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CASE ARGUED APRIL 21, 2015

INTHE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

State of Texas,
Appellant,

V. No. 14-5151

United States of America, and
Eric H. Holder, in his officia
capacity as Attorney General of the
United States,

Defendants, and

Wendy Dauvis, et al.,
Appellee-Intervenors.

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR-APPELLEES JOINT MOTION FOR
APPELLATE ATTORNEYS FEES

On August 18, 2015, this Court affirmed the district court’'s award of
attorneys fees to Defendant-Intervenor-Appellees (“Intervenors’) as prevailing
parties in the underlying Voting Rights Act litigation. Pursuant to 52 U.S.C. §
10310(e) and 42 U.S.C. § 1988(b), and Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 27,
Intervenors respectfully submit this motion to recover fees incurred during this
appeal defending their award of fees by the district court. For the following

reasons, the Court should award the requested fees.
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ARGUMENT
l. Intervenorsare Entitled to Feesfor this Appeal

Intervenors are entitled to fees for their work successfully defending against
Texas's appeal of the district court’s award of fees for the underlying litigation.
“As a rule, in fee disputes, if an award of attorney’s fees is appropriate in the
underlying litigation, such an award is also appropriate for a successful appeal (or
defense of an appeal) of an issue relating to the fee award itself.” Bd. of Trs. of the
Hotel & Rest. Emps. Local 25 v. JPR, Inc., 136 F.3d 794, 808 (D.C. Cir. 1998).
The reason for thisrule isthat “for fee-shifting provisions to serve their purposey[, |
. . . their beneficiaries must be assured that they will be able to collect the fee
awards that they are due.” 1d.; see also Am. Fed' n of Gov't Emps. v. FLRA, 994
F.2d 20, 22-23 (D.C. Cir. 1993); Serra Club v. EPA, 769 F.2d 796, 811 (D.C. Cir.
1985).

This rule is fully applicable here, where Intervenors succeeded by defeating
Texas's motion for summary reversal in this Court, see Order, ECF No. 1515354,
Oct. 3, 2014 (per curiam), and then prevailed in the fully briefed appeal. In order
for civil rights fee-shifting provisions to “serve their purposes,” JPR, 136 F.3d at
808, the Court should thus grant Intervenors' request for fees incurred in defending

the district court’ s fee award on appeal.
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[I. Intervenors Requested Fees Are Reasonable.

Intervenors request a reasonable amount of fees for defending this appeal.
The same standard of reasonableness that governs an award of fees for the
underlying litigation governs an award of appellate fees for defending the
underlying fees award. See Serra Club, 769 F.2d at 811 (awarding appellate fees
for “hours reasonably expended” in defending appeal of attorneys fees award);
Elec. Privacy Info. Ctr. v. U.S Dep’'t of Homeland Sec., 811 F. Supp. 2d. 216, 237
(D.D.C. 2011) (“This reasonableness requirement applies equally to fees accrued
during litigation of the underlying claim and to fees accrued during litigation of
attorney’sfees.”).

An award of attorneys feesis calculated using the lodestar method, which is
determined by multiplying “the number of hours reasonably expended on the
litigation times a reasonable hourly rate.” Blum v. Stenson, 465 U.S. 8386, 838
(1984); see also Hendley v. Eckerhart, 461 U.S. 424, 433 (1983). The lodestar “is
presumed to be the reasonable fee,” Blum, 465 U.S. at 897; accord People Who
Care v. Rockford Bd. of Educ., 90 F.3d 1307, 1310 (7th Cir. 1996), and “includes
most, if not all, of the relevant factors constituting a reasonable attorneys fee.”
Pennsylvania v. Delaware Valley Citizens Council for Clean Air, 478 U.S. 546,

566 (1986), supplemented by 487 U.S, 711 (1987).
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Two issues are addressed below relating to the reasonableness of the
Intervenors requested fees: 1) the reasonable number of hours expended by the
Intervenors attorneys in litigating this appeal; and 2) the hourly rates sought by the
Intervenors counsel. As explained further below, both the hours incurred and the
rates charged were reasonable for a case of this nature and the requested fees
should be awarded by this Court. Should the Court choose not to make a
determination as to the reasonableness of the fees requested, however, the Court
should grant Intervenors motion as to their entittement to fees and remand to the
district court for the determination of the reasonable amount of fees. See
Westmoreland v. CBS Inc., 770 F.2d 1168, 1179 (D.C. Cir. 1985) (“The
calculation of the amount of the appellate attorneys fee award can best be made by
the district court.”).

A. Intervenors Seek Compensation for a Reasonable Number of
Hours.

Intervenors seek compensation for a reasonable number of hours spent
defending against Texas's appeal. These hours include time spent opposing
Texas' s motion for summary reversal, as well as briefing the merits of the appeal
and arguing the appeal .

At the outset of the appeal, Texas filed an eighteen page motion for
summary reversal (after declining to oppose Intervenors' fee request at the district

court beyond its three page “Advisory”), despite this Court’s admonition that
4
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“[slJummary reversal is rarely granted and is appropriate only where the merits are
‘so clear, plenary briefing, oral argument, and the traditional collegiality of the
decisional process would not affect [the Court’'s] decision.’” U.S. Court of
Appeals for the D.C. Cir., Handbook of Practice & Internal Procedures at 36
(2015) (quoting SlIs v. Fed. Bureau of Prisons, 761 F.2d 792, 793-94 (D.C. Cir.
1985) (ateration in original)). As evidenced by this Court’s opinion affirming the
district court’s award of fees, the merits of Texas's position were far from “clear.”
Nonetheless, Intervenors had to respond and oppose the motion for summary
reversal, which was a needless expenditure of time and resources occaisioned by
Texas sfiling.

Despite Texas's tactical decisions that increased the scope of the appellate
proceedings, Intervenors exercised reasonable discretion to limit the amount of
feesincurred in this appeal. The Davis and Gonzales Intervenors coordinated their
response to Texas's summary reversal motion to avoid repetition of arguments.
See Ex. A (Smith Decl.) 5. Once the Court denied Texas s motion, Intervenors
proposed to file a joint brief. See Joint Proposal for Briefing Format, ECF No.
1519436 (Oct. 28, 2014). The three Intervenors agreed that Jenner, counsel for the
Davis Intervenors, would take the lead in the appeal to reduce cost. Nonetheless,
attorneys for the Gonzales and NAACP Intervenors were consulted at every stage

and provided comments and feedback on the brief. Ex. D (Bledsoe Decl.) 14. To
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further minimize cost, Intervenors brief was researched and drafted by a single
attorney, Mark P. Gaber, an Associate at Jenner & Block with experience litigating
attorneys’ fees issues in Voting Rights Act cases. See Ex. A (Smith Decl.) 5.
More senior attorneys for the Davis Intervenors and attorneys for the Gonzales and
NAACP Intervenors confined their efforts to reviewing and editing the brief. See
Ex. A (Smith Decl.) 15; Ex. B (Hebert Decl.) 1 16-17; Ex. C (Perkins Decl.) 1 5;
Ex. D (Bledsoe Decl.) 1 2, 4; Ex. E (Notzon Decl.) 1 2-3 . Likewise, this motion
was prepared exclusively by Mr. Gaber with minimal editing by other attorneys.
See Ex. A (Smith Decl.) 5.

Although it would be reasonable for Intervenors to seek compensation for all
of the time they expended on this appeal, Intervenors have exercised reasonable
billing discretion by eliminating a number of hours actually expended from this
request. As indicated in the attached declarations and time sheets, Intervenors
have eliminated 46.7 hours of time from their request (36.9 hours eliminated by
Jenner, 4.5 hours eliminated by Mr. Hebert, and 5.3 hours eliminated by Perkins
Coie), representing a thirteen percent reduction from the total number of hours
actually expended. Among the reductions, Intervenors are not seeking fees for
their time spent preparing a response to Texas' s three emergency stay motions, nor
for any time spent by attorneys in preparation for oral argument (except

participation in a one hour moot court) other than for Paul Smith, who presented
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the argument. Intervenors have made these reductions in a good faith effort to
ensure their request is reasonable.

The Davis Intervenors seek compensation for a total of 206.9 hours of
attorney time, the Gonzales Intervenors seek compensation for atotal of 96.9 hours
of attorney time, and the NAACP Intervenors seek compensation for atotal of 10.8

hours, as detailed below.

ATTORNEY HOURS
Paul M. Smith (Davis Intervenors) 49.5
Jessica Ring Amunson (Davis Intervenors) 27.8
Mark P. Gaber (Davis Intervenors) 114.8
J. Gerald Hebert (Davis Intervenors) 14.8
Davis | ntervenors Total Hours 206.9
Marc Elias (Gonzales Intervenors) 1.2
Elisabeth Frost (Gonzales Intervenors) 24
Anyu Fang (Gonzales Intervenors) 47.6
Joseph Wenzinger (Gonzales Intervenors) 22.6
Ryan Spear (Gonzales Intervenors) 1.5
Gonzales I ntervenors Total Hours 96.9
Gary Bledsoe (NAACP Intervenors) 6.3
Robert Notzon (NAACP Intervenors) 4
Alondra Johnson (NAACP Intervenors) 5
NAACP Intervenors Total Hours 10.8
NON-ATTORNEY STAFF HOURS
Cheryl L. Olson (Davis Intervenors) 16.3
Nicholas Bauer (Gonzales Intervenors) 2.1
Sheri Pais (Gonzales Intervenors) 4
Miranda Alvarez (NAACP Intervenors) 1.5

The reasonableness of the number of hours for which Intervenors seek

compensation is confirmed by a comparison to other cases in which this Court has
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granted appellate fees. Recently, in New Jersey v. EPA, 703 F.3d 110 (D.C. Cir.
2012), this Court awarded fees to a group of tribal associations that intervened on
behaf of a Clean Air Act petitioner in proceedings before the D.C. Circuit.
Characterizing the group’s role in the appellate proceedings as “narrow” and
focused only on a single issue in the appedl, id. at 115, this Court granted fees for
320.95 hours spent by the group’s attorneys for the following appellate activities:
scheduling/coordination (15 hours), merits briefing (144.7 hours), joint
appendix/Rule 28(j) letter (20 hours), oral argument in which the groups did not
participate (30.25 hours), post-decision activities (20 hours), and the attorneys
fees motion (91 hours), id. at 115-17; see also Role Models Am., Inc. v. Brownlee,
353 F.3d 962, 973-74 (D.C. Cir. 2004) (awarding fees for over 400 hours of
attorney time for an appeal); Wilkett v. ICC, 844 F.2d 867, 877-78 (D.C. Cir. 1988)
(awarding fees for over 300 hours spent on briefing appeal, preparing for
argument, and preparing fee motion); Tenafly Eruv Ass'n, Inc. v. Borough of
Tenafly, 195 F. App’x 93, 100-01 (3d Cir. 2006) (awarding fees for over 400 hours
spent preparing opening appellate brief and preparing for oral argument).

Here, Intervenors request roughly the same or fewer hours as this and other
Courts have approved for appellate work. And Intervenors work here was not
limited to a single narrow issue, as was the case in New Jersey. Given that this

appeal aso included responding to Texas's unsuccessful motion for summary
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reversal (as to which the Gonzalez Intervenors filed their own response, which
comprises the bulk of the Gonzalez Intervenors fee request), Intervenors request
isall the more reasonable.

B. Intervenors Seek Reasonable Hourly Ratesfor their Attorneys.

The hourly rates Intervenors seek for their attorneys are reasonable. First,
these rates are substantially the same as those already awarded in this case by the
district court for the underlying litigation, with minor adjustments in light of the
increase in rates over time. See Texas v. United Sates, 49 F. Supp. 3d 27, 43-44
(D.D.C. 2013). Second, they are in line with the District of Columbia market for
legal services, as supported by the attached declarations, and are therefore
reasonable. Below we provide more specific information on requested rates.
Hourly Ratesfor Jenner & Block Attorneys (Davis I ntervenors)

Because the rates sought here are the actua rates that Jenner & Block
attorneys charge their private paying clients the rates are presumptively reasonable.
See, e.g., Kattan by Thomas v. Dist. of Columbia, 995 F.2d 274, 278 (D.C. Cir.
1993) (“[A]n attorney’s usual billing rate is presumptively the reasonable rate,
provided that this rate is in line with those prevailing in the community for similar
services by lawyers of reasonably comparable skill, experience, and reputation.”
(internal quotation marks omitted)); Fogle v. William Chevrolet/Geo, Inc. 275

F.3d 613, 615 (7th Cir. 2001) (“The best evidence of the lawyer’s quality is the fee



USCA Case #14-5151  Document #1570426 Filed: 08/28/2015 Page 10 of 22

he commands in the market.”); Spegon v. Catholic Bishop of Chicago, 175 F.3d
544, 555 (7th Cir. 1999) (“ The attorney’s actual billing rate for comparable work is
‘presumptively appropriate’ to use as the market rate.”) (quoting People Who Care,
90 F.3d at 1315 (internal quotation marks omitted)).

Paul M. Smith

Jenner & Block attorney Paul M. Smith graduated from Yae Law School in
1979, where he served as Editor in Chief of the Yale Law Journal. Upon
graduation from law school, he clerked for the Honorable James L. Oakes, U.S.
Court of Appeals, Second Circuit, and Supreme Court Justice Lewis F. Powell, Jr.
Mr. Smith is Chair of the firm’s Appellate and Supreme Court Practice and Co-
Chair of the Media and First Amendment, and Election Law and Redistricting
Practices. He has had an active Supreme Court practice for more than three
decades, including oral arguments in sixteen Supreme Court cases involving
matters ranging from free speech and civil rights to civil procedure. Among his
important victories has been Lawrence v. Texas, the landmark gay rights case, and
Brown v. Entertainment Merchants Ass'n, establishing the First Amendment rights
of those who produce and sell video games.

Mr. Smith has argued three voting rights or redistricting cases in the United
States Supreme Court in the last ten years. Vieth v. Jubilerer, a partisan

gerrymander challenge to the Pennsylvania congressional redistricting plan,

10
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LULAC v. Perry, the Texas congressiona redistricting case, and Crawford v.
Marion County, the Indiana voter ID case.

Chambers USA has repeatedly named Mr. Smith one of the country’s
leading lawyers in appellate litigation, media and entertainment law, and First
Amendment litigation for multiple years. In 2010, Washingtonian magazine
recognized him as one of “Washington's Top Lawyers,” Washington DC Super
Lawyer named him one of the “Top 10 Lawyersin D.C.,” and The National Law
Journal named him one of the “Decade’'s Most Influential Lawyers.” Best
Lawyers named him the Washington DC First Amendment Lawyer of the Year for
2012. Mr. Smith was awarded the Thurgood Marshall Award from the American
Bar Association Section of Individual Rights and Responsibilities for his work
promoting civil rights and civil liberties. He is AV Peer Review Rated,
Martindale-Hubbell’s highest peer recognition for ethical standards and legal
ability.

Jessica Ring Amunson

Ms. Amunson graduated magna cum laude from Harvard Law School in
2004, where she served as Articles Editor for the Harvard Law Review. Upon
graduation from law school, she clerked for the Honorable Merrick B. Garland,
U.S. Court of Appeds, District of Columbia Circuit. Ms. Amunson, a Partner at

Jenner & Block, concentrates her practice in appellate and Supreme Court matters.

11
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She has significant experience briefing and arguing matters before both federal and
state appellate courts and has filed numerous merits and amicus briefs with the
United States Supreme Court. Ms. Amunson has worked on appeals and petitions
for certiorari spanning a range of topics, including First Amendment issues,
contract disputes, and administrative law matters. Ms. Amunson’s practice aso
focuses on election law and redistricting. She has litigated election law and
redistricting matters in a number of states, including litigation involving disputed
elections. Ms. Amunson is frequently recognized for her extensive knowledge of
election law and often speaks at conferences regarding issues in redistricting and
voting rights. She was recently featured in a video lecture series for state court
judges on “Redistricting Litigation: What Every Judge Needs to Know.”

Mark P. Gaber

Mr. Gaber is a 2010 graduate of Stanford Law School, where he served as
Senior Symposium Editor on the Board of the Sanford Law Review. Mr. Gaber
clerked for the Honorable Judith W. Rogers, U.S. Court of Appeds, District of
Columbia Circuit. Heisan Associate at Jenner & Block, where he has worked on
a number of election law, redistricting, and attorneys fees cases, including fee
petitions in this case, arelated case in the Fifth Circuit, and a voting rights case in
the Eleventh Circuit. Mr. Gaber has argued an appeal before the Tenth Circuitin a

case involving city council redistricting in Albuquerque, and has worked

12
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extensively on appellate cases, including multiple cases before the circuit courts
and the Supreme Court on a host of issues, including election law, the First
Amendment, and same-sex marriage.

J. Gerald Hebert’sHourly Rate (Davis I nter venor s)

Mr. Hebert, who seeks an hourly rate of $650 in this case, is how in his
forty-second year of practicing law, having spent all but six years in the field of
voting rights and redistricting (and having spent his entire career in the field of
civil rights). Mr. Hebert works out of his office in the Washington, DC area, and
thus his hourly rate reflects the appropriate market rate for the DC area. Seeid.
14.

As detailed in his Declaration, Mr. Hebert has handled over 100 voting
rights cases in his forty-year career, with a number of cases ultimately decided in
the United States Supreme Court, including Johnson v. DeGrandy, Pressley v.
Etowah County, Shaw v. Reno, and LULAC v. Perry. In the vast mgjority of the
voting rights or redistricting cases he has handled, Mr. Hebert has served as the
lead trial attorney. See Ex. B (Hebert Decl.) 11 4-5. Most recently, Mr. Hebert is
serving as counsel for the lead plaintiffs (Congressman Marc Veasey, et al.) who
successfully challenged the Texas photo ID law on the grounds that the law
violated the Voting Rights Act. See Veasey v. Abbott, No. 14-41127, F.3d _,

2015 WL 4645642 (5th Cir. Aug. 5, 2015).

13
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In addition to his vast litigation experience and expertise, Mr. Hebert also
has published or co-authored articles on voting rights and redistricting in scholarly
journals. He has given numerous lectures on voting rights, issues, see Ex. B
(Hebert Decl.) § 9, and has regularly taught voting rights courses at various law
schooals, id.

Mr. Hebert's hourly rate is similar to prevailling market rates charged by
attorneys of comparable experience and expertise. As indicated in the updated
Laffey Matrix, for attorneys with twenty years or more experience, the hourly rate
is currently $796 per hour. In 2014-2015, when this appeal was litigated, the
Laffey Matrix showed that the hourly rate for attorneys with 20 or more years of
experience was $789 per hour. So Mr. Hebert’s hourly rate is actually lower than
the Laffey Matrix rate for an attorney with his years of experience, and that does
not include his knowledge, over forty years of experience, expertise and
specialization in handling voting rights and redistricting cases.

Hourly Ratesfor Perkins Coie Attorneys (Gonzales | ntervenor s)
Because the rates sought here are the actual rates that Perkins attorneys

charge their private paying clients the rates are presumptively reasonable. See,

! See Updated Laffey Matrix, available at http://www.laffeymatrix.com/see.html.
The methodology of calculation and benchmarking for the updated Laffey Matrix
has been approved in a number of cases. See, e.g., Smith v. Dist. of Columbia, 466
F. Supp. 2d 151, 156 (D.D.C. 2006); Salazar v. Dist. of Columbia, 123 F. Supp. 2d
8, 14 (D.D.C. 2000).

14
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e.g., Kattan, 995 F.2d at 278 (“[A]n attorney’s usual billing rate is presumptively
the reasonable rate, provided that this rate is in line with those prevailing in the
community for similar services by lawyers of reasonably comparable skill,
experience, and reputation.” (internal quotation marks omitted)).

Marc Elias

Marc Elias graduated from Duke Law School in 1993 and is now the chair
of the firm's Political Law practice. His practice focuses on representing public
officials, candidates, parties, corporations, tax-exempt organizations and Political
Action Committees in connection with campaign finance, governmental ethics,
lobbying disclosure, and white-collar criminal defense matters. His clients include
numerous FORTUNE 500 corporations, national nonprofit organizations, lobbying
firms, Am Law 100 law firms, prominent individuals, candidates and campaigns.

A nationally recognized authority in the Federal Election Campaign Act,
Lobbying Disclosure Act, Ethics in Government Act and Foreign Agents
Registration Act, Mr. Elias is a preeminent counselor in the areas of congressional
and executive branch ethics and gift rules, and federal and state pay-to-play laws
and rules. He also advises and litigates claims under the Voting Rights Act, Help
America Vote Act and National Voter Registration Act. Mr. Elias has litigated
voting and campaign finance cases throughout the country in federal and state

court. He has been involved in voting rights and/or redistricting litigation in a

15
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number of states, including Texas, Florida, New York, Ohio, North Carolina,
Virginia, Nevada, and Minnesota.

Elisabeth Frost

Elisabeth Frost graduated from the University of Washington School of
Law, with honors, in 2007. She later clerked for the Honorable Margaret B.
Seymour, U.S. District Court for the District of South Carolina, and the Honorable
John C. Coughenour, U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington.

Ms. Frost is now a member of the firm’'s Political Law practice and focuses
on political law litigation. She has extensive experience representing voters,
campaigns, political committees, and others with an interest in the political process
in federal and state courts, at both the trial and appellate levels.

Biographical information for the other Perkins Coie LLP legal team
membersisincluded the attached declaration. See Ex. C (Devaney Decl.).
Hourly Ratesfor Gary Bledsoe and Robert Notzon (NAACP Intervenors)

Mr. Bledsoe, who seeks an hourly rate of $400, is a National Board Member
and State President of the NAACP, Board Member of Texas Southern University
and alitigator with the Bledsoe Law Firm. Mr. Notzon, who seeks an hourly rate
of $350, isthe Texas State Conference Legal Redress Committee Chair, litigator
and filig attorney for the NAACP Intervenors as member of this Court’s bar.

Although Mr. Bledsoe and Mr. Notzon reasonably could seek compensation at

16
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D.C. rates, their requested rates reflect the local market in Texas where their
offices are located, making their requests all the more reasonable.

During Mr. Bledsoe€' s tenure as a lawyer, he has won numerous awards such
as a Young Lawyer of the Year Award from the Austin Young Lawyer's
Association, a Texas Attorney General Lawyer of the Year Award, and lead the
Texas NAACP to receive awards such as the Juanita Jackson Mitchell Award for
Advocacy. He hasworked on voting rights cases as an Assistant Attorney Genera
and Special Assistant Attorney General of Texas, and in private practice involving
Constables, Justices of the Peace, the State Legidature, and the United States
Congress. He helped lead efforts to extend the Voting Rights Act in 2006, and has
participated in and coordinated many election protection efforts to protect voters.
He has also participated in many hearings to collect information on voter
irregularities in Texas. Currently he is the Vice Chair of the National NAACP
Legal Committee. He has co-authored a number of amicus and other briefs before
the United States Supreme Court on civil rights issues including voting rights. See
Ex. D (Bledsoe Decl.) 1 3.

Mr. Notzon has practiced law as a solo-practitioner for over 18 years
focusing the majority of his work on employment discrimination claims while also

representing the NAACP in its Voting Rights litigation during every iteration from

17
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2001 to the present. Mr. Notzon is a member of the bar of five federal district

courts, two appellate courts, and the United States Supreme Court.

a. Intervenors Hourly Rates

Intervenors seek compensation at the rates identified bel ow.

ATTORNEY RATE
Paul Smith (2014) — Davis Intervenors $1,100.00
Paul Smith (2015) — Davis Intervenors $1,150.00
Jessica Ring Amunson (2014) — Davis I ntervenors $655.00
Jessica Ring Amunson (2015) — Davis Intervenors $700.00
Mark P. Gaber (2014) — Davis Intervenors $530.00
Mark P. Gaber (2015) — Davis Intervenors $590.00
J. Gerald Hebert — Davis Intervenors $650.00
Marc Elias (2014) — Gonzales | ntevenors $700.00
Marc Elias (2015) — Gonzales Intervenors $735.00
Elisabeth Frost (2014) — Gonzales Intervenors $430.00
Elisabeth Frost (2015) — Gonzales I ntervenors $475.00
Anyu Fang — Gonzales I ntervenors $370.00
Joseph Wenzinger (2014) — Gonzales Intervenors $325.00
Joseph Wenzinger (2015) — Gonzales Intervenors $380.00
Ryan Spear — Gonzales Intervenors $500.00
Gary Bledsoe — NAACP Intervenors $400.00
Robert Notzon — NAACP Intervenors $350.00
Alondra Johnson — NAACP Intervenors $150.00
NON-ATTORNEY STAFF RATE
Cheryl L. Olson (2014) — Davis Intervenors $325.00
Cheryl L. Olson (2015) — Davis Intervenors $335.00
Nicholas Bauer — Gonzales Intervenors $115.00
Sheri Pais— Gonazales Intervenors $285.00
Miranda Alvarez — NAACP Intervenors $55.00

18
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b. Intervenors Fee Award.
Multiplying Intervenors' reasonable yearly hourly rates by the reasonable

hours expended yields the following:

ATTORNEY/STAFF HOURS | RATE TOTAL
Paul Smith (2014) 14.1 $1,100.00 $15,510.00
Paul Smith (2015) 35.4 $1,150.00 $40,710.00
Jessica Ring Amunson (2014) | 19.3 $655.00 $12,641.50
Jessica Ring Amunson (2015) | 8.5 $700.00 $5,950.00
Mark P. Gaber (2014) 70.2 $530.00 $37,206.00
Mark P. Gaber (2015) 44.6 $590.00 $26,314.00
J. Gerald Hebert 14.8 $650.00 $9,620.00
Cheryl Olson (2014) 6.1 $325.00 $1,982.50
Cheryl Olson (2015) 10.2 $335.00 $3,417.00
Davis I ntervenors Total 223.2 $153,351.00
Marc Elias (2014) 0.2 $700.00 $140.00
Marc Elias (2015) 1.0 $735.00 $735.00
Elisabeth Frost (2014) 13.9 $430.00 $5,977.00
Elisabeth Frost (2015) 10.1 $475.00 $4,797.50
Anyu Fang 47.6 $370.00 $17,612.00
Joseph Wenzinger (2014) 1.5 $325.00 $487.50
Joseph Wenzinger (2015) 21.1 $380.00 $8,018.00
Ryan Spear 15 $500.00 $750.00
Nicholas Bauer 2.1 $115.00 $241.50
Sheri Pais 0.4 $285.00 $108.00
Gonzales Intervenors Total | 99.4 $38,866.50
Gary Bledsoe 6.3 $400.00 $2,520.00
Robert Notzon 4.0 $350.00 $1,400.00
Alondra Johnson 0.5 $150.00 $75.00
Miranda Alvarez 1.5 $55.00 $82.50
NAACP Intervenors Total 12.3 $4,077.50

The Davis Intervenors request $153.351.00, the Gonzaes Intervenors

reguest $38,866.50, and the NAACP Intervenors request $4,077.50.

19
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CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Intervenors motion should be granted and the

requested fees awarded.
Dated: August 28, 2015

/s/ John M. Devaney

John M. Devaney

Marc Erik Elias

PERKINS COIELLP

700 13th St. NW, Ste. 600
Washington, DC 20005
(202) 654-6200

jdevaney @perkinscoie.com
melias@perkinscoie.com

Renea Hicks

LAwW OFFICE OF MAX RENEA HICKS
101 W. 6th St.

Austin, TX 78701

(512) 480-8231
rhicks@renea-hicks.com

Counsel for Gonzales Appellees

/s Robert S. Notzon

Robert S. Notzon

LAW OFFICE OF ROBERT S. NOTZON
1502 West Ave.

Austin, TX 78701

(512) 474-7563

Robert@NotzonL aw.com

Counsel for Texas Sate Conference of
NAACP Branches Appellees
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Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Paul M. Smith

Paul M. Smith

Jessica Ring Amunson
Mark P. Gaber

JENNER & BLOCK LLP
1099 New York Ave, NW, Ste. 900
Washington, DC 20001
(202) 639-6000
psmith@jenner.com
jamunson@jenner.com
mgaber @jenner.com

J. Gerald Hebert

191 Somervelle St., No. 405
Alexandria, VA 22304

(703) 628-4673
ghebert@campaignlegal center.org

Chad W. Dunn

BrRAZIL & DUNN

4201 Cypress Creek Pkwy, Ste. 530
Houston TX, 77068

(281) 580-6310
chad@brazilanddunn.com

Counsel for Davis Appellees
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
| certify that, on August 28, 2015, | electronically filed this Motion with the
Clerk of the Court using the CM/ECF System, which will send notice of such filing
to all registered CM/ECF users.
| further certify that four (4) paper copies of the document will be hand-

delivered to the Clerk of the Couirt.

/s/ Paul M. Smith
Paul M. Smith
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EXHIBIT A
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INTHE UNITED STATESCOURTSOF APPEALS
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

State of Texas,
Appellant,

V. No. 14-5151

United States of America, and
Eric H. Holder, in his official
capacity as Attorney General of the
United States,

Defendants, and

Wendy Dauvis, et dl.,
Appellee-Intervenors.

