IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN
AND FOR MIAMI-DADE COUNTY,
FLORIDA

GENERAL JURISDICTION DIVISION

CARL L. MASZTAL, JOSEPH A. CASE NO.: 98-11208 CA 31
GRAUPIER JUANA MARTINEZ and

MARISOL FERNANDEZ, on behalf of

themselves and all others so similarly

situated,

Plaintiffs,
V.

THE CITY OF MIAMI, FLORIDA and
ADORNO & YOSS, LLP,

Defendants.

PRELIMINARY ORDER ON ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS FOR
CLASS COUNSELS, RICHARD WILLIAMS, MICHAEL GARCIA PETIT,
and PATRICK A. SCOTT

THIS CAUSE having come before the Court for a preliminary evidentiary
hearing on July 22, 2008 on CLASS COUNSELS', RICHARD WILLIAMS, MICHAEL
GARCIA PETIT, and PATRICK A. SCOTT, Motion for Approval of Attorneys' Fees
and Costs and the Court having carefully reviewed the three affidavits and verified

fee statements of the aforementioned counsel, the applicable law, and other



relevant portions of the record, and having heard testimony of the witnesses,
experts, the objectors and argument of counsel and having considered all prior
proceedings in this matter finds as follows:

1. On June 6, 2008, this Court preliminarily approved the settlements
reached between PLAINTIFFS, as Class Representatives, and the DEFENDANTS,
CITY OF MIAMI ("City") and ADORNO & YOSS, LLP ("Adorno"), which established a
common fund totaling $17,150,000.00, of which $15,550,000.00 is from the City's
settlement and $1,600,000.00 is from Adorno's settlement.

2. All attorneys' fees and costs ultimately awarded by this Court will be
paid from the common fund, after the Final Fairness Hearing is conducted on
September 9, 2008 if the settlement amounts are found to be fair and reasonable
by this Court. As noticed to the class in the Class Notice, CLASS COUNSEL seek a
lodestar amount totaling $1,537,454.50. In addition to this amount, CLASS
COUNSEL in their individual verified fee statements seek a multiplier of five, thus,
raising the total amount of attorneys' fees sought by CLASS COUNSEL to
$7,687,272.50. |

3. In an effort to give the class and any objectors an opportunity to
question these fees more thoroughly and to provide the class with more
information and some guidance as to what is most likely the amount of fees that
the Court will award at the Final Fairness Hearing, given the fact that CLASS

COUNSEL still have the right to present non-duplicative evidence concerning their



fees and costs at the Final Fairness Hearing on September 9, 2008, a preliminary
evidentiary attorneys' fee hearing was held on July 22, 2008. The preliminary
evidentiary attorneys' fee hearing allowed the objectors, the Defendants and CLASS
COUNSEL to present evidence, testify and cross examine CLASS COUNSEL and
CLASS COUNSELS' experts concerning their verified fee statements, so that this
Court could take the evidence and testimony given to assist it in making this
preliminary determination as to the amount of fees to award CLASS COUNSEL.
4. CLASS COUNSELS' verified fee statements discuss the specific rates
and hours each seek for the services they rendered in this matter. Mr. Williams'
statement for services reflects 2,542.6 hours and he seeks a rate of $400.00 per
hour for a lodestar amount of $1,017,040.00." Mr. Petit's statement for services
reflects 491.67 hours and he seeks a rate of $350.00 per hour for a lodestar
amount of $172,084.50.2 Mr. Scott's statement for services reflects 1,161.1 hours
and he seeks a rate of $300.00 per hour for a lodestar amount of $348,330.00.°
S. It is also important to note that Mr. Williams withdrew his request for
fees for any hours worked on this matter, prior to the date of February 3, 2005—
the date of the first intervention hearing.* In addition, during his testimony Mr.
Williams testified that the program that he was using to enter his time spent on

this matter, which he referred to as "an electronic billing system, did not contain

T Mr. William's Verified Fee Statement 21: 67.

2Mr. Petit's Verified Fee Statement 25:15.

SMr. Scott's Verified Fee Statement 111: 9.

4Tr. Preliminary Attorneys' Fee Hearing 652: 21-25, July 29, 2008.



any of the data that he had put into it."s Therefore, as stated, by Mr. Williams, "my
fee stétement is based on, for the most part, on my reconstruction."s It should be
noted that this fact is not mentioned on any page of the verified fee statement or
the affidavit filed by Mr. Williams nor is this fact mentioned to the Court in CLASS
COUNSELS' Supplemental Motion for Award of Fees nor was the fact mentioned to
either of the experts brought in by CLASS COUNSEL to testify on their behalf.

0. Under the lodestar method, the Court multiplies the number of hours

worked by a reasonable hourly rate. Florida Patient's Compensation Fund v. Rowe,

472 So. 2d 1145, 1151 (Fla. 1985). A "reasonable hourly rate corresponds to the
prevailing market rate in the relevant legal community for similar services by
lawyers of reasonably comparable skills, experience, and reputation.” Smith v.

School Bd. of Palm Beach County, 981 So. 2d 6, 9 (Fla. 4th DCA 2007). "An award

of attorney's fees must be supported by substantial competent evidence and
contain express findings regarding the number of hours reasonably expended and
a reasonable hourly rate for the type of litigation involved. Additionally, the award
must be supported by expert evidence, including the testimony of the attorney who

performed the services." Tutor Time Merger Corp. v. MeCabe, 763 So. 2d 505, 506

(Fla. 4th DCA 2000).
7. Mr. Gonzalez testified that Mr. Williams was the "more senior of the

group, had been practiéing law 35 years, and his billable rate was at $400 an hour,

°|d. at 548-49: 20, 1-15.



which is well within the acceptable range, given his experience and education and
background. So I think the range between 300 to $600 an hour would be a
reasonable range for lawyers of their experience and background and their stated
rates fall within that."” This Court finds that Mr. Gonzalez's testimony was
sufficient competent evidence to support the hourly rate of $400 per hour being
sought by Mr. Williams.

8. As to the number of hours being sought by Mr. Williams, this Court
finds that Mr. Williams failure in notifying the Court of his reconstruction of his
hours, prior to his testimony at the preliminary attorneys' fee hearing including not
informing his expert fee' witnesses leaves this Court with no other alternative but
to individually identify each issue in Mr. Williams' Verified Fee Statement that this
Court finds unsupported by competent evidence. As such, the Court has prepared
Attachment 1, which is incorporated and attached to this order that reduces Mr.
Williams' hours to 1177.8 hours. The Attachment provides the reasons for the
reduction in time for each date. Thus, Mr. Williams' lodestar fees are 1177.8
multiplied by $400.00 per hour which equal $471,120.00.

9. Mr. Petit testified that he had only 2.2 hours of work up until February
2, 2005.8 Therefore, like Mr. Williams, the Court will not begin to count Mr. Petit's
hours until February 3, 2005. Consequently, there will be a reduction of 3.5 hours

from Mr. Petit's hours. In addition, as explained by the Court in Attachment 1 the

®|d. at 550: 8-9.



Court will also not award any fees for the work of CLASS COUNSEL as it pertains
to the City's partial summary judgment motion, since the work of CLASS
COUNSEL consisted of having the Original Plaintiffs' counsel argue for the class
against the City for the benefit of the class. Therefore, Mr. Petit's hours will be
reduced a total of 3.7 hours for the dates of 6/5/2007,6/6/2007, and 6/7/2007.
_ Thus, the total hours being reduced for Mr. Petit are 7.2 hours.

10. Unlike Mr. Williams, Mr. Petit kept a contemporaneous record of his
hours as he performed the work. As he stated at the hearing, "I do the work. I
write it down, the date, the work that I did, and the time, it could reflect tvventy
minutes, it could reflect .1. At the end of the day, it's there in a stack of stuff. We
generate it, it's in the computer. You go over it, you copy over it, you edit it. It did
not appear in this form.”? Conseqﬁently, Mr. Petit's recorded hours on his verified
fee statement are accepted by the Court as competent substantial evidence. Thus,
Mr. Petit's total hours on his verified fee statement are 491.67, when the hours are
reduced from above, the total hours are 484.47.

11. As to Mr. Petit's hourly rate, Mr. Gonzalez testified that "Mr. Garcia
Petit had been practicing law 22 years and he was billing at the rate of $350 an
hour. I found that to be a reasonable rate given his experience, education and

background."i1® This Court finds Mr. Gonzalez's testimony pertaining to the

" Tr. 108: 2:-10, July 22, 2008.
8 Tr. 852: 6-14, July 30, 2008.
°1d. 830: 11-17.

1°Tr. 107: 23-25.



prevailing market rate for lawyers in the South Florida area performing similar
work of this type is competent substantial evidence, and therefore finds that Mr.
Petit's lodestar fees are 484.47 multiplied by $350.00 per hour which results in a
lodestar amount of $169,564.50.

12. Mr. Scott kept contemporaneous time records as he testified to at the
hearing.!! Like Mr. Petit and Mr. Williams, the Court will not be counting any time
prior to Fébmary 3, 2005. This time adds up to a total of 188.3 hours, which
reduces Mr. Scott's hours to 972.8. In addition, there will also be a reduction of
9.2 hours for the dates of 6/1/2007,6/4/2007,6/5/2007,6/6/2007,6/7 /2007,
and 6/11/2007 dealing with the City's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment on
the issue of the statute of limitations where the Original Plaintiffs were required to
make the arguments for the class. Therefore, Mr. Scott's lodestar hours are 963.6.

In addition, as testified to by Mr. Gonzalez, $300 is a reasonable rate for someone
of his experience and education.? Therefore, Mr. Scott's lodestar fee is 963.6
multiplied by $300 per hour which results in a fee of $289,080.00.

13. The Court notes that CLASS COUNSEL worked extremely hard for
more than two and half years investigating this case; drafting pleadings, including
multiple amendments; preparing opposition motions; motions for summary
judgment; motions for class certification; motions for discovery and expert

interrogatories; conducting informal discovery; writing appellate briefs; arguing

" Tr. 900: 2-25, July 30, 2008.



appellate matters; conducting depositions; arguing matters before this Court; and
drafting and negotiating these Settlement Agreements and seeking the Court's
approval.

