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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

 
 

 
STEPHEN IDE, et al., on behalf of themselves 
and all others similarly situated, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 

v. 
 

BRITISH AIRWAYS, PLC (UK), 
 

Defendant. 
 

  
Case No. 1:20-cv-03542-JMF 
 
DECLARATION OF ADAM POLK 
IN SUPPORT OF PLAINITFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS’ FEES, 
COSTS, AND CLASS 
REPRESENTATIVE SERVICE 
AWARDS 
 

 

I, Adam Polk, hereby declare as follows: 

1. I am one of the attorneys for Plaintiffs and the Settlement Class in the above-

captioned matter. 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Attorneys’ Fees, 

Costs, and Class Representative Service Awards. 

I. CLASS COUNSEL’S EXPERIENCE 

3. I am a partner of Girard Sharp LLP (“Girard Sharp”). I am a member in good 

standing of the bar of the State of California, and I am admitted to the United States District Court 

for the Northern District of California and many other district courts throughout the country. 

4. I am admitted in this Court pro hac vice with respect to this matter. 

5. Girard Sharp LLP is a national litigation firm that serves individuals, institutions 

and business clients in cases involving antitrust, securities, consumer protection, privacy, and 

whistleblower laws. Girard Sharp is distinguished as a Tier 1 law firm for plaintiffs’ mass tort and 

class action litigation by U.S. News & World Report and has been included on its list of “Best 
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Law Firms” from 2013 to 2022. The National Law Journal (NLJ) also named Girard Sharp to its 

elite “Plaintiffs’ Hot List,” a selection of top U.S. plaintiffs’ firms recognized for wins in high-

profile cases. Girard Sharp has been selected as counsel following competitive application 

processes by such clients as the California Teachers’ Retirement System, the California Public 

Employees’ Retirement System, and the Kansas Public Employees’ Retirement System. Girard 

Sharp’s past clients include Allianz Life Insurance Company and Fireman’s Fund Insurance 

Company. A copy of the firm’s resume is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

6. Girard Sharp specializes in class action litigation in courts throughout the United 

States. The firm brought to this case many years of experience in complex litigation, and 

specialized knowledge of consumer class action cases that was critical to obtaining the Settlement 

before the Court. Girard Sharp has led cases in a range of subject matter areas, including securities, 

antitrust, products liability, consumer finance, predatory lending, life sciences, sexual abuse, and 

civil rights. Some representative cases illustrating the scope of Girard Sharp’s experience are: 

 Bentley v. LG Electronics U.S.A., Inc., No. 2:19-cv-13554-MCA-MAH (D.N.J.). Girard 
Sharp served as co-lead counsel representing consumers who paid premium prices for LG 
refrigerators prone to stop cooling, resulting in spoiled food and medicine, due to a 
malfunctioning linear compressor part. Under the settlement, every refrigerator owner 
could receive several thousand dollars in compensation and a five-year extended warranty 
covering the full cost of repairs for cooling failures, and those without documentation could 
recover up to $450. U.S. District Judge Madeline Cox Arleo noted that “the settlement is 
available to over a million and a half Americans who purchased allegedly defective 
refrigerators; there is absolutely no -- there is no cap on the award that a claimant can get. 
Claimants will be made whole, plus the additional warranty.” 

 
 In re USC Student Health Center Litigation, No. 2:18-cv-04258-SVW (C.D. Cal.). Girard 

Sharp served as co-lead class counsel in an action brought by women alleging Dr. George 
Tyndall sexually assaulted them and that USC and the Board of Trustees of USC failed to 
respond appropriately to Dr. Tyndall’s misconduct. Along with co- lead counsel, Girard 
Sharp negotiated a settlement finally approved in 2020 that created a $215 million fund 
and required USC to adopt and implement procedures to identify and prevent sexual 
misconduct. 
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 In re Lehman Brothers Holdings Securities & ERISA Litigation, No. 09-MD-2017 
(S.D.N.Y.). Girard Sharp was appointed to the executive committee charged with 
managing MDL proceedings arising out of the collapse of Lehman Brothers Holdings, Inc., 
th largest bankruptcy in American history. Girard Sharp also served as class counsel for a 
certified class of retail investors in Lehman-issued principal protection notes sold by UBS 
Financial Services, Inc. The Lehman litigation yielded recoveries of $735 million. 
 

