
 

 

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF DURHAM 

 

DANIEL GREEN, individually and 

on behalf of all others similarly 

situated, 

 

Plaintiff 

             v. 

 

EMERGEORTHO, P.A., 
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BUSINESS COURT DIVISION 

SUPERIOR COURT FILE NO. 

22-CVS-3533 

 

 

 

DECLARATION OF DANIELLE L. 

PERRY IN SUPPORT OF 

UNOPPOSED 

MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 

APPROVAL OF CLASS ACTION 

SETTLEMENT 

 

 

I, Danielle L. Perry, being competent to testify, make the following declaration: 

1. I am a partner of the law firm Mason LLP. I am one of the lead attorneys 

for Plaintiff and seek appointment on behalf of Mason LLP as Class Counsel for the 

proposed Settlement Class, along with Milberg Coleman Bryson Phillips Grossman, 

PLLC. I submit this declaration in support of Plaintiffs’ Unopposed Motion for 

Preliminary Approval of Class Action Settlement. Except as otherwise noted, I have 

personal knowledge of the facts set forth in this declaration and could testify 

competently to them if called upon to do so. 

2. A true and correct copy of the Settlement Agreement (“Agreement” or 

“S.A.”) is attached to the Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff’s Unopposed Motion 

for Preliminary Approval as Exhibit 1. 

COUNSEL QUALIFICATIONS 

3. I have been licensed to practice law in the State of California since 2013, 

and the District of Columbia since 2016. I am a member of the bars of numerous 
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federal district and appellate courts, and have decades of litigation and class action 

experience. I have been admitted to practice pro hac vice in this matter.  

4. I have represented and am currently representing plaintiffs in more  

than  100  class  action  lawsuits  in  state  and  federal courts throughout the United 

States. Both I and my firm carry on a national and international class action law 

practice. With respect to data privacy cases, I am currently litigating more than 

seventy-five cases across the country involving violations of the privacy violations, 

data breaches, and ransomware attacks. 

5. I have represented and am currently representing plaintiffs in 

numerous class action lawsuits in state and federal courts throughout the United 

States. Both I and Mason LLP carry on a national class action law practice. With 

respect to data privacy cases, I am currently litigating dozens of cases across the 

country involving privacy violations, data breaches, and ransomware attacks. In just 

the past couple of years, I, either individually or as a member of my firm, have been 

appointed class counsel in a number of data breach or data privacy cases, including 

the following: 

a. Askew et al. v. Gas South, LLC, No. 22106661 (Cobb Cnty, Ga.) 

(appointed co-lead counsel, final approval granted January 2024);  

b. Fernandez et al. v. 90 Degree Benefits, LLC et al., No. 2:22-cv-00799 (E.D. 

Wisc.) (appointed co-lead counsel, final approval granted Nov. 2023);  

c. Alexander et al. v. Salud Family Health, Inc., No. 2023CV030580 (19th 

Dist. Ct., Weld Cnty. Colorado) (appointed co-lead counsel, final 

approval granted November 2023);  
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d. Payton v. Fam. Vision of Anderson, P.A., No. 2023CP0401636 (S.C. Ct. 

C.P. Anderson Cnty.) (appointed Interim Co-Lead Class Counsel Sept. 

11, 2023);  

e. Woods v. Albany ENT & Allergy Services, P.C., No. 904730-23 (N.Y. Sup. 

Ct. Albany Cnty.) (appointed Interim Co-Lead Counsel July 2023);  

f. Rasmussen et al. v. Uintah Basin Healthcare, Case No. 2:23-cv-00322 (D. 

Utah) (appointed Interim Co-Lead Counsel June 2023);  

g. In re NCB Management Services, Inc. Data Breach Litigation, Case No. 

23-1236 (E.D. Pa.) (appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee, 

June 2023);  

h. In re Flagstar December 2021 Data Security Incident Litigation, Case 

No. 22-cv-11385 (E.D. Mich.) (appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Executive 

Committee, May 2023);  

i. Rodriguez v. Mena Regional Health System, Case No. 2:23-cv-02002 

(W.D. Ark.) (appointed Co-Lead Counsel, Apr. 2023);  

j. Anderson v. Fortra, LLC, Case No. 23-cv-533 (Dist. Minn.) (appointed to 

the Executive Committee, Apr. 2023);  

k. Nelson et al. v. Connexin Software Inc., d/b/a Office Practicum, Case No. 

2:22-cv-04676 (E.D. Penn.) (appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering 

Committee, Apr. 2023);  

l. Colston et al. v. Envision Credit Union, Case No. 2022CA1476 (2d. Jud. 

Cir. For Leon County, Fl.) (appointed class counsel, final approval 

granted Apr. 2023);  
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m. Dekenipp v. Gastroenterology Consultants, P.A., Case No. 202161470 

(295th District Court for Harris County, Texas) (appointed class counsel, 

final approval granted Nov. 2022). 

 

6. I also have extensive class action outside of the data breach arena. See, 

e.g., In re Deva Concepts Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 1:20-cv-01234-GHW (S.D.N.Y.) (final 

approval granted Jan. 3, 2022) (Mason LLP served as court-appointed Co-Lead Counsel 

and I undertook significant work for clients and class members with extensive hair loss, 

leading client interviews, drafting pleadings, and preparing settlement and settlement 

approval papers); In re Hill’s Pet Nutrition, Inc. Dog Food Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 2:19-

md-02887, MDL No. 2887 (D. Kan.) (final approval granted Oct. 2021) (Mason LLP 

served as court-appointed Co-Lead Counsel and I played a significant roll for clients 

and class members who purchased dog food with sometimes lethal amounts of vitamin 

D, participating in client intake, discovery, and preparing settlement and settlement 

approval papers); In re Marriott Int’l Inc., Customer Data Sec. Breach Litig., No. 8:19-

md-02879 (D. Md.) (I contributed to the plaintiff interview process and drafting of the 

consolidated amended complaint in data breach case); In re U.S. Off. of Pers. Mgmt. 

Data Sec. Breach Litig., 266 F. Supp. 3d 1 (D.D.C. 2017) (Mason LLP served as Liaison 

Counsel, and I completed research assignments in support of and at the request of Lead 

Counsel in data breach case). Most recently, I have also been appointed to the 

Leadership Development Committee in In re SoClean, Inc., Mktg., Sales Pracs. & Prods. 

Liab. Litig., No. 2:22-mc-00152, MDL No. 3021 (W.D. Pa. Apr. 27, 2022), where Iworks 

closely with Lead Counsel in all areas of litigation and fights for consumers rights 

pertaining to the purchase of defective and/or unsafe products. 
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7. A copy of Mason LLP’s firm resume, detailing the firm’s qualifications, is 

attached hereto as Exhibit A.  

8. A copy of a Milberg Coleman Bryson Phillips Grossman, PLLC, detailing 

the firm’s qualifications, is attached hereto as Exhibit B. 

