of Commu-
nication and Information at Florida State University. 

Awards and Recognitions 

2024 Lawdragon 500 Leading Civil Rights & Plaintiff Employment Law-
yers 
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O U R  T E A M

Practice Areas

Fertility Negligence, Sexual Assault

Bar & Court Admissions
State Bar of California, 9th Cir., C.D. Cal., E.D. Cal., N.D. 
Cal., S.D. Cal.

Education

J.D., 2006, Northwestern University School of Law. 
Volunteer mediator for the Cook County Court 
System
B.A. in Psychology and Sociology (double major), 
2002, New York University, with honors

Tracey B. Cowan
Partner

Ms. Cowan is a Partner at Clarkson and head of the firm’s Fertility 
Negligence and Sexual Assault practice areas. At her prior firm, 
Ms. Cowan helped pioneer one of the first embryo loss practice 
groups in the country. She has served as counsel on many of the 
most publicized cases in this practice area, working closely with 
plaintiffs, witnesses, and experts to vindicate her clients' rights. 
Her work in this sphere spans the gamut from IVF clinic miscon-
duct, product liability claims, switched embryo cases, to egg and 
embryo loss or destruction.

In her role as head of the firm’s Sexual Assault practice, Ms. Cowan 
focuses on championing the rights of survivors. She has managed 
hundreds of cases involving sexual assault, harassment, traffick-
ing, and exploitation across the country. Her experience ranges 
from rider and driver cases in the rideshare space, to cases 
against celebrities, to child sexual assault matters against major 
institutions and religious organizations. She feels passionately 
about amplifying voices of survivors and achieving justice for the 
most marginalized members of our society.

As an experienced litigator, Ms. Cowan has been quoted in dozens 
of national and international publications, including The New York 
Times, CNN.com, and Sing Tao USA. She has also made multiple 
television appearances regarding her cases, including on FOX, 
ABC, NBC, and CBS.

Awards and Recognitions

2025 Southern California Super Lawyers
2024 Lawdragon 500 Leading Civil Rights & Plaintiff Employment Law-
yers 
Unity Award, Minority Bar Coalition for work with the Jewish Bar Asso-
ciation of San Francisco
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O U R  T E A M

Practice Areas

Class Action, Consumer Protection, Unfair and De-
ceptive Trade Practices, Debt Collection & Loan 
Servicing, RICO, Wage & Hour

Bar & Court Admissions
U.S. Supreme Court, Bar of the District of Columbia, 
State Bar of California, 1st Cir., 4th Cir., 9th Cir., 11th Cir., 
D.D.C., C.D. Cal., N.D. Cal., E.D. Cal.

Education

American University, Washington College of Law, 
J.D. 2007
McGill University, B.Comm, 1999

Kristen G. Simplicio
Partner

Kristen Simplicio is a Partner at Clarkson. She has represented 
consumers and workers in a wide range of class action lawsuits 
arising under various state and federal laws. Prior to joining Clark-
son in 2024, Ms. Simplicio worked at two consumer class action 
firms, spending five years at Tycko & Zavareei LLP in Washington, 
D.C., and ten years at Gutride Safier LLP in San Francisco.

Over the course of her career, Ms. Simplicio achieved a number of 
successes on behalf of consumers in the areas of false advertising 
and unfair debt collection practices. In particular, Ms. Simplicio 
has successfully sued loan servicers over junk fees charged to 
homeowners and students. She has also litigated a number of 
cases brought under the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Or-
ganizations Act.

Ms. Simplicio graduated cum laude from American University, 
Washington College of Law, in 2007. There, she served as Notes & 
Comments Editor on the Administrative Law Review. She ob-
tained her Bachelor’s degree from McGill University in 1999.

She is a member of the American Association for Justice, National 
Association of Consumer Advocates, and Public Justice.

Awards and Recognitions

2023-2025 Washington, D.C. Super Lawyers
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O U R  T E A M

Practice Areas

Antitrust

Bar & Court Admissions
State Bar of Illinois, 2d Cir., 3d Cir., 6th Cir., 7th Cir., 9th 
Cir., 11th Cir., N.D. Ill., S.D. Ill., C.D. Ill., E.D. Mo., E.D. Mich., 
W.D. Pa., N.D. Tex.

Education

J.D., 1995, Indiana University Maurer School of Law
B.A., 1992 DePauw University

Professional Memberships

American Association for Justice
American Bar Association
Federal Bar Association
Illinois State Bar Association

Derek Brandt
Partner

Derek Brandt has spent decades litigating important disputes 
against some of the world's most powerful corporate and financial 
interests, regularly practicing in some of the most influential state 
and federal courts in America. His plaintiff-oriented practice fo-
cuses on competition, antitrust, and other commercial and con-
sumer disputes, both on a class and individual basis.

Since 2017, Mr. Brandt has spearheaded groundbreaking antitrust 
litigation on behalf of restaurant workers challenging franchise 
chains' employee "no poaching" pacts, which suppress wages for 
low-income workers. After years of litigation, Mr. Brandt and his 
co-counsel team won an important endorsement of their theory, 
when the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit vacated an 
adverse trial court judgment. See Deslandes v. McDonald's USA, 
LLC, 81 F.4th 669 (7th Cir. 2023). The Deslandes decision was 
listed as Law360's #1 Seventh Circuit Civil Opinion of 2023 and 
prompted various additional awards and recognitions. Mr. Brandt 
and his team previously prevailed in an earlier appeal addressing 
a different antitrust issue in another no-poaching case, Arrington 
v. Burger King Worldwide, 47 F.4th 1247 (11th Cir. 2022).

Mr. Brandt also serves as court-appointed Interim Liaison Counsel 
in In Re Crop Inputs Antitrust Litigation (MDL No. 2993, E.D. Mo.). 
His antitrust work includes representing commercial metals pur-
chasers in a global price-fixing case against large investment 
banks and securing an eight-figure pre-trial settlement for a surgi-
cal device manufacturer in a Sherman Act "tying" case. He also lit-
igates Lanham Act and unfair competition claims arising from 
seller conduct on popular consumer commerce platforms.

Awards and Recognitions
2024 American Antitrust Institute: Outstanding Antitrust Litigation Achievement in Pri-
vate Practice for Deslandes v. McDonald's USA, LLC, 81 F.4th 699 (7th Cir. 2023)
Sept. 2023 Law360 Legal Lion of the Week for Deslandes v. McDonald's USA, LLC, 81 
F.4th 699 (7th Cir. 2023)
Sept. 2019 Law360 Legal Lion of the Week for Eastman Kodak Co. v. Goldman Sachs et 
al., 936 F.3d 86 (2d Cir. 2019)
2012-2025 Illinois Super Lawyers
2020 Illinois Top 100 Super Lawyer 
2018-2024 The Best Lawyers in America® for Class Actions / Mass Torts
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

Class Action, False Advertising 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of California, 9th Cir., C.D. Cal., N.D. Cal., S.D. 
Cal., E.D. Cal. 
 

Education 

J.D., 2012, Southwestern Law School 
B.A., 2009, University of California, Los Angeles, 
summa cum laude 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Bahar Sodaify 
Partner 

Bahar is a partner at Clarkson, where her practice focuses on con-
sumer class actions involving food labeling, cosmetics, and other 
consumer products. As one of the very first associates at Clark-
son, Bahar has played an integral role in the firm’s growth and con-
tinued success, helping to secure significant results for consum-
ers—including victories in slack-fill litigation and other key areas 
of false advertising law. 

Bahar has been appointed Class Counsel in numerous multimil-
lion-dollar nationwide class action settlements, including the larg-
est known class action lawsuit involving a "no preservatives" claim. 
In recognition of her expertise in the field, Bahar also serves on the 
Steering Committee for the Consumer Goods Litigation Forum. 

Prior to joining Clarkson, Bahar was a litigation associate at a per-
sonal injury firm, where she was involved in all stages of litigation. 
She worked relentlessly to achieve justice for her clients, helping 
recover millions of dollars on their behalf, with a particular focus on 
representing minors injured in accidents. 

Bahar earned her J.D. from Southwestern Law School in 2012, 
where she was a member of the Journal of International Law and 
The Children’s Rights Clinic. She graduated summa cum laude 
from the University of California, Los Angeles in 2009 with a Bach-
elor of Arts degree. Bahar is fluent in Farsi. 
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O U R  T E A M

Practice Areas

AI & Data Privacy, Class Action, Mass Torts

Bar & Court Admissions
U.S. Supreme Court, State Bar of California, State Bar of 
Florida, 9th Cir., D.D.C., C.D. Cal., N.D. Cal., S.D. Cal., E.D. 
Cal., N.D. Ill., E.D. Mich., W.D. Mich., S.D.N.Y., W.D. Wash.

Education

J.D., 2015, Thomas Jefferson School of Law, 
summa cum laude, valedictorian
B.S. in Business Administration, 2012, Cabrini Uni-
versity, summa cum laude

Yana Hart
Partner

Ms. Hart is a San Diego Partner at Clarkson, who runs the firm’s AI 
& Data Privacy Litigation practice. During her distinguished career, 
Ms. Hart has litigated hundreds of consumer protection cases, in-
cluding class actions and complex individual matters. Her work 
has spanned key consumer statutes such as the California Inva-
sion of Privacy Act Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, Fair Credit 
Reporting Act, Telephone Consumer Protection Act. She has ex-
tensive experience with key federal and California consumer stat-
utes. Her work has resulted in numerous favorable rulings, which 
have been published in Lexis and Westlaw.   

