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Mark P. Chalos, declares under penalty of perjury:

1. I am an attorney duly licensed to practice law in the State of Tennessee and am
admitted pro hac vice to practice before this Court. I make this Declaration in support of Plaintiffs’
Unopposed Motion for Preliminary Approval of Class Action Settlement.

2. I have personal knowledge of the facts set forth in this Declaration based on active
participation in all aspects of the litigation and proposed resolution of this Action. If called upon
to testify, I could and would testify competently to the truth of the matters set out in this
Declaration.

3. On July 18, 2023, this Court appointed me to serve as Interim Co-Lead Counsel for
the putative class along with Ian J. Barlow, Scott C. Harris, and James J. Rosemergy. (ECF 11) I
am a partner with Lieff Cabraser Heimann & Bernstein, LLP. Mr. Barlow is a partner with
Kershaw Talley & Barlow, Mr. Harris is partner with Bryson Harris Suciu DeMay PLLC (formerly
with Milberg Coleman Bryson Phillips Grossman, LLC), and Mr. Rosemergy is a partner with
Carey Danis & Lowe. We have worked closely together, along with Harper T. Segui, formerly of
Milberg Coleman Bryson Phillips Grossman, LLC, and currently a partner with Lee Segui PLLC.

4. Interim Co-Lead Counsel with the assistance of the Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel and
the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee have actively participated in the representation of named
Plaintiffs Robert Ammon, Marcia Baltimore, Nicole Kibert Basler, John Bettorf, Paul Cartmell,
Steve Cothren, Geoff Edwards, Miles Fawcett, Joel Galarza, Melissa Gibson, Daniel Haak,
Christopher Helmers, Kevin Hemphill, Albert Kates, Craig Lauder, Kathryn Locatell, Jodi Matas,
Dustin Moon, Lori Morse, Adam Plichta, Jason Poston, Anita Richardson, Michael Shirk, Allan
Slater, Carolyn Slusher, Rabia Stevenson, Beverly Taylor, Margaret Venema, Kerri Vincent,

James Ward, and Mark Wasserman (“Plaintiffs™) in this litigation.
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A. INTRODUCTION

5. The proposed Settlement is an outstanding result for the proposed Settlement Class.
A class of current Owners and Primary Users of Generac PWRcell residential solar power systems
will recover $15,000,000 dollars through a non-reversionary settlement fund under the proposed
Settlement, less any Court-approved fees and litigation expenses. Based upon the number of
anticipated Claimants, we expect that the non-reversionary Settlement will provide complete
economic recovery.

6. The proposed Settlement also provides other benefits. Generac has further agreed
to change the limited warranty for the PWRcell System. For systems originally including SnapRS
801 or 801A devices, the start date of the 25-year warranty for SnapRS 802 devices will be
calculated from the replacement date of 801 or 801A or installation of RS802s. System Owners
need not have previously registered their Systems or have had continuous internet connectivity to
make a warranty claim related to any SnapRS device. This provides substantial relief for
Settlement Class Members who purchased their Systems prior to May 2022. In addition, all
Settlement Class Members benefit from additional educational material that is being created as a
result of the Settlement to assist System Owners and Primary Users in understanding their Systems.

7. This Declaration provides an overview of the work performed by Plaintiffs’ counsel
to develop the claims and evaluate the defenses in this case, and ultimately reach this proposed
Settlement. The Declaration outlines the work that Plaintiffs’ counsel will continue conducting to
ensure fair and equitable disbursement of the Settlement proceeds to Settlement Class Members.
Finally, the Declaration sets forth why Plaintiffs’ counsel believe that the proposed Settlement
provides fair, reasonable, and adequate relief to the proposed Settlement Class.

B. THE WELL-PLEADED COMPLAINT AND THE EXTENSIVE
DISCOVERY THAT FOLLOWED
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8. Following cases being filed beginning in October 2022, a Petition for Transfer and
Consolidation pursuant to 28 USC § 1407 was filed on March 3, 2023. Following briefing and oral
argument, the cases were transferred by the JPML to this Court on June 2, 2023.

0. After resolution of competing motions for appointment of leadership and the entry
of other administrative orders, Plaintiffs filed their Consolidated Class Action Complaint on
September 1, 2023. (ECF 18) Plaintiffs asserted the following causes of action on behalf of a
nationwide class and/or the states in which they reside:' Magnuson Moss Warranty Act (Count
One); breach of implied warranty under the Uniform Commercial Code (Count Two); breach of
express warranty under the Uniform Commercial Code (Count Three); breach of contract or
common law warranty in the alternative (Count Four); fraudulent concealment (Count Five); fraud
by intentional misrepresentation (Count Six); negligent misrepresentation (Count Seven);
negligence (Count Eight); unjust enrichment (Count Nine); violation of the California Unfair
Competition Law (Count Ten); violation of the California Consumer Legal Remedies Act (Count
Eleven); breach of implied warranties under the Song-Beverly Consumer Warranty Act (Count
Twelve); breach of express warranties under the Song-Beverly Consumer Warranty Act (Count
Thirteen); violation of the Georgia Uniform Deceptive Trade Practices Act (Count Fourteen);
violation of the Georgia Fair Business Practices Act (Count Fifteen); violation of the Illinois
Uniform Deceptive Trade Practices Act (Count Sixteen); violation of the Illinois Consumer Fraud
Act (Count Seventeen); violation of the Indiana Deceptive Consumer Sales Ac (Count Eighteen);
violation of the Michigan Consumer Protection Act (Count Nineteen); violation of the Missouri

Merchandise Practices Act (Count Twenty); violation of the New York General Business Law

! In addition to the Nationwide Class, Plaintiffs brought claims on behalf of the following state
classes: California, Florida, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Missouri, New Y ork, North Carolina,
Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Virginia.
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(Counts Twenty-One and Twenty-Two); violation of the North Carolina Unfair Trade Practices
and Consumer Protection Laws (Count Twenty-Three); violation of the Ohio Consumer Sales
Practices Act (Count Twenty-Four); breach of implied warranty in tort based on Ohio law (Count
Twenty-Five); violation of the Oregon Unfair Trade Practices Act (Count Twenty-Six); violation
of the Pennsylvania Unfair Trade Practices and Consumer Protection Law (Count Twenty-Seven);
violation of the Tennessee Consumer Protection Act (Count Twenty-Eight); violation of the Texas
Deceptive Trade Practices Act — Consumer Protection Act (Count Twenty-Nine); and violation of
the Virginia Consumer Protection Act (Count Thirty). (ECF 18)

10. The common factual basis underlying all of Plaintiffs’ and Settlement Class
Members’ claims is that Generac designed, manufactured, marketed, and sold the PWRcell
Systems with allegedly defective Snaps that allegedly caused Settlement Class Members to suffer
damages. There are approximately 28,000 System Owners and 34,000 Systems installed
throughout the Untied States. Plaintiffs, like all Settlement Class Members, purchased Systems
that were designed, manufactured, marketed, and sold by Generac with allegedly defective Snap
devices. Plaintiffs have suffered several types of harm, which include injury at the time of purchase
due to Generac’s omission of the alleged defect and subsequent economic loss including in the
form of repairs and lost energy production.

11. Generac filed a motion to dismiss the complaint in its entirety. (ECF 33) Plaintiffs
successfully opposed the motion other than the claims based on affirmative misrepresentations.
(ECF 37) Each of Plaintiffs’ claims survived, as did each proposed Class.

12. The Parties have been actively engaged in extensive discovery. The Parties
negotiated and entered into numerous protocols governing discovery, including a Protective Order

(ECF 20), an ESI Protocol (ECF 22), an Inspection Protocol (ECF 29), and a Preservation Protocol
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(ECF 63), each entered by the Court. The Parties have also exchanged initial disclosures, as well
as interrogatories and requests for production of documents and corresponding responses. As the
Parties met and conferred (for nearly twenty hours) about these discovery requests and responses,
Generac made a preliminary production of documents related to Generac’s root cause analysis of
the product failures, which Plaintiffs and their experts reviewed and analyzed. More recently and
following the conclusion of meeting and conferring, Generac began additional document
productions on a rolling basis, and those materials were reviewed and analyzed. To date, Plaintiffs
have analyzed over 47,000 pages of documents produced by Generac.? Because the Parties met
and conferred and ultimately settled on ESI search terms, Plaintiffs have a reasonable estimate that
tens of thousands of additional pages of discovery have yet to be produced and would be in the
course of fact discovery.

13. As document-related discovery has been ongoing, the Parties moved forward with
in-person, day-long expert inspections of each Named Plaintiffs’ System, traveling to all thirty-
one Plaintiffs’ homes across the country. The Parties experts collected data throughout the day to
monitor and evaluate the performance of each system. Plaintiffs’ experts, along with Defendants’
experts, would jointly review the installation of a Named Plaintiff’s solar panels on the roof, in
addition to accounting for the Named Plaintiff’s Snaps when possible. The experts would also
jointly inspect the Named Plaintiff’s battery units if available as well as the PWRcell System
inverter attached to the Named Plaintiff’s home. As part of inspecting the inverter, the experts
would download extensive information from the inverter. During the course of several hours, the

System production levels would also be monitored. Over the course of eight months, the Parties

2 Additionally, Plaintiffs have also sent subpoenas to several third parties, engaged in several
meet and confers, and collected hundreds of pages of documents from these third parties,
including Generac’s third-party manufacturers, product testing companies, and installers.
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undertook the extensive process of planning, coordinating, and executing the site inspections. The
Parties further coordinated the securing, shipping, and storing any evidence from Plaintiffs’
Systems for future destructive testing. Prior to mediation, the Parties participated in numerous
follow-up calls to coordinate follow-up visits to certain Plaintiffs’ Systems for further examination.

14. Additionally, On June 12, 2025, Plaintiffs’ counsel and experts traveled to Portland,
Maine, to inspect the field-returned (and other) SnapRS devices in Generac’s possession, and
selected exemplars for joint testing.

15. The Parties also met and conferred on numerous several times regarding ongoing
warranty service to Named Plaintiffs’ Systems provided by Generac’s authorized dealers and
service technicians to determine how to preserve Snaps from putative Class Members for litigation
purposes. The Parties agreed to specific instructions and protocols for Generac’s service
technicians to use and locations from which Snaps would be gathered for later expert inspection
and testing.

16. Further, Plaintiffs noticed the deposition of Generac pursuant to Rule 30(b)(6) of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and took the depositions of two witnesses designated by
Generac to testify as to Generac’s data collection, management, and retention policies.

17. Plaintiffs’ experts—in addition to the site inspections—conducted an extensive
years-long investigation and analysis of the Snaps. Plaintiffs utilized both an electrical engineer to
analyze the circuitry of the Snaps and a mechanical engineer with decades of experience reviewing
solar system components and installations. Plaintiffs’ experts also conducted independent
investigations and analyses of the Snaps to understand the alleged defect as well as to develop

further protocols for joint expert examinations and testing.
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18. Plaintiffs’ experts advised Plaintiffs on various protocols governing inspections and
the preservation of evidence, which the Parties developed through an extended meet-and-confer
process. Plaintiffs’ experts further assisted in the preparation of written discovery and reviewed
key documents concerning Plaintiffs’ theory of the case. They were heavily involved throughout
the case and critical for assessing the strengths and weaknesses of Plaintiffs’ claims.

19. Plaintiffs have dedicated significant time and effort to the case after more than three
years of litigation and will continue to do so as necessary through the conclusion of this matter.
They have no interests antagonistic to those of the proposed Settlement Class. Plaintiffs retained
attorneys experienced in the prosecution of class actions, including consumer product and product
defect cases; they have protected and will continue to protect the interests of putative Class
Members.

20. The allegedly defective Snap devices, materiality of the alleged defect, Generac’s
knowledge of the alleged defect, and Generac’s uniform warranty provisions, were central to the
litigation. Resolving these common issues once in the context of a class action settlement is most
efficient and fair.

D. THE ARM’S LENGTH NEGOTIATION OF THE SETTLEMENT
AGREEMENT

21. On August 7, the Parties exchanged mediation briefs and submitted those briefs to
the mediator, Robert Meyer of JAMS in Los Angeles. Robert Meyer is a respected third-party
neutral with experience in resolving complex class action litigation. The Parties attended an all-
day mediation session with Mr. Meyer on August 14. In the end, the Parties were able to reach a
settlement in principle.

22. Following the settlement in principle, the Parties continued to work together to

negotiate trailing issues by exchanging drafts of the settlement agreement and conferring multiple
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times to discuss proposed changes. The Parties executed the final Settlement Agreement on
January 9, 2026. The Settlement Agreement is the product of vigorous litigation, informed analysis
of the strengths and weaknesses of the case, and hard-fought, arm’s length negotiations. The
Settlement achieves both a monetary payment for the Class and significant non-monetary relief,
while eliminating all risks inherent in further litigation.

E. THE EFFORTS TO ENSURE MAXIMUM CLASS MEMBER RECOVERY

23. Following a competitive evaluation process, Interim Class Counsel proposes that
Eisner Advisory Group LLC (“Eisner” or the “Settlement Administrator”) be appointed to act as
the class action notice administrator to implement the best notice practicable under the
circumstances and to administer the claims and payment process.

24. Plaintiffs also conferred with the proposed Settlement Administrator to craft a
Notice Plain that: (i) clearly describes the nature of the action, the definition of the Class, the
claims and corresponding issues and defenses, the litigation posture, and the binding effect of a
class judgment on members; (ii) states the right to opt out; and (iii) explains the procedures and
deadlines for doing so. The Notice Plan provides for both direct and indirect notice as well as the
creation of a Settlement Website — collectively ensuring adequate and comprehensive notice.

25. The expense of continued fact and expert discovery would be significant, and
motion practice, trial, and likely appeal would have resulted in years-long delay in recovery for
Settlement Class Members, if any recovery at all. At the conclusion of fact discovery would be
extensive expert discovery and the likelihood of Daubert fights. In addition, Plaintiffs’ expect that
Defendants would have vigorously opposed any motion for class certification and expect that
Defendants would have moved for summary judgment. Losing at any of these steps, before ever

reaching trial or appeal, would have doomed Plaintiffs’ and the proposed Settlement Class’s
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chance at recovery. Should Plaintiffs have successfully tried and then defended potential appeals,
any remaining recovery would be years from realization. Adding to the risks of further litigation
is the complexity of the alleged underlying product defect and the legal issues presented, which is
avoided with the Settlement. System Owners and Primary Users are able to be compensated now,
after three years of litigation, instead of possibly recovering at some uncertain time in the future,
or not recovering.

26. The number of Snaps per System or similar proxies, such as the number of solar
panels, is easily ascertained by Owners and Primary Users of the System, which makes distribution
of System Claim relief streamlined without imposing onerous burdens on Settlement Class
Members.

217. Plaintiffs have and will continue to undertake extensive efforts to ensure fair and
efficient disbursement of the Settlement benefits to all proposed Settlement Class Members.

F. CO-LEAD COUNSEL UNEQUIVOCALLY SUPPORT THE
SETTLEMENT

28. Proposed Class Counsel have decades of experience litigating class actions—
including litigating MDLs and product defect class actions—and unreservedly support this
Settlement.