14. When determining whether an award of a multiplier is necessary, the
following factors should be considered:

a) Would this class have required a contingency fee multiplier in
order to obtain competent counsel: there is absolutely no doubt in this
Court's mind that some sort of multiplier would have been required in this
case to obtain competent counsel for these taxpayers;

b) Whether the attorneys were able to mitigate the risk of
nonpayment in any way: again, CLASS COUNSEL was able to bring a
positive resolution to this matter for the class and lessen the risk that the
class would take in the long-run by pursuing this matter. As stated in the
hearing, the longer the case drags on the more the class loses in relation to
the amount of money they have paid because of the inability to receive
prejudgment interest on monies previously collected by the City.

c) Whether any of the factors set forth Florida Patient's

Compensation Fund v. Rowe, 472 So. 2d 1145 (Fla.1985) are applicable.

1) If success was more likely than not at the outset of the

litigation: when CLASS COUNSEL accepted the risk of this case their

2 Tr. 107: 19-22, July 22, 2008.



testimony was that it was more likely that they would not be
successful given the fact that they were not even sure that they would
be appointed CLASS COUNSEL or that there would even be a class left

to represent. Thus, as explained in Standard Guaranty Insurance Co.

v. Quanstrom, 555 So. 2d 828, 835 (Fla. 1990}, if the court determines

that the success was unlikely at the outset, it may apply a multiplier
of 2.0 to 2.5.

2) The time and labor required: there is no doubt and the
record in this case establishes that this case required a substantial
amount of time and labor to litigate. CLASS COUNSEL drafted
multiple complaints, briefed and argued several motions, took many
depositions, propounded and analyzed numerous discovery requests;
worked with experts, engaged in extensive settlement negotiations;
and continue to manage these settlement processes.

3) The novelty and difficulty of the questions involved: the
issues involved in this case were difficult at the time that CLASS
COUNSEL intervened on behalf of the class as a result of the many
issues that needed to be determined. However, this Court is not
entirely convinced that it was as complex as CLASS COUNSEL would
like the Court to believe. The Court is convinced, however, that the

parties that were acting inappropriately did not want to let anyone



know, or more importantly stop, the agreements that were in the
process of becoming permanent, so they were throwing every litigation
tactic at CLASS COUNSEL, thus, making the case difficult for CLASS
COUNSEL but not extremely complex.

4) The skill requisite to perform the legal service properly:
the skill level needed to perform the legal service properly is high and
the amount of issues that were required to be litigated when CLASS
COUNSEL intervened required a high level of skill by CLASS
COUNSEL in order to accomplish the task at hand. As stated above,
the amount of litigation and issues were relatively high; the Court
does not agree that the issues were as complex after the ruling
regarding the constitutionality of the statute and the Third District
ruling on Judge Lopez's order, however.

5) The preclusion of other employment by the attorney due
to acceptance of the case: it was the testimony of the CLASS
COUNSEL that at times they were prevented from taking other
employment. Mr. Williams testified that he was unable to take any
other employment throughout the representation of the class. This
Court, however, finds that this was unnecessary. Although at times,
this case did require complete dedication. It did not require complete

dedication for the entire time, as Mr. Williams testified.

10



15. As explained in Michnal v. Palm Coast Development, Inc., 842 So. 2d

927,934 (Fla. 4th DCA 2003), "[m]ultipliers are intended to level the playing field,
to provide litigants, who may otherwise lack the resources, to obtain competent
counsel, as means of access to the legal system." For this reason and for the
reasons stated above, the Court awards CLASS COUNSEL a multiplier of 2.

16. As to the costs submitted by CLASS COUNSEL, Mr. Petit's verified fee
statement shows costs expended in the amount of $33,111.97. In addition, there
were another $3,966.65 for professional services rendered by Mr. Dorta, for a total
in costs of $37,078.62. There were no objections to any of the costs presented by
CLASS COUNSEL.

17. The Court has carefully reviewed the documents submitted throughout
these proceedings. This case was well litigated and CLASS COUNSELS' fee as
determined by this preliminary order is fair, adequate and reasonable. The record
supports the award of a two (2) multiplier. Accordingly, it is hereby:

ORDERED THAT:

1. CLASS COUNSELS' Motion for Attorneys' Fees and Costs is
PRELIMINARILY GRANTED AS FOLLOWS: Mr. Williams is awarded 1177.8 hours
at $400.00 per hour with a multiplier of 2, which results in fees of $942,240.00;
Mr. Petit is awarded 484.47 hours at $350.00 per hour with a multiplier of 2,

which results in fees of $339,129.00; Mr. Scott is awarded 963.6 hours at $300.00

11
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per hour with a multiplier of 2, which results in fees of $578,160.00. Therefore,
the total award in attorneys' fees to CLASS COUNSEL is $1,859,529.00.

2. CLASS COUNSELS‘ Motion for Costs in the amount of $37,078.62 is
GRANTED. o

DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers in Miami-Dade County, Florida, this

& day of August, 2008,

-Hoyf. Jof& MM Rodriguez
.Court Judge

Copies furnished to:
ALL COUNSEL

12



FEES GIVEN MR. WILLIAMS

REASON FOR
~DATE TASK TIME GIVEN REDUCTION
Prepare and attend hearing on motion for leave
to intervene; file affidavits of Intervenors; Lack of proof regarding
2/3/2005 . . 5.0 X
continued correspondence with co counsel conferences with counsel
regarding file review, status and issues.
Continued correspondence to co counsel Lack of proof regarding
2/4/2005 | regarding status and possible avenues in case, 1.3 . .
L - .o time spent on other issues
following intervention hearing;
Correspondence to co counsel regarding status Lack of proof regarding
2/5/2005 |and possible avenues in case; conference with co 2.0 . .
) . . time spent on other issues
counsel; begin drafting memorandum
2/6/2005 0.0 Lack of proof
Continued research and drafting of memorandum
to Court; continued file review; correspondence to
co counsel regarding same and issues; draft and
2/7/2005 | transmit to co counsel renewed ex parte motion 5.9
to intervene and memorandum to Court regarding
its authority to review settlement; review
correspondence from co counsel
Drafting of memoranda regarding intervention,
unsubordination, and response to Court's inquiry
2/8/2005 regarding authority to review settlement; 2.0 Lack of proof for some of
. the hours
correspondence to/from and tcs with co counsel
re same
2/9/2005 0.0 Lack of proof
2/11/2005 Correspondence to co counsel regarding further 10 Lack of pltOOf as to other
issues items
Review assessment categories and anticipated
collections; review preliminary damage theory of :
2/14/2005 |co counsel; review/respond correspondence from 6.7
co counsel; correspondence with co counsel
regarding assessment categories and interest;
Review Adorno & Yoss' motion for leave to
2/25/2005 withdraw;.revievy Adorno & Yoss' memorandum 25 Lack of proof as to time
respecting review of settlement under class
action rule
3/3/2005 0.0 no proof
3/4/2005 continued drafting of memorandum 2.0 lack of proof
3/5/2005 continued drafting of memorandum 4.0 lack of proof
3/6/2005 continued drafting of memorandum 4.0 lack of proof
finalize and file intervening plaintiff's
memorandum in compliance with Court's ore
3/7/2005 tenus order at February 3 hearing; drafting of 5.0 lack of proof
renewed motion to intervene
drafting of motion for unsubordination,
3/8/2005 correspondence with same; transmit draft 46 lack of proof for other items
memorandum for review
3/9/2005 finalize and file Motion for Unsubordination 3.0 too high; lack of proof

ATTACHMENT 1




FEES GIVEN MR. WILLIAMS

review correspondence from co counsel
regarding possible reasons for presentation to the
3/10/2005 commission of the settlement to have been 3.1
delayed. Correspondence to co counsel
regarding issues;
3/11/2005 0.0 lack of proof
3/22/2005 0.0 lack of proof
3/28/2005 0.0 lack of proof
4/4/2005 Correspondenpel t?'/from. co counsel regarding 05
City's "position paper
4/8/2005 0.0 lack of proof
4/9/2005 Correspondence to/from co counsel 1.0 lack of proof on other
4/12/2005 Correspondence to co counsel re same 2.0 lack of proof on other
begin drafting Supplemental Motion to lack of proof on true time
4/13/2005 Unsubordinate; correspondence to/from co 2.0
counsel spent
Continued drafting supplemental motion to lack of proof on true time
4/14/2005 | unsubordinate, correspondence from co counsel; 4.0
- . . spent
review transcript of February 3 hearing
4/14/2005 finalize and file supplgmental motion to 20 lack of proof on true time
unsubordinate spent
review correspondence from co counsel re need
4/15/2005 for motion for summary judgment regarding 0.2
entitlement to refund
correspondence to/from co counsel re same, lack of proof on other
4/18/2005 . 1.0 -
correspondence with co counsel re same issues
correspondence to/from co counsel re same;
correspondence with co counsel regarding same
and issues presented, correspondence with co
counsel re memoranda of City filed on public lack of proof on other
4/19/2005 | record regarding settlement (memorandum of 4.0 -
L issues
Jorge Fernandez, Esq. to Commission dated
November 4, 2004 and regarding settlement) and
inconsistencies with stance of City now taken in
Position Paper
4/20/2005 0.0 no proof
review original plaintiffs' request for production to
City review Plaintiffs' response to City's Position lack of proof on other
4/21/2005 | Paper regarding validity of settlement; review 4.5 issues
correspondence re same; correspondence
to/from counsel for City and counsel for Plaintiffs
Attend specially set hearing; conference with
4/22/2005 counsel for Plaintiffs (Bloomberg/Cambell); 50 lack of progf as to actual
correspondence to/from co counsel; conference time
with co counsel
4/23/2005 0.0 no proof
Review correspondence from co counsel
regarding prejudgment interest and possible lack of proof as to actual
4/25/2005 . . . b i 2.0 :
equitable exception; review citations re same; tcs time
re same

ATTACHMENT 1




FEES GIVEN MR. WILLIAMS

4/27/2005

Correspondence to/from co counsel re "schedule
of payments"”; tcs with co counsel re same;

1.0

lack of proof as to actual
time

4/28/2005

Correspondence to co counsel regarding status

0.5

too high; lack of proof

5/3/12005

Correspondence to/from co counsel re same;
correspondence from/to counsel for City
regarding service issue. Tc with co counsel re
same. Review draft request to produce to City;

2.0

lack of proof on other
issues time

5/4/2005

Review Notice of Appearance of Gilbride Heller &
Brown as co counsel for Plaintiffs. Review
affidavit of Samuel Issacharoff. Correspondence
to/from co counsel re same.