9. Class Counsel’s work on this matter includes: investigating the cause 

and effects of the EmergeOrtho, P.A. (“Defendant”) Data Incident, interviewing 

potential clients, evaluating the potential class representatives, contributing to the 

evaluation of the merits of the case before filing the Complaint; conducting legal 

research; the settlement term sheet, the settlement agreement, the relevant notices 

of settlement, and the instant Motion for Preliminary Approval; conducting extensive 

research into data security incidents and their causes and effects, conducting further 

extensive research into data security practices and standards across e-Commerce 

platforms and industries, communicating with defense counsel; engaging in extensive 

settlement negotiations with Defendant over the course of weeks; and updating and 

handling questions from our class representatives.  I conferred with my colleagues 

about strategy and case status while being mindful to avoid duplicative efforts within 

my firm. 

10. I am, and my firm, are fully aware of the financial and human resources 

that will be required to bring this case to a successful conclusion and the Court should 

have no reservations that my firm has and is willing to commit those resources for the 

benefit of the plaintiff class.  

11. My experience coupled with my firms’ resources, allowed me to skillfully 

litigate this type of case in the best interests of Plaintiff and the putative class. Not 
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only does my law firm have the resources to effectively prosecute this case, but it is 

also committed to utilizing them to do so. 

12. Balancing the risks of continued litigation, the nature of the information 

involved in the Data Security Incident, the benefits of the Settlement, the difficulty of 

certifying class wide damages for a breach involving information of the type at issue 

here, the certainty of the recovery provided for by the Settlement, and the fact that 

the amount of the settlement is within the range of other data breach settlements, the 

Settlement warrants preliminarily approval. 

13. Based on my experience with similar class actions and the investigation, 

research, and knowledge of the specific facts and legal issues in the action, it is my 

opinion, and the opinion of Class Counsel that the settlement is in the best interest of 

Plaintiff and the Settlement Class and achieves a result that is fair, reasonable, and 

adequate. 

Initial Investigation and Communications 

14. This class action arises out of a cyberattack and data breach 

(“Cyberattack”) involving Defendant. 

15. Plaintiff alleges in his complaint that as a result of the Data Incident, 

Plaintiff and Settlement Class Members suffered ascertainable losses in the form of 

identity theft and fraud, the loss of the benefit of their bargain, out-of-pocket 

expenses, and the value of their time reasonably incurred to remedy or mitigate the 

effects of the attack. The number of Settlement Class Members, on information and 

belief, is approximately 72,500. 
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16. Plaintiff further alleges that his and Settlement Class Members’ 

sensitive personal information—which was entrusted to Defendant—was 

compromised and unlawfully accessed due to the Data Incident. Information 

compromised in the Data Incident involves personally identifiable information (“PII”) 

of Plaintiff and Settlement Class Members.  

17. I, my colleagues at Mason LLP, and my co-counsel and Milberg 

vigorously and aggressively gathered all of the information that was available 

regarding Defendant and the Data Incident—including publicly-available documents 

concerning announcements of the Data Incident and notice of the Data Incident from 

Defendant.  

18. Class Counsel is not aware of any other litigation arising out of the Data 

Incident pending in North Carolina. 

The Class Settlement 

History of Negotiations 

19. The settlement came about as the result of protracted arm’s-length 

negotiations. 

20. In January 2023, the Parties began discussing the potential for early 

resolution, and agreed to attend a mediation with Hon. Wayne Andersen (Ret.) of 

JAMS. Prior to the mediation the parties exchanged discovery and briefed the 

relevant claims and defenses. On April 26, 2023 the Parties attended a mediation via 

Zoom with Hon. Wayne Andersen (Ret.) of JAMS. After a full day of vigorous, arms’-

length negotiations, the Parties were unable to reach a resolution. The Parties 
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continued discovery, exchanging multiple rounds of document requests, 

interrogatories, and requests for admissions.  

21. On October 10, 2023, Plaintiff appeared for his deposition as noticed by 

Defendant. Defendant’s deposition was noticed to proceed on October 30, 2023. 

Throughout this time, the Parties settlement negotiations continued at arms’-length 

between Counsel. On October 26, 2023 the Parties reached an agreement on the 

central terms of a settlement.  

22. Class Counsel and Plaintiff believe that the claims asserted in this case 

have merit. We acknowledge, however, the expense and length of continued 

proceedings necessary to prosecute the Litigation against Defendant through motion 

practice, trial, and potential appeals. We have also taken into account the uncertain 

outcome and risk of further litigation, as well as the difficulties and delays inherent 

in such litigation.  

23. It is my belief, based on my extensive experience generally and my 

investigation and research into this case in particular, that the Settlement is fair, 

reasonable, and adequate, and in the best interests of the Settlement Class. The 

collective experience of Class Counsel with similar types of privacy and data 

protection practices provided substantive knowledge on the subject to enable us to 

represent Plaintiff’s and Settlement Class Members’ interests without expending 

hundreds of hours and substantial financial resources to come up to speed on the 

subject area or engaging in formal discovery. 
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24. Plaintiff has been personally involved in the case and support the 

Settlement. Plaintiff strongly believes the settlement is favorable to the Settlement 

Class. 

 Release  

25. The release in this case is tailored to the claims that have been pleaded 

or could have been pleaded in this case. 

26. Settlement Class Members who do not exclude themselves from the 

Settlement Agreement will release claims against Defendant, related to the Data 

Incident. 

Claims Process 

27. The timing of the claims process is structured to ensure that all Class 

Members have adequate time to review the terms of the Settlement Agreement, make 

a claim or decide whether they would like to opt-out or object. 

28. Similar to the timing of the claims process, the timing with regard to 

objections and exclusions is structured to give Class Members sufficient time to 

review the Settlement documents. 

Service Award, Fees, and Costs 

29. The Parties did not discuss the payment of attorneys’ fees, costs, 

expenses and/or a service award to Representative Plaintiff until after the 

substantive terms of the settlement had been agreed upon, other than that Defendant 

would pay reasonable attorneys’ fees, costs, expenses, and a service award to 

Representative Plaintiff as may be agreed to by Defendant and proposed Class 

Counsel and/or as ordered by the Court. 
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30. The Settlement Agreement calls for a reasonable service award to 

Plaintiff in the amount of $5,000, subject to approval of the Court. The Service Award 

is meant to recognize Plaintiff for his efforts on behalf of the Class, including assisting 

in the investigation of the case, reviewing the pleadings, answering counsel’s many 

questions, responding to discovery, preparing and appearing for deposition, and 

reviewing the terms of the Settlement Agreement. Plaintiff was not promised a 

service award, nor did he condition his representation on the expectation of a service 

award. 

31. Defendant has also agreed to pay, subject to Court approval, up to 

33.33% of the Settlement Fund to proposed Settlement Class Counsel for attorneys’ 

fees and up to $25,000 as reimbursement for litigation costs.  

32. Proposed Class Counsel will submit a separate motion seeking 

attorneys’ fees, costs, and Plaintiff’s Service Award. 

33. It is my opinion that the Settlement provides fair, adequate, and 

reasonable result for Representative Plaintiffs and Class Members. 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * 

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

Executed this 8th day of February 2024, at Washington, D.C. 