29. Interim Class Counsel submit their opinion that the Settlement is fair, reasonable,
and adequate; that it was reached with the assistance of a respected third-party neutral after good
faith, arm’s length negotiations; and that its terms—both monetary and non-monetary—will
provide meaningful and timely benefits to proposed Settlement Class Members.

30. In light of their experience, Class Counsel believe that the allocation plan will result
in treating proposed Settlement Class Members equitably relative to each other. The allocation

plan accounts for a number of variables in distributing the Settlement funds, including the size of
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proposed Settlement Class Members systems and the overall risk borne by the Settlement Class
Members as well differences in energy loss and out of pocket costs. The ability to compensate
proposed Settlement Class Members on each of these bases is a superb result for the proposed
Settlement Class.

G. PROPOSED CLASS COUNSEL ARE ADEQUATE

Lieff Cabraser

31. I, Mark Chalos, am the Managing Partner of the Nashville office of Lieff Cabraser
Heimann & Bernstein, LLP (“LCHB”). I am admitted to practice before the United States Supreme
Court; United States Court of Appeals for the First, Sixth, and Seventh Circuits; the United States
District Court for the Western, Middle, and Eastern Districts of Tennessee; the Northern District
of Florida; and the courts of the State of Tennessee. I am the Past-President of the Tennessee Trial
Lawyers Association and serve on its Board of Governors. On the national level, I have served as
Co-Chair of the American Association for Justice (AAJ) Class Action Litigation Group. From
2012 to the present, I have been selected for inclusion by peers in The Best Lawyers in America
in the fields of Consumer Protection Law, Mass Tort Litigation/Class Actions — Plaintiffs, Personal
Injury Litigation — Plaintiffs, and Product Liability Litigation — Plaintiffs. I served as a Drafting
Team Leader for “Guidelines and Best Practices for Large and Mass-Tort MDLs, (Second
Edition),” Bolch Judicial Institute, Duke Law School, September 2018 (Drafting Team Leader). I
am also on the adjunct faculty at Vanderbilt Law School, teaching The Practice of Aggregate
Litigation.

32. I have been appointed to leadership roles in numerous complex civil proceedings,
including: Co-Lead MDL Counsel and Co-Lead Trial Counsel in In re Whirlpool Front Loading

Washer Products Liability Litigation, MDL 2001 (N.D. Ohio); Co-Lead Interim Class Counsel in
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Miller v. Ford (engine failures), Case No. 2:20- cv-01796 (E.D. Cal.); Co-Lead Class Counsel in
Weidman v. Ford (brake failures), Case No. 2:18- ¢cv-12719 (E.D. Mich.); Co-Lead Class Counsel
in Alger v. FCA US, LLC (exploding headrests), Case No. 2:18-CV-00360 (E.D. Cal.); and Co-
Lead Counsel in Braziel v. Michigan Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy
(consolidated litigation re: lead contamination of Benton Harbor’s water system), Case No. 22-
000046-MM (Michigan Court of Claims). I have served and currently serve in the leadership of
numerous MDLs and other aggregated litigations, including on Plaintiffs Executive Committees
and Plaintiffs Steering Committees.

33. LCHB is an international law firm of approximately 125 attorneys with offices in
San Francisco, New York, Nashville, and Munich. LCHB’s practice focuses on complex and
class action litigation involving consumer fraud, civil rights, employment, digital privacy,
financial and securities fraud, antitrust, mass tort, and product liability matters. LCHB brings to
the table a wealth of class action experience. A copy of LCHB’s current firm resume, which
describes some of the firm’s experience in complex and class action litigation, can be found at

https://www.lieffcabraser.com/pdf/Lieff Cabraser Firm Resume.pdf.

Kershaw Talley Barlow PC

34, Upon information and belief, Ian J. Barlow is a partner with Kershaw Talley Barlow
PC (“KTB”), a firm with a combined 75 years of diverse experience in class actions, mass torts,
and other complex consumer and business litigation, including multi-district/multi-jurisdictional
litigation in state and federal courts. The firm has tried multiple class actions to verdict as well as
individual personal injury cases.

35. Mr. Barlow currently serves in a leadership position in Gilead Tenofovir Cases,

California Judicial Coordination Proceeding No. 5043, in which 25,000 cases are currently
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pending in San Francisco County Superior Court and has served in essential roles in numerous
consumer class action cases and mass torts involving safety concerns and/or property damage
issues, including: Essure Product Liability Cases, California Judicial Coordination Proceeding No.
4887 (Alameda Cty. Super. Ct.); In re: PG&E Corp., et al., No. 19-30088 (Bankr. N.D. Cal.); In
re: Pet Food Products Liability Litigation, MDL No. 1850 (D.N.J.); Nguyen et al. v. BMW of
North America, LLC, No. 3:10-cv-02257 (N.D. Cal.); Sharma et al. v. BMW of North America,
LLC, No. 3:13-cv-02274 (N.D. Cal.); and Brown v. Electrolux Home Products, Inc., No. 1:08-cv-
00030 (S.D. Ga.).

36. Mr. Barlow has been practicing for over 15 years and graduated from the University
of California, Berkeley and UCLA School of Law. He also earned a Master of Public Policy degree
from the Luskin School of Public Affairs at UCLA. Mr. Barlow was selected for Best of the Bar
by the Sacramento Business Journal, is consistently recognized as a Northern California Super
Lawyer, and is regularly selected as a Top Lawyer by Sacramento Magazine. He is AV
Preeminent-rated by Martindale-Hubbell and Super Rated by AVVO.

37. Additional KTB attorneys have also been active in this litigation, including another
name partner at KTB, Stuart C. Talley, who has nearly 28 years of experience litigating state and
federal multi-district/multi-jurisdictional mass torts and class action cases on behalf of consumers
and individuals who have suffered personal injuries. Mr. Talley has served in numerous lead and
co-lead counsel positions and has tried several individual and class cases to verdict. He currently
serves as co-lead counsel in a certified class action involving over 120,000 class members, Sanchez
v. California Public Employees’ Retirement System, et al., No. BC517444 (Los Angeles Cty.
Super. Ct.), and in two certified consumer class cases involving an alleged product safety defect,

Olson v. FCA US LLC, No. 2:18-cv-00360 (E.D. Cal.) and Costa v. FCA US LLC, No. 20-cv-
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11810 (D. Mass.). Mr. Talley was also integrally involved in defective hip mass tort MDLs,
including DePuy ASR™ Hip System Cases, California Judicial Council Coordination Proceeding
No. 4649 (San Francisco Cty. Super. Ct.), In re: Stryker Rejuvenate and ABG II Hip Implant
Products Liability Litigation, MDL No. 2441 (D. Minn.), and In re: DePuy Orthopaedics, Inc.,
Pinnacle Hip Implant Products Liability Litigation, MDL No. 2244 (N.D. Tex.).

38. Mr. Talley is regularly selected as a Northern California Super Lawyer, Top
Lawyer by Sacramento Magazine, and is AV Preeminent-rated by Martindale-Hubbell. A firm
biography is attached as Exhibit 1.

Bryson Harris Suciu & DeMay, PLLC

39. Upon information and belief, Scott C. Harris is a partner at Bryson Harris Suciu &
DeMay, PLLC with 19 years of experience as a respected class action litigator and has represented
plaintiffs in a wide variety of cases nationally. Mr. Harris is licensed to practice in the state and
federal courts of North Carolina, Florida, Georgia, and Massachusetts. Mr. Harris regularly
litigates complex cases and class actions throughout the country, including consumer class actions.

40. In addition to this matter, Mr. Harris’ leadership experience includes court
appointments as lead, liaison, class, or executive committee counsel roles, in the following selected
matters: In re Elk Cross Timbers Decking Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litig.,
No. 15-cv-00018-JLL-JAD (D.N.J.) (member of the court-appointed Plaintiffs’ Steering
Committee in this MDL proceeding involving); In Re: Allura Fiber Cement Siding Litig., 2:19-
mn-02886 (D.S.C.) (member of the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee); In Re: MI Windows and
Doors, Inc, Prods. Liab. Litig., 2:12-mn-00001, MDL No. 2333 (D.S.C.); In Re: Atlas Roofing
Corporation Chalet Shingle Products Liability Litigation, 1:13-md-02495 (N.D. Ga.) (Hon.

Thomas W. Thrash, Jr.).
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41. A firm biography is attached as Exhibit 2.

Carey Danis & Lowe

42. Upon information and belief, James J. Rosemergy is a partner with Carey Danis &
Lowe, a law firm specializing in complex class action and mass tort litigation nationwide. He is
licensed to practice before the United States Courts of Appeal for the Seventh, Eighth, Ninth, Tenth
and Eleventh Circuits, the United States District Courts for the Eastern District of Wisconsin, the
Eastern District of Missouri, the Western District of Missouri, the Southern District of Illinois, the
Northern District of Illinois, the District of Kansas, and the state courts of Missouri and Illinois.
Mr. Rosemergy has co-authored the Missouri section of the ABA Survey of Class Action Law
since 2018, and he is a member of the Board of Governors for the Missouri Association of Trial
Attorneys, an organization devoted exclusively to plaintiff’s litigation

43. Since joining Carey, Danis & Lowe nearly 25 years ago, Mr. Rosemergy has played
a leading role in numerous high-profile cases against major corporations, resulting in the recovery
of billions of dollars in settlements for class members and individual clients, including cases
involving defective products. For example, he was Co-Lead Counsel in In re: Sears, Roebuck and
Co. Front-Loading Washer Products Liability Litigation (N.D. Ill. Case No. 1:06-cv-7023), a case
involving defective control boards in front-load washing machines. That case resulted in a
settlement for the class that provided for all claimants to receive 100% of their out-of-pocket losses
incurred as a result of the defect. Mr. Rosemergy also served on the Science and Expert committee
in In re Philips Recalled CPAP, Bi-Level PAP, and Mechanical Ventilator Products Liability
Litigation (W.D.Pa. Case No. 2:21-mc-01230-JFC), a sprawling case involving class-based
medical monitoring and economic loss claims, in addition to personal injury claims, that ultimately

settled for more than $1.5 billion.
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44, A firm biography is attached as Exhibit 3.

Lee Segui PLLC

45. Upon information and belief, Harper T. Segui is a founding Partner at Lee Segui
PLLC. In her nearly 19 years of practice, Ms. Segui has represented plaintiffs in a wide variety of
cases nationally, spending the majority of her career leading class action and complex litigation.
Specifically, Ms. Segui is currently serving as Co-Lead Counsel in In re: Blackbaud, Inc.,
Customer Data Breach Litig., 3:20-mn-02972, MDL No. 2972 (D.S.C.), and was appointed co-
lead counsel in In re: All-Clad Metalcrafters, LLC, Cookware Mktg. and Sales Pracs. Litig., 2:21-
mc-00491, MDL No. 2988 (W.D. Pa.) (Hon. J. Nicholas Ranjan). She was previously appointed
to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee in In re: Windsor Wood Clad Windows Prods. Liab. Litig.,
16-md-02668, MDL No. 2688 (E.D. Wis.) (Hon. Lynn S. Adelman) and In re: Allura Fiber
Cement Siding Litig., 2:19-mn-02886 (D.S.C.) (Hon. David C. Norton), where she is serving a
vital role as settlement class counsel. She also played essential supporting roles in In re: MI
Windows and Doors, Inc, Prods. Liab. Litig., 2:12-mn 00001, MDL No. 2333 (D.S.C.) (Hon.
David C. Norton); In re: Pella Corporation Architect and Designer Series Windows, Marketing,
Sales Practices and Prods. Liab. Litig., 2:14-mn-00001, MDL No. 2514 (D.S.C.) (Hon. David C.
Norton); In re: Atlas Roofing Corporation Chalet Shingle Prods. Liab. Litig., 1:13-md-02495
(N.D. Ga.) (Hon. Thomas W. Thrash, Jr.); and Hamm v. Sharp Elecs. Corp., 5-19-cv-00488-JSM-
PRL (S.D. Fla) (over $100 million value settlement in action involving allegedly defective
microwaves).

46. Ms. Segui has co-authored several articles related to product defect liability and has

been a speaker in multiple national continuing legal education conferences on complex class action
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litigation topics. Since 2013, she has been regularly selected to Super Lawyers Rising Stars, as a
Top-Rated Class Action & Mass Torts Attorney.

47. A firm biography is attached as Exhibit 4.

48. These lawyers and law firms have dedicated significant resources to representing
the proposed Class and prosecuting this action. They will continue to do so through the settlement
and claims adjudication process.

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

Executed on January 9, 2026. /s/ Mark P. Chalos
Mark P. Chalos
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Contact Information:

bill@ktblegal.com
Telephone: (916) 779-7000

Facsimile: (916) 244-4829

401 Watt Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95864

www.ktblegal.com

ﬁ Kershaw Talley Barlow

The law firm of Kershaw Talley Barlow PC (KTB) is dedicated to advancing
the rights of consumers, employees and injured victims in class actions, mass
torts and other complex consumer and antitrust litigation, and in matters
involving catastrophic personal injury. The attorneys of the firm have lead
responsibility in obtaining recoveries through judgments or settlement
aggregating multiple billions of dollars for their clients. The partners have
served as lead or co-lead counsel and liaison counsel in many high profile
national class action and mass tort cases and have been appointed to the
executive or plaintiffs’ steering committees in both state and federal courts.

William A. Kershaw is Past President of the Sacramento County Bar
Association, Past Chair of the California Consumer Protection Council, and Past
President of the St. Michael’s Episcopal Day School. He has also been named
a Northern California Super Lawyer for 13 consecutive years, Best of the Bar
2014-2018 by Sacramento Business Journal, AV Preeminent rated by
Martindale-Hubbell, Superb Rated by AVVO, and selected by his peers as a
2015-2019 Top Lawyer in the Sacramento region.

Stuart Talley is a name partner who for the past 30 years has practiced in the
areas of mass torts and class action involving consumer and financial fraud as
Lead or Co-Lead Counsel. He has been named a Northern California Super
Lawyer for 2015-2021 and was selected by his peers as a Top Lawyer in the
Sacramento Region during the same timeframe.

Ian J. Barlow is a name partner whose practice focuses primarily on complex
litigation in both state and federal courts, including class actions, mass torts,
wage and hour claims, product liability, and unfair, fraudulent, and deceptive
business practices on behalf of consumers. Ian attended the University of
California, Berkeley, UCLA School of Law, and also earned a Master of Public
Policy degree from the Luskin School of Public Affairs at UCLA, where he
received the Department of Public Policy Award of Honors for his thesis. He
was selected for Best of the Bar by the Sacramento Business Journal, is
consistently recognized as a Northern California Super Lawyer, and is regularly
selected as a Top Lawyer by Sacramento Magazine. lan is AV Preeminent-
rated by Martindale-Hubbell and Super Rated by AVVO.

