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Contract Summary

Purpose: The servicesto be provided by the firm Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP ("Counsdl") shall consist of the
representation of Nassau County (the "County") in the following class action litigation: ERIC BERLINER, ROBERT FINE ,
MICHAEL ARYEH and JILL PESCE, Individually and On Behalf Of All Others Similarly Situated v. NASSAU COUNTY,
NASSAU COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF ASSESSMENT, ASSESSMENT REVIEW COMMISSION, LAURA CURRAN In Her
Official Capacity As County Executive, and DAVID F. MOOG In His Official Capacity As County Assessor For Nassau County,
Index No. 605904/2019 ("Berliner").

Method of Procurement: The proposed firm, Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP (¢Wolf Haldensteing) previously was
awarded by competitive mini-proposal a contract to represent Nassau County on the Hall v. County litigation. The firm was selected
for that award based on their expertise in the subject matter and ability to handle the specific litigation. Subsequent to the Hall award,
another assessment-related litigation (Berliner v. Nassau County et. al.), which is the subject of the proposed contract, was filed. The
new litigation involves legal issues similar to those raised in the Hall matter. Due to Wolf Haldensteings servicesin Hall v. County,
and the related issues presented in Berliner v. Nassau County et. al., it isin the best interest of the County to retain Wolf Haldenstein
as special counsel on the Berliner matter as well, rather than awarding to another vendor that would require additional time and
expense to become sufficiently familiar with the matter.

Procurement History: A total of three candidates were solicited to represent the County in Hall. Two proposals were received, one
firm declined to submit aproposal. The three firms solicited were: (1) Wolf Haldenstein, (2) Hoguet Newman and (3) Duane Morris.
Duane Morris opted to not submit a proposal. After interviews were conducted of the two (2) responding firms, the committee
unanimously chose Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP based on their overall response to the proposal, demonstrated
capacity to handle this assignment, the requisite staff to ensure the case would be handled properly, extensive experience in both suing
and defending municipalities, and overall best value to the County.

Description of General Provisions: Counsel will represent the County in the Berliner et. al. v. Nassau County et. a. ("Berliner
matter").

Impact on Funding/ Price Analysis. Maximum compensation is $385,000.

Changein Contract from Prior Procurement: N/a- thisisanew contract

Recommendation: (approve as submitted) Approve as Submitted

Advisement Information

BUDGET CODES FUNDING INDEX/OBJECT
Fund: ATGEN SOURCE AMOUNT LINE CODE AMOUNT
Control: 1100 Revenue 1 ATGEN1100/DE502 | $ 385,000.00




Resp: Contract: $0.00
Object: DE502 County $ 385,000.00 0,00
Transaction: 103 Federal $0.00
Project # State $0.00 $0.00
Detail: Capital $0.00 $0.00
Other $0.00 $0.00
RENEWAL TOTAL | $385,000.00 TOTAL | ¢ 385,000.00
%
Increase

%
Decrease




RULES RESOLUTION NO. —2020

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO
EXECUTE A PERSONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE
COUNTY OF NASSAU, ACTING ON BEHALF OF THE NASSAU
COUNTY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE, AND WOLF HALDENSTEIN ADLER
FREEMAN & HERZ LLP

WHEREAS, the County has negotiated a personal services agreement
with Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP, to provide legal services,
a copy of which is on file with the Clerk of the Legislature; now, therefore, be
it

RESOLVED, that the Rules Committee of the Nassau County
Legislature authorizes the County Executive to execute the said agreement

with Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP.



NIFA  Nassau County Interim Hnance Autnority

Contract Approval Request Form (Asof January 1, 2015)

1. Vendor: Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP

2. Dollar amount requiring NIFA approval: $385000
Amount to be encumbered: $385000

This is a New

If new contract - $ amount should be full amount of contract
If advisement — NIFA only needs to review if it is increasing funds above the amount previously approved by NIFA
If amendment - $ amount should be full amount of amendment only

3. Contract Term: January 29, 2020 to completion
Has work or services on this contract commenced? Y

If yes, please explain: services commenced due to time sensitive litigation

4. Funding Source:

X General Fund (GEN) Grant Fund (GRT)
Capital Improvement Fund (CAP) Federal % 0
Other State % O
County % 100