 

 

Danielle L. Perry   

             



 

 
 

 

Mason LLP is dedicated to representing plaintiffs in class actions, mass torts and individual cases in 

courts throughout the United States  

 

Our attorneys have a long history of obtaining major verdicts and settlements. We frequently lead, 

co-lead, or perform other leadership roles in class actions of national significance. Examples include 

the Office of Personal Management (OPM) data breach litigation (in which one of our attorneys was 

appointed Liaison Counsel) and the Entran II product liability litigation (in which one of our 

attorneys served as Co-Lead Counsel and successfully resolved the case for $330 million).  

 

THE FIRM’S PRINCIPAL LAWYERS 

 

Gary E. Mason 

Founding Partner 

 

Gary graduated magna cum laude, Phi Beta Kappa, from Brown University 

and Duke University Law School, where he was an editor of Law and 

Contemporary Problems. He then served as a law clerk for the Honorable 

Andrew J. Kleinfeld of the U.S. District Court for the District of Alaska. 

Gary was previously an Associate at Skadden Arps and a Partner at Cohen 

Milstein where he was the first Co-Chair of its Consumer Protection 

Practice Group. 
 

Gary is a nationally recognized leader of the class action bar. Focusing on 

consumer class actions and mass torts, Gary has recovered more than $1.5 

billion in the 29 years he has represented plaintiffs. With his broad 

experience, Gary is nationally known for representing consumers in class 

actions involving a wide range of defective products, including Chinese drywall, fire retardant 

plywood, polybutylene pipe, high-temperature plastic venting, hardboard siding, pharmaceutical 

products, consumer electronics and automobiles. He also is recognized for his successful 

representation of persons injured by negligently discharged pollutants (e.g., In re the Exxon Valdez) 

and victims of wage theft. He currently represents more than 2,000 Customs and Border Patrol 

Agents in FLSA litigation against the federal government, more than 1,500 women injured by use 

of a defective tampon product, thousands of owners of animals injured by contaminated dog food, 

and over 23 million individuals whose personal data was compromised by the U.S. Office of 

Personal Management data breach. 

 

Gary was an early advocate for victims of security breaches and privacy violations, starting with the 

first settlement arising from a Google data breach (In re Google Buzz), the Department of Veterans 
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Affairs stolen laptop case, and continuing in data breach cases to-date. Mr. Mason recently served 

as liaison counsel in a data breach case filed against the Office of Personnel Management. In re U.S. 

Off. Of Pers. Mgmt. Data Security Breach Litig., 266 F. Supp. 3d 1 (D.D.C. 2017) (final approval of 

a $63 million settlement fund granted in October 2022). He currently serves as one of the co-lead 

counsel for the Farley, et al. v. Eye Care Leaders data breach matter related to the breach of over 

three million individuals’ data, which is pending in the Middle District of North Carolina, Case No. 

1:22-cv-468. He also serves as co-lead counsel for the following pending cases: Guy, et al. v. 

Convergent Outsourcing, Inc., Case 2:22-cv-01558 (WD Wash.); Alvarado, et al. v. JDC Healthcare 

Management, LLC, Case No. DC-22-03137 (District Court of Dallas County, Texas); Tucker, et al. 

v. Marietta Area Health Care, Case No. 2:22-cv-00184 (SD Ohio) (preliminary approval granted 

June 2023); and Darrin v. Huntington Ingalls Industries, Case No. 4:2023-cv-00053 (ED Virginia). 

 

Gary has served in leadership positions in many consumer class actions in State and Federal courts 

nationwide as well as in MDLs. Gary writes and speaks frequently on topics related to class action 

litigation. He was the 2012–2013 Co-Chair of the Class Action Litigation group for the American 

Association for Justice and presently serves as the Chairman of its Rule 23 Task Group. He has 

repeatedly been named a Washington, DC Super Lawyer for Class Actions.  

 

Gary lives in Bethesda, Maryland. 
 

Danielle L. Perry 

Partner 

 

Danielle L. Perry is a partner at Mason LLP, and offers nearly a decade of 

class action litigation experience to the benefit of her clients. Graduating 

from the University of California, Berkeley in 2010 and from Loyola Law 

School, Los Angeles in 2013, Ms. Perry is licensed to practice in the State 

of California, District of Columbia, and in numerous federal district courts 

across the country as well as the U.S. Court of Federal Claims, and the Fifth, 

Seventh, and Federal Circuit Courts of Appeals. While Ms. Perry originally 

focused her career on employment law class actions, after her first few 

years of practice she expanded her experience and resume to cover 

numerous data breach and consumer class actions as well. Ms. Perry, either 

as an individual or as a member of her firm, has been named class counsel 

or appointed to leadership positions in numerous data breach class actions 

including: Payton v. Fam. Vision of Anderson, P.A., No. 2023CP0401636 (S.C. Ct. C.P. Anderson 

Cnty.) (appointed Interim Co-Lead Class Counsel Sept. 11, 2023); Woods v. Albany ENT & Allergy 

Services, P.C., No. 904730-23 (N.Y. Sup. Ct. Albany Cnty.) (appointed Interim Co-Lead Counsel 

July 2023); Rasmussen et al. v. Uintah Basin Healthcare, Case No. 2:23-cv-00322 (D. Utah) 

(appointed Interim Co-Lead Counsel June 2023); In re NCB Management Services, Inc. Data 

Breach Litigation, Case No. 23-1236 (E.D. Pa.) (appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee, 

June 2023); In re Flagstar December 2021 Data Security Incident Litigation, Case No. 22-cv-11385 

(E.D. Mich.) (appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Executive Committee, May 2023); Rodriguez v. Mena 

Regional Health System, Case No. 2:23-cv-02002 (W.D. Ark.) (appointed Co-Lead Counsel, Apr. 

2023); Anderson v. Fortra, LLC, Case No. 23-cv-533 (Dist. Minn.) (appointed to the Executive 

Committee, Apr. 2023); Nelson et al. v. Connexin Software Inc., d/b/a Office Practicum, Case No. 
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2:22-cv-04676 (E.D. Penn.) (appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee, Apr. 2023); Colston 

et al. v. Envision Credit Union, Case No. 2022CA1476 (2d. Jud. Cir. For Leon County, Fl.) 

(appointed class counsel, final approval granted Apr. 2023); Dekenipp v. Gastroenterology 

Consultants, P.A., Case No. 202161470 (295th District Court for Harris County, Texas) (appointed 

class counsel, final approval granted Nov. 2022); Richardson v. Overlake Hosp. Med. Ctr., et al., 

No. 20-2-07460-8 SEA (Wash. Super. Ct. King Cnty.) (appointed class counsel, final approval 

granted Sept. 2021); Cece, et al. v. St. Mary’s Health Care Sys., Inc., et al., No. SU20CV0500 (Ga. 

Super. Ct. Athens-Clarke Cnty.) (appointed class counsel, final approval granted Apr. 2022); 

Fernandez v. 90 Degree Benefits, LLC et al., No. 2:22-cv-00799 (E.D. Wisc.) (appointed Class 

Counsel for data breach settlement granted final approval in November 2023); Alexander et al. v. 

Salud Family Health, Inc., No. 2023cv30580 (19th Dist. Court, Weld Cnty., Colo.) (appointed Class 

Counsle for data breach settlement granted final approval in November 2023); Askew et al. v. Gas 

South, LLC, No. 22106661 (Sup. Court for Cobb Conty., Georgia) (appointed Class Counsel for data 

breach settlement granted final approval in January 2024). 

