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DECLARATION OF RICHARD LYON 

I, Richard Lyon, declare: 

1. I am a partner in the law firm of Dovel & Luner, LLP .

I am counsel for Plaintiffs Malcolm Griffin and Kariem Ibrahim. I make this declaration in support of 

the Motion for Preliminary Approval of Class Action Settlement. 

2.  A true and correct copy of the proposed Class Action Settlement Agreement in this 

a  Defendant Team Group. Inc. Team Group  or 

) is attached to the Motion as Exhibit 1. 

3.  My firm has worked on this matter since its inception on a contingency basis. During 

this time, I personally worked on the case and supervised other attorneys and paralegals who worked 

on the case. 

4. Dovel & Luner has litigated numerous complex cases, including class actions, and has

tried a number of cases to verdict. For example, in 2019, the Dovel team tried a Telephone Consumer 

Protection Act class action in Oregon federal court, Wakefield v. ViSalus, Inc., No. 3:15-cv-1857-SI 

(D. Or.). The jury returned a $925 million verdict for the class. Due to this success, Dovel & Luner 

n.  

5.  Dovel & Luner has also negotiated and settled numerous cases, including class 

actions. For example, in 2022, the Dovel team reached a $17.5 million settlement in a consumer class 

action litigated in Colorado federal court, Goodrich, et al. v. Alterra Mountain Co., et al., No. 1:20-

cv-01057-RM-SKC (D. Colo.). My firm, along with our co-counsel, was appointed class counsel in 

that case. Dovel & Luner was also appointed class counsel (or interim counsel) in Damonie Earl et 

al. v. The Boeing Company, No. 4:19-cv-00507 (E.D. Tex.) (a multi-billion-dollar RICO class action 

against Boeing and Southwest); and In re: Arch Insurance Company Ski Pass Insurance Litigation, 

MDL No. 2955 (W.D. Mo.) (an insurance coverage class action). Dovel & Luner serves on the 

leadership committee in In re: Apple Inc. App Store Simulated Casino-Style Games Litigation, No. 

5:21-md-02985-EJD (N.D. Cal.) (a class action asserting that Apple, Google, and Facebook provide 

illegal social gambling applications). 
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6. s regarding my firm and the 

qualifications of the other lawyers at my firm, is attached as Exhibit A.  

7.  I am currently litigating numerous consumer class actions, many of which involve the 

same issues, claims, California statutes (namely, 

Advertising Law, and Consumer Legal Remedies Act), and New York statutes involved in this case

(namely, Gen. Bus. Law § 349 and § 350). A small sample of those cases include: 

Vlacich et al. v Del Monte Foods, Inc., Case No. 4:22-cv-00892 (N.D. Cal), Rutik Shinglot v. 

Soundcloud Global Limited & Co. KG, Case No. 2:25-cv-01518 (C.D. Cal), Josh Goldman v. V 

Shred, LLC, Case No. 2:25-cv-06582 (C.D. Cal), Hong v. RugsUSA, Inc., Case No. 3:24-cv-08799

(N.D. Cal.). I am also currently litigating two cases against  competitors based on the 

same alleged misrepresentations at issue here: misleading representations on DRAM computer 

memory products regarding the out-of-the box speed and reliability. These cases are McKinney et al. 

v. Corsair Gaming, Inc., Case No. 4:22-cv-00312 (N.D. Cal.) and Hurd et al. v. G.Skill International 

et al., No. 2:22-cv-00685 (C.D. Cal.). The Corsair case has resulted in a settlement agreement that 

has been approved. See McKinney v. Corsair Gaming, Inc., No. 22-cv-00312-JST, 2025 U.S. Dist. 

LEXIS 127576, at *2 (N.D. Cal. July 2, 2025) (Order granting preliminary approval); Exhibit C 

(Order granting final approval). And the G.Skill case resulted in a settlement agreement that has been 

preliminarily approved. Exhibit D (Order granting preliminary approval). 

