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EXHIBIT A

LODESTAR REPORT — Dudenhoeffer, et al. vs. Fifth Third Bancorp, et al.,
Firm: Gainey McKenna & Egleston

Reporting Period: From Inception in 2008 through June 9, 2016

Timekeeper Rate Total Hours Total LodeStar
This Period This Period
Thomas J. McKenna, Esq. $775.00 | 787.40 $610,235.00
Gregory M. Egleston, Esq. | $750.00 | 442.00 $331,500.00
David A. Silva, Esq. $600.00 1.00 $ 600.00
John Vielandi $150.00 5.50 $ 825.00
Deidre Hamill $200.00 15.30 $ 3,060.00
Elaine M. Rosa $200.00 10.20 $ 2,040.00
Noemi Rivera $275.00| 161.60 $ 44,440.00
TOTAL 1,423.00 $992,700.00
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EXHIBIT B
EXPENSE REPORT - Dudenhoeffer, et al. vs. Fifth Third Bancorp, et al.,
Firm: Gainey McKenna & Egleston

Reporting Period: From Inception in 2008 through June 9, 2016

Court Filing Fees $ 600.00
Fed Ex/Courier/Postage $ 131.18
Telephone/Facsimile $ 47.25
Photocopies $ 63754
Appellate Printing $ 4,115.00
Charges re: Travel/Meals/Lodging/Parking $ 8,416.69"
Computerized Research/Pacer/Westlaw $ 63216
Professional Services/Experts/Consultants $102,825.00
US Legal — Offsite Database Management $ 500.00
Support

Total Expenses $117,904.82

Y Includes good estimate for Fairness Hearing travel.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
WESTERN DIVISION

JOHN DUDENHOEFFER, ALIREZA Civil Action No.: 08-cv-538
PARTOVIPANAH, et al.,

Plaintiffs,
Vs.

FIFTH THIRD BANCORP, et al.,

Defendants.

DECLARATION OF RONALD R. PARRY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR
AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES, REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES, AND
CASE CONTRIBUTION AWARDS TO THE NAMED PLAINTIFFS

I, Ron R. Parry, declare as follows:

1. I am a partner in the law firm of Strauss Troy. I submit this declaration in
support of Plaintiff’s Motion for an Award of Attorneys’ Fees, Reimbursement of
Expenses, and Case Contribution Awards. I have personal knowledge of the matters set
forth herein based upon my active participation in all material aspects of the Action and if

called upon could and would testify competently thereto.

2. My firm has extensive experience in complex litigation as set forth in
Exhibit A.

3. My firm has been involved in all aspects of the Action.

4. Strauss Troy’s compensation for the services rendered in this case was

wholly contingent upon the success of this litigation, and was totally at risk. During the

period from the inception of this case through May 31, 2016, my firm performed 107.5
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hours of work in connection with the litigation. Based upon current hourly rates
ordinarily charged to my firm’s clients, the total lodestar value of this time is $36,771.25.
Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a chart, which indicates the attorneys and paralegals who
worked on this litigation, their current hourly rates and their respective lodestar values.

5. The hourly rates utilized by my firm in computing its lodestar are at or
below its usual and customary hourly rates charged its securities, commercial and or
other complex litigation. @ No upward adjustment in billing rates was made,
notwithstanding the contingency and risk of the matters involved, the opposition
encountered, the preclusion of other employment, the delay in payment, or other factors
present in the case which would justify a higher rate of compensation.

6. The time and services provided by my firm for which fees are sought in
the petition are reflected in the records of my firm. All of the services performed by my
firm in connection with this litigation were reasonable and necessary in the prosecution
of this case. No time is included in the fee petition for work in connection with the fee
and expense application or accompanying documents, including this declaration.

7. My firm has expended a total of $40 with the prosecution of this litigation.
All of the expenses incurred by my firm for reimbursement were reasonable and
necessary in the prosecution of this case. Exhibit B details the expenses incurred by my
firm.