Is the cash available for the full amount of the contract? Y

If not, will it require a future borrowing? N
Has the County Legislature approved the borrowing? N/A
Has NIFA approved the borrowing for this contract? N/A

5. Provide a brief description (4 to 5 sentences) of the item for which this approval is requested:

The services to be provided by the firm Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman &amp; Herz LLP (&quot;Counsel&quot;) shall consist of the representation of
Nassau County (the &quot;County&quot;) in the following class action litigation: ERIC BERLINER, ROBERT FINE , MICHAEL ARYEH and JILL PESCE,
Individually and On Behalf Of All Others Similarly Situated v. NASSAU COUNTY, NASSAU COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF ASSESSMENT, ASSESSMENT
REVIEW COMMISSION, LAURA CURRAN In Her Official Capacity As County Executive, and DAVID F. MOOG In His Official Capacity As County Assessor
For Nassau County, Index No. 605904&#x2F;2019 (&quot;Berliner&quot;).

6. Has the item requested herein followed all proper procedures and thereby approved by the:
Nassau County Attorney as to form Y

Nassau County Committee and/or Legislature

Date of approval(s) and citation to the resolution where approval for this item was provided:

7. ldentify all contracts (with dollar amounts) with this or an affiliated party within the prior 12 months:






AUTHORIZATION

To the best of my knowledge, | hereby certify that the information contained in this Contract Approv
al Request Form and any additional information submitted in connection with this request is true an
d accurate and that all expenditures that will be made in reliance on this authorization are in confor
mance with the Nassau County Approved Budget and not in conflict with the Nassau County Multi-
Year Financial Plan. | understand that NIFA will rely upon this information in its official deliberation

S.

IQURESHI 09-SEP-20
Authenticated User Date

COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE
To the best of my knowledge, | hereby certify that the information listed is true and accurate and is
in conformance with the Nassau County Approved Budget and not in conflict with the Nassau Cou
nty Multi-Year Financial Plan.

Regarding funding, please check the correct response:

_ I certify that the funds are available to be encumbered pending NIFA approval of this contract.

If this is a capital project:
| certify that the bonding for this contract has been approved by NIFA.
Budget is available and funds have been encumbered but the project requires NIFA bonding authorization

Authenticated User Date

NIFA

Amount being approved by NIFA: _

Payment is not guaranteed for any work commenced prior to this approval.

Authenticated User Date

NOTE: All contract submissions MUST include the County's own routing slip, current NIFS pri
ntouts for all relevant accounts and relevant Nassau County Legislature communication docu
ments and relevant supplemental information pertaining to the item requested herein.

NIFA Contract Approval Request Form MUST be filled out in its entirety before being su
bmitted to NIFA for review.

NIFA reserves the right to request additional information as needed.



Jack Schnirman
Comptroller

OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER
240 Old Country Road
Mineola, New York 11501

COMPTROLLER APPROVAL FORM FOR PERSONAL,
PROFESSIONAL OR HUMAN SERVICES CONTRACTS

Attach this form along with all personal, professional or human services contracts, contract renewals, extensions
and amendments.

CONTRACTOR NAME: Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP

CONTRACTOR ADDRESS: 270 Madison Avenue, New York, NY 10016

FEDERAL TAX ID #: 131548755

Instructions: Please check the appropriate box (“M”) after one of the following
roman numerals and provide all the requested information.

I. O The contract was awarded to the lowest, responsible bidder after advertisement
for sealed bids. The contract was awarded after a request for sealed bids was published
in [newspaper] on
[date]. The sealed bids were publicly opened on _ [date].  __ [#] of
sealed bids were received and opened.

II. The contractor was selected pursuant to a Request for Proposals.

III. This is a renewal, extension or amendment of an existing contract.

IV. Pursuant to Executive Order No. 1 of 1993, as amended, at least three proposals
were solicited and received. The attached memorandum from the department head
describes the proposals received, along with the cost of each proposal.

[0 A. The contract has been awarded to the proposer offering the lowest cost proposal; OR:

O B. The attached memorandum contains a detailed explanation as to the reason(s) why the
contract was awarded to other than the lowest-cost proposer. The attachment includes a specific
delineation of the unique skills and experience, the specific reasons why a proposal is deemed
superior, and/or why the proposer has been judged to be able to perform more quickly than other
proposers.