DECLARATION OF PAUL M. SMITH

[, Paul M. Smith, hereby declare as follows:

1. | am a partner at Jenner & Block LLP (“Jenner”) and counsel for
Defendant-Intervenor-Appellees  Wendy Davis, et al., (hereafter “Davis
Intervenors’) in the above-captioned case. The testimony set forth in this
Declaration is based on first-hand knowledge, about which | could and would
testify competently in open court if called upon to do so, and on records
contemporaneously generated and kept by my Firm in the ordinary course of its
law practice. This Declaration is submitted in support of Intervenors Motion for

Appellate Attorneys' Fees.
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2. Jenner became involved in this litigation in July of 2011 to provide
Jenner’ s unique expertise in voting rights and redistricting litigation, as well as its
considerable expertise in Supreme Court practice. After the district court awarded
three groups of Intervenors—including the Davis Intervenors whom Jenner
represents—attorneys fees and expenses in this case, Jenner took the lead in
responding to Texas's appeal of that decision before the D.C. Circuit.

3. | chair Jenner’s Appellate and Supreme Court practice, and serve as
co-chair of Jenner's Media and First Amendment, and Election Law and
Redistricting practices. | have argued sixteen cases before the United States
Supreme Court, beginning with Celotex Corp. v. Cattrett, 477 U.S. 317 (1986). |
also have extensive experience litigating complex cases in federal and state courts
across the country, including major civil rights cases. My experience with civil
rights litigation includes: (1) multiple cases in the 1980s involving the rights of
residents of state mental health facilities; (2) a large gender bias case brought
against Nassau County, NY in the 1990s; (3) constitutional challenges to state and
federal laws that restrict freedom of expression; and (4) constitutional challengesto
state and federal laws that discriminate on the basis of sexual orientation. In 2010,
| was awarded the Thurgood Marshall Award from the American Bar Association
Section of Individual Rights and Responsibilities, and was named one of the

“Decade’ s Most Influential Lawyers’ by The National Law Journal. In addition, |



USCA Case #14-5151  Document #1570426 Filed: 08/28/2015 Page 4 of 22

am a member of the Board of Directors of the Washington Lawyers Committee for
Civil Rights and Urban Affairs.

4, My civil rights practice also includes representing the interests of
voters in enforcing the United States Constitution and the Voting Rights Act. |
have litigated a number of such cases, including Balderas v. State of Texas, Texas
v. United Sates, LULAC v. Perry, Crawford v. Marion County Election Board, and
Vieth v. Jubelirer. | argued the LULAC, Crawford, and Vieth cases in the United
States Supreme Court. | am nationally recognized as an expert on voting rights
and election law and am the co-author of The Realist’'s Guide to Redistricting:
Avoiding the Legal Pitfalls (2010).

5. After Texas filed a motion for summary reversal, the Davis and
Gonazales Intervenors coordinated their responses to ensure their arguments did
not overlap. After this Court denied Texas' s motion, the Intervenors proposed a
joint appellee brief so as to reduce costs. Jenner took the lead in this appeal. To
minimize the costs incurred, Mark P. Gaber, an associate at Jenner, drafted the
Joint Appellees Brief and the Motion for Appellate Attorneys Fees this
declaration accompanies. More senior attorneys, including Partner Jessica Ring
Amunson, co-counsel J. Gerald Hebert, and | confined our work to reviewing and

editing Mr. Gaber’ s work.
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6.  Although | believe al of the time Jenner expended is compensable
and was reasonably expended on this appedl, in the exercise of billing discretion,
Jenner has excluded a number of time entries from itsrequest. In particular, Jenner
Is not seeking any fees related to the time it spent strategizing and drafting
responses to the three emergency stay motions filed by Texas before the district
court, this Court, and the Supreme Court. In addition, Jenner is not seeking
compensation for any time spent by attorneys other than me related to ord
argument except for participation in a moot court. In total, Jenner has eliminated
36.9 hours of attorney time actually expended on this appeal from its fee request.

7. Biographies of the Jenner team involved in this matter are appended
hereto as Attachment 1.

8.  Appended hereto as Attachment 2 are redacted time records for this
appeal detailing the time for which Jenner is seeking compensation. The records
are redacted so as to segregate only the time spent working on this appeal (some
entries reflect modifications from the computer generated records to account for
reductions to isolate only that time spent on this appeal). Entries proceeded by an
“x” on Attachment 2 are those that were actually expended on this appeal, but that
Jenner has excluded from this fee request.

9. Throughout the time Jenner worked on this matter, its timekeepers

have been required to keep daily time-records that reflect the amount of time spent
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on this matter each day, along with a description of the tasks performed. These
records are entered into a computer database, checked, and maintained in
computer-readable format.

10. Jenner attorneys expended the following hours in this litigation in
2014 Paul Smith (14.1 hours), Jessica Ring Amunson (19.3 hours), and Mark P.
Gaber (70.2 hours). Jenner attorneys expended the following hours in this
litigation in 2015: Paul Smith (35.4 hours), Jessica Ring Amunson (8.5 hours),
Mark P. Gaber (44.6 hours).

11.  Jenner normally charges for the services of its attorneys on the basis
of hourly rates. The lodestar calculation is made based upon reasonable hourly
rates for all current attorneys. These rates change from year to year. For 2014, the
following rates were in effect: Paul Smith: $1,100, Jessica Ring Amunson: $655,
and Mark P. Gaber: $530. For 2015, the following rates were in effect: Paul
Smith: $1,150, Jessica Ring Amunson: $700, and Mark P. Gaber: $590.

12. Applying these rates to the hours expended, Jenner seeks the
following in attorneys fees. 2014: Paul Smith: $15,510.00, Jessica Ring
Amunson: $12,641.50, and Mark P. Gaber: $37,206.00. For 2015: Paul Smith:
$40,710.00, Jessica Ring Amunson: $5,950.00, and Mark P. Gaber: $26,314.00.

13. In addition to the participation of Jenner's attorneys, a Jenner

paralegal, Cheryl L. Olson, provided assistance in preparing the briefs for filing,
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including cite-checking, editing, and filing logistics. In 2014, Cheryl Olson
expended 6.1 hours and in 2015 Cheryl Olson expended 10.2 hours.

14.  Jenner normally charges for the services of its paralegals on the basis
of hourly rates. These rates change from year to year. For 2014, Cheryl Olson
hourly rate was $325 and for 2015 it was $335. These hourly rates are consistent
with the usual and customary hourly rates for the Firm’'s work and these rates have
been paid by Jenner’s commercial clients.

15. Applying these rates to the hours Cheryl Olson expended, Jenner
seeks the following in fees: 2014: Cheryl Olson: $1,982.50; 2015: Cheryl Olson:
$3,417.00. The total amount of fees sought for Cheryl Olson is $5,399.50.

16. Jenner is separately filing a Bill of Costs per this Court’slocal rules.

17. Thetotal fees sought by Jenner are $143,731.00.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best
of my knowledge and that this Declaration was prepared in the District of
Columbia on August 28, 2015.

/s/ Paul M. Smith
Paul M. Smith
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ATTACHMENT 1
Brief Biographies of Jenner & Block Attorneys
Paul M. Smith

Paul M. Smith is a partner in the Firm’s Litigation Department. He is a member of
the Firm's Policy Committee. He is Chair of the Appellate and Supreme Court
Practice and a Co-Chair of the Creative Content, Media and First Amendment, and
Election Law and Redistricting Practices. Mr. Smith is AV Peer Review Rated,
Martindale-Hubbell’s highest peer recognition for ethical standards and legal
ability.

Mr. Smith has had an active Supreme Court practice for two decades, including
oral arguments in sixteen Supreme Court cases. These arguments have included
Crawford v. Marion County Election Board (2008), the Indiana Voter ID case;
LULAC v. Perry (2006), and Vieth v. Jubelirer (2003), two congressional
redistricting cases; Lawrence v. Texas (2003), involving the constitutionality of the
Texas sodomy statute; United States v. American Library Ass' n (2003), involving a
First Amendment challenge to the Children’s Internet Protection Act; and Mathias
v. WorldCom (2001), dealing with the Eleventh Amendment immunity of state
commissions. His first argument was in Celotex Crop. v. Catrett in 1986. Mr.
Smith also worked extensively on several other First Amendment cases in the
Supreme Court, involving issues ranging from commercial speech to defamation to
“adult” speech on the Internet.

Mr. Smith also represents various clients in trial and appellate cases involving
commercia and telecommunications issues, the First Amendment, intellectual
property, antitrust, and redistricting and voting rights, among other areas. His
recent trial work has included several cases involving congressional redistricting as
well as challenges to state video game restrictions under the First Amendment.

Mr. Smith graduated summa cum laude and Phi Beta Kappa from Amherst College
in 1976 and received a J.D. from Yae Law School in 1979, where he served as
Editor-in-Chief of the Yale Law Journal. The following year, Mr. Smith was alaw
clerk to Judge James L. Oakes of the United States Court of Appeals for the
Second Circuit. From 1980-81, Mr. Smith was a law clerk to Supreme Court
Justice Lewis F. Powell, Jr.
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Mr. Smith was a member of the Board of Governors of the District of Columbia
Bar from 2002-2008. He is a former board member and former Chair of the
National Board of Directors of The American Constitution Society, former Co-
Chair of the Board of Directors of Lambda Legal, and a member of the Board of
Directors of the Washington Lawyers Committee for Civil Rights and Urban
Affairs.

Since 2003, Chambers USA has named him one of the country’s leading lawyersin
the areas of Appellate Litigation and Media & Entertainment Law. 1n 2007, 2008,
2009, and 2010, Chambers USA also named him one of the country’s leading
lawyers in the area of First Amendment Litigation. Mr. Smith was recognized in
the 2007, 2008, 2009, and 2010 Editions of Washington DC Super Lawyers for
Appellate Law and as one of the Top 100 Lawyersin DC. In 2010, Mr. Smith was
named one of the Top 10 Lawyers in Washington, DC by Washington DC Super
Lawyers and one of “Washington’s Top Lawyers’ by Washingtonian magazine.
Mr. Smith was also named one of the “Decade’ s Most Influential Lawyers’ by The
National Law Journal in 2010. The Firm was also selected as 2010 “Copyright
Firm of the Year” by Managing Intellectual Property magazine. In 2010, Mr.
Smith was awarded the Thurgood Marshall Award from the American Bar
Association Section of Individual Rights and Responsibilities.

Mr. Smith is admitted to practice in Maryland, New York, and the District of
Columbia.

Jessica Ring Amunson

Ms. Amunson is a Partner in Jenner & Block’s Appellate and Supreme Court
Practice and its Election Law and Redistricting Practice. Ms. Amunson is a 2004
magna cum laude graduate of Harvard Law School, where she served as Articles
Editor for the Harvard Law Review. She received a Master's degree from
Georgetown University in 1997, and graduated magna cum laude and Phi Beta
Kappa with a Bachelor of Arts degree from Georgetown University in 1995. After
graduating law school, Ms. Amunson served as a law clerk to the Honorable
Merrick B. Garland of the United States Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit.

Ms. Amunson has significant experience briefing matters before the United States
Supreme Court and focuses her practice on election law and redistricting. She has
litigated election law and redistricting matters in a number of states, including
litigation involving disputed elections. Ms. Amunson is frequently recognized for
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her extensive knowledge of election law and often speaks on panels regarding
issues in redistricting and voting rights. She was recently featured in a video
lecture series for state court judges sponsored by the National Center for State
Court on “Redistricting Litigation: What Every Judge Needs to Know.”

Mark P. Gaber

Mark P. Gaber is an Associate in the Firm's Washington, D.C. office. Mr. Gaber
is a 2010 graduate of Stanford Law School, where he served as Senior Symposium
Editor for the Sanford Law Review and earned the Gerald Gunther Award for
Outstanding Performance in Constitutional Law, Torts, Legidation, and
Employment Law, and, upon graduation, the Pro Bono Distinction Award. Mr.
Gaber received a Bachelor of Arts Degree from St. Norbert College in 2005,
graduating summa cum laude, and in 2004 he was selected as a Harry Truman
Scholar, representing the State of Wisconsin. Prior to attending law school, Mr.
Gaber worked as an Environmental Protection Specialist and Truman Fellow at the
Federal Highway Administration in Washington, D.C.

Mr. Gaber joined the Firm as an Associate in 2010. In his first year, Mr. Gaber
worked on an array of cases, including defending an Internet Service Provider
against putative class action lawsuits alleging violations of the Wiretap Act and the
Computer Fraud and Abuse Act, among other claims. From 2011 to 2012, Mr.
Gaber served as a Law Clerk for the Honorable Judith W. Rogers of the United
States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit. Mr. Gaber rgjoined
the Firm in 2012. Since then, he has worked on a number of matters, including a
number of appeals before the circuit courts and the Supreme Court. Among these
are anumber of matters involving requests for attorneys fees and expenses related
to redistricting and other voting rights cases. Mr. Gaber's pro bono service
includes work on behalf of LGBT rights, election law matters, human trafficking
cases, and landlord-tenant clients. Mr. Gaber has aso been an Adjunct Professor
of Legal Research and Writing at George Washington University Law School.

Mr. Gaber is admitted to practice in California and the District of Columbia.
Cheryl L. Olson

Ms. Olson received her Bachelor of Arts degree in Community Heath and
Business Management from Northern Illinois University in 1986. She also

completed 30 hours in the Juris Doctor program at DePaul University College of
Law. She has over twenty years of experience as a paralegal, and regularly attends
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or conducts internal paralegal training at Jenner & Block. Most of her work is
focused on appellate and commercia litigation. In her capacity as the Senior
Paralegal/Paralegal Coordinator, she is the head paralegal in Jenner & Block’s
Washington, D.C. office and provides paralegal support for all of Jenner & Block’s
Supreme Court litigation. For both her Supreme Court work and her other work,
she regularly read case law to ensure that the cases cited in draft versions of briefs,
motions, and other filings provide legal and factual support for the propositions for
which they are cited. She aso ensures compliance with Courts' Local Rules and
with the Bluebook citation style. As the Paralegal Coordinator, she supervises a
staff of several paralegals and project assistants and directs the work flow among
the staff.
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ATTACHMENT 2
Jenner Time Records
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‘Time Report

08/18/2015

%m_:mw are displayed in US Dollars, $ x = excluded from fee Hm@:mmﬁ
o
Date  SM/fTask  Attorney . Name [ ] Orig Hrs Orig Amt Rev Hrs revamt i TR T ]

LChsr18/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON [ ] 0.50 327.50 0.50 327.50 [ B ]

m_ Reviewed Judge Collyer opinion on attorneys fees in Texas v. United States (.3) and emailed team re same {.2).

O\b6/23/2014 2363 MARK P, GABER | 3.10 1,643.00 3.10 1,643.00 N [ | ]

uod Reviewed Texas's motion for stay filings, researched case law, and drafted response. )

Netoarot4 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON B 1.00 655.00 1.00 655.00 I ] | ]

¥ Reviewed Texas motion for stay in DDC {.5); multiple emails with M. Gaber, P. Smith and G. Hebert re response to same (.5).

o

x 06/24/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER B 5.00 2,650.00 5.00 2,650.00 [ B | ]

m Researched case law and drafted filings in response to Texas's emergency motion for a stay from DDC, D.C. Circuit, and Supreme Court; phone call with defendant-intervenors to coordinate response.

T=06/24/2014 0883 CHERYL L. OLSON | | 1.10 357.50 1.10 357.50 I | [ ]

X Assisted M. Gaber in reviewing and revising emergency response to stay application; reviewed Supreme Court rules re filing requirements.

06/24/2014 0291 PAUL M. SMITH B 0.50 550.00 0.50 550.00 I [ ] [ ]

X Reviewed Texas stay filings in DC case

06/24/2014 0291 PAUL M. SMITH B 0.50 550.00 0.50 550.00 [ i ]

X Telephone call with co-counsel re Texas stay filings in DC case.

(o)

C\p6/24/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON i 4.00 2,620.00 4.00 2,620.00 I ] I
Teleconference with J. Devaney re motion to stay in DDC (.2); teleconference with N. Dunn re motion to mamm (.1); follow-up teleconference with N. Dunn re motion to stay {.1); additional call from N. Dunn re motion tc stay (.1); teleconference with Perkins Coie re response
to motion to stay (.5); reviewed and revised response to motion to stay in DDC {.5); multiple emails with M. Gaber, P. Smith and G. Hebert re response to motion to stay {.5); researched whether request for summary reversal in DC Circuit and Supreme Court is

[~ procedurally proper (2.0).

+ .

g

So7io8/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON B 0.50 327.50 0.50 327.50 [ B ]

=5 Emails with P. Smith, M. Gaber and G. Hebert re CADC scheduling order and strategy for filing dispositive motion.

(&)

O07/23/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER [ ] 1.00 530.00 1.00 530.00 [N B [ ]

() Prepared Gertificate as to Parties, Rulings, and Related Cases

07/23/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON ] 0.20 131.00 0.20 131.00 N ] ]
Reviewed procedural filings and emailed M. Gaber re same.

r,lo_omam\mo: 2363 MARK P. GABER | | 0.10 53.00 0.10 53.00 [N [ ] ]

- Reviewed Texas's proposed JA list for DC Circuit appeal.

Los/06/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER [ | 0.40 212.00 0.40 212.00 [N B |

<t Reviewed Texas's proposed Appendix list and composed response.

,le_omam\mo: 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON | ] 0.50 327.50 0.50 327.50 [ [ ] ]

) Reviewed DC Circuit appendix issues with P. Smith and M. Gaber.

()o8/07/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON B 0.30 196.50 0.30 196.50 I E ]

% Emailed with M. Gaber re DC Circuit appendix proposal from Texas; reviewed summary judgment briefing re same.

C Page 1

N

)
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08/18/2015
=
(. Date  SMTask  Attoney  Name [ ] Orig Hrs Orig Amt Rev Hrs reAmt IR T B B
08/12/2014 0291 PAUL M. SMITH ] 0.50 550.00 0.50 550.00 [ R ]
0 Reviewed Texas motion for summary affirmance in DC Circuit.
—08/12/2014 0291 PAUL M. SMITH B 0.50 550.00 0.50 550.00 [N -] ]
@ Reviewed Collyer fee opinion in Voter 1D case and emailed with G. Hebert re potential impact on redistricting fee appeal.
AN
~~08/12/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON [ ] 0.80 524.00 0.80 s24.00 H [ ] ]
% Reviewed opinion re attorneys fees n Texas voter ID case and emailed with P. Smith and G. Hebert re same; reviewed Texas motion for summary affirmance.
ooPeii6/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER | 6.20 3,286.00 6.20 3,286.00 B | ]
(O Researched case law for opposition to motion for summary reversal in DC Circuit and began draft opposition.
872014 2363 MARK P. GABER [ ] 8.50 4,505.00 8.50 4,505.00 [NNEE | | ]
@ Researched case law and drafted opposition to motion for summary reversal in DC Circuit.
| 108/18/2014 0291 PAUL M. SMITH E 1.00 1,100.00 1.00 1,100.00 [ i I
Edited draft response to motion for summary affirmance in CADC.
08/18/2014 0291 PAUL M. SMITH ] 0.30 330.00 0.30 330.00 [N [ ] ]
Telephone call with co-parties re summary affirmance motion.
08/18/2014 0281 PAUL M. SMITH B 0.30 330.00 0.30 330.00 [ [ ] ]
[Te) E-mailed with team re arguments to make in response to motion for summary affirmance.
Mrm: 8/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER [ ] 5.60 2,968.00 5.60 2,968.00 [N [ ] [ ]
o Researched case law on and edited second draft of Opposition to Summary Reversal in DC Circuit.
~os/182014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON | 1.00 665.00 1.00 655.00 [N - | . ]
B Reviewed draft response to motion for summary affirmance and emailed with P. Smith, M. Gaber, and G. Hebert analysis re same.
FHosrar014 0291 PAUL M. SMITH [ ] 1.50 1,650.00 1.50 1,650.00 [N B [
..m Edited response to motion for summary reversat in the CADC.
Qos/19/2014 0883 CHERYL L. OLSON ] 0.50 162.50 0.50 162.50 [ n ]
m Cite checked response to motion for reversal {DC Cir case).
wom\mo\moi 0883 CHERYL L. OLSON B 0.80 260.00 0.80 260.00 N B [ ]
Cite checked response to motion for reversal (DC Cir case).
o
Clogrz1/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON ] 0.50 327.50 0.50 327.50 I ] | ]
Reviewed proposed brief from Perkins Coie and emailed with team re comments on same.
08/24/2014 0883 CHERYL L. OLSON [ | 2.40 780.00 2.40 780.00 R B ]
m Cite checked response to motion for reversal (DC Cir case).
—los/z4/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON B 2.30 1,506.50 2.30 1,506.50 [ ] | ]
_k_u Reviewed and edited draft response to motion for summary affirmance; emailed M. Gaber re same.
M._omsm\moz 2363 MARK P. GABER [ ] 5.10 2,703.00 5.10 2,703.00 [N B ]
Edited response to motion for summary reversal in CADC (4); prepared and coordinated filing (1.1).
T+
Q)08/25/2014 0883 CHERYL L. OLSON B 2.40 780.60 2.40 780.00 NI ] | ]
% Cite checked response to motion for reversal (DC Cir case).
()08/25/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON | | 0.50 327.50 0.50 327.50 [ [ ] ]
C Page 2
N
)
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ime Report [
> | 08/18/2015
2
(. Date SMTask Attorney Name ] Orig Hrs OrigAmt  RevHrs revart [l T D B
Reviewed final brief. .
LO098/03/2014 0291 PAUL M. SMITH [ ] 0.50 550.00 0.50 550.00 [ [ ] ]
m_ Reviewed reply in support of summary affirmance in DC Circuit.
C\09/03/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER ] 0.10 53.00 0.10 s3.00 | ]
W Read TX summary reversal reply brief.
Qboroarz014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON [ | 0.60 393.00 0.60 3e3.00 [JIN B ]
00 Reviewed Texas reply brief and emailed with P. Smith, G. Hebert, and M. Gaber re same.
.OI I | [ | | I [ ]
e
%.[ L 2 m L | I 1 .
el . e 1 -
f " - —_— - — " o
S, T — ' = o= - ' -
<
5 ——— . e — ' ==
Lo
E - — - — i o
—
F ' - —_— - T— " —
ms:tmoi 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON ] 0.20 131.00 0.20 131.00 | [ | ]
O Emailed co-counsel re response to D.C. Circuit order on briefing format.
Tl e . = == = == e
10/15/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON ] 0.20 131.00 0.20 131.00 B [ ]
— Emailed P. Smith, G. Hebert, and M. Jenkins re position on briefing format in preparation for call with co-counsel.
Br | I | | I I 1 .
Lo
L 10/16/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON - 686 - 524.00

E__ with defendant-intervenor counsel re response to D.C. Circuit order on proposed briefing format (.2); emailed DOJ attorneys re same {.1); emailed Texas attorneys

Page 3
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ime Report ——
08/18/2015
2
(. Date SMTask Atiorney Name ) [ ] Orig Hrs Orig Amt Rev Hrs revamt [l T BHEE B
|
L | . L | I [ [
o ] | | | - | L | .
(00)
Qior2272014 2363 MARK P. GABER 240 .7 #8200 371 a4e 490200 I [ ] ]
00 Drated joint proposal for breifing format for DC Circuit (.7);
.O[ I | || L | I | [
©
e e . i ' -
[ I i | - | L | | [
10/24/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON [ | 0.70 458.50 0.70 4s58.50 [ [ | [ ]
Reviewed and edited joint briefing proposal and emailed G. Hebert and M. Gaber re same; emailed same to co-counsel, counsel for DOJ, and counsel for Texas.
%: I | | | I [ T | L
<
f ] | | T | I a [
Lo
r I | | . [ I [ ||
4
| I | ] I i I | [
mi 0/28/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER [ ] 0.50 265.00 0.50 265.00 IR [ ] ]
O Incorporated edits from other parties' on Joint Briefing Propasal and coordinated filing of electronic and paper copies.
i e . w == = - ' -
,——r . ' - = o= = ' -
—
LO11/12/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON B 0.30 196.50 0.30 196.50 I . | ]
ﬁ Reviewed Texas appendix; reviewed prior emails re same; communication with P. Smith, G. Hebert and M. Gaber re proposed revisions to appendix.
A_i 1117/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER [ | 0.50 265.00 0.50 265.00 [ B ]
— Reviewed proposed appendix for DC Circuit case and edited.
111712014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON B 0.30 196.50 0.30 196.50 | | | | ]
@ Reviewed Perkins Coie proposed revisions to appendix and emailed team re same; reviewed proposed revisions from M. Gaber.
0
(5 12/09/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER | 0.90 477.00 0.90 a77.00 ] ]
@)
5
Page 4
7)) g
)
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ime Report L
08/18/2015
2
(. Date SMTask Attorney  Name | Orig Hrs Orig Amt Rev Hrs rvartilf B B BN
Began drafting sections of CADC appellee brief.
LO12/10/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER [ | 2.50 1,325.00 2.50 1,325.00 B | ]
| Researched case law for appellee brief.
md 2/15/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER | 6.70 3,551.00 6.70 3,551.00 I [ ] | ]
W Researched case law for appellee brief (2.5); reviewed Texas's opening brief (1); drafted opposition brief (3.2)
Ni215/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON [ ] 1.00 655.00 1.00 655.00 B | ]
00 Reviewed Texas response brief.
Os2n6/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER [ | 6.80 3,604.00 6.80 3,604.00 [N [ ] [ ]
|.O. Researched case law for appellee brief (2.4); drafted Statement of Case section (3.9); conference call regarding appellee brief (.5)
%A 2/16/2014 0291 PAUL M. SMITH [ ] 2.00 2,200.00 2.00 2,200.00 TN B | ]
L Reviewed state's brief and record materials.
12/16/2014 0291 PAUL M. SMITH [ ] 0.50 550,00 0.50 550.00 [ [ | [ ]
Participated in conference call with Jenner team and G. Hebert re pians for responsive brief in CADC.
12/16/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON B 1.30 851.50 1.30 851.50 [N B | ]
Reviewed Texas response brief and made notes re same; met with P. Smith, G. Hebert, and M. Gaber to discuss reply brief re same.
%5: 712014 2363 MARK P. GABER [ | 3.40 1,802.00 3.40 1,802.00 A [ ] | ]
< Drafted and edited appellee brief.
O1218/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON B 1.50 982.50 1.50 982.50 [ B | ]
m Reviewed appendix materials and court opinions for reply brief; made notes re reply brief.
—112/19/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER [ ] 4.80 2,544.00 4.80 2,544.00 [ B I
= Researched and drafted appeliate brief.
4—
C 12/20/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER | | 3.10 1,643.00 3.10 1,643.00 I B ]
@ Researched and drafted appeliate brief.
mdw\mm\moi 2363 MARK P. GABER [ | 2.30 1,219.00 2.30 1,219.00 | B I
© Researched case law for appelalte brief.
m 12/23/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER B 3.10 1,643.00 3.10 1,643.00 [ [ | I
Drafted appellate brief.
121242014 2363 MARK P. GABER | 1.80 954.00 1.80 954.00 [N [ | ]
— Edited appeliee brief.
LO) 12/26/2014 2363 MARK P. GABER B 6.10 3,233.00 6.10 3,233.00 [N [ | | ]
m Drafted and edited appellee brief.
A__. 12/29/2014 0291 PAUL M. SMITH | 3.50 3,850.00 3.50 3,850.00 I B [ ]
— Reviewed and commented on draft CADC fee brief.
= 1212012014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON B 2.00 1,310.00 2.00 1,310.00 [ [ ] [ ]
@ Reviewed draft reply brief from M. Gaber.
0
(G 12/30/2014 0291 PAUL M. SMITH | | 4,00 4,400.00 4.00 4,400.00 [ B | |
@)
@)
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08/18/2015