1.2

lack of proof on other
issues time

5/5/2005

Conference with co counsel regarding status.
Continued legal research regarding validity of
settlement; tcs with co counsle re same;
correspondence to/from co counsel re same and
regarding breach of fiduciary duty by Plaintiffs
and conspiracy on part of City

3.0

lack of proof on other
issues time

5/9/2005

Draft notice of supplemental authority

2.0

lack of proof on other
issues time

5/10/2005

Correspondence to/from counsel for City,
correspondence to/from co counsel; Review
City's Reply Memo to Plaintiff's Memo in
Response to City's Position Paper;
Correspondence to co counsel re same. Draft
correspondence to counsel for Plaintiffs for
review by co counsel

3.0

lack of proof as to actual
time and on other issues

5/11/2005

Correspondence to/from co counsel. Revise
discovery to Plaintiffs, forward same to co
counsel for review. Finalize notice of
supplemental authority and forward same to co
counsel for review

2.5

lack of proof as to actual
time and on other issues

5/12/2005

Further revise discovery to Plaintiffs;
correspondence with co counsel; further revision
to Notice of Supplemental Authority

3.6

lack of proof as to actual
time and on other issues

5/13/2005

Finalize and file request for production to City;
finalize and file request for production to Original
Plaintiffs; finalize and file supplemental
memorandum of authority; review Original
Plaintiffs' memorandum of law; finalize and file
Intervening Plaintiffs' Interrogatories

3.5

lack of proof as to time

5/16/2005

0.0

lack of proof as to time

6/1/2005

Correspondence with co counsel re same

0.3

Lack of proof as to time

6/6/2005

0.0

no proof

6/8/2005

review of City's motion to set aside settlement; tc
with counsel for Plaintiffs; correspondence with
co counsel re same

1.2

Lack of proof as to time

6/12/2005

0.0

no proof

ATTACHMENT 1




FEES GIVEN MR. WILLIAMS

Review Plaintiffs' objections to intervenors'
discovery; review correspondence from counsel
for City; review City's motion for extension of time
to our discovery; review proposed order re lack of broof as to actual
6/18/2005 extension of time; correspondence with co 4.0 . P .
. . time and on other issues
counsel re same; correspondence with counsel re
same and correspondence to/from co counsel
regarding hearing on objections to discovery and
timing thereof
Correspondence with co counsel regarding City's
6/23/2005 request for further extension on discovery 04
responses
6/28/2005 Revnew C'Ity s objections to th.e intervenors 06 lack of progf as to actual
discovery; correspondence with co counsel time
7/1/2005 0.0 no proof
7/2/2005 0.0 no proof
7/5/2005 0.0 no proof
Correspondence and tcs with co counsel
7/7/2005 | regarding scheduling hearings on objections to 0.5
discovery
Review objections to discovery of intervening
plaintiffs; review correspondence from co counsel
regarding relationships among various persons lack of proof as to actual
7/12/2005 ) S . 1.6 .
and discrepancies in the alleged documentation time spent
for for the alleged settlement and the City's
contention that the settlement was for the class
Correspondence to/from co counsel regarding lack of proof as to actual
7/15/2005 | status of discovery, objections, disqualification 0.5 P
) fime spent
motion
Conference with co counsel for Plaintiffs ; review
materials tenered notwithstanding objection, lack of proof as to actual
7/20/2005 including confidentiality agreement; 2.4 b
. time spent
correspondence to co counsel re same. Tcs with
CO counsl re same
Conference with co counsel regarding conference
2/22/2005 with counsel for the plalntlﬁs; review 20 lack of proof as to actual
correspondence and citations from co counsel time spent
regarding implied class actions
7/25/2005 0.0 no proof
Review correspondence from co counsel lack of proof as to actual
7/26/2005 | regarding disqualifying Cole Scott; legal research 2.0 P
- > . time spent
regarding privilege and waiver
2/27/2005 Review corrgspondence frgm co counsel 10 lack of proof as to actual
regarding status of discovery time spent
Review correspondence from co counsel and
materials regarding Commissioner Allen; review lack of proof as to actual
7/28/2005 draft of motion for partial summary judgment 3.0 p
. time spent
prepared by co counsel; correspondence to/from
co counsel regarding Adorno's expert

ATTACHMENT 1




FEES GIVEN MR. WILLIAMS

7/29/2005 Correspondence with co counsel regarding 05
damages
Review correspondence from co counsel
regarding Adorno expert's methodology; tcs with
7/30/2005 co counsel regarding conceptual difficulties 1.0
regarding same; correspondence to co counsel
re same
8/5/2005 0.0 no proof
Review correspondence from co counsel
regarding summary judgment motion facts and
8/6/2005 likley refund/damage agreements of City and 19
possible counters; tcs re same
9/13/2005 0.0 no proof
9/14/2005 0.0 no proof
Conference with counsel for Plaintiffs at offices of
Adorno & Yoss; review pleading clips and other
materials made available by counsel for Plaintiffs;
review prior summary judgment orders of court;
review correspondence regarding damage
calculations of Adorno experts; review Fire
Assessment billing history; review testimony of I?CK of proof as to actual
9/15/2005 Ted Hawkins; review deposition of Carlos 6.0 time spent an? on other
Gimenez; extensive correspondence to/from co Issues too
counsel re Brickell Homeowner's Association,
Tenant and Taxpayers United for Fairness, Judy
Clark, TTUF, Inc., Sheila Anderson, Peter J.
Clancy, Brickell Neighborhood Political Action
Commiittee;
Review correspondence from co counsel lack of proof as to time
9/27/2005 - - X 1.0 spent on review of
regarding sums Spring said were owed o
deposition
9/28/2005 draft motion for summary judgment 5.0 lack of proof as to time
9/29/2005 draft and transmit motion for summary judgment 41
to co counsel
review correspondence from co counsel
10/3/2005 rggarding scheﬂule of hearing and c_:our't 30 lack of proc_>f as to actual
requirements on filings related to specially set time
hearing for October 24-5;
10/4/2005 review draft afﬁdgvits of intervenprs; draft 3.0 lack of progf as to actual
renewed motion to unsubordinate time
review Adorno plaintiffs second amended motion
for class certification; review co counsel's notes lack of proof as to actual
10/5/2005 ) . : 3.0 -
on disbursement schedule; continued drafting of time
renewed motion to unsubordinate
finalize and file affidavits of self, Masztal, and
Martinez; finalize and file intervenors renewed lack of proof as to actual
10/7/2005 . . . 6.0 :
motion to unsubordinate and motion for class time spent
certification, which joins in motion to set aside

ATTACHMENT 1




FEES GIVEN MR. WILLIAMS

Correspondence from co counsel regarding

desire of counsel for City and of counsel for

plaintiffs to delay the scheduled hearing of
October 24-5 by at least a month

10/11/2005 0.2

Attend hearing on motion to postpone certification
10/12/2005 hearing conference with other counsel; 2.5
correspondence to co counsel re same

review City's request to court to delay hearing on

10/17/2005 alleged grounds of alleged proposed mediation

0.3

Review motion to intervene of Robermans;
review plaintiff's opposition to intervenors'
renewed motion to unsubordinatie and for class
certification; begin drafting response; 6.5 lack of proof as to actual
correspondence to/from co counsel re same; ' time spent
review correspondence from counsel for Plaintiffs
to crt seeking delay of hearing set for October 24-
5

10/19/2005

Review City's response to intervenors' motion for
partial summary judgment; continue drafting
10/20/2008 response to Plaintiff's opposition to 7.0
unsubordination and for class certification,
correspondence to/from co counsel re same;

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

Review City's opposition to motion for partial
summary judgment and filings in support; finalize

10/21/2005 and file intervenors reply to opposition to 6.0 lack of proof as to actual

intervenor's motion to unsubordinate and for time spent
class certification
10/22/2005 Preparation for hearing 2.5 too high; lack of proof
10/23/2005 Legal research in preparation for hearing 1.0 too high; lack of proof
10/27/2005 0.0 no proof
10/31/2005 0.0 no proof

Review correspondence from counsel for City
and counsel for Original Plaintiffs regarding
hearing dates; review correspondence, press
items and legal citations provided by co counsel;
11/1/2005 | review correspondence from counsel for Original 5.9
Plaintiffs alluding to insurance coverage for
Adorno firm; review Original Plaintiffs original trial
memo; review objection and response to request
for production

Legal research re cost shifting in class actions;
11/2/2005 | review case citations from co counsel re same; 1.0
prepare memorandum re same

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

Review/respond to correspondence from co

counsel; legal research re issues relating to lack of proof as to actual

11/3/2005 : . 0.7 .
amendment or not of claims; review time spent
correspondence from Gary Fox, Esq.

11/4/2005 Communications with co counsel regarding 03

service of complaint in case no. 05-2117

ATTACHMENT 1



FEES GIVEN MR. WILLIAMS

11/8/2005

review correspondence from co counsel setting
forth bullet points in preparation for hearing;
review correspondence from co counsel
regarding North Lauderdale assessment
methodology, identifying possible future expert
and questioning the integrity of the City's
assessment process following 4th DCA ruling;

6.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

11/9/2005

finalize and file Intervenors' Memorandum re
Cost Allocation; review Intervenors' Motion that
Judge Lopez retain case

2.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

11/10/2005

Review Original Plaintiffs Motion and Amended
Motion for Class certification; attend hearing on
motion for class certification; preparation for
hearing; review correspondence from co counsel
regarding service

5.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

11/11/2005

Review correspondence from co counsel
regarding apportionment and Jorge Fernandez,
Esq.; review legal citations therein; tcs re same;

review letter from City respecting mediation
proposal

0.9

11/12/2005

review correspondence from co counsel
regarding statutory ethics provisions and
ordinances re same

0.7

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

111/14/2005

review/revise/comment regarding concerns of
City as stated in correspondence with respect to
the scheduling of a hearing; review
correspondence from co counsel; review cross
notice of taking deposition

0.4

11/17/2005

prepare for depostions; review case calendar
(proposed); review correspondence from co
counsel; review cross notices; revise
specifications to City subpoena; review no
spoliation motion; review correspondence from
counsel for City regarding scheduling of discovery

5.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

11/18/2005

prepare letters to counsel for City and counsel for
the Original Plaintiffs; correspondence with co
counsel;

4.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent and lack of proof
as to time spent on other
issue

11/20/2005

correspondence with co counsel re same;
preparation for depositions

4.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

11/21/2005

review correspondence from co counsel

0.1

11/22/2005

Review Original Plaintiffs witness list and
correspondence from counsel for City; tcs with co
counsel re same

0.4

11/23/2005

review City's witness list; review City's production;,
review Original Plaintiffs' witness list; review
amended responses to request for production;
conference with co counsel; tcs with co counsel;
faxes to co counsel; prepare class witness list