Some of the firm’s more prominent successes and ongoing cases include:

o (Camp Fire Cases, California Superior Courts and Northern District of
California Bankruptcy Court. This is a case which Ian J. Barlow has
managed since its inception and is a mass tort and bankruptcy
proceeding involving PG&E and the November 8§, 2018 Camp Fire in
Paradise, California. Prior to the start of the fire, PG&E reported
damage to a high voltage transmission line located near the origin points
of the Camp Fire. PG&E also considered turning off power for safety
reasons given forecasts of extreme fire danger conditions. However,
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PG&E did not institute a power shutoff until November 9, 2018, after
the Camp Fire had already incinerated the town of Paradise. The Camp
Fire was the deadliest and most destructive fire in California history,
with an official death toll of 86 people and over 19,000 structures
destroyed or damaged. Mr. Barlow represents victims of the Camp Fire,
including individuals and families who lost a family member, suffered
personal injuries, lost real and personal property, experienced emotional
distress, and business owners whose businesses and employees were
impacted by the fire. The firm is currently working with claimants
through the claims process to secure relief on behalf of fire victims.

o Northern California Wildfires, California Judicial Coordination
Proceeding No. 4955, San Francisco County Superior Court;
Bankruptcy Case No. 19-30088 (DM), Northern District of California
Bankruptcy Court. Also managed by Mr. Barlow, this case is a mass tort
and also a bankruptcy proceeding involving PG&E stemming from more
than a dozen devastating fires in Northern California that burned through
parts of Napa, Sonoma, Mendocino, Solano, Butte, Calaveras, Nevada,
Yuba, and Lake counties. The fires started on or around October 8, 2017
and was the second most destructive fire event in California history,
after the Camp Fire. The North Bay Fires resulted in over 40 fatalities
and forced 90,000 people to evacuate their homes. Plaintiffs alleged that
PG&E’s improper maintenance of utility equipment and its neglect of
surrounding vegetation caused the fires. Mr. Barlow represents victims
of the Northern California Wildfires and is working through the claims
process to secure relief for them from the Fire Victim Trust.

e Gilead Tenofovir Cases, this is a California Judicial Coordination
Proceeding No. 5043, in which 25,000 cases are currently pending in
San Francisco County Superior Court. William A. Kershaw is currently
serving as Co-Liaison Counsel and in leadership on the Plaintiffs’
Executive Committee for these cases. Mr. Barlow also serves in a
leadership position in this matter. KTB represents over 500 of the
25,000 plaintiffs who were sold the HIV pro-drug tenofovir disoproxil
fumarate (TDF) by Gilead which caused irreversible kidney and bone
damage at a time when it is alleged that the company had in its
possession and could have sold a much safer drug but declined to do so
to maximize profit under a patent. The parties have prepared four cases
for bellwether trials.

e FEssure Product Cases, California Judicial Coordination Proceeding No.
4887, in Alameda County Superior Court, involved roughly 30,000+
cases on behalf of women who had the Bayer birth control device known
as Essure implanted in their bodies causing internal and emotional injury
when the device either migrated or disintegrated within a woman’s
fallopian tubes. William A. Kershaw served on the Plaintiffs’ Executive
Committee as Co-Liaison Counsel for these cases. KTB represented
close to 500 plaintiffs in the litigation

o DePuy ASR™ Hip System Cases, California Judicial Council
Coordination Proceeding No. 4649, San Francisco County Superior
Court. Stuart C. Talley and William A. Kershaw served on the
Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee. These proceedings were conducted
cooperatively with MDL No. 2197, In re: DePuy Orthopaedics, Inc.,
ASR™ Hip Implants Products Liability Litigation. William A. Kershaw
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and Stuart C. Talley represented over 125 plaintiffs who had the DePuy
ASR™ Hip System implanted into their bodies. Mr. Talley and Kershaw
prepared for trial and settled these cases on the Court House steps on the
eve of trial.

o Campbell v. PricewaterhouseCoopers, LLP (Case No. 06-CV-02376-
LKK-GGH). Mr. Kershaw and Mr. Talley served as lead class counsel
in the first certified class action against a big four accounting firm for
failure to pay overtime to PwC Audit Associates as well as other
compensation based on their alleged non-exempt status under
California’s wage and hour laws. The complaint was filed alleging
failure to pay overtime compensation in violation of California Labor
Code section 510, failure to timely provide and pay for meal period and
rest breaks in violation of Labor Code section 512 and 226.7 and failure
to provide accurate pay records and waiting time penalties all in
violation of California Business & Professions code 17200. Federal
Court, sitting in the Eastern District of California, granted plaintiffs’
motion for summary judgment on liability finding that PwC’s Audit
Associates were non-exempt hourly employees and that PwC had
improperly designated them as exempt. The case went up and down to
the 9" circuit three times on class certification and summary judgment
before it settled three months before trial.

e Rutledge, et al., v. Hewlett-Packard Company, Case No. 1-03-CV-
817837. Mr. Kershaw served as co-class counsel in this complex case
against HP. Plaintiffs contended that HP sold notebook computers that
it knew or should have known contained defective inverters, which
allegedly, resulted in dim, darkened, or flickering display screens. After
fourteen years of litigation, including two published opinions by the
court of appeals, a class settlement was reached in 2017 on behalf of
more than 120,000 potential class members. After 10 years of litigation,
the case settled just before trial.

o McLean v. State of California, et al., Case No. 34-2012-00119161. Filed
in 2012, Mr. Kershaw and Mr. Barlow served as lead class counsel for
employees who resigned or retired from California state civil service in
late 2010 and early 2011. After successfully arguing the case in the
California Court of Appeal and California Supreme Court (see McLean
v. State of California (2016) 1 Cal. 5th 615), the matter was returned to
the Sacramento County Superior Court in 2016. Following two
additional years of active litigation and nearly seven years after the case
was initiated, a proposed settlement was reached in December
2018. The court granted final approval of the proposed settlement on
May 31, 2019.

o [Inre American Honda Motor Co., Inc. Dealerships Relations Litigation,
MDL 1069, U.S. District Court, Baltimore, Maryland. An antitrust and
RICO class action where Mr. Kershaw served as plaintiffs’ lead class
counsel. Class action complaint filed in E.D., California; transferred to
MDL; limited liability class certified. More than 80 cases are included
in this MDL proceeding. The Court approved a global settlement of
$330 million (plus) in Borman Motor Company, et al. v. American
Honda Motor Company, Inc., et al. a class action brought by current and
former Honda and Acura dealers alleging RICO and antitrust violations
and fraud related to misallocation of cars. Borman Il was a case evolving
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from the MDL involving misconduct on the part of certain of Honda’s
counsel, resulting in an additional settlement of $60 million.

e Bayshore Ford Truck Sales, Inc., et al. v. Ford Motor Company, USDC,
District of New Jersey, No. 99 CV 741 (JCL), filed as a class action on
behalf of all Ford heavy truck dealers for breach of contract damages
arising from Ford’s unilateral sale of its heavy-truck business to
Freightliner, William A. Kershaw was appointed lead class counsel on
behalf of the dealer class. The class was certified as to liability and
thereafter continued as individual damage cases on behalf of 77 dealers.
Mr. Kershaw served as co-lead trial counsel in a bellwether jury trial on
behalf of 11 dealerships and obtained $45 million jury verdict following
month-long trial. The case litigated on allegations that Ford violated its
franchise agreement by failing to supply the dealers with heavy trucks
pursuant to that contract. The 11 bellwether dealers were located
throughout the United States.

o George Lussier Enterprises, Inc. dba Lussier Subaru, et al. v. Subaru of
New England, Inc., et al. USDC, District of New Hampshire, No. C-99-
109-B. This is an antitrust case where Mr. Kershaw served as lead class
counsel for plaintiffs in this class action filed by Subaru dealers in New
England alleging antitrust and RICO violations relating to the vehicle
allocation process administered by Subaru of New England. Mr.
Kershaw successfully sought class certification.

e Mr. Kershaw and Mr. Talley served as co-lead class counsel and
represented over 23,000 current and former UPS drivers in the case of
Cornn, et al. v. United Parcel Service, Inc. (N.D. Cal C 03 2001 TEH),
which settled for an $87 million cash payment and other monetary
benefits that were valued at more than $4 million. Our research revealed
that the $91 million settlement is the largest class-action settlement in
California history based solely on meal and rest period violations and
itemized statement violations. In addition to the monetary benefits, the
Cornn litigation also served as a catalyst to change the complained of
practices within UPS. Eight months after the Cornn case was filed, UPS
completely changed its meal and rest break policies and procedures
throughout California. Again, this was a significant benefit obtained for
the class. As a result of this case, thousands of UPS drivers are now able
to work a healthy schedule and receive their meals and breaks as
required by California law. There are a few final points about the
settlement that are worth highlighting. First, half of the settlement
proceeds were paid as "penalties and interest," which resulted in a
significant tax savings to class members. Second, a non-reversionary
settlement was negotiated, with any unclaimed funds being paid in equal
parts to the San Francisco and Los Angeles Food Banks. Third, not a
single class member objected to the Cornn settlement, which was
approved by Judge Thelton E. Henderson.

o [n re: Stryker Rejuvenate and ABG II Hip Implant Products Liability
Litigation (MDL No. 2441) pending in the United States District Court,
District of Minnesota. Stuart C. Talley is currently serving on the
Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee and has litigated and settled more than
80 of these cases.
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In re: DePuy Orthopaedics, Inc., Pinnacle Hip Implant Products
Liability Litigation (MDL No. 2244) pending in the United States
District Court, Northern District of Texas. Stuart C. Talley is currently
serving on the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee and will be trying a score
of these cases should they not be successfully mediated in the next few
months.

In re: Bair Hugger Forced Air Warming Devices Products Liability
Litigation (MDL No. 15-2666) pending in the United States District
Court, District of Minnesota. Mr. Talley is currently serving on the
Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee.

Nguyen et al. v. BMW of North America, LLC, Case No. 3:10-cv-02257,
in the Northern District of California. In this class action, KTB
represented plaintiffs alleging BMW failed to replace defective high
pressure fuel pump components and altered the vehicle’s software after
discovering design flaws in BMW models with N54 engines. The case
resolved in a settlement, valued at $211,470,000, on behalf of
approximately 200,000 class members.

Sharma et al. v. BMW of North America, LLC, Case No. 3:13-cv-02274,
in the Northern District of California, is a putative class action on behalf
of California consumers who purchased or leased BMW vehicles that
were defectively designed by locating certain electrical components in
the lowest part of the trunk where they became damaged by water
intrusion under ordinary driving conditions. KTB represented Plaintiffs
alleged that water intrusion in the vehicle trunk compartment results in
electronic malfunction and related safety hazards. KTB successfully
settled the class action for an equivalent value in parts and services as
well as money damages for $325 million for all class members.

Automotive Leasing Corporation v. Mahindra & Mahindra, LTD.,
USDC, Northern District of Georgia, No. 1:12-CV-2048-TWT, Stuart
C. Talley filed as a class action on behalf of 110 vehicle dealers seeking
to recover franchise fees paid to operate Mahindra dealerships in the
United States. The class action alleges Mahindra, an Indian car
manufacturer, reneged on the deal and refused to refund the dealers over
$60 million paid in franchise fees. Mr. Talley pursued claims under
various “Dealers Day in Court” acts and the case settled in 2015 for a
confidential amount.

Contratto v. Ethicon, Johnson & Johnson, Lifecore, et al U.S. District
Court, Northern CA. No. C03-3804MJJ ARB, a mass tort action
involving some sixty plaintiffs initially filed in the Northern District of
California and ultimately prosecuted in Florida State Court, West Palm
Beach, Florida. Mr. Kershaw and Mr. Talley sought money damages
caused by the medical device, Intergel, a product intended to reduce
adhesions in women undergoing abdominal surgery. However, in
certain women, the device caused injury by increasing adhesions. The
case was prosecuted over three years resulting in a global settlement on
behalf of all the firm’s clients. The settlement amount and the terms of
the settlement are confidential.

Cd8e 22840006 83ckAnentsil€d 03909/261: (PAGH B70DAOFaxDOtUAEREFD-1



KERSHAW TALLEY BARLOW PC FIRM RESUME
Pg.6

o Sanchez v. California Public Employees’ Retirement System, et al.,
California Superior Court, County of Los Angeles, No. BC517444. This
is a certified class action involving CalPERS Long Term Care (LTC)
Program where Mr. Talley serves as co-lead class counsel for plaintiffs.
In this case, plaintiffs allege that CalPERS improperly raised premiums
on approximately 122,000 policyholders. The class was certified in
2016.

e A &J Liquor Co., Inc., et al., v. State Compensation Insurance Fund, et
al., California Superior Court, County of San Francisco, No. 975982.
Mr. Kershaw served as lead class counsel in a certified class filed on
behalf of purchasers of workers’ compensation insurance alleging
breach of implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing, breach of
contract and fraud for over-estimating the cost of workers’
compensation claims resulting in higher insurance premiums. The case
was exceptionally complex involving millions of data record and
extensive actuarial analysis by the country’s leading experts well versed
in regression methodologies. The case was tried to a defense verdict
after a seven-month trial.

o Southeast Texas Medical Associates, LLP et al., v. VeriSign, Inc., et al.,
California Superior Court, County of Santa Clara, No. 105CV035550.
Mr. Kershaw and Mr. Talley were lead class counsel on behalf of
consumers against VeriSign, the nation’s largest provider of Internet
security certificates. Plaintiffs allege that VeriSign violated California’s
unfair competition and deceptive business practices law relating to the
sale of its Internet security certificates. VeriSign charged more for its
Secure Site Pro certificate that claimed to provide the consumer with a
higher level of Internet security, but in fact, there was no practical
difference between the higher and lower priced certificates VeriSign
offered consumers. The case has currently settled and class plaintiffs are
in the process of seeking final approval of a proposed $39,000,000.00
settlement which will provide refunds and damages for a nationwide
class of potentially 400,000 class members.

o Ellen Schenk, et al. v. Jenny Craig, Inc., et al. California Superior Court,
County of Orange, No. 635478 (1993), class action under the
Consumers Legal Remedies Act. Mr. Kershaw served as co-lead class
counsel. The case was certified as a liability class and as a mandatory
settlement class; the court approved a settlement fund valued at $46
million consisting of cash and vouchers for products.

o In re: Vicryl Sutures Litigation, Judicial Council Coordination
proceeding No. 4148, Alameda County Superior Court, California;
Neely, et al. v. Ethicon, Inc., et al. Civil No. 1:00CV569(Th) U.S.
District Court for Eastern District of Texas: This was a mass tort action
initiated involving product liability cases proceeding in multiple federal
and state courts throughout the United States. Mr. Talley and Mr.
Kershaw served as lead class counsel in this nationwide products
liability class action against Ethicon, Inc. on behalf of persons who
suffered injuries caused by contaminated medical sutures designed,
manufactured, distributed and sold by Ethicon, Inc. and Johnson and
Johnson. Following a highly-contested certification process and hearing
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seeking certification of a FRCP 23(c)(4)(A) class, the case was litigated
to a successful resolution in a confidential proceeding.

e Brock, et al. v. McCormick Mortuary, Inc., et al. California Superior
Court, County of Orange, No.750989 consolidated with No. 74080. Mr.
Kershaw served as lead class counsel in this wrongful cremation class
action; the case was brought on behalf of the families of more than 4,500
persons who were cremated at the McCormick Crematory in Orange
County; the Court approved a $10.8 million settlement and appointed
Mr. Kershaw and his firm as settlement fund administrator for
distribution of the settlement proceeds to absent class members.

o In re: GCC Richmond Works Cases, J.C.C.P. No. 2906, California
Superior Court, County of Contra Costa (toxic spill at General Chemical
plant in Richmond, California involving 65,000 class members). Mr.
Kershaw served on the plaintiffs’ management committee on behalf of
plaintiffs he participated in administration and distribution of a $180
million common fund settlement to class members; and was
instrumental in establishing a claims center in Richmond, California.