V. X Pursuant to Executive Order No. 1 of 1993 as amended, the attached
memorandum from the department head explains why the department did not
obtain at least three proposals.

0 A. There are only one or two providers of the services sought or less than three providers
submitted proposals, The memorandum describes how the contractor was determined to be the
sole source provider of the personal service needed or explains why only two proposals could be
obtained. If two proposals were obtained, the memorandum explains that the contract was
awarded to the lowest cost proposer, or why the selected proposer offered the higher quality
proposal, the proposer’s unique and special experience, skill, or expertise, or its availability to
perform in the most immediate and timely manner,

X B. The services to be provided by the firm Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP ("Counsel") shall
consist of the representation of Nassau County (the "County") in the following class action litigation: ERIC
BERLINER, ROBERT FINE , MICHAEL ARYEH and JILL PESCE, Individually and On Behalf Of All Others
Similarly Situated v. NASSAU COUNTY, NASSAU COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF ASSESSMENT, ASSESSMENT
REVIEW COMMISSION, LAURA CURRAN In Her Official Capacity As County Executive, and DAVID F.
MOOG In His Official Capacity As County Assessor For Nassau County, Index No. 605904/2019 ("Berliner").
The Berliner action was filed against Nassau County involving similar issues raised in litigation known as Hall v.
Nassau County Department of Assessment of Nassau County, Assessment Review Commission of Nassau County,
et, al. ("Hall"), which was previously assigned to Counsel. Both Berliner and Hall involve challenges to the
County's assessment system. Due to the complexity of this new class action certified litigation, the court-ordered
expedited discovery, the expedited trial date, the high exposure to Nassau County and in light of the similar
issues raised in Hall, the County Attorney has determined it is in the best interest of the County to retain Wolf
Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP as special counsel in this matter.

O C. Pursuant to General Municipal Law Section 104, the department is purchasing the services
required through a New York State Office of General Services contract
no. ~_, and the attached memorandum explains how the purchase is
within the scope of the terms of that contract,

O D. Pursuant to General Municipal Law Section 119-0, the department is purchasing the services
required through an inter-municipal agreement.

VI. O This is a human services contract with a not-for-profit agency for which a

competitive process has not been initiated. Attached is a memorandum that explains the reasons
for entering into this contract without conducting a competitive process, and details when the department
intends to initiate a competitive process for the future award of these services. For any such contract, where
the vendor has previously provided services to the county, attach a copy of the most recent evaluation of
the vendor’s performance. If the contractor has not received a satisfactory evaluation, the department must
explain why the contractor should nevertheless be permitted to contract with the county.

In certain limited circumstances, conducting a competitive process and/or completing performance
evaluations may not be possible because of the nature of the human services program, or because of a
compelling need to continue services through the same provider, In those circumstances, attach an
explanation of why a competitive process and/or performance evaluation is inapplicable,




VII. O This is a public works contract for the provision of architectural, engineering
or surveying services. The attached memorandum provides details of the department’s compliance
with Board of Supervisors’ Resolution No. 928 of 1993, including its receipt and evaluation of annual
Statements of Qualifications & Performance Data, and its negotiations with the most highly qualified
firms.

Instructions with respect to Sections VIII, IX and X: All Departments must check the box for VIIL
Then, check the box for either IX or X, as applicable.

VIII. X Participation of Minority Group Members and Women in Nassau County
Contracts. The selected contractor has agreed that it has an obligation to utilize best efforts to hire
MWBE sub-contractors. Proof of the contractual utilization of best efforts as outlined in Exhibit “EE”
may be requested at any time, from time to time, by the Comptroller’s Office prior to the approval of
claim vouchers.

IX. O Department MWBE responsibilities. To ensure compliance with MWBE requirements
as outlined in Exhibit “EE”, Department will require vendor to submit list of sub contractor
requirements prior to submission of the first claim voucher, for services under this contract being
submitted to the Comptroller.