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

foregoing is true and correct.
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Executed this 8™ day of June, 2016

4451027 _1
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GREATER CINCINNA STRAUSS TROY Co., LPA NORTHERN KENTUCKY
150 East Fourth Street | Cincinnati, OH 45202-4018 | strausstroy.com | P 513.621.2120 | F 513.241.8259

Strauss Troy is a general business, commercial law, and dispute resolution law
firm providing service from its Ohio and Covington, Kentucky offices to
businesses and individuals throughout the mid-west. More information about
Strauss Troy is available on the firm’s website: www.strausstroy.com.

The Complex Litigation Practice Group

The firm’s Complex Litigation Practice Group has a long history of aggressive and
creative advocacy in complex litigation. Strauss Troy represents individuals as well
as public and private corporations, financial institutions and other professionals in
complex single party and class action litigation. These cases often involve state
and federal securities laws, officer and director fiduciary law, antitrust, consumer,
product liability, and other difficult class action claims in state and federal courts
across the country. The firm's reputation for excellence has been recognized
repeatedly by courts which have appointed its attorneys to major positions in
complex class, multi-district or other consolidated actions.

Complex litigation often involves massive document and data productions, large
numbers of depositions, multiple and interrelated legal issues, and expert witnesses
in highly technical or arcane specialties. The professionals at Strauss Troy have
experience in all of these areas. The Complex Litigation Practice Group employs
innovative litigation and document management systems that may be required for a
particular litigation. In fact, our lawyers tried one of the first “paperless” trials in the
country.

Together, the lawyers of the Strauss Troy Complex Litigation Practice Group have
experience in litigating complex cases in federal and state courts throughout the
United States as well as in administrative proceedings and arbitrations. This
includes litigating complex cases up to and through trial. The lawyers of Strauss
Troy have tried nationwide class action cases to verdict. Given the experience of
professionals in the Complex Litigation Practice Group, we are able to assemble a
teams tailored to the particular needs of a case.
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Strauss Troy’s Complex Litigation Attorneys

R. Guy Taft

R. Guy Taft is Co-Chairman of Strauss Troy's Litigation
Practice Group and serves on the firm's board of
directors. He concentrates his legal practice in Federal
and State Court litigation and appeals, particularly in the
areas of intellectual property litigation (patent, trademark,
copyright and counterfeiting), unlawful competition,
breach of contract, fraud, partnership, and shareholder
disputes, advertising and First Amendment law,
employment law, product liability, healthcare and
commercial real estate disputes. Mr. Taft also serves as
an arbitrator for the American Arbitration Association in
commercial and intellectual property disputes, including disputes related to the
licensing of computer software.

Guy Taft was president of the Cincinnati Bar Foundation from 2010-2012 and
currently serves as immediate past president and a trustee. Additionally, he is a
trustee on the board of the Cincinnati Bar Association and a Master of the Bench
of the Potter Stewart American Inn of Court. Mr. Taft has been named a Best
Lawyer® by U.S. News in the areas of commercial litigation and appellate
practice, and he has received the highest possible peer review rating of AV®
Preeminent™ from Martindale-Hubbell for more than 20 years. He has been
repeatedly recognized as a “Leading Lawyer” by Cincy Magazine and as an Ohio
Super Lawyer® in the practice area of intellectual property litigation.

Richard S. Wayne

Richard S. Wayne is Co-Chairman of Strauss Troy's
Litigation Practice Group and serves on the firm’s board
of directors. He is a member of the Cincinnati, Ohio State,
Federal and American Bar Associations. For more than
25 years, Mr. Wayne has specialized in the areas of
securities fraud litigation, shareholder derivative litigation,
investor/broker disputes, product liability, healthcare
litigation, consumer fraud litigation, construction related
litigation, general business disputes, class action and
complex multi-district litigation.