 

Ms. Perry also has extensive experience providing support to appointed committees in MDL cases 

across the country. See, e.g., In re Deva Concepts Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 1:20-cv-01234-GHW 

(S.D.N.Y.) (final approval granted Jan. 3, 2022) (Mason LLP served as court-appointed Co-Lead 

Counsel and Ms. Perry undertook significant work for clients and class members with extensive hair 

loss, leading client interviews, drafting pleadings, and preparing settlement and settlement approval 

papers); In re Hill’s Pet Nutrition, Inc. Dog Food Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 2:19-md-02887, MDL No. 

2887 (D. Kan.) (final approval granted Oct. 2021) (Mason LLP served as court-appointed Co-Lead 

Counsel and Ms. Perry played a significant role for clients and class members who purchased dog 

food with sometimes lethal amounts of vitamin D, participating in client intake, discovery, and 

preparing settlement and settlement approval papers); In re Marriott Int’l Inc., Customer Data Sec. 

Breach Litig., No. 8:19-md-02879 (D. Md.) (Ms. Perry contributed to the plaintiff interview process 

and drafting of the consolidated amended complaint in data breach case); In re U.S. Off. of Pers. 

Mgmt. Data Sec. Breach Litig., 266 F. Supp. 3d 1 (D.D.C. 2017) (Mason LLP served as Liaison 

Counsel, and Ms. Perry has completed research assignments in support of and at the request of Lead 

Counsel in data breach case). Additionally, Ms. Perry has also been appointed to the Leadership 

Development Committee in In re SoClean, Inc., Mktg., Sales Pracs. & Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 2:22-

mc-00152, MDL No. 3021 (W.D. Pa. Apr. 27, 2022), where she works closely with Lead Counsel 

in all areas of litigation and fights for consumers’ rights pertaining to the purchase of defective and/or 

unsafe products. 

 

Outside of work, Ms. Perry enjoys being in the sun and on the water, is trying not to kill her garden, 

and is constantly planning future home renovations. Ms. Perry lives outside of Annapolis, Maryland. 
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Lisa White 

Senior Attorney 

 

Lisa A. White is a writer and researcher at heart, known for her attention to 

detail, optimism, and creative approach to legal problem-solving. Most of 

Lisa’s work is in the federal court system, both in the District Courts and 

Circuit Courts of Appeals. She is licensed to practice in the State of 

Tennessee, and in numerous federal district courts across the country as 

well as the Seventh and Ninth Circuit Courts of Appeals.  

  

Lisa’s primary areas of practice are data breach litigation, product defect, 

product misrepresentation, and wage and hour class actions. Her role at 

Mason LLP frequently involves investigating and researching potential 

cases and claims prior to a complaint being filed, as well as drafting 

responsive pleadings, and leading the detailed research tasks that are 

required for and during litigation. In addition, she is actively involved in Mason LLP’s mediations, 

from drafting premediation requests and mediation statements to participating in mediated 

resolutions to cases. 

 

Prior to joining Mason LLP, Lisa practiced at another plaintiffs’ class action firm, where she 

advocated for employees who were improperly paid, especially in the airline industry. She also 

worked on lawsuits related to defective products and deceptive advertising. She was frequently 

called on to research and draft appellate briefs. 

 

Lisa returned to law school after completing her Bachelor’s and Master’s in Sociology from The 

University of Tennessee. She then worked for the University’s Center for Literacy Studies and taught 

for a number of years at universities. She completed the coursework for her Ph.D. in American 

Studies at The College of William and Mary, then opted to go to law school—a lifelong goal. Lisa 

is a graduate of The University of Tennessee College of Law. While at The University of Tennessee 

College of Law, Lisa was a Co-Coordinator of the Tennessee Innocence Project, and was the 

Research Editor for the Tennessee Journal of Law and Policy. While a law student, she practiced in 

both the Domestic Violence Clinic and the Advocacy Clinic. Lisa has published peer-reviewed 

papers in three academic fields: law, sociology, and history. 

 

Lisa and her family are avid travelers, and she has visited all seven continents. In addition, for three 

years, she worked remotely practicing class action law while living in Greymouth, New Zealand. 
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Theo Bell 

Attorney 

 

Theodore B. Bell (“Theo”) is Of Counsel at Mason LLP. Theo is an 

experienced attorney with over 25 years of litigation experience. Theo is 

admitted to practice law in both Illinois and Michigan and various federal 

courts around the country. Before recently joining Mason LLP, Mr. Bell’s 

prior work experience included over 12 years at a mid-sized nationwide 

class action firm where Mr. Bell focused his practice mainly on antitrust, 

as well as consumer and securities class actions. Theo’s previous work 

experience also includes working at a firm that focused on representing 

class action opt-outs in antitrust cases, another firm that represented 

workers’ compensation insurance carriers where he focused his practice 

on litigating premium fraud cases in federal court, as well as a general 

practice firm where Theo gained extensive experience litigating state court cases in a wide array of 

civil practice areas. 

 

Notable cases that Mr. Bell has worked on include: 

 

• Shane Group, Inc., et al. v. Blue Cross Blue Shield of Michigan, Case No. 10‐cv‐14360 (E.D. 

Mich.) (antitrust price-fixing case involving most-favored-nation agreements – $29.9 million 

class settlement); 

• In re Dairy Farmers of America Cheese Antitrust Litigation, Case No. 09‐cv-3960, (N.D. 

Ill.) (antitrust price-fixing case involving manipulation of cheese and milk futures to raise 

prices of dairy products – $46 million class settlement); 

• McDonough, et al. v. Toys “R” Us, Case No. 06-cv-242 (E.D. Pa.) (antitrust case involving 

retail price maintenance – $35.5 million class settlement); 

• In re Sulfuric Acid, Case No. 03‐4576, (N.D. Ill.) (antitrust price-fixing case involving output 

restrictions – class settlements totaling over $6 million); 

• In Re: Groupon Derivative Litigation, Case No. 12-cv-5300 (N.D. Ill.) (shareholder 

derivative suit involving materially false and misleading statements concerning Groupon’s 

business operations and financial condition prior to Groupon’s IPO – settlement obtained 

substantial beneficial corporate-governance reforms); and 

• Messner v. Northshore University Health System, 669 F.3d 802 (7th Cir. 2012) (illegal 

monopolization and attempted monopolization through hospital mergers – Theo was part of 

the appellate team that successfully obtained reversal of the U.S. District Court’s denial of 

class certification). 

 

Theo is a graduate of The University of Michigan, where he earned his Bachelor’s degree in 

Sociology, and the University of Detroit Mercy School of Law where Mr. Bell earned his law degree. 
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Ra O. Amen 

Associate Attorney 

 

Ra, a native of the California Bay Area, graduated from Stanford 

University with a degree in economics and from Emory University School 

of Law, with honors, where he was a Notes and Comments Editor for the 

Bankruptcy Developments Journal. Ra was previously an Associate at 

Hunton Andrews Kurth LLP and Morgan & Morgan’s Complex 

Litigation Group. 