Ms. Hart has also contributed to the field through published legal 
scholarship on privacy and consumer protection. Her article, “The 
Impact of Smith v. LoanMe on My Right to Privacy Against Record-
ing Telephone Conversations,” was published in Gavel magazine 
by the Orange County Trial Lawyers Association in October 2020. 
Her article, “Stopping Collection Abuses in Medical Debt,” ap-
peared in Forum magazine, published by the Consumer Attorneys 
of California in March 2021.

Ms. Hart is admitted to the State Bars of California, Florida, and the 
District of Columbia, as well as all U.S. District Courts in California 
and the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals.

Ms. Hart graduated summa cum laude from Cabrini College in 
2012, with a Bachelor of Science in Business Administration. She 
earned her J.D. from Thomas Jefferson School of Law in 2015, 
where she was valedictorian of her class. After law school, Ms. Hart 
volunteered countless hours with various legal clinics, including 
the San Diego Small Claims Legal Advisory, El Cajon Legal Clinic, 
and San Diego Appellate Clinic.  

Ms. Hart is fluent in Russian, conversational in ASL. 

Awards and Recognitions

Lawyer Representative for the Southern District of California
2022-2025 Southern California Super Lawyers Rising Stars
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

False Advertising 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of California, C.D. Cal., E.D. Cal., N.D. Cal. 
 

Education 

J.D., Loyola Law School, top 25% of class
B.S., Double major in Political Science and History, 
University of California, Los Angeles

 

Celine Cohan 
Counsel 

Ms. Cohan is counsel at Clarkson. Ms. Cohan focuses her practice 
on consumer class actions in the areas of food labeling, cosmetics, 
and other consumer products. Prior to joining Clarkson, Ms. Cohan 
was a litigation associate at a labor and employment firm where 
she successfully litigated wage and hour cases, discrimination, 
sexual harassment, and other employment related matters. Ms. 
Cohan is actively involved at all stages of litigation and fights vig-
orously against corporate wrongdoers helping to recover millions 
of dollars for her clients.  

Ms. Cohan is admitted to the State Bar of California and the bars 
of the United States District Courts for the Central, Northern, and 
Eastern Districts of California.  

Ms. Cohan graduated from Loyola Law School in 2011, where she 
graduated in the top 25% of her class. In 2008, Ms. Cohan gradu-
ated from University of California, Los Angeles, where she earned 
a B.A. in Political Science and History.  
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O U R  T E A M

Practice Areas

Appeals & Writs

Bar & Court Admissions
State Bar of California, 9th Cir., N.D. Cal., C.D. Cal., E.D. 
Cal.

Education

J.D., 2012, University of San Francisco School of 
Law B.A. in English Literature, 2008, U.C. Santa 
Barbara

Brent A. Robinson
Counsel

Brent A. Robinson is counsel at Clarkson, where he litigates writs 
and appeals for the firm’s clients, as well as clients outside the firm. 
Mr. Robinson spent the early years of his career fighting for the 
rights of mostly Spanish-speaking wage workers in San Francis-
co's Mission District, before prosecuting high-impact class and 
representative litigation to enforce the civil rights of California em-
ployees and consumers both in the trial courts and on appeal. His 
passion lies in helping improve the lives of his clients, and in chang-
ing the law and legal system for the better.

Mr. Robinson has argued over 15 appeals, writs, and review pro-
ceedings in California's appellate courts, where his work has es-
tablished new law. See, Piplack v. In-N-Out Burgers (2023) 88 
Cal.App.5th 1281; Carroll v. City and County of San Francisco
(2019) 41 Cal.App.5th 805.

Mr. Robinson is an active member of the California Employment 
Lawyers Association, and serves on that organization's Reverse 
Auctions Panel, Wage & Hour Committee, and Legislative Com-
mittee. He is also active in seeking publication and depublication 
of appellate decisions to improve the state of decisional law. See, 
e.g., Lewis v. Simplified Labor Staffing Solutions (Cal. Supreme Ct. 
Case No. S278457) (request for depublication granted).

Brent is a member of the California State Bar and is admitted to 
the United States District Courts for the Northern, Central, and 
Eastern Districts of California.

Awards and Recognitions

2022-2023 Northern California Super Lawyers Rising Stars

Professional Memberships

California Employment Lawyers Association; Member, Amicus Com-
mittee, Reverse Auctions Panel, Wage & Hour Committee, and Legisla-
tive Committee
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O U R  T E A M

Practice Areas

AI & Data Privacy

Bar & Court Admissions
State Bar of California, State Bar of Illinois, 7th Cir., N.D. 
Cal., C.D. Cal., E.D. Cal., S.D., Cal., N.D. Ill., C.D. Ill., S.D. Ill., 
S.D. Ind., E.D. Wis., D. Neb.

Education

J.D., 2012, Northern Illinois University College of 
Law, magna cum laude
B.A. in Political Science, 2008, University of 
Illinois Urbana-Champaign

Bryan P. Thompson
Counsel

Bryan P. Thompson is Counsel at Clarkson. He focuses his prac-
tice on complex consumer class actions and data privacy litiga-
tion. With over a decade of legal experience spanning federal and 
state courts, he has built a reputation for delivering results in chal-
lenging, high-stakes cases.

Mr. Thompson’s extensive background includes managing all 
stages of litigation, from legal research and drafting to depositions, 
hearings, and arbitration. He has successfully briefed appeals in 
state and federal appellate court and handled hundreds of cases 
involving state and federal consumer protection laws.

He is admitted to practice to the State Bar of California and Illinois 
and all federal courts in Illinois, the Northern, Central and Eastern 
District of California, Southern District of Indiana, Eastern District 
of Wisconsin, District of Nebraska, and the Seventh Circuit Court 
of Appeals. He also holds a certification as a Certified Information 
Privacy Professional (CIPP/US).

Mr. Thompson is active in contributing his time and expertise to 
bar associates, focusing on access to justice issues. He graduated 
magna cum laude from Northern Illinois University College of Law, 
where he was on Law Review, and graduated from University of Il-
linois Urbana-Champaign with a B.A. in Political Science.

Awards and Recognitions

2023-2025 Illinois Super Lawyers
2021-2022 Illinois Super Lawyers Rising Stars

Professional Memberships

National Associations of Consumer Advocates, Illinois State Chair, 
Board of Judiciary Committee and Ethics Committee
Illinois State Bar Association, Member of Information and Privacy Law 
Committee
Chicago Bar Association, Former Vice Chair and later Chair of Con-
sumer Law Committee
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

False Advertising, Environmental Sustainability 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of California, N.D. Cal., E.D. Cal., C.D. Cal. 

 
Education 

J.D., 2019, University of Southern California Gould 
School of Law  
B.A., 2015, University of Pennsylvania
 
 
 
 
 

Lauren Anderson 
Senior Associate 

Lauren Anderson is a senior associate attorney at Clarkson. Ms. 
Anderson’s practice focuses on the origination and development 
of consumer protection claims involving falsely advertised food 
and beverage, personal care, and household products, with em-
phasis in greenwashing and products marketed for children.  

Ms. Anderson earned her J.D. from University of Southern Califor-
nia Gould School of Law in 2019, and she graduated from the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania in 2015 with a B.A. in English.
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

Class Action, False Advertising 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of California, 9th Cir., C.D. Cal., N.D. Cal., S.D. 
Cal., E.D. Cal. 
 

Education 

J.D., 2018, University of San Diego School of Law 
B.S. in Political Science, University of California, 
Santa Barbara
 
 
 
 
 

Alan Gudino 
Senior Associate 

Alan Gudino is a Senior Associate Attorney at Clarkson. Mr. 
Gudino focuses his practice on consumer class actions in the ar-
eas of food labeling, cosmetics, and other consumer products. Be-
fore joining Clarkson, Mr. Gudino litigated auto fraud and lemon 
law cases under the California Consumers Legal Remedies Act 
and the California Song-Beverly Consumer Warranty Act. Prior to 
that, Mr. Gudino litigated consumer class actions under the Tele-
phone Consumer Protection Act, Fair Debt Collection Practices 
Act, Fair Credit Reporting Act, and other federal and California 
consumer statutes. 

Mr. Gudino is admitted to the State Bar of California and the bars 
of the United States District Courts for the Central, Northern, East-
ern, and Southern Districts of California, and the Ninth Circuit 
Court of Appeals. 

Mr. Gudino earned his law degree from the University of San Diego 
School of Law, and he graduated with a degree in Political Science 
from the University of California, Santa Barbara. While in law 
school, Mr. Gudino earned the CALI Excellence for the Future 
Award in torts and the Witkin Award for Academic Excellence in 
legal research and writing. He was a member of the San Diego In-
ternational Law Journal and a judicial extern for Associate Justice 
Terry B. O’Rourke of the California Court of Appeal, Fourth Appel-
late District, Division One. Following law school, Mr. Gudino worked 
as a law clerk to Associate Judge Kenneth L. Govendo of the Su-
perior Court for the Northern Mariana Islands. Mr. Gudino is fluent 
in Spanish.
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O U R  T E A M

Practice Areas

Antitrust, Class Action, Civil Rights, Employment 
Law

Bar & Court Admissions
State Bar of California, State Bar of New York, C.D. Cal., 
E.D. Cal., N.D. Cal., S.D.N.Y., N.D.N.Y., E.D.N.Y.