Revamt N NN N N

(. Date  SWTask  Attorney  Name [ ] Orig Hrs Orig Amt Rev Hrs
Edited CADC fee brief.
LO) 12/30/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON [ 3.00 1,965.00 3.00 1,965.00 [
«—| Reviewed draft brief and comments from P. Smith and G. Hebert; revised brief and sent same to M. Gaber for review.
m 12/31/2014 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON a 2.00 1,310.00 2.00 1,310.00 [
W Revised draft brief and researched issues re interim plans for congressional and house maps.
N o10172015 2363 MARK P. GABER a 3.10 1,829.00 3.10 1,820.00 [
0 Edited DC Circuit brief.
O 110112015 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON B 1.50 1,050.00 1.50 1,050.00 [
|.O. Reviewed and edited response brief.
Domwzrois 0291 PAUL M. SMITH [ 0.80 920.00 0.80 920.00 [N
._|_|| Edited draft CADC fee brief.
01/04/2015 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON [ | 1.50 1,050.00 1.50 1,050.00 [N
Reviewed and edited response brief; emailed M. Gaber, G. Hebert and P. Smith re same.
01/05/2015 2363 MARK P. GABER | 3.40 2,006.00 3.40 2,006.00 [
Edited draft DC Circuit brief.
O 01/05/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH B 0.50 575.00 0.50 575.00
M Reviewed draft of statement of issues and new draft of brief.
O 01/06/2015 0883 CHERYL L. OLSON [ 5.90 1,976.50 5.90 1,976.50 [N
m Cite checked joint response brief.
— 01/07/2015 0883 CHERYL L. OLSON B 1.60 536.00 1.60 536.00 I
H= Cite checked joint response brief; reviewed and revised joint response brief.
4—
C 01/08/2015 0883 CHERYL L. OLSON B 1.30 435.50 1.30 435.50 [N
@ Reviewed and revised joint response brief.
S 01/09/2015 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON ] 0.80 560.00 0.80 560.00 K
w Reviewed edits from Perkins Coie and emailed M. Gaber re same.
O 0111172015 2363 MARK P. GABER B 3.40 2,006.00 3.40 2,006.00 [N
(@) Reviewed and edited DC Circuit brief.
01/11/2015 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON | 1.50 1,050.00 1.50 1,050.00
- Reviewed and edited draft brief from M. Gaber.
L) 01/12/2015 2363 MARK P. GABER [ ] 7.20 4,248.00 7.20 4,248.00 N
ﬁ Reviewed record to input JA citations in brief; edited brief.
I” 01112/2015 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON B 1.50 1,050.00 1.50 1,050.00 IR
M._ Reviewed and edited brief from M. Gaber and sent same to team for review.
= 011312015 2363 MARK P. GABER B 2.80 1,652.00 2.80 1,652.00 [
@ Edited D.C. Circuit brief.
% 01/13/2015 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON '] 1.00 700.00 1.00 700.00 N
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Reviewed and edited draft of brief.
L. ] ] ] - [ aa L]
< (S
mez 4/2015 2363 MARK P. GABER | | 5.90 3,481.00 5.90 3,481.00 [
& Edited DC Circuit brief (5); coordinated filing of brief (.9).
MNot/14/2015 0883 CHERYL L. OLSON [ 1.10 368.50 1.10 368.50 I
00 Reviewed and revised joint response brief. .
Oot11412015 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON | 1.00 700.00 1.00 700.00 [
-5 Final review of brief.
Do1115/2015 0883 CHERYL L. OLSON B 0.30 100.50 0.30 100.50
._||_| Assisted in preparing and service of paper copies of brief to DC Cireuit.
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<Time Report l
S 08/18/2015
2
(. Date SMTask Attorney Name ] Orig Hrs OrigAmt  Rev Hrs revAmi I T T B
BE | [ | m I [ [
o
03/27/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH B 1.50 1,725.00 1.50 1,725.00 [ ] ]
W Prepared for DC Circuit argument.
er | | ] [ al I a ]
(e0)
ﬂ 03/28/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH [ | 1.50 1,725.00 1.50 1,725.00 I [ | ]
-5 Worked on DC Circuit argument.
[
e e ' e — : =
LL
% 03/31/2015 2363 MARK P. GABER B 346 260600 413 246 200600 I . | | ]
< I i :ft<d and ifled 28() letter to DC court re 5th Circuit opinion (.7).
N m—— . = = = = ' =
Lo
1 03/31/2015 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON [ | a0 .2 as0.06 140 os6 269-00 I | -]
= N < << Rule 28() letter for DC Circuit (2).
-
C 03/31/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH B 1.00 1,150.00 1.00 1,150.00 B ]
m Prepared for DC Circuit argument.
= 04/01/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH B 1.00 1,150.00 1.00 1,150.00 [ | ]
¢ Prepared for argument.
m 04/03/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH ] 2.00 2,300.00 2.00 2,300.00 [ B | ]
Prepared for CADC argument.
04/06/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH [ ] 2.50 2,875.00 2.50 2,875.00 R | | N
— Prepared for CADC argument.
LO 04/07/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH [ | 0.80 920.00 0.80 g20.00 [N | [ ]
ﬂ Reviewed materials for CADC argument.
L 04/07/2015 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON | | 0.50 350.00 0.50 350.00 A | | | ]
Communications re oral argument and moot court; reviewed local rules re argument division.
+ 04/08/2015 2363 MARK P. GABER B 4.30 2,537.00 4.30 2,537.00 [N ] ]
X Reviewed briefing and case law to prep for DC Circuit argument; met with P. Smith and J. Amunson re argument
)
(G 04/08/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH [ | 0.50 575.00 0.50 575.00 B |
@)
@)
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me Report

gumeneport ]
] 0B/18/2018
2
(L Date SMTask Attorney Name | ] Orig Hrs Orig Amt Rev Hrs Rev Amt [N ] ] ]
Participated in conference with J. Amunson and M. Gaber re CADC argument.
%a&om\moa 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON ] 1.00 700.00 1.00 700.00 [ | | ]
Reviewed briefs and met with P. Smith and M. Gaber re oral argument.
o
J04/13/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH | | 2.50 2,875.00 2.50 2,875.00 [ | ]
W Prepared for argument.
Noar3reois 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON [ ] 1.00 700.00 1.00 700.00 I B ]
& Reviewed record re Texas raising constitutional claim; consulted with G. Hebert re same.
ﬂi: 4/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH B 2.80 3,220.00 2.80 3,220.00 [N B ]
> Prepared for moot court.
%?S 4/2015 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON B 0.50 350.00 0.50 3s50.00 [N ] [ ]
LK Reviewed transcripts and filings re Texas waiver of constitutional claim (.4); emailed G. Hebert re same (.1).
04/15/2015 2254 ADAM G. UNIKOWSKY E 2.00 1,350.00 2.00 1,350.00 [ [ ] ]
x Prepared for moot court.
04/15/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH B 3.00 3,450.00 3.00 3,450.00 IR | | ]
Prepared for moot court; conference with A. Unikowsky.
%?S 6/2015 2363 MARK P. GABER Prepataion time excluded; 1 hr for moot || 5.20 3,06866 597  5.20 3,068.00 [N [ ] N
Reviewed briefing for moot court prep; reviewed case law for oral argument preparation; participated in moot court.
<
O 041612015 2054 ADAM G. UNIKOWSKY [ | 3.00 2,025.00 3.00 2,025.00 NN - | ]
W Prepared for meot court; attended moot court.
< 04/16/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH | 4.00 4,600.00 4.00 4,600.00 B ]
+ Prepared for and did moot court.
—
C 04/16/2015 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON . . [ ] 2.50 1750.00 7 250 1,750.00 [ B ]
Q Prepared for and participated in moot court for P. Smith oral argurment. p repar ation time mN&ﬁ&m&w 1 hr for moot
m 04/17/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH ] 0.50 575.00 0.50 575.00 [ [ ] | ]
¢ Edited argument introduction for CADC.
m 04/19/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH [ | 1.00 1,150.00 1.00 1,150.00 IR B | ]
Prepared for CADC argument.
04/20/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH | 3.00 3,450.00 3.00 3,450.00 [ B ]
— Prepared for argument.
L0) 04/21/2015 2363 MARK P. GABER [ ] 2.00 1,180.00 2.00 1,180.00 I ] | ]
% Attended DC Circuit oral argument
A__. 04/21/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH | 4.00 4,600.00 4.00 4,600.00 [ [ ] ]
Prepared for and did oral argument in CADC.
—
+ 0as2112015 1898 JESSICA RING AMUNSON [ ] 1.00 700.00 1.00 700.00 [N ] . ]
X Attended oral argument and debriefed with P. Smith and M. Gaber.
)
L I [ ] | . | ] ] |
@)
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© og/1812015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH [ ] 0.50 575.00 0.50 575.00 (I [ ] [ ]
|.O. Reviewed DC Circuit's fee ruling.
D 0811812015 2363 MARK P. GABER [ ] 2.80 1,652.00 2.80 1,652.00 (D [ ] [ ]
._|_|| Read DC Circuit's opinion; researched rules and process for filing motion for appellate fees
08/20/2015 2363 MARK P. GABER [ ] 11.20 6,608.00 11.20 6,608.00 (D [ ] [ ]
Researched and drafted motion for attorneys' fees for CADC appellate work (8.2); Compiled hours of Jenner attorneys for motion (3)
08/21/2015 0291 PAUL M. SMITH [ ] 0.50 575.00 0.50 575.00 (D [ ] [ ]
Edited DC appellate fee motion.
O 08/24/2015 2363 MARK P. GABER [ ] 3.10 1,829.00 3.10 1,829.00 (D [ ] [ ]
M Edited motion for CADC fees (2); calculated and compiled time/fees amounts (1.1).
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT
State of Texas,
Appellant,
V.
United States of America, and
Eric H Holder, in his official No. 14-5151
capacity as Attorney General of the
United States,
Defendants, and
Wendy Dauvis, et al.,
Appellee-Intervenors.
DECLARATION OF J. GERALD HEBERT
Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 81746, I, J. Gerald Hebert, declare that:
1. | am an attorney in solo practice and am one of the counsel for

Defendant-Intervenor-Appellees  Wendy Davis, et al.,

(hereafter “Davis

Intervenors’) in the above-captioned case. The testimony set forth in this

Declaration is based on first-hand knowledge, about which | could and would

testify competently in open Court if called upon to do so, and on records

contemporaneously generated and kept by my Firm in the ordinary course of its
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law practice. This Declaration is submitted in support of Intervenors Motion for
Attorneys’ Fees.

2. | am one of the attorneys who represented Plaintiffs Wendy Davis, et
al., (hereafter “Davis Plaintiffs’) in the above-captioned case. | make this
Declaration in support of the Davis Plaintiffs' motion for an award of attorneys
fees and expenses.

3. | received a B.A. degree from Stonehill College in 1970. | attended
Suffolk University School of Law from 1970 to 1973. | am a member of the
Virginia, D.C. and Pennsylvania (inactive) bars. | am also a member of the bar of
the United States Supreme Court, the United States Courts of Appeals for the
Second, Fourth, Fifth, Eighth, Eleventh and D. C. Circuits, the United States
District Court for Eastern District of Virginia, and the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia

4. Following my graduation from law school, from 1973 until 1994, |
served as a trial attorney in the Civil Rights Division of the United States
Department of Justice in Washington, D.C. For the last fifteen years of my service
at the Department of Justice (from 1979 to 1994), | was assigned to the Voting
Section of the Civil Rights Division where | worked exclusively on cases
involving federally protected voting rights. While employed in the Voting Section

from 1979 to 1994, | served in a number of supervisory capacities, including



USCA Case #14-5151  Document #1570426 Filed: 08/28/2015 Page 4 of 30

Specia Litigation Counsel, Deputy Chief, and Acting Chief of the Voting
Section.

5. While at the Department of Justice, | served as the lead trial attorney
for the United States in numerous voting rights cases, a number of which
ultimately became landmark cases in the field of voting rights. Cases that |
handled at the Department of Justice that were the subject of United States
Supreme Court decisions included City of Mobile v. Bolden, Rogers v. Lodge,
Johnson v. DeGrandy, Presley v. Etowah County, City of Port Arthur, Texas v.
U.S, and Shaw v. Reno. A complete listing of cases | handled at the United States
Department of Justice is attached to this Declaration as Attachment A. Since
leaving the Department of Justice in May 1994, | have been a sole practitioner
with an office in Alexandria, Virginia, where | specialize in voting and election
law cases, including cases involving the Voting Rights Act and campaign finance
law. A listing of the cases | have handled in my solo practice is also set forth in
Attachment A hereto.

6. In addition, since 2013, | have been involved in several other cases
arising under the Voting Rights Act. For example, | serve as co-counsel to the
lead plaintiffs who have challenged (successfully, thus far) the Texas photo ID
law under the Voting Rights Act and the U.S. Constitution. In addition, |

represented parties or amici curiae in briefs filed in the U.S. Supreme in Shelby
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County v. Holder, U.S. Supreme Court; Dickson v. Rucho, U.S. Supreme Court
(the North Carolina redistricting case); Shapiro v. McManus, U.S. Supreme Court
(Maryland congressional redistricting case); Baca v. Berry, Tenth Circuit Court of
Appeals, League of Women Voters v. Florida, Florida Supreme Court and trial
court (Florida redistricting case); Harding v. Dallas county, Texas, U.S. District
Court for the Northern District of Texas, and several mgor campaign finance
cases (including McCutcheon v. FEC, U.S. Supreme Court; Wagner v. FEC, D.C.
Circuit; Delaware Strong Families v. Biden, Third Circuit Court of Appeals, and
Public Citizen v. FEC, U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia).

7. In addition, from 1994 to approximately, | served part-time as a staff
attorney in the Voting Rights Project of the national office of the Lawyers
Committee for Civil Rights Under Law in Washington, DC. In that position, |
assisted with constitutional challenges to districts under the Shaw v. Reno
doctrine.

8. In addition to my solo practice, from July 2004 to the present, | have
served as Executive Director and Director of Litigation at the Campaign Lega
Center, a non-profit organization in Washington DC. | handled this Texas
redistricting lawsuit as part of my solo practice and not as part of my affiliation
with the Campaign Lega Center. In fact, | took a leave of absence from the

Campaign Legal Center in 2011 and 2012 to handle this case.

4
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9. From January 1995 to 2006 and from 2013 to the present, | have
served as an Adjunct Professor of Law at Georgetown University Law Center in
Washington, DC, where | taught Election Law, which included voting rights,
campaign finance regulation and €election law. In 1995, | also served as an
Adjunct Professor of Law at American University's Washington College of Law,
where | taught a course on the Voting Rights Act and the political process. In
1997, | co-taught a course on the Voting Rights Act at the University of Virginia
Law School with nationally renowned Professor Pam Karlan.

10. | have written a number of publications, books and articles on the
Voting Rights Act or redistricting. For example, | co-authored a book on
redistricting entitled “The Realists Guide to Redistricting”, which was published
by the American Bar Association in 2000 republished 2010 (2™ edition). | also
published an article on redistricting reform for the Yale Law and Policy Journal
(CITE), articles on Bailouts under the Voting Rights Act and law journal articles.
Severa of these have been co-authored with other counsel or academic scholars
who have served as expert withesses in voting rights cases, including: Rutgers
Law Journal (co-authored); George Mason University Law Review; General
Theory of Vote Dilution, La Raza Law Journal, Boat Hall School of Law;
University of Californiaat Berkeley (Vol. 6, No. 1)(1993)(co-authored); Future of

Voting Rights Litigation: Elections at the Legidative Level, La Raza Law
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Journal, Boalt Hall School of Law (Vol. 6, No. 1)(1993); Keeping The Courts
Honest: The Role of Historians as Expert Witnesses in Southern Voting Rights
Cases Southern University Law Review (Vol. 16, No. 1)(Spring 1989)(co-
authored); Civil Rights Law: High Court Decision on Voting Rights Act Helps To
Remove Minority Barriers National Law Journal (November 1986); and
Discriminatory Electoral Systems and the Political Cohesion Doctrine, National
Law Journal (Vol. 10, No. 4)(1987) (co-authored).

11. | aso have written several articles about voting rights for
publications that are geared to state and local governments, including publications
by the Texas Municipal League and the Nations Cities Weekly.

12. | have lectured before bar and other groups on voting rights,
reapportionment, and civil rights, including the National Conference of State
Legislatures, the Association of Southern State Legislatures, the Virginia
Association of Local Government Attorneys, and reapportionment authorities in
the States of Louisiana, Maryland, New Mexico, and Virginia, among others. |
have also given lectures or participated as a panelist and made presentations at or
sponsored by Yae Law School, Harvard Law School, William and Mary
University Law School, Washington and Lee University Law School, University

of Richmond Law School and Rutgers Law School, among others.
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13. My private practice is exclusively in the area of voting rights,
campaign finance, and constitutional rights. My hourly rate for cases such as this
is $650 per hour, given the complexity and novelty of the issues, and the high
visibility and importance of the case. That is especially the case here, where the
Defendant Attorney General did not oppose preclearance of the senate
redistricting plan and defendant intervenors had to bear the burden of prevailing
in the senate portion of the case (which they did).

14. | have reviewed the summary of hours that | have expended in this
case that is attached to this Declaration as Attachment B, and that summary is true
and accurate. The summary of hours attached as Attachment B is based on
contemporaneous records of the activities in the case maintained as business
records in my law office. The hours expended were necessary in rendering legal
services to the Davis Intervenors in this appeal.

15. As counsel for the Davis Intervenors, | exercised reasonable billing
judgment in this case. For example, | have excluded some work for which | could
be compensated. Moreover, although a number of other attorneys worked on this
case as my co-counsel, there are no excessive, redundant, or unnecessary hours
included in the time detailed in this request for an award of attorneys' fees.

16. | reviewed the time records for work performed by my co-counsel, at

the law firm of Jenner and Block (Paul Smith, Jessie Amunson, Mark Gaber). All
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of the work set forth in the declaration of my co-counsel were necessary to the
litigation of this case and were not duplicative of any of the work | did or any
expenses | incurred. | made a conscientious effort to avoid duplication of work by
agreeing, in advance, with my co-counsel on a division of labor in those instances

where more than one attorney worked on the case simultaneously.

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

/9] J. Gerald Hebert
J. GERALD HEBERT

Dated: August 25, 2015
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EXHIBITA
TO DAVIS INTERVENORS’ MOTION
FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES

In Part | below, | have listed those cases in which | have appeared as legal counsel for the
United States of America. | have divided the cases into two categories: 1) those cases where |
served as lead attorney for the Government and the Government was a party to the lawsuit; and
2) those cases where | served as lead attorney for the Government and the Government
participated as amicus curiae. Cases marked with an asterisk * are cases involving Section 2 of
the Voting Rights Act, those marked with a double asterisk ** are Section 4 or 5 Voting Rights
Act cases, and those marked with a triple asterisk *** are language minority cases under the
Voting Rights Act (Section 203 cases).

In Part Il below, | have listed those voting rights and election law cases in which | served
as legal counsel as a solo practitioner (1994 to the present). Cases marked with an asterisk * are
cases involving Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, those marked with a double asterisk ** are
Section 4 or 5 Voting Rights Act cases, and those marked with a triple asterisk *** are language
minority cases under the Voting Rights Act (Section 203 cases). Cases in bold are cases where |
served as lead counsel for the party that I represented.

In Part 111 below, I have listed those voting rights and election law/campaign finance
cases in which I served as legal counsel for a party or amicus curiae on behalf of the Campaign
Legal Center (a nonprofit, nonpartisan public interest organization) where, from 2004 to the
present, | have served as Executive Director and Director of Litigation.

Part |

1. Voting rights cases where | served as lead counsel for the United States
in the trial court and the United States was a party to the litigation:

Bolden and United States v. City of Mobile, 446 U.S. 55 (1980)

Johnson v. DeGrandy, 512 U.S. 997 (1994) *

County Council of Sumter County, South Carolina v. United States, 555 F. Supp. 694 (D.D.C.
1983) (3-judge court) **

Shaw v. Barr, C.A. No. 92-202-CIV-5-BR (E.D.N.C. 1992)(three-judge court), reversed sub
nom. Shaw v. Reno, 113 S. Ct. 2816 (1993)

City of Port Arthur, Texas v. U.S., 459 U.S. 159 (1982) **

Brown and United States v. Board of School Commissioners of Mobile County, 706 F.2d 1103
(11th Cir. 1983)
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United States v. Dallas County Commission, 850 F.2d 1430 (11th Cir. 1988)*

United States v. Marengo County Commission, 811 F.2d 619 (11th Cir. 1987) *

United States v. State of South Carolina and Horry County, C.A. No. 79-2467-5 (D. So.
Car.)(three-judge court) **

State of Mississippi v. United States, No. 87-3464 (D.D.C.)(three-judge court) **

United States v. State of Georgia, No. 1:90-CV-1749-RCF (N.D. Ga.) *

Georgia v. Reno, C.A. No. 90-2065 (D.D.C. 1995)(three-judge court) **

United States v. State of Arizona, CV 88-1989 PHX EHC (D. Ariz.)***

United States v. Socorro County, New Mexico, C.A. No. 93-1244-JP (D. N.M.) ***

United States v. Brooks County, GA, No. 90-105-Thom (M.D. Ga.)*

United States v. State of Wisconsin, No. 92C-0263-S (W.D. Wisc.)

United States v. McKinley County, NM, No. 86-0028-M (D. N.M.)***

United States v. State of South Carolina, No. 3:90-760-17
(D. SO. CAR.)(three-judge court) **

United States v. Cibola County, NM, No. CIV93-1134 SC (D. N.M.)***

United States v. Lawrence County, MS,(S.D. Miss. 1983)(three-judge court) **

United States v. City of Demopolis, (S.D. Ala. 1986) *

United States v. Laurens County, SC, C.A. No. 6:87-1817-3 (D.S.C. 1987) *

United States v. City of Spartanburg, SC, (D.S.C. 1987)*

United States v. Town of Zebulon, GA, (N.D. Ga.) *, **

United States v. Wilkes County Board of Ed., (S.D. Ga.)

United States v. County Council of Sumter County, SC, (D.S.C.)(three-judge court) **

United States v. Town of Indian Head, MD, (D. Md.) *
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United States v. City of Laurel, MS, (S.D. Miss. 1981) *

United States v. County Council of Colleton County, SC, No. 78-903 (D.S.C. 1981)(three-judge
court) **

United States v. City of Houston, TX, No. 91-3076 (S.D. Tex.)(three-judge court)**

United States v. Victoria ISD, TX, C.A. No. V-86-17 (S.D. Tex. 1986)(three-judge court) **

United States v. City of Barnwell, SC, No. 1:84-2508-6 (D.S.C. 1986) **

Medina County, TX v. United States,(D.D.C.)(three-judge court) **

Gregg County, TX v. United States,(D.D.C.)(three-judge court) **

United States v. Jones, 846 F. Supp. 955 (S.D. Ala. 1994) *

United States v. City of Augusta, GA, (S.D. Ga.) *

United States v. Wicomico County, MD, No. MJG-87-2557 (D. Md. 1991) *

United States v. East Baton Rouge Parish School Board, LA, C.A. No. 76-252 (M.D. La.) *

2. Cases where J. Gerald Hebert served as lead counsel for the United States
in the trial court and the United States appeared as amicus curiae in the

litigation:
Blanding v. Dubose, 454 U.S. 393 (1982) (I represented the United States as amicus curiae before

the three-judge court in this successful lawsuit brought to enforce Section 5 of the Voting Rights
Act) **

Lodge v. Buxton, aff'd sub nom. Rogers v. Lodge, 458 U.S. 613 (1982)(l represented the United
States as amicus curiae before the United States Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit in this
successful lawsuit brought under the Voting Rights Act and the United States Constitution) *

Martin v. Mabus, 700 F.Supp. 327 (S.D. Miss. 1988)(three-judge court)(remedy)(l represented the
United States as amicus curiae before the three-judge court in this successful lawsuit brought to
enforce Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act) **

SCLC v. Siegelman, C.A. No. 88-D-462-N (M.D. Ala.)(I represented the United States which filed
a brief as amicus curiae in this lawsuit brought by private plaintiffs to enforce Section 5 of the
Voting Rights Act) **
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Clark v. Roemer, C.A. No. 86-435 (M.D. La.)(three-judge court)(l represented the United States
which filed a brief as amicus curiae in this lawsuit brought by private plaintiffs to enforce Section
5 of the Voting Rights Act) **

Lopez v. Monterey County, California, No. C-91-20559-RMW (EAI) (N.D. Cal.)(three-judge
court) (I represented the United States which filed a brief as amicus curiae in this lawsuit brought
by private plaintiffs to enforce Section 5 of the VVoting Rights Act)**

Part |11

Voting Rights and Election Cases In Which J. Gerald Hebert Has Served As Legal Counsel
As a Solo Practitioner (1994 to the Present)

Listed below are cases in which | have appeared as legal counsel in my solo law practice,
1994 to the present. Cases marked with an asterisk * are cases involving Section 2 of the Voting
Rights Act, those marked with a double asterisk ** are Section 4 or 5 Voting Rights Act cases, and
those marked with a triple asterisk *** are language minority cases under the VVoting Rights Act
(Section 203 cases). Cases in bold are cases where | served as lead counsel for the party |
represented:

1994 to 2000:

CITY OF ANDREWS, TX V. RENO, No. 1:95CV01477 (D.D.C. 1996)(three-judge court) (I
represented the City of Andrews, Texas in this lawsuit against the United States Attorney General
in which the City obtained a declaratory judgment that changes adopted by the City were entitled to
preclearance under Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act)**

DILLARD v.CITY OF FOLEY, AL, No. CV 87-T-1213-N (M.D. Ala.)(I represented private
plaintiffs in this successful challenge under Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act and Constitution to
the City of Foley's racially selective annexation policy) *

FOREMAN v. COMMISSIONERS’ COURT OF DALLAS COUNTY, TX (N.D. TX) (3-
judge court) (I represented private plaintiffs in a suit which established that the changes in the
discretionary method of selecting polling officials was a covered change under Section 5 of the
Voting Rights Act)**

PEGRAM and UNITED STATES v. CITY OF NEWPORT NEWS, VA, No. 4:940000-79
(E.D. Va.) (I represented private plaintiffs in this successful suit challenging the City's at-large
method of election under Section 2 of the VVoting Rights Act) *

SIMPSON V. CITY OF HAMPTON, VA, No. 4:95¢cv83 (E.D. Va.)(I represented plaintiffs in
this suit challenging the City's at-large election system under Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act) *
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SOUTH CAROLINA CONFERENCE OF BRANCHES OF THE NAACP v. TOWN OF
HEMINGWAY, SC, No. 4:93-2733-21 (D.S.C.) (I represented plaintiffs in this lawsuit brought
under the Constitution and Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act challenging Hemingway's racially
selective annexation policy) *

RICHMOND CRUSADE FOR VOTERS v. COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, No. 3:95cv531
(E.D. Va.) (I represented plaintiffs who successfully challenged the Commonwealth of Virginia's
refusal to implement the provisions of the National VVoter Registration Act)

MOON v. MEADOWS, 952 F. Supp. 1941(E.D. Va. 1997)(three-judge court)(l represented a
group of voters who intervened as defendants in this lawsuit challenging, on racial gerrymandering
grounds, congressional redistricting in Virginia)

KING v. STATE BD OF ELECTIONS, No. 95-C-827(N.D. IIl. 1995)(three-judge court) (I filed
a brief amicus curiae before the three-judge court in 1996 on behalf of the Democratic National
Committee and the Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee in this lawsuit challenging
congressional redistricting in 1llinois)

VERA v. BUSH, 116 S. Ct. 1941 (1996)(I appeared as counsel for three incumbent members of
Congress whose districts were challenged or affected by this lawsuit challenging congressional
redistricting in Texas. One of the three members was granted amicus status)

ABRAMS v. JOHNSON (I filed a brief amicus curiae in the Supreme Court of the United States
on behalf of the Georgia Association of Black Elected Officials in this lawsuit challenging
congressional redistricting in Georgia)

CITY OF FAIRFAX v. RENO, C.A. No. 97-2212-JR (D.D.C. 1997)(three-judge court)(l
represented the City of Fairfax, Virginia, in this first post-1982 suit brought to obtain a declaratory
judgment and bailout from coverage under the special provisions of the VVoting Rights Act. The
bailout judgment was granted to the City in October 1997).**

SHENANDOAH COUNTY v. RENOQ, C.A. No. 99-00992-PLF (D.D.C. 1999)(three-judge
court)(l represented Shenandoah County, Virginia, in this suit brought to obtain a declaratory
judgment and bailout from coverage under the special provisions of the VVoting Rights Act. The
bailout judgment was granted to the County in 1999.)**

FREDERICK COUNTY v. RENO, C.A. No. 99-00941-CKK (D.D.C. 1999)(three-judge court)(l
represented Frederick County, Virginia, in this suit brought to obtain a declaratory judgment and
bailout from coverage under the special provisions of the Voting Rights Act. The bailout judgment
was granted to the County in 1999.)**
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JENKINS v. CITY OF OZARK, ALABAMA, No. CV97-A-1450-S (M.D. Ala. 1997)(three-
judge court)(l represent the plaintiffs in this successful Section 5 enforcement action)**

LULAC v. CITY OF AUSTIN, TEXAS, No. A97 CA 908SS(W.D. Tex. 1998)(three-judge
court)(l represented the City of Austin, Texas in this Section 5 enforcement action).**

BAKER v. RAINBOW CITY, AL., No. 97-PT-3014 (N.D. Ala. 1997)(three-judge court)(l
represented plaintiffs who successfully brought suit to enforce Section 5 of the Voting Rights
Act)**

WILSON V. CITY OF ATTALLA, AL., No.97-AR-3195 (N.D. Ala. 1997)(three-judge court)(l
represented plaintiffs who successfully brought suit to enforce Section 5 of the Voting Rights
Act)**

HAYS V. LOUISIANA, 839 F. Supp. 1138 (W.D. La. 1994)(three-judge court)(l represented
individual voters and members of the Louisiana Legislature who participated as amicus curiae in
this lawsuit challenging congressional redistricting in Louisiana)

JOHNSON V. MORTHAM, No. CV-94-40025 (N.D. Fla.)(three-judge court) (I represented
Congresswoman Corrine Brown as a defendant-intervenor in this lawsuit brought challenging
congressional redistricting in Florida)

HUNT V. CROMARTIE, (U.S. Supreme Court) (I represented several members of the
Congressional Black Caucus and filed a brief as amicus curiae in this lawsuit challenging
congressional districts in North Carolina)

BOXX V. STATE OF ALABAMA, M.D. Ala. (3-judge court)(l represented plaintiffs who
successfully brought suit to enforce Section 5 of the VVoting Rights Act)**

WARD V. STATE OF ALABAMA, M.D. Ala. (3-judge court)(I represented plaintiffs who
successfully brought suit to enforce Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act)**

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA V. RENO, No. 1:00 CV 00751 (D.D.C.)(3-judge court) (I
represented defendant intervenors, a group of state legislators, in this lawsuit which challenged,
inter alia, the Department of Justice’s plan to use statistically-sampled census data to review
redistricting plans under the Voting Rights Act).**

VOTING INTEGRITY PROJECT v. ARIZONA DEMOCRATIC PARTY, I represented the
Arizona Democratic Party in a suit brought under the Voting Rights Act challenging the State
Party’s use of internet voting in the 2000 Presidential Primary. Plaintiffs sought a preliminary
injunction against the Party’s use of internet voting, but the district court denied the requested
injunction.*
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2001 to 2010:

BALDERAS V. STATE OF TEXAS, (E.D. TX 2001) (3-judge court)(consolidated), summarily
affirmed, 536 U.S. 919 (2002). This suit involved a successful challenge to the failure of the Texas
Legislature to redistrict its Texas congressional districts. | represented a group of Congressmen
who intervened in the case. *

SESSIONS V. STATE OF TEXAS, (E.D. TX 2003)(3-judge court)(consolidated). This suit
challenged the 2003 re-redistricting of the Texas congressional districts. The case eventually went
to the U.S. Supreme Court sub nom. LULAC v. Perry.*

JACKSON v. STATE OF TEXAS, (E.D. TX 2003)(3-judge court)(consolidated). This suit
challenged the 2003 re-redistricting of the Texas congressional districts. The case eventually went
to the U.S. Supreme Court sub nom. LULAC v. Perry.*

DEL RIO v. STATE OF TEXAS (Travis County District Court & Texas Supreme Court) This
suit involved the redistricting of the Texas congressional districts. | represented a group of
Congressmen who intervened in the case.*

CITY OF HARRISONBURG, VA v. ASHCROFT, No. 02-00289-JDB (D.D.C) (I represented
the City of Harrisonburg, Virginia, in this suit brought to obtain a declaratory judgment and bailout
from coverage under the special provisions of the Voting Rights Act. The bailout judgment was
granted to the City in 2002).**

CITY OF WINCHESTER, VA v. RENO, No. 00-03073-ESH (D.D.C) (I represented the City of
Winchester, Virginia, in this suit brought to obtain a declaratory judgment and bailout from
coverage under the special provisions of the Voting Rights Act. The bailout judgment was granted
to the City in 2001).**

WARREN COUNTY, VA v. RENO, No. 02-0173-EGS (D.D.C) (I represented Warren County,
Virginia, in this suit brought to obtain a declaratory judgment and bailout from coverage under the
special provisions of the VVoting Rights Act. The bailout judgment was granted to the County in
2002).