X. X Vendor will not require any sub-contractors.

In_addition, if this is a contract with an individual or with an entity that has only one or two employees: 1] a review of the
criteria set forth by the Internal Revenue Service, Revenue Ruling No. 87-41, 1987-1 C.B. 296, attached as Appendix A to the
Comptroller’s Memorandum, dated February 13, 2004, concerning independent contractors and employees indicates that the
contractor would not be considered an employee for federal tax purposes.

()7L

rt g(Head Signature

D?fe 7
NOTE: Any information requested above, or in the exhibit below, may be included in the county’s “staff summary” form

in lieu of a separate memorandum.
Compt. form Pers./Prof. Services Contracts: Rev. 01/18




Business History Form

The contract shall be awarded to the responsible proposer who, at the discretion of the County, taking into

consideration the reliability of the proposer and the capacity of the proposer to perform the services required by the

County, offers the best value to the County and who will best promote the public interest.

In addition to the submission of proposals, each proposer shall complete and submit this questionnaire. The

questionnaire shall be filled out by the owner of a sole proprietorship or by an authorized representative of the firm,

corporation or partnership submitting the Proposal.
NOTE: All questions require aresponse, even if response is "none" or "not-applicable." No blanks.

(USE ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY TO FULLY ANSWER THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS).

Date: 07/10/2020

1) Proposer's Legal Name: Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP

2) Address of Place of Business: 270 Madison Avenue
City: New York State/Province/Territory: NY Zip/Postal Code: 10016
Country: US

3) Mailing Address (if different): 270 Madison Avenue
City: New York State/Province/Territory: NY Zip/Postal Code: 10016
Country: US
Phone:  (212) 545-4600
Does the business own or rent its facilities? Rent If other, please provide details:

4) Dun and Bradstreet number: 270 Madison Avenue

5) Federal I.D. Number: 13-1548757

6) The proposeris a:  Partnership (Describe)

7 Does this business share office space, staff, or equipment expenses with any other business?
YES | X |[NO | | If yes, please provide details:

floors and sublets office space to the following tenants:
Gardner & Weiss

Michael Black

Kimmel and Kimmel

Phyllis Levitas

Rate Financials

Leonard Reiss

Meyer Muschel

Stuart Birbach

Wolf Haldenstein has been at 270 Madison Avenue, New York, NY since 1924. The Firm presently rents 2
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8) Does this business control one or more other businesses?
YES | | NO | X | Ifyes, please provide details:
|

9) Does this business have one or more affiliates, and/or is it a subsidiary of, or controlled by, any other business?

YES | X |NO | | If yes, please provide details:
The Firm has one affiliate: Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLC (affiliated limited liability corporation-
lllinais).

10) Has the proposer ever had a bond or surety cancelled or forfeited, or a contract with Nassau County or any

other government entity terminated?
YES | | NO [ X | Ifyes, state the name of bonding agency, (if a bond), date, amount of bond

and reason for such cancellation or forfeiture: or details regarding the termination (if a contract).

11) Has the proposer, during the past seven years, been declared bankrupt?

YES | | NO | X | Ifyes, state date, court jurisdiction, amount of liabilities and amount of assets
|

12) Inthe past five years, has this business and/or any of its owners and/or officers and/or any affiliated business,
been the subject of a criminal investigation and/or a civil anti-trust investigation by any federal, state or local
prosecuting or investigative agency? And/or, in the past 5 years, have any owner and/or officer of any affiliated
business been the subject of a criminal investigation and/or a civil anti-trust investigation by any federal, state or
local prosecuting or investigative agency, where such investigation was related to activities performed at, for, or
on behalf of an affiliated business.

YES | | NO | X | Ifyes, provide details for each such investigation, an explanation of the

circumstances and corrective action taken.

13) Inthe past 5 years, has this business and/or any of its owners and/or officers and/or any affiliated business
been the subject of an investigation by any government agency, including but not limited to federal, state and
local regulatory agencies? And/or, in the past 5 years, has any owner and/or officer of an affiliated business
been the subject of an investigation by any government agency, including but not limited to federal, state and
local regulatory agencies, for matters pertaining to that individual's position at or relationship to an affiliated
business.

YES | | NO | X | Ifyes, provide details for each such investigation, an explanation of the

circumstances and corrective action taken.

