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1. I am a Professor of Law at Vanderbilt University in Nashville, Tennessee. |
joined the Vanderbilt law faculty in 2007, after serving as the John M. Olin Fellow at New York
University School of Law in 2005 and 2006. | graduated from the University of Notre Dame in
1997 and Harvard Law School in 2000. After law school, | served as a law clerk to The
Honorable Diarmuid O’Scannlain on the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit
and to The Honorable Antonin Scalia on the United States Supreme Court. | also practiced law
for several years in Washington, D.C., at Sidley Austin LLP. My C.V. is attached as Exhibit 1.

2. My teaching and research at VVanderbilt and New York University have focused
on class action litigation. | teach the Civil Procedure, Federal Courts, and Complex Litigation
courses at Vanderbilt. In addition, I have published a number of articles on class action litigation
in such journals as the University of Pennsylvania Law Review, the Journal of Empirical Legal
Studies, the Vanderbilt Law Review, the University of Arizona Law Review, and the NYU
Journal of Law & Business. My work has been cited by numerous courts, scholars, and popular
media outlets, such as the New York Times, USA Today, and the Wall Street Journal. | am also
frequently invited to speak at symposia and other events about class action litigation, such as the
ABA National Institutes on Class Actions in 2011, 2015, 2016, and 2017, and the ABA Annual
Meeting in 2012. Since 2010, I have also served on the Executive Committee of the Litigation
Practice Group of the Federalist Society for Law & Public Policy Studies. In 2015, | was elected
to the membership of the American Law Institute.

3. In December 2010, | published an article in the Journal of Empirical Legal
Studies entitled An Empirical Study of Class Action Settlements and Their Fee Awards, 7 J.
Empirical L. Stud. 811 (2010) (hereinafter “Empirical Study”). This article is still the most
comprehensive examination of federal class action settlements and attorneys’ fees that has ever

been published. Unlike other studies of class actions, which have been confined to securities
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cases or have been based on samples of cases that were not intended to be representative of the
whole (such as settlements approved in published opinions), my study attempted to examine
every class action settlement approved by a federal court over a two-year period, 2006-2007. See
id. at 812-13. As such, not only is my study an unbiased sample of settlements, but the number
of settlements included in my study is several times the number of settlements per year that has
been identified in any other empirical study of class action settlements: over this two-year
period, | found 688 settlements, including 33 from the First Circuit alone. See id. at 817. |
presented the findings of my study at the Conference on Empirical Legal Studies at the
University of Southern California School of Law in 2009, the Meeting of the Midwestern Law
and Economics Association at the University of Notre Dame in 2009, and before the faculties of
many law schools in 2009 and 2010. This study has been relied upon by a number of courts,