 In re Lenovo Adware Litigation, MDL No. 2624 (N.D. Cal.). Girard Sharp served as colead 
counsel for a class of computer purchasers whose online activities were surreptitiously 
monitored by pre-installed software that degraded the computers’ performance, operating 
continuously in the background as it analyzed browsing activity and injected ads into 
visited webpages. The court certified a nationwide indirect purchaser class for trial, 2016 
WL 6277245 (N.D. Cal. Oct. 27, 2016), and the case then settled favorably for class 
members. 
 

 Corona v. Sony Pictures Entertainment, No. 2:14-cv-09600-RGK-SH (C.D. Cal.). Girard 
Sharp served as co-lead counsel in a class action brought on behalf of current and former 
employees of Sony Pictures Entertainment following a cyberattack attributed to North 
Korean intelligence as retaliation for release of the film The Interview. In April 2016, the 
court approved a class settlement that reimbursed losses and provided extended credit 
monitoring—a structure adopted in many subsequent data breach settlements. 
 

 Paeste v. Government of Guam, No. 1:11-cv-00008 (D. Guam). Girard Sharp obtained a 
permanent injunction against the government of Guam requiring the timely payment of 
refunds of the Guam Territorial Income Tax. The plaintiffs challenged the government’s 
refund program, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983, as a violation of equal protection and 
asserted claims under the Organic Act of Guam. The Ninth Circuit affirmed the district 
court’s orders, rejecting Guam’s sovereign immunity and subject matter jurisdiction 
arguments. 798 F.3d 1228 (9th Cir.), cert. denied, 579 U.S. 928 (2016). 
 
7. Further information concerning my experiences and that of the other attorneys at 

Girard Sharp that worked on this matter is included in Girard Sharp’s firm resume. See Exhibit 

A.  

II. SUMMARY OF WORK PERFORMED 

8. Girard Sharp is representing Plaintiffs and class members in this case on a pure 

contingency basis. In pursuing these claims, the firm risked the outlay of substantial time and 

outof-pocket expenses with no guarantee of recovery. We recognized that the litigation against 

British Airways would be lengthy and hard fought, and defended by sophisticated and experienced 
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counsel, heightening the risk of being uncompensated. Professional time that Girard Sharp 

devoted to this case would otherwise have been spent on other matters. 

9. Girard Sharp has staffed projects necessary to the successful outcome of this matter 

with attorneys and staff according to their skills and expertise, and sought to avoid duplication 

and other inefficiencies in prosecuting the case. All work reflected in the lodestar was performed 

for the benefit of the class. 

10. I led the Girard Sharp team working on this case. I have represented Plaintiffs in 

class action litigation at Girard Sharp since 2013, when I started as an associate before becoming 

a partner in 2017. I have since served as lead or co-lead counsel in several cases in a wide range 

of class actions.  

11. I currently serve as co-lead counsel in In re Subaru Battery Drain Litigation (an 

ongoing consumer protection action concerning defective batteries in Subaru vehicles); and In re 

Maxar Technologies Inc. Shareholder Litigation (an action alleging violations of the Securities 

Act of 1933). I also serve as part of the co-lead counsel teams in In re California Gasoline Spot 

Market Antitrust Litigation (an antitrust class action alleging manipulation of the spot market for 

gasoline in California); and In re Pacific Fertility Center Litigation (a product defect mass action 

related to the alleged failure of an IVF tank holding human eggs and embryos); In re PFA 

Insurance Marketing Litigation (a consumer protection class action alleging the unfair and 

deceptive sale of life insurance).  