 

Ra has over seven years of complex litigation experience, specializing in 

consumer class actions, data breach and other privacy litigation. Ra was 

recently appointed to the Leadership Development Committee in Geleng 

v. Independent Living Systems, LLC, Case No. 1:23-cv-21060 (S.D. Fl.) (data breach affecting over 

four million individuals). Ra was also an integral part of the team that recovered a $190 million 

settlement for the class in In re: Capital One Inc. Customer Data Security Breach Litigation, MDL 

No. 1:19-md-2915 (E.D. Va.) (data breach affecting 98 million individuals) where his discovery 

and briefing efforts helped facilitate said settlement. 

 

Ra is also a former Peace Corps. Morocco volunteer and an avid guitarist having performed with, 

recorded with, and opened for a number of Grammy-nominated artists. 

 

Salena Chowdhury 

Associate Attorney 

 

Salena Chowdhury is an associate attorney at Mason LLP. She is a 

graduate of the University of Tennessee College of Law. She also 

attended the University of Tennessee at Knoxville for her bachelor’s 

where she majored in political science with a concentration in public 

administration and a minor in psychology. Salena has been admitted to 

the Illinois bar and to the District of Columbia bar. 

Salena has had a passion for law since she was a kid. While Salena was 

still in high school, she began working at her first law firm. She continued 

to work at various law firms gaining a diverse area of legal experience 

throughout her undergraduate studies and law school. 

 

Since joining Mason LLP Salena has gained experience in mediations, 

data breach, product defect, product misrepresentation, and wage & hour 

class actions. She is known for her quick learning curve and adaptability to challenges. Her role at 

Mason LLP is expanding as she takes on new responsibilities in major cases. 

 

Salena comes from a large diverse family background. She values the time spent with her family. 

She enjoys outdoor activities like 4-wheeling, soccer, and playing with her dogs. Additionally, she 

loves to travel and to learn about other cultures.  
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NOTABLE CLASS ACTION CASES 

 

Antitrust 

In re TFT-LCD (Flat Panel) Antitrust Litig., No. 3:07-cv-01827, MDL No. 1827 (N.D. Cal.) 

(combined settlement totaling nearly $1.1 billion in suit alleging the illegal formation of an 

international cartel to restrict competition in the LCD panel market) (2012). 

 

Products 

 

In re SoClean, Inc., Mktg., Sales Pracs. & Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 2:22-mc-00152, MDL No. 3021 

(W.D. Pa) (court-appointed Co-Lead Counsel). 

In re Deva Concepts Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 1:20-cv-01234 (S.D.N.Y.) (court appointed Co-Lead 

Counsel; $5.2 million settlement). 

In re Hill's Pet Nutrition, Inc., Dog Food Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 19-md-2887-JAR-TJJ, MDL No. 

2887 (D. Kan.) (court-appointed Co-Lead Counsel; $12.5 million settlement). 

Smid et al. v. Nutranext, LLC, No. 20L0190 (Ill. Cir. Cit. St. Clair Cnty. 2020) ($6.7 million 

settlement). 

Ersler, et. al v. Toshiba Am., et. al, No. 1:07-cv-02304 (E.D.N.Y. 2009) (settlement of claims 

arising from allegedly defective television lamps). 

Maytag Neptune Washing Machines (class action settlement for owners of Maytag Neptune 

washing machines).  

Stalcup, et al. v. Thomson, Inc. (Ill. Cir. Ct. 2004) ($100 million class settlement of claims that 

certain GE, PROSCAN and RCA televisions may have been susceptible to temporary loss of audio 

when receiving broadcast data packages that were longer than reasonably anticipated or specified). 

Hurkes Harris Design Assocs., Inc., et al. v. Fujitsu Comput. Prods. of Am., Inc. (2003) (settlement 

provides $42.5 million to pay claims of all consumers and other end users who bought certain 

Fujitsu Desktop 3.5” IDE hard disk drives). 

Turner v. Gen. Elec. Co., No. 2:05-cv-00186 (M.D. Fla. 2006) (national settlement of claims 

arising from allegedly defective refrigerators). 

 

Automobiles 

 

Falk v. Nissan N. Am., Inc., No. 4:17-cv-04871 (N.D. Cal. 2020) (Co-Lead Counsel in litigation 

alleging damages from defective transmissions; national settlement extending warranty for 1.5 

million vehicles). 
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In re Gen. Motors Corp. Speedometer Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL No. 1896 (W.D. Wash. 2007) 

(national settlement for repairs and reimbursement of repair costs incurred in connection with 

defective speedometers). 

Baugh v. The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co. (2002) (class settlement of claims that Goodyear sold 

defective tires that are prone to tread separation when operated at highway speeds; Goodyear 

agreed to provide a combination of both monetary and non-monetary consideration to the 

Settlement Class in the form of an Enhanced Warranty Program and Rebate Program). 

Lubitz v. Daimler Chrysler Corp., No. L-4883-04 (N.J. Super. Ct. Bergen Cnty. 2006) (national 

settlement for repairs and reimbursement of repair costs incurred in connection with defective 

brake system; creation of $12 million fund; 7th largest judgment or settlement in New Jersey). 

Berman et al. v. Gen. Motors LLC, No. 2:18-cv-14371 (S.D. Fla. 2019) (Co-Lead Counsel; national 

settlement for repairs and reimbursement of repair costs incurred in connection with Chevrolet 

Equinox excessive oil consumption). 

 

Civil Rights 

 

In re Black Farmers Discrimination Litig., No. 1:08-mc-00511 (D.D.C. 2013) ($1.25 billion 

settlement fund for black farmers who alleged U.S. Department of Agriculture discriminated 

against them by denying farm loans). 

Bruce, et. al. v. County of Rensselaer et. al., No. 02-cv-0847 (N.D.N.Y. 2004) (class settlement of 

claims that corrections officers and others employed at the Rensselaer County Jail (NY) engaged 

in the practice of illegally strip searching all individuals charged with only misdemeanors or minor 

offenses). 

 

Commercial 

 

In re Outer Banks Power Outage Litig., No. 4:17-cv-141 (E.D.N.C. 2018) (Co-Lead Counsel; 

$10.35 million settlement for residents, businesses, and vacationers on Hatteras and Ocracoke 

Islands who were impacted by a 9-day power outage). 

 

Construction Materials 

 

Cordes et al v. IPEX, Inc., No. 08-cv-02220-CMA-BNB (D. Colo. 2011) (class action arising out 

of defective brass fittings; court-appointed member of Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee). 

Elliott et al v. KB Home North Carolina Inc. et al, No. 08-cv-21190 (N.C. Super. Ct. Wake Cnty. 

2017) (Lead Counsel; class action settlement for those whose homes were constructed without a 

weather-resistant barrier). 
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In re Pella Corp. Architect & Designer Series Windows Mktg., Sales Pracs. & Prods. Liab. Litig., 

MDL No. 2514 (D.S.C.) (class action arising from allegedly defective windows; Court-appointed 

Co-Lead Counsel). 

In re MI Windows & Doors, Inc., Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL No. 2333 (D.S.C) (National class action 

settlement for homeowners who purchased defective windows; Court-appointed Co-Lead 

Counsel). 