e Bushnell, et al. v. Cremar, Inc., et al. California Superior Court, County
of Orange, No. 657778, a mass tort involving wrongful cremations. Mr.
Kershaw served as lead class counsel. The case was certified as a
liability class and settled as a mandatory settlement class. Mr. Kershaw’s
firm was appointed as settlement administrator to administer the claims
of 16,000 class members in a court approved settlement of $17.1 million,
which Mr. Kershaw negotiated as lead counsel.

e Dorothea Locke and Agnes Boehner v. Pomona Cemetery Association,
et al., (and related actions), California Superior Court, County of Los
Angeles, No. 001190. Mr. Kershaw served as lead class counsel in a
wrongful cremation class action; a litigation class of 10,000 class
members was certified; final approval of a settlement class was ordered.
The court approved a $3.475 million settlement fund.

e Noerdinger, et al. v. City of Santa Clara, dba Mission City Memorial
Cemetery, et al. California Superior Court, County of Santa Clara, Mass
Tort No. 672565. Mr. Kershaw served as co-lead class counsel in a
wrongful cremation case certified as a liability class, involving 3,500
decedents, and as a mandatory settlement class. The court approved a
$4.1 million settlement.

o Curran, et al. v. Oeberst Financial Corp., et al., No. Civ. §-85-1685
MLS (E.D. Cal.) (1985) securities fraud. Mr. Kershaw served as lead
defense counsel for a primary defendant. A class was certified for
settlement purposes and settlement was granted final approval.

o Neptune Society Cases, Coordinated Action Nos. 1814 and 1817,
California Superior Court, County of Sacramento (mass tort). Class
action filed on behalf of family members alleging improper dumping of
cremated remains in Amador County. Mr. Kershaw served as lead class
counsel, and coordinated with individual cases. The case involved
approximately 5,300 decedents. The case was certified as a liability
class; and certified as a mandatory class for settlement purposes. The
court approved a $32.5 million settlement. Mr. Kershaw supervised the
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distribution of settlement proceeds, presenting and resolving disputed
claims, and pursuing equitable remedy of final disposition of all
cremated remains on the Elkin property (obtained legislative relief
relative to the Elkin property).

e Paxil: Antitrust action challenging unlawful tactics under patent laws to
prevent generic versions of anti-depressant from entering the market.
Case resolved very favorable for the class.

e Sony DVD Litigation: Multi-state consumer class actions alleging that
Sony manufactured and sold defective DVD players.

o [n re: Sulzer Hip Prosthesis and Knee Prosthesis Liability Litigation,
U.S.D.C., Northern District of Ohio, Eastern Division, Case No. 1:01-
CV-900 MDL Docket No. 1401. Mr. Kershaw served as a member of
the Plaintiffs’ Executive Committee in the California State Coordinated
Proceedings. The case resulted in a nationwide settlement on behalf of
people implanted with a defective hip prosthesis.

o GTlIv. Microsoft Corp.; MDL case 1:00-MD-01332-JEM; Mr. Kershaw
served on the Executive Committee in litigation against Microsoft for
violations of section 2 of the Sherman Act involving unreasonable
restraints on trade and allegations of illegal monopoly.

o In re: Computer Monitors Class Action Litigation, No. JCCP-3159,
California Superior Court, County of San Francisco (Coordinated
Proceedings). Mr. Kershaw served as co-lead class counsel in this
nationwide action involving consumer claims under the California
Consumers Legal Remedies Act and the Business and Professions Code,
as well as common law claims, against computer monitor manufacturers
and retailers for false and deceptive advertising.

o [nre: American Online Spin-Off Accounts Litigation. Mr. Talley served
as co-lead class counsel in this MDL proceedings/class action alleging
that AOL fraudulently billed consumers for “Spin-Off Subaccounts”
without authorization or knowledge of thousands of its account holders.
The MDL Panel ordered the cases consolidated in the District Court of
the Central District of California before Judge Ronald Lew. Case
resolved in nationwide settlement in conjunction with Illinois state court
proceeding.

e Nichols, et al. v. SmithKline Beecham Corporation, USDC, Eastern
District of Pennsylvania, No. 00-CV-6222. The attorneys served as
members of the Discovery Committee in this case involving allegations
that defendant “ever-greened” its monopoly on the anti-depressant drug,
Paxil, by abusing the patent system in filing frivolous second-generation
patents to improperly extend its monopoly, and then filing frivolous
patent infringement suits and appeals to delay adverse rulings.

e Sconce/Lamb Cremation Cases, Coordination No. 2005 (Los Angeles
County Superior Court). Mr. Kershaw served as co-lead class counsel.
This case involves the improper handling of cremated remains of
approximately 19,000 decedents. The case was certified on a mandatory
basis for settlement purposes. The court approved was a $16.5 million
settlement, plus a $1.6 million settlement on behalf of the Carolina
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Biological subclass, which had been certified for settlement purposes.
Mr. Kershaw represented petitioners in a California Supreme Court
decision arising out of this litigation, Christiansen v. Superior Court, 43
Cal.3d 868, 2 Cal.Rptr.2d 79.

Sacramento River Spill Cases I and II, Coordinated Proceeding Nos.
2617 and 2620 (mass tort — involving a toxic spill in the Sacramento
River in Dunsmuir, California following derailment of a Southern
Pacific railcar in the Sacramento River; class certified for settlement
purposes). Mr. Kershaw served on the plaintiffs’ litigation committee;
set up and administered a claims office in Dunsmuir, California; and was
instrumental in negotiating a $15.5 million settlement, which was
approved by the court and distributed to the class.

Hoeffner, et al. v. Viera Flying Service, et al. No. 97AS02993, Judicial
Council Coordination Proceeding No. 4078, coordinated in California
Superior Court, County of Sacramento. Mr. Kershaw and his firm served
as liaison and lead class counsel assisting with and overseeing
arrangements for the respectful disposition of cremated remains. An
equitable class was certified relating to cremated remains located by the
Contra Costa County sheriff’s department. The class action brought by
family members of persons whose cremated remains were entrusted to
Vieira Flying Service for scattering. Case settled for $4.1 million.
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Firm Profile

Bryson Harris Suciu DeMay is a national plaintiff’s law firm that holds powerful interest accountable. We fight for those harmed
by greed, misconduct, and systematic injustice, using agile strategy and creative thinking to secure compensation for our clients and to
reform an unfair system.

We believe that all people deserve to have strong representation when corporate interests are causing harm. Our attorneys
have been alongside victims through some of the most daunting actions in American history, and in actions that occur every
day across the country and barely earn a headline. The common element in our practice is that we stand for what is fair and
just, and we have the financial and operational capacity to go the distance.

As a profoundly ethical firm, the legal team at Bryson has shaped the way plaintiffs are respected in the law. We are the firm
for complex legal cases that require a depth of expertise and pursuit of fact-finding that is severe; it is our standard of service
and we provide it with every client. When people face unfair circumstances, made so by corporations that knew better and
chose not to do better, we feel compelled to be present. The injury suffered, the damage sustained, the loss incurred—those
are all motivators for our efforts to bring forward a successful outcome.

That’s our starting point.

Bringing significant cases forward for deliberation takes a strong arsenal of financial resources, precise expertise and a
ferocious following of the law. When a corporate interest has chosen to present something to a consumer without integrity
because they are confident they can escape any liability, it requires a petsistence to hold someone accountable for that decision.
That persistence is not common; but at Bryson, it’s our foundation.

We have advocated for clients in state and federal courts, and we have persisted for clients all the
way to the Supreme Court of the United States.
We go the distance it takes for the outcome people deserve.

We are attorneys who believe that accountability is necessary, and consequences are important. If we are going to preserve
being a nation of opportunity, there must be trust. When that trust is squandered, there must be responsibility.

We are Bryson Harris Suciu DeMay.

www.brysonplle.com
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Practice Areas
Mass Arbitration

Companies insert arbitration clauses to push complex
consumer disputes underground. We specialize in mass
arbitration strategies, organizing hundreds or thousands of
individual claims into coordinated action. We are leaders in
mass arbitration with a proven system of getting results
and forcing companies to pay attention.

Data Breach & Data Privacy

Every login leak, forgotten password glitch, or pixel
tracker can become a violation of trust and of law, and
individuals can be harmed by data breaches, privacy
violations, or unlawful tracking. This is an evolving
landscape and we’re at the forefront, holding companies
accountable for exposure, notification failures, and misuse
of personal data.

Class Action

Class actions are the ultimate tool for people who’ve been
wronged en mass. We onboard top-tier cases where one
person’s harm is truly everyone’s harm: misleading
marketing, dangerous products, or financial wrongdoing.
With a deep bench of leadership in this area of law, we
deliver meaningful justice at scale.

Fraudulent Lending

We cut our teeth against predatory lenders, hidden fees,
and unscrupulous brokerage. We fight for consumers
trapped in fraudulent lending schemes and undisclosed
charges, and falsifying documents. When lenders break the
rules, we help people get their money back.

Bad Faith Insurance

When insurance companies unreasonably deny claims, stall
payouts, or misrepresent your policy, we go all in. You
paid your premiums; you shouldn’t get short-changed
when it counts. We hold insurers to their contracts, their
duty of good faith, no matter what it takes.

Defective Products

When products pose unforeseen danger, we enforce safety
through accountability. We have the investigative expertise
to pursue compensation and pressure product makers to
raise safety standards.
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Catastrophic Personal Injury

Some injuries change your life, livelihood, and the ability to
move forward. We take on the toughest catastrophic injury
cases, locating every source of fault, accountability, and
recovery. With multidisciplinary experts and trial-tested
strategies, clients and their families receive the full
compensation they need to rebuild.

Consumer Protection

False advertising, surprise subscription enrollments, and
junk fees hidden in fine print—these are some of the
misleading practices we pursue. We represent consumers
nationwide using state and federal consumer laws. If you
were misled or taken advantage of, we’re your legal team.

State & Local Government Litigation

We represent cities, counties, and public entities against
corporations that pollute, overburden budgets, or ignore
contractual commitments. Whether it’s environmental
degradation, being short-changed in social services or
broken vendor deals, we stand with communities and their
citizens.

Mass Torts

A mass tort is when thousands are hurt by the same drug,
product, or chemical, and each has their own story to tell.
When the negligence of the biggest players in pharma,
manufacturing, and industry causes real harm, we bring
those actions to the forefront of assigning responsibility.

Commercial Litigation

Business deals can go sideways with a breach of contract,
partnership dispute, or fraud. When that happens, we
combine transactional insight with persistent litigation
tactics to resolve cases involving contracts, real estate, joint
ventures, and beyond.

Environmental Litigation

We take on polluters and the systems that let them cut
corners. Whether it’s PFAS in the water, toxic air
emissions, oil spills, or legacy waste sites, we represent
communities, businesses, and individuals harmed by
environmental abuse. These are science-heavy, legally
complex, and personal cases. We get that.
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Attorney Profiles: Senior Partners
Daniel K. Bryson, Senior Partner

Dan is one of the nation’s most respected and experienced attorneys in areas of consumer class
actions, mass arbitrations and commercial litigation. He has handled numerous class actions and held
significant positions including lead counsel in numerous MDLs.

J He has been lead counsel in numerous jury and bench trials across the country and his efforts have
‘ resulted in the recovery of billions of dollars for his clients. He also has extensive experience working

with attorneys, funders and other partners on international litigation projects in the Courts in
Amsterdam, the United Kingdom, Belgium, France, Spain, and Portugal, among others.

Dan has been named as a member of the “Legal Elite” and “Super Lawyers” in North Carolina” for many years, including
2025. He is a frequent speaker and writer on a variety of CLE topics and has been quoted by numerous publications. Dan has
been an adjunct professor at Campbell Law School in North Carolina. He has received a number of awards, including the
Thurgood Marshall award from the NC Advocates for Justice in recognition of his work supporting diversity, equity and
inclusion in North Carolina. He is a past president of the Public Justice Foundation Board, a national public interest law firm.

Jonathan Cohen, Senior Partner

Jonathan Cohen leads the firm’s mass arbitration division. With a legal career dedicated to advocating
for consumers, Jonathan focuses his practice on high-stakes mass arbitrations and complex class action
litigation involving deceptive business practices, data privacy violations, and other consumer
protection issues. His experience also includes litigating an array of consumer class actions in both
state and federal courts.

He has represented plaintiffs in cases against banks, mortgage servicers, debt collectors, manufacturers,
retailers, insurance carriers, and media companies. Jonathan has bar admissions in Florida state courts,
the U.S. District Courts for Florida, Illinois, Wisconsin and Colorado, and the U.S. Court of Appeals for the First, Fifth and
Eleventh Circuits.

Jim DeMay, Senior Partner

Jim DeMay’s focus is on class actions, mass torts, appellate, and other complex litigation matters. In
20 years of practice, Jim has served as lead or co-lead counsel in cases recovering over $250 million
for his clients.

His class action practice includes cases involving unfair and deceptive fees, unlawful utility rates,
consumer fraud, wiretapping statutes, state and federal privacy laws, and other matters. He served as
co-lead class counsel in Daedalus, LLC v. City of Charlotte which resulted in a $106 million
settlement on behalf of property owners who were coerced into paying unlawful development fees, as
well as in dozens of other class actions that have resulted in multi-million-dollar judgments or settlements. Jim has represented

cities, counties, and other governmental entities across the country in cases involving environmental and consumer protection
matters.

Bryson Harris Suciu DeMay Firm Resume - 1
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Scott C. Harris, Senior Partner

Scott has built his career on the belief that ordinary people deserve extraordinary advocacy. Everyone
deserves fairness and justice in the courts, no matter how big the opponent. His practice is focused on
complex consumer and construction defect litigation, product liability, and wrongful practices that harm
everyday people. His work has touched every stage of the process, from initial client conversations and
case investigation to working with experts, managing discovery, coordinating class procedures, and
ensuring fair distribution of settlements.

Scott has played a key role in securing substantial verdicts and settlements in a variety of cases, including
a multi-million-dollar verdict in favor of homeowners for a developer’s unfair and deceptive advertising
and shoddy road construction, a legal malpractice case, and several defective condominium construction cases.

He has been recognized year after year as a North Carolina Super Lawyer, following eatlier recognition as a Rising Star, and
has been consistently named among the Legal Elite by Business North Carolina. He is an active member of the American
Association for Justice, the North Carolina Advocates for Justice (and serves on the board of governors), and Public Justice,
organizations dedicated to strengthening consumer rights.

Patrick Montoya, Senior Partner

Patrick Montoya’s career philosophy is to be the lawyer you want for yourself. With over 20 years of
experience, Patrick’s expertise includes class action and commercial litigation, products liability,
personal injury litigation, aviation law, construction law, and toxic torts. He has earned several multi-
million-dollar verdicts as well as having initiative changes to laws to more efficiently protect society.

A champion of community, Patrick has been recognized as one of the nation’s leading plaintiff
consumer lawyers as well as a Top Up & Comer in South Florida, a Florida Rising Star and a Florida
Super Lawyer.