This Action and Settlement Discussions 

8. This action was filed on May 3, 2024, alleging that Team Group deceptively 

advertised and labeled certain of its dynamic random- memory 

products. The First Amended Complaint was filed on January 23, 2026. Plaintiffs allege that, during 

the Class Period, Defendant deceptively advertised and labeled its DDR-3, DDR-4, and DDR-5 

DRAM computer memory products 

Memory reliably run at specific speeds, when in reality the products do not operate as advertised out-

of-the-box. Team Group was served on January 7, 2025 and filed its Answer on February 27, 2025 

denying all material allegations and asserting multiple affirmative defenses. 
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9. The Parties began discussing resolution of the matter in March 2025 and continued 

this conversation over the course of several months, during which time they exchanged informal 

discovery and presented their arguments on the merits and class certification. For example, Team 

Group provided Plaintiffs with detailed financial information concerning its unit sales and revenues 

for its DRAM Memory 

reports from the G.Skill case. These reports detailed all aspects of how Plaintiffs planned to present 

their case against Team Group, including reports from marketing expert Thomas Maronick (on 

consumer confusion), Professor Kevin Almeroth (on underlying DRAM and overclocking 

technology), and economist Colin Weir (presenting a conjoint analysis to measure price premium 

damages). Team Group disputed 

contentions asserted in this Action, any actual or potential charges of wrongdoing or liability, or that 

Plaintiffs or any putative class member has been damaged in connection with the allegations. Team 

Group has asserted that it has meritorious defenses and arguments and provided Plaintiffs with facts 

and legal authorities in support of such, including its position as to the truthfulness and nondeceptive 

nature of its advertising and labeling, that consumers were not misled or injured, and that the 

challenged practices were not unlawful in any way. 

10. The Parties exchanged mediation briefs and mediated before Bruce A. Friedman of 

JAMS on June 20, 2025. The Parties did not settle on the day of the mediation but Mr. Friedman 

.  called for a nationwide 

class settlement of individual U.S. based consumers who purchased one or more of 

DDR-3, DDR-4 and DDR-5 DRAM Memory products during the Class Period. The mediation and 

settlement analysis were informed by expert testimony and pricing and sales data. The Parties 

a -form agreement over the course 

of back-and-forth redline drafts. The Agreement was executed on November 30, 2025.  

The Settlement Agreement 

11.  The Settlement requires Team Group to establish a $1,100,000 non-reversionary cash 

Settlement Fund to make benefit payments to Settlement Class Members and to pay for notice and 

 awards to the named Plaintiffs.  
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12.  The Settlement provides for payments to Settlement Class Members who complete 

and submit Claim Forms that are approved by the proposed Settlement Administrator and are 

substantially in the form the Parties set forth as Exhibits A-D of their Settlement. The Settlement 

payments will be distributed pro rata based on the number of Team Group DRAM

Memory products they purchased. Plaintiffs expect a claims rate of 2-3%. This range is estimated 

based on the comparable settlements identified by the proposed Settlement Administrator and 

discussed in the accompanying declaration of Steven Weisbrot. 

13.  Sales data provided by Team Group shows approximately 1,500,000 DRAM Memory 

products sold within the U.S. during the relevant time-period, totaling revenues of approximately 

$119,000,000. This translates to an average DRAM product price of approximately $79.33. Plaintiffs 

understand that Direct Notice of the Settlement is not possible for most Settlement Class Members 

because Team Group does not sell directly to U.S. consumers. Rather, Settlement Class Members 

made their qualifying purchases of the DRAM Memory products from authorized 

resellers.   

14. The Parties anticipate that approximately $453,333 of the Settlement Fund will be 

used exclusively to provide monetary benefits to the Settlement Class, after accounting for $250,000 

in notice and administration costs, $366,667 approximately $20,000 in 

two $5,000 service awards for the named Plaintiffs. 

15.  Neither my firm nor I individually have any relationship with the proposed cy pres 

recipient, the Urban Arts Partnership Steptoe, LLP that 

neither their firm nor the individual lawyers involved in the case have any relationship with the 

Urban Arts Partnership. 

16.  Neither my firm nor I am aware of any other pending litigation outside this case that 

will be affected by the Settlement, including the proposed release of claims. 

17. Dovel & Luner intends to seek $366,667 of 

approximately $20,000. The costs include mediation fees and fees incurred in connection with 

international service via Letters Rogatory, including translation expenses.   
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18. I believe that the named Plaintiffs, Mr. Griffin and Mr. Ibrahim, have diligently 

prosecuted this action on behalf of themselves and the proposed Settlement Class. Both named 

Plaintiffs have remained responsive and informed about the case throughout litigation and settlement. 