scholars, and testifying experts.*

! See, e.g., Silverman v. Motorola Solutions, Inc., 739 F.3d 956, 958 (7th Cir. 2013) (relying on article to
assess fees); Hillson v. Kelly Servs. Inc., 2017 WL 3446596, at *4 (E.D. Mich. Aug. 11, 2017); Good v.
W. Virginia-Am. Water Co., 2017 WL 2884535, at *23, *27 (S.D.W. Va. July 6, 2017); McGreevy v. Life
Alert Emergency Response, Inc., 258 F. Supp. 3d 380, 385 (S.D.N.Y. 2017); Brown v. Rita's Water Ice
Franchise Co. LLC, 2017 WL 1021025, at *9 (E.D. Pa. Mar. 16, 2017) (same); In re Credit Default
Swaps Antitrust Litig., 2016 WL 1629349, at *17 (S.D.N.Y. Apr. 24, 2016) (same); Gehrich v. Chase
Bank USA, N.A,, 316 F.R.D. 215, 236 (N.D. Ill. 2016); Ramah Navajo Chapter v. Jewell, 167 F. Supp. 3d
1217, 1246 (D.N.M. 2016); In re: Cathode Ray Tube (Crt) Antitrust Litig., 2016 WL 721680, at *42
(N.D. Cal. Jan. 28, 2016) (same); In re Pool Products Distribution Mkt. Antitrust Litig., 2015 WL
4528880, at *19-20 (E.D. La. July 27, 2015) (same); Craftwood Lumber Co. v. Interline Brands, Inc.,
2015 WL 2147679, at *2-4 (N.D. Ill. May 6, 2015) (same); Craftwood Lumber Co. v. Interline Brands,
Inc., 2015 WL 1399367, at *3-5 (N.D. Ill. Mar. 23, 2015) (same); In re Capital One Tel. Consumer Prot.
Act Litig., 2015 WL 605203, at *12 (N.D. Ill. Feb. 12, 2015) (same); In re Neurontin Marketing and Sales
Practices Litigation, 2014 WL 5810625, at *3 (D. Mass. Nov. 10, 2014) (same); Tennille v. W. Union
Co., 2014 WL 5394624, at *4 (D. Colo. Oct. 15, 2014) (same); In re Colgate-Palmolive Co. ERISA Litig.,
36 F.Supp.3d 344, 349-51 (S.D.N.Y. 2014) (same); In re Payment Card Interchange Fee and Merchant
Discount Antitrust Litigation, 991 F.Supp.2d 437, 444-46 & n.8 (E.D.N.Y. 2014) (same); In re Federal
National Mortgage Association Securities, Derivative, and ““ERISA” Litigation, 4 F.Supp.3d 94, 111-12
(D.D.C. 2013) (same); In re Vioxx Products Liability Litigation, 2013 WL 5295707, at *3-4 (E.D. La.
Sep. 18, 2013) (same); In re Black Farmers Discrimination Litigation, 953 F.Supp.2d 82, 98-99 (D.D.C.
2013) (same); In re Southeastern Milk Antitrust Litigation, 2013 WL 2155387, at *2 (E.D. Tenn., May
17, 2013) (same); In re Heartland Payment Sys., Inc. Customer Data Sec. Breach Litig., 851 F. Supp. 2d
1040, 1081 (S.D. Tex. 2012) (same); Pavlik v. FDIC, 2011 WL 5184445, at *4 (N.D. Ill. Nov. 1, 2011)
(same); In re Black Farmers Discrimination Litig., 856 F. Supp. 2d 1, 40 (D.D.C. 2011) (same); In re AT
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4, If permitted to appear at the hearing, | will testify to the following:

5. On September 15, 2016, class counsel in this case filed a motion for an award of
attorneys’ fees. On pages 10 and 11, class counsel cited the above-referenced empirical study
and recounted various statistics therefrom. Class counsel concluded that their fee request was
“right in line” with my findings.

6. Nothing about class counsel’s citations to or characterizations of my study were
misleading. The statistics recounted by class counsel were exactly as | set them forth in my
study. Although class counsel did not recount every statistic in my study, that does not make
their submission misleading. My study is 35 pages long and contains hundreds of statistics. It
would have been prolixity not exactitude to cite them all. Instead, class counsel simply
submitted a copy of my entire study with their motion.

7. In particular, class counsel did not mislead the Court when they did not recount
that | found that some courts awarded smaller fee percentages in bigger settlements. Although
not all courts did this, enough did so that | found a statistically significant inverse correlation
between settlement size and fee percentage. For example, in cases between $250 million and
$500 million (examples of so-called “megafund” settlements), the average (17.8%) and median
(19.5%) fee percentages were below the average and median for all cases. But this relationship
is very well known and class counsel hardly hid it from the Court: not only did they give the
court a copy of my entire study, but they discussed the megafund relationship at length over
several other pages in their submission and compared their fee request to a chart of fee awards in
other “megafund” settlements.

8. Moreover, the fact that class counsel’s fee request is above the average in my

$250-500 million range does not mean the request is not in line with my empirical findings. The

& T Mobility Wireless Data Servs. Sales Tax Litig., 792 F. Supp. 2d 1028, 1033 (N.D. Ill. 2011) (same);
In re MetLife Demutualization Litig., 689 F. Supp. 2d 297, 359 (E.D.N.Y. 2010) (same).
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average is a statistic that depicts the middle area of a distribution of data. The data was in fact
scattered over a broad range—from 0.3% to 25%—because the facts, circumstances, and judicial
proclivities vary from case to case. This broad range is captured by another statistic: the
standard deviation. In addition to the average and median percentages, | also reported the
standard deviation (7.9%) in the $250-500 million range. The fee request here is within one
standard deviation of the average. For over 15 years, the convention among class action scholars
has been to treat fees within one standard deviation of the average (i.e., “mean”) as mainstream
fee awards that are presumptively reasonable:
Our suggestion is that fee requests falling within one standard deviation above or
below the mean should be viewed as generally reasonable and approved by the
court unless reasons are shown to question the fee. Fee requests falling within one
and two standard deviations above or below the mean should be viewed as
potentially reasonable but in need of affirmative justification. Fee requests falling
more than two standard deviations above or below the mean should be viewed as
presumptively unreasonable; attorneys seeking fees above this amount should be
required to come forward with compelling reasons to support their request.
Theodore Eisenberg and Geoffrey P. Miller, Attorney Fees in Class Action Settlements: An
Empirical Study, 1 J. Empirical L. Studies 27, 74 (2004).