12. Recently, I served as part of the trial team in the first In re Pacific Fertility Center 

Litigation trial. In a landmark result, the jury awarded approximately $15 million for the loss of 

four families’ eggs and embryos. I also served on the lead counsel teams in several recent cases 

that resolved favorably for my clients, including Bentley v. LG Electronics U.S.A., Inc. and 
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Sosenko v. LG Electronics U.S.A., Inc. (class actions alleging that LG’s refrigerators are defective 

and prone to premature failure); and In re Nexus 6P Products Liability Litigation and Weeks v. 

Google LLC (two consumer class actions against Google relating to defective mobile phones, 

which resolved for a combined $17 million).  

13. I am the former chair of the American Bar Association’s Class Action and 

Derivative Suits committee, where I was and continue to be a frequent contributor of written and 

verbal content regarding emerging issues in class action litigation. I am the current co-chair of the 

American Bar Association’s National Institute on Class Actions. 

14. I was elected in 2021 as a Fellow of the American Bar Foundation. I have been 

selected by his peers as a Northern California Super Lawyer or Rising Star every year since 

2013. National Trial Lawyers has recognized me as a “Top 40 Under 40” attorney every year 

since 2019, and named me one of the Top 25 Class Action Trial Lawyers in California in 2022. I 

was named to Best Lawyers’ “Ones to Watch” list in 2021 and 2022, and honored in 2022 as 

a “Rising Star of the Plaintiffs Bar” by the National Law Journal. 

15. Scott Grzenczyk. Scott, a partner at Girard Sharp, is a key member of the co-lead 

counsel teams in numerous antitrust cases, including In re Google Digital Advertising Antitrust 

Litigation and In re California Gasoline Spot Market Antitrust Litigation. He has helped to 

achieve precedent-setting recoveries, including a $104.75 million settlement shortly before trial 

in a case concerning the prescription drug Lidoderm. He plays a central role in the end-payors’ 

efforts in In re Generic Pharmaceuticals Antitrust Litigation and In re Xyrem Antitrust 

Litigation, as well as the recently-settled In re Restasis Antitrust Litigation, in which he led the 

end-payors’ successful bid to obtain class certification. Scott also serves on the co-lead counsel 

team in In re JUUL Labs, Inc. Marketing, Sales Practices, and Products Liability Litigation, and 
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has taken primary responsibility for legal briefing and discovery related to the plaintiffs’ class 

action claims. He has a track record of successfully representing consumers, including car and 

cell phone purchasers, in cases involving fraud and unfair business practices. Among other cases, 

Scott led the firm’s litigation efforts in a class action filed by native inhabitants of Guam bringing 

due process and equal protection claims against the government of Guam. In addition to his work 

in the courts, Scott serves in the leadership of the Antitrust Section of the American Bar 

Association, and regularly speaks and writes on discovery and antitrust issues.  

16. Tom Watts. Tom, an associate at Girard Sharp, plays a key role in the end-payors’ 

efforts in In re Generic Pharmaceuticals Antitrust Litigation and In re Xyrem Antitrust 

Litigation, as well as the recently-settled In re Restasis Antitrust Litigation, in which he led 

summary judgment briefing efforts, as well as a number of discovery and privilege disputes. He 

has also played a key role in several securities cases, including California State Teachers’ 

Retirement System v. Allergan and In re Maxar Technologies, Inc. Shareholder Litigation in New 

Jersey and California state court, respectively.  

17. In performing work on this case, Girard Sharp’s attorneys and staff expended 

594.90 hours for a total lodestar of $445,035.00. The firm’s attorneys and staff kept detailed 

contemporaneous records of the time they spent on this litigation. In auditing our time, Girard 

Sharp exercised billing judgment to eliminate any inefficiency or duplication. 