Education

L.L.M., 2017, The George Washington University 
Law School
B.A., 2010, Russian-Tajik University, top 5% of class

Zarrina Ozari
Senior Associate

Zarrina Ozari is a senior associate attorney at Clarkson. Ms. Ozari 
has extensive experience in employment law, including single-
plaintiff and class action litigation. She has a proven track record 
of obtaining favorable results for her clients in discrimination, sex-
ual harassment, and retaliation cases. Ms. Ozari also represents 
employees in wage and hour class action litigation. She handles all 
aspects of case management, from pre-litigation to trial. With a 
steadfast dedication to serving clients, Ms. Ozari holds individuals 
and employers accountable for their actions while ensuring her cli-
ents receive the maximum recovery available to them. In 2023, Ms. 
Ozari was honored as a “Rising Star” for her dedication to defend-
ing employees’ rights.

Prior to joining Clarkson, Ms. Ozari worked for prominent employ-
ment discrimination law firms in California and New York. During 
that time, she litigated employment discrimination matters and 
obtained numerous favorable results for her clients.

Ms. Ozari is admitted to the State Bars of California and New York, 
and the United States District Courts for the Central and Eastern 
Districts of California and the Eastern, Northern, and Southern 
Districts of New York.

Ms. Ozari earned her law degree in 2017 from The George Wash-
ington University Law School, and she graduated in the top 5 per-
cent of her class from Russian-Tajik University in 2010 with her 
Bachelor of Arts.

Ms. Ozari is a member of the San Francisco Trial Lawyers Associ-
ation and the California Women Lawyers Association.

Ms. Ozari is fluent in Russian. She is also currently learning Span-
ish.

Awards and Recognitions

2023-2025 Southern California Super Lawyers Rising Stars
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O U R  T E A M

Practice Areas

Fertility Negligence, Sexual Assault, Mass Torts

Bar & Court Admissions
State Bar of California, E.D. Cal., N.D. Cal.

Education

JD, 2019, Lincoln Law School of Sacramento, 
magna cum laude

Jamie Mauhay Powers
Senior Associate

Jamie Mauhay Powers is a senior associate at Clarkson and joined 
the firm in 2025.

Before becoming a lawyer, Ms. Powers had a decade-long career 
in government, serving in various capacities within the California 
Legislature. Beginning as a Legislative Aide in the California Sen-
ate, she progressed to Legislative Director, and ultimately Chief of 
Staff in the California State Assembly.

Ms. Powers then transitioned to nonprofit advocacy, holding lead-
ership roles at the Child Abuse Prevention Center and Head Start 
California, where she championed policies supporting vulnerable 
children and families at both the state and federal levels. Her pas-
sion for advocacy led her to law school, where she graduated 
magna cum laude, earning multiple academic achievement 
awards. After law school, she dedicated her practice to mass tort 
litigation, representing hundreds of clients against corporate and 
government entities.

She currently supports Clarkson Law Firm’s sexual assault and 
fertility negligence practice, leveraging her experience to hold in-
stitutions accountable and fight for survivors seeking justice.

Beyond her legal practice, Jamie is actively involved in the legal 
community and has received numerous recognitions, including 
The National Trial Lawyers "Top 40 Under 40 in Civil Litigation" 
(2023, 2024), and Super Lawyers® Rising Stars (2024). She has 
presented at national legal seminars, including the American As-
sociation for Justice (AAJ) Winter and Summer Conventions, and 
the National Trial Lawyers Summit, sharing insights on litigation 
strategies, ethics, and diversity in mass torts.

Awards and Recognitions

2023-2024 National Trial Lawyers: Top 40 Under 40 – Civil Litigation
2024 Northern California Super Lawyers Rising Stars
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O U R  T E A M

Practice Areas

Class Action, Consumer Protection, Product Liabil-
ity, Product Defects

Bar & Court Admissions
State Bar of California, 6th Cir., 7th Cir., 9th Cir., C.D. Cal.,
S.D. Cal., N.D. Cal., E.D. Cal., E.D. Mich., N.D. Ill.

Education

J.D., 2017, University of California, Hastings College 
of the Law
B.A., 2013, University of California, Berkeley

Mark Richards
Senior Associate

Mark Richards is a senior associate attorney at Clarkson. Mr. Rich-
ards focuses his practice on consumer class actions, product lia-
bility, and automotive defect litigation. In recognition of his profes-
sional achievements in these practice areas, he was selected as a 
Southern California Rising Star in 2024 and 2025 by Super Law-
yers, an honor bestowed upon only 2.5% of attorneys in Southern 
California.

During law school, Mr. Richards externed with the Honorable 
Jacqueline Scott Corley in the U.S. District Court, Northern Dis-
trict of California, and worked as a law clerk in the Corporate Fraud 
Section of the U.S. Attorney's Office.

Prior to joining Clarkson, Mr. Richards spent six years at McCune 
Law Group, APC, where he played a significant role in litigating 
many high-profile automotive defect class actions and product li-
ability cases. His litigation efforts have resulted in numerous favor-
able settlements for consumers and several published decisions.

Mr. Richards is deeply committed to work that advances the well-
being of society, which is evidenced by his involvement in various 
community organizations. He formerly served on the board of In-
land Counties Legal Services, a non-profit organization providing 
pro bono legal services to indigent clients in California's Inland Em-
pire. Currently, he serves as a board member for the Mira Costa 
Community College Foundation, working to advance educational 
opportunities for students in his hometown.

Awards and Recognitions

2024-2025 Southern California Super Lawyers Rising Stars

Professional Memberships

American Association for Justice (AAJ)
American Bar Association (ABA)
Attorneys Information Exchange Group (AIEG)
Consumer Attorneys of California (CAOC)
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

Consumer Protection, Unfair and Deceptive Trade 
Practices 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of California, C.D. Cal., N.D. Cal. 

 
Education 

J.D., 2021, University of Southern California  
Gould School of Law 
Business Law Certificate with Emphasis  
in Real Estate 
B.A. in Philosophy and B.B.A. in Business Admin-
istration, with a minor in Political Science, 2018, 
University of San Diego

 

Tiara Avaness 
Associate 

Tiara Avaness is an Associate Attorney at Clarkson. Ms. Avaness’ 
practice focuses on complex consumer class action claims arising 
from unfair business practices, deceptive marketing, and environ-
mental harm.  

Ms. Avaness is admitted to the State Bar of California and the bars 
of the United States District Courts for the Central and Northern 
Districts of California. 

Ms. Avaness earned her law degree in 2021 from the University of 
Southern California Gould School of Law. While in law school, she 
was a member of the Hale Moot Court Honors Program, worked in 
the Medical-Legal Community Partnership Clinic, and secured a 
business law certificate with an emphasis in real estate. She was 
also a teaching assistant for Contract Drafting and Strategy, Cor-
porate Governance, Health Law and Policy, and Regulatory Com-
pliance. Ms. Avaness graduated with her Bachelor of Arts in Phi-
losophy, Bachelor of Business in Business Administration, and mi-
nor in political science from the University of San Diego in 2018. 
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

Class Action, False Advertising 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of California, C.D. Cal., N.D. Cal. 
 

Education 

J.D., New York University School of Law  
B.A. in Global Studies with a Minor in French, Uni-
versity of California, Santa Barbara, Highest Hon-
ors

 

Meg Berkowitz 
Associate 

Meg Berkowitz is an associate attorney at Clarkson, primarily 
working on the pre-litigation development of false advertising 
cases. Equipped with a Juris Doctor from NYU School of Law and 
graduating with highest honors from UCSB, she brings a formida-
ble blend of strong writing, analytical, and oral advocacy skills to 
her practice. Ms. Berkowitz works directly with clients to investi-
gate claims against corporations that illegally exploit consumers 
for profit in a variety of industries.  

Ms. Berkowitz's commitment to justice extends beyond corporate 
malfeasance. She is passionate about prisoners' rights and is ac-
tively involved in several of Clarkson's pro-bono initiatives, such as 
Homeboy Industries' mission to expunge records of formerly 
gang-involved individuals striving to rebuild their lives.  

Ms. Berkowitz is fluent in French. 
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

Healthcare, AI, Class Action, Complex Litigation, 
Consumer Protection, Employment Law, Appeals 
& Writs 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of California, C.D. Cal., E.D. Cal., N.D. Cal. 

 
Education 

J.D., 2023, Pepperdine Caruso School of Law, cum 
laude 
B.A., Philosophy, UC Berkeley  

 

Michael Boelter 
Associate 

Michael Boelter is an associate attorney at Clarkson. Mr. Boelter's 
practice is focused primarily on healthcare and consumer litiga-
tion. His class action experience includes remedying the abuse of 
AI in healthcare, consumer protection and false advertising 
claims, complex litigation, and MDLs.  

After receiving his B.A. in Philosophy from UC Berkeley, Mr. Boelter 
completed his Juris Doctor from Pepperdine Caruso School of 
Law, graduating cum laude in 2023. While at Pepperdine, Mr. 
Boelter served as an editor of the Pepperdine Law Review and ob-
tained a certificate in entertainment, media, and sports. After his 
1L year, Mr. Boelter joined Clarkson as a law clerk and has been 
steadfast in his defense of consumers' rights since.  
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 

Practice Areas 

Class Action, Wage & Hour, PAGA Litigation 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of California, C.D. Cal., E.D. Cal., N.D. Cal., S.D. 
Cal. 