ROCKINGHAM COUNTY, VA v. ASHCROFT, No. 02-00391-ESH (D.D.C) (I represented
Rockingham County, Virginia, in this suit brought to obtain a declaratory judgment and bailout
from coverage under the special provisions of the Voting Rights Act. The bailout judgment was
granted to the County in 2002).**

GREENE COUNTY, VA v. ASHCROFT, No. 03-1877-HHK (D.D.C.). (I represented Greene
County, Virginia, in this successful suit brought to obtain a declaratory judgment and bailout from
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coverage under the special provisions of the VVoting Rights Act. The bailout judgment was granted
to the County in January 2004).**

AUGUSTA COUNTY, VA v. GONZALES, No. 05-1885 (D.D.C.) (three-judge court). In this
action, | represented Augusta County in a successful action brought under Section 4 of the Voting
Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

NAACP v. ST. LANDRY PARISH, LOUISIANA, | represented the defendants St. Landry
Parish Council and School Board in this Voting Rights Act challenge to the 2002 redistricting
plans adopted by the Council and School Board. The case was settled in January 2005.*

HALL v. COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, 276 F. Supp. 2d 528 (E.D. Va. 2003), affirmed,
385 F.3d 421 (4™ Cir. 2004), cert. denied, U.S. (2005). 1 served as co-counsel
representing plaintiffs in an unsuccessful Voting Rights Act challenge to the post-2000
congressional redistricting plan adopted by the Commonwealth of Virginia.

MAY v. CITY OF MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA, No. 2:07cv738 (M.D.Ala.)(three-judge court).
This suit alleged, among other things, that the City had failed to obtain the requisite preclearance
of a new election schedule from federal authorities. Plaintiffs sought to enjoin the upcoming
elections, citing the alleged lack of preclearance under the VVoting Rights Act. | was co-counsel to
the City of Montgomery, which contended that preclearance had been obtained. The case was
dismissed as moot. **

CITY OF SALEM., VA v. GONZALES, No0.06-977 (DDC) (three-judge court). In this action, |
represented the City of Salem in a successful action brought under Section 4 of the Voting Rights
Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

BOTETOURT COUNTY, VA v. GONZALES, No. 06-1052(D.D.C) (three-judge court). In this
action, I represented Botetourt County in a successful action brought under Section 4 of the Voting
Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

ESSEX COUNTY, VA v. MUKASEY, (D.D.C) (three-judge court). In this action, | represented
Essex County in a successful action brought under Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act to obtain a
bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

AMHERST COUNTY, VA v. MUKASEY, (D.D.C) (three-judge court). In this action, I
represented Amherst County in a successful action brought under Section 4 of the Voting Rights
Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

MIDDLESEX COUNTY, VA v. MUKASEY, (D.D.C) (three-judge court). In this action, I
represented Middlesex County in a successful action brought under Section 4 of the Voting Rights
Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **
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PAGE COUNTY., VA v. MUKASEY, (D.D.C) (three-judge court). In this action, I represented
Page County in a successful action brought under Section 4 of the VVoting Rights Act to obtain a
bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

CITY OF KINGS MOUNTAIN v. HOLDER, 1:10-cv-01153-PLF -DST —TFH (D.D.C.) (three-
judge court). In this action, | represented the City of Kings Mountain in a successful action
brought under Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial
provisions of the Act. **

WILLIE RAY v. STATE OF TEXAS, 2:06-CV-385(TJW) (E.D. Texas). This case challenged
the constitutionality of certain provisions of the Texas Election Code, and the racially selective
prosecution of African American and Latino citizens by Texas Attorney General Greg Abbott for
allegedly violating those provisions. The case was settled.

NAMUDNO v. HOLDER, 557 U.S. 193 (2009). This case challenged the constitutionality of
Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act. In the district court, | represented Travis County, Texas, which
supported the defendant Holder and argued in favor of the constitutionality of Section 5 of the
Voting Rights Act. In the U.S. Supreme Court, | represented jurisdictions that had bailed out from
Section 5 coverage and urged the Court to uphold Section 5.

2011 to 2013:

PEREZ v. PERRY, No. 11-360 (W.D. TX)(three-judge court)(consolidated cases--including
Quesada v. Perry, No. 11-593-OLG-JES-XR) challenging Texas Congressional and State House
districts under Sections 2 and 5 of the Voting Rights Act, and the Fourteenth and Fifteenth
Amendments to the United States Constitution. The case remains pending.

DAVIS v. PERRY, No. 11-788 (W.D. TX)(three-judge court)(consolidated with LULAC v.
Perry), No. 11-788, challenging under Section 2 and the United States Constitution the state senate
redistricting plan insofar as it dismantled Senate District 10 and in doing so discriminated against
minority voters in the district. The case remains pending.

BEAUMONT INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT v. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 1:13-
cv-00401-RC-BMK-ESH (D.D.C.) (three-judge court) (In this Section 5 declaratory judgment
case, | represent the Plaintiff Beaumont ISD seeking Voting Rights Act approval of certain voting
changes)

STATE OF TEXAS v. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 1:11-cv-01303-RMC-TBG-BAH
(D.D.C.) (three-judge court) (In this lawsuit, the State of Texas sought preclearance to its statewide
redistricting plans. | represented a group of Defendant Intervenors who successfully opposed
preclearance of the state senate plan and the congressional plan before the three-judge court. 1 also
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served in the case as co-administrative coordinator for the various Defendant-Intervenor groups in
the lawsuit. The Supreme Court vacated and remanded the case following the decision in Shelby
County, Al. v. Holder).

STATE OF TEXAS v. HOLDER, 1:12-cv-00128-RMC-DST-RLW (TX Voter ID case). In this
lawsuit, the State of Texas sought Section 5 preclearance of its photo ID bill. | represented a group
of Defendant Intervenors who opposed preclearance. | also served as co-administrative
coordinator for the various Defendant-Intervenor groups. The three-judge court denied
preclearance. On appeal, the decision was vacated and the case remanded to the D.C. Court in
light of Shelby County, AL v. Holder.

LAROQUE et al v. HOLDER, 1:10-cv-00561-JDB (D.D.C.) This case challenged the
constitutionality of the VVoting Rights Act and | represented a group of Defendant-Intervenors
defending against the challenge. On appeal, the case was declared moot.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA v. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, No. 1:12-cv-00203
(CKK-BMK-JDB) (D.D.C.) (three-judge court). | served as co-counsel to a group of Defendant-
Intervenors in this Section 5 declaratory judgment suit involving the South Carolina voter ID law.

The State was granted preclearance after changes were made during the litigation to the photo ID
bill. **

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS v. DETZNER, No.: 2012-CA-00490 (Leon County, Florida). |
am co-counsel to the League of Women Voters which challenges the redistricting of Florida’s state
senate and congressional redistricting plans, on the grounds that those plans violate the State
Constitution’s prohibitions on drawing plans to favor one political party over another or to favor an
incumbent. The case is pending.

BROWN v. STATE OF FLORIDA (S.D. Florida). This case was a challenge to the
constitutionality of amendments to the Florida Constitution that regulated statewide redistricting
plans. | represented a group of intervenor defendants who supported the provisions. The district
court upheld the amendments and the U.S. Court of Appeals affirmed.

YUBA COUNTY WATER AGENCY v. HOLDER, No. 1:13-cv-00352 (D.D.C.) (three-judge
court). In this action, I represented the Water Agency in an action brought under Section 4 of the
Voting Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. The case
was dismissed without prejudice following the Supreme Court’s ruling in Shelby County, Alabama
v. Holder. **

NORTH YUBA WATER DISTRICT v. HOLDER, 1:13-cv-00407 (D.D.C.) (three-judge court).
In this action, | represented the Water District in an action brought under Section 4 of the Voting
Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. The case was

10
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dismissed without prejudice following the Supreme Court’s ruling in Shelby County, Alabama v.
Holder. **

LINDA FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT v. HOLDER, 1:13-cv-00485 (D.D.C.). In this
action, | represented the Fire Protection District in an action brought under Section 4 of the Voting
Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. The case was
dismissed without prejudice following the Supreme Court’s ruling in Shelby County, Alabama v.
Holder. **

LINDA COUNTY WATER DISTRICT v. HOLDER, 1:13-cv-00363-JEB-JWR-JDB). In this
action, | represented the Water District an action brought under Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act
to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. The case was dismissed without
prejudice following the Supreme Court’s ruling in Shelby County, Alabama v. Holder. **

HANOVER COUNTY, VIRGINIA v. HOLDER, 1:13-cv-00625-BAH-JRB-KBJ). In this
action, I represented Hanover County in an action brought under Section 4 of the Voting Rights
Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. The case was dismissed
without prejudice following the Supreme Court’s ruling in Shelby County, Alabama v. Holder. **

CITY OF FALLS CHURCH, VIRGINIA v. HOLDER, 1:13-cv-00201-ABJ-DBS-RJL). In this
action, I represented the City of Falls Church in a successful action brought under Section 4 of the
Voting Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

CITY OF WHEATLAND, CALIFORNIA v. HOLDER, 1:13-cv-00054-RMC-DST-RBW). In
this action, | represented the City of Wheatland in a successful action brought under Section 4 of
the Voting Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE v. HOLDER, 1:12-cv-01854-EGS-TBG-RMC). In this action,
| represented the State of New Hampshire in a successful action brought under Section 4 of the
Voting Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

BROWNS VALLEY IRRIGATION DISTRICT v. HOLDER,1:12-cv-01597-RWR-KLH-
TFH). In this action, | represented Browns Valley Irrigation District in a successful action brought
under Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions
of the Act. **

MERCED COUNTY, CALIFORNIA v. HOLDER, 1:12-cv-00354-TFH-DST-ABJ). In this
action, | represented Merced County in a successful action brought under Section 4 of the Voting
Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

11
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PRINCE WILLIAM COUNTY, VIRGINIA v. HOLDER, 1:12-cv-00014-ESH-TBG-JEB). In
this action, | represented Prince William County in a successful action brought under Section 4 of
the Voting Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

KING GEORGE COUNTY, VIRGINIA v. HOLDER, 1:11-cv-02164-BAH-KLH-ESH). In this
action, | represented King George County in a successful action brought under Section 4 of the
Voting Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

JAMES CITY COUNTY, VIRGINIA v. HOLDER, 1:11-cv-01425-PLF-DST-TFH). In this
action, I represented James City County in a successful action brought under Section 4 of the
Voting Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

CITY OF WILLIAMSBURG, VIRGINIA v. HOLDER, 1:11-cv-01415-EGS-JR-RWR
(D.D.C.) (three-judge court). In this action, | represented Williamsburg in a successful action
brought under Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial
provisions of the Act. **

CULPEPER COUNTY, VIRGINIA v. HOLDER, 1: 1:11-cv-01477-JEB-JWR-RLW (D.D.C.)
(three-judge court). In this action, | represented Culpeper County in a successful action brought
under Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions
of the Act. **

CITY OF BEDFORD, VIRGINIA v. HOLDER, 11-cv-00473-TFH-TBG-RLW (D.D.C.) (three-
judge court). In this action, | represented the City of Bedford in a successful action brought under
Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act to obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the
Act. **

BEDFORD COUNTY, VIRGINIA v. HOLDER, 1:11-cv-00499-ESH-KLH-BAH (D.D.C.)
(three-judge court). | represented Bedford County in a successful bailout action brought under
Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act. **

RAPPAHANNOCK COUNTY, VIRGINIA v. HOLDER, 1:11-cv-01123-JEB -KLH-RMC
(D.D.C.) (three-judge court). | represented Rappahannock County in a successful bailout action
brought under Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act. **

CITY OF MANASSAS PARK, VIRGINIA v. HOLDER, 1:11-cv-00749-CKK-JRB-HHK
(D.D.C.) (three-judge court). I represented the City of Manassas Park in a successful bailout action
brought under Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act. **

ALTA IRRIGATION DISTRICT v. HOLDER, 1:11-cv-00758-RJL-DAG-PLF (D.D.C.) (three-
judge court). | represented the Alta Irrigation District in a successful bailout action brought under
Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act. **

12
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JEFFERSON COUNTY DRAINAGE DISTRICT NO. 7v. HOLDER, 1:11-cv-00461-RWR-
DST-RJL) (D.D.C.) (three-judge court). | represented this Jefferson County Drainage District in a
successful bailout action brought under Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act.**

HANOVER COUNTY, VIRGINIA V. HOLDER (D.D.C.) (three-judge court). In this pending
lawsuit, | represent Hanover County an action brought under Section 4 of the Voting Rights Act to
obtain a bailout from the special remedial provisions of the Act. **

PART Il

Cases In Which J. Gerald Hebert Has Served As Legal Counsel
To A Party or An Amicus Curiae on Behalf of the Campaign Legal Center

(2004 to the present)

Listed below are cases in which | have appeared as legal counsel for a party or for an
amicus curiae in campaign finance cases or other election law cases in my capacity as Director of
Litigation at the Campaign Legal Center, a non-profit, non-partisan organization in Washington
DC.

Federal Litigation

CITIZENS UNITEDV. FEC (U.S. Supreme Court.) Citizens United filed suit to challenge the
federal “electioneering communications” corporate funding restriction and disclosure requirements
as applied to its film entitled Hillary: The Movie and its advertisements promoting the film. On
July 18, 2008, a three-judge panel upheld the federal law. On January 21, 2010, the Supreme
Court struck down the 60-year-old federal restriction on corporate expenditures in candidate
elections, and overturned Austin v. Michigan Chamber of Commerce (1990) and part of McConnell
v. FEC (2003). In my capacity as Director of Litigation at the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign
Legal Center, | filed one amici brief with the district court and two amici briefs with the Supreme
Court on behalf of campaign finance reform groups.

WISCONSIN RIGHT TO LIFEv. FEC, (US Supreme Court) and No. 04-1260 (DBS, RWR,
RJL)(D.D.C.)(3-judge court). Wisconsin Right to Life (WRTL) challenged provisions of BCRA
which prohibited it from making certain election communications during and prior to the 2004
elections. The three-judge court rejected WRTL’s challenge and the Supreme Court reversed and
struck down the provisions. | served as legal counsel for the Campaign Legal Center, Senator John
McCain, and Representatives Christopher Shays and Martin Meehan in the case as amici curiae
supporting the defendant FEC.

McCOMISHv. BENNETT, No. 10-686 (U.S. Supreme Court). This was a constitutional
challenge to the “matching funds trigger provisions” of the Arizona Citizens Clean Elections Act,

13



USCA Case #14-5151  Document #1570426 Filed: 08/28/2015 Page 23 of 30

which provided participating candidates with additional funds if non-participating opponents or
outside groups spend above the statutory threshold. In my capacity as Director of Litigation at the
non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, | filed an amici brief in the Supreme Court on
behalf of the Legal Center and seven other public interest groups to defend the Arizona law. In my
capacity as Director of Litigation at the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, | also
filed an amici brief with the district court in 20009.

McCUTCHEONV. FEC (U.S. Supreme Court). This challenge to federal aggregate
contribution limits was filed by plaintiffs Shaun McCutcheon and the Republican National
Committee (RNC). Plaintiffs in McCutcheon v. FEC challenge both the $70,800 aggregate limit
on contributions to non-candidate committees and the $46,200 aggregate limit on contributions to
candidate committees in a two-year election cycle. The three-judge district court rejected the
challenge, but the U.S. Supreme Court has noted probable jurisdiction. In my capacity as Director
of Litigation at the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, | filed an amici brief in the
district court and the Supreme Court defending the aggregate limits.

SHELBY COUNTYv. HOLDER (U.S. Supreme Court). This case involved a challenge to the
constitutionality of certain special provisions of the Voting Rights Act of 1965, as amended. In my
capacity as Director of Litigation at the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, | filed an
amici brief in the Supreme Court on behalf jurisdictions that have bailed out from coverage under
the Act.

DAVIS V. FEC, 554 U.S. 724 (2008) (Supreme Court). This was a federal court challenge to the
Millionaire’s Amendment of the Bipartisan Campaign Reform Act of 2002. Under the
Millionaire’s Amendment, when a wealthy self-financed candidate spent in excess of a specified
threshold of personal funds, the Amendment provided for an increase in contribution limits and an
elimination of coordinated party spending limits for such candidate’s non-wealthy opponent. The
Amendment also imposed additional disclosure requirements on the self-financing wealthy
candidate. The Supreme Court invalidated all of these provisions. | served as legal counsel to
amici supporting these amendments in the U.S. Supreme Court.

SHAYSVv. FEC, No. 04-5352 (D.C.Cir.) (Shays I). This is an appeal from a ruling of this court
(Kollar-Kotelly, J.) striking down regulations promulgated by the FEC to implement the Bipartisan
Campaign Reform Act (BCRA). I served as legal counsel to United Senators John McCain and
Russell Feingold who appeared in the case as amici curiae and filed a brief supporting Appellees
Shays and Meehan.

SHAYSVv. FEC (527 Suit), No. 1:04-cv-01597-EGS (D.D.C.) (Sullivan, J.) (Shays Il). This
lawsuit challenge the failure of the FEC to promulgate effective regulations that would apply to
527 groups. | served as legal counsel to United Senators John McCain and Russell Feingold who
appeared in the case as amici curiae.
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NC RIGHT TO LIFEv. LEAKE, No. 5:99-CV-798-BO(3). This case involves a constitutional
challenge to several North Carolina campaign finance laws. | represent the Campaign Legal Center
in the case, which filed a brief as amicus curiae arguing that North Carolina’s limits on
contributions to independent expenditure political committees are constitutional.

VOTERS EDUCATION COMMITTEEN. WASHINGTON PUBLIC DISCLOSURE
COMMISSION, No. 04-2-23551-1SEA (King County Superior Court). Suit alleges that certain
ads aimed at a state Attorney General candidate are not express advocacy, but rather are “issue
advocacy” and protected “political speech”. I represent the Campaign Legal Center in the case,
which filed a brief as amicus curiae arguing that the state law at issue does not violate the free
speech rights of plaintiff 527 corporations by requiring them to register as a political organization
and file reports of their contributions and expenditures.

EMILY’S LISTV. FEC, No. 1:05¢cv00049 (D.D.C.). EMILYs List challenged a new rule
adopted by the FEC late last summer that requires a federal committee to use at least 50 percent
federal funds to pay for generic voter mobilization drives and other activities that affect both
federal and nonfederal elections, along with a rule that clarified the definition of the term
“contribution.” I represented Senators John McCain and Russell Feingold, Representatives
Christopher Shays and Martin Meehan, and the Campaign Legal Center which appeared as amici
curiae in the case and filed a brief opposing EMILY’s List’s motion for a preliminary injunction.

CHRISTIAN CIVIC LEAGUE OF MAINEv. FEC, No. 06- (D.D.C.) (three-judge court) The
Christian Civic League of Maine has challenged provisions of BCRA which prohibited it from
making certain election communications during and prior to the 2006 elections in Maine. The
three-judge court denied the Christian Civic League’s motion for preliminary injunction and the
case is on appeal to the U.S. Supreme Court. | served as co-counsel for the defendant intervenors
in the case: U.S. Senators John McCain and Russ Feingold, and Representatives Christopher
Shays, Martin Meehan, and Tom Allen supporting the defendant FEC.

UNITED STATES V. VALDES. No. 03-3066 (DC Cir.) | filed an amicus brief in the U.S. Court
of Appeals for the District of Columbia on behalf of the Campaign Legal Center supporting the
defendant United States in this appeal, which involved an interpretation and application of the
federal anti-gratuities statute.

CAO (RNC) v. FEC, No. 10-30146 (5th Cir.), cert. denied No. 10-776 (U.S. Sup. Ct.) In my
capacity as Director of Litigation at the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, | filed an
amicus brief on April 19, 2010 with the en banc Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals to defend the
constitutionality of the party coordinated spending limits.
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GREEN PARTY OF CONNECTICUT V. LENGE, Nos. 09-0599, 09-0609 (2d Cir.), cert.
petition No. 10-795 (U.S. Sup. Ct.) In my capacity as Director of Litigation at the non-profit,
non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, , | served as co-counsel to the defendant-intervenors in the
Supreme Court opposing the petition for certiorari, a case that challenged the constitutionality of
Connecticut’s public financing system and its statutory ban on contributions from lobbyists, state
contractors and members of their immediate families and their solicitation of contributions.

U.S. v. O°’DONNELL, No. 09-50296 (9th Cir.), cert. petition No. 10-1099 (U.S. Sup. Ct.) This
case involved whether federal law “prohibits straw donor contributions, in which a defendant
solicits others to donate to a candidate for federal office in their own names and furnishes the
money for the gift either through an advance or a prearranged reimbursement. CLC, with D21,
filed an amici brief with the Ninth Circuit, urging the Court to correct the erroneous interpretation
given to the federal law provision by the district court.

U.S. v. DANIELCZYK, No. 11-cr-00085 (E.D. Va.), No. 11-4667 (4th Cir.) This criminal case
concerned a number of alleged campaign finance violations, including that the defendants illegally
directed corporate contributions to Hillary Clinton’s 2008 Presidential campaign. In my capacity as
Director of Litigation at the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, | filed an amici brief
in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit on the side of the United States.

KOERBER V. FEC, No. 2:08-cv-00039 (E.D.N.C.) In September 2008, the Committee for Truth
in Politics challenged the constitutionality of the federal disclosure requirements for
“electioneering communications,” and the FEC’s policy for determining federal “political
committee” status. The CLC, with D21, filed amici briefs defending the law on October 14, 2008
with the district court, and on April 24, 2009 with the Fourth Circuit.

THE REAL TRUTH ABOUT OBAMA, INC. (RTAO) v. FEC, No. 08-cv-00483 (E.D. Va.),
No. 11-1760 (4th Cir.) RTAO filed suit in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Virginia to enjoin a number of FEC regulations governing when independent groups must register
as federal political committees and comply with the applicable federal restrictions and disclosure
requirements. The CLC, with D21, filed an amici brief on October 27, 2011 to defend the FEC
rules with the Fourth Circuit following the remand of the case from the Supreme Court. The CLC
previously filed amici briefs in this case in the district court and the Fourth Circuit on August 14,
2008, October 28, 2008 and October 17, 2010.

VAN HOLLENV. FEC, No. 11-cv-00766 (D.D.C.) On April 21, 2011, Representative Chris
Van Hollen (D-MD) filed a lawsuit against the FEC to challenge a 2007 FEC regulation that
narrowed the scope of federal disclosure requirements connected to electioneering
communications. In my capacity as Director of Litigation at the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign
Legal Center (CLC), I was one of the attorneys representing Rep. Van Hollen as CLC is part of
Van Hollen’s pro bono legal team. The case remains pending.
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AMERICAN TRADITION PARTNERSHIP, INC.v. BULLOCK, DA 11-0081 (Sup. Ct.
Mont.), cert. denied No. 11-1179 (U.S. Sup. Ct.) In March 2010, plaintiffs filed suit to challenge
Montana’s corporate expenditure restriction, M.C.A. 8 13-35-227, on grounds that it was
unconstitutional under Citizens United v FEC. In my capacity as Director of Litigation at the non-
profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, | filed an amici brief in support of itself and 13 other
public interest groups on May 18, 2012, urging the U.S. Supreme Court to deny certiorari, or if it
grants certiorari, to grant plenary review.

WAGNERVv. FEC, No. 11-cv-1841 (D.D.C.) On October 19, 2011, plaintiffs filed a complaint
with the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia to challenge the constitutionality of the
federal governmental contractor contribution ban, 2 U.S.C. § 441c, as applied to individuals who
have personal services contracts with federal agencies. In my capacity as Director of Litigation at
the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, | filed an amicus brief in the district court
supporting the contractor contribution ban.

RNC v. FEC, No. 1:08-cv-01953-RJL-RMC (D.D.C.) (three-judge court). On November 13,
2008, the RNC filed suit in federal district court to challenge BCRA’s “soft money” restrictions
that bar the national parties from raising or spending soft money and prohibit state parties from
using soft money for activities that affect federal elections, such as voter registration or GOTV
drives. On March 9, 2009, the Legal Center filed an amici brief on behalf of former
Representatives Shays and Meehan and Senators McCain and Feingold to defend the “soft money”
provisions. On June 29, 2010, the Supreme Court summarily affirmed the decision of a three-judge
panel to dismiss the RNC’s as-applied challenge to the soft money restrictions of the Bipartisan
Campaign Reform Act (BCRA).

VAN HOLLEN v. IRS, No. 13-1276 (D.D.C.) (JDB), this lawsuit was filed on August 23, 2013,
and challenged the failure of the IRS to conduct a rulemaking proceeding to adopt new rules to
properly implement the tax law’s eligibility requirements for tax-exempt status as a 501(c)(4)
“social welfare” organization. | served as co-counsel to the plaintiff in my capacity as Director of
Litigation for the Campaign Legal Center. The case was recently dismissed voluntarily based on
the IRS’s announcement that it is undertaking a rulemaking proceeding to address the problems
arising from campaign activities by 501(c)(4) groups.

SPEECHNOW.ORG V. FEC (D.C. Cir.) In February 2008, SpeechNow.org filed suit and
requested a preliminary injunction to enjoin the federal contribution limits and disclosure
requirements as applied to so-called “independent expenditure committees.” THE DC Circuit
struck down the contribution limits but upheld the disclosure requirements. The Legal Center filed
two amici briefs with the D.C. Circuit in 2009 to support the constitutionality of the federal
contribution limits as applied to a political committee making only independent expenditures.

HISPANIC LEADERSHIP FUND v. FEC, No. I:12cv893 (E.D. VA)). Plaintiffs sought to air
television advertisements criticizing President Obama without complying with “electioneering
communication” disclosure requirements, which include donor disclosure. The ads proposed by
HLF would not have mentioned President Obama by name and instead would use the terms “the
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White House” and “the Administration” and audio recordings of the President’s voice. In an
attempt to evade the electioneering communication disclosure requirements, HLF argued that its
ads do not refer to a clearly identified candidate, and that the disclosure provisions are
unconstitutional. The District Court denied an injunction and rejected the constitutional challenge.
In my capacity as Director of Litigation for the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, |
filed an amicus brief in 2012 supporting the FEC and defending the challenged provisions

STATE/MUNICIPAL LAW LITIGATION

State Disclosure Cases

DOEV. REED, No. 09-559 (U.S. Sup. Ct.), on remand No. 3:09-cv-05456 (W.D. Wa.), on
appeal No. 11-35854 (9th Cir.) Plaintiffs filed suit to halt Washington State from making
petitions connected to a state ballot measure available in response to requests made under the state
Public Records Act. In my capacity as Director of Litigation at the non-profit, non-partisan
Campaign Legal Center, | filed an amicus brief on March 28, 2012 with the Ninth Circuit, urging
the court to reject the plaintiffs’ as-applied challenge and arguing that the narrow exemption to
disclosure for harassment set forth in Buckley v. Valeo was not warranted in this case.