Rick Wayne is actively involved in FINRA (Financial Industry Regulatory
Authority) arbitrations and mediations, representing both brokers and financial
securities companies. He has served as an arbitrator for the NASD (National
Association of Securities Dealers) and the AAA (American Arbitration Associa-
tion). He is a frequent lecturer at conferences and seminars.
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Mr. Wayne was lead counsel In Re: Eagle-Picher Industries, Inc. Securities
Litigation, Master File No. No. C-1-88-936 (S.D. Ohio) (Spiegel, J.), in which
Judge Spiegel stated that:

Plaintiffs’ primary counsel are nationally known leaders in the field of
securities class actions. The quality and efficiency of their representation
is beyond reproach. (Slip op. at 7)

In the Community Mutual Co-Payment Litigation, in which Mr. Wayne served as
lead counsel for plaintiffs, U.S. District Court Judge Beckwith and Judge
O'Connor stated that:

The high caliber of Class Counsel is well reflected in the affidavits
submitted by each individual attorney involved in the prosecution of
this litigation. Each attorney has established a national reputation
for management of complex class actions. Each attorney enjoys the
respect of the bench and bar for his or her ability to efficiently
pursue class claims and secure substantial benefits for the class.

* % %

These cases often present difficult and complex factual scenarios,
as well as legal issues of first impression. They cannot be lightly
undertaken by inexperienced counsel nor by law firms unprepared
to significant expenses of litigation over long periods of time. Both
Class Counsel and their law firms are to be commended for their
dedication to this case and the others that they have championed.

Ronald R. Parry

Ronald R. Parry concentrates his practice in civil trial and
appellate practice in the areas of consumer class actions,
consumer fraud, investment fraud, insurance litigation,
insurance brokerage matters, and shareholder derivative
and investor claims.

Ron Parry graduated from the University of Tennessee
College of Law in 1972 and is admitted to practice in
Ohio, Kentucky, Tennessee and lowa. He has been a
member of the Board of Directors of the Kentucky Justice
Association and served as both President and Treasurer
of the Kentucky Chapter of the American Board of Trial
Advocates (ABOTA). To qualify as a member of ABOTA, Ron Parry had to
demonstrate that he had tried to conclusion over 50 jury trials.
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Mr. Parry has spoken at a number of seminars involving class actions and the
Class Action Fairness Act. He has acted as a consultant for the Competition Trial
Team at the Salmon P. Chase College of Law at Northern Kentucky University.
He is a Master in the Potter Stewart Inn of Court in the Southern District of Ohio.

Ron Parry has been admitted to practice pro hac vice in a number of state and
federal courts and has been admitted to practice before the Sixth, Eighth, Ninth
and Eleventh Circuit Courts of Appeal.

The following are some of Mr. Parry’s experience litigating complex cases:

e Ron Parry served as co-counsel in a jury trial that was one of the first
“paperless” trials in the country in 1992. Approximately 4,000 pages of
exhibits were displayed to jurors on computer screens. Ayers v. Sutliffe,
United States District Court, Southern District of Ohio.

e Mr. Parry was one of five members of the Executive Committee of
Plaintiffs’ Counsel in the MDL case captioned: In re Prudential Insurance
Co. of America Sales Practice Litigation, 962 F. Supp. 572, 585-586
(D.N.J. 1997), approving a settlement value at over $1 billion on behalf of
a nationwide class action against a life insurer for deceptive sales
practices. Judge Wolin observed:

[T]he results achieved by plaintiffs’ counsel in this case in
the face of significant legal, factual and logistical obstacles
and formidable opposing counsel, are nothing short of
remarkable.

* k% %
Finally, the standing and professional skill of plaintiffs’
counsel, in particular Co-Lead Counsel, is high and
undoubtedly furthered by their ability to negotiate a valuable
settlement and argue its merits before this Court. Several
members of plaintiffs’ counsel are leading attorneys in the
area of class action litigation.

At the Fairness Hearing, Judge Wolin stated that “there is no doubt that
Class Counsel have prosecuted the interests of the class members with
the utmost vigor and expertise.”

Mr. Parry has extensive trial experience and has assisted in successfully
resolving a number of life insurance class actions, property/casualty insurance
actions, securities actions, and pension and employee benefit actions.
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William K. Flynn

William K. Flynn’s career as litigation and trial counsel
covers a wide cross-section of state and federal business,
investment fraud, and other commercial related disputes.
This work includes class-actions, multi-party and other
complex litigation involving federal and state securities laws,
shareholder derivative actions involving officer and director
fiduciary duties and related corporate governance issues.
He is well-known for his experience in the financial services
sector as a strong advocate for investors and has recovered
millions of dollars lost to fraudulent or unsuitable sales
practices, professional negligence and regulatory violations.