Patrick is also the co-author of the book Florida Evidence and Procedure, a contributing writer and a frequent CLE lecturer.
He is extensively involved in the legal professional including the paralegal program at the University of Miami, and the
National Conference of Community and Justice in Greater Miami.

Mark Silvey, Senior Partner

Mark Silvey’s career spans nearly 40 years and has included litigation from both the plaintiff’s and
defendant’s perspectives. At Bryson, he uses this unique experience to provide a comprehensive
understanding of how cases are originated, researched, initiated, and resolved through either ADR or
trial. He has tried more than 100 civil cases to verdict, along with dozens of bench trials and appellate
arguments.

Mark brings a formidable knowledge base from which he advocates for clients facing simple or
complex legal issues. He spent half his career in state courts, before moving his current practice to
primarily federal concentration at both trial and appellate levels. He works in class actions, mass
arbitrations, data breach and data privacy, consumer protection, product liability and mislabeling.

Nick Suciu ITI, Senior Partner

Nick has extensive experience in both consumer class actions and the regulation of food, drugs, and
cosmetics under the Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act (FDCA). He represents plaintiffs in class action
lawsuits, and his legal practice has been focused on consumer products class actions, specifically,
violations of the FDCA and parallel state statutes. As lead counsel in several consumer protection
class actions, he has helped form the landscape regarding pre-emption and standing in cases involving
violations of the FDCA and parallel state statutes.

He has earned tens of millions of dollars for clients in class action settlements against some of the
largest manufacturers in the nation. He has been recognized by Super Lawyers as a Rising Star and
has bar admissions in Michigan, Eastern and western District of Michigan, Northern District of Illinois and the 6th and 7th
Circuit Court of Appeals.
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Attorney Profiles: Partners
Karl Amelchenko, Partner

Karl Amelchenko is one of the leaders of the firm’s national mass arbitration and consumer protection practice. A significant
part of his work involves challenging unfair and unconscionable arbitration clauses He pursues claims against video game
developers that unlawfully transmit players’ personal data without consent, mass arbitrations involving state wiretapping
statutes, the illegal collection of biometric information, and other state and federal privacy laws. Katl is the co-chair of the
annual American Association of Justice (AAJ) Trial Advocacy Competition in North Carolina, and is a member of AAJ, the
North Carolina Advocates for Justice, and Public Justice.

Hunter Bryson, Partner

Hunter Bryson has recovered over $168 million for aggrieved individuals as court appointed class counsel in state and federal
court. These results have been secured often after lengthy litigation with defendants that have considerable resources and a
“scorched earth” mentality in litigation. He has argued dispositive motions, preliminary and final settlement approval motions,
and engaged in discovery at all levels and sizes, from $300,000 to $106 million. He has been recognized as a Rising Star by
Super Lawyers.

Justin Day, Partner

A lawyer with a proven record of success in complex, high-stakes litigation, Justin Day has secured numerous settlements
including individual recoveries from $1 million to $18 million. His practice focuses on class actions and mass arbitrations,
particularly those involving data privacy and consumer technology. With a foundation in computer programming, he also
develops custom software tools to support investigative work, streamline case development, and tackle emerging forms of
tech-enabled misconduct. He is regularly listed in Best Lawyers: Ones to Watch, the National Trial Lawyers Top 40 Under 40
in Tennessee, and selected as a Rising Star in Tennessee by Super Lawyers Magazine.

Scott Falgoust, Partner

Scott Falgoust focuses his practice on complex civil litigation, with a particular emphasis on data privacy, data breach, and
mass arbitration matters. He has represented over 30,000 clients in mass arbitrations and hundreds of thousands more in data
breach class actions. His work spans arbitration forums and federal courts across the United States. He began his legal career
on the trial team for the Deepwater Horizon oil spill litigation and has since spent more than a decade advocating for
individuals harmed by corporate misconduct. He is admitted to practice in all Louisiana courts and is a member of the
Louisiana State Bar Association. He is a member of the American Association for Justice, and Public Justice.

Marty Geer, Partner

Marty Geer brings more than 40 years of litigation experience and judicial service to her role as one of the firm’s lead partners
for appellate practice and strategic briefing. As a former North Carolina Court of Appeals judge, she heard more than 3,800
appeals and authored more than 1,350 opinions with fewer than 2% reversed—a record that reflects both rigor and clarity in
legal analysis. A board-certified appellate specialist, she focuses her practice primarily on consumer protection class actions,
crafting key high-stakes motions at the trial level, handling appeals and helping strategically to ensure that cases are built for
long-term success across all phases of litigation. She has bar admissions in the United States Supreme Court, United States
Court of Appeals for the First, Second, Fourth, Sixth, Ninth, and Eleventh Circuits, United States District Courts for the
Eastern and Southern Districts of New York and the Eastern, Middle, and Western Districts of North Carolina, and New
York and North Carolina.

Case 2:23-cv-00683-LA  Filed 01/09/26 Page 7 of 16 Document 79-2



Lucy Inman, Partner

Lucy Inman contributes decades of experience in civil litigation and service as a North Carolina trial and appellate judge. She
concentrates her practice in appeals and dispositive trial and arbitration proceedings on behalf of consumers, primarily in class
actions and mass torts, including as co-counsel with attorneys outside the firm. In addition to her work as an advocate, Lucy
serves as an arbitrator in commercial disputes nationwide. She is licensed to practice law in California and North Carolina and
has represented clients in state and federal courts throughout the United States. She serves on the board of the Council of
Appellate Lawyers within the American Bar Association’s Judicial Division and is a trustee of the National Civil Justice
Institute. Lucy has also presented continuing education programs for the bench and bar on topics including writing, trial and
appellate practice, and the connection between wellness and professional ethics.

Robert Jimenez, Partner

Robert Jimenez has a diverse litigation background, including a focus on electronic discovery. His experience ranges from
commercial litigation and real estate to intellectual property and data privacy matters. Robert has represented some of the
largest banking and financial institutions in the world, has litigated for and against famous trademark owners, and has secured
millions of dollars in judgments and settlement awards on behalf of institutional and individual clients. Additionally, he
counsels clients, other law firms and attorneys, on electronic discovery issues. He has been awarded certifications from The
Electronic Discovery Institute, The Sedona Conference, and the Association of Certified E-discovery Specialists.

Trenton Kashima, Partner

Trent Kashima’s experience as a complex litigation lawyer sees him representing consumers, employees, and businesses in
complex actions. He offers a specialized focus on consumer protection status and wage-hour matters. Trent has recovered
over $50 million on behalf of class members, managed practice groups, trained attorneys and law school students. Among his
most notable cases, he secured a RICO judgment, halting unfair and predatory loans leveraged against veterans and service
members. He has bar admissions to practice in both California and Michigan, and has been an adjunct professional at the
University of San Diego School of Law.

Natalie Rico, Partner

Natalie Rico brings experience in mass tort litigation, class actions, products liability, medical malpractice, catastrophic
personal injury, and construction litigation to the firm. Prior to joining private practice, she was the Assistant City Attorney
with the City of Miami. her appointments and service includes the Spellman-Hoeveler Inns of Court, Mimia=Dade County
Bar Association (board member and executive board member), American Association for Justice, Cuban American Bar
Association and Florida Association for Women Lawyers.
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Recent Leadership Roles
2025: Lead counsel in numerous mass arbitrations leading to over $250M in confidential settlements

2023: Lead counsel for Parris, et al. v. Meta Platforms, Inc., Case No. 2023LA000672, Cir. Ct. DuPage Cty., July 3, 2023 —
Class settlement of $68.5M resulting from mass arbitration of 100,000 individual Instagram BIPA claims

2023: Lead counsel for Deadalus, LL.C v. City of Chatlotte, Case No. 2022-NCCOA-203 — Class scttlement of $106M on
behalf of developers and home builders for illegally charged water and sewer capacity fees

2022: Lead counsel for Boone, et al. v. Snap Inc., Case No. 2022LLA000708, Cit. Ct. DuPage Cty., Aug. 8, 2022 — Class
settlement of $35M resulting from mass arbitration of thousands of individual Snapchat BIPA claims

2020-2025: Member of consortium pursuing emissions cheating claims against VW, Mercedes and others in the European
Union and the United Kingdom

2020: Class Counsel for Thomas Macone v. Sharp Electronics Corp., No. 1:19-cv-12021-WGY, (U.S. District Court for the
District of Massachusetts) — Class Action lawsuit on behalf plaintiffs with defective Sharp microwave drawers. Status: National
Settlement

2019: Court-appointed Lead Counsel for In re Allura Fiber Cement Siding Prod. Liab. Litig.,, MDL No. 2:19-md-2886 (U.S.
District Court for the District of South Carolina) — Class Action arising from allegedly defective cement boatd siding. Status:
National Settlement

2019: Court-appointed Lead Class Counsel for Upright Builders Inc. et al. v. Town of Apex, No. 18-cvs-3720 & 18-cvs-4384,
(Wake Co., NC) — Class action settlement with a $15.3 million fund for builders and developers to recover improper capacity
replacement and transportation paid fees to the town

2019: Court-appointed Lead Class Counsel for Town of Holly Springs, No. 17-cvs-6244, 17-cvs-6245, 18-cvs-1373 (Wake Co.,
NC) — Class action settlement with a $7.9 million fund for builders and developers to recover improper capacity replacement
and transportation fees paid to the town

2019: Court-appointed Class Counsel for Berman et al. v. General Motors LLC, No. 2:18-cv-14371 (8.D. Fla.) — $40 million
national settlement for repairs and reimbursement of repair costs incurred in connection with Chevrolet Equinox excessive oil
consumption

2019: Lead trial counsel in jury trial for FieldTurf Artificial Turf Marketing Practices Litig., (Cook County Court, Chicago) —
Case deals with allegedly defective turf sold and marketed by the company and sold nationwide. Status: confidential settlement
during trial

2018: Lead trial counsel in jury trial for Dennis D. Chisum v. Rocco J. Campagna, Richard J. Campagna, No. 16-cvs-2419
(North Carolina Business Court, New Hanover County) — Shareholder derivative case with a jury verdict for plaintiff. Status:
on appeal

2018: Interim Co-Lead Counsel for Outer Banks Power Outage Litig. — $10.35 million settlement for residents, businesses,
and vacationers on Hatteras and Ocracoke Islands who were impacted by a 9-day power outage

2017: Co-Lead Counsel for Smith v. Floor and Decor Outlets of America, Inc. in the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Georgia — Case dealt with formaldehyde levels of laminate flooring sold nationwide. Status: Settled,
confidential terms
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2017: Co-lead Counsel for Elliott v. KB Home Raleigh-Durham in the Superior Court Division of the State of North Carolina.
Class action case dealt with new homes constructed without a weather-resistant barrier underneath exterior siding. Status:

Settled

2017: Co-Lead Counsel for In re Lumber Liquidators Chinese-Manufactured Laminate Flooring Durability Marketing and
Sales Practices Litig., MDL 2743, in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia — $36 million national
class action settlement for members who purchased a certain type of laminate flooring

2016: Lead Counsel for In re Windsor Windows Wood Clad Window Prod. Liab. Litig., MDL 2688, in the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of Wisconsin — Case dealt with windows sold nationwide that allegedly permitted water
intrusion. Status: Settled

2016: Lead Counsel for In re MI Windows and Doors, Inc. Prod. Liab. Litig., MDL 2333, in the United States District Coutt
for the District of South Carolina — Case dealt with windows sold nationwide that allegedly permitted water intrusion. Status:

Settled

2015: Lead Counsel for In re Elk Cross Timbers Decking, Marketing, Sales Practices and Prod. Liab. Litig., MDL 2577, in the
United States District Court for the District of New Jersey — Case dealt with decking and railing material that allegedly
degraded prematurely. Status: Settled

2014: Co-lead Counsel for In re Atlas Roofing Corporation Chalet Shingle Prod. Litig., MDL 2495 in the United States
District Court for the Northern District of Georgia — Case concerns defective allegedly shingles sold nationwide. Status:
Settled

2014: Co-Lead Counsel for In re Pella Corporation Architect Designer Series Windows Prod. Liab. Litig., MDL 2514, in the
United States District Court for the District of South Carolina — Case dealt with windows sold nationwide that allegedly
permitted water intrusion. Status: Settled

2013: Plaintiffs Steering Committee (Co-chair Science and Expert Committee) for In re Chinese Manufactured Drywall Prod.
Liab. Litig, MDL 2047 in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana. Dan served on the trial team
in Federal Court in Louisiana before the Honorable Eldon Fallon for each of the three Chinese Drywall bellwether cases.
Status: Settlement in excess of $1 billion

Co-lead Counsel on a three-week jury trial in Madisonville, Kentucky resulting in a $1.39 million verdict in favor of a church
and a business against two coal companies for causing subsidence to their properties

Represented hundreds of homeowners in Western Kentucky for defective concrete utilized in their homes and businesses;
Settlement in excess of $50 million

Represented hundreds of homeowners throughout the Southeast for defective EIFS (exterior installation finishing systems)
utilized in homes and businesses; Settlement in excess of $150 million

Lead Counsel on a three-week jury trial in Wilmington, North Carolina resulting in a verdict and judgment of over $3 million
for a contractor’s defective construction of marine bulkhead

Lead Counsel on a two-week jury trial in Bryson City, North Carolina resulting in a verdict and judgment in excess of $3.5
million for a developer’s deceptive advertising and shoddy construction of subdivision roads in the mountains of Western
North Carolina

Milberg Recent Leadership Roles

In re Google Play Consumer Antitrust Litigation, 20-CV-05761 (N.D. Cal.)

In re: Elmiron (Pentosan Polysulfate Sodium) Products Liability Litigation MDL No. 2973

In re: Johnson & Johnson Talcum Powder Products Marketing, Sales Practices & Products Liability Litigation
In re: Blackbaud Data Privacy MDL No. 2972

In re: Paragard IUD Products Liability Litigation MDL No. 2974
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In re: Seresto Flea & Tick Collar, Marketing Sales Practices & Product Liability Litigation MDL No. 3009, Master
Case No. 21-cv-04447

In re: All-Clad Metalcrafters, LLC, Cookware Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation, No. 2:21-mc-00491-NR
(W.D. Pa.)

In re: Allergan Biocell Textured Breast Implant Product Liability Litigation, No. 2:19-md-02921-BRM-ESK
(D.N.J.)

In re: Zicam

In re: Ortho Evra

Inre: Yaz

In re: Kugel Mesh

In re: Medtronic Sprint Fidelis Leads

In re: Depuy Pinnacle

In re: Stand ‘N Seal

In re: Chantix

In re: Fosamax

In re: Mirena

In re: Incretin

In re: Depuy Pinnacle

In re: Fluoroquinolones

In re: Olmesartan

In re: Zimmer Nexgen Knee

In re: Fresenius Granuflo

In re: Propecia

In re: Transvaginal Mesh

In re: Guidant Corp. Implantable Defibrillators
In re: Onglyza (Saxagliptin) And Kombiglyze XR
State Court

In Re Risperdal & Invega Product Liability Cases, CA
In Re Chantix, NY

In Re Reglan, NJ

In Re Propecia, NJ

In Re Levaquin Litigation, NJ

Milberg Notable Recoveries

e $3.2 Billion Settlement — In re Tyco International Ltd., Securities Litigation
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e $4.0 Billion Settlement — In re Prudential Insurance Co. Sales Practice Litigation

e $1.14 Billion Settlement — In re Nortel Networks Corp. Securities Litigation

e $1.0 Billion+ Trial Verdict — Vivendi Universal, S.A. Securities Litigation

e $1.0 Billion Settlement — NASDAQ Market-Makers Antitrust

e $1.0 Billion Settlement — W.R. Grace & Co

e $1.0 Billion+ Settlement — Merck & Co., Inc. Securities Litigation

e $775 Million Settlement — Washington Public Power Supply System Securities Litigation

Antitrust

In re: TFT-LCD (Flat Panel) Antitrust Litigation, No. 3:07-cv-01827, MDL No. 1827 (N.D. Cal.) Combined
settlement totaling nearly $1.1 billion in suit alleging the illegal formation of an international cartel to restrict
competition in the LCD panel market (2012).