 
Education 

J.D. 2021, University of California, Hastings
B.A. in Cognitive Science, 2012, University of Cali-
fornia, Irvine, Psychology Honors Program 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Maxim Gorbunov 
Associate 

Maksim Gorbunov is an Associate specializing in Labor and Em-
ployment litigation with a focus on Wage and Hour Class actions 
and Private Attorneys General Act (PAGA) cases. With several 
years of experience in the legal field, he has been working tirelessly 
to make significant contributions to the pursuit of justice for his cli-
ents. Throughout his career, Mr. Gorbunov has achieved remarka-
ble milestones including obtaining millions of dollars in settle-
ments for workers. Prior to obtaining his law degree, Mr. Gorbunov 
studied psychology and the process of decision making in others, 
which he uses to apply effective approaches to litigate his cases.  

Mr. Gorbunov values maintaining professional connections and 
staying engaged in with legal community. As such, he was heavily 
involved in University of California Hastings Moot Court as a com-
petitor, student coach, and board member in law school. Now, as 
an attorney, Mr. Gorbunov is a member of the Los Angeles County 
Bar Association and California Employment Lawyers Associa-
tion.

 

Professional Memberships 

California Employment Lawyers Association (CELA)
Los Angeles County Bar Association (LACBA)  
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

Class Action 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
Bar of the District of Columbia, Commonwealth of Mas-
sachusetts, D.D.C., D. Mass

 
Education 

J.D., 2020, Harvard Law School 
B.A. in Theatre and Communications, 2015, Florida 
State University 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Laura Older 
Associate 

Laura Older is an Associate Attorney at Clarkson. Ms. Older rep-
resents consumers and workers in a range of class action lawsuits 
arising under various state and federal laws concerning consumer 
protection and employment law. Drawing from her background in 
theatre, Ms. Older weaves compelling narratives that connect 
judges and jurors to her clients’ stories and create a shared sense 
of understanding and empathy crucial to success.  

Prior to joining Clarkson, Ms. Older litigated class actions at a na-
tional plaintiff’s law firm and represented individual employees in 
workplace discrimination lawsuits. She served as an inaugural law 
clerk for the Honorable John D. Couriel on the Florida Supreme 
Court.  

Ms. Older is admitted to the bars of the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts and the District of Columbia, as well as the United States 
District Courts of Massachusetts and the District of Columbia.  

Ms. Older earned her Juris Doctor from Harvard Law School. 
There, Ms. Older served as an executive editor of the Journal of 
Law & Gender and president of Lambda, the school’s LGBTQ af-
finity group.  At Harvard, Ms. Older represented clients in the Do-
mestic Violence and Family Law Clinic and interned at the ACLU 
of Florida and Planned Parenthood Foundation of America. Ms. 
Older received her B.A. in Theatre and Communications summa 
cum laude from the Florida State University, where she was on the 
American Mock Trial Association national championship-winning 
team.

 

Professional Memberships 

National Association of Consumer Advocates
The National LGBTQ+ Bar Association  
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

Consumer Protection, Unfair Business Practices, 
Privacy 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of California 

 
Education 

J.D., 2024, California Western School of Law  
B.S. in Sociology, double minor in Political Science 
and Nonprofit Administration, 2014, University of 
Oregon

 

Kate Bonifas 
Junior Associate 

Kate Bonifas is an associate attorney at Clarkson, working in mul-
tiple practice areas including privacy, unfair business practices, 
and consumer protection. Ms. Bonifas earned her Juris Doctor in 
2024 from California Western School of Law (CWSL) and holds a 
bachelor’s degree from the University of Oregon.  

After receiving her bachelor’s in sociology with a double minor in 
political science and nonprofit administration, Ms. Bonifas went 
into community engagement and nonprofit fundraising, working 
with various entities including the Eugene Symphony Association, 
the Neighborhood Economic Development Corporation, and 
Willamalane Park and Recreation District.  

During her career in community engagement, Ms. Bonifas was ap-
pointed by Oregon Governor Kate Brown to the Lane Transit Dis-
trict (LTD) Board of Directors. While on the LTD Board, she repre-
sented LTD on regional, state, and national committees, and 
worked side by side with multiple agencies on large projects relat-
ing to infrastructure, transportation, city growth, business, and 
provided resources for community members in need.  

Ms. Bonifas returned to school in 2021, seeking a law degree with 
one thing in mind: continuing her lifetime work of fighting for the 
underdog. While at CWSL, Ms. Bonifas earned a Distinguished Ad-
vocate award for her skills in appellate argument, received Awards 
of Excellence in multiple classes, earned high marks on the Dean’s 
Honors List, and received awards for two of her scholarly writing 
articles titled “The California Racial Justice Act: an Exclusion of 
Immigrants” and “Look, Don’t Touch: The Court and Sexual Devi-
ance.” She was also a teaching fellow for Torts, a research assis-
tant for Professor Jessica Fink, interned with the San Diego Public 
Defender’s Office, and interned with the California Innocence Co-
alition — where she helped pass three new laws through the Cali-
fornia State Legislature. 
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

Class Action 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of California, C.D. Cal., E.D. Cal., S.D. Cal. 
 

Education 

J.D., UCLA School of Law
B.A., Stanford University

 

Cody Laux 
Junior Associate 

Cody Laux is an associate attorney at Clarkson, dedicated to 
trauma-informed and client-centered advocacy. She is passion-
ate about vindicating the rights of disabled people, workers, and 
consumers and about advocating for the expansion of their legal 
protections. Ms. Laux focuses her litigation practice on class ac-
tions, consumer protection, disability discrimination, employment, 
mass torts.  

Ms. Laux graduated from UCLA School of Law in 2024 and is a 
member of the David J. Epstein Program in Public Interest Law & 
Policy cohort. UCLA Law awarded Ms. Laux the Achievement Fel-
lowship, a full tuition scholarship reserved for a small number of 
academically talented students who have also overcome adver-
sity. While at UCLA Law, Ms. Laux specialized in Critical Race The-
ory, served as Articles Editor for the UCLA Journal of Gender & 
Law, was co-chair of the National Lawyers Guild, and participated 
in the Veteran’s Legal Clinic.  

Prior to UCLA Law, Ms. Laux attended Stanford University, where 
she received a Bachelor of Arts in American Studies, with a minor 
in Art Practice. During her undergraduate studies, Ms. Laux re-
ceived the John Shively Fowler Award for Excellence in Photog-
raphy, the Chappell Lougee Scholarship, and various awards for 
literary excellence.  

Ms. Laux grew up system-impacted due to the incarceration of her 
primary caretakers and her placement in the foster care system. 
This background enables her to approach clients from a place of 
true empathy.  
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O U R  T E A M  

 
 
Practice Areas 

False Advertising 
 
Bar & Court Admissions 
State Bar of California (February 2025 Exam Passed, 
Awaiting Admission)
State Bar of New York (July 2024 Exam Passed,  
Awaiting Admission) 

 
Education 

J.D., 2024, University of Southern California Gould 
School of Law
L.L.B, 2020, Tongji University 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Jay Zheng 
Junior Associate 

Jiaming (Jay) Zheng is a junior associate attorney at Clarkson Law 
Firm. He focuses his practice on consumer protection class ac-
tions, particularly those involving false advertising and deceptive 
business practices under California Unfair Competition Law, Cali-
fornia Consumer Legal Remedies Act, and California Automatic 
Renewal Law. Before joining Clarkson full-time, he supported the 
firm’s litigation team as a summer associate and law clerk.  

Mr. Zheng earned his J.D. from the USC Gould School of Law. While 
at USC Gould School of Law, he served as the Senior Submission 
Editor for the Southern California Review of Law and Social Jus-
tice. Prior to USC Gould School of Law, he earned an LL.B. from 
Tongji University in Shanghai. During his undergraduate studies, 
he represented Tongji University in both the Willem C. Vis East In-
ternational Commercial Arbitration Moot and the CIETAC Cup In-
ternational Commercial Arbitration Moot, receiving the Best Indi-
vidual Oralist award in the latter.  

Originally from Shanghai, Mr. Zheng brings a global perspective to 
the firm’s practice. He is fluent in Mandarin.  

Mr. Zheng passed the July 2024 New York Bar Exam and the Feb-
ruary 2025 California Bar Exam. He is currently awaiting admis-
sions in both states.
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1  

 
 

The Almeida Law Group LLC is a class action litigation boutique committed to 
advocating for individuals, families and small businesses who have suffered because 
of corporate malfeasance. We are accomplished, experienced and credentialed class 
action practitioners, and we represent our clients in consumer protection, false 
labeling, unfair and deceptive practices cases as well as data privacy, technology and 
security matters including, but not limited to, data breaches, pixel tracking and claims 
under various consumer protection and privacy-related statutes such as the Electronic 
Communications Privacy Act (“ECPA”), the California Medical Information Act 
(“CMIA”), the Illinois Biometric Information and Privacy Act (“BIPA”), the Video 
Privacy Protection Act (“VPPA”) and the Telephone Consumer Protection Act 
(“TCPA”). 