He also represents broker-dealers and registered representatives, financial
advisors and other fiduciaries in the defense of customer claims and broker
employment related claims, as well as other employers and executives in the
prosecution and defense of claims involving competitive restrictions, as well as
defending against state and federal enforcement actions.

Mr. Flynn’s general business counsel experience includes long-time general
counsel of a multi-state specialty retailer and one of the region’s largest real estate
brokerages, as well as marketing, manufacturing, supply, distribution and sales
businesses, waste collection and management, financial, insurance agency,
mechanical, construction, architectural software sales and marketing, alarm
service, editorial and publishing service providers, and franchised and independent
automobile dealers.

He is a graduate of Miami University of Ohio and the University of Cincinnati, Taft
College of Law (1985), where he was selected to compete in the National Moot
Court Competition and won the National Administrative Law Competition and Best
Brief Award. Mr. Flynn is a member of the firm’s board of directors and executive
committee.

Robert R. Sparks

Robert R. Sparks concentrates his practice in civil trial and
appellate practice in the areas of complex litigation,
consumer class actions, consumer fraud, investment
fraud, insurance litigation, insurance brokerage matters,
and shareholder derivative and investor claims. Mr.
Sparks has represented people harmed by fraud and
unscrupulous business practices in state and federal
courts throughout the United States. Claims in these
cases typically include consumer protection, unfair and
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deceptive practices, misrepresentation, breach of contract, and fraud.

Mr. Sparks has worked on over a dozen complex, nationwide insurance class
actions involving deceptive sales practices and fraud such as “vanishing
premiums,” “churning,” and the sale of life insurance as an investment. He is
also a trial attorney, having obtained favorable verdicts and arbitration awards in
a variety of cases involving insurance, personal injury, investment fraud, and
consumer protection.

Robert Sparks graduated from Northern Kentucky University in 1987 and from
Salmon P. Chase College of Law in 1990. While there Mr. Sparks was a
member of the Northern Kentucky Law Review. Mr. Sparks is a member of the
Kentucky Justice Association, the American Association for Justice, and the
American College of Coverage and Extracontractual Counsel.

Mr. Sparks is admitted to practice in the courts of Kentucky and Ohio and before
the United States District Courts for the Eastern and Western Districts of
Kentucky, Southern District of Ohio, Eastern District of Wisconsin, and the United
States Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit. He has also received pro hac vice
admission to practice before numerous State and Federal Courts throughout the
country.

Thomas P. Glass

Thomas P. Glass focuses his practice on complex
litigation,  business, commercial, insurance and
construction law. He represents clients in federal and
state courts nationwide on a wide range of complex
litigation, business, construction, design and insurance
issues. Mr. Glass also represents clients on issues
involving  securities laws violations, professional
negligence, design | build issues, insurance coverage
disputes, construction defects, and officer and director
fiduciary duties.

In addition to representing clients in federal and state courts, Mr. Glass also
counsels and advises clients on a broad-range of legal issues and has a diverse
clientele that includes individuals, non-profits, design professionals and
automobile dealerships. He routinely advises clients on insurance coverage
issues and negotiates and drafts contracts for his professional design services
clients, which include standard AIA, EJCDC and non-standard form contracts.

Mr. Glass graduated from Wright State University in 1989 and the University of
Dayton School of Law in 1993. He was an Associate Editor of the University of
Dayton Law Review and published an article on property law. He also received
the American Jurisprudence Award for Civil Trial Practice. Mr. Glass is a
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member of the Ohio State Bar Association, the Cincinnati Bar Association, and
the Kentucky Bar Association.

Matthew W. Fellerhoff

Matthew W. Fellerhoff advocates for clients in public
controversies and property rights matters, including
inverse condemnation suits, land use and zoning
proceedings, eminent domain and real estate
development.

He has successfully tried numerous eminent domain “right
to take” cases on behalf of property owners, preventing
local agencies from taking their property. Mr. Fellerhoff
also has extensive experience in eminent domain
valuation cases.