9. All of this is to say that, in light of the broad range over which fee awards are
distributed, it is impossible to assess whether any particular fee request is unreasonable without
examining the facts and circumstances of the case. This examination here shows that it would
not be unreasonable to award the requested fee percentage. To begin with, of the 8 percentage-
method fee awards in the $250-500 million range in my study, two were greater than the request

here and six were below (including the extreme outlier of 0.3% based on the large potential value
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of an injunction and credit-monitoring relief, Townes v. Trans Union LLC, No. 4-1488 (D. Del.,
Sep. 11, 2007)). Thus, the request here is hardly unprecedented. But even more to the point: the
facts and circumstances of this case compare quite favorably to the other settlements in the $250-
500 million range in my study. In short, my study confirms rather than undermines the notion
that the fee requested here is appropriate.
10. My compensation in this matter is $950 per hour.
11. I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.
Signed under the penalties of perjury this 17th day of
June 2019.

/s/ Brian T. Fitzpatrick

Brian T. Fitzpatrick,
New York, New York

1738135.1 -5-



Case 1:11-cv-10230-MLW Document 550 Filed 06/17/19 Page 7 of 7

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
| certify that the foregoing document was filed electronically on June 17, 2019 and thereby

delivered by electronic means to all registered participants as identified on the Notice of

Electronic Filing (“NEF”).

/s/ Richard M. Heimann
Richard M. Heimann
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BRIAN T. FITZPATRICK

Vanderbilt University Law School
131 21st Avenue South
Nashville, TN 37203
(615) 322-4032
brian.fitzpatrick@law.vanderbilt.edu

ACADEMIC APPOINTMENTS

VANDERBILT UNIVERSITY LAW SCHOOL, Professor, 2012 to present
=  FedEx Research Professor, 2014-2015; Associate Professor, 2010-2012; Assistant
Professor, 2007-2010
= Classes: Civil Procedure, Complex Litigation, Federal Courts, Comparative Class Actions
= Hall-Hartman Outstanding Professor Award, 2008-2009
= Vanderbilt’s Association of American Law Schools Teacher of the Year, 2009

HARVARD LAW SCHOOL, Visiting Professor, Fall 2018
= Classes: Civil Procedure, Litigation Finance

FORDHAM LAW SCHOOL, Visiting Professor, Fall 2010
= Classes: Civil Procedure

EDUCATION
HARVARD LAW SCHOOL, J.D., magna cum laude, 2000
= Fay Diploma (for graduating first in the class)
= Sears Prize, 1999 (for highest grades in the second year)
» Harvard Law Review, Articles Committee, 1999-2000; Editor, 1998-1999
= Harvard Journal of Law & Public Policy, Senior Editor, 1999-2000; Editor, 1998-1999
= Research Assistant, David Shapiro, 1999; Steven Shavell, 1999
UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME, B.S., Chemical Engineering, summa cum laude, 1997
= First runner-up to Valedictorian (GPA: 3.97/4.0)
= Steiner Prize, 1997 (for overall achievement in the College of Engineering)
CLERKSHIPS
HON. ANTONIN SCALIA, Supreme Court of the United States, 2001-2002

HON. DIARMUID O’SCANNLAIN, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, 2000-2001

EXPERIENCE

NEW YORK UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF LAW, Feb. 2006 to June 2007
John M. Olin Fellow
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HON. JOHN CORNYN, United States Senate, July 2005 to Jan. 2006
Special Counsel for Supreme Court Nominations

SIDLEY AUSTIN LLP, Washington, DC, 2002 to 2005
Litigation Associate
BOOKS

THE CONSERVATIVE CASE FOR CLASS ACTIONS (University of Chicago Press, forthcoming 2019)

ACADEMIC ARTICLES
Can the Class Action be Made Business Friendly?, 24 N.Z. Bus. L. & Q. 169 (2018)

Can and Should the New Third-Party Litigation Financing Come to Class Actions?, 19
THEORETICAL INQUIRIES IN LAW 109 (2018)