18. The following chart identifies the attorneys and professional support staff of Girard 

Sharp who worked on this matter, their positions, hours worked, hourly rate, and corresponding 

lodestar that has been billed: 
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Name Position Years of 
Experience  

Hourly Rate Hours 
Worked 

Lodestar 

Adam Polk Partner 12 $975.00 87.8 $85,605.00 
Scott Grzenczyk Partner 11 $925.00 90.8 $83,990.00 
Tom Watts Associate 7 $825.00 265.5 $219,037.50 
Jimmy 
Richardson 

Associate 11 $575.00 60.5 $34,787.50 

Jessica Cook Law 
Clerk/ 
Associate 

1 $225.00/$425.00 6.6/5 
(11.6 
total) 

$3,610.00 

Cole Limbach Litigation 
Assistant 

1 $225.00 46.7 $10,507.50 

Molly Kernan Litigation 
Assistant 

0 $225.00 20.1 $4,522.50 

Anne-Michele 
von Goetz 

Case 
Manager 

22 $250.00 11.9 $2,975.00 

   Total 594.90 $445,035.00 

 
19. To assist the Court in evaluating the reasonableness of the hours billed by Class 

Counsel, the following tables summarize the work performed by attorneys and professional 

support staff of Class Counsel to correlate that time to the major tasks of the litigation:1 

Preliminary Investigation, Draft and Filing Initial Class Action 
Complaint, and Other Case Initiation Proceedings 
 

Name Rate Hours Lodestar 
Adam Polk $975.00 19.2 $18,720.00  
Scott Grzenczyk  $925.00 1.1 $1,017.50  
Tom Watts $825.00 16.9 $13,942.50  
Anne-Michele 
von Goetz 

$250.00 6.9 
$1,725.00  

Cole Limbach $225.00 2.7 $607.50  
 TOTALS: 46.8 $36,012.50 

 
Court Proceedings After Filing of Complaint and Prior to Settlement Including 

Briefing Motion to Dismiss 
 

Name Rate Hours Lodestar 
Adam Polk $975.00 5.4 $5,265.00  
Scott Grzenczyk $925.00 32.5 $30,062.50  
Tom Watts $825.00 68.4 $56,430.00  

 
1 Detailed time records are available on upon request. 
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Jimmy 
Richardson 

$575.00 60.5 
$34,787.50  

Jessica Cook $225.00 6.6 $1,485.00  
Anne-Michele 
von Goetz 

$250.00 5.0 
$1,250.00  

Cole Limbach $225.00 4.9 $1,102.50  
 TOTALS: 183.30 $130,382.50 

 
Putative Class Member Interviews and Analysis 

 
Name Rate Hours Lodestar 
Scott Grzenczyk $925.00 .2 $185.00  
Cole Limbach $225.00 39.1 $8,797.50  
Molly Kearnan  $225.00 20.1 $4,522.50  
 TOTALS: 59.4 $13,505.00 

 
Discovery 

 
Name Rate Hours Lodestar 
Adam Polk $975.00 .7 $682.50 
Scott Grzenczyk $925.00 32.3 $29,877.50 
Tom Watts $825.00 106.6 $87,945.00 
 TOTALS: 139.60 $118,505.00 

 
Mediation and Settlement Negotiation 

 
Name Rate Hours Lodestar 
Adam Polk $975.00 55.7 $54,307.50 
Scott Grzenczyk $925.00 23.9 $22,107.50  
Tom Watts $825.00 39.1 $32,257.50  
Jessica Cook $425.00 5 $2,125.00  
 TOTALS: 123.7 $110,797.50 

 
 

Preliminary Approval Filing, Settlement Administration and Settlement-Related 
Filings 

 
Name Rate Hours Lodestar 
Adam Polk $975.00 6.8 $6,630.00  
Scott Grzenczyk $925.00 .8 $740.00  
Tom Watts $825.00 34.5 $28,462.50  
 TOTALS: 42.1 $35,832.50 
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20. Girard Sharp’s lodestar will increase in the months to come as a result of our 

ongoing work responding to class member inquiries, preparing the reply in support of Plaintiffs’ 

motions for final approval and for attorneys’ fees, expenses, and service awards, and supervising 

the administration of the settlement. Based on my experience in analogous circumstances, I 

believe these services will add at least one hundred thousand dollars to Girard Sharp’s total 

lodestar in the case. 