PROTECTMARRIAGE.COMVv. BOWEN, 2:09-cv-00058 (E.D. Calif.), on appeal No. 11-
17884 (9th Cir.) In January 2009, Plaintiffs brought a challenge in the U.S. District Court for the
Eastern District of California to a California law requiring ballot measure committees to disclose
the names and other information of their contributors of $100 or more. In my capacity as Director
of Litigation at the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, | filed an amicus brief to
support California’s ballot measure disclosure law with the Ninth Circuit on April 17, 2012.

HUMAN LIFE OF WASHINGTON, INC. (“HLW”) v. BRUMSICKLE, No. 09-35128 (9th
Cir.) In April 2008, HLW challenged the constitutionality of several components of the State of
Washington’s political committee disclosure regime, including the State’s definitions of “political
committee,” “independent expenditure,” and “political advertising.” On June 4, 2009, and in my
capacity as Director of Litigation at the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, | filed an
amicus brief with the Ninth Circuit to defend the disclosure laws.

OHIO RIGHT TO LIFE (ORTL) v. OHIO ELECTION COMMISSION, 08-cv-00492 (S.D.
Ohio). ORTL filed suit in the U.S. District Court of the Southern District of Ohio to challenge
multiple provisions of Ohio’s campaign finance law, including its “electioneering
communications” corporate funding prohibition and related disclosure requirements. On July 18,
2008, and in my capacity as Director of Litigation at the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal
Center (CLC), I filed an amici brief on behalf of CLC and Ohio Citizen Action, defending the
constitutionality of Ohio’s electioneering communications disclosure requirements.

TEXAS DEMOCRATIC PARTYV. KING STREET PATRIOTS, No. D-1-GN-11-002363

(D.Ct. Travis Co.) The Texas Democratic Party filed an action seeking damages and declaratory
and injunctive relief in connection to several violations of state campaign finance law allegedly
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committed by the King Street Patriots. In response to the suit, the King Street Patriots filed a
counterclaim challenging numerous provisions of Texas campaign finance law, including the state
corporate contribution restriction, and the disclosure and organizational requirements applicable to
political committees and related statutory definitions. In my capacity as Director of Litigation at
the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, | filed in September 2011 an amicus brief to
oppose the counterclaim and to defend the constitutionality of Texas’ campaign finance laws.

NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR MARRIAGEv. BROWNING, This was a constitutional
challenge to certain provisions of Florida law relating to electioneering communications and
disclosure, alleging that the provisions were overbroad and vague. In my capacity as Director of
Litigation at the non-profit, non-partisan Campaign Legal Center, | filed an amicus brief in the
Eleventh Circuit defending the Florida laws, which were upheld by the court of appeals.

State Contribution Limit Cases

COMMITTEE ON JOBS, ET AL.v. HERRERA, 07-cv-03199 (N.D. Cal.) In June 2007, two
political committees filed a challenge in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of
California to the constitutionality of San Francisco’s limit on contributions to political committees
that make only independent expenditures in City elections. On August 27, 2007, the CLC filed an
amici brief on behalf of itself and four other nonprofit political reform organizations supporting the
constitutionality of the San Francisco contribution limits.

MINNESOTA CONCERNED CITIZENS FOR LIFE (MCCL) v. SWANSON, 10-cv-2938 (D.
Minn.), on appeal No. 10-3126 (8th Cir.) MCCL challenged multiple provisions of Minnesota’s
campaign finance law pertaining to the regulation of corporations. On December 22, 2010, the
CLC, with D21, filed an amici brief to defend Minnesota’s disclosure law and its restrictions on
corporate contributions.

THALHEIMERV. CITY OF SAN DIEGO, No. 10-55322 (9th Cir.) In December 2009,
plaintiffs filed a constitutional challenge to several provisions of San Diego’s campaign finance
laws. On April 9, 2010, the CLC filed a brief amici curie with the Ninth Circuit on behalf of itself
and two other public interest groups to support the contribution limit.

State Public Financing Cases

WISCONSIN RIGHT TO LIFEv. BRENNAN, 3:09-cv-00764 (W.D. Wis.), No. 11-1769 (7th
Cir.) and KOSCHNICKVv. DOYLE, 3:09-cv-00767 (W.D. Wis.). In December 2009, two cases
were filed to challenge the trigger provisions of Wisconsin’s recently-enacted public financing
program, as well as other program components. The CLC filed an amici brief on June 17, 2011.
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Time sheets for J. Gerald Hebert
Texas v. Holder and Davis

(DC Circuit)

Date Description of
Legal Services
6/18/2014 Review decision of Judge Collyer
awarding fees
6/23/2014 Review TX Motion for stay
and communications w/co-counsel
regarding same (0.4 hours)
6/25/2014 Communications with co-counsel
re: stay motions by TX (0.3)
7/8/2014 Communications with co-counsel
re DC Cir. scheduling order &
appeal strategy
7/24/2014 Reviewed cert of parties and other
appeal docs prepared by M. Gaber
8/11/2014 Review TX Motion for summary reversal
8/11/2014 Communication with co-counsel re:
timing of response (0.1)
8/12/2014 Communications with co-counsel re:
interplay between DC Cir & 5th cir.
8/21/2014 Reviewed other intervenors draft brief
response to TX summary reversal motion
8/24/2014 Reviewed draft response to TX's motion
for summary reversal (1.3) &
communications w/co-counsel re: same(.1)
9/4/2014 Reviewed TX reply brief
9/4/2014 Communications with co-counsel re: reply
10/14/2014 Review DC Cir Order re: briefing format
10/15/2014 Communications with co-counsel re:
briefing format
10/16/2014 Conference call with other intervenors
re: briefing format
10/16/2014 Communications with DOJ attorney re:
U.S. participation in DC Circuit appeal
11/12/2014 Communications with co-counsel re:
appendix and review TX proposed appendix
12/10/2014 Review DC Circuit cases awarding fees
to Defendant Intervenors in VRA cases
12/16/2014 Communications with co-counsel re:
drafting response brief/division of labor
12/30/2014 Review draft breif and make suggested
edits/comments
1/4/2015 Communications with co-counsel re:

Time

0.6

no charge

no charge

0.3

0.2
0.6

no charge
0.3
0.2
1.4
0.4
0.3
0.1
0.2
0.2
0.3
0.3

2.4

0.5
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draft appellate brief 0.2
1/5/2015 Reviewed and edited response brief (0.6)
& communications with co-counsel (0.2)

re: arguments in brief 0.8
1/9/2015 Review suggested edits/comments from
other intervenors re: joint brief 0.6
1/14/2015 Communication with co-counsel re:
filing of brief and final edits (0.3) no charge
3/31/2015 Review Rule 28j letter 0.2
4/1/2015 Prepared for oral argument by
through communications with co-counsel
4/20/2015 and reading cases/briefs (2.9) no charge
4/16/2015 Participated in moot court for P Smith 1
4/21/2015 Attended oral argument in DC Circuit 1
8/18/2015 Review decision of DC Circuit affirming
district court award of fees 0.7
8/18/2015 Communications with co-counsel re:
DC Circuit decision (0.5) no charge

TOTAL HOURS 14.8
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INTHE UNITED STATESCOURTSOF APPEALS
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

State of Texas,
Appellant,

V. No. 14-5151

United States of America, and
Eric H. Holder, in his official
capacity as Attorney General of the
United States,

Defendants, and

Wendy Dauvis, et dl.,
Appellee-Intervenors.

DECLARATION OF JOHN M. DEVANEY

I, John M. Devaney, state that | have personal knowledge of the
matters set forth in this declaration and, if sworn as awitness, would testify
asfollows:

1 | am an attorney practicing at the firm of Perkins Coie LLP
(“Perkins’) and served as lead counsel in representing the Gonzales
Intervenorsin this matter. | hereby submit this declaration in support of
Intervenors Motion for Appellate Attorneys' Fees.

2. | am amember of the Bar of the District of Columbia. | have
been a partner with Perkins since 1995. | am currently the firm's Managing

Partner, responsible for the firm’s day-to-day operations.
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3. The Gonzales Intervenors were represented in this matter by
attorneys from Perkins. A true and correct copy of the billing records
prepared by Perkins related to this matter are attached hereto as Exhibit A.

4, | supervised all work performed by attorneys and employees of
Perkinsin this case. Perkinsrequires all timekeepersto enter detailed and
accurate records of time devoted to alegal matter. Those records are
maintained contemporaneous with the performance of the work. All
attorneys are instructed that they are legally and ethically obligated to
accurately record their time. | have reviewed the attached records, and they
are consistent with my recollection of the work performed by each
timekeeper, including myself. To the best of my knowledge, therefore, the
billing records provided in support of this motion by Perkins accurately
reflect the time devoted to this matter.

5. In managing this case, | sought to avoid the performance of any
work that was excessive, redundant, or otherwise unnecessary. Consistent
with that principle, Perkins seeks fees only for time and research considered
essential to the successful prosecution of this case.

6.  Although | believe al of the time Perkins expended is
compensable and was reasonably expended on this appeal, in the exercise of

billing discretion, Perkins has excluded a number of time entries from its

-2
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request. In particular, Perkinsis not seeking any feesrelated to the three
emergency stay motions filed by Texas or any time spent by attorneysfor a
moot court to assist Paul M. Smith in preparation for oral argument.
Excluded time and fees are denoted by yellow highlighting on Exhibit A. In
total, Perkins has eliminated 5.3 hours of attorney time actually expended on
this appeal from its fee request.

7. The Perkins attorneys who represented the Gonzales
Intervenorsin this phase of the matter include Marc Elias, Elisabeth Frost,
Anyu Fang, Ryan Spear, and Joseph Wenzinger. Biographical information
about these attorneys is attached as Exhibit B. The attorneys were assisted
by paralegals and other staff, some of whom also recorded the time they
spent on this matter. The attorneys and timekeepers are listed in the
following table, which reflects the usual rates charged by each individual for

cases of similar complexity:

Attorney/Timekeeper Rate Charged

2014 2015
Bauer, Nicholas W. $115 N/A
Elias, Marc E. $700.00 $735.00
Fang, Anyu $370.00 N/A
Frost, Elisabeth C. $430.00 $475.00
Pais, Sheri $285.00 $315.00
Spear, Ryan $440.00 $500.00
Wenzinger, Joseph P. $325.00 $380.00

70916-0023/LEGAL127543327.1
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8. In my capacity as Managing Partner, | have responsibility for
analyzing and setting per-hour market rates for partners, associates, and
paralegals in the Washington, D.C. market and in other markets in which the
firm has offices. | therefore have intimate working knowledge of prevailing
market rates for attorneys at Perkins and its local and national competitors.
Based upon this knowledge, | can attest that the rates sought for each
attorney who performed work in this matter are consistent with the
prevailing market rate for ssimilar services by attorneys with reasonably
comparable skill, experience, and reputation.

0. | have worked on numerous other voting rights cases, including
but not limited to Perez v. Perry, No. 5:11-cv-00360 (W.D. Tex.), Favorsv.
Cuomo, No. 1:11-cv-05632 (E.D.N.Y.), and Page v. Judd, No. 3:13-cv-
00678 (E.D. Va.). Thefeescharged in thiscase are similar or identical to
those charged by Perkins in these and other voting rights cases.

10. The billing survey data attached hereto as Exhibit C provides
further evidence that the rates sought are consistent with the prevailing
market rates for similar services by attorneys with reasonably comparable
skill, experience, and reputation.

11. Thereasonable attorneys fees sought in this matter are detailed

in Exhibit A. Thetotal fees sought by Perkins are $38,866.50.

-4
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| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing statements
aretrueand correct.

Executed this 28th day of August, 2015, at Washington D.C.

I v

n&\;{\\\ . g

John M. Devaney

\
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DEVANEY EX. A

® FINANCIAL
PERKINSCOIe |
Vie_w
COUNSEL TO GREAT COMPANIES TIME Exc'e’:
DETAIL =]
Tkpr Tkpr Base Billed Base Billed
TimeID 1ID Name Date Hrs Hrs Status Invoice Amount Amount Phase Task
27122878 02667 Elias, Marc 6/24/2014 0.20 0.20 B 5255823 $140.00 $140.00
Erik

Narrative: Review decision and opposition options;

27367917 04759 Frost, 7/22/2014 0.70 0.70 B 5255823 $301.00 $301.00

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Review rules regarding initial appearances in appeal; emails with M. Elias regarding entries of appearance
in appeal; prepare entry of appearance;

27367916 04759 Frost, 7/23/2014 0.10 0.10 B 5255823 $43.00 $43.00
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Prepare entry of appearance forms,; draft certificate as to parties, rulings and related cases;

27367915 04759 Frost, 7/25/2014 0.90 0.90 B 5255823 $387.00 $387.00

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Prepare entry of appearance forms, draft certificate as to parties, rulings and related cases; circulate draft
entry of appearance and draft certificate as to parties, rulings, and related cases to M. Elias and J. Devaney;

27367751 04759 Frost, 7/28/2014 1.00 1.00 B 5255823 $430.00 $430.00

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Emails with J. Devaney and M. Elias regarding Texas initial papers,; revise initial papers; finalize papers for
filing, file Texas entry of appearance and initial certificate;

27367918 04759 Frost, 8/5/2014 0.20 0.20 B 5255823 $86.00 $86.00

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Emails with J. Devaney, M. Elias and A. Khanna regarding briefing schedule; review court order regarding
briefing;

27387109 05637 Fang, Anyu 8/12/2014 7.60 7.60 B 5255823 $2,812.00 $2,812.00

Narrative: Conference call with E. Frost regarding case strategy and opposition to summary reversal motion,; review
case docket and briefs and orders contained therein; review emails from E. Frost regarding motion for extension of
time and opposition to summary reversal motion; review Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure and D.C. Circuit Local
Rules; draft motion for extension of time;

27394961 04759 Frost, 8/12/2014 1.20 1.20 B 5255823 $516.00 $516.00

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Review rules regarding motions for summary disposition in DC Circuit; summarize relevant rules for
summary disposition and litigation strategy in DC Circuit in email to M. Elias, J. Devaney and A. Khanna; emails with
A. Fang regarding preparing motion for extension of time and opposition to motion for summary disposition;

27393482 05637 Fang, Anyu 8/13/2014 6.80 6.80 B 5255823 $2,516.00 $2,516.00
Narrative: Research case law pertaining to standard for summary dispositions and burdens of proof relating to the
same, draft response brief in opposition to motion for summary reversal;

27394986 04759 Frost, 8/13/2014 0.30 0.30 B 5255823 $129.00 $129.00

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Emails with M. Elias, J. Devaney and A. Khanna regarding coordinating response to motion for summary
reversal; review draft motion for extension of time to response to motion for summary reversal; telephone
conference with G. Hebert regarding coordinating in response to motion for summary reversal, emails with A. Fang
regarding motion for extension of time and response to motion for summary reversal;

27393480 05637 Fang, Anyu 8/14/2014 0.40 0.40 B 5255823 $148.00 $148.00
Narrative: Review emails between E. Frost and all appellees’ counsel regarding coordinating opposition to summary

reversal motion; research case law in support of response to summary reversal motion;

27394973 04759 Frost, 8/14/2014 0.30 0.30 B 5255823 $129.00 $129.00
Elisabeth C.
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Narrative: Emails with A. Fang regarding drafting response in opposition to motion for summary reversal; review draft
response in opposition to motion for summary reversal; email to other appellees’ counsel regarding response to
motion for summary reversal;

27394991 04759 Frost, 8/15/2014 0.10 0.10 B 5255823 $43.00 $43.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Emails with plaintiffs' counsel regarding scheduling call regarding response to motion for summary

reversal;

27395081 05637 Fang, Anyu 8/16/2014 11.80 11.80 B 5255823 $4,366.00 $4,366.00
Narrative: Review underlying district court docket and briefs and orders contained therein; review summary reversal
motion; research case law in support of response to the same, draft response to motion for summary reversal;

27417549 05637 Fang, Anyu 8/17/2014 3.80 3.80 B 5255823 $1,406.00 $1,406.00
Narrative: Research case law in support of response to motion for summary reversal; draft response to motion for
summary reversal;

27418041 05637 Fang, Anyu 8/18/2014 10.80 10.80 B 5255823  $3,996.00 $3,996.00

Narrative: Conference call with E. Frost, G. Hebert, and D. Flynn regarding motion for extension of time and response
to motion for summary reversal, emails and conference call with E. Frost regarding motion for extension of time;
revise the same; draft response to motion for summary reversal;

27429351 04759 Frost, 8/18/2014 0.80 0.80 B 5255823 $344.00 $344.00

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Telephone conference with all plaintiffs’ counsel regarding drafting response in opposition to motion for
summary reversal and requesting brief extension of time; telephone conference with A. Fang regarding litigation
strategy, emails with M. Elias, J. Devaney and A. Khanna regarding current status of matter and litigation strategy;
review and revise draft motion for extension of time;

27418043 05637 Fang, Anyu 8/19/2014 3.60 3.60 B 5255823  $1,332.00 $1,332.00

Narrative: Review emails between P. Smith and E. Frost regarding Davis Appellees' draft response to motion for
summary reversal; review Davis Appellees' draft response; emails with E. Frost regarding the same, regarding
standard for determining prevailing party status for a fee award, regarding Texas's adoption of new congressional
redistricting maps, and regarding revisions to Gonzales Appellees’' response to motion for summary reversal; review
and revise Gonzales' response;

27429335 04759 Frost, 8/19/2014 2.30 230 B 5255823 $989.00 $989.00

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Review draft Davis response to motion for summary reversal;, emails with M. Elias and J. Devaney
regarding litigation strategy; telephone conference with J. Devaney regarding background of matter; emails with A.
Fang regarding draft response to motion for summary reversal; revise draft motion in opposition to summary
reversal;

27415077 05341 Bauer, 8/20/2014 2.10 2.10 B 5255823 $241.50 $241.50
Nicholas W.

Narrative: Cite-check response and compile exhibits for E. Frost;

27431317 05637 Fang, Anyu 8/20/2014 1.50 1.50 B 5255823 $555.00 $555.00
Narrative: Emails with E. Frost regarding revising response to motion for summary reversal; review revised response
brief;

27429333 04759 Frost, 8/20/2014 2.10 2.10 B 5255823 $903.00 $903.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Revise response in opposition to motion for summary reversal; emails with N. Bauer regarding cite

checking response in opposition to motion for summary reversal; emails with A. Fang regarding draft response in

opposition to motion for summary reversal;

27432303 05637 Fang, Anyu 8/21/2014 0.30 0.30 B 5255823 $111.00 $111.00
Narrative: Review emails between P. Smith and E. Frost regarding Gonzales Appellees' response to motion for
summary reversal; review the same;

27431045 04759 Frost, 8/21/2014 0.30 0.30 B 5255823 $129.00 $129.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Emails with M. Elias and J. Devaney regarding response in opposition to motion for summary reversal;

emails with P. Smith regarding motion for summary reversal and coordinating filing;

27453646 05637 Fang, Anyu 8/25/2014 0.90 0.90 B 5255823 $333.00 $333.00
Narrative: Emails with E. Frost, S. Pais and N. Bauer regarding filing, review emails between S. Pais and E. Frost
regarding the same;

27478897 04759 Frost, 8/25/2014 0.90 0.90 B 5255823 $387.00 $387.00

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Emails with P. Smith and M. Gaber regarding coordinating filing responses in opposition to motion for
summary reversal; finalizing response in opposition to motion for summary reversal and accompanying exhibits;
emails with R. Hicks regarding opposition to motion for summary reversal; emails with K. Elhawary regarding
coordinating filing; emails with K. Elhawary regarding serving paper copy of brief in opposition to motion for summary
reversal;
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27457934 09099 Pais, Sheri  8/25/2014 0.40 0.40 B 5255823 $108.00 $108.00
L.
Narrative: Assist with filing of opposition brief;

27453644 05637 Fang, Anyu 8/26/2014 0.10 0.10 B 5255823 $37.00 $37.00
Narrative: Emails with E. Frost regarding merits briefing,;

27748449 04759 Frost, 10/7/2014 0.10 0.10 B 5255823 $43.00 $43.00
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Review email from J. Wenzinger regarding panel assignment in District of Columbia Circuit;

27726346 05982 Wenzinger, 10/7/2014 0.90 0.90 B 5255823 $292.50 $292.50

Joseph P.
Narrative: Research whether the same panel that decides motions for summary affirmance decides merits; email
correspondence with M. Elias, E. Frost, et al. regarding same;

27731316 05982 Wenzinger, 10/8/2014 0.30 0.30 B 5255823 $97.50 $97.50
Joseph P.
Narrative: Review docket in preparation for drafting appellate brief in fees appeal,;

27787416 04759 Frost, 10/14/2014 0.30 0.30 B 5255823 $129.00 $129.00

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Review court order regarding briefing, emails with all appellees’ counsel regarding scheduling conference
to discuss response to briefing order; emails with J. Wenzinger regarding deadline for responding to court order
regarding briefing;

27759335 05982 Wenzinger, 10/14/2014 0.20 0.20 B 5255823 $65.00 $65.00
Joseph P.

Narrative: Research D.C. Circuit Rules to determine when deadline is for responding to court's order regarding

briefing;

27787436 04759 Frost, 10/15/2014 0.10 0.10 B 5255823 $43.00 $43.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Emails with all private plaintiffs’ counsel regarding scheduling meeting to discuss coordinated response to
court’s briefing order;

27787428 04759 Frost, 10/16/2014 0.40 0.40 B 5255823 $172.00 $172.00
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Prepare for and participate in all plaintiffs’ call regarding responding to court’s order regarding briefing;

27768865 05982 Wenzinger, 10/16/2014 0.10 0.10 B 5255823 $32.50 $32.50

Joseph P.
Narrative: Telephone conference with L. Frost and other plaintiffs' teams regarding briefing strategy for fees appeal in
D.C. Circuit;

27814350 04759 Frost, 10/24/2014 0.20 0.20 B 5255823 $86.00 $86.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Review and revise draft of joint briefing proposal; emails with J. Amunson, M. Gaber and J. Wenzinger

regarding joint briefing proposal;

27897094 04759 Frost, 11/4/2014 0.10 0.10 B 5255823 $43.00 $43.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Email from M. Elias regarding briefing deadlines; emails with J. Wenzinger regarding briefing deadlines;

emails with M. Elias, J. Devaney and J. Wenzinger regarding joint appendix; calendar deadlines;

27946975 04759 Frost, 11/13/2014 0.30 0.30 B 5255823 $129.00 $129.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Email from appellants’ counsel regarding proposed appendix; review proposed appendix; review docket;

emails with J. Devaney and J. Wenzinger regarding proposed appendix; revise proposed appendix;

27995614 04759 Frost, 11/17/2014 0.30 0.30 B 5255823 $129.00 $129.00

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Email to J. Devaney regarding joint appendix; revise draft joint appendix; email to co-appellees’ counsel
regarding revisions to draft joint appendix;

27995600 04759 Frost, 11/18/2014 0.10 0.10 B 5255823 $43.00 $43.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Emails with all plaintiffs’ counsel regarding joint appendix;

27995628 04759 Frost, 11/23/2014 0.20 0.20 B 5255823 $86.00 $86.00
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Review DC Circuit rules regarding appendix; draft email to appellees on behalf of all appellants regarding
draft joint appendix;
28019497 04759 Frost, 11/24/2014 0.30 0.30 B 5255823 $129.00 $129.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Emails with appellants regarding draft joint appendix;
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28108973 04759 Frost, 12/9/2014 0.10 0.10 B 5266013 $43.00 $0.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Email from M. Graber regarding joint appendex;

28108967 04759 Frost, 12/10/2014 0.10 0.10 B 5266013 $43.00 $0.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Emails to A. Aston regarding joint appendix;

28108957 04759 Frost, 12/11/2014 0.10 0.10 B 5266013 $43.00 $0.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Emails with A. D'Andrea and M. Gaber regarding joint appendix;

28237491 04759 Frost, 1/5/2015 0.60 0.60 B 5279162 $285.00 $285.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Emails with M. Gaber regarding draft joint Answer brief; review Appellants' opening brief;

28199416 05982 Wenzinger, 1/5/2015 0.90 0.90 B 5279162 $342.00 $342.00
Joseph P.
Narrative: Review draft of D.C. Circuit appellate brief;

28237489 04759 Frost, 1/6/2015 2.30 230 B 5279162 $1,092.50 $1,092.50

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Review Appellants' opening brief; review and revise draft Answer brief; emails with J. Devaney regarding
draft Answer brief; emails with J. Wenzinger regarding research in support of draft Answer brief;

28212443 05982 Wenzinger, 1/6/2015 3.70 3.70 B 5279162 $1,406.00 $1,406.00
Joseph P.
Narrative: Review and edit DC appellate brief;

28237478 04759 Frost, 1/7/2015 2.60 2,60 B 5279162  $1,235.00 $1,235.00
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Revise joint Answer brief; meet with J. Wenzinger regarding joint Answer brief;

28217872 05982 Wenzinger, 1/7/2015 5.30 5.30 B 5279162 $2,014.00 $2,014.00
Joseph P.
Narrative: Review and edit appellate brief on fees motion;

28237464 04759 Frost, 1/8/2015 0.60 0.60 B 5279162 $285.00 $285.00
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Revise Answer brief; emails with M. Elias, J. Wenzinger and J. Devaney regarding Answer brief;

28247117 05982 Wenzinger, 1/8/2015 7.20 7.20 B 5279162 $2,736.00 $2,736.00

Joseph P.
Narrative: Review and suggest edits to DC Circuit appellate brief; conduct research on various issues posed by E.
Frost; email correspondence with E. Frost and J. Duvaney regarding same;

28237463 04759 Frost, 1/9/2015 1.80 1.80 B 5279162 $855.00 $855.00
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Revise Answer brief; send proposed revisions to Jenner team;

28247119 05982 Wenzinger, 1/9/2015 1.50 1.50 B 5279162 $570.00 $570.00
Joseph P.
Narrative: Edit DC Circuit brief;

28377979 02667 Elias, Marc 1/13/2015 1.00 1.00 B 5279162 $735.00 $735.00
Erik
Narrative: Review appellate fees brief; email regarding same;

28267453 04759 Frost, 1/13/2015 1.50 1.50 B 5279162 $712.50 $712.50
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Email to M. Gaber regarding status of draft Answer brief; emails with M. Elias, J. Devaney and J.

Wenzinger regarding revised brief; review and revise draft Answer brief;

28247114 05982 Wenzinger, 1/13/2015 2.50 2.50 B 5279162 $950.00 $950.00
Joseph P.
Narrative: Review final draft of D.C. Circuit brief and suggest final edits;

28327753 04759 Frost, 1/27/2015 0.20 0.20 B 5279162 $95.00 $95.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Review court order setting oral argument; emails with M. Elias regarding oral argument;

28613585 04759 Frost, 3/12/2015 0.10 0.10 B 5315427 $47.50 $0.00
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Review memo regarding background of case;

28650198 04759 3/18/2015 0.10 0.10 B 5315427 $47.50 $0.00
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Frost,
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Meet with M. Elias regarding litigation strategy;

28650209 04759 Frost, 3/18/2015 0.10 0.10 B 5315427 $47.50 $0.00
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Email to M. Elias regarding fees decision in related case;

28713841 04759 Frost, 3/31/2015 0.20 0.20 B 5315427 $95.00 $0.00
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Emails with M. Elias regarding hearing;

28786216 04759 Frost, 4/6/2015 0.10 0.10 B 5323336 $47.50 $47.50
Elisabeth C.

Narrative: Email to M. Elias regarding oral argument;

28786211 04759 Frost, 4/7/2015 0.30 0.30 B 5323336 $142.50 $142.50
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Emails with Jenner attorneys regarding oral argument; review opinion reversing co-plaintiffs’ fee award;

28786204 04759 Frost, 4/8/2015 1.00 1.00 B 5323336 $475.00 $475.00
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Review 5th Circuit decision in companion case; prepare for oral argument;

28819097 04759 Frost, 4/13/2015 0.20 0.20 B 5323336 $95.00 $95.00
Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Emails with M. Gaber regarding moot session; email to M. Elias and J. Devaney regarding moot session;

28819080 04759 Frost, 4/16/2015 3.70 3.70 B 5323336 $1,757.50 $1,757.50

Elisabeth C.
Narrative: Prepare for moot argument; attend moot oral argument; email M. Elias regarding summary of argument
and litigation strategy;

29597420 01522 Spear, 8/20/2015 1.30 0.00 W $650.00 $0.00

Ryan M.
Narrative: Review materials regarding fee appeal (1.0); review and respond to emails with litigation team regarding
same and motion for appellate fees (.3);

29597424 01522 Spear, 8/21/2015 0.20 0.00 W $100.00 $0.00
Ryan M.
Narrative: Confer with J. Devaney regarding status and strategy (.2);

Total for Matter: 104.70 103.20 $41,384.00 $40,267.50
Total for Client: 104.70 103.20 $41,384.00 $40,267.50
Report Total: 104.70 103.20 $41,384.00 $40,267.50
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MARC E. ELIAS | PARTNER

Firmwide Chair, Political Law Practice; Member, Firmwide Executive Committee

WASHINGTON, D.C.