Scalia in the Casebooks, 84 U. CHI. L. REv. 2231 (2017)

The Ideological Consequences of Judicial Selection, 70 VAND. L. REv. 1729 (2017)

Judicial Selection and Ideology, 42 OKLAHOMA CITY UNIV. L. REV. 53 (2017)

Justice Scalia and Class Actions: A Loving Critique, 92 NOTRE DAME L. REV. 1977 (2017)

A Tribute to Justice Scalia: Why Bad Cases Make Bad Methodology, 69 VAND. L. REv. 991 (2016)
The Hidden Question in Fisher, 10 NYU J. L. & LIBERTY 168 (2016)

An Empirical Look at Compensation in Consumer Class Actions, 11 NYU J. L. & Bus. 767 (2015)
(with Robert Gilbert)

The End of Class Actions?, 57 ARIZ. L. REV. 161 (2015)

The Constitutionality of Federal Jurisdiction-Stripping Legislation and the History of State
Judicial Selection and Tenure, 98 VA. L. REV. 839 (2012)

Twombly and Igbal Reconsidered, 87 NOTRE DAME L. REV. 1621 (2012)

An Empirical Study of Class Action Settlements and their Fee Awards, 7 J. EMPIRICAL L. STUD.
811 (2010) (selected for the 2009 Conference on Empirical Legal Studies)

Do Class Action Lawyers Make Too Little?, 158 U. PA. L. REv. 2043 (2010)
Originalism and Summary Judgment, 71 OHIO ST. L.J. 919 (2010)

The End of Objector Blackmail?, 62 VAND. L. REV. 1623 (2009) (selected for the 2009 Stanford-
Yale Junior Faculty Forum)
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The Politics of Merit Selection, 74 MISSOURI L. REV. 675 (2009)
Errors, Omissions, and the Tennessee Plan, 39 U. MEMPHIS L. REv. 85 (2008)
Election by Appointment: The Tennessee Plan Reconsidered, 75 TENN. L. REV. 473 (2008)
Can Michigan Universities Use Proxies for Race After the Ban on Racial Preferences?, 13 MICH.
J.RACE & LAW 277 (2007)
BOOK CHAPTERS

Do Class Actions Deter Wrongdoing? in THE CLASS ACTION EFFECT (Catherine Piché, ed.,
Editions Yvon Blais, Montreal, 2018)

Judicial Selection in Illinois in AN ILLINOIS CONSTITUTION FOR THE TWENTY-FIRST CENTURY
(Joseph E. Tabor, ed., Illinois Policy Institute, 2017)

Civil Procedure in the Roberts Court in BUSINESS AND THE ROBERTS COURT (Jonathan Adler, ed.,
Oxford University Press, 2016)

Is the Future of Affirmative Action Race Neutral? in A NATION OF WIDENING OPPORTUNITIES:
THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT AT 50 (Ellen Katz & Samuel Bagenstos, eds., Michigan University Press,
2016)

ACADEMIC PRESENTATIONS

The Indian Securities Fraud Class Action: Is Class Arbitration the Answer?, Ninth Annual
Emerging Markets Finance Conference, Mumbai, India (Dec. 14, 2018)

MDL: Uniform Rules v. Best Practices, Miami Law Class Action & Complex Litigation Forum,
University of Miami Law School, Miami, Florida (December 7, 2018) (panelist)

Third Party Finance of Attorneys in Traditional and Complex Litigation, George Washington Law
School, Washington, D.C. (November 2, 2018) (panelist)

MDL at 50 - The 50th Anniversary of Multidistrict Litigation, New York University Law School,
New York, New York (October 10, 2018) (panelist)

The Discovery Tax, Law & Economics Seminar, Harvard Law School, Cambridge, Massachusetts
(September 11, 2018)

Empirical Research on Class Actions, Civil Justice Research Initiative, University of California at
Berkeley, Berkeley, California (Apr. 9, 2018)

A Political Future for Class Actions in the United States?, The Future of Class Actions
Symposium, University of Auckland Law School, Auckland, New Zealand (Mar. 15, 2018)

The Indian Class Actions: How Effective Will They Be?, Eighth Annual Emerging Markets Finance
Conference, Mumbai, India (Dec. 19, 2017)
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Hot Topics in Class Action and MDL Litigation, University of Miami School of Law, Miami,
Florida (Dec. 8, 2017) (panelist)

