IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

GEORCGE J. RAYL, et al : CIVIL ACTION
V.

GENERAL ELECTRI C COVPANY, :
et al : NO. 96-3451

VEMORANDUM AND ORDER

SHAPI RO, J. JUNE 25, 1997

Pendi ng before the court is plaintiffs' Suppl enental
Petition for Attorneys' Fees and Costs in a class action under
Fed. R Gv. P. 23(b)(2) and 23(b)(3). On April 30, 1997, the
court approved a stipulation of settlenent and dism ssal with
prejudi ce and al so approved plaintiffs' petition for attorneys'
fees and costs.

Plaintiffs' counsel were awarded attorneys' fees and

costs as foll ows:

Smol ow & Landi s $31, 815. 00

(including Vincent Guarna, Esq.)

Ri chard Keen, Esq. 20, 385. 00

Rei mbur senment of costs

to Snol ow & Landi s 412.72

to Richard Keen, Esqg. 24.75
$52, 637. 47

Plaintiffs' counsel had originally sought an estimated
addi tional 40.5 hours for hours expended after March 21, 1997, to
bring the case to a conclusion. The court declined to award
estimated future tine because it seenmed excessive and unnecessary

if a supplenental petition for actual tine expended were



permtted. Therefore, the court's final judgnent provided:

Plaintiffs' counsel may submt no |ater than

May 31, 1997, a supplenental petition for

counsel fees and costs and acconpanyi ng

affidavits docunmenting their final work in

this action.

Def endant objects to an award of tinme at counsels’
regular hourly rates after the date court approved the
settlement; it asserts there was no benefit conferred on the
class after that date. Defendant also objects to granting
plaintiffs' supplenental fee petition because, if granted, the
counsel fees will exceed the total class recovery, even though
the class action was settled on a basis fully conpensatory to the
cl ass.

A problem arises because plaintiffs' petition was
clearly stated to cover tinme only until March 21, 1997, but the
court reasonably understood the petition to cover all tinme prior
to the April 30, 1997, hearing and considered its award adequate
for all actual tinme expended prior to the date of the hearing.
The court contenpl ated a nodest suppl enental petition for
adm ni strative activities in inplenmenting the settlenent.

The pendi ng suppl enental petition covers all attorney
time since March 21, 1997, rather than April 30, 1997. |If the
petition is granted in full, the total fees would anmount to

$60, 456. 50, when the present value of the settlenment according to

plaintiff's counsel is no nmore than $53,317.90. ' The actual tine
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Def endant avers it will contribute only $21, 243. 56.
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now clainmed is al nost precisely the anobunt estinmated in the prior
subm ssion; that anmobunt was deened excessive by the court on the
date of the hearing. |In the circunstances, the court is
justified in considering its prior award adequate for all tine
expended prior to the hearing on April 30, 1997,
The time expended by attorneys Snol ow and Keen after

the hearing was for mnisterial acts related to class
adm ni stration, except for attendance at the settlenment approval
heari ng. No fees wll be awarded attorneys Snol ow and Keen for
time spent conferring with each other, review ng each other's
work, or correcting msinformation to class nenbers, as these
activities did not benefit the class. The court has reduced tine
expended for preparing the fee petition as grossly excessive.

Fees will be awarded to attorneys Snol ow and Keen only at
their hourly rates of $275 and $150 respectively.

Ronal d Jay Snol ow, Esq.

Settl enent hearing 2.0
Communi cating with class nenbers 0.5
Preparing suppl enental fee petition 2.0

4.5 hours at $275 = $1, 237.50

Ri chard A. Keen, Esq.

Settl enent Hearing 2.0
Communi cation with C ass Menbers 0.5

2.5 hours at $150 = $375. 00

$1,612.50

Plaintiffs' counsel clains $253.94 in costs. Def endant

chal | enges the sum expended for ERI SA research after the class



action settlenment hearing. However, the bill was paid in May for
March research prior to the hearing, so the full anount clai ned
wi |l be awarded. Although the court can think of no need for
counsel to have used delivery services faster and nore expensive
than the U S. mail, these suns were not chall enged by defendants.
Costs will be awarded in the anmount of $253.94. No further fee
petition will be considered, as the total fees awarded are now
reasonabl e and adequat e.
IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVANI A

GEORCGE J. RAYL, et al : ClVIL ACTION
V.
GENERAL ELECTRI C COVPANY, et al : NO. 96-3451
ORDER
AND NOW this day of June, 1997, upon consideration

of Plaintiffs' Supplenental Petition for Attorneys' Fees and

Costs, and defendants' objections thereto, it is ORDERED that:
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1. For time expended on behalf of the class, Plaintiffs'

counsel are awarded the foll ow ng anounts:

Ronal d Jay Snol ow, Esg. $1, 237.50
Ri chard A. Keen, Esq. $375. 00
$1,612.50
2. Plaintiffs' counsel are awarded costs: $253. 94.
3. No further fee petition will be considered.
J.