700 13th Street, NW, Suite 600
Washington, DC
+1.202.434.1609
MElias@perkinscoie.com

Marc Elias is the chair of Perkins Coie’s Political Law practice. His practice focuses on representing public officials,
candidates, parties, corporations, tax-exempt organizations and Political Action Committees (PACs) in connection with
campaign finance, governmental ethics, lobbying disclosure and white-collar criminal defense matters. His clients
include numerous FORTUNE 500 corporations, national nonprofit organizations, lobbying firms, Am Law 100 law firms,
prominent individuals, candidates and campaigns.

Marc is currently general counsel to Hillary for America, the presidential campaign of Hillary Rodham Clinton. He served
in the same role for John Kerry’s 2004 presidential campaign. Marc’s clients include the Democratic National
Committee, Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee, Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee, Democratic
Governors Associations and U.S. senators, governors, representatives and their campaigns.

A nationally recognized authority in the Federal Election Campaign Act, Lobbying Disclosure Act, Ethics in Government
Act and Foreign Agents Registration Act, Marc is a preeminent counselor in the areas of congressional and executive
branch ethics and gift rules, and federal and state pay-to-play laws and rules. He also advises and litigates claims under
the Voting Rights Act, Help America Vote Act and National Voter Registration Act. Marc has litigated voting and
campaign finance cases throughout the country in federal and state court. He has been involved in voting rights and/or
redistricting litigation in a number of states, including Texas, Florida, New York, Ohio, North Carolina, Virginia, Nevada
and Minnesota.

ELECTIONS, RECOUNT AND CAMPAIGN COUNSEL

Following the 2014 elections, Marc was appointed by DNC Chair Wasserman Schultz as a member of the Victory Task
Force to review key components of the role of the Democratic Party—and related organizations—in recent elections and
identify places where the party can strengthen and improve operations in future elections.

Marc served as lead counsel for Senator Al Franken in the 2008 Minnesota Senate election recount and contest—the
largest recount and contest in American history. He successfully argued the case before the Minnesota State Supreme
Court, which resulted in a unanimous decision affirming that Franken had received the highest number of votes legally
cast in the 2008 general election for U.S. Senator.

In 2013, Marc successfully represented Attorney General Mark Herring in the Virginia Attorney General’s recount. In
2010, he successfully represented Minnesota Governor Mark Dayton in the governor's recount, including a successful
argument in the state supreme court. Marc represented Senator Maria Cantwell in connection with her 2000 recount,
Senator Harry Reid in connection with his 1998 recount, and served as a consultant to the Senate Rules Committee
during its consideration of the 1996 Louisiana Senate election contest.

Marc has represented numerous clients in public corruption and campaign finance matters before the U.S. Department of
Justice, U.S. Attorney’s Offices and Offices of Independent Counsel. He has also represented clients before committees
of both the House and Senate, as well as before federal agencies.

POLITICAL LAW LEADERSHIP


https://www.perkinscoie.com/en/offices/washington-d-c.html
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Named by Politico Magazine as one of the “50 Politicos to Watch,” he is frequently quoted in political law matters by the

national media and has spoken and written extensively about both politics and political law.

Marc has taught both law and political science, including “Post Election Litigation and Advanced Election Law” at William
& Mary Law School and “Modern Campaigns and Elections” at Hamilton College. He is also the former co-chair of the
bipartisan Committee to Modernize Voter Registration. Marc serves on the American Bar Association's Standing
Committee on Election Law as well as an adviser to two American Law Institute projects: Principles of Government
Ethics and Principles of Election Law: Resolution of Election Disputes.

‘Election lawyer supreme”
- The Washington Post

‘A dominant force in U.S. election law”

- Politico

“The Democrats’ go-to attorney ... an indispensable figure in the party”
- CQ Roll Call

“The quick-talking, Twitter-savvy 45-year old New York native ... is well-
liked on both sides of the election law bar ... and a regular presence at
Federal Election Commission meetings.”

- Politico

PROFESSIONAL RECOGNITION
e Named by Washingtonian Magazine as a "Top Lawyer" for campaign finance and ethics and campaign and election
law

e Listed in The Best Lawyers in America 2008 - Present: Criminal Defense: White-Collar; Government Relations
Practice

e Listed in Chambers USA as a leading political law attorney
o Listed in Washington D.C. Super Lawyers
e Listed by American Lawyer Media as "Top Rated Lawyer in Criminal Defense - White Collar," 2012

EXPERIENCE

POLITICAL LAW

DEMOCRATIC SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE
General Counsel to the Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee.

NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC REDISTRICTING TRUST
General Counsel to national organization in charge of advancing Democratic congressional redistricting efforts following
the 2010 census.

KERRY-EDWARDS 2004
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https://www.perkinscoie.com/en/experience/democratic-senatorial-campaign-committee.html
http://www.dscc.org/
https://www.perkinscoie.com/en/experience/national-democratic-redistricting-trust.html
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CHRIS DODD FOR PRESIDENT
General Counsel to 2008 Democratic presidential campaign.

VIRGINIA BALLOT CHALLENGE

Successfully defended the Virginia Democratic Party against a motion for a preliminary injunction that, if granted, would
have halted the printing of ballots for a primary election and required court review of the Party’s decision not to certify a
candidate for the ballot.

PEREZ, ET AL.V. PERRY, ET AL.
U.S. Supreme Court
Represented Democratic voters in lawsuit over Texas congressional redistricting. 132 S.Ct. 934 (2012)

IN RE SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION OF LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT
Supreme Court of Florida
Represented Democratic Party in state redistricting proceeding. 83 So.3d 597, Supreme Court of Florida (2012)

HIPPERT, ET AL. V. RITCHIE, ET AL.
Supreme Court of Minnesota
Represented Democratic voters in state redistricting proceeding. 813 NW 2d 374 (Minn. 2012)

NEVADA STATE DEMOCRATIC PARTY V. NEVADA REPUBLICAN PARTY
Supreme Court of Nevada
Represented state Democratic Party in lawsuit over special congressional election. 256 P.3d 1 (NV 2011)

IN RE 2010 GUBERNATORIAL ELECTION
Supreme Court of Minnesota
Successfully argued Supreme Court case in connection with 2010 gubernatorial recount. 793 N.W.2d 256 (Minn. 2010)

COMMITTEE TO RECALL ROBERT MENENDEZ FROM THE OFFICE OF U.S. SENATOR V. WELLS, ET AL.

Supreme Court of New Jersey

Successfully argued case for Senator Menendez against constitutionality of recall under New Jersey's Uniform Recall
Election Law. 7 A.3d 720 (NJ 2010)

IN RE CONTEST OF GENERAL ELECTION HELD ON NOV. 4,2008

Supreme Court of Minnesota

Obtained a unanimous decision affirming that Al Franken had received the highest number of votes legally cast in the
2008 general election for United States Senator and therefore was entitled to receive the certificate of election. Perkins
Coie also represented Franken during the election, a six-week recount involving nearly three million ballots—the largest
in American history, a seven-week trial, and multiple appearances before the Minnesota Supreme Court. 767 N.W.2d 453
(Minn. 2009).

FRANKEN V. PAWLENTY, ET AL.
Supreme Court of Minnesota
Represented certified election winner in lawsuit to compel issuance of a certificate of election. 762 N.W.2d 558 (Minn.

NADER V. DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit

MENG V. SCHWARTZ, ET AL.

U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit

Represented national political party committees in shareholder derivatives action in Washington D.C. 48 Fed. Appx. 1
(D.C. Cir. 2002)

DEMOCRATIC SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE V. FEC
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit
Represented national party committee in lawsuit to compel agency action. 139 F.3d 951, 329 U.S.App.D.C. 258 (1998)
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U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of New York
Represented Democratic voters in redistricting lawsuit. 11-cv-5632 (E.D.N.Y. March 19, 2012)

GUY, ET AL. V. MILLER
U.S. District Court for the District of Nevada
Represented Democratic voters in redistricting lawsuit. 11-0c-00042-1B (Nev. Dist. Ct., Carson City Oct. 27, 2011)

DEMOCRATIC LEADERSHIP COUNCIL INC. V. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia

In a leading case regarding section 501(c)(4) organizations and political activity, successfully contested IRS
determination that issues advocacy by individuals associated with a political party was incompatible with the terms of a
501(c)(4) "social welfare" exemption. 542 F.Supp.2d 63 (D.D.C. 2008).

SYKES V.FEC,ET AL.
U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia

84 (D.D.C. 2004)

FEC V. FRIENDS OF CONGRESSWOMAN JANE HARMAN, ET AL.
U.S. District Court for the Central District of California

Supp. 2d 1046 (C.D. Cal. 1999)

FORRESTER V. THE NEW JERSEY DEMOCRATIC PARTY INC., ET AL.
U.S. Supreme Court

FEINSTEIN FOR SENATE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2012-7
Obtained advisory opinion regarding the application of contribution limits where a treasurer embezzled campaign funds.

DEMOCRATIC SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2011-13
Successfully obtained advisory opinion regarding disclaimers for Internet solicitations, including on mobile Internet
devices.

MAJORITY PAC AND HOUSE MAJORITY PAC, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2011-12
Successfully obtained advisory opinion permitting fundraising by Federal candidates and officeholders for independent
expenditure-only committees (superpacs).

FACEBOOK, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2011-9
Represented leading social media company regarding the exemption from full disclaimer requirements of character-
limited ads.

DEMOCRATIC SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2011-3
Successfully obtained advisory opinion permitting the use of recount fund for litigation expenses.

ROBIN CARNAHAN FOR SENATE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2011-1
Successfully obtained advisory opinion regarding the establishment of a legal defense fund.

GOOGLE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2010-19
Represented leading Internet company in obtaining advisory opinion regarding the exemption from full disclaimer
requirements of character-limited text ads.

MINNESOTA DEMOCRATIC-FARMER-LABOR PARTY, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2010-18
Successfully obtained advisory opinion regarding the transfer or redesignation of excess recount funds to State party
committee's general Federal account.

DEMOCRATIC SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2010-14
Successfully obtained advisory opinion permitting disbursements from national party committee's recount fund before
general election for recount-related expenses.
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Successfully obtained advisory opinion permitting superpac to accept unlimited corporate and union contributions to
make independent expenditures.

NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC REDISTRICTING TRUST, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2010-3
Successfully obtained advisory opinion permitting fundraising by Federal candidates and officeholders for redistricting
trust.

NEVADA STATE DEMOCRATIC PARTY, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2010-1
Sought advisory opinion regarding the application of the exemption for the cost of campaign materials used in
connection with volunteer activities on behalf of a party's presumptive nominees.

TECHNET, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2009-30
Successfully obtained advisory opinion regarding corporate payments for outside fundraising consultants.

DEMOCRATIC SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2009-22
Obtained advisory opinion regarding filing Lobbyist Bundling Disclosure Reports on a quarterly basis.

SENATOR JOHN KERRY, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2009-11
Sought advisory opinion regarding campaign investment in documentary film.

AL FRANKEN FOR U.S. SENATE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2009-4
Successfully obtained advisory opinion regarding the funding of recount and contest activities.

SENATOR FRANK LAUTENBERG, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2008-22
Successfully obtained advisory opinion regarding repayment of personal loans by candidate.

MELOTHE, INC., FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2008-14
Successfully obtained advisory opinion regarding application of media exemption to Internet TV station.

SENATOR FRANK LAUTENBERG, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2008-9
Sought advisory opinion regarding loan repayment provision of the “Millionaires’ Amendment.”

DEMOCRATIC PARTY OF VIRGINIA, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2008-6
Successfully obtained advisory opinion regarding slate card exemption for state parties.

CHRIS DODD FOR PRESIDENT, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2008-4
Successfully obtained advisory opinion regarding redesignation of contributions.

CHRIS DODD FOR PRESIDENT, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2007-30
Successfully obtained advisory opinion regarding online credit card contributions.

DEMOCRATIC SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2007-17
Successfully obtained advisory opinion regarding contributions in the form of bank checks.

KERRY-EDWARDS 2004, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2007-09
Successfully obtained advisory opinion regarding payment of media compliance costs.

MICHAEL KING, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2007-08
Represented individual seeking to establish charitable matching program for volunteer entertainers aiding candidates.

SENATOR CLAIRE MCCASKILL, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2007-1
Sought advisory opinion clarifying application of the "Millionaires' Amendment" to state committee debt retirement.

SENATOR ROBERT CASEY, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2006-38
Represented client in advisory opinion request regarding the disposition of state campaign funds.

DEMOCRATIC SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2006-24
Sought advisory opinion on options for financing recounts.

WASHINGTON DEMOCRATIC STATE CENTRAL COMMITTEE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2006-11
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Represented new media company in successful effort to extend "media exemption" to bloggers.

SENATOR CHRISTOPHER DODD, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2005-9
Sought advisory opinion clarifying "personal use" rules.

SENATOR JON CORZINE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2005-2
Represented Senator running for Governor on scope of soft money ban when officeholders seek state office.

SENATOR KEN SALAZAR, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2004-45
Sought advisory opinion on proper interpretation of the "Millionaires' Amendment" refund provision.

KERRY-EDWARDS 2004, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2004-35
Sought advisory opinion on options for financing recounts.

SENATOR JON CORZINE, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2004-25
Clarified rights of elected officials to make soft money donations from personal funds.

MEETUP INC., FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2004-6
Represented web company in advisory opinion request regarding political uses of Meetup.com site.

INEZ TENENBAUM, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2003-32
Sought advisory opinion regarding the disposition of state campaign funds.

SENATOR MARK DAYTON, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2003-31
Sought advisory opinion clarifying application of "Millionaires’ Amendment" to candidate advances.

RORY REID, FEC ADVISORY OPINION 2003-10
Represented family member of elected official in defining scope of "soft money" fundraising ban.

CHRISTOPHER KENNEDY, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 6196
Represented individual in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving pre-candidacy activity.

FRIENDS OF MARY LANDRIEU, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 6234
Represented Senate campaign in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving disgorgement of funds.

FISHER FOR OHIO, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 6383
Represented Senate campaign in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving candidate debates.

BLUMENTHAL FOR SENATE, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 6410
Represented Senator and Senate campaign in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving alleged illegal
coordination.

WOMEN VOTE! AND THE AMERICAN WORKER, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 6411
Represented outside groups in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving alleged illegal coordination.

SENATOR RICHARD BLUMENTHAL, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 6412
Represented Senator and Senate campaign in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving candidate contribution to
his own campaign.

DEMOCRATIC SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE AND MIDWEST VALUES PAC, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 6445
Represented political committees in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving lawfulness of contributions.

MUSGROVE FOR U.S. SENATE, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 6044
Represented Senate candidate and campaign in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving party issue ads.

SENATOR JEFF MERKLEY, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 6037
Represented Senate candidate and campaign in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving party issues ads.

HAGAN SENATE COMMITTEE, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 6031
Represented Senate campaign in successful dismissal of FEC complaint alleging excessive campaign contributions.

JIM PEDERSON, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5878
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MONTANANS FOR TESTER, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5869
Represented campaign in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving ballot initiative activity.

THE LANTERN PROJECT, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5854
Represented issue group in successful dismissal of FEC complaint alleging that it acted as a political committee.

KATHLEEN CANNON, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5849
Represented former bank executive in FEC investigation.

FRIENDS FOR HARRY REID, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5848
Represented campaign and Senator in successful dismissal of FEC complaint alleging personal use of campaign funds.

MCCASKILL FOR MISSOURI, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5837
Represented Senate campaign in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving state party mail program.

FRIENDS OF SHERROD BROWN, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5833
Represented Senate campaign in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving state party mail program.

JIM PEDERSON, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5785
Represented Senate candidate in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving reporting of personal funds
expenditures.

SENATOR BARACK OBAMA, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5718
SPEAKER NANCY PELOSI, SENATOR BARBARA BOXER, AND SENATOR DIANE FEINSTEIN, FEC MATTER UNDER

Represented elected officials in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving endorsements on the campaign
website.

BOB CASEY FOR PENNSYLVANIA COMMITTEE, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5679

TONY KNOWLES FOR U.S. SENATE, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5564, 5575 AND 5576
Represented Senate campaign in successful dismissal of complaint involving Democratic coordinated campaign
activities.

CLARK CAMPER, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5390
Represented former Freddie Mac lobbyist in FEC enforcement action involving corporate contributions and expenditures.

DEMOCRATIC SENATE MAJORITY PAC, MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5343
Represented client in successful dismissal of FEC complaint for alleged violation of Bipartisan Campaign Reform Acts's
(BCRA's) prohibition on raising non-federal funds.

NEW YORK SENATE 2000, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5225
Represented joint fundraising committee in FEC enforcement action.

BILL NELSON FOR U.S. SENATE, CARNAHAN FOR SENATE COMMITTEE, ROBB FOR U.S. SENATE AND STABENOW FOR
U.S. SENATE, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 5158

Represented Senate campaigns in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving endorsements by non-profit
organization.

DEAR FOR CONGRESS, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 4935
Represented House campaign in enforcement action concerning alleged contributions in the name of another.

FRIENDS OF LOIS CAPPS, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 4788
Represented House campaign in successful dismissal of FEC complaint involving party spending.

DEMOCRATIC SENATORIAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE, FEC MATTER UNDER REVIEW 4516
Represented national party committee, Senate campaigns, and state parties in successful dismissal of complaint
regarding party issue ad program.

SENATOR CHRIS DODD, SENATE ETHICS COMMITTEE INVESTIGATION
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SENATOR ROBERT TORRICELLI, SENATE ETHICS COMMITTEE INVESTIGATION
Represented Senator Robert Torricelli (NJ) in connection with Senate Ethics Committee investigation.

SENATE RULES & ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE ELECTION CONTEST
Represented Senate Rules & Administration Committee in connection with 1996 contested Senate seat in Louisiana
(1997).

OFFICE OF THE SENATE DEMOCRATIC LEADER
Consultant to the Office of Senate Democratic Leader Tom Daschle in connection with the investigation of alleged
fundraising abuses during the 1996 Presidential campaign (1997).

DAYTON 2010 RECOUNT
Lead Recount lawyer for Governor Mark Dayton’s 2010 Minnesota Governor’'s recount.

FRANKEN 2008 RECOUNT
Lead Recount lawyer for Senator Al Franken’s 2008 U.S. Senate recount.

CANTWELL 2000 RECOUNT
Counsel to U.S. Senator Maria Cantwell's United States Senate recount.

REID 1998 RECOUNT
Counsel to U.S. Senator Harry Reid’s U.S. Senate recount.

NEWS

08.17.2015

Best Lawyers® 2016 Recognizes 245 Perkins Coie Attorneys

Press Releases

Perkins Coie is proud to announce that 245 of its attorneys were selected by their peers for inclusion in the 2016 edition
of The Best Lawyers In America ®, the oldest and most respected peer-review publication in the legal profession; a
more than 10 percent increase over the 221 firm attorneys recognized by Best Lawyers in the 2015 edition.

06.16.2015

Partner Marc Elias Quoted in The Huffington Post

General News

The Huffington Post

Partner Marc Elias was quoted in The Huffington Post in an article titled, "As Hillary Clinton Pitches Voting Rights On
The Trail, Her Counsel Looks To Fight For Them In Court," regarding three high-profile lawsuits against Republican-
backed voting restrictions in Ohio, Virginia and Wisconsin that will disproportionately impact racial minorities.

06.04.2015

Perkins Coie’s Marc Elias Featured on MSNBC’s Hardball

General News

Hardball with Chris Matthews, MSNBC

Perkins Coie Partner Marc Elias appeared on the June 3 MSNBC program Hardball with Chris Matthews in a segment

05.19.2015

Perkins Coie Named Among Top Firms in 2015 Chambers USA

Press Releases

Perkins Coie is proud to announce that it has again been ranked by Chambers & Partners, publishers of Chambers USA:
America’s Leading Lawyers for Business, as one of the top law firms in the United States.

04.12.2015
"The Power Players Behind Hillary Clinton’s Campaign”
General News

Marc Elias as general counsel.

12.04.2014
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General News

The announcement that Washington, D.C. partner Marc Elias has been appointed to the Democratic Victory Task Force,
an initiative of the Democratic National Committee that aims to review recent elections and make suggestions moving

12.04.2014

DNC Chair Wasserman Schultz Announces Democratic Victory Task Force Members

General News

Marc Elias was named as a member of The Democratic Victory Task Force by DNC chair representative Debbie
Wasserman Schultz.

11.04.2014
Runoffs in Louisiana and Georgia could unleash expensive new campaign for Senate

General News

Washington, D.C.’s Marc Elias is profiled in an article titled, “"Runoffs in Louisiana and Georgia could unleash expensive
new campaign for Senate” in the November 4 edition of The Washington Post.

10.31.2014

Senate Democrats’ Super Lawyer Preps for Overtime

General News

Washington, D.C.,’s Marc Elias is profiled in an article titled, “Senate Democrats’ Super Lawyer Preps for Overtime ,” in
the October 31 edition of Roll Call.

10.15.2014

Arkansas Supreme Court Finds Voter ID Law Violates the State Constitution

General News

The Arkansas Supreme Court issued an opinion yesterday striking down the State’s voter ID law on the ground that it
violates the State Constitution's voter qualification clause, which exclusively provides the requirements that a voter
must meet in order to participate in elections in Arkansas.

10.08.2014

Redistricting Victory In Virginia

Press Releases

A three-judge panel in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia ruled today that the Commonwealth’s
current congressional reapportionment plan violates the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment of the
U.S. Constitution and ordered the Virginia legislature to enact a remedial plan by no later than April 1, 2015.

10.01.2014

Major Victory For Voters” Rights In North Carolina

Press Releases

In a major victory for voting rights, the Fourth Circuit today issued an order forbidding the State of North Carolina from
implementing certain provisions in a law impeding voters rights in that state.

08.18.2014

Best Lawyers® 2015 Recognizes 221 Perkins Coie Attorneys

Press Releases

Perkins Coie is proud to announce that 221 of its attorneys were selected by their peers for inclusion in the 2015 edition
of The Best Lawyers In America®, the oldest and most respected peer-review publication in the legal profession.

07.11.2014

Perkins Coie Wins Significant Victory in Florida Redistricting Case

Press Releases

In a case with national political implications, Perkins Coie won a significant victory on behalf of Florida voters who
challenged the lawfulness of Florida’s congressional voting map.

07.05.2014
Perkins Coie Partner Marc E. Elias Quoted in The New York Times

General News

Marc Elias was quoted in The New York Times in an article titled, "Students Joining Battle to Upend Laws on Voter
ID," regarding how voter ID laws discriminate based on age.
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Perkins Coie Partner Marc Elias Referenced in Staunton Newsleader

General News

Perkins Coie Partner Marc Elias was referenced in a Staunton Newsleader article titled, "AG's race still too close to
call," that discussed the Virginia attorney general election.

11.13.2013

Perkins Coie Partner Marc Elias Quoted in North Jefferson News

General News

Perkins Coie Partner Marc Elias was quoted in a North Jefferson News article titled, "Twitter postings alert Va. vote-
counters to errors in race." The article discusses the reaction from state officials to the tweets from a political analyst
who called out the problems and discrepancies in the vote count for Virginia's Nov. 5 election via Twitter.

08.21.2013

Best Lawyers 2014 Recognizes 206 Perkins Coie Attorneys

Press Releases

Perkins Coie is proud to announce that 206 of its attorneys were selected by their peers for inclusion in the 2014 edition
of The Best Lawyers In America ®.

09.12.2012

197 Perkins Coie Lawyers Recognized In 2013 Best Lawyers

Press Releases

Perkins Coie is proud to announce that 197 of its attorneys were selected by their peers for inclusion in the 2013 edition
of The Best Lawyers in America®. Thirty-five attorneys were listed this year for the first time, representing a 22
percent increase in the number of Perkins Coie attorneys who appeared in the 2012 edition.

08.30.2012
Perkins Coie Successfully Represents Minority Voters in Texas Redistricting Case

Press Releases

Perkins Coie LLP successfully represented a group of African-American and Hispanic voters from Texas in a case
involving discrimination in Texas voting maps [Texas v. United States, Civil Action No. 11-1303 (D.D.C. Aug. 28,
2012).].

08.31.2011

The Best Lawyers in America Recognizes 163 Perkins Coie Lawyers

Press Releases

Perkins Coie is proud to announce that 163 of its attorneys throughout the country were selected by their peers for
inclusion in the 2012 edition of The Best Lawyers in America ® (Copyright 2011 by Woodward/White, Inc., of Aiken,
S.C.).

08.03.2011

Marc Elias Named to Politico’s "50 Politicos to Watch” List

General News

Politicos to Watch" list. The annualméup;é'c';"ial section focuses on "up and comers" in a variety of categories such as
candidates, journalists, lawyers, fundraisers, consultants and others that will be taking center stage in the political arena
in 2012.

03.01.2011
Perkins Coie Named Among Top Firms in Chambers USA 2011
Press Releases

USA: America's Leading Lawyers for Business, as a top law firm in the United States.

08.13.2010

The Best Lawyers in America Recognizes 143 Perkins Coie Lawyers

Press Releases

Perkins Coie is proud to announce that 143 of its attorneys throughout the country were selected by their peers for
inclusion in the 2011 edition of The Best Lawyers in America (Copyright 2010 by Woodward/White, Inc., of Aiken, S.C.).

11.16.2009
Perkins Coie Names Marc Elias as Political Law Group Chair
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Perkins Coie announced today Marc Elias will become the new chair of the firm's Political Law Group. Elias succeeds
Bob Bauer who was recently appointed White House Counsel.

09.25.2009

Elias Profiled in Minnesota Recount Article

General News

A TwinCities.com article entitled "Overtime, the 2008 U.S. Senate Race, Chapter 3: How Franken's attorneys
outmaneuvered Coleman's team to secure the Senate seat" chronicles the 6-month legal battle for the Minnesota U.S.
Senate seat. The article describes how Franken attorneys and Perkins Coie partners Marc Elias and Kevin Hamilton
"outfoxed, out-argued, and out-dataed" their opponents, resulting in a pronouncement by the Minnesota Supreme Court
that Al Franken would be Minnesota's next Senator and reaffirming that "No Elias client had ever lost a recount or post-
election court fight."

09.14.2009

Marc Elias Co-Authors Article on Voter Registration Modernization

News Articles

Marc Elias co-authored an article published in Roll Call entitled "Congress Can Better Voter Registration." The article
addressed the problems with the current U.S. election voter registration system, and articulated a way to make the
system work for all eligible American voters. "States should use an automated system to add voters to the registration
rolls when they become eligible...," the article says. "If we do this, we can get rid of the paper, free up resources for
state and local governments, provide strict protections against voter registration fraud and eliminate many of the
frustrating problems that voters face on Election Day."

08.03.2009
The Best Lawyers in America Recognizes 141 Perkins Coie Lawyers

Press Releases

Perkins Coie is proud to announce that 141 of its attorneys across the country were selected for inclusion in the 2010
edition of Best Lawyers of America.

07.07.2009
Partners Marc Elias and Kevin Hamilton Recognized During Swearing in of Sen. Al Franken

General News

Partners Marc Elias and Kevin Hamilton, along with co-counsel David Lillehaug, received a rare show of recognition after
the swearing in of firm client Sen. Al Franken today.

PUBLICATIONS

06.20.2014

" After McCutcheon”

General Publications

Harvard Law Review

In McCutcheon v. Federal Election Commission , the Supreme Court struck down the “biennial aggregate limit” — a
federal law limiting the total amount of money that an individual may contribute to federal candidates, party committees,
and political action committees (“PACs”) in each two-year period. The per-candidate and per-committee limits (known as
the “base limits”) remain in place, so the practical effect of McCutcheon is that individuals may now contribute the
maximum amount to as many federal candidates, parties, and PACs as they please.

01.28.2010

Supreme Court Makes Landmark Decision on Political Advertising Funding

Updates

The U.S. Supreme Court issued its decision in Citizens United v. FEC , a case examining the legality of a documentary
film released in 2008 about Hillary Clinton’s candidacy for president. In a 5-4 ruling, the court struck down laws banning
independent electoral and issue advocacy sponsored by nonprofit and for-profit corporations.