Our attorneys began their training at some of the most esteemed law schools in the 
country including Columbia, Cornell, Georgetown, Harvard and the University of 
Chicago. Excelling at each of these rigorous schools, our attorneys received top 
honors, contributed to prestigious law journals and completed numerous externships. 
Our attorneys have also completed highly selective public interest fellowships, federal 
clerkships in the Northern District of Illinois, Eastern District of Pennsylvania and the 
District of South Carolina as well as internships at the United States Attorney’s 
Offices in Atlanta and Baltimore. 

With those foundations in place, our attorneys gained invaluable experience and 
honed their litigation skills by working at some of the very best law firms in the world 
including: 

 
 Benesch, Friedlander, Coplan & Aronoff LLP 
 Covington & Burling LLP 
 Faegre Drinker Biddle & Reath LLP 
 K&L Gates LLP 
 Kilpatrick Townsend & Stockton LLP 
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2  

 Kirkland and Ellis LLP 
 Milbank LLP 
 Quinn Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan LLP 
 Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton LLP 
 Steptoe & Johnson LLP 

 
These decades of experience set us apart from many plaintiffs’ firms; we are acutely aware 
of how companies will respond in our cases because we represented the exact same types 
of companies for years. Coupled with our educations and training, this insider knowledge 
equips us to strategically utilize our experience for our clients’ benefit. 
 
Our practice is truly national as we represent clients in class action litigation in federal and 
state courts throughout the country. Our attorneys are licensed to practice in California, 
Florida, Georgia, Illinois, New York, South Carolina and Wisconsin. In short, our Firm is 
composed of a dedicated team of legal professionals with the knowledge, experience and 
unwavering commitment to obtain the best possible legal results for our clients. 

PIXEL TRACKING CASES IN WHICH OUR FIRM HAS SERVED AS LEAD OR CO-COUNSEL 
 John v. Froedtert Health, Inc., 23-CV-1935 (Wis. Cir. Ct.) (co-counsel in pixel 

tracking class action, settled on a class-wide basis) 
 In re Advocate Aurora Health Pixel Litigation, 2:22-cv-01253 (E.D. Wis.) (co-

counsel in consolidated pixel tracking class action, settled on a class-wide basis) 
 Guenther v. Rogers Behavioral Health System, Inc., (Wis. Cir. Ct.) (co-counsel in 

pixel tracking class action, settled on a class-wide basis) 
 Doe v. Workit Health Inc., 2:23-cv-11691 (E.D. Mich.) (counsel in telehealth pixel 

tracking class action, settled on a class-wide basis) 
 Reedy v. Everlywell, Inc., 1:24-cv-02713 (N.D. Ill.) (co-lead counsel in telehealth 

pixel tracking class action, settled on a class-wide basis) 
 Vriezen v. Group Health Plan, Inc., 23-cv-00267 (D. Minn.) (counsel in 

consolidated pixel tracking class action, settled on a class-wide basis, final 
approval hearing set for June 26, 2025) 

 B.W. v. San Diego Fertility Center Medical Group, Inc., 37-2024- 00006118-CU-
BC-CTL (Cal. Super. Ct., Solano Cty.) (co-counsel in pixel class action; final 
approval hearing set for July 18, 2025) 

 Kane v. University of Rochester Medical Center, 6:23-cv-06027 (W.D.N.Y.) 
(counsel in pixel tracking class action, settled on a class-wide basis, final approval 
hearing set for August 21, 2025) 
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 Smith v. Loyola University Medical Center, 1:23-cv-15828 (N.D. Ill.) (co-lead 
counsel in pixel tracking class action, settled on a class-wide basis, final approval 
hearing set for September 17, 2025) 

 Marden v. LifeMD Inc., A-24-906800-C (Nev. Dist. Ct., Clark Cnty.) (counsel in 
telehealth pixel tracking class action, preliminary approval hearing set for 
September 30, 2025) 

 Cooper v. Mount Sinai Health System Inc., 1:23-cv-09485 (S.D.N.Y.) (counsel in 
pixel tracking class action, settled on a class-wide basis, final approval hearing set 
for October 24, 2025) 

 Singh v. The Moses H. Cone Memorial Hospital Operating Corporation, 1:24-cv- 
00558 (M.D.N.C.) (co-counsel in pixel class action; settled on a class-wide basis, 
preliminary approval hearing pending) 

 Mrozinski et al. vs. Aspirus, Inc., 2023CV000170 (Wisc. Cir. Ct., Marathon Cnty.) 
(co-lead counsel in pixel tracking class action) 

 Isaac v. Northbay Healthcare Corp., FCS059353 (L.A. Sup. Ct.) (co-lead counsel 
in consolidated pixel tracking class action) 

 Mayer v. Midwest Physicians Administrative Services LLC, 1:23-cv-03132 (N.D. 
Ill.) (co-lead counsel in pixel tracking class action) 

 Kaplan v. Northwell Health, 2:23-cv-07205 (E.D.N.Y.) (counsel in pixel tracking 
class action) 

 Strong v. LifeStance Health Group Inc., 2:23-cv-00682 (D. Ariz.) (counsel in 
telehealth pixel tracking class action) 

 Doe v. ProHealth Care, 2:23-cv-00296 (E.D. Wis.) (co-counsel in consolidated 
pixel tracking class action) 

 McCulley v. Banner Health, 2:23-cv-00985 (D. Ariz.) (co-counsel in consolidated 
pixel tracking class action) 

 Heard v. Torrance Memorial Medical Center, 22STCV36178 (L.A. Sup. Ct.) (co-
lead counsel in consolidated pixel tracking class action) 

 Doe v. Adventist Health Care Network, Inc., 22ST-cv-36304 (L.A. Sup. Ct.) (co-
lead counsel in consolidated pixel tracking class action) 

 Federman v. Cerebral Inc., 2:23-cv-01803 (C.D. Cal.) (counsel in telehealth pixel 
tracking class action) 

 R.C. v. Walgreens Co., 5:23-cv-01933 (C.D. Cal.) (counsel in telehealth pixel 
tracking class action) 

 Doe v. Wellstar Health System, Inc., 1:24-cv-01748 (N.D. Ga.) (co-lead counsel in 
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telehealth pixel tracking class action) 
 Pattison v. Teladoc Health, Inc., 7:23-cv-11305-NSR (S.D.N.Y) (co-lead counsel in 

consolidated pixel tracking class action) 
 Nguyen v. Abbott Laboratories, Inc., 1:24-cv-08289 (N.D. Ill.) (counsel in 

telehealth pixel tracking class action) 
 R.C. v. Walmart Inc., 5:24-cv-02003 (C.D. Cal.) (counsel in telehealth pixel 

tracking class action) 
 Vriezen v. Infinite Health Collaborative, 0:24-cv-03743 (D. Minn.) (counsel in 

telehealth pixel tracking class action) 

 Fateen v. Corewell Health, 1:24-cv-01216 (W.D. Mich.) (counsel in telehealth 
pixel tracking class action) 

 J. R. v. Atrium Health, Inc., 3:24-cv-00382 (W.D.N.C.) (counsel in telehealth pixel 
tracking class action) 

 In re CityMD Data Privacy Litigation, 2:24-cv-06972 (D.N.J.) (interim Co-Lead 
Class Counsel in urgent care pixel tracking class action) 

 
DATA BREACH CASES IN WHICH OUR FIRM HAS SERVED AS LEAD OR CO-COUNSEL 

 In re Practice Resources, LLC Data Security Breach Litigation, 6:22-cv-00890 
(N.D.N.Y.) (co-lead counsel in consolidated data privacy class action, settled on a 
class- wide basis) 

 Spann v. Superior Air-Ground Ambulance Service, Inc., 1:24-cv-04704 (N.D. Ill.) 
(co- lead counsel in operative data breach class action, settled on a class-wide 
basis) 

 In re City of Hope Data Security Breach Litigation, 24STCV09935 (L.A. Sup. Ct.) 
(counsel in consolidated data breach class action, preliminary approval hearing set 
for July 22, 2025) 

 Tambroni v. WellNow Urgent Care, P.C., 2025LA000013 (Ill. Cir. Ct., Sangamon 
Cnty.) (co-lead counsel in data breach class action, final approval hearing 
scheduled for August 15, 2025) 

 Catanach v. Bold Quail Holdings, LLC, 24STCV32029 (L.A. Sup. Ct.) (counsel in 
data breach class action) 

 Hulse v. Acadian Ambulance Services, Inc., 6:24-cv-01011 (W.D. La.) (executive 
Committee in consolidated data breach class action) 

 Gorder v. FCDG Management LLC d/b/a First Choice Dental, 2024-CV-002164 
(Wis. Cir. Ct., Dane Cnty.) (co-lead counsel in data breach class action) 

 In re Rockford Gastroenterology Associates, Ltd Data Breach Litigation, 2024-
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CH- 0000120 (Winnebago Cir. Ct.) (interim co-lead class counsel in data breach 
class action) 

 Bardwell v. Mt. Baker Imaging, LLC, No. 25-2-00463037 (Whatcom Cnty. Sup. 
Ct., Wash. Mar. 6, 2025) (co-lead counsel in a data breach class action)  

 Dixon v. Medical Express Ambulance Service, Inc., No. 2025CH04441 (Cook 
Cnty. Cir. Ct., Ill. Apr. 21, 2025) (co-lead counsel in a data breach class action) 

 

OTHER DATA BREACH CASES IN WHICH OUR FIRM IS INVOLVED 
 Nadeau v. Onsite Mammography, LLC, No. 3:25-cv-11123 (W.D. Mass. Apr. 25, 

2025)  
 John v. Lab. Serv.  Coop., 2:25-cv-00731 (W.D. Wash. Apr. 22, 2025)  
 Neu v. Coinbase Global, Inc., 3:25-cv-04243 (N.D. Cal. Apr. 16, 2025)  
 Blount v. Oracle Health, Inc., 4:25-cv-00259 (W.D. Mo. Apr. 11, 2025)(counsel 

in a data breach class action)   
 Ansley v. Concord Orthopaedics Prof. Ass’n, 217-2025-CV-00305 (Merrimack 

Cnty. Sup. Ct., N.H. Apr. 4, 2025)  
 P.M. v. Northwell Health Inc. et al., No. 613041/2025 (NY Sup. Ct., Nassau 

Cnty.) 