I believe they should be named class representatives in the proposed Settlement Class. In recognition 

of their conscientious efforts, my firm intends to seek, on their behalf, service awards of $5,000 each.  

 19. After accounting for notice and administration costs (fixed fee of $250,000), 

366,667 and $20,000, respectively), and service awards for 

the two Plaintiffs (expected to be $5,000 each, or $10,000 total), the Parties anticipate that $453,333

of the Settlement Fund will be used exclusively to provide monetary benefits to the Settlement Class. 

Team Group provided sales data showing that approximately 1,500,000 DRAM Memory products

were sold through their U.S. consumer sales channels during the Class Period. Given the anticipated 

claims rate (estimated by Angeion to be approximately 2.34%), this means that approximately 35,100 

purchasers (i.e., 2.34% of 1,500,000) will share in the $453,333 monetary benefit. This comes out to 

approximately $12.92 per purchase (i.e., $453,333 / 35,100 purchasers).  

20. This is an excellent result for Settlement Class Members relative to the potential 

damages in this case. As shown above, the average Team Group DRAM product price is $79.33. And 

Exhibit B (Weir 

Declaration), ¶¶3-6. This means that, if the typical price premium is applied to the purchase of the 

average Team Group DRAM product, the midpoint price premium damages would be $6.35 (i.e., 8% 

of $79.33), and the upper end would be $12.69 (i.e., 16% of $79.33). Even the upper end is less than 

the expected monetary benefit per purchase under the Settlement Agreement. 

21. And this benefit is particularly valuable given the significant risks and costs involved 

in continuing to litigate this case. I remain confident in the strength of our claims, but I recognize that 

Team Group has arguments related to class certification, liability, and damages that would pose 

 

22. In short, I was fully informed about the strengths of the case and the risks of further 

litigation. Based on all available information and my significant experience with complex litigation 
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and class actions, I believe that the Settlement is fair, reasonable, and adequate and in fact an 

excellent result for the Settlement Class. For example, Team Group maintains that its advertising and 

labeling was truthful, nondeceptive, and otherwise lawful. Team Group also contends that Plaintiffs 

will not be able to establish deception and materiality because reasonable purchasers understood the 

meaning of the speed and reliability representations related to the DRAM Memory products, were not 

misled, and had full knowledge of the need to configure their computer systems to achieve the 

advertised speed and performance. Team Group also argues that Plaintiffs cannot show individual 

reliance because of variations in content and wording across the representations made on the 

challenged DRAM Memory marketing, especially since the products were 

sold by independent resellers.  

Notice Plan 

23. The Notice Plan proposed in the Settlement Agreement is fair and comprehensive.

24. The Parties selected Angeion Group as the proposed Settlement Administrator. As

detailed in the accompanying Weisbrot declaration, Angeion is a well-recognized leader in the field 

of settlement administration with experience providing notice, supplementing direct notice through 

email and mail with digital publication notice through social media advertising, search engine 

marketing, and other online advertising. Angeion was also approved, and is currently serving as the 

settlement administrator, in a sub

competitors, Corsair Gaming. It was also preliminarily approved in another substantially similar 

. 

25. The Settlement provides for Direct Notice to Settlement Class Members through email

and, if necessary, mail, to the extent this information is known or reasonably available to Team 

Group. Team Group will provide the Settlement Administrator with a Direct Notice list of such 

Settlement Class Members, their emails, and mailing address if available.  If no valid email is 

available or if an Email Notice to a Settlement Class Member on the Direct Notice list bounces back, 

these Settlement Class Members will receive notice through mail at their physical address if one is 

reasonably available.    
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26. Since Settlement Class Members purchased from third party resellers, the Settlement

also calls for a robust digital media campaign to provide publication notice through multiple online 

advertising channels and platforms  

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on this 23rd

day of January, 2026. 

/s/ Richard Lyon 
Richard Lyon 
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Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
TRISTAN HURD and KEN DIMICCO, each 
individually and on behalf of all others 
similarly situated, 
 
                              Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
G.SKILL INTERNATIONAL ENTERPRISE 
CO., LTD., G.SKILL USA, INC., NEUTECK, 
INC., and RACERSPEED, INC., 
 
                              Defendants. 

Case No. 2:22-cv-00685-SSS-MARx 
 

MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
APPROVAL OF CLASS ACTION 
SETTLEMENT 
 
NOTE CHANGES MADE BY COURT 
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accompanying declarations and exhibits, and all supporting legal authorities and documents, the Court 

GRANTS the Motion, subject to the following findings and orders. Except as otherwise indicated, 

capitalized terms shall have the same meaning as ascribed in the Agreement. 