Apartment Fee

Stewart v. Southwood Realty Company (Cumberland Co., NC) Settlement of class claims arising from
apartment communities allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2020).

Lewis et al. v. Bridge Property Management, LLC et al. (Wake Co., NC) Settlement of class claims arising
from apartment communities allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2020).

Hargrove v. Grubb Management, Inc. et al. (Wake Co., NC) Settlement of class claims arising from
apartment communities allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2020).

Rush v. The NRP Group LLC (USDC MD NC) Settlement of class claims arising from apartment communities
allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2020).

Hamilton v. Arcan Capital, LLC et al. (Forsyth Co., NC) Settlement of class claims arising from apartment
communities allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2021).

Suarez v. Camden Development, Inc. et al. (USDC ED NC) Settlement of class claims arising from
apartment communities allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2021).

Milroy et al. v. Bell Partners Inc. et al. (USDC ED NC) Settlement of class claims arising from apartment
communities allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2021).

Davis v. RAM Partners, LLC (USDC MD NC) Settlement of class claims arising from apartment communities
allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2021).

Hampton v. KPM et al. (USDC WD NC) Settlement of class claims arising from apartment communities
allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2021).

Brogden v. Kenney Properties, Inc. et al. (Wake Co., NC) Settlement of class claims arising from apartment
communities allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2021).

Williams v. Pegasus Residential, LLC (USDC MD NC) Preliminary approval of settlement of class claims
arising from apartment communities allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2021).

Medina v. Westdale et al. (USDC ED NC) Settlement of class claims arising from apartment communities
allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2021).

Talley et al. v. Lincoln Property Company (USDC ED NC) Preliminary approval of settlement of class claims
arising from apartment communities allegedly assessing improper eviction fees pending (2021).

McCord v. PRG Real Estate Mgmt, Inc. et al. (USDC MD NC) Pending final approval of settlement of class
claims arising from apartment communities allegedly assessing improper eviction fees (2021).

Appliances
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Ersler, et. al v. Toshiba America et. al, No. 07- 2304 (D.N.J.) Settlement of claims arising from allegedly
defective television lamps) (2009).

Maytag Neptune Washing Machines Class action settlement for owners of Maytag Neptune washing
machines).

Stalcup, et al. v. Thomson, Inc. (lll. Cir. Ct.) $100 million class settlement of clams that certain GE,
PROSCAN and RCA televisions may have been susceptible to temporary loss of audio when receiving
broadcast data packages that were longer than reasonably anticipated or specified (2004).

Hurkes Harris Design Associates, Inc., et al. v. Fujitsu Computer Prods. of Am., Inc. Settlement provides
$42.5 million to pay claims of all consumers and other end users who bought certain Fujitsu Desktop 3.5” IDE
hard disk drives (2003).

Turner v. General Electric Company, No. 2:05-cv-00186 (M.D. Fla.) National settlement of claims arising
from allegedly defective refrigerators (2006).

Automobiles

In re General Motors Corp. Speedometer Prods. Liability Litig., MDL 1896 (W.D. Wash.) National
settlement for repairs and reimbursement of repair costs incurred in connection with defective speedometers
(2007).

Baugh v. The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company Class settlement of claims that Goodyear sold defective
tires that are prone to tread separation when operated at highway speeds; Goodyear agreed to provide a
combination of both monetary and nonmonetary consideration to the Settlement Class in the form of an
Enhanced Warranty Program and Rebate Program (2002).

Lubitz v. Daimler Chrysler Corp., No. L-4883-04 (Bergen Cty. Super. Ct, NJ 2006) National settlement for
repairs and reimbursement of repair costs incurred in connection with defective brake system; creation of $12
million fund; 7th largest judgment or settlement in New Jersey (2007).

Berman et al. v. General Motors LLC, Case No. 2:18-cv-14371 (S.D. Fla.) Co-Lead Counsel; national
settlement for repairs and reimbursement of repair costs incurred in connection with Chevrolet Equinox
excessive oil consumption.

Civil Rights

In re Black Farmers Discrimination Litigation, Case No. 1:08-mc-00511 (D.D.C.) $1.25 billion settlement
fund for black farmers who alleged U.S. Department of Agriculture discriminated against them by denying farm
loans (2013).

Bruce, et. al. v. County of Rensselaer et. al., Case No. 02-cv-0847 (N.D.N.Y.) Class settlement of claims
that corrections officers and others employed at the Rensselaer County Jail (NY) engaged in the practice of
illegally strip searching all individuals charged with only misdemeanors or minor offenses (2004).

Commercial

In re: Outer Banks Power Outage Litigation, 4:17-cv-141 (E.D.N.C) Co-Lead Counsel; $10.35 million
settlement for residents, businesses, and vacationers on Hatteras and Ocracoke Islands who were impacted
by a 9-day power outage (2018).

Construction Materials

Cordes et al v. IPEX, Inc., No. 08-cv-02220-CMA-BNB (D. Colo.) Class action arising out of defective brass
fittings; court-appointed member of Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee (2011).
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Elliott et al v. KB Home North Carolina Inc. et al 08-cv-21190 (N.C. Super. Ct. Wake County) Lead
Counsel; class action settlement for those whose homes were constructed without a weather-resistant barrier
(2017).

In re: Pella Corporation Architect and Designer Series Windows Marketing, Sales Practices and
Products Liability Litigation, MDL No. 2514 (D.S.C.) Class action arising from allegedly defective windows;
Court-appointed Co-Lead Counsel.

In re Ml Windows and Doors, Inc., Products Liability Litigation, MDL No. 2333 (D.S.C) National class
action settlement for homeowners who purchased defective windows; Court-appointed Co-Lead Counsel.

In re: Atlas Roofing Corporation Chalet Shingle Products Liability Litig., MDL No. 2495 (N.D. Ga.) Class
action arising from allegedly defective shingles; Court-appointed Co-Lead Counsel.

Helmer et al. v. Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co., No. 12-cv-00685-RBJ (D. Colo. 2012) Class action arising
from allegedly defective radiant heating systems; Colorado class certified, 2014 WL 3353264, July 9, 2014.

In re: Zurn Pex Plumbing Products Liability Litigation, No. 0:08-md-01958, MDL No.1958 (D. Minn.)
Class action arising from allegedly plumbing systems; member of Executive Committee; settlement (2012).

Hobbie, et al. v. RCR Holdings II, LLC, et al., No. 10-1113 , MDL No. 2047 (E.D. La.) ($30 million settlement
for remediation of 364-unit residential high-rise constructed with Chinese drywall (2012).

In re: Chinese Manufactured Drywall Products Liability Litigation, No. 2:09-md-02047, MDL No. 2047
(E.D. La.) Litigation arising out of defective drywall; appointed Co-Chair, Insurance Committee (2012).

Galanti v. Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co., No. 03-209 (D.N.J. 2003) National settlement and creation of $330
million fund for payment to owners of homes with defective radiant heating systems (2003).

In re Synthetic Stucco Litig., Civ. Action No. 5:96-CV-287-BR(2) (E.D.N.C.) Member of Plaintiffs’ Steering
Committee; settlements with four EIFS Manufacturers for North Carolina homeowners valued at more than $50
million.

In re Synthetic Stucco (EIFS) Prods. Liability Litig., MDL No. 1132 (E.D.N.C.) Represented over 100
individuals homeowners in lawsuits against homebuilders and EIFS manufacturers.

Posey, et al. v. Dryvit Systems, Inc., Case No. 17,715-IV (Tenn. Cir. Ct) Co-Lead Counsel; national class
action settlement provided cash and repairs to more than 7,000 claimants (2002).

Sutton, et al. v. The Federal Materials Company, Inc., et al, No. 07-CI-00007 (Ky. Cir. Ct) Co-Lead
Counsel; $10.1 million class settlement for owners of residential and commercial properties constructed with
defective concrete.

Staton v. IMI South, et al. (Ky. Cir. Ct.) Co-Lead Counsel; class settlement for approximately $30 million for
repair and purchase of houses built with defective concrete.

In re Elk Cross Timbers Decking Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litigation, No. 15-cv-
0018, MDL No. 2577 (D.N.J.) Lead Counsel; national settlement to homeowners who purchased defective
GAF decking and railings.

Bridget Smith v. Floor and Decor Outlets of America, Inc., No. 1:15-cv-4316 (N.D. Ga.) Co-Lead Counsel;
National class action settlement for homeowners who purchased unsafe laminate wood flooring.

In re Lumber Liquidators Chinese-Manufactured Flooring Products Marketing, Sales Practices and
Products Liability Litigation MDL No. 1:15-md-2627 (E.D.Va.) Formaldehyde case; $36 million national
class action settlement for member who purchased a certain type of laminate flooring.
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In re Lumber Liquidators Chinese-Manufactured Laminate Flooring Durability Marketing, Sales
Practices Litigation MDL No. 1:16-md-2743 (E.D.Va.) Co-Lead Counsel; Durability case; $36 million national
class action settlement for member who purchased a certain type of laminate flooring.

In re Windsor Wood Clad Window Products Liability Litigation MDL No. 2:16-md-02688 (E.D. Wis.)
National class action settlement for homeowners who purchased defective windows; Court-appointed Lead
Counsel.

In re Allura Fiber Cement Siding Products Liability Litigation MDL No. 2:19-md-02886 (D.S.C.) Class
action arising from allegedly defective cement board siding; Court appointed Lead Counsel.

Environmental

Nnadili, et al. v. Chevron U.S.A,, Inc, No. 02-cv-1620 (D.D.C.) $6.2 million settlement for owners and
residents of 200 properties located above underground plume of petroleum from former Chevron gas station
(2008).

Fair Labor Standards Act/\Wage and Hour

Craig v. Rite Aid Corporation, Civil No. 08-2317 (M.D. Pa.) FLSA collective action and class action settled
for $20.9 million (2013).

Stillman v. Staples, Inc., Civil No. 07-849 (D.N.J. 2009) FLSA collective action, plaintiffs’ trial verdict for $2.5
million; national settlement approved for $42 million (2010).

Lew v. Pizza Hut of Maryland, Inc., Civil No. CBB-09-CV-3162 (D. Md.) FLSA collective action, statewide
settlement for managers-in-training and assistant managers, providing recompense of 100% of lost wages
(2011).

Financial

Roberts v. Fleet Bank (R.l.), N.A., Civil Action No. 00-6142 (E. D. Pa.) $4 million dollar settlement on claims
that Fleet changed the interest rate on consumers’ credit cards which had been advertised as "fixed." (2003).

Penobscot Indian Nation et al v United States Department of Housing and Urban Development, N. 07-
1282 (PLF) (D.D.C. 2008) Represented charitable organization which successfully challenged regulation
barring certain kinds of down-payment assistance; Court held that HUD’s promulgation of rule violated the
Administrative Procedure Act (2008).

Impact Fees

Town of Holly Springs, No. 17-cvs-6244, 17-cvs-6245, 18-cvs-1373 (Wake Co., NC) (Court appointed Class
Counsel; Class action settlement with a $7.9 million fund for builders and developers to recover improper
capacity replacement and transportation fees paid to the town (2019).

Larry Shaheen v. City of Belmont, No. 17-cvs-394 (Gaston Co., NC) (Court appointed Class Counsel; Class
action settlement with a $1.65 million fund for builders and developers to recover improper capacity
replacement and transportation fees paid to the city (2019).

Upright Builders Inc. et al. v. Town of Apex, No. 18-cvs-3720 & 18-cvs-4384, (Wake Co., NC) (Court
appointed Class Counsel; Class action settlement with a $15.3 million fund for builders and developers to
recover improper capacity replacement and transportation paid fees to the town (2019).

Mayfair Partners, LLC et al. v. City of Asheville, No. 18-cvs-04870 (Buncombe County) Court appointed
Class Counsel; Class action settlement with a $1,850,000 million fund for builders and developers to recover
improper impact fees paid to the city (2020).
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Shenandoah Homes, LLC v. Town of Clayton, No. 19-cvs-640 (Johnston County) Court appointed Class
Counsel; Class action settlement with a $2.7 million fund for builders and developers to recover improper
impact fees paid to the town (2020).

Brookline Homes LLC v. City of Mount Holly, Gaston County file no. 19-cvs-1163 (Gaston County) Court
appointed Class Counsel; Class action settlement with a $483,468 fund for builders and developers to recover
improper impact fees paid to the city (2020).

Eastwood Construction, LLC et. al v. City of Monroe, Union County file nos. 18-CVS-2692 (Union
County) Court appointed Class Counsel; Class action settlement with a $1,750,000 million fund for builders
and developers to recover improper impact fees paid to the city (2020).

Insurance

Young, et al. v. Nationwide Mut. Ins. Co, et al., No. 11-5015 (E.D. Ky.) Series of class actions against
multiple insurance companies arising from unlawful collection of local taxes on premium payments; class
certified and affirmed on appeal, 693 F.3d 532 (6™ Cir., 2012); settlements with all defendants for 100% refund
of taxes collected (2014).

Nichols v. Progressive Direct Insurance Co., et al., No. 2:06cv146 (E.D. Ky.) Class Counsel; class action
arising from unlawful taxation of insurance premiums; statewide settlement with Safe Auto Insurance Company
and creation of $2 million Settlement Fund; statewide settlement with Hartford Insurance Company and tax
refunds of $1.75 million (2012).

Privacy and Data Breach

In Re: U.S. Office of Personnel Management Data Security Breach Litigation, No. 15-1393 (ABJ), MDL
No. 2664 (D.D.C.) Court-appointed interim Liaison Counsel.

In re Google Buzz Privacy Litigation, No. 5:10-cv-00672 (N.D. Cal.) Court-appointed Lead Class Counsel;
$8.5 million Cy Pres settlement) (2010).

In re: Dept. of Veterans Affairs (VA) Data Theft Litig., No. 1:2006-cv-00506, MDL 1796 (D.D.C.) Co-Lead
counsel representing veterans whose privacy rights had been compromised by the theft of an external hard
drive containing personal information of approximately 26.6 million veterans and their spouses; creation of a
$20 million fund for affected veterans and a Cy Pres award for two non-profit organizations (2009).

In re: Adobe Systems Inc. Privacy Litigation, No. 5:13-cv-05226 (N.D. Cal. 2015) Settlement requiring
enhanced cyber security measures and audits (2015).