21. Based on my relevant experience and my knowledge of the type and quality of 

work performed on this case, I believe Girard Sharp’s rates are commensurate with the rates 

charged by other firms with similar experience and expertise in our legal market. Our rates are 

based on the years of experience of our various practitioners, their standing in their respective 

fields, the prevailing rates charged by comparable firms, the legal markets where services are 

rendered, and the complexity of the work undertaken for our clients. Girard Sharp sets its hourly 

rates based on arm’s length negotiations with sophisticated in-house counsel; peer law firm 

surveys published in The National Law Journal; and our independent review of the hourly rates 

charged by other attorneys in comparable litigation. 

22. In addition to being paid by clients invoiced on a monthly basis, Girard Sharp’s 

rates have been approved by courts in other, similar matters. Most recently, in a case involving 

manipulation of commodities markets in which Girard Sharp served on the plaintiffs’ executive 

committee, the court during its final fairness hearing on July 7, 2022 approved Girard Sharp’s 

hourly rates, and rates for comparable professionals of up to $1,295 per hour. In re JPMorgan 

Precious Metals Spoofing Litig., No. 1:18-cv-10356-GHW (S.D.N.Y.). Other representative cases 

in which courts approved Girard Sharp’s rates include: 
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 In re Capacitors Antitrust Litig., No. 3:14-CV-03264-JD, 2020 WL 6813220, at *4 (N.D. 

Cal. Sept. 15, 2020), report and recommendation adopted, 2020 WL 6544472 (N.D. Cal. 

Nov. 7, 2020); 

 In re Nexus 6P Products Liab. Litig., No. 17-cv-02185-BLF, Dkt. # 225 (N.D. Cal. Nov. 

12, 2019); 

 Weeks v. Google LLC, No. 18-cv-00801, Dkt. #184 (N.D. Cal. Aug. 30, 2019); 

 In re Lidoderm Antitrust Litig., No. 14-MD-02521-WHO, 2018 WL 4620695, at *2 (N.D. 

Cal. Sept. 20, 2018); 

 In re Yahoo Mail Litig., No. 5:13-cv-04980-LHK, Dkt. # 42 (N.D. Cal. Aug. 25, 2016); 

 In re High Tech Employee Antitrust Litig., No. 11-cv-02509, 2015 WL 5158730, at *9 

(N.D. Cal. Sept 2, 2015). 

23. I have reviewed the time that comprises Girard Sharp’s lodestar to ensure it is 

accurate and reflective of the work that was performed. All the work performed as set forth above 

was necessary and reasonably incurred on behalf of Plaintiffs and the Settlement Class. 

24. Moreover, I instructed in overseeing the preparation of the above charts that any 

timekeeper at Girard Sharp who recorded less than 10 hours in billed time on this litigation should 

not be included at all. This reduced the time and lodestar represented by Girard Sharp as set forth 

above and also reduced the number of timekeepers so that their time is not included in any lodestar 

analysis. 

25. I personally oversaw and supervised the work performed on behalf of Plaintiffs 

and the Settlement Class by attorneys and staff members at Girard Sharp to avoid duplication of 

effort and unnecessary expense and to accomplish tasks in an efficient manner. 

Case 1:20-cv-03542-JMF   Document 123   Filed 10/04/22   Page 10 of 11



11 
 

26. To date, Co-Lead Class Counsel has received no compensation for their efforts to 

investigate and prosecute this Litigation and have received no reimbursement for the significant 

expenses they have incurred. 

27. Class Counsel also requests reimbursement of its reasonable out-of-pocket 

expenses incurred on behalf of Plaintiffs and the Settlement Class. These expenses consist 

predominantly of mediation sessions and related mediator fees, court fees, expert fees, court 

reporting costs, travel, and computer research. 

28. Specifically, to date, Girard Sharp has already expended $4,657.13 in 

unreimbursed out-of-pocket expenses in connection with this matter, as summarized below: 

 

TYPE OF EXPENSE AMOUNT 

Filing & Misc. Fees  $600.00 

Process Service $280.85 

Telephone $133.62 

Messenger $121.90 

Computer Research $3,520.76 

CURRENT TOTAL EXPENSES $4,657.13 
 

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

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 4th day of October, 2022, at Blackhawk, CA. 

 
Date: October 4, 2022 /s/Adam Polk  

Adam Polk 
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