14) Has any current or former director, owner or officer or managerial employee of this business had, either before
or during such person's employment, or since such employment if the charges pertained to events that
allegedly occurred during the time of employment by the submitting business, and allegedly related to the
conduct of that business:

a) Any felony charge pending?
YES | | NO X | If yes, provide details for each such investigation, an explanation of the
circumstances and corrective action taken.
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b) Any misdemeanor charge pending?
YES | | NO | X | Ifyes, provide details for each such investigation, an explanation of the
circumstances and corrective action taken.

c) In the past 10 years, you been convicted, after trial or by plea, of any felony and/or any other crime, an
element of which relates to truthfulness or the underlying facts of which related to the conduct of business?
YES | | NO | X | Ifyes, provide details for each such investigation, an explanation of the
circumstances and corrective action taken.

d) In the past 5 years, been convicted, after trial or by plea, of a misdemeanor?
YES | | NO | X | Ifyes, provide details for each such investigation, an explanation of the
circumstances and corrective action taken.

e) In the past 5 years, been found in violation of any administrative, statutory, or regulatory provisions?
YES | | NO | X | Ifyes, provide details for each such investigation, an explanation of the
circumstances and corrective action taken.

15) Inthe past (5) years, has this business or any of its owners or officers, or any other affiliated business had any
sanction imposed as a result of judicial or administrative proceedings with respect to any professional license
held?

YES | | NO [ X | Ifyes, provide details for each such investigation, an explanation of the
circumstances and corrective action taken.

16) For the past (5) tax years, has this business failed to file any required tax returns or failed to pay any applicable
federal, state or local taxes or other assessed charges, including but not limited to water and sewer charges?
YES | | NO | X | Ifyes, provide details for each such year. Provide a detailed response to all
guestions checked 'YES'. If you need more space, photocopy the appropriate page and attach it to the
guestionnaire.

17 Conflict of Interest:
a) Please disclose any conflicts of interest as outlined below. NOTE: If no conflicts exist, please expressly
state "No conflict exists."
() Any material financial relationships that your firm or any firm employee has that may create a conflict
of interest or the appearance of a conflict of interest in acting on behalf of Nassau County.

| No conflict exists.
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(i) Any family relationship that any employee of your firm has with any County public servant that may
create a conflict of interest or the appearance of a conflict of interest in acting on behalf of Nassau
County.

| No conflict exists.

(i) Any other matter that your firm believes may create a conflict of interest or the appearance of a
conflict of interest in acting on behalf of Nassau County.

No conflict exists.

b) Please describe any procedures your firm has, or would adopt, to assure the County that a conflict of
interest would not exist for your firm in the future.

The Firm will send an email to all employees advising them that as a potential Nassau County Vendor,
no employee can have 1) any material financial relationships that may create a conflict of interest or the
appearance of a conflict of interest in acting on behalf of Nassau County, and 2) any family relationships
with any County public servant that may create a conflict of interest or the appearance of a conflict of
interest in acting on behalf of Nassau County.

A. Include a resume or detailed description of the Proposer's professional qualifications, demonstrating extensive
experience in your profession. Any prior similar experiences, and the results of these experiences, must be
identified.

Have you previously uploaded the below information under in the Document Vault?
YES |NO | X |

Is the proposer an individual?
YES | NO | X | Should the proposer be other than an individual, the Proposal MUST include:

i) Date of formation;
| 05/01/1888 |

i)  Name, addresses, and position of all persons having a financial interest in the company, including
shareholders, members, general or limited partner. If none, explain.

Mark C. Rifkin, 270 Madison Ave., 9th Floor, New York, NY 10016
Benjamin Y. Kaufman, 270 Madison Ave., 9th Floor, New York, NY 10016

No individuals with a financial interest in the company have been attached..

iii) Name, address and position of all officers and directors of the company. If none, explain.

Mark C. Rifkin, 270 Madison Ave., 9th Floor, New York, NY 10016
Benjamin Y. Kaufman, 270 Madison Ave., 9th Floor, New York, NY 10016

No officers and directors from this company have been attached.

iv) | State of incorporation (if applicable); |
NY
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V) The number of employees in the firm;
| 35

vi) Annual revenue of firm;
12000 |

vi)  Summary of relevant accomplishments
| Please see the attached brochure Wolf Haldenstein Qualifications, Experience, & Firm Culture. |

1 File(s) Uploaded: WHAFH_Firm_Resume.pdf

viii)  Copies of all state and local licenses and permits.