Mr. Fellerhoff has participated in and litigated local and federal environmental
and historic preservation matters, including NEPA, Section 106 and Section 4(f)
proceedings. He has represented numerous property owners, developers,
community groups and others in actions before local zoning boards, and
subsequently in court, on issues of zoning approvals, variances and special
exemptions related to the use of property. He also has experience negotiating
development agreements.

Mr. Fellerhoff joined Strauss Troy after serving as a Municipal Court judge in
Hamilton County, Ohio. Prior to his public service, he practiced law for 16 years
and established himself as a leader in the areas of litigation, complex land use
matters, local government, eminent domain, property rights and employment law.

He served as long-time law director for the Villages of Moscow and Woodlawn,
Ohio, and has represented numerous other units of local government in Ohio,
assisting in employment matters, annexations, constitutional issues and assisting
in writing village charters under Ohio law. He has also represented many local
private fire departments and public school districts.

Joseph J. Braun

Joseph J. Braun’s practice is concentrated in the areas of
civil litigation, local government, employment and general
business law. He has a diverse clientele, representing
individuals, as well as businesses, related to various civil
matters in both state and federal court. Mr. Braun has
served critical roles on Strauss Troy's litigation team,
helping to spearhead numerous complex class-action
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matters, representing individuals with claims involving consumer products,
medical devices and securities-related cases.

Many local governments have greatly benefited from Mr. Braun’s experience
representing all aspects of government, including contract, employment, zoning
and public records law, among others. Due to his extensive experience working
closely with many national, state and locally elected officials, political consultants
and pollsters, he is frequently sought out for his legal guidance and counsel in
the political arena.

Mr. Braun is also very active in numerous civic and charitable organizations in
the Greater Cincinnati area and serves as a member of the firm’s board of
directors.

Stephen E. Schilling

Stephen E. Schilling’s practice involves various aspects
of state and federal litigation, with an emphasis on
commercial and complex litigation. He is admitted to
practice in Ohio and the United States District Court for
the Southern District of Ohio.

Mr. Schiling is a member of the Ohio State Bar
Association and the Cincinnati and Dayton Bar
Associations. He graduated magna cum laude from the
University of Dayton School of Law, where he was the
Managing Publication Editor of the University of Dayton
Law Review. He has published numerous law-review articles on a variety of
subjects.

Prior to joining Strauss Troy, he served as a law clerk to the Honorable Michael
R. Barrett, Federal District Judge, Southern District of Ohio.

Amy L. Hunt

Amy L. Hunt concentrates her practice in the areas of
complex litigation, including consumer class actions,
insurance litigation and financial products. She has
represented classes of consumers in cases filed in state
and federal courts throughout the United States against
large life and property & casualty insurance carriers
involved in deceptive practices in the sale of insurance
products and improper claims handling practices.

On a local level, Ms. Hunt has represented individual life
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insurance policyholders and beneficiaries, auto insurance claimants and a
residential home builder in various construction-related matters. She is an
experienced brief writer at both the trial and appellate levels, specializing in
making succinct, concise and compelling arguments in matters involving
multifaceted and complex legal and factual issues.

Amy Hunt has been licensed to practice law in the State of Ohio since 2002 and
the Commonwealth of Kentucky since 2003. She is a cum laude graduate of
Northern Kentucky University’s Salmon P. Chase College of Law.

Representative Cases

Shareholder Derivative and Investor Claims

e Successful defense of publicly traded company in shareholder derivative
litigation alleging violations of federal securities law. Robert W. Black v.
Cincinnati Financial Corporation, et al., Case No. 1:11-CV-210 (U.S.
District Court — S.D. Ohio)

e Franklin, Plotnick & Carl, Inc. Profit Sharing Plan v. Michael J. Critelli, et al.
Case No. CV 11 748467 (Cuyahoga Co., Ohio)

e Delduco v. Boykin Lodging Company
Case No. CV-06-59403 (Cuyahoga Co., Ohio)

e Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors (Baldwin Piano & Organ Co) v.
Karen Hendricks
No. 1:04-CV-66 (S.D. Ohio)

¢ In Re Fannie Mae Securities Litigation
MDL-1688, Consolidated Civil Action No. 1:04-CV-1639 (D.C.)