4.8

lack of proof as to actual
time spent;
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Further review of City's production;

lack of proof as to actual

certification hearing of November 10, 2005;
transmit motion to compel to co counsel

11/24/2005| correspondence to co counsel re same and 1.3 .
R time spent
implications;
draft for review proposed correspondence to lack of broof as to actual
11/26/2005|counsel for City; correspondence with co counsel; 4.0 b
. e . time spent
further analysis of City's production
lack of proof as to actual
Correspondence with co counsel regarding City's time spent; no proof as to
11/27/2005 L . e 3.0 . .
production; preparation for depositions time spent prepping for
depositions
Correspondence with co counsel; review of City's lack of proof as to actual
production; tcs re same; review Issacharoff time spent; no proof as to
11/28/2005 o . . 5.0 . -
affidavit; tcs re same; correspondence re same; time spent prepping for
preparation for depositions depositions
Attend and examine at deposition of Jorge
Fernandez; correspondence with third parties lack of proof as to actual
11/30/2005 Sy o . 7.0 -
regarding fire fee and potential witnesses; time spent
conference with co counsel; tcs with co counsel
review correspondence from co counsel
regarding obligations of Jorge Fernandez under
laws of City to ensure that the settlement was
appropriate and his failure to do so; review lack of proof as to actual
12/1/2005 correspondence from co counsel regarding 6.0 time spent; no proof on
waiver of attorney client privilege resulting from other issues
commissioner's public remarks; review
production; correspondence to co counsel
regarding various issues
lack of proof as to actual
correspondence to/from co counsel; preparation time spent; no proof as to
12/2/2005 o - 3.1 . .
for depositions/trial time spent prepping for
depositions
lack of proof as to actual
12/3/2006 preparation for trial and further deposition 3.0 ““."e spent; no propf as to
time spent prepping for
depositions
lack of proof as to actual
12/4/2005| Continued preparation for deposition and ftrial 4.0 proof t!me spent; no pr.OOf
as to time spent prepping
for depositions
Attend and examine at deposition of former
12/5/2005 |Assistant City Attorney Charles Mays; conference 6.0 lack of mef as to actual
. . . ) time spent
with co counsel; draft motion to compel discovery
draft correspondence regarding motion to
compel; review commentary by co counsel lack of broof as to actual
12/6/2005 regarding same; review transcript of class 5.0 P

time spent
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12/7/2005

conference with co counsel, tcs with co counsel,
attend and examine at deposition of City
Manager; preparation for deposition of Mr.
Vilarello; correspondence to co counsel

8.4

12/8/2005

correspondence regarding discovery schedules;

conference with co counsel; tcs with co counsel;

attend and examine at deposition of Mr. Vilarello,

Esq; review transcripts of depositions of Vilarello,
Mays, and Arriola

8.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

12/9/2005

conference with co counsel; tcs with co counsel;
correspondence with co counsel; review
transcripts of Gonzalez and Fernandez; review
discovery of City directed to Original Plaintiffs;
correspondence to co counsel

8.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

12/10/2005

correspondence to co counsel; preparation for
further deposition/trial

2.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

12/12/2005

conference with co counsel; tcs with co counsel;
attend and examine at depositions of
Commissioners Joe Sanchez and Johnny
Winton; prepare for deposition of Willitts.

7.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

12/13/2005

Conference with co counsel; tcs with co counsel,
correspondence cith co counsel; attend portion of
deposition of Judy Clar; attend and examine at
deposition of Gordon Willitts; prepare for
deposition of Commissiioner Regalado; review
transcript of depositions of Sanchez and Winton;
prepare for deposition of Commissioner
Regalado

8.4

12/14/2005

Conference with co counsel; tcs with co counsel;
correspondence with co counsel; attend hearing;
attend and examine at deposition of
Commissioner Tomas Regalado; preparation for
deposition of Mr. Bloomberg and Ms. Campbell;
review City's request for production to Original
Plaintiffs; review transcript of deposition of
Commissioner Regalado; review materials
related to Our Kids and joint involvement of
Arriola and Adorno; prepare for deposition of Mr.
Bloomberg and Ms. Campbell

8.5

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

12/15/2005

correspondence with co counsel; tcs with co
counsel; conference with co counsel; attend and
examine at depositions of Bloomberg and
Campbell; prepare for deposition of former
Commissioner Allen; review materials related to
Adorno protest re Williams Paving Co

8.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

12/16/2005

0.0

no proof

12/17/2005

tcs with co counsel; review transcripts; prepare
for trial; correspondence to co counsel;

5.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent; no proof as to
time spent on other matters
listed
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12/18/2005

review transcripts; prepare for further depositions;
prepare for trial; correspondence to co counsel,
tcs with co counsel

6.0

lack of proof as to actual

time spent; no proof as to
time spent on prep for
depositions or trial or
reviewing transcripts

12/19/2005

review transcripts; prepare for further depositions;
draft letter to Court; emergency motion to appoint
Commissioner for Ted Hawkins

3.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent; no proof as to
time spent on prep for
depositions or drafting letter
to Court and emergency
motion

12/20/2005

finalize and serve letter to Court; review
transcripts; correspondence to co counsel

2.0

lack of proof as to actual

time spent; no proof as to
time spent reviewing
transcripts or analysis

12/21/2005

Attend and examine at deposition of former
Commissioner Allen; review Original Plaintiffs
motion to exclude Issacharoff's testimony;
correspondence to co counsel

7.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

12/22/2005

review Original Plaintiffs motion for summary
judgment on motion to set aside settlement;
correspondence to co counsel

5.1

lack of proof as to actual
time spent; no proof as to
time spent doing research

12/23/2005

review motion to dismiss filed by City in case no.
05-2117

2.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent; no proof as to
time spent doing research

12/24/2005

review case regarding honest services and aiding
and abetting; review correspondence from co
counsel regarding the Florida Communications
Fraud Act

3.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

12/25/2005

correspondence with co counsel regarding City's
57.105 motion; review filings re same

2.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

12/26/2005

review transcript of deposition of former
commissioner Allen; review correspondence from
co counsel advising that Maria Chiaro, assistant
City attorney, was well versed in class actions,
despite Fernandez' contention to the contrary;
correspondence to/from co counsel regarding
57.105 motion by City; begin drafting trial memo

8.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

12/27/2005

Review Privilege Log of City; review materials
related to Tamarac case; correspondence with co
counsel; continued preparation of trial memo

2.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

12/28/2005

Review City's Motion for Final Judgment as to
settlement;review correspondence from co
counsel regarding strategy, methodology,
methodology of assessment, etc.;
correspondence to ¢o counsel; preparation of trial
memo

5.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent
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draft motion regarding City/Original Plaintiffs
conduct at depositions; review summary

lack of proof as to actual

trial brief

12/28/2005 judgment motions; correspondence to co counsel 5.0 time spent; no proof for
. - . other items
re same; forward draft of trial brief to co counsel,
12/30/2005 0.0 no proof
12/31/2005 0.0 no proof
1/1/2006 0.0 no proof
coptlnued rev1§w re:gardlng lnapproprlat‘e lack of proof as to actual
behavior at depositions; correspondence with co . ]
. ] time spent; no proof for
counsel re same; correspondence to co counsel; . -
1/2/2006 . " . 6.5 time prepping for
review deposition transcripts of Bloomberg and i . .
. L . depositions, trial, and trial
Campbell, continued prep for trial; continued prep
. memo
for trial memo;
attend hearing; prepare for deposition of Mr.
Bettner; review deposition transcript of Willitts; lack of proof as to actual
correspondence to co counsel; review City's time spent; no proof for
1/3/2006 | response to Original Plaintiffs motion to exclude 8.0 time reviewing depositions
expert; review depositions of Bloomberg, Winton, and preparation of trial
Clark, Campbell, Sanchez, Regalado, and memo
continued preparation of trial memo
attend and examine at deposition of Warren lack of proof as to actual
Bittner; correspondence to co counsel; review time spent; no proof as to
1/4/2006 . g 7.0 . .
response to motion to exclude Issacharoff; time spent drafting and
continue drafting trial memo doing research
. . lack of proof as to actual
correspondence with co counsel regarding time spent: no proof as to
1/5/2006 | subpoena to Tenants and Taxpayers; continued 5.0 ne spent, no pr
. . ; . . time spent drafting and
preparation for trial; continued drafting trial memo X
doing research
lack of proof as to actual
1/7/2006 review order excluding Issacharoff; 1.0 “”.‘e spent; no pr_oof as to
time spent drafting and
doing research
1/8/2006 0.0 no proof
1/9/2006 0.0 no proof
review City's response to request for production;
attend and examine at Linda Haskins' deposition;
R . lack of proof as to actual
correspondence to co counsel; review transcript . .
o . time spent; no proof as to
of deposition of former commissioner Jeffrey . -
1/10/2006 o R 9.0 time spent reviewing
Allen; review letter of January 5; review . . .
- . transcripts and drafting trial
correspondence from co counsel regarding City's
; : . memo
expert; crde to co counsel; continued drafting trial
brief
lack of proof as to actual
1/41/2006 correspondence to co counsel; continued drafting 50 time spent; no proof as to

time spent drafting trial
memo

ATTACHMENT 1




FEES GIVEN MR. WILLIAMS

1/12/2006

attend and examine depositions of Peter Clancy
and Henry Adorno, Esq.; correspondence with co
counsel regarding partial draft of trial brief;
continued drafting of trial brief

6.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent; no proof as to
time spent drafting trial
memo

1/13/2006

Review response to motion for summary
judgment re settlement; review trial brief of City;
review amended objections and response to
intervening plaintiff's request for production;
review same as to interrogatories; attend and
examine at deposition of Deputy Chief Kemp;
attend and assist in examination of Manny Diaz,
Esq.; review transcript of deposition of Henry
Adorno, Esq.; review rough draft of transcript of
Deputy Chief Kemp; crde with co counsel
regarding draft of trial brief; continued drafting of
trial brief

10.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent; no proof as to
time spent reviewing
transcripts and drafting trial
memo

1/14/2006

review memorandum in support of motion for
summary judgment; review memorandum
regarding validity of settlement; correspondence
with co counsel! regarding draft trial brief;
continued drafting trial breif

6.1

lack of proof as to actual
time spent; no proof as to
time spent reviewing
memoranda and drafting
trial memo

1/15/2006

review deposition transcript of Peter Clancy,
Deputy Chief Kemp, and Mayor Diaz; prepare for
trial; correspondence with co counsel; continued
drafting trial brief; tcs with co counsel