 Fitzsimons v. Long Island Plastic Surgical Group, PC, 2:25-cv-00309 (E.D.N.Y.)  
 Montenegro v. American Neighborhood Mortgage Acceptance Company 

d/b/a AnnieMac Home Mortgage, 1:24-cv-10679 (D.N.J.) 
 McHugh v. Enzo Biochem, Inc., 2:23-cv-04326 (E.D.N.Y.) 
 Meyers v. Onix Groups LLC, 2:23-cv-0228 (E.D. Pa.) 
 Kolstedt v. TMX Finance Corporate Services, Inc., 4:23-cv-00076 (S.D. Ga.) 
 Rasmussen v. Uintah Basin Healthcare, 2:23-cv-00322 (D. Utah) 
 Douglas v. Purfoods LLC, 4:23-cv-00332 (S.D. Iowa) 
 Williams v. Southwell Inc. & Tift Regional Health Systems Inc., 2023CV0328 

(Ga. Super. Ct., Tift Cnty.) 
 

VIDEO PRIVACY PROTECTION ACT CASES IN WHICH OUR FIRM HAS SERVED AS  
LEAD OR CO-COUNSEL 

 Edwards v. Mubi Inc., 5:24-cv-00638 (N.D. Cal.) (co-counsel in VPPA class 
action) 

 John v. Delta Defense LLC & U.S. Concealed Carry Association Inc., 2:23-cv-
01253 (E.D. Wisc.) (lead counsel in VPPA class action) 

Case 5:23-cv-02092-JGB-DTB     Document 66-14     Filed 08/19/25     Page 6 of 16   Page
ID #:1232



6  

 Macalpine v. Onnit, Inc., 1:24-cv-00933 (W.D. Tex.) (counsel in VPPA class 
action) 

 Marteney v. ANM Media, LLP, Inc. d/b/a MY-CPE, 4:24-cv-04511 (S.D. Tex.) 
(counsel in VPPA class action) 

 Jones v. Becker Professional Development Corporation, 6:24-cv-06643 
(W.D.N.Y.) (co-lead counsel in consolidated VPPA class action) 

 
FALSE LABELING CASES IN WHICH OUR FIRM HAS SERVED AS LEAD OR CO-COUNSEL 

 Levy v. Hu Products LLC, 23-cv-01381 (S.D.N.Y.) (co-counsel in false labeling 
class action alleging defendant did not disclose the presence of lead in chocolate) 

 In re Trader Joe’s Company, 3:23-cv-00061 (S.D. Cal.) (co-counsel in false 
labeling class action alleging defendant did not disclose the presence of lead in 
chocolate) 

 Haymount Urgent Care PC v. Gofund Advance LLC, 1:22-cv-01245 (S.D.N.Y.) 
(co- counsel in lawsuit alleging merchant cash advances were usurious loans) 

 Mandy Cliburn v. One Source Market, LLC, d/b/a HexClad Cookware, 23-ST-cv- 
28930 (Cal. Sup. Ct.) (counsel in false labeling class action, settled on a class-
wide basis, final approval pending) 

 Fleetwood Services LLC v. Complete Business Solutions Group Inc., 2:18-cv-
00268, (E.D. Pa.) (co-counsel in class action alleging merchant cash advances were 
usurious loans) 

 Kyungo v. Saks & Company, LLC, 3:24-cv-06934 (N.D. Cal.) (counsel in false 
advertising class action) 

 
CONSUMER PROTECTION CASES IN WHICH OUR FIRM HAS SERVED AS 

 LEAD OR CO- COUNSEL 
 Oganesyan v. Rakuten USA; 4:25-cv-01534 (N.D. Cal.) (counsel in consolidated 

false advertising class action) 
 Chowning vs. Tyler Technologies, Inc.; 3:25-cv-04009 (N.D. Cal.) (counsel in 

junk fees class action) 
 

BIOMETRIC AND GENETIC CASES IN WHICH OUR FIRM HAS SERVED AS  
LEAD OR CO-COUNSEL 

 Aragon v. Weil Foot & Ankle Institute LLC, 2021-CH-01437 (Ill. Cir. Ct. Cook 
Cnty.) (co-lead counsel in BIPA class action, settled on a class-wide basis) 

 Bore v. Ohare Towing Systems Inc., 2020-CH-02865 (Ill. Cir. Ct. Cook Cnty.) 
(co-lead counsel in BIPA class action, final approval granted) 
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 Daichendt v. CVS Pharmacy Inc., 1:22-cv-03318 (N.D. Ill.) (co-counsel in BIPA 
class action) 

 Vargas v. Cermak Fresh Market Inc., 2020-CH-06763 (Ill. Cir. Ct. Cook Cnty.) 
(co- counsel in BIPA class action) 

 Karling v. Samsara Inc., 1:22-cv-00295 (N.D. Ill.) (co-counsel in BIPA class 
action) 

 Stegmeyer v. ABM Industries Incorporated, et al., 1:24-cv-00394 (N.D. Ill.) (co-
lead counsel in biometric class action) 

 Carter et al v. MyHeritage (USA), Inc., 1:25-cv-00224 (N.D. Ill.) (Interim co-lead 
class counsel in consolidated GIPA class action) 

 Saathoff v. Gene By Gene Ltd., 1:24-cv-12118 (N.D. Ill.) (interim class counsel 
in consolidated pixel class action) 
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OUR TEAM 
 

David S. Almeida is the Founder and Managing Partner of the Almeida Law Group LLC, 
headquartered in Chicago, Illinois. 

 
Bringing a distinctive and highly seasoned perspective, he specializes in representing 
consumers in class action lawsuits. Notably, a significant portion of his career has been 
devoted to serving as a class action defense lawyer, representing hospital systems, medical 
providers, retail and hospitality companies, and various consumer-facing entities in class 
action lawsuits related to privacy. Before establishing ALG, David was a Partner at 
Benesch, Friedlander, Coplan and Aronoff LLP; while there, David founded and chaired 
the Class Action Practice Group and lead the Firm’s Telephone Consumer Protection Act 
Team and its Retail, Hospitality and Consumer Products Practice Group. 

 
A 1999 graduate of Cornell Law School, David has practiced law at prestigious firms in 
New York City and Chicago. David is admitted to the bars of New York, Illinois, Arizona 
and Wisconsin, as well as several federal courts, including the United States District for 
the Northern District of Illinois. 

 
David’s extensive experience spans over 350 class action lawsuits across the country. 
These cases encompass issues such as data breaches and privacy violations, state consumer 
fraud and deceptive business practices, false advertising and false labeling, as well as 
numerous statutory violations including the Telephone Consumer Protection Act, the Fair 
Credit Reporting Act, the Illinois Biometric Information and Privacy Act (“BIPA”), the 
Video Privacy Protection Act (“VPPA”), the Electronics Communication Privacy Act, 18 
U.S.C. § 2511(1) (“ECPA”), the California Confidentiality of Medical Information Act, 
Cal. Civ. Code § 56, et seq. (“CMIA”), the California Invasion of Privacy Act, Cal. Penal 
Code § 630, et. seq. (“CIPA”), the California Consumers Legal Remedies Act, Cal. Civ. 
Code § 1750, et seq. (“CLRA”), the California Unfair Competition Law, Cal. Bus. & Prof. 
Code § 17200, et seq. (“UCL”). 

 
As a recognized authority in the field, David is well-versed in data privacy and security 
issues, direct and mobile marketing, emerging payment systems, as well as social and 
digital media matters. He is an author and speaker on these topics and is sought after by 
local and national publications for his insights. David has received multiple listings as an 
Illinois Super Lawyers and has been acknowledged as a “Rising Star” by the National Law 
Journal. He earned his Bachelor of Arts from Salisbury University, graduating summa cum 
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laude, and obtained his Juris Doctor from Cornell Law School, where he served as an 
Editor of the Cornell Law Review. 

 
Wesley M. Griffith is a Partner and the California Managing Partner at Almeida Law 
Group. 

Wes is an accomplished litigator. Like many attorneys at the firm, Wes developed 
extensive experience as a defense attorney, spending a decade at two of the nation’s top 
defense firms, where he represented some of the world’s largest companies in class actions 
and complex litigation. Wes now leverages his big law experience to advocate vigorously 
for everyday Americans in trial and appellate courts across the country. 

 
Wes’s practice focuses primarily on consumer class actions, focusing on junk fees, false 
and deceptive advertising, forever chemical contamination, and complex commercial 
disputes. He has represented clients in significant federal court actions (including before 
the United States Supreme Court), multidistrict litigation, and other complex actions across 
the country. 