¢ In Re Mutual Funds Investment Litigation
MDL-1586, Lead Case No. 04-md-15863 (D. Maryland)

e Ohio Public Employees Retirement System v. Federal Loan Mortgage Corp.
MDL-1584, Lead Case No. 03-CV-4261 (S.D. New York)

e Smith v. Robert M. Ginn (Centerior Power Co.
Case No. 046065 (Cuyahoga Co., Ohio)

e Representation of special litigation trust in claims brought against the
company’s former officers and directors. IT Litigation Trust v. D’Aniello, Case
No. 02-10118 (D. Delaware)
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e Representation of investors in shareholder derivative action against the
company’s officers and directors. Austern Trust v. Peter H. Forster (Dayton
Power & Light), Case No. A-02-07067 (Hamilton Co., Ohio)

e In re Cardinal Health Derivative Litigation, Common Pleas Court of
Delaware, Ohio, Case No. 02-CVG-11-639. Member of firm served as
lead liaison counsel in derivative action resulting in settlement that
provided for inter alia, $70,000,000 to be paid to the company.

e Ayers v. Sutliffe, United States District Court, Southern District of Ohio.
The firm served as co-counsel in a six-week trial involving claims under
the RICO Act for a class of municipal bond investors. Recovery for the
class valued at in excess of $45 million.

e Steiner, et al. v. Figgie International, Inc.
No. 1:94 Civ. 0805 (N.D. Ohio)

e Adelman v. Meadowbrook Rehabilitation Group
No. C-93-0561-CAL (N.D. California)

e Inre Penn Central Corporation Derivative Shareholders Litigation
Case No. A-90-09331 (Hamilton Co., Ohio)

e Inre Dayco Corporation Derivative Securities Litigation
No. C-3-82-254 (S.D. Ohio)

e Lead trial counsel in representation of major shareholder in breach of
fiduciary duties and related claims against other dominant shareholders
and directors of a major U.S. restaurant chain.

e New England Healthcare Employee Pension Fund v. Fruit of the Loom,

Inc., et al., United States District Court, Western District of Kentucky, Case
No. 1:98-cv-99M.

e Brian Molnar v. Green Bankshares, Inc., et al.
No. 2:11-cv-00014 (E.D. Tennessee)

e Inre AtriCure, Inc. Securities Litigation
No. 1:080-cv-00867 (S.D. Ohio)

e In Re Humana, Inc. Securities Litigation
No. 3:08-CV-0162 (W.D. Kentucky)

¢ Inre Broadwing Securities Litigation
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No. C-1-02-795 (S.D. Ohio)

In re Procter & Gamble Company Securities Litigation
No. C-1-00-CV-190 (S.D. Ohio)

In Re Smartalk Teleservices Inc. Securities Litigation
MDL No. 00-1315 (S.D. Ohio)

In Re Premiere Technologies, Inc. Securities Litigation
No. 1:98-CV-1804 (N.D. Georgia)

In Re: Corrpro Companies, Inc. Securities Litigation
No. 5:95CV1223 (N.D. Ohio)

In Re: Cincinnati Microwave, Inc. Securities Litigation
Master File No. C-1-95-905 (S.D. Ohio)

STRAUSS TROY
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In re American Premier Underwriters, Inc. Securities Litigation

No. A-94-06195 (Hamilton Co., Ohio)

In re Structural Dynamics Research Corporation Securities Litigation

No. C-1-94-630 (S.D. Ohio)

In re Nord Resources Corporation Securities Litigation
Master File No. C-3-900380 (S.D. Ohio)

In Re: Eagle-Picher Industries, Inc. Securities Litigation
Master File No. C-1-88-936 (S.D. Ohio)

In re Gulf States Utilities Securities Litigation
No. B-86-574 (E.D. Texas)

In re Middle South Utilities Securities Litigation
No. 85-3681 (E.D. Louisiana)

Products Liability and Consumer Products Litigation

Cralil v. Best Buy Co., Inc.
No. 06-CV-227 (E.D. Kentucky)