PRESENTATIONS

10.03.2010 - 10.04.2010
Pre-Election Media Forum
Speaking Engagements
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Coleman v. Franken: The Importance of Legal Narrative and the Rule of Law
Speaking Engagements

04.01.2010
Helping America Vote: The Past, Present, and Future of Election Administration
Speaking Engagements

03.03.2010
FEC Hearing on Coordinated Communications Rulemaking
General Events

02.04.2010
The Impact of the Citizens United Decision on Federal Elections
General Events

AREAS OF FOCUS

PRACTICES

e Political Law

e Political Law Litigation

e White Collar & Investigations

e Appellate

e Tax-Exempt Organizations

e Political Parties, Campaigns and Committees

e Corporate Political Activity and Regulation

e Political Counsel for Tax-Exempt Organizations

e Litigation

BAR AND COURT ADMISSIONS

e District of Columbia

e U.S. Supreme Court

e U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit
e U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit

e U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia

EDUCATION

e Duke University School of Law, J.D., 1993
e Duke University, M.A., Political Science, 1993
e Hamilton College, B.A., Government, 1990

HIGHLIGHTS
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https://www.perkinscoie.com/#
https://www.perkinscoie.com/en/practices/government-regulatory-law/political-law.html
https://www.perkinscoie.com/en/practices/political-law-1/political-law-litigation.html
https://www.perkinscoie.com/en/practices/government-regulatory-law/white-collar-investigations/index.html
https://www.perkinscoie.com/en/practices/litigation-dispute-resolution/appellate.html
https://www.perkinscoie.com/en/practices/corporate-finance-transactions/corporate/tax-exempt-organizations.html
https://www.perkinscoie.com/en/practices/political-law-1/political-parties-campaigns-and-committees.html
https://www.perkinscoie.com/en/practices/political-law-1/corporate-political-activity-and-regulation.html
https://www.perkinscoie.com/en/practices/political-law-1/political-counsel-for-tax-exempt-organizations.html
https://www.perkinscoie.com/en/practices/litigation-dispute-resolution/litigation/index.html
https://www.perkinscoie.com/#
https://www.perkinscoie.com/#
https://www.perkinscoie.com/#

Top Ranked
CHAMBERS

USA

2015

Mare Erik Eliss

Top Ranked
CHAMBERS

USA

14

Mare Erik Eliss

Document #1570426

Filed: 08/28/2015

Page 24 of 51

© 2015 Perkins Coie LLP


http://www.chambersandpartners.com/usa/person/329717/marc-erik-elias/logo
http://www.chambersandpartners.com/person/329717/5

USCA Case #14-5151  Document #1570426 Filed: 08/28/2015 Page 25 of 51

PERKINSCOIe
Professional Biography

ANYU FANG | ASSCCIATE

NEW YORK

30 Rockefelier Plaza, 22nd Floor
New York, NY

+1.212.262.6900
AFang@perkinscoie.com

Anyu Fang is an associate in the firm's Litigation practice with a focus on securities and corporate governance litigation.
He has represented clients in complex commercial fitigation matters, including those related to federal securities laws
and fiduciary duty laws of various states.

RELATED EMPLOYMENT

» Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP, Asscciate, 2012 - 2013
¢ Boies, Schiller & Flexner LLP, Summer Associate, 2010

o Congressional Hunger Center, Bili Emerson Fellow, Washington, D.C., 2006 - 2007

CLERKSHIPS

e Hon. Harris Hartz, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, 2011 - 2012

AREAS OF FOCUS

PRACTICES
= Litigation
o Securities Litigation

» White Collar & Investigations

BAR AND COURT ADMISSIONS

e New York

EDUCATION

s Stanford Law School, J.D., Hilmer Oehlmann, Jr. Award in Legal Wiiting, 2011, Editor, Stanford Law Review
« University of Cambridge, M.Phil., Development Studies, Gates Cambridge Scholar, 2008
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» The University of Chicago, A.B., Economics, Student Marshal, College Honor Schotar, Phi Beta Kappa, 2006

© 2014 Perkins Coie LLP



USCA Case.#14-5151.... Document. #1570426 Filed: OS/Zﬁéh Rﬁqgtf@ie
Professional Biography

ELISABETH (LIS) C. FROST | COUNSEL

WASHINGTON, D.C.

700 13th Street, NW, Suite 600
Washington, DC
+1.202.654.6256
EFrost@perkinscoie.com

Elisabeth "Lis" Frost’s practice focuses on political litigation. She has extensive experience representing voters,
campaigns, political committees and others with an interest in the political process in federal and state courts, at both
the trial and appellate levels. Lis regularly achieves favorable outcomes in high-profile, complex cases. In addition to her
extensive experience as a litigator, Lis served as a law clerk to two federal district court judges. She is intimately versed
in the workings of the courts and uses that experience to help clients ably defend and affirmatively pursue their
interests.

Prior to law school, Lis worked as a criminal defense investigator, assisting attorneys with the representation of clients
charged with state and federal crimes. In 2011 and 2012, she was listed on the D.C. Court's Capital Pro Bono Honor Roll
for her work representing indigent clients in civil and criminal matters.

RELATED EMPLOYMENT

e (Cleary Gottlieb Steen & Hamilton LLP, New York, NY, Associate, 2008 - 2009; Summer Associate, 2006
e Washington State House of Representatives, Office of Program Research, Olympia, WA, Legal Intern, 2005, 2006
e Criminal Defense Investigator, 2000 - 2004

CLERKSHIPS

e Hon. Margaret B. Seymour, U.S. District Court for the District of South Carolina, 2010 - 2011
e Hon. John C. Coughenour, U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington, 2007 - 2008

EXPERIENCE

VOTING RIGHTS

NEVADA VOTER ID LAW
Successfully challenged, at the nascent signature-gathering stage, a petition that, if successful, would have amended
the Nevada Constitution to require voters to present photo identification to cast an in-person ballot.

NORTH CAROLINA VOTING RIGHTS CHALLENGE

Represent a group of North Carolina voters challenging recent legislation that severely curtails voting rights, in which the
Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals issued a preliminary order suspending some of the legislation’s most oppressive
measures.
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Represented a group of Florida voters in a successful challenge to the state’s congressional reapportionment map,
brought under a new provision in the state constitution prohibiting political gerrymandering.

VOTER ID CHALLENGE IN ARKANSAS
Submitted an amicus brief on behalf of a voting rights organization in support of the successful challenge to Arkansas’s
voter identification law, which the Arkansas Supreme Court struck down as contrary to the state constitution.

CAMPAIGN FINANCE

COUNSEL TO PAC IN PENNSYLVANIA
Represented a PAC in a successful challenge against certain provisions in Pennsylvania’s campaign finance laws and
negotiated an agreement with the state to pay the client’s attorneys’ fees.

ELECTION LITIGATION

VIRGINIA BALLOT CHALLENGE

Successfully defended the Virginia Democratic Party against a motion for a preliminary injunction that, if granted, would
have halted the printing of ballots for a primary election and required court review of the Party’s decision not to certify a
candidate for the ballot.

HAWAII 17TH AMENDMENT CHALLENGE
Obtained an order dismissing a complaint that argued that Hawaii’s interim appointment and elections process for filling
Senate vacancies violated the Seventeenth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution.

TRIUMPH IN KANSAS BALLOT CHALLENGE
Challenged successfully Kansas Secretary of State Kris Kobach’s refusal to remove a candidate’s name from the ballot
in the weeks before the election.

DISMISSAL OF NADER SUIT IN MAINE
Obtained an order under Maine’s anti-SLAPP statute dismissing an action brought by Ralph Nader against the Kerry-
Edwards presidential campaign and the Maine Democratic Party.

NEWS

02.02.2015

Perkins Coie Announces 2015 Counsel Promotions

Press Releases

Perkins Coie has announced that 46 attorneys have been promoted to the firm’s counsel position, effective January 1,
2015.

10.15.2014

Arkansas Supreme Court Finds Voter ID Law Violates the State Constitution

General News

The Arkansas Supreme Court issued an opinion yesterday striking down the State’s voter ID law on the ground that it
violates the State Constitution's voter qualification clause, which exclusively provides the requirements that a voter
must meet in order to participate in elections in Arkansas.

10.08.2014

Redistricting Victory In Virginia

Press Releases

A three-judge panel in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia ruled today that the Commonwealth’s
current congressional reapportionment plan violates the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment of the
U.S. Constitution and ordered the Virginia legislature to enact a remedial plan by no later than April 1, 2015.

10.01.2014

Major Victory For Voters” Rights In North Carolina

Press Releases

In a major victory for voting rights, the Fourth Circuit today issued an order forbidding the State of North Carolina from
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07.11.2014

Perkins Coie Wins Significant Victory in Florida Redistricting Case

Press Releases

In a case with national political implications, Perkins Coie won a significant victory on behalf of Florida voters who
challenged the lawfulness of Florida’s congressional voting map.

AREAS OF FOCUS

PRACTICES
e Political Law

e Political Law Litigation

BAR AND COURT ADMISSIONS

e New York

e District of Columbia

e U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit

e U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

e U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit
e U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia

e U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of New York
e U.S. District Court for the Southern District of New York

EDUCATION

e University of Washington School of Law, J.D., with honors, Order of the Coif, 2007, Editor-in-Chief, Washington Law
Review
e (Carleton College, B.A., English Literature, 1999

© 2015 Perkins Coie LLP
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RYAN SPEAR | COUNSEL

SEATTLE

1201 Third Avenue, Suite 4900
Seattle, WA

+1.206.359.3039
RSpear@perkinscoie.com

Ryan Spear is a counsel in the firm’s Litigation and Privacy & Security practices.

Ryan’s practice focuses on privacy-related litigation for Internet and technology companies. He represents clients in
cases arising under the Wiretap Act, the Stored Communications Act, the Pen Registers and Trap and Trace Devices
Act, the Computer Fraud and Abuse Act, and similar state laws. His experience includes litigation in federal and state
courts across the country, including complex class actions and matters before the U.S. Judicial Panel on Multidistrict
Litigation.

Ryan also has an active general litigation practice and has represented a wide range of clients in fields as diverse as
intellectual property, unfair competition, consumer protection, products liability, and political law.

In addition to his litigation practice, Ryan helps communication service providers respond to requests for authorized
electronic surveillance and data disclosure and counsels clients on issues regarding data security and data use,
including compliance with federal and state regulations.

Ryan dedicates a significant amount of time to pro bono work. His pro bono practice currently focuses on housing-related
issues and improving the quality of representation for indigent defendants.

RELATED EMPLOYMENT

e Congressional Oversight Panel, Washington, D.C., Legislative Fellow, 2009
e Perkins Coie LLP, Seattle, WA, Summer Associate, 2006

e Counterterrorism Section of the U.S. Department of Justice, Washington, D.C., Clinical Intern, Fall 2005

CLERKSHIPS

e Hon. Paul Friedman, U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia, 2007 - 2009

EXPERIENCE

RUDGAYZER V. GOOGLE INC., AMALFITANO V. GOOGLE INC.

U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of New York

Represented Google in defense of purported class action challenging previous class-action settlement and alleging
claims under the Stored Communications Act in connection with the launch of Google Buzz social networking
application. Obtained order transferring case from the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of New York to the U.S.
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Appeals for the Second Circuit. After case was transferred, court dismissed plaintiffs’ claims with prejudice.

ICF TECHNOLOGY, INC. V. GOOGLE INC.

U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington

Successfully represented Google in defense of complaint seeking to force Google to change its Search results. The
complaint alleged tortious interference, defamation, and violation of the Washington Consumer Protection Act. Obtained
denial of motion for temporary restraining order, after which the plaintiff voluntarily dismissed the case.

FACEBOOK INC. V. BANANA ADS, ET AL.

U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California

Represented Facebook in lawsuit against more than 20 defendants who registered and used domain names incorporating
Facebook’s trademarks or deliberate misspellings of Facebook’s trademarks (cybersquatting or typosquatting). Obtained
default judgments awarding statutory damages of $2.8 million and requiring transfer of dozens of infringing domain
names to Facebook.

CLOUD COMPUTING PROVIDER

Federal Trade Commission

Represented cloud computing provider in Federal Trade Commission investigation under Section 5 of the FTC Act
regarding security practices for mobile access to cloud computing service. Investigation closed.

INTERNET ENFORCEMENT—FACEBOOK
Ongoing management of a complete enforcement program for Facebook Inc. to enforce its Terms of Use; prosecute
spammers, hackers and phishers; and to investigate and refer illegal behavior to law enforcement.

INTERNET ENFORCEMENT—FORTUNE 500 RETAILER

Led campaign against online scams that used infringing domain names, misleading websites, and false text messages
to lure consumers into buying goods and services and disclosing personal information. Significantly reduced scams and
consumer complaints regarding scams.

IN RE GOOGLE BUZZ PRIVACY LITIGATION
U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California
Represented Google in defense of consolidated nationwide class actions challenging Google Buzz social networking

INQUIRY INTO GOOGLE WIFI DATA COLLECTION VIA STREET VIEW
Represented Google before regulatory bodies globally, and in litigation, regarding Google's WiFi data collection via Street

ROMO V. DETZNER
Second Judicial Circuit of Florida, Leon County
In a voter redistricting case in Florida state court, represented voters who challenged the lawfulness of Florida's voting

CITY OF LIVONIA EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM V. THE BOEING COMPANY

U.S. District Court for the Northern District of Illinois, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit

Led representation of Boeing and two of its senior executives in a securities fraud class action relating to the delay of
first flight of the 787 Dreamliner. Plaintiffs' operative complaint relied on the alleged statements of a confidential source
who purportedly possessed high-level knowledge. After plaintiffs revealed the identity of their source, defendants
secured a declaration and deposition from the source, in which he refuted the allegations attributed to him. Defendants
subsequently moved for and won dismissal of plaintiffs’ complaint with prejudice. The court agreed with defendants that
plaintiffs' counsel failed to conduct a reasonable inquiry and made material misrepresentations of fact concerning the
source's position and personal knowledge. Plaintiffs appealed and defendants cross-appealed seeking sanctions under
the Private Securities Litigation Reform Act. The court affirmed dismissal and remanded for consideration of sanctions.
711 F.3d 754 (7th Cir. 2013)

UNITED STATES EX REL. BERGLUND V. BOEING
U.S. District Court for the District of Oregon
As lead counsel, obtained dismissal of False Claims Act case alleging fraud in connection with sales of aircraft to U.S.
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TRINITY GLASS INTERNATIONAL INC. V. LG CHEM LTD.

U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington

Defense of international chemical company in $50 million breach of contract, breach of warranty and fraud case involving
polymer resin. Case settled on first day of trial. Court granted client’s motion for partial summary judgment dismissing
more than $25 million of plaintiffs’ claimed damages and dismissing all of plaintiffs’ tort-based claims.

WILSON V. SEATTLE HOUSING AUTHORITY

U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington

Partnered with Columbia Legal Services in pro bono case alleging constitutional violations in hearings at which Section 8
housing voucher holders had lost their vouchers. Obtained class action settlement approved by the court that required
the Seattle Housing Authority to alter its practices and provide new hearings to class members.

NEWS

07.11.2014
Perkins Coie Wins Significant Victory in Florida Redistricting Case

Press Releases

In a case with national political implications, Perkins Coie won a significant victory on behalf of Florida voters who
challenged the lawfulness of Florida’s congressional voting map.

01.13.2014

Perkins Coie Announces 2014 Counsel Promotions

Press Releases

Perkins Coie has announced that 39 attorneys have been promoted to the position of Counsel, effective January 1,
2014.

03.2013

Perkins Coie Helps Boeing Win Dismissal of Securities Class Action

Press Releases

A Perkins Coie team scored a victory for Boeing in a securities class action over the 787 Dreamliner’s first flight. In a
unanimous opinion authored by Judge Richard Posner, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit affirmed
dismissal of the complaint and remanded to the district court for the limited purpose of determining whether plaintiffs’
attorneys, the Robbins Geller law firm, violated Rule 11.

PUBLICATIONS

08.26.2015

Third Circuit Affirms FIC Authority to Police Whether Companies Have Reasonable Data Security

Updates

Since at least 2005, the Federal Trade Commission has asserted that it may regulate lax data security practices as an
“unfair’ business practice under Section 5 of the FTC Act. The Wyndham hotel chain was the first to challenge this
authority in court. In a highly anticipated opinion, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit resoundingly agreed with
the FTC that a failure to implement reasonable data security measures may constitute an unfair business practice under
Section 5.

04.09.2014

Federal Court Holds That FTC May Regulate Company Data Security Practices

Updates

In a closely watched and first-of-its-kind case, the U.S. District Court for the District of New Jersey rejected, for
purposes of a motion to dismiss, a defendant company’s argument that the Federal Trade Commission (FTC) lacks
authority to regulate data security practices under Section 5 of the FTC Act.

AREAS OF FOCUS

PRACTICES

e Litigation
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INDUSTRIES

e |Internet & E-Commerce

BAR AND COURT ADMISSIONS

e Washington

e U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

e U.S. District Court for the Western District of Washington
e U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of Washington

EDUCATION

e Harvard Law School, J.D., 2007, Editor, Harvard Law Review
e Portland State University, M.A., English and American Literature, 2000, Editor-in-Chief, Portland Review Literary
Journal

e University of Washington, B.A., English, magna cum laude, Phi Beta Kappa, 1997

© 2015 Perkins Coie LLP
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JOSEPH P. WENZINGER | ASSOCIATE

WASHINGTON, D.C.

700 13th Street, NW, Suite 600
Washington, DC
+1.202.654.6382
JWenzinger@perkinscoie.com

Filed: OS/Zﬁféh KNS tﬁle

Joseph Wenzinger is an associate in the firm's Political Law practice.

CLERKSHIPS

e Hon. Deborah Cook, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit
e U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit

AREAS OF FOCUS

PRACTICES
e Political Law
e Political Parties, Campaigns and Committees

e Political Law Litigation

BAR AND COURT ADMISSIONS

e lllinois
e U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit
e U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit

EDUCATION

e University of Michigan Law School, J.D., cum laude, 2011, Contributing Editor, University of Michigan Law Review

e Bowling Green State University, B.S.B.A., Accounting, magna cum laude , 2008

© 2015 Perkins Coie LLP
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Firm Name

Adams and Reese

Akerman

Akin Gump Strauss Hauer &

Feld

Allen Matkins Leck Gamble

Mallory & Natsis

Alston & Bird

Andrews Kurth

Archer & Greiner

Arent Fox

Location Average FTE

Attorneys

New Orleans, LA

Miami, FL

Washington, DC

Los Angeles, CA

Atlanta, GA

Houston, TX

Haddonfield, NJ

Washington, DC

318

523

809

181

789

337

194

330

Partner Billing
Rate High

$700.00

$880.00

$1220.00

$680.00

$875.00

$1090.00

$460.00

$860.00

Partner Billing

Rate Low

$305.00

$360.00

$615.00

$525.00

$495.00

$745.00

$330.00

$500.00

Partner Billing Rate |Associate
Billing Rate
High

$420.00

$535.00

$785.00

$615.00

$675.00

$890.00

$400.00

$650.00

$315.00

$465.00

$660.00

$575.00

$1090.00

$295.00

$595.00

Associate
Billing Rate

Low

$220.00

$205.00

$365.00

$280.00

$265.00

$200.00

$275.00

Associate Billing

Rate Avg

$270.00

$305.00

$525.00

$425.00

$670.00

$245.00

$395.00

Counsel
Low

Counsel
Avg

$500.00 $425.00

Counsel
High

$575.00

NLJ Billing Source

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Copyright 2014 ALM Media properties, LLC. All rights reserved.
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Arnall Golden Gregory

Arnold & Porter

Arnstein & Lehr

Baker & Hostetler

Baker & McKenzie

Baker, Donelson, Bearman,

Caldwell & Berkowitz

Ballard Spahr

Barnes & Thornburg

Benesch, Friedlander, Coplan

& Aronoff

Best Best & Krieger

Atlanta, GA

Washington, DC

Chicago, IL

Cleveland, OH

Chicago, IL

Memphis, TN

Philadelphia, PA

Indianapolis, IN

Cleveland, OH

Riverside, CA

140

720

144

798

4087

588

483

522

150

176

$520.00

$950.00

$595.00

$670.00

$1130.00

$495.00

$650.00

$580.00

$635.00

$655.00

$430.00

$670.00

$350.00

$275.00

$260.00

$340.00

$395.00

$330.00

$360.00

$340.00

$490.00

$815.00

$465.00

$449.00

$755.00

$400.00

$475.00

$480.00

$455.00

$455.00

$610.00

$350.00

$350.00

$925.00

$465.00

$495.00

$370.00

$475.00

$385.00

$345.00

$175.00

$210.00

$100.00

$245.00

$235.00

$260.00

$155.00

$235.00

$500.00

$250.00

$272.00

$395.00

$295.00

$315.00

$320.00

$280.00

$280.00

$439.83

$340.00

$595.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Copyright 2014 ALM Media properties, LLC. All rights reserved.
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Bingham McCutchen

Blank Rome

Bond, Schoeneck & King

Bowles Rice

Bracewell & Giuliani

Bradley Arant Boult

Cummings

Broad and Cassel

Brown Rudnick

Brownstein Hyatt Farber

Schreck

Bryan Cave

Boston, MA

Philadelphia, PA

Syracuse, NY

Charleston, WV

Houston, TX

Birmingham, AL

Orlando, FL

Boston, MA

Denver, CO

St. Louis, MO

795

447

198

140

a41

413

150

187

214

985

$1080.00

$940.00

$520.00

$285.00

$1125.00

$605.00

$465.00

$1045.00

$700.00

$900.00

$220.00

$445.00

$240.00

$165.00

$575.00

$325.00

$295.00

$650.00

$310.00

$410.00

$795.00

$640.00

$355.00

$230.00

$760.00

$430.00

$380.00

$856.00

$520.00

$620.00

$605.00

$565.00

$310.00

$180.00

$700.00

$340.00

$345.00

$595.00

$185.00

$175.00

$160.00

$115.00

$275.00

$200.00

$265.00

$220.00

$450.00

$350.00

$225.00

$360.00

$275.00

$135.00

$440.00

$260.00

$305.00

$405.00 $635.00 $355.00

$485.00

$865.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Buchalter Nemer

Burr & Forman

Butler Snow

Cadwalader, Wickersham &

Taft

Carlton Fields

Cole, Schotz, Meisel, Forman

& Leonard

Connell Foley

Cooley

Covington & Burling

Cozen O'Connor

Los Angeles, CA

Birmingham, AL

Ridgeland, MS

New York, NY

Tampa, FL

Hackensack, NJ

Roseland, NJ

Palo Alto, CA

Washington, DC

Philadelphia, PA

139

261

280

437

272

118

129

673

760

495

$695.00

$525.00

$335.00

$1050.00

$840.00

$730.00

$575.00

$990.00

$890.00

$1135.00

$475.00

$300.00

$235.00

$800.00

$455.00

$590.00

$275.00

$660.00

$605.00

$275.00

$605.00

$371.00

$302.00

$930.00

$600.00

$653.00

$425.00

$820.00

$780.00

$570.00

$375.00

$275.00

$750.00

$340.00

$325.00

$640.00

$565.00

$640.00

$350.00

$200.00

$395.00

$275.00

$200.00

$335.00

$320.00

$180.00

$365.00

$241.00

$605.00

$302.00

$265.00

$515.00

$415.00

$355.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Copyright 2014 ALM Media properties, LLC. All rights reserved.




ALMEEERY

2014 NLJ Billing Survey

Copyright © ALM Media Properties, LLC. All rights reserved.

ENCE

More business.

USCA Case #14-5151

Document #1570426

Filed: 08/28/2015

Page 39 of 51

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Curtis, Mallet-Prevost, Colt & New York, NY

Mosle

Davis Graham & Stubbs

Davis Polk & Wardwell

Debevoise & Plimpton

Dechert

Dentons

Dickstein Shapiro

Dinsmore & Shohl

DLA Piper

Dorsey & Whitney

Denver, CO

New York, NY

New York, NY

New York, NY

New York, NY

Washington, DC

Cincinnati, OH

New York, NY

Minneapolis, MN

323

145

810

595

845

2503

254

415

3962

501

$860.00

$635.00

$985.00

$1075.00

$1095.00

$1050.00

$1250.00

$850.00

$1025.00

$585.00

$730.00

$315.00

$850.00

$955.00

$670.00

$345.00

$590.00

$250.00

$450.00

$340.00

$800.00

$435.00

$975.00

$1055.00

$900.00

$700.00

$750.00

$411.00

$765.00

$435.00

$785.00

$350.00

$975.00

$760.00

$735.00

$685.00

$585.00

$365.00

$750.00

$510.00

$345.00

$200.00

$130.00

$120.00

$395.00

$210.00

$310.00

$160.00

$250.00

$215.00

$480.00

$255.00

$615.00

$490.00

$530.00

$425.00

$475.00

$238.00

$510.00

$315.00

$360.00

$150.00

$615.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Duane Morris

Edwards Wildman Palmer

Faegre Baker Daniels

Foley & Lardner

Foley Hoag

Fox Rothschild

Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver &

Jacobson

Frost Brown Todd

Gardere Wynne Sewell

Gibbons

Philadelphia, PA

Boston, MA

Minneapolis, MN

Milwaukee, WI

Boston, MA

Philadelphia, PA

New York, NY

Cincinnati, OH

Dallas, TX

Newark, NJ

613

540

673

844

221

531

450

414

218

201

$960.00

$765.00

$580.00

$860.00

$775.00

$750.00

$1100.00

$600.00

$775.00

$865.00

$415.00

$210.00

$355.00

$405.00

$590.00

$335.00

$930.00

$220.00

$430.00

$440.00

$589.00

$535.00

$455.00

$600.00

$670.00

$530.00

$1000.00

$387.00

$635.00

$560.00

$585.00

$415.00

$315.00

$470.00

$385.00

$500.00

$760.00

$315.00

$330.00

$475.00

$280.00

$245.00

$110.00

$210.00

$290.00

$245.00

$375.00

$150.00

$290.00

$295.00

$373.00

$325.00

$260.00

$335.00

$325.00

$310.00

$595.00

$234.00

$303.00

$360.00

$638.00

$417.00

$460.00

$350.00

$1015.00

$540.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher

Gordon Rees Scully

Mansukhani

Greenberg Traurig

Harris Beach

Harter Secrest & Emery

Haynes and Boone

Hogan Lovells

Holland & Hart

Holland & Knight

New York, NY

San Diego, CA

New York, NY

Rochester, NY

Rochester, NY

Dallas, TX

Washington, DC

Denver, CO

Washington, DC

Honigman Miller Schwartz and ' Detroit, M|

Cohn

1154

478

1690

198

132

483

2313

423

956

231

$1800.00

$475.00

$955.00

$400.00

$465.00

$1020.00

$1000.00

$725.00

$1085.00

$560.00

$765.00

$375.00

$535.00

$298.00

$300.00

$450.00

$705.00

$305.00

$355.00

$290.00

$980.00

$420.00

$763.00

$348.00

$385.00

$670.00

$835.00

$442.00

$625.00

$390.00

$930.00

$325.00

$570.00

$285.00

$290.00

$580.00

$425.00

$595.00

$225.00

$175.00

$285.00

$325.00

$175.00

$195.00

$310.00

$175.00

$210.00

$205.00

$590.00

$300.00

$470.00

$230.00

$250.00

$405.00

$277.00

$340.00

$220.00

$287.50

$363.00

$575.00

$175.00

$225.00

$420.00

$400.00

$535.00

$910.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Hughes Hubbard & Reed

Husch Blackwell

Ice Miller

Irell & Manella

Jackson Kelly

Jackson Lewis

Jackson Walker

Jeffer, Mangels, Butler &

Mitchell

Jenner & Block

Jones Day

New York, NY

St. Louis, MO

Indianapolis, IN

Los Angeles, CA

Charleston, WV

Los Angeles, CA

Dallas, TX

Los Angeles, CA

Chicago, IL

New York, NY

351

539

291

166

179

724

333

125

434

2464

$995.00

$785.00

$530.00

$975.00

$535.00

$440.00

$675.00

$875.00

$925.00

$975.00

$725.00

$250.00

$335.00

$800.00

$270.00

$310.00

$575.00

$560.00

$565.00

$445.00

$890.00

$449.00

$450.00

$890.00

$345.00

$380.00

$622.00

$690.00

$745.00

$745.00

$675.00

$440.00

$305.00

$750.00

$315.00

$315.00

$385.00

$550.00

$775.00

$365.00

$190.00

$245.00

$395.00

$200.00

$275.00

$255.00

$380.00

$205.00

$555.00

$275.00

$270.00

$535.00

$243.00

$290.00

$335.00

$465.00

$435.00

$418.00

$240.00

$625.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Jones Walker

Kasowitz, Benson, Torres &

Friedman

Katten Muchin Rosenman

Kaye Scholer

Kelley Drye & Warren

Kilpatrick Townsend &

Stockton

King & Spalding

Kirkland & Ellis

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear

Kramer Levin Naftalis &
Frankel

New Orleans, LA

New York, NY

Chicago, IL

New York, NY

New York, NY

Atlanta, GA

Atlanta, GA

Chicago, IL

Irvine, CA

New York, NY

363

372

612

392

293

561

874

1554

260

313

$425.00

$1195.00

$745.00

$1250.00

$815.00

$775.00

$995.00

$995.00

$810.00

$1100.00

$275.00

$600.00

$500.00

$725.00

$435.00

$400.00

$545.00

$590.00

$450.00

$745.00

$385.00

$835.00

$615.00

$860.00

$640.00

$550.00

$775.00

$825.00

$575.00

$921.00

$240.00

$625.00

$595.00

$795.00

$600.00

$475.00

$735.00

$715.00

$455.00

$815.00

$200.00

$200.00

$340.00

$370.00

$305.00

$315.00

$125.00

$235.00

$305.00

$515.00

$225.00

$340.00

$455.00

$597.00

$430.00

$385.00

$460.00

$540.00

$360.00

$675.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Lane Powell

Latham & Watkins

Lathrop & Gage

Lewis Roca Rothgerber

Lindquist & Vennum

Littler Mendelson

Lowenstein Sandler

Manatt, Phelps & Phillips

McCarter & English

McDermott Will & Emery

Seattle, WA

New York, NY

Kansas City, MO

Phoenix, AZ

Minneapolis, MN

San Francisco,

CA

Roseland, NJ

Los Angeles, CA

Newark, NJ

Chicago, IL

170

2060

283

228

178

1002

261

329

371

1021

$675.00

$1110.00

$700.00

$695.00

$600.00

$615.00

$990.00

$795.00

$625.00

$835.00

$375.00

$895.00

$285.00

$380.00

$460.00

$395.00

$600.00

$640.00

$450.00

$525.00

$516.00

$990.00

$420.00

$505.00

$520.00

$550.00

$765.00

$740.00

$530.00

$710.00

$425.00

$725.00

$375.00

$525.00

$470.00

$420.00

$650.00

$370.00

$260.00

$465.00

$195.00

$205.00

$275.00

$245.00

$300.00

$220.00

$331.00

$605.00

$250.00

$400.00

$365.00

$290.00

$450.00

$300.00

$477.00

$300.00

$650.00 National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney

& Carpenter

McGuireWoods

McKenna Long & Aldridge

Michael, Best & Friedrich

Miles & Stockbridge

Moore & Van Allen

Morgan, Lewis & Bockius

Morris, Manning & Martin

Morrison & Foerster

Nelson Mullins

Morristown, NJ

Richmond, VA

Atlanta, GA

Milwaukee, WI

Baltimore, MD

Charlotte, NC

Philadelphia, PA

Atlanta, GA

San Francisco,

CA

Columbia, SC

274

931

518

189

226

274

1363

148

1020

466

$560.00

$725.00

$650.00

$650.00

$740.00

$870.00

$765.00

$575.00

$1195.00

$800.00

$325.00

$450.00

$480.00

$235.00

$340.00

$315.00

$430.00

$400.00

$595.00

$250.00

$445.00

$595.00

$530.00

$445.00

$478.00

$490.00

$620.00

$480.00

$865.00

$444.00

$335.00

$525.00

$425.00

$425.00

$425.00

$430.00

$585.00

$725.00

$395.00

$200.00

$285.00

$375.00

$200.00

$230.00

$190.00

$270.00

$230.00

$215.00

$295.00

$360.00

$395.00

$283.00

$290.00

$280.00

$390.00

$525.00

$271.00

$419.00

$376.00

$225.00

$195.00

$695.00

$600.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Copyright 2014 ALM Media properties, LLC. All rights reserved.
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Nixon Peabody