 
Wes’s notable current matters include: 

 
 Reserve California Camping Junk Fees Class Action 
 Greystar Junk Fee Class Action 
 School Lunch Fees Class Action 
 Avis and Budget Rental Car Junk Fees  

Wes’s prior class action experience includes: 

 Beaver v. Tarsadia Hotels, 2017 WL 4310707 (S.D. Cal. Sept. 28, 2017) (granting 
final approval to a class action settlement of over $50 million in a real estate 
development dispute) 

 Weller v. HSBC Fin. Corp., 2015 WL 6123195 (D. Colo. Oct. 19, 2015) 
 West v. HSBC Mortgage Corp., South Carolina Court of Common Pleas (August 

2015) 
 In re HSBC Bank, USA, N.A., Debit Card Overdraft Fee Litig., Supreme Court of 

the State of New York (2015) 
 In re HSBC Bank, USA, N.A., Debit Card Overdraft Fee Litig., 99 F. Supp. 3d 288 

(E.D.N.Y. 2015) 

 Vasquez v. California School of Culinary Arts, Inc., 230 Cal. App. 4th 35 (Cal. App. 
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2d Dist. 2014) 
 Diaz v. HSBC USA, N.A., 2014 WL 5488161 (S.D. Fla. 2014) 
 In re HSBC Mortg. Corp. Force-Placed Hazard Ins. Litig., 959 F. Supp. 2d 1370 

(J.P.M.L. 2013) 
 Davis v. Chase Bank USA, N.A. (C.D. Cal. 2013) 

 
Matthew J. Langley is a Partner at Almeida Law Group. Matthew leverages his extensive 
skills and experience cultivated as a federal prosecutor and defense attorney to champion 
the rights of individuals affected by unjust or deceptive practices. Prior to joining the 
Almeida Law Group, Matthew was as a partner at Benesch, Friedlander, Coplan and 
Aronoff LLP, collaborating with David in the firm's Class Action practice group and, 
among other matters, representing plaintiffs in a two-billion-dollar defamation suit 
involving election fraud claims. 

Matthew began his legal career at Kirkland and Ellis where, as an associate, he defended 
corporate clients in high-stakes litigation, including representing AOL in a class action data 
breach involving the personal data of over 680,000 customers. He continued to represent 
corporate clients, as both plaintiffs and defendants, at K&L Gates in Miami, Florida before 
joining the United States Attorney’s Office for the Southern District of Florida. 

 
As an Assistant United States Attorney, Matthew worked in both the Major Crimes and the 
Economic Crimes Divisions, prosecuting crimes involving health care fraud, tax fraud, 
money laundering, identity theft, bank fraud, child pornography, and drug trafficking. He 
first-chaired ten jury trials, securing guilty verdicts in all ten cases and successfully argued 
appeals in front of the Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals. 

 
After leaving government service, Matthew worked as a securities class action attorney at 
Robbins Geller, where he played a crucial role in bringing securities fraud cases, helping 
to secure the recovery of millions of dollars for shareholders. 

 
Matt has actively participated in numerous class action lawsuits, addressing issues such as 
data breach and privacy violations, state consumer fraud, deceptive business practices, 
false advertising and labeling, the Telephone Consumer Protection Act (TCPA), the Fair 
Credit Reporting Act (FCRA), Illinois’ Biometric Information Privacy Act (BIPA), and the 
California Invasion of Privacy Act (CIPA). 
 
Matt is admitted to the bar in New York, Florida, California and Illinois. He earned his 
Bachelor of Arts in English and Sociology from the University of Connecticut and his Juris 
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Doctor from Columbia Law School, where he was a Harlan Fiske Scholar. 
 

John R. Parker Jr., known as “J.R.,” is a Partner with the Almeida Law Group. J.R. is a 
tenacious and successful litigator, handling intricate civil litigation from the investigative 
phase through settlement or trial in both state and federal courts, including appellate 
proceedings. 

 
J.R.'s practice encompasses class action lawsuits, False Claims Act cases, Medi-Cal and 
Medicare fraud, consumer fraud, defective products and drugs, insurance bad faith, 
personal injury, medical malpractice, employment claims, civil rights, toxic tort, and 
environmental cases. He has taken on consumer class actions against prominent tech 
industry entities such as Facebook, Apple, and Zynga. J.R. has been appointed lead counsel 
in numerous class action cases by state and federal courts in California and nationwide. 

Recognizing the human impact of personal or economic injuries resulting from the 
carelessness, negligence, or intentional acts of others, J.R. is deeply committed to 
representing ordinary individuals who lack the resources of the multinational corporations 
and insurance companies he holds accountable in his cases. 

 
In addition to his legal ventures, J.R. has volunteered for the Eastern District of California 
Dispute Resolution Program and served as appointed counsel for the Eastern District of 
California's pro bono program. He earned his A.B. in Greek and Latin from the University 
of Georgia, graduating summa cum laude, and obtained his J.D. from Harvard Law School, 
where he served as Deputy Editor-in-Chief of the Harvard Journal of Law and Public 
Policy. 

 
After law school, J.R. clerked for Judge Joseph A. Anderson, at the time Chief Judge for 
the United States District Court for the District of South Carolina. He then worked at a 
plaintiff’s firm in Atlanta Georgia, and then a litigation boutique in Birmingham, Alabama, 
Spotswood, Sansom, and Sansbury LLC, where he defendant the FedEx Corporation in 
class action suits around the country. After the birth of his first child, he and his wife moved 
to Sacramento, California, where he worked for Kershaw, Cutter & Ratinoff LLP and then 
Cutter Law LLC, where he litigated and tried complex cases on behalf of ordinary people 
against large corporations and insurance companies. Some of his work before joining the 
Almeida Law Group LLC includes the following matters: 

 Doan v. State Farm, Santa Clara Superior Court, 1-08-cv-129264 (co-lead counsel 
in certified class action against State Farm successfully tried and resulting in a 
global settlement of all State Farm fire policyholders in California) 
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 U.S. ex rel. Bell v. Biotronik, Inc., 18-cv-01391 (C.D. Cal.) (Lead Relator’s 
counsel in a False Claims Act case against medical device company resulting in 
$12.95 million recovery by the United States) 

 Bohannon v. Facebook, Inc., 4:12-cv-01894-BLF (N.D. Cal.). (Appointed Class 
Counsel representing a certified nationwide class of minor Facebook users and their 
parents) 

 Phillips v. County of Riverside, 5:19-cv-01231-JGB-SHK (C.D. Cal.) (Co-lead 
Class Counsel in a collective action and then 86 individual actions brought under 
FLSA on behalf of social workers employed by Riverside County, resulting in $4.55 
million global settlement after decertification) 

 Pike v. County of San Bernardino, 5:17-cv-01680 (C.D. Cal.) (Co-lead Class 
Counsel in certified collective action brought under FLSA on behalf of social 
workers employed by San Bernardino County) 

 Johnson v. CSAA, 07AS03197 (Sacramento Superior Court) (Co-Lead Counsel in 
class action against CSAA relating to failure to waive deductible. Resolved by 
settlement providing complete cash reimbursement, plus interest. Settlement valued 
at over $80 million) 

 Shurtleff v. Health Net, (E.D. Cal. and Cal. Super. Ct., Sacramento Cnty.) (Co-
Lead and Plaintiffs’ Liaison counsel in class actions against Health Net for a 
breach of confidential information, resulting in a nationwide class settlement) 

 Parry v. National Seating & Mobility Inc., 3:10-cv-02782-JSW (N.D. Cal.) 
(Appointed Class Counsel on behalf of representing nationwide class of sales 
representatives for medical equipment company in breach of contract case that 
settled on a class-wide basis after certification in the Northern District of California) 

 Zmucki v. Extreme Learning, 111-cv-197630. (Cal. Super. Ct., Santa Clara Cnty.), 
(Appointed settlement class counsel on behalf of class of educators for wage and 
hour violations in the Northern District of California) 

Karen Dahlberg O'Connell is a Partner with the Almeida Law Group. Karen is an 
experienced litigator who is skilled at investigating and prosecuting consumer fraud 
actions. Prior to joining Almeida Law Group, Karen participated in a wide range of cases 
on behalf of the Federal Trade Commission for more than 15 years. Representative matters 
include undisclosed recurring subscription fees, alternative education scams, unlawful debt 
collection, unauthorized billing, business coaching and job scams, deceptive marketing of 
a medical discount plan, and false advertising via affiliate marketers. Before working at 
the Federal Trade Commission, Karen served as an Assistant Attorney General in the 
Litigation Bureau of the New York State Office of the Attorney General, where she 
defended New York State, state agencies, and state officers in all stages of litigation, 
including trial. Her cases as an Assistant Attorney General ranged from employment 
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actions to alleged constitutional violations, including First Amendment claims. Before 
entering public service, Karen was a litigation associate at Robins, Kaplan, Miller & Ciresi 
LLP in Boston. She started her legal career at Milbank LLP in New York. 

 
Karen is admitted to the state bars of New York and Massachusetts, the Southern District 
of New York, the Eastern District of New York, and the District of Massachusetts. 

 
Elena A. Belov serves as Of Counsel at the Almeida Law Group. 

 
An adept litigator, Elena began her legal career at Milbank LLP, a renowned international 
law firm. While there, she developed her skills in navigating complex commercial 
litigations and actively engaged in pro bono work focused on civil rights. 