Cowit v. Celleo Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless
Case No. A-05-05869 (Hamilton Co., Ohio)

Academy of Medicine of Cincinnati v. Aetna Health, Inc.
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Case No. A-02-04947 (Hamilton Co., Ohio)

e Woodward, et al. v. Great American Life Insurance Company
Case No. A-99-0587 (Hamilton Co., Ohio)

e Sulzer Orthopedics Inc. Hip Prosthesis and Knee Prosthesis
Products Liability Litigation
No. 1-CV-9000, MDL-1401 (N.D. Ohio)

e In Re: Telectronics Pacing Systems, Inc. Accufix Atrial "J" Leads
Products Liability Litigation
MDL-1057 (S.D. Ohio)

e In Re: Community Mutual Co-Payment Litigation
No. C-1-94-428 (S.D. Ohio)

e Wojtkieweicz v. Blue Cross & Blue Shield Mutual of Ohio, Inc.
Case No. 254993 (Cuyahoga Co., Ohio)

e Inre Silicone Gel Breast Implant Prod. Liability Litigation
MDL-926 (N.D. Alabama)

e Immerman v. Harbour Towne Yacht Club Condominiums
Case No. A-88-03801 (Hamilton Co., Ohio)

e Lead trial counsel in representation of plaintiff consumer class against
public utility for excessive natural gas charges, breach of contract and
consumer law violations.

Fiduciary Claims

e Schilling, et al. v. Farmer's Bank & Capital Trust Co., Circuit Court of
Jefferson County, Kentucky, Case No. 92-CI-05734. A two-week trial
involving claims for several municipal bond holders.

e Sutherland, et al. v. Harrodsburg First Financial Bancorporation, Circuit
Court of Anderson County, Kentucky, Case No. 04-CI-00167. A one-week
trial involving claims for bank stockholders arising out of tender offer for
repurchase of bank stock. Jury awarded compensatory and punitive
damages.

e Represented major east coast university against fraud and undue
influence claims by claimed beneficiary of substantial contributors to the
university.
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Ponzi Scheme Litigation

e Representing about 70 investors in a $100 million real estate Ponzi
scheme which involved litigation and mediation in state court, federal
court, and in private arbitration. The representation also included
negotiations with state and federal regulators investigating the Ponzi
scheme. Part of the representation included obtaining a favorable award
after a two week arbitration for 20 investors against a major regional bank.

Insurance Litigation

e Representation of class of consumers regarding dispute over nature and
extent of coverage provided by life insurance policies resulting in the
reinstatement of benefits for class members valued at over $2,000,000.
Combs v. Crown Life Insurance Company, Case No. 1:07-CV-00151 (S.D.
Ohio)

e Benacquisto, et al. v. IDS Life Insurance Company, et al. District Court of
Minnesota, County of Hennepin, Fourth Judicial Circuit. Recovery valued
at approximately $215 million for a class of policyholders.

e Cone v. Cincinnati Life Insurance Company, Court of Common Pleas,
Butler County, Ohio. Recovery valued at $1.7 million for policyowners.

e Duhaime, et al. v. John Hancock Mutual Life Insurance Company and
John Hancock Variable Life Insurance Company, United States District
Court, District of Massachusetts. Recovery for the class valued at in
excess of $416 million.

e Truong v. Allstate Insurance Co., District Court Bernalillo County, New
Mexico; settlement for state-wide class of Allstate policyholders whose
claims were undervalued through use of the Colossus computer program.
Recovery for the class valued at in excess of $7 million.

e Sims v. Allstate Insurance Co., Circuit Court of St. Clair County, lllinois,
Case No. 99-L-393A. Three week trial involving breach of contract with
respect to the payment of diminished value claims for a class of
policyholders.

e Represented large national health insurer to take over entire provider
network in Greater Cincinnati.

e Represented large health care insurer in defense of medical coverage
claims.