Critical Issues in Complex Litigation, Contemporary Issues in Complex Litigation, Northwestern
Law School (Nov. 29, 2017) (panelist)

The Conservative Case for Class Actions, Consumer Class Action Symposium, National Consumer
Law Center, Washington, DC (Nov. 19, 2017)

The Conservative Case for Class Actions—A Monumental Debate, ABA National Institute on Class
Actions, Washington, DC (Oct. 26, 2017) (panelist)

One-Way Fee Shifting after Summary Judgment, 2017 Meeting of the Midwestern Law and
Economics Association, Marquette Law School, Milwaukee, W1 (Oct. 20, 2017)

The Conservative Case for Class Actions, Pepperdine Law School Malibu, CA (Oct. 17, 2017)

One-Way Fee Shifting after Summary Judgment, Vanderbilt Law Review Symposium on The
Future of Discovery, Vanderbilt Law School, Nashville, TN (Oct. 13, 2017)

The Constitution Revision Commission and Florida’s Judiciary, 2017 Annual Florida Bar
Convention, Boca Raton, FL (June 22, 2017)

Class Actions After Spokeo v. Robins: Supreme Court Jurisprudence, Article I11 Standing, and
Practical Implications for the Bench and Practitioners, Northern District of California Judicial
Conference, Napa, CA (Apr. 29, 2017) (panelist)

The Ironic History of Rule 23, Conference on Secrecy, Institute for Law & Economic Policy,
Naples, FL (Apr. 21, 2017)

Justice Scalia and Class Actions: A Loving Critique, University of Notre Dame Law School, South
Bend, Indiana (Feb. 3, 2017)

Should Third-Party Litigation Financing Be Permitted in Class Actions?, Fifty Years of Class
Actions—A Global Perspective, Tel Aviv University, Tel Aviv, Israel (Jan. 4, 2017)

Hot Topics in Class Action and MDL Litigation, University of Miami School of Law, Miami,
Florida (Dec. 2, 2016) (panelist)

The Ideological Consequences of Judicial Selection, William J. Brennan Lecture, Oklahoma City
University School of Law, Oklahoma, City, Oklahoma (Nov. 10, 2016)

After Fifty Years, What’s Class Action’s Future, ABA National Institute on Class Actions, Las
Vegas, Nevada (Oct. 20, 2016) (panelist)

Where Will Justice Scalia Rank Among the Most Influential Justices, State University of New York
at Stony Brook, Long Island, New York (Sep. 17, 2016)

The Ironic History of Rule 23, University of Washington Law School, Seattle, WA (July 14, 2016)
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A Respected Judiciary—Balancing Independence and Accountability, 2016 Annual Florida Bar
Convention, Orlando, FL (June 16, 2016) (panelist)

What Will and Should Happen to Affirmative Action After Fisher v. Texas, American Association
of Law Schools Annual Meeting, New York, NY (January 7, 2016) (panelist)

Litigation Funding: The Basics and Beyond, NYU Center on Civil Justice, NYU Law School, New
York, NY (Nov. 20, 2015) (panelist)

Do Class Actions Offer Meaningful Compensation to Class Members, or Do They Simply Rip Off
Consumers Twice?, ABA National Institute on Class Actions, New Orleans, LA (Oct. 22, 2015)
(panelist)

Arbitration and the End of Class Actions?, Quinnipiac-Yale Dispute Resolution Workshop, Yale
Law School, New Haven, CT (Sep. 8, 2015) (panelist)

The Next Steps for Discovery Reform: Requester Pays, Lawyers for Civil Justice Membership
Meeting, Washington, DC (May 5, 2015)

Private Attorney General: Good or Bad?, 17th Annual Federalist Society Faculty Conference,
Washington, DC (Jan. 3, 2015)

Liberty, Judicial Independence, and Judicial Power, Liberty Fund Conference, Santa Fe, NM
(Nov. 13-16, 2014) (participant)

The Economics of Objecting for All the Right Reasons, 14th Annual Consumer Class Action
Symposium, Tampa, FL (Nov. 9, 2014)

Compensation in Consumer Class Actions: Data and Reform, Conference on The Future of Class
Action Litigation: A View from the Consumer Class, NYU Law School, New York, NY (Nov. 7,
2014)

The Future of Federal Class Actions: Can the Promise of Rule 23 Still Be Achieved?, Northern
District of California Judicial Conference, Napa, CA (Apr. 13, 2014) (panelist)