Norris McLaughlin & Marcus

Norton Rose Fulbright

Nossaman

Nutter McClennen & Fish

Ogletree Deakins

O'Melveny & Myers

Orrick Herrington & Sutcliffe

Parker Poe Adams &

Bernstein

Paul Hastings

Boston, MA

Bridgewater, NJ

Houston, TX

Los Angeles, CA

Boston, MA

Atlanta, GA

Los Angeles, CA

New York, NY

Charlotte, NC

New York, NY

584

128

3537

148

146

668

721

954

185

889

$850.00

$505.00

$900.00

$800.00

$715.00

$650.00

$950.00

$1095.00

$500.00

$900.00

$295.00

$485.00

$525.00

$370.00

$470.00

$250.00

$615.00

$715.00

$425.00

$750.00

$520.00

$495.00

$775.00

$579.00

$575.00

$360.00

$715.00

$845.00

$450.00

$815.00

$550.00

$365.00

$515.00

$490.00

$460.00

$365.00

$375.00

$755.00

$180.00

$185.00

$300.00

$255.00

$295.00

$200.00

$710.00

$335.00

$300.00

$275.00

$400.00

$340.00

$375.00

$260.00

$560.00

$540.00

$495.00

$315.00

$735.00

$440.00

$230.00

$685.00

$550.00

$555.00

$850.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Copyright 2014 ALM Media properties, LLC. All rights reserved.
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton New York, NY

& Garrison

Pepper Hamilton

Perkins Coie

Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw

Pittman

Polsinelli

Proskauer Rose

Quarles & Brady

Quinn Emanuel Urquhart &

Sullivan

Reed Smith

Richards, Layton & Finger

Philadelphia, PA

Seattle, WA

Washington, DC

Kansas City, MO

New York, NY

Milwaukee, WI

New York, NY

Pittsburgh, PA

Wilmington, DE

854

510

861

591

616

712

422

673

1555

124

$1120.00

$950.00

$1000.00

$1070.00

$775.00

$950.00

$625.00

$1075.00

$890.00

$800.00

$760.00

$465.00

$330.00

$615.00

$325.00

$725.00

$425.00

$810.00

$605.00

$600.00

$1040.00

$645.00

$615.00

$865.00

$435.00

$880.00

$519.00

$915.00

$737.00

$678.00

$735.00

$525.00

$610.00

$860.00

$350.00

$675.00

$600.00

$675.00

$530.00

$465.00

$595.00

$280.00

$215.00

$375.00

$235.00

$295.00

$210.00

$320.00

$295.00

$350.00

$678.00

$390.00

$425.00

$520.00

$279.00

$465.00

$335.00

$410.00

$420.00

$414.00

$635.00

$376.00

$280.00

$300.00

$800.00

$450.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Copyright 2014 ALM Media properties, LLC. All rights reserved.
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Riker Danzig Scherer Hyland

& Perretti

Robinson & Cole

Rutan & Tucker

Saul Ewing

Schiff Hardin

Sedgwick

Seward & Kissel

Seyfarth Shaw

Sheppard Mullin Richter &

Hampton

Shumaker Loop & Kendrick

Morristown, NJ

Hartford, CT

Costa Mesa, CA

Philadelphia, PA

Chicago, IL

San Francisco,

CA

New York, NY

Chicago, IL

Los Angeles, CA

Toledo, OH

146

201

147

240

317

342

143

779

549

224

$495.00

$700.00

$675.00

$875.00

$615.00

$850.00

$860.00

$875.00

$595.00

$430.00

$295.00

$345.00

$375.00

$305.00

$625.00

$375.00

$490.00

$305.00

$455.00

$500.00

$490.00

$546.00

$425.00

$735.00

$610.00

$685.00

$413.00

$295.00

$445.00

$500.00

$590.00

$415.00

$475.00

$600.00

$505.00

$535.00

$330.00

$210.00

$215.00

$230.00

$225.00

$250.00

$250.00

$290.00

$225.00

$275.00

$160.00

$250.00

$300.00

$320.00

$344.00

$333.00

$325.00

$400.00

$365.00

$415.00

$256.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Copyright 2014 ALM Media properties, LLC. All rights reserved.
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Shutts & Bowen

Skadden, Arps, Slate,

Meagher & Flom

Snell & Wilmer

Spilman Thomas & Battle

Squire Patton Boggs

Sterne, Kessler, Goldstein &

Fox

Stevens & Lee

Stoel Rives

Strasburger & Price

Stroock & Stroock & Lavan

Miami, FL

New York, NY

Phoenix, AZ

Charleston, WV

Washington, DC

Reading, PA

Portland, OR

Dallas, TX

New York, NY

230

1664

411

131

122

154

365

217

285

$660.00

$1150.00

$845.00

$950.00

$795.00

$800.00

$800.00

$690.00

$1125.00

$250.00

$845.00

$325.00

$350.00

$450.00

$525.00

$300.00

$290.00

$675.00

$430.00

$1035.00

$525.00

$655.00

$577.00

$625.00

$492.00

$435.00

$960.00

$345.00

$845.00

$470.00

$530.00

$470.00

$465.00

$365.00

$840.00

$195.00

$340.00

$180.00

$250.00

$265.00

$205.00

$210.00

$350.00

$260.00

$620.00

$280.00

$355.00

$346.00

$287.00

$270.00

$549.00

$280.00

$483.57

$312.00

$475.00

$979.00

$215.00

$450.00

$280.00

$300.00

$745.00

$350.00

$520.00

$510.00

$690.00

$1095.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Location data not available
due to merger in 2014. Full-
time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Copyright 2014 ALM Media properties, LLC. All rights reserved.




ALMEEERY

2014 NLJ Billing Survey

Copyright © ALM Media Properties, LLC. All rights reserved.

ENCE

More business.

USCA Case #14-5151

Document #1570426

Filed: 08/28/2015

Page 50 of 51

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

Taft Stettinius & Hollister

Thompson & Knight

Thompson Coburn

Troutman Sanders

Ulmer & Berne

Varnum

Venable

Vinson & Elkins

Waller Lansden Dortch &

Davis

Weil, Gotshal & Manges

Cincinnati, OH

Dallas, TX

St. Louis, MO

Atlanta, GA

Cleveland, OH

Grand Rapids, Ml

Washington, DC

Houston, TX

Nashville, TN

New York, NY

357

290

317

567

178

133

533

650

178

1157

$535.00

$740.00

$510.00

$975.00

$415.00

$465.00

$1075.00

$770.00

$600.00

$1075.00

$285.00

$425.00

$330.00

$400.00

$315.00

$290.00

$470.00

$475.00

$350.00

$625.00

$415.00

$535.00

$440.00

$620.00

$380.00

$390.00

$660.00

$600.00

$460.00

$930.00

$475.00

$610.00

$350.00

$570.00

$575.00

$565.00

$335.00

$790.00

$200.00

$240.00

$220.00

$245.00

$295.00

$275.00

$190.00

$300.00

$285.00

$370.00

$270.00

$340.00

$430.00

$390.00

$245.00

$600.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report
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2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014

2014 Associate Class Billing Survey

White & Case

Wiley Rein

Williams Mullen

Willkie Farr & Gallagher

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale

and Dorr

Winston & Strawn

Wolff & Samson

Womble Carlyle Sandridge &

Rice

Wyatt Tarrant & Combs

New York, NY

Washington, DC

Richmond, VA

New York, NY

Washington, DC

Chicago, IL

West Orange, NJ

Winston-Salem,

NC

Louisville, KY

1895

277

233

526

988

822

125

492

202

$1050.00

$950.00

$410.00

$1090.00

$1250.00

$995.00

$450.00

$640.00

$500.00

$700.00

$550.00

$360.00

$790.00

$735.00

$650.00

$325.00

$470.00

$280.00

$875.00

$665.00

$385.00

$950.00

$905.00

$800.00

$400.00

$554.00

$418.00

$1050.00

$535.00

$350.00

$790.00

$695.00

$590.00

$450.00

$220.00

$320.00

$260.00

$350.00

$75.00

$425.00

$225.00

$525.00

$445.00

$295.00

$580.00

$290.00

$520.00

$340.00

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

National Law Journal,
December 2014

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Full-time equivalent (FTE)
attorneys at the firm and the
city of the firm’s largest U.S.
office as listed in the 2014
NLJ 350 report

Copyright 2014 ALM Media properties, LLC. All rights reserved.
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

State of Texas,
Appellant,

V.

United States of America, and
Eric H. Holder, in his official
capacity as Attorney General of the
United States,

Defendants, and

Wendy Davis, et al.,
Appellee-Intervenors.

No. 14-5151

DECLARATION OF GARY L. BLEDSOE

I, Gary Bledsoe, hereby declare as follows:

Page 2 of 12

1. I am the owner of The Bledsoe Law Firm, PLLC and co-counsel for

Defendant-Intervenor-Appellees Texas NAACP , Juanita Wallace, Bill

Lawson, Howard Jefferson, Ericka Cain, Nelson Linder and Reginald Lillie

(hereafter “Texas NAACP Intervenors”) in the above-captioned case. The

testimony set forth in this Declaration is based on first-hand knowledge,

about which I could and would testify competently in open court. This

Declaration is submitted in support of Intervenors’ Motion for Appellate

Attorneys’ Fees.
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2. Ibecame involved in this litigation in 2011 along with counsel from the
National NAACP and other experienced Voting Rights and Trial counsel to
represent the Texas NAACP Intervenors. After the district court awarded
three groups of Intervenors—including the Texas NAACP Intervenors
whom I represent—attorneys’ fees and expenses in this case, Jenner took the
lead in responding to Texas’s appeal of that decision before the D.C. Circuit.

3. Iam a National Board Member and State President of the NAACP, Board
Member of Texas Southern University and a litigator with the Bledsoe Law
Firm. During my tenure as a lawyer, I have won numerous awards such as a
Young Lawyer of the Year Award from the Austin Young Lawyer's
Association, a Texas Attorney General Lawyer of the Year Award, and lead
the Texas NAACP to receive awards such as the Juanita Jackson Mitchell
Award for Advocacy. I worked on voting rights cases as an Assistant
Attorney General and Special Assistant Attorney General, handled voting
rights cases in private practice involving Constables, Justices of the Peace,
the State Legislature and the United States Congress. I have represented the
Texas NAACP in litigation as well as 3 members of the United States
Congress, our current clients and a Galveston County Commissioner. I have
also handled Voter Identification Litigation as well. I helped lead efforts to

extend the Voting Rights Act back in 2006, and have participated in and
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coordinated many election protection efforts to protect voters as well as
many hearings to collect information on voter irregularities around the State.
I was an invited witness to testify in regards Voter Identification in the
Texas Senate back in 2011. I have filed briefs with the United States
Supreme Court and have argued a number of cases before the Sth Circuit
Court of Appeals and various Texas Appellate Courts. Currently I am the
Vice Chair of the National NAACP Legal Committee. I have co-authored a
number of amicus and other briefs before the United States Supreme Court
on civil rights issues including voting rights.

4.  Asthe Davis and Gonzales Intervenors had counsel that were experts in the
area and who practiced regularly before the D.C. Circuit, I agreed that they
should take the primary responsibility for handling the appellate briefing
though I would have the opportunity to have input in the brief. As a result, I
only spent a few hours to review the brief in order to provide input and/or
make an intelligent decision about whether changes were needed.

5. Iam attaching a copy of my Resume as Exhibit 1.

6.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 are time records for this appeal detailing the
time for which The Bledsoe Law Firm is seeking compensation.

7. Daily time records were not always kept in this matter but those that were

were eliminated by a technology problem. However, I have independent
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recollection of receiving and reviewing the briefs or motions herein
identified and have email documentation to confirm many of the actions
described in the attached time document.

8. The Bledsoe Law Firm requests the following hours for this litigation in
2014: Gary Bledsoe (1.80 hours). Bledsoe attorneys expended the following
hours in this litigation in 2015: Gary Bledsoe (4.5 hours), Alondra Johnson:
(0.5 hours).

9. Bledsoe normally charges for the services of its attorneys on the basis of
hourly rates. The lodestar calculation is made based upon reasonable hourly
rates for all current attorneys. The Bledsoe Law Firm is requesting $400 per
hour for the services of Gary L. Bledsoe. Bledsoe has been licensed since
1976. The rates for 2014 and 2015, the following rates were in effect: Gary
Bledsoe: $400, Alondra Johnson: $150. See attached resume of Alondra a
Johnson as Exhibit 3.

10. Applying these rates to the hours expended, Bledsoe seeks the following in
attorneys’ fees: 2014: Gary Bledsoe: $720.00.

11. Applying these rates to the hours expended, Bledsoe seeks the following in

attorneys’ fees: 2015: Gary Bledsoe: $1,800.00, Alondra Johnson: $75.00.
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12. In addition to the participation of Bledsoe’s attorneys, a Bledsoe paralegal,
Miranda Alvarez, provided assistance in preparing this declaration. In 2015,
Miranda Alvarez expended 1.5 hours.

13. Bledsoe normally charges for the services of its paralegals on the basis of
hourly rates. These rates change from year to year. For 2015, Miranda
Alvarei hourly rate was $55. These hourly rates are consistent with the
usual and customary hourly rates for such services.

14. Applying these rates to the hours Miranda Alvarez expended, Bledsoe seeks
the following in fees: 2015: Miranda Alvarez: $82.50.

15. Applying these rates to the hours expended, the Bledsoe Law Firm seeks the
following in attorneys’ fees in 2015: Bledsoe has spent two hours in
preparing input into this motion, conferring with Jenner and preparing and
reviewing documentation in this office. Bledsoe is billing $800 for his
efforts towards this motion.

16. The total fees sought by The Bledsoe Law Firm is $2,677.50.
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I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the
best of my knowledge and that this Declaration was prepared in Austin, Travi

County, Texas on August 28, 2015.

Gary L. Bledsoe
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Gary L. Bledsoe
316 W. 12 Street, Suite 307
Austin, Texas 78701
(512) 322-9992 (phone)
(512) 322-0840 (fax)

Married
Alberta Phillips, an Editorial Writer, with 2 children
Education

UT Austin 1973, Honors and Special Departmental Honors in Government
UT Austin School of Law 1976, Permanent Class President

Employment

Assistant City Attorney, City of Austin 1976 to 1979 (1% African-American)
Assistant Attorney General, State of Texas 1979 to 1994

Special Assistant Attorney General 1993 to 1994

Private Practice of Law from January 1994 to 2013

St. Mary’s University School of Law Professor

Partner, Potter Bledsoe, LLP 2013 to July 2015

Owner, The Bledsoe Law Firm, PLLC August 2015 to Present

Legal Awards

Attorney General Lawyer of the Year Award

Travis County Bar Association Young Lawyer of the Year Award

Juanita Mitchell Advocacy Award by National NAACP (2)

National NAACP State President of Year 1998

Riverside General Hospital Hall of Fame

Congressional Award for work to Extend Voting Rights Act in 2006

DeWitty Award for contributions to Civil Rights in Austin

Leland Award for contributions to Civil Rights in Texas from Houston NAACP

Select Important Cases Worked On That May Help To Make A Social
Difference

LULAC v. Perry redistricting litigation from 2003
2011 Redistricting Litigation in San Antonio and Washington, D.C. (including
appeal to the United States Supreme Court)
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Crutch v. Commissioner Robert Scott I (after State’s appeal now pending in Travis
County)

Crutch v. Commissioner Robert Scott II (after State’s appeal now pending in
Travis County)

Morrison v. Texas Workforce Commission (after State’s appeal now pending in
Travis County)

Cedar Avenue Litigation in Western District of Texas regarding police use of
excessive force

Voter ID litigation in DC District Court

National NAACP Predatory Lending Litigation in Los Angeles, California
Desegregation Litigation involving the Tyler Independent School District and the
Midland Independent School District

Single Member District Litigation in Galveston County for Constable and Justice
of the Peace Precincts

Special Master in Environmental Litigation in Ector County

Activities

President Austin NAACP 1987 to 1991

President Texas NAACP 1991 to Present

Chairperson Travis County Democratic Party 1991 to 1994

Member National Board of Directors NAACP 2003 to present
Member Texas Southern University Advisory Committee 2007
Member Texas Southern University Board of Regents 2007 to present
Knights and Ladies of St. Peter Claver, Member

Chairperson for National NAACP Housing Committee

Primary Drafter of NAACP Predatory Lending Principles
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Rate

08/26/2015 00036-Texas NAACP Draft and revise the Declaration Miranda Alvarez $55.00 $82.50
1.50
08/26/2015 -Texa ACTIVITIES: Draft/revise: Declaration Alondra Johnson $150.00 $75.00
0.50
08/26/2015 -Texas NAACP Input on Drafting of Motion —as Indicated in the Gary Bledsoe $400.00 $600.00
Declaration
1.50
01/09/2015  00036-Texas NAACP Review Brief, Email Co-Counsel and Provide input Gary Bledsoe $400.00 $1,000.00
on Brief
2.50
01/05/2015 00036-Texas NAACP Confer with Robert Notzon and review brief Gary Bledsoe $400.00 $200.00
0.50
10/24/2014 -Texas NAACP Confer with Co-counsel and review joint response Gary Bledsoe $400.00 $200.00
0.50
10/11/2014 - T N Confer with Counsel and review response in Gary Bledsoe $400.00 $200.00
Opposition
0.50
06/24/2014  00036-Texas NAACP Review and Send email Communications to co- Gary Bledsoe $400.00 $320.00

counsel regarding Texas Motion to Stay Fees

8.30 $2,677.50
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Alondra G. Johnson
316 W. 12t Street, Suite 307
Austin, Texas 78701
(512) 322-9992 (phone)
(512) 322-0840 (fax)

Education

Texas Tech University School of Law
Doctor of Jurisprudence
Certificate of Excellence in Legal Research
Law and Science Certificate Program, Concentration in Energy Law

Texas Tech University Graduate School
Master of Public Administration, Emphasis on Public Policy Analysis

The University of Texas at Austin
Bachelor of Arts - Government, Mexican American Studies, Spanish, magna cum laude
The McCombs School of Business, Business Foundations Certificate

Legal Experience
Associate Attorney — The Bledsoe Law Firm, PLLC (August 2015 — Present)

Associate Attorney — Potter Bledsoe, LLP (August 2014 — August 2015)
Represented clients before courts and administrative agencies in the area of Civil Rights with an
emphasis on Employment Law including cases involving discrimination, retaliation, and sexual
harassment. Also handled cases in the areas of Education, Voting Rights, and misdemeanor
criminal matters.

Pro Bono Attorney — American Gateways (February 2014 — Present)

Provides free, high quality legal services to immigrants, including victims of crime seeking U-
Visas to obtain legal immigration status subsequent to cooperating with law enforcement.

Pro Bono Attorney — Texas RioGrande Legal Aide (2013 —2014)
Provided free high quality legal services to Texans with low-income. Interviewed clients,

assisted with litigation related activities, and helped develop cases. Conducted legal research.
Worked at evening Legal Advice and Intake Clinics for Low Income Individuals.

Trained Mediator - Lubbock County Office of Dispute Resolution (2013)

Mediated cases involving divorces and child custody, as well as misdemeanor criminal offenses.
Conducted Juvenile Mediations to aid juveniles, their families, and the other involved parties.
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Law Clerk — Disability Rights Texas (2012-2013)
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Drafted administrative complaints on behalf of persons with disabilities against employers,
schools, hospitals, doctor’s offices, and businesses and submitted them to the United States
Department of Justice. Drafted discovery requests and responses. Researched law relating to
accessibility, reasonable accommodations, service animal presence, and accessible medical
equipment for persons with mobility impairments. Research resulted in settlements favorable to
clients. Communicated with clients about case facts and counseled them on their cases.

Law Clerk - Chief Justice Brian Quinn - Seventh Court of Appeals of Texas (2011)

Conducted legal research and drafted memoranda related to appeals including murder, arson,
usury, and premises liability. Edited drafts and engaged in conferences and discussions with the

Chief Justice regarding pending appeals.
Licenses

State Bar of Texas
Western District of Texas (Pro Hac Vice)

Language Skills

Fluent in speaking, reading, and writing Spanish.

Professional Memberships

State Bar of Texas
Texas Trial Lawyers Association
American Bar Association

Activities

Executive Committee, Black Austin Democrats
Life Member, Texas Exes

Life Member, Texas NAACP

Member, Austin Black Lawyers Association
Member, Austin Lawyers Guild

References

Available upon request.
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

State of Texas,
Appellant,

V. No. 14-5151

United States of America, and
Eric H. Holder, in his official
capacity as Attorney General of the
United States,

Defendants, and

Wendy Davis, et al.,
Appellee-Intervenors.

DECLARATION OF ROBERT NOTZON

I, Robert Notzon, hereby declare as follows:

1. I am the owner of The Law Office of Robert S. Notzon and co-counsel for
Defendant-Intervenor-Appellees Texas NAACP , Juanita Wallace, Bill
Lawson, Howard Jefferson, Ericka Cain, Nelson Linder and Reginald Lillie
(hereafter “Texas NAACP Intervenors”) in the above-captioned case. The
testimony set forth in this Declaration is based on first-hand knowledge,
about which I could and would testify competently in open court. This
Declaration is submitted in support of Intervenors’ Motion for Appellate

Attorneys’ Fees.
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2. Ibecame involved in this litigation in 2011 along with counsel from the
National NAACP and other experienced Voting Rights and Trial counsel to
represent the Texas NAACP Intervenors. After the district court awarded
three groups of Intervenors—including the Texas NAACP Intervenors
whom I represent—attorneys’ fees and expenses in this case, Jenner took the
lead in responding to Texas’s appeal of that decision before the D.C. Circuit.

3. Iam the Legal Redress Committee Chairman for the Texas State Conference
of NAACP Branches and have been since 2000. I have worked with the
NAACP since my first year of law school in the summer of 1994. 1 have
been a solo practice attorney since graduating from the University of Texas
School of Law in 1996; over 18 years. I am licensed to practice in five
federal district courts, two appellate courts, and the Supreme Court of the
United States. The primary focus of my practice is plaintiff’s employment
law, however, I have represented the NAACP in each of its voting rights
cases against the State of Texas since 2001, which amount to over six
actions, some of which are ongoing. As the Davis and Gonzales Intervenors
had counsel that were experts in the area and who practiced regularly before
the D.C. Circuit, I agreed that they should take the primary responsibility for
handling the appellate briefing though I would have the opportunity to have

input in the brief. As a result, [ only spent a few hours to review the brief in
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order to provide input and/or make an intelligent decision about whether
changes were needed.

4.  Iam attaching a copy of my Resume as Exhibit 1.

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 are time records for this appeal detailing the
time for which I am seeking compensation.

6.  Daily time records were not always kept in this matter. However, | have
independent recollection of receiving and reviewing the briefs or motions
herein identified and have email documentation to confirm many of the
actions described in the attached time document.

7.  Irequest four (4) hours for this appellate action.

8.  Inormally charge for my attorney’s fees on the basis of hourly rates. The
lodestar calculation is made based upon reasonable hourly rates for all
current attorneys. The rate for 2014 and 2015 for me are $350.00 per hour.

9.  Applying these rates to the four (4) hours expended, Notzon seeks $1400.00.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the
best of my knowledge and that this Declaration was prepared in Austin, Travis

County, Texas on August 28, 2015.

/s/ Robert Notzon
Robert Notzon
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Law Office of Robert S. Notzon

Robert@NotzonLaw.com
1502 West Avenue telephone (512) 474-7563
Austin, Texas 78701 facsimile (512) 852-4788

Resume-2015
Professional:

Licensed January 1997 in the State of Texas. Also licensed to practice in these Federal Courts:
Supreme Court of the United States; Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals; D.C. Court of Appeals;
Western, Eastern, Southern, and Northern Districts of Texas; and the D.C. Federal District
Court Bars.

Solo-Practitioner Jan. 1997 to the present

Over 90% of practice centers on Civil Rights Litigation: Title VII of the Civil Rights Act,
Voting Rights Act, FLSA, FMLA, EPA, ADEA, Texas Whistleblower Act, First
Amendment Retaliation, and the TCHRA.

Cases against the following entities: State of Texas, US Postal Service, USDA, IBM, BP,
HP, AT&T, PriceWaterhouseCoopers, Applied Materials, AMD, Flextronics, Univision,
Dell Computer, Numerous Texas State Agencies (UTAustin, UTAustin Law School, DPS,
TYC, UIL, TCHR, TWC-CRD), City of Austin, City of San Augustine, Travis County,
TEKSystems, Broadwing Communications, Martin-Decker Totco, Capital Metro Transit,
Startran, AustinISD, Round RockISD, TCAD, City of Kyle, CommUnityCare, Accenture,
DelValleISD, Marble Falls Head Start, LexingtonISD, TML, TMLIRP, JCI, Dillards, City
of Sherman, Seton Family of Hospitals, Frost National Bank, and others.

Education:
JD 1996 University of Texas School of Law
Oveta Culp-Hobby Scholarship Recipient
Thurgood Marshall Legal Society (Local BLSA Chapter)
Chicano and Hispanic Law Students Association
Texas Law Fellow — Sum. 1994, Texas N.A.A.C.P.

MPAf 1996  University of Texas L.B.J. School of Public Affairs
BE-Chem.Eng. 1985 Vanderbilt University
Volunteer Work:

N.A.A.C.P. volunteer 1994 through present.

N.A.A.C.P. Texas Legal Redress Comm. Chair and Co-Chair, 2000 through the present.

N.A.A.C.P. Awards: Thurgood Marshall Legal Advocacy Award 2005, Foot Soldiers’ Award
Recipient 2002, Certificate of Appreciation 2001, Torchbearer Award Recipient 1999

Consistently provide more than 100 hours of volunteer legal services annually to the
N.A.A.C.P., L.UL.A.C,, and individuals in need of assistance

Seminar presenter for the NAACP State and National Conventions, Lift Every Voice and Vote

Pro Bono work totaling more than a month’s billable time toward the Texas Redistricting
litigation in 2001, 2003, and 2011-15 and Voter ID litigation in 2011-15 on behalf of the
Texas N.A.A.C.P.

Pro Bono work on the Slavery Reparations litigation in September 2002-04

Biography:

Born in Dallas, Texas, raised in San Antonio, Texas. Traveled internationally for 8 years after
undergraduate degree. Married 18 years. Wife, Mary Anne, is my office/life manager.
Two children: Bacio-17 yrs old and Ulan-14 yrs old.
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Attorney's Fees for Robert Notzon on behalf of NAACP on DC Appeal

Date Tasks Time Fee Balance
discussion w/ Bledsoe and co-counsel re our response to
10/11/14 Texas and review of proposed filing 0.75 $262.50 $262.50
10/24/14 further review of proposed response in opposition 0.5 $175.00 $437.50
discussion w/ Bledsoe and review and editing draft appellee
1/5/15 brief 1 $350.00 $787.50
further review and editing of draft appellee brief and
1/9/15 discussion w/ Bledsoe and co-counsel 1.75 $612.50 $1,400.00

Total: $1,400.00
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