Case 2:23-cv-00683-LA  Filed 01/09/26 Page 16 of 16 Document 79-2



Exhibit 3

Case 2:23-cv-00683-LA  Filed 01/09/26 Page 1 0of 11 Document 79-3



CAREY DANIS & LOWE

Carey Danis & Lowe (“CD&L”) is a St. Louis-based plaintiff litigation firm with a national practice.
The firm focuses its practice on complex litigation, with particular focus on pharmaceutical product
liability litigation and class action lawsuits.

The experienced attorneys at CD&L have achieved over $1 billion in recoveries on behalf of their
clients. These results are both nationally recognized verdicts and monumental settlements on behalf
of thousands of injured clients.

The successful track record of CD&L stems from our experienced team of individuals committed to
achievement of the greatest possible result for our clients. The team includes both experienced
attorneys and professional staff. The firm employs fulltime medical doctors, nurses, and information
technology personnel to handle the most complex medical mass tort cases.

Recognition of'its success has been demonstrated in the firm’s leadership appointments as Lead, Co-

Lead, and Management Committee members in highly recognized national cases. The firm is
actively involved in community and political issues on behalf of its clients and their interests.

PRACTICE AREAS

Pharmaceutical Product Liability Litigation

Since its founding, CD&L attorneys have obtained over $1 billion in relief on behalf of their
individual clients in cases against manufacturers of pharmaceutical products, and played an active
role in the litigation of cases that resulted in settlements worth billions more for consumers. These
results have been achieved through trial verdicts and settlements, in both state and federal courts
throughout the United States. The firm and its members have been appointed to serve as Lead and
Co-Lead Counsel in numerous Multi-District Litigation cases. Dozens of firms representing clients
in virtually every state have retained the services and experience of CD&L to assist them in
pharmaceutical product liability.

O Philips CPAP, Bi-PAP and Ventilator Litigation, MDL No. 3014. In summer of
2021, Philips recalled the vast majority of its CPAP, Bi-PAP and ventilator product
lines as a result of reports that the sound-dampening foam in the blower housing was
degenerating, resulting in the emission of particulate matter and chemicals directly
into user airways. CD&L played a significant role in the ensuing litigation, which
included personal injury claims, medical monitoring claims, and economic loss
claims, that ultimately settled for more than $1.5 billion. CD&L served on the
Science & Expert Committee for this case, working on vetting of experts for trial,
and overseeing and managing the science-focused second level document review.

O Proton Pump Product Liability Litigation, MDL No. 2789. CD&L has
represented hundreds of consumers who experienced acute kidney injuries or were
115760.1 1
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diagnosed with chronic kidney disease as a result of their use of a class of acid-reflux
medication known as proton pump inhibitors, which includes common drugs like
Prilosec, Nexium and Prevacid. CD&L had readied one of its clients for the first
bellwether trial in the litigation when a global settlement program was announced.

Fen-Phen Litigation, MDL No. 1203. In 1997, the drug manufacturer Wyeth
withdrew its diet drugs Fenfluramine (part of the “fen-phen” diet drug combination)
and Dexfenfluramine (“Redux’’) from the market after discussions with the Food and
Drug Administration (FDA). Reports connected Fen-Phen and Redux with valvular
heart disease and primary pulmonary hypertension (PPH), a deadly lung disease.

Since 1997, CD&L has been involved in representing thousands of diet drug victims
and their families. At both the state and federal court levels, CD&L has played a
leading role in helping the victims of Fen-Phen recover damages for their injuries.
These cases have resulted in dozens of multi-million dollar individual settlements
over the last decade. In addition to resolving cases through settlement, CD&L has
achieved results in diet drug litigation through trial and verdicts. Members of CD&L
have tried diet drug cases in both state and federal courts throughout the last decade.
More recently, CD&L tried to jury verdicts the only diet drug cases in federal court
throughout the United States. To date, the firm has recovered hundreds of millions
of dollars on behalf of individuals injured by Fen-Phen.

Baycol Litigation, MDL No. 1431. CD&L represented over two hundred
individuals who were injured as the result of taking “Baycol”, a cholesterol-lowering
drug manufactured by Bayer that is linked with rhabdomyolysis, a condition that
causes muscle cell breakdown (atrophy) and results in, among other symptoms,
muscle pain, weakness, and tenderness. In the aggregate, these cases settled for
many millions of dollars.

Trasylol Litigation, MDL No. 1928. CD&L is on the Plaintiffs Management
Committee of this Multi-District litigation involving the drug “Trasylol,” which has
been linked to renal failure. Over the past three years, CD&L’ attorneys have
engaged in extensive discovery, including taking multiple depositions and retaining
expert witnesses in the prosecution of this litigation. CD&L represents an individual
client whose case has been set as one of the first cases to go to trial in the Spring of
2010.

Vioxx Litigation, MDL No. 1657. In October, 2004, Merck voluntarily recalled its
prescription painkiller drug, “Vioxx.” CD&L represented over 2,200 individuals and
their families who were injured or killed as a result of taking Vioxx. Our firm was
Lead Trial Counsel in multiple cases pending in Madison County, Illinois. Donahoo
v. Merck, Case No. 05-L-118. To date, the firm has recovered well over $130
million for its clients.

Bextra/Celebrex Litigation. MDL No. 1699. CD&L represents 330 individuals who
ingested the painkiller drugs Bextra and Celebrex manufactured by Pfizer. Studies

2
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have shown that these drugs increased the risk of heart attack and stroke. Recently,
CD&L settled its claims on behalf of its individuals injured by Bextra and Celebrex
for a confidential amount.

Rezulin Litigation. MDL No. 1348. CD&L represented dozens of individuals
throughout the Midwest who incurred serious liver damage as a result of ingesting
Rezulin. The cases were actively litigated in federal court which eventually led to a
multi-million dollar settlement on behalf of CD&L’ clients.

Levaquin Litigation, MDL. No. 1943. Levaquin, a powerful antibiotic used to treat
sinus, skin and urinary tract infections, has been linked to serious side effects,
including increased risk of tendonitis and tendon rupture. CD&L currently
represents over 1,500 individuals who have had a serious injury while taking the drug
Levaquin.

Yaz/Yasmin Birth Control Pill Litigation, MDL No. 2100. In August 2009, two
epidemiological studies were published showing a significant increased risk of
injuries and disease among women taking the birth control pill/ Yaz/Yasmin. CD&L
represents individuals who were seriously injured as a result of taking Yaz and/or
Yasmin, including women who suffered stroke, pulmonary embolism, heart attack,
deep venous thrombosis (DVT) and gall bladder disease. In October 2009, all
personal injury claims claiming injury as a result of taking Yaz/Yasmin pending in
federal courts throughout the country were transferred to Judge David Herndon in the
United States District Court for the Southern District of Illinois. Judge David
Herndon named CD&L to the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee of this litigation, giving
the firm a significant leadership role in obtaining recovery for clients across the
nation.

Consumer Protection

Since its inception, CD&L attorneys have represented plaintiffs nationwide in a variety of high
profile complex consumer class actions. CD&L attorneys have taken the leading role in many of the
largest state and federal consumer fraud cases throughout the United States. These cases related to
deceptive sales practices in virtually every industry in the United States. Examples of current and
prior cases include:

O

115760.1

Sears Front-Loading Washer Control Board Litigation, N.D. Ill. Case No. 1:06-
cv-7023. CD&L was Co-Lead Counsel in this consolidated case involving defective
control boards in front-load washing machines. That case resulted in a settlement for
the class that that provided for all claimants to receive 100% of their out-of-pocket
losses incurred as a result of the defect.

Fellows v. American Campus Communities Services, Inc. E.D. Mo. Case No.
4:16-cv-01611-JAR. CD&L was Class Counsel in this proceeding challenging
deceptive marketing practices in the context of college housing. The case was

3
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ultimately settled, resulting in consumers receiving more than 100% of consumer
damages.

Brewer v. State Farm Fire & Casualty Company, St. Clair County, Illinois Circuit
Court Cause No. 10-L-377. CD&L was Lead Class Counsel in this case directed to
bogus mine subsidence insurance. The case was resolved for the benefit of the class
where class members recouped at least their actual damages.

Dick v. Cerner Corporation Wrap Around Benefits Plan, W.D. Mo. Case No.
4:11-cv-468. CDL served as Liaison Counsel in this class action alleging that Cerner
violated ERISA by reimbursing out-of-network health insurance claims at 100% of
the Medicare discounted rate contrary to the language of the group health plan
offered by Cerner to its employees. The case was resolved by providing claimants
with 100% of the relief sought with unclaimed funds being distributed on a cy pres
basis, such that there was no reversion to the Defendant of the Settlement Fund.

In re: Sears, Roebuck and Co. Front-Loading Washer Products Liability
Litigation -- Biofilm (N.D. Ill. Case No. 1:06-cv-7023): CD&L was Co-Lead
Counsel in this consolidated case that alleged that front load washing machines
manufactured by Whirlpool for Sears had a propensity to develop mold and mildew
as a result of a defective design. The matter was eventually consolidated and
favorably resolved with the Whirlpool MDL based upon the same defect in the
Northern District of Ohio (MDL 2001).

In re IKO Roofing Shingle Products Liability Litigation (MDL 2104): CD&L
was a member of the Executive Committee in this case alleging defective roofing
shingles that were prone to premature failure. This matter was ultimately resolved
with a settlement providing significant benefits to the class, including extension of
warranty benefits for all class members, and flexibility in the relief available,
permitting both cash and in-kind recovery.

In re: Certainteed Corp. Roofing Shingle Products Liability Litigation (MDL
1817). CD&L was a member of the Executive Committee in this case alleging
defective roofing shingles that were prone to premature failure. This matter was
ultimately resolved with a settlement providing cash benefits to claimants.

Health Insurance Co-Pay Litigation. CD&L was Lead Counsel in multiple
consumer class action lawsuits against health insurance companies’ method for
calculating co-payments on health insurance policies. In particular, these cases
alleged that health insurance companies entered into secret discounting relationships
with healthcare providers which were not passed on to the insureds. As Lead
Counsel, CD&L achieved tens of millions of dollars in relief on behalf of their
clients. More importantly, CD&L was instrumental in changing the method in which
health insurance companies calculate co-payments and lifetime maximums on behalf
of its subscribers. Kelly, et al. v. Blue Cross/BlueShield, et al.,, filed in the Circuit
Court of St. Louis City, Cause No. 952-01990; Farthing v. United Healthcare of the

4
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Midwest, U.S.D.C. for the Western District of Missouri; McHugh v. United
Healthcare of the Midwest, Circuit Court City of St. Louis; Sinclair v. United
Healthcare of Georgia, U.S.D.C. for the Northern District of Georgia; Cassidy v.
Physicians Health Plan of South Carolina, U.S.D.C. for the District of South
Carolina.

In re: Telephone/Inside Wire Maintenance Litigation. CD&L served as Co-Lead
counsel in several class action suits filed in state and federal courts alleging
violations of consumer protection laws in Missouri, Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas by
Southwestern Bell relating to deceptive billing practices with respect to an optional
insurance products. This litigation resulted in a $300 million settlement for over 10
million class members. CD&L handled the dissemination of notice and
administration of over 10 million claims in this monumental case.

Cable Television Late Fees Litigation. CD&L served as Lead Counsel in dozens of
suits against cable/television companies throughout the United States. In these cases,
it was alleged that cable rate fees were an illegal liquidated damage that violated both
state and federal consumer protection laws. Charter Cable, Cox Communications
and Marcus Cable are just a few of the dozens of defendants that CD&L litigated
against in these cases. Ultimately, CD&L negotiated over $200 million in refunds to
cable customers throughout the United States in the late 1990s. The settlements
changed the way these cable companies calculate late fees.

Truck Bed Liner Burn Risk Litigation. CD&L was Lead Counsel in a consumer
class action alleging that manufacturers of truck bed liners failed to warn of
increased risk of severe burn injuries associated with their products. CD&L alleged
that because the bed liners were not properly grounded, a static electric charge could
build up through the plastic of the bed liner, creating the potential for explosion when
flammable items were hauled in truck beds containing defendants’ bed liners. A
settlement was reached with defendants mandating warnings of explosion and burn
injury be added to the dangerous products.

Maytag Neptune Series Washer Litigation. CD&L was selected amongst
hundreds of lawyers to serve as Lead Counsel in a national class action suit that was
litigated in St. Clair County, Illinois Circuit Court. Kenneth Mink, et al., v. Maytag
Corporation, 03-L-47. In this case, hundreds of thousands of consumers filed cases
and claims alleging that the Maytag Neptune Series front-loader washer was
defective and caused problems relating to mold. After years of litigation, CD&L
negotiated a settlement with Maytag resulting in a massive recall of this defective
product. Additionally, $30 million in economic relief was set aside to pay economic
damages relating to this defective washer.

In re: MCI Non-Subscriber Litigation. MDL No. 1275. CD&L was selected to
serve as Co-Lead Counsel in this Multi-District litigation consolidated in the United
States District Court for the Southern District of Illinois alleging that MCI charged
illegal long distance rates with respect to contracted customers. Ultimately, the case

5
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Antitrust
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was settled for an amount in excess of $90 million. This landmark settlement is one
of the largest in telecommunications history.

SmithKline Billing Fraud Litigation. MDL No. 1210. CD&L served as Co-Lead
Counsel in a class action against SmithKline Clinical Beecham Laboratories alleging
billing fraud and deceptive sales practices. The case was settled for an amount in
excess of $200 million. CD&L represented all Non-ERISA claims through a case
filed in Madison County, Illinois. Smithkline settled a national class action in
Madison County, Illinois on behalf of all non-ERISA subscribers in 1999.

Bank Fee Litigation. CD&L served as Co-Lead Counsel in a highly publicized case
that challenged the manner in which one of the country's largest banks processes
checks so as to increase its fee revenues. In January 1999, the Circuit Court of St.
Clair County, Illinois certified a nationwide class of individuals adversely affected by
the practice. CD&L ultimately settled the bank fee litigation cases.

In re: Bank of America Credit Protection Marketing & Sales Practices
Litigation. MDL No. 2269. CD&L served as Co-Lead Counsel as well as on the
Plaintiffs’ Executive Committee in this Multi-District litigation involving Bank of
America’s marketing and sales practices relating to its debt suspension/debt
cancellation product Credit Protection.

In re: Microsoft Antitrust Litigation. MDL No. 1350. CD&L was selected to
serve as Co-Lead Counsel in this Multi-District litigation involving alleged price
fixing by Microsoft. As Co-Lead Counsel, CD&L was responsible for coordinating
and managing over 150 separate antitrust suits brought against the computer
operating system manufacturer throughout the United States. The case was litigated
before Judge Frederick Motz in the District Court for the District of Maryland.

In re: K-Dur Antitrust Litigation. MDL No. 1419. CD&L was selected as Co-
Lead Counsel in a case alleging that Schering-Plough Corporation, manufacturer of
the brand name prescription drug “K-Dur,” entered into illegal agreements with two
manufacturers of generic versions of the drug to keep the generic products off of the
market, thereby injuring consumers and others who were forced to pay artificially
inflated prices for the brand name drug. The case was litigated in the United States
District Court of the District of New Jersey.