The End of Class Actions?, Conference on Business Litigation and Regulatory Agency Review in
the Era of Roberts Court, Institute for Law & Economic Policy, Boca Raton, FL (Apr. 4, 2014)

Should Third-Party Litigation Financing Come to Class Actions?, University of Missouri School of
Law, Columbia, MO (Mar. 7, 2014)

Should Third-Party Litigation Financing Come to Class Actions?, George Mason Law School,
Arlington, VA (Mar. 6, 2014)

Should Third-Party Litigation Financing Come to Class Actions?, Roundtable for Third-Party
Funding Scholars, Washington & Lee University School of Law, Lexington, VA (Nov. 7-8, 2013)

Is the Future of Affirmative Action Race Neutral?, Conference on A Nation of Widening
Opportunities: The Civil Rights Act at 50, University of Michigan Law School, Ann Arbor, Ml
(Oct. 11, 2013)
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The Mass Tort Bankruptcy: A Pre-History, The Public Life of the Private Law: A Conference in
Honor of Richard A. Nagareda, VVanderbilt Law School, Nashville, TN (Sep. 28, 2013) (panelist)

Rights & Obligations in Alternative Litigation Financing and Fee Awards in Securities Class

Actions, Conference on the Economics of Aggregate Litigation, Institute for Law & Economic
Policy, Naples, FL (Apr. 12, 2013) (panelist)

The End of Class Actions?, Symposium on Class Action Reform, University of Michigan Law
School, Ann Arbor, MI (Mar. 16, 2013)

Toward a More Lawyer-Centric Class Action?, Symposium on Lawyering for Groups, Stein Center
for Law & Ethics, Fordham Law School, New York, NY (Nov. 30, 2012)

The Problem: AT & T as It Is Unfolding, Conference on AT & T Mobility v. Concepcion, Cardozo
Law School, New York, NY (Apr. 26, 2012) (panelist)

Standing under the Statements and Accounts Clause, Conference on Representation without
Accountability, Fordham Law School Corporate Law Center, New York, NY (Jan. 23, 2012)

The End of Class Actions?, Washington University Law School, St. Louis, MO (Dec. 9, 2011)

Book Preview Roundtable: Accelerating Democracy: Matching Social Governance to
Technological Change, Searle Center on Law, Regulation, and Economic Growth, Northwestern
University School of Law, Chicago, IL (Sep. 15-16, 2011) (participant)

Is Summary Judgment Unconstitutional? Some Thoughts About Originalism, Stanford Law
School, Palo Alto, CA (Mar. 3, 2011)

The Constitutionality of Federal Jurisdiction-Stripping Legislation and the History of State
Judicial Selection and Tenure, Northwestern Law School, Chicago, IL (Feb. 25, 2011)

The New Politics of lowa Judicial Retention Elections: Examining the 2010 Campaign and Vote,
University of lowa Law School, lowa City, IA (Feb. 3, 2011) (panelist)

The Constitutionality of Federal Jurisdiction-Stripping Legislation and the History of State
Judicial Selection and Tenure, Washington University Law School, St. Louis, MO (Oct. 1, 2010)

Twombly and Igbal Reconsidered, Symposium on Business Law and Regulation in the Roberts
Court, Case Western Reserve Law School, Cleveland, OH (Sep. 17, 2010)

Do Class Action Lawyers Make Too Little?, Institute for Law & Economic Policy, Providenciales,
Turks & Caicos (Apr. 23, 2010)

Originalism and Summary Judgment, Georgetown Law School, Washington, DC (Apr. 5, 2010)

Theorizing Fee Awards in Class Action Litigation, Washington University Law School, St. Louis,
MO (Dec. 11, 2009)
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An Empirical Study of Class Action Settlements and their Fee Awards, 2009 Conference on
Empirical Legal Studies, University of Southern California Law School, Los Angeles, CA (Nov.
20, 2009)

Originalism and Summary Judgment, Symposium on Originalism and the Jury, Ohio State Law
School, Columbus, OH (Nov. 17, 2009)

An Empirical Study of Class Action Settlements and their Fee Awards, 2009 Meeting of the
Midwestern Law and Economics Association, University of Notre Dame Law School, South Bend,
IN (Oct. 10, 2009)

The End of Objector Blackmail?, Stanford-Yale Junior Faculty Forum, Stanford Law School, Palo
Alto, CA (May 29, 2009)