1. The Court preliminarily certifies the Settlement Class, as defined in §1.30 of the 

agreement, for the purposes of settlement only. The Court finds, for settlement purposes only, that the 

Settlement Class satisfies the requirements of Rules 23(a) and 23(b)(3) of the Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure: (a) the Settlement Class is so numerous that joinder of all members is impracticable; (b) there 

are questions of law and fact common to the Settlement

claims of the Settlement Class; (d) Plaintiffs and Class Counsel will fairly and adequately protect the 

interests of the Settlement Class; (e) the questions of law and fact common to the Settlement Class 

predominate; and (f) a class action is a superior method to adjudicate this dispute. 

2.  The Court preliminarily appoints Plaintiffs Tristan Hurd and Ken Dimicco as Class 

Representatives of the Settlement Class. 

3.  The Court preliminarily appoints Dovel & Luner, LLP and Kneupper Covey, PC as 

Class Counsel under Rule 23(g). 

4.  The Court preliminarily finds that the terms of the Settlement are fair, reasonable and 

adequate. The Court finds that each of the factors under Rule 23(e) favor preliminary approval: (a) the 

Class Representatives and Class Counsel have adequately represented the class; (b) the Settlement was 

applicable factors under Rule 23(e)(2)(c); and (d) the proposal treats class members equitably relative to 

each other. The Court finds that none of the signs of collusion set forth in In re Bluetooth Headset Prods. 

Liab. Litig

counsel, a clear sailing provision, or a reverter

5.  The Court approves the proposed notice plan, including the form and content of the 

notice and the method of its dissemination as set forth in the Agreement. The Court finds that the notice 

plan complies with the requirements of due process and Rule 23, including that it provides for the best 

Case 2:24-cv-03681-HDV-BFM     Document 41-2     Filed 01/23/26     Page 42 of 44   Page
ID #:388



Order 2 Case No. 2:22-cv-00685-SSS-MAR 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

notice that is practicable under the circumstances. The Court finds that the notice fully apprises 

Settlement Class Members of their rights under the Settlement. 

6.  The Court appoints Angeion Group as Settlement Administrator, and authorizes the 

Settlement Administrator to implement the notice plan as set forth in the Agreement.  

7.  The Court approves the proposed claims procedure, including the substance of the claim 

form, as set forth in the Agreement. 

8.  The Court approves the proposed procedures for objections and requests for exclusion as 

set forth in the Agreement. 

9.  The Court orders the following schedule. 

 

Event Date 

Notice Date, as defined in §1.19 of the Agreement No later than 30 days after entry of the order 

granting Preliminary Approval 2/6 

Costs, and Incentive Awards 

14 days before Objection/Exclusion Deadline 

Objection/Exclusion Deadline 60 days after Notice Date 4/7 

Claims Deadline 60 days after Notice Date 4/7 

Plaintiffs to file a Motion for Final Approval of 

the Settlement 

No earlier than 21 days after Claims Deadline 

Final Approval Hearing June 5, 2026 at 2:00 p.m.

10.  The Court hereby sets a Final Approval Hearing on June 5, 2026 at 2:00 p.m. in 

Courtroom 2 of the United States District Court for the Central District of California, located at 3470 

Twelfth Street, Riverside, California 92501. The Court may continue or adjourn the Final Approval 

Hearing without further notice to Settlement Class Members. 

allegations. Neither the Agreement nor any related documents or communications will be construed or 

used in any proceeding as an admission or evidence of wrongdoing or liability on the part of Defendants. 
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12.  If for any reason the Court does not execute and file a final approval order, or if the 

Effective Date of the Settlement does not occur for any reason, the Parties will be restored to the status 

quo ante as set forth in the Agreement. In such event, the Settlement Class will be deemed vacated, and 

the certification of the Settlement Class for settlement purposes will not be considered or used in 

connection with any class certification proceedings. 

13.  All proceedings in the Action are stayed except as necessary to implement the Settlement. 

14. The Court retains jurisdiction over the Action and the Parties for purposes of the 

Settlement. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 
Dated: January 7, 2026     __________________________________ 
       HON. SUNSHINE S. SYKES 
       UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 
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