Case: 1:08-cv-00538-SSB-MRA Doc #: 135-7 Filed: 06/09/16 Page: 19 of 23 PAGEID #: 3905

STRAUSS TROY

=’ attorneys at law

e Picow v. Security Life & Trust Ins. Co., Northern District of Texas. Co-lead
counsel in federal court in Texas representing a class of life insurance
policyowners challenging an insurer's attempt to increase cost of
insurance charges in the life insurance contract. This litigation resulted in
a multi-million dollar settlement for the class.

e George Fiorini/Standard Life Insurance Company. Representing elderly
investors in a multi-million dollar Ponzi scheme involving the sale of life
insurance as an investment.

e Representation of a regulated multi-state health insurance carrier in the
insolvency of a contracted managed care organization and subsequent
wind-down of state operations.

Unfair Competition

e Lead trial counsel in prosecution of Lanham Act product disparagement
case for international protective products manufacturer against primary
competitor.

e Lead trial counsel in defense of wholesale grocery and drug distributor
against alleged claims of product and label counterfeiting claims in Ohio
and New York Federal Courts.

Intellectual Property

e Lead trial counsel in defense of national packaging products company
against patent infringement claims by competitor concerning air filled
packaging products.

e Lead trial counsel in defense of national manufacturer against patent
infringement claims by competitor relating to mechanical and electronic
aspects of production machines.

e Lead trial counsel in defense of national manufacturer against claims
relating to chemical process patents (ultra-filtration technology).

e Lead trial counsel in defense of copyright and trademark infringement
claims against national wholesale and retail distributor of plumbing and
bathroom products in Philadelphia Federal Court.

e Lead trial counsel representing manufacturer/owner of design patent for
taillight, in patent claims against former supplier.
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Construction Litigation

e Lead trial counsel in representation of international developer of electricity
and steam energy plants throughout Eastern and Central Europe on
damages claims arising from breach of contract and fraud by U.S. power
conglomerate for development, finance, and construction costs, and
profits.

e Representation of design professionals in litigation involving Ferrari World
Abu Dhabi, the world's largest indoor amusement park located in Abu
Dhabi, UAE.

Consumer Protection

e Lead trial counsel in defense of class action by consumers against a credit
corporation for alleged breach of federal consumer protection laws.

e Represented big three car manufacturer in numerous cases involving
consumer warranty claims.

e Successful defense of major pharmaceutical company in a putative class-
action case alleging violation of the Telephone Consumer Practices Act
(“TCPA”). Belden Village Pain and Wellness Center, Inc. v. Forest
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Case No. 2006 CV 00059 (Stark Co., Ohio).

RRS/Ipm
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
WESTERN DIVISION

JOHN DUDENHOEFFER, ALIREZA Civil Action No.: 08-cv-538
PARTOVIPANAH, et al.,

Plaintiffs,
VS.

FIFTH THIRD BANCORP, et al.,

Defendants.

Ronald R. Parry (Partner) Case Time Through 5/31/16

Description Hours Rate Total
Correspondence 18.5 $375 $6,937.50
Drafting/Revisions 12.25 $375 $4,593.75
Pleading Review 34.5 $375 $12,937.50
Research 4.75 $375 $1,781.25
Discovery Review 8.5 $375 $3,187.50
TOTAL 78.5 $375 $29,437.50
Amy L. Hunt (Associate) Case Time Through 5/31/16
Description Hours Rate Total
Correspondence 1.25 $275 $343.75
Drafting/Revisions 75 $275 $206.25
Pleading Review 8.25 $275 $2,268.75
Research 14 $275 $3,850.00
Discovery Review 0 $275 $0.00
TOTAL 24.25 $275 $6,668.75
Lucy P. McCormack (Paralegal) Case Time Through 5/31/16
Description Hours Rate Total
Correspondence 1.25 $140 $175.00
Drafting/Revisions 1.75 $140 $245.00
Pleading Review 1 $140 $140.00
Research 75 $140 $105.00
Discovery Review 0 $140 $0.00
TOTAL 4.75 $140 $665.00
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e Parry Deering Futscher & Sparks Estimated Printing Costs:  $20.00
e Strauss Troy Estimated Printing Costs: ~ $20.00

Cost Estimate: $40.00
Fee Total: $36,771.25

Grand Total Through 5/31/16: $36,811.25