In re Atlas Roofing Corp. Chalet Shingle Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL No. 2495 (N.D. Ga.) (class 

action arising from allegedly defective shingles; Court-appointed Co-Lead Counsel). 

Helmer et al. v. Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co., No. 12-cv-00685-RBJ, 2014 WL 3353264 (D. Colo. 

July 9, 2014) (class action arising from allegedly defective radiant heating systems; Colorado class 

certified). 

In re Zurn Pex Plumbing Prods. Liab. Litig., No. o:08-md-01958, MDL No. 1958 (D. Minn. 2012) 

(class action arising from allegedly plumbing systems; member of Executive Committee; 

settlement). 

Hobbie et al. v. RCR Holdings II, LLC, et al., No. 10-1113, MDL No. 2047 (E.D. La. 2012) ($30 

million settlement for remediation of 364-unit residential high-rise constructed with Chinese 

drywall). 

In re Chinese Manufactured Drywall Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 2:09-md-02047, MDL No. 2047 

(E.D. La. 2012) (litigation arising out of defective drywall) (appointed Co-Chair, Insurance 

Committee). 

Galanti v. Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co., No. 03-209 (D.N.J. 2003) (national settlement and 

creation of $330 million fund for payment to owners of homes with defective radiant heating 

systems). 

In re Synthetic Stucco Litig., No. 5:96-CV-287-BR(2) (E.D.N.C.) (member of Plaintiffs’ Steering 

Committee; settlements with four EIFS Manufacturers for North Carolina homeowners valued at 

more than $50 million). 

In re Synthetic Stucco (EIFS) Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL No. 1132 (E.D.N.C.) (represented over 

100 individual homeowners in lawsuits against homebuilders and EIFS manufacturers). 

Posey et al. v. Dryvit Sys., Inc., No. 17,715-IV (Tenn. Cir. Ct. 2002) (Co-Lead Counsel; national 

class action settlement provided cash and repairs to more than 7,000 claimants). 

Sutton, et al. v. The Fed. Materials Co., et al, No. 07-CI-00007 (Ky. Cir. Ct.) (Co- Lead Counsel; 

$10.1 million class settlement for owners of residential and commercial properties constructed with 

defective concrete). 
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Staton v. IMI South, et al. (Ky. Cir. Ct.) (Co-Lead Counsel; class settlement for approximately $30 

million for repair and purchase of houses built with defective concrete). 

In re Elk Cross Timbers Decking Mktg., Sales Pracs. & Prod. Liab. Litig., No. 15-cv-0018, MDL 

No. 2577 (D.N.J. 2017) (Lead Counsel; national settlement to homeowners who purchased 

defective GAF decking and railings). 

Bridget Smith v. Floor & Decor Outlets of America, Inc., No. 1:15-cv-4316 (N.D. Ga.) (Co- Lead 

Counsel; National class action settlement for homeowners who purchased unsafe laminate wood 

flooring). 

In re Lumber Liquidators Chinese-Manufactured Laminate Flooring Durability Mktg., Sales 

Pracs. Litig., No. 1:16-md-2743 (E.D. Va.) (Co-Lead Counsel; Durability case; $36 million 

national class action settlement for member who purchased a certain type of laminate flooring). 

In re Windsor Wood Clad Window Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 2:16-md-02688 (E.D. Wis.) (National 

class action settlement for homeowners who purchased defective windows; Court-appointed Lead 

Counsel). 

In re Allura Fiber Cement Siding Prods. Liab. Litig., No. 2:19-md-02886 (D.S.C.) (class action 

arising from allegedly defective cement board siding; Court-appointed Lead Counsel). 

 

 

Environmental 

 

Bell v. WestRock, CP, LLC, No. 3:17-cv-829-JAG (E.D. Va. 2020) (Co-Lead Counsel in litigation 

alleging nuisance from wood dust from paper mill; class certification motion pending; class 

certified; $700,000 settlement). 

Nnadili, et al. v. Chevron U.S.A., Inc, No. 02-cv-1620 (D.D.C. 2008) ($6.2 million settlement for 

owners and residents of 200 properties located above underground plume of petroleum from former 

Chevron gas station). 

In re Swanson Creek Oil Spill Litig., No. 8:00-cv-01429-PJM (D. Md. 2002) (Lead Counsel; $2.25 

million settlement of litigation arising from largest oil spill in history of State of Maryland). 

 

Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA) / Wage and Hour 

 

Craig v. Rite Aid Corp., No. 08-2317 (M.D. Pa. 2013) (FLSA collective action and class action 

settled for $20.9 million). 

Stillman v. Staples, Inc., No. 2:07-cv-00849-PS (D.N.J. 2009) (FLSA collective action, plaintiffs’ 

trial verdict for $2.5 million; national settlement approved for $42 million). 

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

recompense of 100% of lost wages). 

 

Financial 

 

Roberts v. Fleet Bank (R.I.), N.A., No. 00-6142 (E. D. Pa. 2003) ($4 million dollar settlement on 

claims that Fleet changed the interest rate on consumers’ credit cards which had been advertised 

as "fixed."). 

Penobscot Indian Nation v U.S. Dep’t of Housing & Urban Dev., No. 07-1282 (PLF) (D.D.C. 

2008) (represented charitable organization which successfully challenged regulation barring 

certain kinds of down-payment assistance; Court held that HUD’s promulgation of rule violated 

the Administrative Procedure Act). 

 

Insurance 

 

Young, et al. v. Nationwide Mut. Ins. Co., et al.,  No. 11-5015 (E.D. Ky. 2014) (series of class 

actions against multiple insurance companies arising from unlawful collection of local taxes on 

premium payments; class certified and affirmed on appeal, 693 F.3d 532 (6th Cir. 2012); 

settlements with all defendants for 100% refund of taxes collected). 

Nichols v. Progressive Direct Ins. Co., et al., No. 2:06-cv-146 (E.D. Ky. 2012) (Class Counsel; 

class action arising from unlawful taxation of insurance premiums; statewide settlement with Safe 

Auto Insurance Company and creation of $2 million Settlement Fund; statewide settlement with 

Hartford Insurance Company and tax refunds of $1.75 million). 

 

 

Privacy / Data Breach 

 

Payton v. Fam. Vision of Anderson, P.A., No. 2023CP0401636 (S.C. Ct. C.P. Anderson Cnty.) 

(Court-appointed Co-Lead Counsel). 

Woods v. Albany ENT & Allergy Services, P.C., Index No. 904730-23 (N.Y. Sup. Ct. Albany 

Cnty.) (Court-appointed Co-Lead Counsel). 

Darrin v. Huntington Ingalls Industries, No. 4:2023-cv-00053 (ED Vir.) (Court-appointed Co-

Lead Counsel). 

Farley v. Eye Care Leaders, No. 22-cv-468 (M.D.N.C.) (Court-appointed Co-Lead Counsel). 

Nierman v. Schneck Med. Ctr., No. 36D01-2206-CT-000013 (Ind. Super. Ct. Jackson Cnty.) 

(Court-appointed Co-Lead Counsel). 

EXHIBIT A



12 

Dekenipp v. Gastroenterology Consultants, P.A., No. 202161470 (Tex. 295th Jud. Dist. Ct. Harris 

Cnty.) (Lead Counsel; claims made settlement and 18 months credit monitoring for class of 

162,000 patients). 