5.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent; no proof as to
time spent reviewing
transcripts and drafting trial
memo

1/16/2006

prepare for trial; review materials regarding Mays,
Original Plaintiffs prior motion to amend
complaint; correspondence with co counsel;
continued drafting of trial brief, tcs with co
counsel re same

9.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent; no proof as to
time spent reviewing
motion, prepping for trial,
reviewing Mays materials
and drafting trial memo

1/17/2006

review supplemental settlement trial memo;
correspondence with co counsel; finalize and file

motion to admit deposition transcripts; prepare

for and attend opening of trial; arguments re

summary judgment; opening statement;
examination of Peter Clancy; prepare for next
day's trial session; conference and tcs with co
counsel finalize and file trial brief

12.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent;

1/18/2006

prepare for and attend trial; assist in examination
of Mr. Bloomberg; draft subpoena specifications;
correspondence, conference and tcs with co
counsel; correspondence with co counsel,
preparation for ensuing trial

9.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent;
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1/19/2006

prepare for and attend trial; examine Eva
Nagymihaly; examine Gordon Willitts; examine
Judy Clark; Examine Monique Taylor; assist in
examination of Charles Mays; correspondence
with co counsel; conference and tcs with co
counsel

8.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

1/20/2006

continued preparation for trial; correspondence
with co counsel

3.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent

1/21/2006

begin drafting Second Amended Complaint;
continued preparation for trial; conference and tcs
with co counsel; correspondence to co counsel

7.0

lack of proof as to actual
time spent; no proof as to
time spent drafting second
amended complaint, legal
research or prepping for
frial

1/22/2006

draft amended complaint; review of trial testimony
and related activities; correspondence to co
counsel

2.0

no proof as to time spent
reviewing trial testimony, or
related activities or drafting
complaint

1/23/2006

prepare for and attend trial; assist in examination
of Henry Adorno, Esq. and Robin Campbell, Esq.;
conference and tcs with co counsel;
correspondence to co counsel; continued drafting
of amended complaint

6.0

no proof as to time spent
drafting complaint, in
conferences

1/24/2006

prepare for and attend trial; correspondence to co
counsel; examine Depute Chief Kemp; assist in
examination of City Manager Joe Arriola;
examine City Attorney Jorge Fernandez, Esq.;
assist in examination of former Commissioner
Allen; supplemental authority in support of motion
to set aside; preparation of post trial brief;
conference and tcs with co counsel

8.0

no proof as to time spent
preparing supplemental
authority, post trial brief and
conferences

1/25/20086

prepare for and attend trial; assist in the
examination of Alejandro Vilarello; conference
and tcs with co counsel; correspondence to co
counsel

6.2

no proof as to time spentin
conferences or doing legal
research

1/26/2006

preparation of post trial brief; tcs with co counsel;
correspondence to co counsel

5.0

no proo as to time spentin
preparation of brief or in
conference

1/27/2006

continued preparation of post trial brief; review of
transcripts; correspondence to co counsel; review
of filings of other parties re same

4.0

no proof as to preparation
of brief and review of
transcripts and filings

1/28/2006

review affidavit of Samuel Issacharoff in support
of City's motion for reconsideration;
correspondence to co counsel; continued
preparation of post trial brief

7.0

no proof as to time spent
reviewing affidavit and
preparing post trial brief
and legal research

1/29/2006

0.0

no proof

1/30/2006

review rough draft of transcript of trial testimony
of Kemp, Arriola and summary judgment;
correspondence to co counsel; continued
preparation of post trial brief

7.0

no proof as to actual time

spent reviewing transcripts
and summary judgments
and preparing trial brief
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1/31/2006

continued preparation of post trial brief; review of
transcripts, citations, and other; tcs with co
counsel; correspondence to co counsel

5.0

no proof as to amount of
time spent preparing post
trial brief, checking
citations, don't know what
other means

2/1/2006

review Robin Campbell transcript; continued
research and drafting re post trial brief; tcs with
co counsel; correspondence to same

6.0

no proof as to actual time
spent reviewing transcript,
doing research, and
drafting brief

2/2/2006

continued preparation and drafting of post trial
brief; correspondence to co counsel

5.0

no proof as to actual time
spent drafting brief

2/3/2006

review transcript of Peter Clancy and Mitchell
Bloomberg; continued drafting of post trial brief,
correspondence to co counsel

5.0

no proof as to actual time
spent drafting brief or
reviewing transcripts

2/4/2006

continued drafting and preparation of post trial
brief, correspondence to co counsel

4.0

no proof as to actual time
spent drafting brief

2/5/2006

continued drafting and preparation of post trial
brief, correspondence to co counsel

4.0

no proof as to actual time
spent drafting brief and
doing research

2/6/2006

review transcript of Willitts, Clark, Taylor,
Nagymihaly, Fernandez, Vilarello; continued
drafting post trial brief, correspondence to co
counsel

6.0

no proof as to actual time
spent drafting brief, doing
research and reviewing
transcripts

2712006

Review transcript of Alien; review materials
related to possible witness; correspondence with
co counsel; tcs with co counsel; continued
drafting of post trial brief; legal research re same,
correspondence to co counsel

6.0

no proof as to actual time
spent drafting brief,
reviewing transcript,

materials, doing research

2/8/2006

continued drafting of post trial brief; legal
research re same; correspondence to co counsel

6.0

no proof as to actual time
spent drafting brief and
doing research

2/9/2006

continued drafting of post trial brief; legal
research re same; correspondence to co counsel

5.0

no proof as to actual time
spent drafting brief and
doing research

2/10/2006

continued drafting of post trial brief;review
transcript of testimony of Adorno and Mays;
review commentaries from co counsel re draft;
correspondence to co counsel

5.0

no proof as to actual time
spent drafting brief,
reviewing transcript, and
commentaries from co
counsel

2/11/2006

correspondence with co-counsel

too high; lack of proof

2/12/2006

correspondence with co-counsel

too high; lack of proof

2/13/2006

correspondence with co-counsel

too high; lack of proof

2/14/2006

correspondence with co-counsel

PRI\ L\ PEE N PEE Y
olojolo

too high; lack of proof

2/15/2006

Finalize and file new plaintiffs proposed order;
draft certification order; correspondence to co
counsel

5.0

no proof as to actual time
spent preparing proposed
order and certification order

2/16/2006

review Original Plaintiffs post trial brief, review
Original Plaintiffs proposed post trial order; draft
certification order; correspondence to co counsel;