In re: Buspirone Antitrust Litigation. MDL No. 1410. CD&L served on the
Executive Committee of this Multi-District litigation case involving allegations of
antitrust violations by the manufacturer of a popular brand-name anti-anxiety
medication. The case was settled, on behalf of consumers and third party payors (so-
called “indirect purchasers”), in the United States District Court for the Southern

6

Case 2:23-cv-00683-LA  Filed 01/09/26 Page 7 of 11  Document 79-3



Securities

District of New York for over $90 million.

Inre: Insurance Brokerage Antitrust Litigation. MDL No. 1663. CD&L served
as Class Counsel in this Multi-District litigation regarding allegedly widespread
illegal conduct in the payment of contingent commissions by numerous insurance
brokers and insurance companies. The case is pending in the District of New Jersey.

In re: Commercial Explosives Antitrust Litigation. MDL No. 1093. CD&L was
selected to serve on the Plaintiffs' Counsel Steering Committee of this Multi-District
litigation case regarding price fixing against several major commercial explosive
manufacturers. CD&L filed the first case of this nature and many subsequent similar
suits followed. The case settled for over $77 million.

In re: Vitamins Price Fixing Litigation. MDL No. 1285. CD&L served as Class
Counsel in this Multi-District litigation regarding price fixing against several major
vitamin manufacturers. The litigation resulted in settlements in excess of $1 billion
on behalf of the class.

In re: Bromine Antitrust Litigation. MDL No. 1310. CD&L served on the
Executive Committee of this Multi-District case regarding alleged price fixing
against the manufacturers of Bromine. The case was settled in the United States
District Court for the Southern District of Indiana.

Paschetto v. Shaich et al. St. Louis County Circuit Court Cause No. 08-SL-
CC00805. CD&L served as Liaison Counsel in this derivative action before the Hon.
Maura B. McShane against the board of directors and certain officers of Panera
Bread Company. The action concluded with a negotiated settlement of injunctive
relief, including certain corporate governance additions and modifications.

Data and Privacy

115760.1

In re: Snowflake, Inc., Data Security Breach Litigation. MDL No. 3126. CD&L is
an active participant in this hub-and-spoke data breach litigation involving numerous
defendants.

In re: TikTok, Inc., Minor Privacy Litigation. MDL No. 3144. CD&L is
plaintiff’s counsel in this recently formed MDL regarding TikTok’s practice of
allegedly collecting PII from users under the age of 13 in violation of various privacy
laws.

In re: PayPal Honey Browser Extension Litigation. N.D.CA Case No. 5:24-cv-
7
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09470-BLF. CD&L is among plaintiff’s counsel in this recently formed consolidated
proceeding regarding PayPal’s use of its popular Honey extension to steal affiliate-
link-based commissions from online influencers and content creators.

INDIVIDUAL ATTORNEY BIOGRAPHIES

0o JOHN J. CAREY was born in St. Louis,
Missouri, December 4, 1961; admitted to bar,
1987, Missouri; 1988, Illinois; admitted to
practice before United States District Courts
for the Eastern District of Missouri and the
Southern District of Illinois; United States
Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit and
the United States Court of Appeals for the
Third Circuit. Mr. Carey concentrates his
practice in mass tort and class action litigation
on behalf of consumers who are injured as the
result of defective products or fraudulent
business practices. Mr. Carey attended the
University of Missouri - B.S. Business
Administration, Magna Cum Laude, 1984; St.
Louis University School of Law - Juris
Doctor, magna cum laude, 1987. University
Scholar Awards - University of Missouri and
St. Louis University; Order of the Woolsack
(national legal honors fraternity); Beta
Gamma Sigma (national business honors
fraternity); ~Articles Editor, St. Louis
University Law Journal, 1986-1987; Author:
"Asserting In Personam Jurisdiction Over
Parties to A Contract," 31 St. Louis University
Law Journal 453 (1987); American
Jurisprudence Awards in Torts, Property Law
and Estates for Highest Class Grade (1985,
1986, 1987). Mr. Carey is a member of the
Missouri Bar Association; Illinois Bar
Association; Bar Association of Metropolitan
St.  Louis; American Trial Lawyers
Association; Missouri Association of Trial
Attorneys; and National Association of
Consumer Attorneys.

o JOSEPH P. DANIS received his Bachelor
of Arts degree from St. Louis University in
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1989. Mr. Danis attended St. Louis
University School of Law on an academic
based merit scholarship. He achieved his
Juris Doctor cum laude in 1993. In law
school he was a member of the St. Louis
University Law Review and Moot Court
Board. He served as a faculty fellow for
Professor Donald B. King. After graduating
from law school, Mr. Danis joined the St.
Louis based law firm Thompson & Mitchell.
At Thompson & Mitchell, Mr. Danis
concentrated his practice defending class
action lawsuits. In 1995, Mr. Danis left
Thompson & Mitchell and founded Carey,
Danis & Lowe with his law partner John J.
Carey. From that date, he has served as Lead
Counsel in dozens of federal and state class
action lawsuits. For example, in 1998, Mr.
Danis was selected to serve as one of five
federal Co-Lead Counsel in the high profile
litigation regarding price fixing against
Microsoft Corporation. MDL No. 1332. Mr.
Danis was selected to serve as lead counsel in
a consumer Multi-District Litigation case
against MCI involving illegal practices
challenging its pricing of long distance
services (MDL No. 1275) which settled for
over $90 million in 2000. Mr. Danis is a
member of the Bar of the State of Missouri
and Illinois. He is also admitted to practice
before the United States District Courts for the
Eastern District of Missouri and the United
States Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit.
Additionally, he is admitted to practice before
the United States District Court for the
Southern and Northern District of Illinois.
Mr. Danis devotes a significant amount of his
time to various community issues. For
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example, he currently serves as the Director
for the Western Golf Association Evans
Scholarship Foundation. He pays the salary
of a full-time pediatrician at the Crudem
Hospital in Haiti.

0 JEFFREY J. LOWE, a native of St. Louis,
Jeff Lowe graduated from St. Louis
University Law School in 1985 and
specializes in civil litigation, exclusively on
behalf of plaintiffs.

He has written on personal injury topics and is
on the Board of Governance for the Missouri
Association of Trial Lawyers in addition to
contributing as Staff Member, Vol. 28, 1983-
1984 and Articles Editor, Vol. 29, 1984-1985,
St. Louis University Law Journal. He has
tried over 60 jury trials including a $105
million verdict in  Donovan V.
Bridgestone/Firestone, involving a multi-
piece wheel explosion; a $4.5 million verdict
in Halton v. Medical Engineers, involving a
defective breast implant; a $2 million verdict
in Foranam v. Choi, a medical malpractice
case tried in 2009 in the United States District
Court for the Northern District of Illinois),
and a $1.8 million verdict in Zempel v. Slatev,
an auto accident case in St. Louis. Mr. Lowe
attended St. Louis University, 1985, cum
laude; B.A., University of Missouri at St.
Louis, 1981, cum laude. Order of Woolsack.
Recipient, Kniep Moot Court Award. Mr.
Lowe is a member for the Bar Association of
Metropolitan St. Louis; Illinois State and
American Bar Associations; The Missouri
Bar, Missouri Association of Trial Attorneys;
(Member, Board of Governors, 2003);
American Association of Trial Attorneys;

0o ANDREW J. CROSS was born in Denver,
Colorado on February 23, 1966. Mr. Cross
received his Bachelor of Arts from the
University of Notre Dame in 1988. He
graduated cum laude from the St. Louis
University School of Law in 1993, where he
115760.1
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served as a Staff Member and Articles Editor
of the Saint Louis University Law Journal.
Prior to joining CD&L, Mr. Cross had
practiced law as a Partner in a large law firm,
where he represented defendants in complex
product liability, class action and toxic tort
lawsuits in courts throughout the region. At
CD&L, Mr. Crossputs his extensive
experience to use representing Plaintiffs in
pharmaceutical, toxic tort, mass tort, and
catastrophic personal injury lawsuits. He also
represents consumers who have been harmed
by unfair business practices. Mr. Cross is a
member of the Missouri Bar Association,
Illinois Bar Association, and the Madison
County (IL) Bar Association. He is a member
of the bars of the states of Illinois, Missouri
and Wisconsin. He isalso admitted to
practice before several Federal -courts,
including the United States District Court,
Northern District of Illinois (including Trial
Bar); Southern District of Illinois; Central
District of Illinois; and Eastern District of
Missouri. Mr. Cross is active in charitable
and civic organizations and serves on the
Board of Directors of the Foundation for
Children with Cancer, a national charitable
organization.

o JAMES J. ROSEMERGY was born in
Albany, Georgia, August 25, 1972, admitted
to bar, Missouri, 1998, Illinois, 1999;
admitted to practice before United States
District Court, Southern District of Illinois,
2000; United States District Court, Eastern
District of Missouri, 2001, United States
District Court, Northern District of Illinois,
2002; United States District Court, Western
District of Missouri, 2003; United States
District Court, Central District of Illinois,
2015; United States District Court, Eastern
District of Wisconsin. 2023; United States
District Court, District of Kansas, 2025;
United States Courts of Appeal for the
Seventh, Eighth, Ninth & Eleventh Circuits.
Mr. Rosemergy concentrates his practice in
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consumer and antitrust class action litigation,
as well as mass torts. He also has extensive
experience with litigation in the cyber law and
financial services industries, including
predatory lending and both class action and
derivative shareholder cases. Mr. Rosemergy
attended the University of Missouri-Columbia
-- B.A. 1994; Juris Doctor, 1998. Attended
Tulane Institute at the University of Paris,
France, 1996; Attended Trinity College,
Cambridge University, England 1996. Mr.
Rosemergy is a member of the Missouri Bar
Association and is a member of the Board of
Governors for the Missouri Association of
Trial Attorneys.

o ANDREW D. STEINIGER - Mr.
Steiniger attended the University of Missouri
for his undergraduate degree before attending
St. Louis University School of Law in the fall
of 2015. Mr. Steiniger graduated from Saint
Louis University with both his J.D. and MBA
in December of 2018. Since graduation, Mr.
Steiniger has argued cases in various state and
federal courts in Missouri, including the
Missouri Court of Appeals. Additionally, he
has been admitted to practice before the
United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Missouri, and the Eleventh Circuit
Court of Appeals. Lastly, Mr. Steiniger was
recently recognized as a Top 40 under 40
Civil Plaintiff lawyer for the State of Missouri
(2023) by the National Trial Lawyers
Association. Mr. Steiniger concentrates his
practice at Carey Danis & Lowe in the areas
of product liability, medical malpractice,
personal injury, consumer protection, and
fraudulent business practices.

0 PAUL MADDOCK (Of Counsel)
practices all aspects of intellectual property
litigation, including patent, trademark,
copyright, theft of trade secrets and unfair
competition, with an emphasis on patent and
trademark litigation. Mr. Maddock is a
115760.1
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member of the Missouri Bar, Illinois State
Bar, and the Bar Association of
Metropolitan St. Louis. Education:
University of Kansas S., Chemical
Engineering, 1985; Saint Louis University
School of Law D., 1993, magna cum laude.
Areas of Focus: Litigation, Patent,
Trademark, Copyright, Trade Secrets,
Unfair Competition. Licensed to practice in
Missouri, Illinois, United States Patent and
Trademark Office, United States District
Court for the Northern District of Illinois,
United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Missouri, United States District
Court for the Central District of Illinois, and
United States District Court for the Southern
District of Illinois.

o0 THOMAS C. ANTONIOU. Mr. Antoniou
graduated from the Washington University
Law School in 1993, after completing a B.A.
Degree from the University of Colorado in
1990. Thomas has a diverse practice,
concentrating on pharmaceutical product
liability cases.

0o ANDREW J. TUTEUR, Of Counsel, was
born in Philadelphia. Mr. Tuteur graduated
from Washington University School of Law
and admitted to the Illinois Bar 1993; the
Missouri and Colorado Bars in 1994. He
concentrates his practice on representing
individuals in lawsuits for catastrophic injury
and wrongful death damages caused by
medical malpractice, defective products, and
preventable accidents. Mr. Tuteur attended
the Washington University School of Law,
1993; A.B., Sociology, Washington
University, 1989 Universali cum Honore.
Admitted to Practice; Illinois, 1993; Missouri,
1994; Colorado, 1994; Professional & Bar
Association ~ Memberships; American
Association for Justice (Formerly Association
of Trial Lawyers of America); Bar
Association of Metropolitan St. Louis;
American Mensa, Ltd.; Mensa International.
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WHO WE ARE

N /

Lee Segui PLLC is a national law firm representing plaintiffs in a
wide variety of practice areas, including class action, consumer
protection, employment, and mass torts. Our attorneys are skilled
at representing individuals who are the victims of wage theft,
discrimination, wrongful termination, defective products, and
deceptive business practices. With offices in Raleigh, North
Carolina and Charleston, South Carolina, our attorneys represent
clients in state and federal courts across the United States.

Lee Segui was established by six former partners of one of the
world’'s largest plaintiff-side firms. The founding partners bring
decades of complex litigation experience, including leading
landmark national cases and serving in numerous court-
appointed leadership roles. Collectively, they have recovered tens
of millions of dollars for their clients and similarly-situated
individuals.

N

).
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Harper Segui

Founding Partner

Harper T. Segui is an accomplished litigator with extensive experience representing plaintiffs
in complex class action litigation. Her practice focuses on obtaining redress for consumers
who have purchased products that are defective, mislabeled, falsely advertised, or
otherwise not what consumers bargained for. Ms. Segui has been consistently recognized as
a leader in her field, earning honors such as inclusion on the peer-nominated Super Lawyers
list. She is also a published co-author on topics including product liability and frequently
lectures on complex legal issues.

Ms. Segui has led and contributed to numerous important cases across the country, helping
to secure millions of dollars in recoveries for plaintiffs and class members. She has been
appointed by courts nationwide to serve in prominent leadership roles, including Co-Lead
Counsel and as a member of Plaintiffs” Steering Committees in multidistrict litigation. Ms.
Segui has regularly contributed to the success of litigation through other critical roles in her
capacity as Class Counsel, as well as through service on litigation committees.

Some of the most recent cases for which Ms. Segui served in a leadership capacity and
achieved notable results for consumers include: In re All-Clad Metalcrafters, LLC, CAN 2:21-
mc-491-NR (W.D. Penn.) (Appointed as Co-Lead Counsel and Settlement Class Counsel);
Peterson v. BSH Home Appliances Corp., CAN 2:23-cv-00543-RAJ (W.D. Wash.) (Lead and
Settlement Class Counsel); Spencer v. Knix Wear, Inc, CAN 1:23-cv-07823-JLR (S.D.N.)
(Appointed Settlement Class Counsel); Dickens v. Thinx, Inc., CAN 1:22-cv-04286-JMF
(S.D.NY.)(Appointed Settlement Class Counsel); Cleveland v. Whirlpool, Corp., CAN 0:20-cv-
01906-WMW-JFD (D. Minn.) (Co-Lead Counsel and Appointed Settlement Class Counsel); In
re Allura Fiber Cement Siding Litigation, CAN 2:19-mn-2886-DCN (D.S.C.) (Appointed to
Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee); and Hamm v. Sharp Electronics Corp., CAN 5:19-cv-00488
(M.D. Fla.) (Co-Lead Counsel and Appointed Settlement Class Counsel).

Ms. Segui earned her law degree from Mercer University Walter F. George School of Law in

2006. She received a Bachelor of Arts from University of Central Florida in 2003.
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