Bailey v. Grays Harbor Cnty. Pub. Hosp. Dist., No. 20-2-00217-14 (Wash. Super. Ct. Grays 

Harbor Cnty.) (Mr. Mason appointed Class Counsel in hospital data breach class action; final 

approval granted Sept. 2020). 

Mowery v. Saint Francis Healthcare Sys., No. 1:20-cv-00013-SRC (E.D. Mo.) (Mr. Mason 

appointed Class Counsel; final approval granted Dec. 2020). 

Chatelain v. C, L & W PLLC d/b/a Affordacare Urgent Care Clinics, No. 50742-A (Tex. 42d Jud. 

Dist. Ct. Taylor Cnty.) (data breach class action settlement valued at over $7 million; final approval 

granted Feb. 2021). 

Jackson-Battle v. Navicent Health, Inc., No. 2020-CV-072287 (Ga. Super. Ct. Bibb Cnty.) (data 

breach case involving 360,000 patients; final approval granted Aug. 2021). 

Chacon v. Nebraska Med., No. 8:21-cv-00070-RFR-CRZ (D. Neb) (data breach settlement, final 

approval granted Sept. 2021). 

Richardson v. Overlake Hosp. Med. Ctr., No. 20-2-07460-8 SEA (Wash. Super. Ct. King Cnty.) 

(data breach class action involving approximately 109,000 individuals, final approval granted 

Sept. 2021). 

Martinez v. NCH Healthcare Sys., Inc., No. 2020-CA-000996 (Fla. 20th Jud. Cir. Ct. Collier Cnty.) 

(data breach class action settlement, final approval granted Oct. 2021). 

Carr v. Beaumont Health et al., No. 2020-181002-NZ (Mich. Cir. Ct. Oakland Cnty.) (data breach 

class action involving 112,000 people; final approval granted Oct. 2021). 

Klemm v. Maryland Health Enters. Inc., No. C-03-CV-20-022899 (Md. Cir. Ct. Balto. Cnty.) 

(appointed Class Counsel, final approval granted Nov. 2021). 

In re Ambry Genetics Data Breach Litig., No. 8:20-cv-00791 (C.D. Cal.) (court-appointed member 

Executive Committee; $12 million settlement). 

Baksh v. Ivy Rehab Network, Inc., No. 7:20-cv-01845-CS (S.D.N.Y.) (Court-appointed Class 

Counsel; final approval granted Feb. 2021). 

Kenney v. Centerstone of America, Inc., No. 3:20-cv-01007 (M.D. Tenn.) (settlement involving 

over 63,000 class members; final approval granted August 2021); 

North v. Hunt Mem’l Hosp. Dist., No. 89642 (Tex. 196th Jud. Dist. Ct. Hunt Cnty) (settlement; 

final approval granted Dec. 2021). 
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Cece v. St. Mary’s Health Care Sys., Inc., No. SU20CV0500 (Ga. Super. Ct. Athens-Clarke Cnty.) 

(data breach case involving 55,652 people; final approval granted Apr. 2022). 

In re U.S. Off. of Pers. Mgmt. Data Sec. Breach Litig., No. 15-1393 (ABJ), MDL No. 2664 (D.D.C.) 

(court appointed interim Liaison Counsel; $60 million settlement). 

In re Google Buzz Priv. Litig., No. 5:10-cv-00672 (N.D. Cal. 2010) (court-appointed Lead Class 

Counsel; $8.5 million cy pres settlement). 

In re Dept. of Veterans Affs. (VA) Data Theft Litig., No. 1:2006-cv-00506, MDL 1796 (D.D.C. 

2009) (Co-Lead Counsel representing veterans whose privacy rights had been compromised by 

the theft of an external hard drive containing personal information of approximately 26.6 million 

veterans and their spouses; creation of a $20 million fund for affected veterans and a cy pres award 

for two non-profit organizations). 

In re Adobe Sys. Inc. Priv. Litig., No. 5:13-cv-05226 (N.D. Cal. 2015) (settlement requiring 

enhanced cyber security measures and audits). 
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Milberg Coleman Bryson Phillips Grossman PLLC (“Milberg”) is an AV-rated international law firm with 
more than 100 attorneys and offices across the United States, the European Union, and South America. 
Combining decades of experience, Milberg was established through the merger of Milberg Phillips 
Grossman LLP, Sanders Phillips Grossman LLC, Greg Coleman Law PC, and Whitfield Bryson LLP.

Milberg prides itself on providing thoughtful and knowledgeable legal services to clients worldwide 
across multiple practice areas. The firm represents plaintiffs in the areas of antitrust, securities, 
financial fraud, consumer protection, automobile emissions claims, defective drugs and devices, 
environmental litigation, financial and insurance litigation, and cyber law and security.

For over 50 years, Milberg and its affiliates have been protecting victims’ rights. We have recovered 
over $50 billion for our clients. Our attorneys possess a renowned depth of legal expertise, employ the 
highest ethical and legal standards, and pride ourselves on providing stellar service to our clients. 
We have repeatedly been recognized as leaders in the plaintiffs’ bar and appointed to numerous
leadership roles in prominent national mass torts and class actions.

In the United States, Milberg currently holds more than 100 court-appointed full- and co-leadership 
positions in state and federal courts across the country. Our firm has offices in California, Chicago, 
Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Washington, Washington D.C., and Puerto Rico. Milberg’s commitment to its 
clients reaches beyond the United States, litigating antitrust, securities, and consumer fraud actions 
in Europe and South America, with offices located in the United Kingdom, and the Netherlands. 
Milberg prides itself on providing excellent service worldwide. 

The firm’s lawyers have been regularly recognized as leaders in the plaintiffs’ bar by the National Law 
Journal, Legal 500, Chambers USA, Time Magazine, and Super Lawyers, among others.

www.milberg.com
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PRACTICE AREAS

SECURITIES FRAUD
Milberg pioneered the use of class action lawsuits to litigate claims involving investment products, 
securities, and the banking industry. Fifty years ago, the firm set the standard for case theories, 
organization, discovery, methods of settlement, and amounts recovered for clients. Milberg remains 
among the most influential securities litigators in the United States and internationally.  

Milberg and its attorneys were appointed Lead Counsel and Co-Lead Counsel in hundreds of federal, 
state, and multidistrict litigation cases throughout its history. 

ANTITRUST & COMPETITION LAW
For over fifty years, Milberg’s Antitrust Practice Group has prosecuted complex antitrust class actions 
against defendants in the healthcare, technology, agriculture, and manufacturing industries engaged in 
price-fixing, monopolization and other violations of antitrust law and trade restraints. 

FINANCIAL LITIGATION
For over fifty years, Milberg’s Antitrust Practice Group has prosecuted complex antitrust class actions 
against defendants in the healthcare, technology, agriculture, and manufacturing industries engaged in 
price-fixing, monopolization and other violations of antitrust law and trade restraints. 