tcs with co counsel

5.0

no proof as to actual time
spent preparing proposed
order and certification order
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review City's post trial brief and motion for set no broof as to actual time
2/17/2006 | aside of prior settlement; correspondence to co 2.7 P spent
counsel; tcs with co counsel P
attend closing argument; review Tamarac
2/18/2006 materials; correspondence to/from co counsel; 40
correspondence to co counsel; conference and
tcs with same
2/20/2006 0.0 no proof
review correspondence from Scoot Cole no broof as to actual time
2/21/2006 | regarding certification order; correspondence to 1.0 P spent
co counsel; tcs with co counse! re same P
2/23/2006 tcs and cgrrespondgnce to/from co-counsel 15 no proof as to actual time
regarding transcrips and other matters spent
correspondence with counsel for the City
2/24/2006 | regarding the certification order; correspondence 0.7
to co counsel
review request from counsel for City to delay
2/28/2006 submission of proposed cen'lﬁcatlon ord'er; 10 no proof as to actual time
correspondence to opposing counsel; spent
correspondence to co counsel
tcs with co counsel and correspondence with
counsel for City and counsel for Original Plaintiffs no proof as to actual time
3/1/2006 ) A SO < 1.5
regarding certification order submission; submit spent
proposed order
3/9/2006 attend commission meeting 2.0
tcs with co counsel and correspondence with co no proof as to actual time
3/15/2006 . - 0.7
counsel regarding arrest of Frank Pichel spent
3/16/2006 0.0 no proof
attend hearing at which Court's order regarding
3/17/2006 sgttlemgnt announced; review Court's order 4.0
setting aside the settlement; tcs and conference
with co counsel re same
continue drafting revised second amended no broof as to actual time
3/18/2006 complaint; tcs with co counsel re same; 4.0 P . .
. spent drafting complaint
correspondence with co counsel re same
continued drafting revised second amended .
- . ) no proof as to actual time
3/19/2006 complaint; tcs with co counsel re same; 5.0 . .
spent drafting complaint
correspondence re same
numerous tcs with co counsel regarding second L
_ ; . no proof as to actual time in
amended complaint; settlement scenarious, City .
3/20/2006 : . 3.0 conferences with co
press release, mediator selection, and abuse of
. counsel
promise; correspondence to/from counsel
3/21/2006 0.0 no proof
3/22/2006 0.0 no proof
review Original Plaintiffs motion to amend 3/17
order; review motion to modify order to provide no proof as to actual time
3/23/2006 time for digorgement; review motion for stay 1.5 spent on review of these
pending appeal; correspondence to/from co items
counsel
3/27/2006 0.0 no proof
3/29/2008 0.0 no proof
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3/30/2006 0.0 no proof
Review City's Motion for Entry of Judgment and
Response in Opposition to the Original Plaintiffs
Motion for Stay Pending Appeal and Motion to
4/3/2006 | Modify Final Order to Provide Adequate Time for 3.1
Disgorgement; City's proposed judgment, City's
motion to tax costs; and proposed order; tcs re
same; crde to counsel for City re same
Review amendment to Original Plaintiffs motion
to modify final order and response; attend no proof as to actual time
4/4/2006 | hearing; review correspondence from co counsel 5.0 spent on review of these
regarding joint and several liability and other items
subjects
review correspondence from co counsel
regarding legality (including constitutionality) of
apportionment; review correspondence from
4/5/2006 | counsel for City regarding briefing schedule; tc 2.3
with co counsel re same; review correspondence
from counsel for Original Plaintiffs regarding
modification of order
review correspondence from co counsel
4/7/2006 |regarding City's new expert; discussions re same 1.3
and strategy; correspondence to co counsel
4/8/2006 0.0 no proof
4/9/2006 0.0 no proof
4/11/2006 0.0 no proof
Review correspondence regarding mediation; tcs no proof as to actual time
with co counsel re same; review comments of co spent of review regarding
4/12/2006 counsel regarding proposed 2d amended 25 proposed second amended
complaint; review notice of appeal filed Original complaint and notice of
Plaintiffs; appeal and iegal research
4/13/2006 tc with counsel for City; correspondence with co 07
counsel re same
4/14/2006 0.0 no proof
4/16/2006 0.0 no proof
continue drafting and submit new plaintiffs motion
41172006 for gntry of judgment to co counsei for revigw; 24
review comments from same re same; review
Prosper Notice of Appeal
RevneV\{ Mot}on tp Abate Prppeedlngs filed by no proof as to actual time
41182006 |  Naymihaly; review Opposition of Adorno to 20 spent reviewing motions
imposition of joint and several liability; review
, and memo
Merker's memorandum
review memoranda in opposition to final judgment
and regarding entry of judgment (by Merker),
4/19/2006 motion for judgment, and motion to abate 3.5 too high; lack of proof
proceedings; review notice of appeal; review vita
of consulting expert
4/20/2006 0.0 no proof
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Attend hearing; correspondence with co counsel
4/21/2006 as to whom Gilbride Heller & Brown represents 2.0
Review final judgment, order granting motion to
withdraw, and order respecting maintenance of no proof as to actual time
4/22/2006 | docket; draft, submit subpoena duces tecum 3.0 reviewing judgment and
specifications for Adorno & Yoss on co counsel; drafting complaint
continued drafting of amended complaint
continued revision of amended complaint; tcs
4/23/2006 with co counsel re same; correspondence to co 33 no proof as to actual time
counsel re same; draft letter to Adorno & Yoss, ) drafting amended complaint
submit same to co counsel
correspondence with co counsel regarding
proposed 2d amended complaint; review no proof as to actual times
4/24/2006 . ; 4.0 .
recommendations of co counsel regarding doing these tasks
appropriate defendants and witness interviews
review commentaries of co counsel regarding the no proof as to actual
4/25/2006 proposed 2d amended complaint; 1.2 communication concerning
correspondence to co counsel complaint
further revisions of proposed second amended too much time already
4/26/2006 | complaint and discussions/correspondence re 2.0 without proper time sheets
same on complaint
finalize and file second amended complaint in too much time already
4/27/2006 | case no. 98-11208 and motion for leave to file 1.0 without proper time sheets
same; tcs and correspondence re same on complaint
4/28/2006 0.0 no proof
Review transcript of hearing of April 21, 2006; tcs
5/1/2006 and correspondence with co coups_el regardmg 12
bond disclosures and comments in internal City
documents
Correspondence with co counsel; review City -
. . . no proof as to actual time
commentaries on case; tcs with co counsel and spent reviewin
5/2/2006 research regarding flaws in likely damage 1.5 P ewing
LY . . commentaries and
approach by City, including accounting .
Lo performing research
deficiencies
5/3/2006 0.0 no proof
. . . o no proof as to actual time
5/4/2006 Review Spring and Gimenez deposition 15 spent in review of these
transcripts re damages; tcs re mediator .
transcripts
Review correspondence from counsel for City
5/8/2006 regardmg meetfng, gnd for co.cjounsel regarding 29
various matters; review depositions of Kemp and
Hawkins, Prosper motion to withdraw
5/9/2006 0.0 no proof
Review opposition to motion for leave to amend
complaint; legal research re same; tcs with co
) . no proof for legal research
counsel re same; correspondence to/from for City . . o
5/10/2006 ) LT o 4.0 time or review of citation
regarding settlement meeting; review citations of time
City; review citation from co counsel; legal
research
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Continued legal research regarding City's no broof for legal research
5/11/2006 oppostion; review citations submitted by co 5.0 proot ga’ re
. or review of citations
counsel; legal research re samel
continued legal research regarding City's
5/12/2006 | opposition; attend hearing; correspondence to co 3.0 no proof for legal research
counsel re our position
5/13/2006 0.0 too high; lack of proof
5/14/2006 0.0 too high; lack of proof
5/15/2006 | Continued legal research regarding City's 1.0 '?%al)ﬁi??éfgi?r:s'geﬁﬂd
opposition; review cross appeal and costs motion time
continued legal research regarding City's
opposition; correspondence to/from counsel for
City regarding meeting; correspondence to/from legal research too high and
| 5/16/2006 co counsel for City regarding meeting; 2.5 no proof for any research
correspondence to from co counsel regarding time
various matters, including Commissioner
Winton's arrest
correspondence to/from counsel for City
regarding settlement meeting; review
correspondence from co counsel regarding no proof for time spent
5/17/2006 | Milberg Weiss case; review Merker respone to 3.0 reviewing responses and
motion to dismiss appeal; review Merker other filings
memorandum and other filings; review Class
Notice of Appeal
5/18/2006 0.0 no proof
Conference with counsel for City regarding no proof for time spent in
5/19/2006 | possible settlement; tcs with co counsel re same; 1.0
- : conferences
tcs with counsel for City re same
Correspondence to/from co counsel;
5/22/2006 correspondence to/from counsel for City 0.7
regarding terms of possible settlement
5/26/2006 | Review correspondence from counsel for City 0.1
5/31/2006 Correspondencg frc?m coqnsel for City regarding 04
settlement meeting; tcs with co counsel re same
6/1/2006 C?orrespondence 'to{from co counsel re meeting 05
with counsel for City; tcs with co counsel re same
Correspondence with co counsel and counsel for
6/2/2006 City regarding meeting/ tcs with co counsel re 0.7
same
Conference with co counsel and consulting
6/7/2006 expert; review correspondence from co counsel 30 no proof as to time spent
regarding law relating to refund and to statute of ’ on legal research
limitations; legal research re same
no proof as to actual time
6/8/2006 Preparation for conference with City regarding 20 spentin preparatior} and
settlement what was done in
preparation
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Preparation for and conference with co counsel .
and counsel for City regarding settlement; 5 no proof as fo actgal t;me
6/9/2006 correspondence from co counsel re facts and law 0 sii:;?epnr::?;:: OCnit or
relating to refund calculation y
Correspondence with counsel for the Cty
regarding seeking a judicial determination on no oroof as to actual time
6/10/2006 statute of limitations; legal research and 1.2 proot
: spent in legal research
correspondence to/from co counsel regarding
possible settlement
6/11/2006 Correspondence with co counsel regarding 05
refund
6/20/2006 Review materials relgted to bond disclosures; 06
correspondence with co counsel re same
Correspondence from counsel for the City re
6/22/2006 | meeting of Commission; correspondence with co 0.8
counsel re same
6/23/2006 Correspondence from co counsel 0.1
Correspondence to/from counsel for City
7/5/2006 regarding presentation of settlement to 04
Commission
Review Court's order granting/denying (ripeness)
7/11/2006 | moion for leave to amend complaint; tcs with co 0.7
counsel re same
Review memorandum from co counsel regardin no proof as to actual time
7/12/2006 \ garding 07 spent review memo time
damages analysis . -
shown is too high
7/18/2006 Correqundence to{frqm counsel fo‘r City 02
regarding Commission presentation
7/20/2006 Review memorandum rf:;:; co counsel on illusory 07
7/28/2006 Conference with co counsel 1.4
Correspondence from co counsel regarding City's no proof as to. actual time
: o spent on review of draft
failure to respond to settlement proposal; review :
8/1/2006 . . . 3.0 discovery request or
draft discovery requests provided by co counsel; )
A - preparation of amended
preparation of amended complaint; tcs re same .
complaint
Continued review of materials from co counsel; r}[?mp:;ofe?]? :::] ar;r:/?:vr;téf
8/2/2006 continued drafting of amended complaint; 1.6 PS .
materials or drafting
correspondence to/from co counsel .
amended complaint
Continued review of discovery materials from co no proof as to amgunt of
) . . time spent on review of
counsel; continued redrafting of amended : .
8/3/2006 S . ) 0.8 discovery materials and
complaint; tcs with co counsel; correspondence . -
. amount of time drafting
with co counsel re same .
amended complaint
no proof as to amount of
Continued review of discovery materials from co time spent on review of
8/4/2006 |counsel; continued redraft of amended complaint; 1.5 discovery materials and
transmit same to co counsel amount of time drafting
amended complaint
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Finalize and file 2d Amended Complaint; review

no proof as to amount of
time spent on finalization
and filing of 2d Amended

8/8/2006 , 1.0 . .
co counsel's proposed press release Complaint and no time
given for review of press
release
Correspondence from counsel for City regarding
rejection of settlement offer that had been
8/9/2006 withdrawn and inviting continued discussion; 0.7
correspondence to/from co counsel re same
Review proposed press release prepared by co no time given for review of
8/10/2006 . 0.7
counsel; correspondence to/from co counsel press release
Correspondence with co counsel;
8/17/2006 correspondence with co counsel for City 0.4
regarding review of City's damage theory
Review City's Motion to Dismiss and Answer to
8/21/2006 Plaintiff's' Second Amended Complaint 0.8
. . . no proof of actual time
Review materials from co counsel regarding form spent in review of these
8/22/2006 and substance in determining validity of 0.7 pent :
materials or what kind of
assessment ; :
materials were reviewed
8/25/2006 Review motion to dismiss Coun_t‘s 3-9 of Second 09
Amended Complaint
no proof as to what kind of
materials were being
Review numerous materials related to proposed reviewed and what the
8/29/2006 | . . . 2.0 .
discovery received from co counsel; revise same actual time was that was
spent reviewing the
material
8/30/2006 0.0 no proof
Correspondence to/from co counsel regarding no broof as to actual time
9/2/2006 | numerous matters; redraft discovery; draft expert 4.0 P . .
; . spent drafting these items
interrogatories
Mr. Scotts statement only
9/11/2006 | Conference with co counsel regarding discovery 0.2 charges -2 for conference
on this date no charge on
this date for Mr. Petit
Review/Revise revisions to expert and other nosprng ?;v’itzvsicr:]tuz;lnt(ljme
9/13/2006 |discovery correspondence with with co counsel re 2.0 P g
revising expert and other
same .
discovery requests
9/15/2006 0.0 no proof
Continued research regarding Susan Gumm and no proof as to amount of
9/19/2006 |inconsistencies; correspondence to co counsel re 1.0 time spent doing research
same on Ms. Gumm
9/20/2006 Finalize and file request for production, 10