 
Motivated by a belief in justice for all, Elena devoted more than a decade of her practice 
to environmental work and public service before redirecting her passion toward advocating 
for wronged plaintiffs. She had the privilege of clerking for Judge Cynthia M. Rufe in the 
U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania, gaining firsthand insights into 
the intricacies of the federal judicial system. Elena also contributed to the field by teaching 
and practicing environmental law on behalf of pro bono clients at the University of 
Washington School of Law. And while working for the World Wildlife Fund, she 
supported Native Alaskan Tribes as well as State and Federal officials, including the U.S. 
Coast Guard, in their endeavors to safeguard Arctic ecosystems. Elena has collaborated 
with a diverse clientele, ranging from major banks and insurance companies to non- 
governmental organizations and individuals from various walks of life. 

 
Elena investigates consumer rights violations and takes pride in combating companies that 
exploit individuals, whether through deceptive advertising, selling defective products, or
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neglecting user privacy. Elena graduated with honors from Barnard College in New York, 
earning a B.A. in Political Science, and received her Juris Doctor from the Georgetown 
University Law Center. During law school, she served as a member of the American 
Criminal Law Review, authoring several published articles, and worked in the 
Environmental Law Clinic, successfully representing the Mattaponi Tribe of Virginia in 
their fight to protect their water rights. 

 
Elena is admitted to the New York State Bar, as well as the United States District Courts 
for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York. 

 
Britany A. Kabakov is an Associate Attorney at the Almeida Law Group. 

 
A skilled trial lawyer and litigator, Britany began her career as a litigation associate at 
Kirkland & Ellis LLP in its Chicago office, where she gained experience as a defense 
attorney. While at Kirkland, Britany actively participated in two federal bellwether jury 
trials, contributing to the largest multidistrict litigation in U.S. history. 

 
Britany had the privilege of clerking for Judge Sunil R. Harjani in the U.S. District Court 
for the Northern District of Illinois and externing for Judge Andrew G. Schopler in the U.S. 
District Court for the Southern District of California. Through these roles, Britany acquired 
comprehensive insights into the intricacies of federal litigation, spanning from the filing of 
a complaint through trial and post-trial motions. 

 
Specializing in consumer class action lawsuits, Britany's practice focuses on privacy and 
false labeling cases, along with complex commercial disputes. She has represented clients 
in federal court, multidistrict litigation, and class action lawsuits involving defective 
products, consumer fraud, toxic tort, environmental cases, information privacy, insurance, 
and contract disputes. 

 
Committed to public service and advocating for all individuals, Britany has maintained an 
active pro bono practice focusing on civil rights, supporting civil liberty organizations in 
research and litigation efforts. During law school, she volunteered at the Legal Aid Society 
of San Diego’s Domestic Violence Clinic, and prior to entering law school, Britany taught 
middle school social studies in Phoenix, Arizona. 

 
Britany is admitted to the Illinois State Bar, as well as the U.S. District Court for the 
Northern District of Illinois. She graduated magna cum laude from Loyola University 
Chicago with a Bachelor of Arts in History and Secondary Education. Britany earned her
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Juris Doctor from the University of Chicago Law School, where she worked in the 
Environmental Law Clinic, representing conservation groups in Clean Water Act litigation. 

 
Luke Coughlin is an Associate Attorney at the Almeida Law Group. 

 
Luke is an accomplished litigator. Before joining the Firm, Luke was a litigation associate 
at Edelman, Combs, Latturner & Goodwin, LLC, where he worked on a wide range of 
consumer cases with focus on usury claims. His passion for protecting consumer rights is 
driven by his interest in using technical investigations to support and advocate for his 
clients. He is committed to advancing consumer protection through innovative, cross- 
disciplinary legal strategies. 

While attending law school, Luke worked as a claims investigator at Rain Intelligence, 
combining technical investigation with comprehensive legal analysis across a broad 
spectrum of case types. His work emphasized a meticulous approach to fact-finding, 
leveraging technology to investigate illicit collection and use of sensitive personal data and 
other incursions against consumer rights. 

 
Prior to law school, Luke gained extensive experience in the tech sector, including work at 
Wayfair, where his focus on technical processes and analysis laid the foundation for his 
legal career. He brings a unique blend of technical expertise and legal acumen to the Firm. 

Luke is admitted to the Illinois State Bar as well as the Federal District Courts of the 
Northern District of Illinois, Southern District of Illinois, Northern District of Indiana and 
Southern District of Indiana. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

 

          On October 20, 2025, a hearing having been held before this Court on 

Plaintiffs’ Motion for Award of Attorneys’ Fees and Costs and Service Awards (the 

“Fee Motion”), the Court, having considered all papers filed and proceedings 

conducted herein, having found the Settlement of the Actions to be fair, reasonable 

and adequate, and otherwise being fully informed on the premises and good cause 

appearing therefore; and  

It appearing that the Class Notice substantially in the form approved by the 

Court in the Court’s June 4, 2025, Order Granting Preliminary Approval of Settlement 

 
B.K., and N.Z., individually and on behalf 
of all others similarly situated, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
EISENHOWER MEDICAL CENTER, 
 

Defendant. 

 
Case No. 5:23-cv-02092-JGB-DTB 
 
 
[PROPOSED] ORDER 
AWARDING ATTORNEYS’ FEES 
AND COSTS AND PLAINTIFFS’ 
SERVICE AWARDS 
 
Hon. Jesus G. Bernal 
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[PROPOSED] ORDER AWARDING ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND COSTS AND 
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(the “Preliminary Approval Order”) was distributed to the Class in accordance with 

the Notice Plan described in the Settlement Agreement and approved by the Court; 

 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT:  

1. This Order incorporates by reference the definitions in the Class Action 

Settlement Agreement (the “Settlement”), and all capitalized terms used, but not 

defined herein, shall have the same meanings as set forth in the Settlement.  

2. The Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of the Fee Motion and all 

matters relating thereto, including Class Representatives, Defendant, and all members 

of the Settlement Class who have not timely and validly requested exclusion.  

3. The Court hereby grants Plaintiffs’ Motion for Award of Attorneys’ Fees 

and Costs and Service Awards. The requested amount if $288,750 in fees, plus 

reimbursement of costs in the amount of $9,180.63 shall be paid to Class Counsel 

from the Total Settlement Fund. The Court finds that the amount of fees and costs 

awarded is fair and reasonable.  

4. The Fees and Costs Award shall be paid to Class Counsel within thirty (30) 

calendar days of entry of the Final Approval Order and subject to the terms, 

conditions, and obligations of the Settlement Agreement, which terms, conditions, 

and obligations are incorporated herein.  

5. In making this award of fees and costs to Class Counsel, the Court has 

considered and found that: 

 (a) the Settlement has created a non-reversionary common fund of 

$875,000.00 in cash, from which approved Claims will be paid within thirty (30) 

calendar days after the Effective Date, and the Class Members who submit, or have 

submitted, valid Claims will benefit from the Settlement achieved by Class Counsel;  

(b) the Settlement also provides substantial and meaningful non-monetary 

relief to the Settlement Class as follows: Defendant will establish a Web Governance 

Committee to oversee the use of analytics and advertising technologies on its Website 
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and ensure compliance with Defendant’s mission and applicable law. For at least two 

years following final approval of the Settlement, EMC shall not use the Meta Pixel or 

Google Analytics source code on its Website unless the Web Governance Committee 

makes the requisite determination under the applicable law that such use is lawful and 

provides affirmative disclosure of such use on its webpages; 

(c) the Notice that was distributed to Settlement Class Members explained that 

Class Counsel was moving for attorneys’ fees and costs and service awards in an 

amount not to exceed $313,750;  

(d) Class Counsel has prosecuted the Actions and achieved the Settlement with 

skill, perseverance, and diligent advocacy;  

(e) Class Counsel has expended substantial time, effort, and resources pursuing 

the Actions on behalf of the Class;  

(f) Class Counsel pursued the Actions on a contingent basis, having received 

no compensation during the litigation, and any fee amount has been contingent on the 

result achieved;  

(g) the Actions involve complex factual and legal issues and, in the absence of 

the Settlement, would require further lengthy proceedings where the ultimate 

resolution of these complex issues would be uncertain;  

(h) had Class Counsel not achieved the Settlement, there would remain a 

significant risk that the Class may have recovered less or nothing from Defendant;  

(i) Class Counsel has devoted over 779.1 hours to litigating the Actions, with 

a lodestar value of $623,230.00 to achieve the Settlement;  

(j) public policy considerations favor the award of reasonable attorneys’ fees 

and expenses in consumer protection class action litigation; and  

(k) the attorneys’ fees and costs awarded are fair and reasonable, and consistent 

with awards in similar cases within the Ninth Circuit.  
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[PROPOSED] ORDER AWARDING ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND COSTS AND 

PLAINTIFFS’ SERVICE AWARDS  
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        6.  Class Representative B.K. and N.Z. are hereby awarded $2,500 each as 

Service Awards in recognition of their substantial assistance in prosecuting the 

Actions, and as compensation for their expenditure of time, effort, and resources in 

diligently discharging their duties as Class Representatives.  

 
 
IT IS SO ORDERED.  
 
 
Dated: ________________     ___________________________  

The Honorable Jesus G. Bernal  
United States District Judge 
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