B. Indicate number of years in business.
132
C. Provide any other information which would be appropriate and helpful in determining the Proposer's capacity

and reliability to perform these services.

Please see the attached brochure Wolf Haldenstein Qualifications, Experience, & Firm Culture included in
response to Question A(vii).

D. Provide names and addresses for no fewer than three references for whom the Proposer has provided similar
services or who are qualified to evaluate the Proposer's capability to perform this work.

Company Suffolk County Executive

Contact Person Dennis Cohen, Chief Deputy County Executive

Address H. Lee Dennison Bldg., 100 Veterans Memorial Highway

City Hauppauge State/Province/Territory  NY
Country us

Telephone (632) 852-1600

Fax #

E-Mail Address dennis.cohen@suffolkcountyny.gov

Company Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Contact Person lvy Stempel, Sr. Counsel

Address 2 Broadway

City New York State/Province/Territory ~ NY
Country usS

Telephone (212) 878-7251

Fax #

E-Mail Address istempel@mtahg.org

Company Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP

Contact Person Peter Cusick, Acting General Counsel

Address 270 Madison Avenue

City New York State/Province/Territory NY
Country usS

Telephone (212) 312-9000

Fax #

E-Mail Address pcusick@nysif.com
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I, | Mark C Rifkin | , hereby acknowledge that a materially false statement
willfully or fraudulently made in connection with this form may result in rendering the submitting business entity and/or
any affiliated entities non-responsible, and, in addition, may subject me to criminal charges.

I, | Mark C Rifkin | , hereby certify that | have read and understand all the
items contained in this form; that | supplied full and complete answers to each item therein to the best of my
knowledge, information and belief; that | will notify the County in writing of any change in circumstances occurring after
the submission of this form; and that all information supplied by me is true to the best of my knowledge, information
and belief. | understand that the County will rely on the information supplied in this form as additional inducement to
enter into a contract with the submitting business entity.

CERTIFICATION

A MATERIALLY FALSE STATEMENT WILLFULLY OR FRAUDULENTLY MADE IN CONNECTION WITH THIS
QUESTIONNAIRE MAY RESULT IN RENDERING THE SUBMITTING BUSINESS ENTITY NOT RESPONSIBLE
WITH RESPECT TO THE PRESENT BID OR FUTURE BIDS, AND, IN ADDITION, MAY SUBJECT THE PERSON
MAKING THE FALSE STATEMENT TO CRIMINAL CHARGES.

Name of submitting business: Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP

Electronically signed and certified at the date and time indicated by:
Mark Rifkin [RIFKIN@WHAFH.COM]

Partner

Title

07/15/2020 09:04:40 AM

Date
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Haldenstein

Legal Excellence Since 1888

PROVIDING EXEMPLARY LEGAL SERVICES SINCE 13888

FIRM RESUME



Founded in 1888, Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP is a full service law
firm specializing in complex litigation in federal and state courts nationwide. The
firm’s practice includes litigation, both hourly and contingent, in securities, antitrust,
wage & hour, consumer fraud, false marketing, ERISA, and general and commercial
matters, whistleblower, false claim, trust & estate, corporate investigation, and white
collar matters, and FINRA arbitration. The Firm has a particular specialty in complex
class action and other representative litigation — including investor, shareholder,
antitrust, ERISA, consumer, employee, and biotechnology matters — under both federal
and state law.

Wolf Haldenstein’s total practice approach distinguishes it from other firms. Our
longstanding tradition of a close attorney/client relationship ensures that each one of
our clients receives prompt, individual attention and does not become lost in an
institutional bureaucracy. Our team approach is at the very heart of Wolf Haldenstein’s
practice. All of our lawyers are readily available to all of our clients and to each other.
The result of this approach is that we provide our clients with an efficient legal team
having the broad perspective, expertise and experience required for any matter at hand.
We are thus able to provide our clients with cost effective and thorough counsel focused
on our clients” overall goals.