An Empirical Study of Class Action Settlements and their Fee Awards, University of Minnesota
School of Law, Minneapolis, MN (Mar. 12, 2009)

The Politics of Merit Selection, Symposium on State Judicial Selection and Retention Systems,
University of Missouri Law School, Columbia, MO (Feb. 27, 2009)

The End of Objector Blackmail?, Searle Center Research Symposium on the Empirical Studies of
Civil Liability, Northwestern University School of Law, Chicago, IL (Oct. 9, 2008)

Alternatives To Affirmative Action After The Michigan Civil Rights Initiative, University of
Michigan School of Law, Ann Arbor, MI (Apr. 3, 2007) (panelist)

OTHER PUBLICATIONS

9th Circuit Split: What’s the math say?, DAILY JOURNAL (Mar. 21, 2017)

Former clerk on Justice Antonin Scalia and his impact on the Supreme Court, THE CONVERSATION
(Feb. 24, 2016)

Lessons from Tennessee Supreme Court Retention Election, THE TENNESSEAN (Aug. 20, 2014)
Public Needs Voice in Judicial Process, THE TENNESSEAN (June 28, 2013)
Did the Supreme Court Just Kill the Class Action?, THE QUARTERLY JOURNAL (April 2012)

Let General Assembly Confirm Judicial Selections, CHATTANOOGA TIMES FREE PRESS (Feb. 19,
2012)

“Tennessee Plan” Needs Revisions, THE TENNESSEAN (Feb. 3, 2012)
How Does Your State Select Its Judges?, INSIDE ALEC 9 (March 2011) (with Stephen Ware)

On the Merits of Merit Selection, THE ADVOCATE 67 (Winter 2010)
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Supreme Court Case Could End Class Action Suits, SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE (Nov. 7, 2010)
Kagan is an Intellect Capable of Serving Court, THE TENNESSEAN (Jun. 13, 2010)

Confirmation ““Kabuki’” Does No Justice, PoLITico (July 20, 2009)

Selection by Governor may be Best Judicial Option, THE TENNESSEAN (Apr. 27, 2009)

Verdict on Tennessee Plan May Require a Jury, THE MEMPHIS COMMERCIAL APPEAL (Apr. 16,
2008)

Tennessee’s Plan to Appoint Judges Takes Power Away from the Public, THE TENNESSEAN (Mar.
14, 2008)

Process of Picking Judges Broken, CHATTANOOGA TIMES FREE PRESS (Feb. 27, 2008)

Disorder in the Court, LoS ANGELES TIMES (Jul. 11, 2007)
Scalia’s Mistake, NATIONAL LAW JOURNAL (Apr. 24, 2006)
GM Backs Its Bottom Line, DETROIT FREE PRESS (Mar. 19, 2003)

Good for GM, Bad for Racial Fairness, LOS ANGELES TIMES (Mar. 18, 2003)

10 Percent Fraud, WASHINGTON TIMES (Nov. 15, 2002)

OTHER PRESENTATIONS

Does the Way We Choose our Judges Affect Case Outcomes?, American Legislative Exchange
Council 2018 Annual Meeting, New Orleans, Louisiana (August 10, 2018) (panelist)

Oversight of the Structure of the Federal Courts, Subcommittee on Oversight, Agency Action,
Federal Rights and Federal Courts, United States Senate, Washington, D.C. (July 31, 2018)

Where Will Justice Scalia Rank Among the Most Influential Justices, The Leo Bearman, Sr.
American Inn of Court, Memphis, TN (Mar. 21, 2017)

Bringing Justice Closer to the People: Examining Ideas for Restructuring the 9th Circuit,
Subcommittee on Courts, Intellectual Property, and the Internet, United States House of
Representatives, Washington, D.C. (Mar. 16, 2017)

Supreme Court Review 2016: Current Issues and Cases Update, Nashville Bar Association,
Nashville, TN (Sep. 15, 2016) (panelist)
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A Respected Judiciary—Balancing Independence and Accountability, Florida Bar Annual
Convention, Orlando, FL (June 16, 2016) (panelist)

Future Amendments in the Pipeline: Rule 23, Tennessee Bar Association, Nashville, TN (Dec. 2,
2015)

The New Business of Law: Attorney Outsourcing, Legal Service Companies, and Commercial
Litigation Funding, Tennessee Bar Association, Nashville, TN (Nov. 12, 2014)