interrogatories, and expert discovery to City
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no proof as to amount of
Review '06-'07 Fire Assessment Resolution; draft time spent doing review of
9/21/2006 | letter to Feinberg/Olle; correspondence to co 0.7 fire assessment resolution
counsel re same and drafting letter to
Feinberg/Olle
9/22/2006 0.0 no proof
9/28/2006 Review responses to Feinberg/Olle letter 0.1
10/2/2006 Correspondence to/from co counsel regarding 05
strategy
10/3/2006 Review proposed Third Amended Complaint; 07
correspondence to/from co counsel
10/4//2006 Correspondence to/from co counsel 0.6
Conference with counsel for City, City Deputy
General Counsel Julie Bru, City Expert Susan time Mr. Petit charged was
10/16/2006f Gumm, Deputy Chief Kemp, and co counsel 2.3 2.25; Mr. Scott charged no
regarding settiement; preparation; conference time
and tcs with co counsel re same;
Correspondence to/from co counsel and to/from
10/25/2006| counsel for City regarding City's response to 0.3 time Mr. Petit charged
discovery
Correspondence to co counsel regarding
11/1/2006 discovery from City 0.5
Review response and objections of City to
11/3/2006 discovery propounded by Class
117772006 | Draftresponse fo City's motion to dismiss 3.0 sn:e?]:odorfa?tisn;zt:srlu:: ’Z
amended complaint . e
motioin fo dismiss
Revise draft of response to City's motion to no proof as to actual time
11/8/2006 dismiss; forward to co counsel; continued 6.0 spent doing legal research
revision; legal research re same and drafting response
11/9/2006 Continue resfearch/r.evis_ior'ls. to response to City's 20 nz;);?gii;z:::gs Iat;]n;e‘
motion {o dismiss; finalize same o
revisions
co counsel only charged
Examine document production by City; 1.7 for conference time and
11/10/2008] conference with co counsel; revise final response 1.7 review of City's production
to motion to dismiss and revising final response
to motion to dismiss
Correspondence to/from co counsel regarding co1c; ?ns'? | only ch?rged
11/12/2006|  the Original Plaintiffs statute of limitations 1.3 -5 lortime spenton
arguments, status, and strategy correspondence concerning
! ! statute of limitations
11/13/2006 Finaliz.e apd file Class' response to mf)tion to 10
dismis second amended complaint
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Commence research/drafting of initial brief on

no proof regarding actual
time spent on legal

11/14/2006 ) . 6.0 research or actual time
appeal; correspondence with co counsel re same . -
spent on drafting of initial
brief or when it was started
Review Original Plaintiffs response to the City's
motion to dismiss complaint; prepare for and no proof regarding actual
attend hearing on motion to compel; review breifs time spent on legal
11/15/2006 on appeal of Merker, Original Plaintiffs and 6.0 research or actual time
Adorno firm; review amended objections of City spent on drafting of initial
to New Plaintiffs discovery; research and drafting brief or when it was started
of initial brief on appeal
no proof regarding actual
Legal research regarding cases cited by Original time spent on legal
11/16/2006 Plaintiffs legal research regarding trustee 6.0 research or actual time
obligations/drafting initial brief on appeal spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal
no proof regarding actual
Legal research regarding cases cited by Adorno time spent on legal
11/17/2006|firm; legal research regarding legal ethics/drafting 5.0 research or actual time
initial brief on appeal spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal
Further legal research regarding citations of no proof regarding actual
appellants; legal research regarding fiduciary time spent on legal
11/18/2006 Lo - U . 4.0 research or actual time
obligations in Florida/drafting initial brief on . o
appeal spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal
Legal research regarding obligations of trustees; no proof regarding actual
. o L . time spent on legal
legal research regarding criminal violations in :
11/19/2006 . . . ) 3.0 research or actual time
Florida/drafting initial brief on appeal; send draft . I
spent on drafting of initial
three to co counsel .
brief for appeal
no proof regarding actual
Legal research in preparation for hearing; drafting time spent on legal
11/20/2008| initial brief on appeal; preparation for and attend 7.0 research or actual time
hearing on motion to dismiss spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal
no proof regarding actual
Further legal research regarding fiduciary time spent on legal
11/21/2006| obligations (nationwide)/drafting initial brief on 7.0 research or actual time
appeal spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal
no proof regarding actual
. I time spent on legal
11/25/2006 Legal research reg'ardl.ng‘obllgatlons of corporate 70 research or actual time
officers/drafting initial brief on appeal . L
spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal
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11/26/2006

Legal research regarding Florida
Constitution/drafting initial brief on appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on legal
research or actual time
spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal

11/27/2006

Legal research regarding standing/drafting initial
brief on appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on legal
research or actual time
spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal

11/28/2006

Further legal research regarding standing and
Florida Constitution/drafting initial brief on appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on legal
research or actual time
spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal

11/29/2006

Legal research regarding issues in Merker
brief/drafting initial brief on appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on legal
research or actual time
spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal

11/30/2006

Confirmatory legal research regarding Rule
1.220/drafting initial brief on appeal

5.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on legal
research or actual time
spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal

12/1/2006

Confirmatory legal research regarding Rule
23/drafting initial brief on appeal

5.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on legal
research or actual time
spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal

12/2/2006

Legal research regarding conspiracy/drafting
initial brief on appeal; correspondence to co
counsel

5.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on legal
research or actual time
spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal

12/3/2006

Legal research regarding joint and several
liability/drafting initial brief on appeal;
correspondence to co counsel

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on legal
research or actual time
spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal

12/4/2006

Mop up legal research/drafting initial brief on
appeal; correspondence to co counsel

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on legal
research or actual time
spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal

12/5/2006

Legal research regarding fiduciary obligations
(again) by General Digest/drafting initial brief of
appeal; correspondence to co counsel; transmit

draft to co counsel

6.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on legal
research or actual time
spent on drafting of initial
brief for appeal
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5.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on drafting of
initial brief for appeal

6.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on drafting of
initial brief for appeal

6.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on drafting of
initial brief for appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on drafting of
initial brief for appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on drafting of
initial brief for appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on drafting of
initial brief for appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on drafting of
initial brief for appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on drafting of
initial brief for appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on drafting of
initial brief for appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on drafting of
initial brief for appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on drafting of
initial brief for appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on drafting of
initial brief for appeal

7.0

no proof regarding actual
time spent on Appendix

2.4

0.2

0.4

1.0

no proof as to actual time

spent on review of reply to
affirmative defenses and
drafting amended reply

Correspondence to/from co counsel regarding
12/6/2006 | brief on appeal; continued drafting brief; transmit
draft to co counsel
Review order denying motion to dismiss;
12/7/2006 | correspondence to/from co counsel regarding
brief on appeal; continued drafting brief
Correspondence to/from co counsel regarding
12/8/2006 brief on appeal; continued drafting brief
12/9/2006 Correspor)dence to/from co _counsel .regardlng
brief on appeal; continued brief
12/10/2006 Correspopdence to/from co _counsel _regardlng
brief on appeal; continued brief
12/11/2006 Correspopdence to/from co F:ounsel .regardlng
brief on appeal; continued brief
12/12/2006 Correspopdence to/from co f:ounsel 'regardmg
brief on appeal; continued brief
12/13/2006 Correspopdence to/froTn co gounsel ’regardmg
brief on appeal; continued brief
12/14/2006 Correspor)dence to/from co F:ounsel ‘regardmg
brief on appeal; continued brief
12/15/2006 Correspopdence to/from co f:ounsel ‘regardmg
brief on appeal; continued brief
12/16/2006 Correspor_\dence to/from co f;ounsel 'regardlng
brief on appeal; continued brief
12/17/2006 Correspopdence to/from co F:ounsel .regardlng
brief on appeal; continued brief
12/18/2006 Flngllge a.\nd file Im'tlal Brief on Ap'pe.al of the Ngw
Plaintiffs; preparation of New Plaintiffs Appendix
12/27/2006 Review City's Answer Brief
Correspondence to counsel for City re overdue
12/28/2006| answer; correspondence from counsel for City re
same
1/5/2007 | Review City's Answer and Affirmative Defenses
Review New Plaintiffs' Reply to Affirmative
Defenses, filed January 5; correspondence re
1/12/2007 same wnth co cqunsel re same with co F:ounsel;
begin drafting amended reply; review
correspondence from co counsel regarding
discovery in aid of execution by City
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1/13/2007 review agreed order regafdlng third amended 0.1
complaint
1117/2007 | €VIEW order denying Ccl)arlr?;al Plaintiffs motion to 0.2
Finalize and file Amended Reply to Affirmative no proof as to actual time
Defenses; correspondence with co counsel spent on finalizing and filing
1/19/2007 regarding New Plaintiffs' motion to supplement 15 amended reply to
appellate record with New Plaintiffs Appendix; ' affirmative defenses and
review Adorno Firm's omitted summary of review of Adorno firms
argument on appeal omitted summary
Review draft motion to supplement record; revise no proof as to actual time
1/20/2007 same ' 06 taken reviewing and
revising
1/23/2007 0.0 no proof
no proof as to type of
) . . documents being reviewed
1/25/2007 Review documents relac;ui?g to refund provided by 20 or number of documents
Y being reviewed or actual
times being reviewed
no proof as to type of
. . . documents being reviewed
1/26/2007 Review documents reI%tli:\g to refund provided by 30 or number of documents
y being reviewed or actual
times being reviewed
no proof as to type of
. . . documents being reviewed
1/27/2007 Review documents reliui?g to refund provided by 35 or number of documents
y being reviewed or actual
times being reviewed
no proof as to type of
. . . documents being reviewed
1/28/2007 Review documents relzui?g to refund provided by 40 or number of documents
y being reviewed or actual
times being reviewed
no proof as to type of
. . . documents being reviewed
1/30/2007 Review documents rel%t:?g to refund provided by 1.0 or number of documents
y being reviewed or actual
times being reviewed
2/1/2007 Review 3d DCA Order granting motion to 01
supplement the record
2/12/2007 Review correspondgnce f!'om counsel from City 0.2
re interview with experts
Review City's Answer and Affirmative Defenses
2/14/2007 to Third Amended Complaint 0.4
2/23/2007 Review reply to City's afﬁrmatlve' defenses to third 0.4
amended complaint
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Conference with co counsel, counsel for City, and e
3/1/2007 Deputy Chief Kemp; preparation 22 Mr. Petit's time is 2.2
Review Reply Brief on Appeal of Original ~no proof as to actual time
3/7/2007 Plaintiffs; correspondence with co counsel o5 spent on review of reply
regarding damage calculation; review Reply Brief ) brief of Original Plaintiffs
of Kenneth Merker and Kenneth Merker
3/8/2007 Numerous tcs with coynsel for City and co 19
counsel regarding settlement
no proof as to actual time
3/12/2007 | Review Reply Brief on Appeal of Adorno firm 1.0 spent on review of reply
brief of Adorno reply brief
Conference with co counsel; tcs/correspondence n;) p;rnotocf):s :Z Zi;utia;:r:fe
3/13/2007 | regarding selection of a mediator; preparation of 5.0 P brep .
. surreply and actual time
surreply brief .
spent on other items
no proof as to what time
Continued review of Reply Brief of Original was spent doing what and
3/14/2007 Plaintiffs; preparation of surreply; legal research 50 no proof as to actual time
re citations of Original Plaintiffs made on behalf of] ’ spent doing legal research
the Adorno firm and actual time spent
preparing surreply
Review of Reply Brief of Adorno firm and \AI/’]aos psro:rf] ta;:; W:vita?:: d
continued review of Original Plaintiffs' brief; P g what
. . . no proof as to actual time
3/15/2007 | preparation of surreply; continued legal research 5.0 .
N - - spent doing legal research
re citations of Original Plaintiffs made on behalf of :
and actual time spent
the Adorno firm :
preparing surreply
Continued review of Reply Brief of Adorno firm no proof as t‘o what time
. . . e was spent doing what and
and continued review of Original Plaintiffs' brief; . .
) . no proof as to actual time
3/16/2007 | correspondence to co counsel; preparation of 6.0 .
: o spent doing legal research
surreply; legal research re citations of the Adorno ;
firm and actual time spent
preparing surreply
no proof as to what time
Continued review of briefs; preparation of V:is fgsp ;:?éngcmt;?tti?:
3/17/2007 | surreply; extended legal research re citations of 6.0 proot
spent doing legal research
opponents ;
and actual time spent
preparing surreply
continued review of briefs; preparation of no proof as to actual
) T - amount of time spent on
3/18/2007 | surreply; legal research re injury in fact and injury 6.0 . .
- drafting surreply and time
in law
spent on legal research
Continued review of briefs; preparation of amngupr:? g: S;;osacet:ta (lm
3/19/2007 | surreply; legal research re standing concepts and 6.0 . pent
drafting surreply and time
theory
spent on legal research
no proof as to actual time
3/20/2007 Preparation of surreply 6.0 spent on drafting of
surreply
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no proof as to actual time