CONSUMER PROTECTION
Milberg’s Consumer Protection Practice Group focuses on improving product safety and protecting 
those who have fallen victim to deceptive marketing and advertising of goods and services and/or 
purchased defective products. Milberg attorneys have served as Lead Counsel and Co-Lead Counsel in 
hundreds of federal, state, and multidistrict litigation cases alleging the sale of defective products, 
improper marketing of products, and violations of consumer protection statutes.  

DANGEROUS DRUGS & DEVICES
Milberg is a nationally renowned firm in mass torts, fighting some of the largest, wealthiest, and most 
influential pharmaceutical and device companies and corporate entities in the world. Our experienced 
team of attorneys has led or co-led numerous multidistrict litigations of defective drugs and medical 
devices.
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EMPLOYMENT & CIVIL RIGHTS
Milberg’s Employment & Civil Rights attorneys focus on class actions and individual cases nationwide 
arising from discriminatory banking and housing practices, unpaid wages and sales commissions, 
improperly managed retirement benefits, workplace discrimination, and wrongful termination. 

ENVIRONMENTAL LITIGATION & TOXIC TORTS
Milberg’s Environmental Litigation & Toxic Torts Practice Group focuses on representing clients in mass 
torts, class actions, multi-district litigation, regulatory enforcement, citizen suits, and other complex 
environmental and toxic tort matters. Milberg and its attorneys have held leadership roles in all facets 
of litigation in coordinated proceedings, with a particular focus on developing the building blocks to 
establish general causation, which is often the most difficult obstacle in an environmental or toxic tort 
case.

STATE & LOCAL GOVERNMENTS
Milberg attorneys are dedicated to defending the Constitutional and statutory rights of individuals and 
businesses that are subjected to unlawful government exactions and fees by state and local 
governments or bodies.

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
Milberg is a leader in the fields of cyber security, data breach litigation, and biometric data collection, 
litigating on behalf of clients – both large and small – to change data security practices so that large 
corporations respect and safeguard consumers’ personal data.

APPELLATE
Consisting of former appellate judges, experienced appellate advocates, and former law clerks who 
understand how best to present compelling arguments to judges on appeal and secure justice for our 
clients beyond the trial courts, Milberg’s Appellate Practice Group boasts an impressive record of 
success on appeal in both state and federal courts.
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LEADERSHIP ROLES

In re: Google Play Consumer Antitrust Litigation

In re: Elmiron (Pentosan Polysulfate Sodium) Products Liability Litigation 

In re: Johnson & Johnson Talcum Powder Products Marketing, Sales Practices & Products Liability 

Litigation 

In re: Blackbaud Inc., Customer Data Breach Litigation 

In re: Paragard IUD Products Liability Litigation 

In re: Seresto Flea & Tick Collar, Marketing Sales Practices & Product Liability Litigation

In re: All-Clad Metalcrafters, LLC, Cookware Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation

In re: Allergan Biocell Textured Breast Implant Products Liability Litigation

In re: Zicam Cold Remedy Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litigation

In re: Guidant Corp. Implantable Defibrillators Product Liability Litigation

In re: Ortho Evra Products Liability Litigation

In re: Yasmin and YAZ (Drospirenone) Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litigation 

In re: Kugel Mesh Hernia Patch Products Liability Litigation

In re: Medtronic, Inc. Sprint Fidelis Leads Products Liability Litigation

In re: Stand ‘N Seal Products Liability Litigation

In re: Chantix (Varenicline) Products Liability Litigation

In re: Fosamax (alendronate Sodium) Products Liability Litigation 

In re: Benicar (Olmesartan) Products Liability Litigation

In re: Onglyza (Saxagliptin) & Kombiglyze Xr (Saxagliptin & Metformin) Products Liability Litigation

In re: Risperdal and Invega Product Liability Cases

In re: Mirena IUS Levonorgestrel-Related Products Liability Litigation

In re: Incretin-based Therapies Product Liability Litigation

In re: Reglan/Metoclopromide

In re: Levaquin Products Liability Litigation

In re: Zimmer Nexgen Knee Implant Products Liability Litigation

In re: Fresenius Granuflo/NaturaLyte Dialysate Products Liability Litigation

In re: Propecia (Finasteride) Products Liability Litigation

In re: Transvaginal Mesh (In Re C. R. Bard, Inc., Pelvic Repair System Products Liability Litigation; In Re 

Ethicon, Inc., Pelvic Repair System Products Liability Litigation; In Re Boston Scientific, Inc., Pelvic 

Repair System Products Liability; In Re American Medical Systems, Pelvic Repair System Products 

Liability, and others)

In re: Fluoroquinolone Product Liability Litigation 

In re: Depuy Orthopaedics, Inc., Pinnacle Hip Implant Products Liability Litigation

In re: Recalled Abbott Infant Formula Products Liability Litigation

Home Depot, U.S.A., Inc. v. Jackson

Webb v. Injured Workers Pharmacy, LLC
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NOTABLE RECOVERIES

$4 Billion Settlement
In re: Prudential Insurance Co. Sales Practice Litigation

$3.2 Billion Settlement
In re: Tyco International Ltd., Securities Litigation

$1.14 Billion Settlement
In Re: Nortel Networks Corp. Securities Litigation

$1 Billion-plus Trial Verdict
Vivendi Universal, S.A. Securities Litigation

$1 Billion Settlement
NASDAQ Market-Makers Antitrust Litigation

$1 Billion Settlement
W.R. Grace & Co.

$1 Billion-plus Settlement
Merck & Co., Inc. Securities Litigation

$775 Million Settlement
Washington Public Power Supply System Securities Litigation

$586 Million Settlement
In re: Initial Public Offering Securities Litigation 
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CALIFORNIA
280 South Beverly Drive, Penthouse
Beverly Hills, California 90212

402 West Broadway, Suite 1760
San Diego, California 92101

FLORIDA
2701 South Le Jeune Road
Coral Gables, Florida 33134

ILLINOIS
227 W. Monroe Street, Suite 2100
Chicago, Illinois 60606

KENTUCKY
19 North Main Street
Madisonville, Kentucky 42431

LOUISIANA
5301 Canal Boulevard
New Orleans, Louisiana 70124

MICHIGAN
6905 Telegraph Road, Suite 115
Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48301

NEW JERSEY
1 Bridge Plaza North, Suite 675
Fort Lee, New Jersey 07024

NEW YORK
100 Garden City Plaza, Suite 500
Garden City, New York 11530

405 E 50th Street
New York, New York 10022

NORTH CAROLINA
900 West Morgan Street
Raleigh, North Carolina 27603

SOUTH CAROLINA
825 Lowcountry Blvd, Suite 101
Mount Pleasant, South Carolina 29464

TENNESSEE
800 S. Gay Street, Suite 1100
Knoxville, Tennessee 37929

518 Monroe Street
Nashville, Tennessee 37208

WASHINGTON
1420 Fifth Ave, Suite 2200
Seattle, Washington 98101

17410 133rd Avenue, Suite 301
Woodinville, Washington 98072

WASHINGTON, D.C.
5335 Wisconsin Avenue NW, Suite 440
Washington, D.C. 20015-2052

NETHERLANDS

UNITED KINGDOM

LOCATIONS

PUERTO RICO
1311 Avenida Juan Ponce de León

San Juan, Puerto Rico 00907
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