Hedge Funds + Lawsuits = A Good Idea?, Vanderbilt University Alumni Association,
Washington, DC (Sep. 3, 2014)

Judicial Selection in Historical and National Perspective, Committee on the Judiciary, Kansas
Senate (Jan. 16, 2013)

The Practice that Never Sleeps: What’s Happened to, and What’s Next for, Class Actions, ABA
Annual Meeting, Chicago, IL (Aug. 3, 2012) (panelist)

Life as a Supreme Court Law Clerk and Views on the Health Care Debate, Exchange Club,
Nashville, TN (Apr. 3, 2012)

The Tennessee Judicial Selection Process—Shaping Our Future, Tennessee Bar Association
Leadership Law Retreat, Dickson, TN (Feb. 3, 2012) (panelist)

Reexamining the Class Action Practice, ABA National Institute on Class Actions, New York, NY
(Oct. 14, 2011) (panelist)

Judicial Selection in Kansas, Committee on the Judiciary, Kansas House of Representatives (Feb.
16, 2011)

Judicial Selection and the Tennessee Constitution, Civil Practice and Procedure Subcommittee,
Tennessee House of Representatives (Mar. 24, 2009)

What Would Happen if the Judicial Selection and Evaluation Commissions Sunset?, Civil Practice
and Procedure Subcommittee, Tennessee House of Representatives (Feb. 24, 2009)

Judicial Selection in Tennessee, Chattanooga Bar Association, Chattanooga, TN (Feb. 27, 2008)
(panelist)

Ethical Implications of Tennessee’s Judicial Selection Process, Tennessee Bar Association,
Nashville, TN (Dec. 12, 2007)

PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATIONS
Member, American Law Institute

Referee, Journal of Law, Economics and Organization
Referee, Journal of Empirical Legal Studies
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Reviewer, Oxford University Press

Reviewer, Supreme Court Economic Review

Member, American Bar Association

Member, Tennessee Advisory Committee to the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights
Board of Directors, Tennessee Stonewall Bar Association

American Swiss Foundation Young Leaders’ Conference, 2012

Bar Admission, District of Columbia

COMMUNITY ACTIVITIES

Board of Directors, Nashville Ballet, 2011-2017; Nashville Talking Library for the Blind, 2008-
2009
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	1. I am a Professor of Law at Vanderbilt University in Nashville, Tennessee.  I joined the Vanderbilt law faculty in 2007, after serving as the John M. Olin Fellow at New York University School of Law in 2005 and 2006.  I graduated from the University...
	2. My teaching and research at Vanderbilt and New York University have focused on class action litigation.  I teach the Civil Procedure, Federal Courts, and Complex Litigation courses at Vanderbilt.  In addition, I have published a number of articles ...
	3. In December 2010, I published an article in the Journal of Empirical Legal Studies entitled An Empirical Study of Class Action Settlements and Their Fee Awards, 7 J. Empirical L. Stud. 811 (2010) (hereinafter “Empirical Study”).  This article is st...
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	5. On September 15, 2016, class counsel in this case filed a motion for an award of attorneys’ fees.  On pages 10 and 11, class counsel cited the above-referenced empirical study and recounted various statistics therefrom.  Class counsel concluded tha...
	6. Nothing about class counsel’s citations to or characterizations of my study were misleading.  The statistics recounted by class counsel were exactly as I set them forth in my study.  Although class counsel did not recount every statistic in my stud...
	7. In particular, class counsel did not mislead the Court when they did not recount that I found that some courts awarded smaller fee percentages in bigger settlements.  Although not all courts did this, enough did so that I found a statistically sign...
	8. Moreover, the fact that class counsel’s fee request is above the average in my $250-500 million range does not mean the request is not in line with my empirical findings.  The average is a statistic that depicts the middle area of a distribution of...
	Our suggestion is that fee requests falling within one standard deviation above or below the mean should be viewed as generally reasonable and approved by the court unless reasons are shown to question the fee. Fee requests falling within one and two ...
	Theodore Eisenberg and Geoffrey P. Miller, Attorney Fees in Class Action Settlements: An Empirical Study, 1 J. Empirical L. Studies 27, 74 (2004).
	9. All of this is to say that, in light of the broad range over which fee awards are distributed, it is impossible to assess whether any particular fee request is unreasonable without examining the facts and circumstances of the case.  This examinatio...
	10. My compensation in this matter is $950 per hour.
	11. I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.
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