3/21/2007 Preparation of surreply 6.0 spent on drafting of
surreply
Review correspondence from co counsel no proof as to actual time
3/22/2007 | regarding standing and agreements re same of 7.0 spent on drafting of
Original Plaintiffs; preparation of surreply surreply
no proof as to actual time
3/23/2007 Preparation of surreply 6.0 spent on drafting of
surreply
no proof as to actual time
3/24/2007 Preparation of surreply 6.0 spent on drafting of
surreply
no proof as to actual time
3/25/2007 Preparation of surreply 6.0 spent on drafting of
surreply
Review correspondence from co counsel no proof as to actual time
regarding draft of reply brief, correspondence spent reviewing these items
3/26/2007 - . . 2.0 :
from counsel for City regarding selection of and time spent actually
mediator writing the correspondence
review correspondence from co counsel urging no proof as to actual time
that reply brief be toned down; review spent researching and
3/27/2007 ays 3.5 ;
memorandum of requested additions to reply responding to
from co counsel; research and respond to same ‘correspondence
Attend hearing; review commentaries from co no proof as to actual time
3/28/2007 | counsel regarding reply brief draft; revise same; 6.0 spent performing research
legal research re same and revising reply brief
Review proposed revisions to reply brief from co no proof as to actual time
3/29/2007 P p Py 3.0 spent on legal research and
counsel; legal research and revise same -
revisions
Review additional proposed revisions to reply no proof as to actual time
3/30/2007 | brief from co counsel! legal research and revise 40 spent on legal research and
same revisions
Review further proposed revisions to reply brief . no proof as to actual time
4/1/2007 - 1.5 .
from co counsel; revise same spent on revisions
Review further proposed revisions to reply brief no proof as to actual time
4/2/2007 L 1.5 -
from co counsel; revise same spent on revisions
Correspondence to/from co counsel, to/from no proof as to actual time
4/6/2007 counsel for City re mediation; revise Surreply 6.0 spent on revisions to
Brief surreply brief
no proof as to actual time
Finalize New Plaintiffs' Reply Brief; transmit same spent on finalizing,
4/9/2007 ; . 2.5 - .
to co counsel for signature and filing transmitting, and filing reply
brief
4/11/2007 Review City's Reply Brief 1.0
4/12/2007 Correspondence to/frprr_l counsel for City re 0.1
mediation
4/25/2007 | Review City's collective bargaining agreement 0.5 no proof as to actual time

spent in review of this item
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4/27/2007

Mediation before Hon. Bruce Greer; conference
with co counsel and preparation

2.5

5/4/2007

Review decision by Florida Supreme Court in the
St. Louis and Rodriguez cases; preparation for
Oral argument

2.0

no proof as to time spentin
review of these decisions
and preparation of oral
argument

5/5/2007

Preparation for oral argument

2.5

no proof as to actual time
spent in preparation for oral
argument

5/6/2007

Preparation for oral argument

3.5

no proof as to actual time
spent in preparation for oral
argument

5772007

Review City's Amended Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment; preparation for oral
argument

2.0

no proof as to actual time
spent in preparation for oral
argument and actual time
spent in review of City's
partial motion for summary
judgment

5/8/2007

Preparation for oral argument

1.5

no proof as to actual time
spent in preparation for oral
argument

5/9/2007

Preparation for oral argument

2.0

no proof as to actual time
spent in preparation for oral
argument

5/10/2007

Argument before 3d DCA,;

3.0

no proof as to actual time
spent in preparation for oral
argument

5/14/2007

Draft letter inviting briefing and defense of statute
of limitation by the Adorno firm; correspondence
to/from co counsel re same

0.0

Fact that Original Plaintiffs
were required to argue
statute of limitation defense
for the class; public benefit
requires no payment for
hours related to the City's
motion for partial summary
judgment on the statute of
limitation, since the new
plaintiffs did not defend the
class on this issue but
instead joined with the city

5/15/2007

Draft letter inviting briefing and defense of statute
of limitation by the Adorno firm; correspondence
to/from co counsel re same

0.0

Court will not award any
fees to class counsel for
asking the previous counsel
to come in and defend the
class on an issue that they
chose to join the City on
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5/22/2007

Redraft Agreed Motion to Permit the Adorno firm
and its Insurance Carrier to Respond to the City's
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment;
correspondence with co counsel re same

0.0

Court will not award any
fees to class counsel for
asking the previous counsel
to come in and defend the
class on an issue that they
chose to join the City on
because it goes against the
public benefit that they
were chosen to represent

5/23/2007

Finalize and file agreed motion to permit the
Adorno firm and its insurance carrier to respond
to the City's motion for partial summary judgment

0.0

Court will not award any
fees to class counsel for
asking the previous counsel
to come in and defend the
class on an issue that they
chose to join the City on
because it goes against the
public benefit that they
were chosen to represent

5/24/2007

Review correspondence from co counsel
regarding settlement and other matters; trial court
with counsel for City; correspondence to co
counsel

1.4

Mr. Scott's statement
shows only 1.4 as time
spent on correspondence
with Mr. Williams

5/30/2007

Review Order granting motion of New Piaintiff's to
allow Adorno firm to respond to issues presented
by City's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment

0.0

Court will not award any
fees to class counsel for
asking the previous counsel
to come in and defend the
class on an issue that they
chose to join the City on
because it goes against the
public benefit that they
were chosen to represent

5/31/2007

Review correspondence from co counsel
regarding inability of Richard Critchlow, Esq. to
attend global mediation

0.3

no proof

6/3/2007

Review order denying motion to vacate order

permitting Adorno firm and carrier to respond;

review underlying motion, which had not been
served, tcs re same

0.0

same as above

6/4/2007

Review previously unserved motion

0.0

no proof

6/5/2007

Review commentaries of co counsel regarding
Original Plaintiffs opposition to City's motion for
partial summary judgment; correspondence
to/from co counsel regarding malpractice claims
against law firm of Adorno & Yoss; draft response
to City motion for sj

0.0

same as above regarding
having Original Plaintiffs
counsel respond

6/6/2007

correspondence to/from co counsel regarding
class response to City motion for summary

judgment; revisions re same

0.0

same as above; regarding
having Original Plaintiffs
counsel respond
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finalize and file response to City's Motion for
Partial summary judgment; review same as above; regarding
6/7/2007 correspondence from the Original Plaintiffs 0.0 having Criginal Plaintiffs
regarding class' position relating Adorno's firms counsel respond
malpractice
preparation for and attend hearing on City's same as above; regarding
6/8/2007 | motion for partial summary judgment; conference 0.0 having Original Plaintiffs
with co counsel counsel respond
review correspondence from Ronald Kammer,
6/9/2007 Esqg. to the Court; tcs with co counsel 0.5
6/20/2007 Review motion to hold p.laintiffs in gontempt of 0.4
court and for writ of execution
Begin review of draft settiement papers received no proof as to actual time
from City; review materials submitted by Ms. spent reviewing draft
6/21/2007 | Nagymihaly; review correspondence, tcs with co 2.0 settlement papers and
counsel re same and issues relating to materials submitted by
apportionment Nagmihaly
Conference with counsel for City and with co
6/29/2007 | counsel to review settlement agreement; review 3.3
settlement papers; tcs with co counsel re same
Teleconference with City, council, and no proof as to actual time
administrator and class counsel regarding spent reviewing draft
7/2/2007 | settlement agreement; review emails re same; 25 settlement agreement and
conference with counsel for City; review draft in teleconference and
settlement agreement reviewing emails
Review/respond to email from co counsel; review
71312007 | latest draft of settlement agreement; trial court 1.4
with counsel for City
Email to co counsel; review email from co .
. . . no proof as to actual time
counsel; conference with counsel for City spent revieing emails and
7/5/2007 | regarding draft settlement agreement; trial court 1.5 P /1eIng
re same; joint trial court with court chambers; time speing on telephone
h . - conference
review email from counsel for City
7/6/2007 email to counsel for City; further review of draft 06 n;)pzlﬁorfe?/isetzi:gtg?alélgf
settlement agreement
settlement agreement
717/2007 legal research regarding settlement 3.0 no proof as to actual time
spent on legal research
7/8/2007 legal research regarding settlement 2.0 no proof as to actual time
spent on legal research
no proof of actual time
Review/reply to email from counsel for City; spent in review of draft
7/9/2007 conference with counsel for City; review draft 2.0 settlemtnet agreement and
settlement agreement review and reply of email
and conference with City
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