270 MADISON AVENUE
NEW YORK, NY 10016
TELEPHONE: 2 12-545-4600
TELECOPIER: 212-686-0114
WWW.WHAFH.COM

SYMPHONY TOWERS 70 WEST MADISON STREET
750 B STREET, SUITE 2770 SUITE 1400

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101 CHICAGO, IL. 60602
TELEPHONE: 619-239-4599 TELEPHONE: 3 12-984-0000
TELECOPIER: 619-234-4599 TELECOPIER: 312-214-3110

Wo!fﬁl

Legal Excellence Since 1888

I—
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THE FIRM

Wolf Haldenstein has been recognized by state and federal courts throughout the
country as being highly experienced in complex litigation, particularly with respect to
securities, consumer, ERISA, FLSA and state overtime and expense deductions, and
antitrust class actions and shareholder rights litigation.

Among its colleagues in the plaintiffs’ bar, as well as among its adversaries in the
defense bar, Wolf Haldenstein is known for the high ability of its attorneys, and the
exceptionally high quality of its written and oral advocacy.

The nature of the Firm’s activities in both individual and representative litigation is
extremely broad. In addition to a large case load of securities fraud and other investor
class actions, Wolf Haldenstein has represented classes of corn and rice farmers in
connection with the devaluation of their crops; canned tuna consumers for tuna
companies’ violations of antitrust laws; merchants compelled to accept certain types of
debit cards; insurance policyholders for insurance companies” deceptive sales practices;
victims of unlawful strip searches under the civil rights laws; and various cases
involving violations of Internet users” on-line privacy rights.

The Firm’s experience in class action securities litigation, in particular public
shareholder rights under state law and securities fraud claims arising under the federal
securities laws and regulations is particularly extensive. The Firm was one of the lead
or other primary counsel in securities class action cases that have recouped billions of
dollars on behalf of investor classes, in stockholder rights class actions that have
resulted in billions of dollars in increased merger consideration to shareholder classes,
and in derivative litigation that has recovered billions of dollars for corporations.

Its pioneering efforts in difficult or unusual areas of securities or investor protection
laws include: groundbreaking claims that have been successfully brought under the
Investment Company Act of 1940 regarding fiduciary responsibilities of investment
companies and their advisors toward their shareholders; claims under ERISA involving
fiduciary duties of ERISA trustees who are also insiders in possession of adverse
information regarding their fund’s primary stockholdings; the fiduciary duties of the
directors of Delaware corporations in connection with change of control transactions;
the early application of the fraud-on-the-market theory to claims against public
accounting firms in connection with their audits of publicly traded corporations; and
the application of federal securities class certification standards to state law claims often
thought to be beyond the reach of class action treatment.
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JuDICIAL COMMENDATIONS

Wolf Haldenstein has repeatedly received favorable judicial recognition. The following
representative judicial comments over the past decade indicate the high regard in which
the Firm is held:

e In re Empire State Realty Trust, Inc. Investor Litig., No. 650607/2012 (Sup. Ct.
N.Y. Co.) - On May 2, 2013, Justice O. Peter Sherwood praised the Firm in its
role as chair of the committee of co-lead counsel as follows: "It is apparent to
me, having presided over this case, that class counsel has performed in an
excellent manner, and you have represented your clients quite well. You
should be complimented for that" In awarding attorneys' fees, the
Court stated that the fee was "intended to reward class counsel handsomely
for the very good result achieved for the Class, assumption of the high risk of
Plaintiffs prevailing and the efficiency of effort that resulted in the settlement
of the case at an early stage without protracted motion practice." May 17, 2013
slip. op. at 5 (citations omitted).

e  Roberts v. Tishman Speyer, 13 N.Y.3d 270 (N.Y. 2009) — On April 9, 2013, Justice
Richard B. Lowe III praised the Firm’s efforts as follows: “[W]hen you have
challenging cases, the one thing you like to ask for is that the legal
representation on both sides rise to that level. Because when you have lawyers
who are professionals, who are confident, who are experienced, each of you
know that each side has a job to do [. . ..] I want to tell you that I am very
satisfied with your performance and with your, quite frankly, tenacity on both
sides. And it took six years, but look at the history of the litigation. There were
two appeals all of the way to the Court of Appeals [....] And then look at the
results. I mean, there are dissents in the Court of Appeals, so that shows you
the complexity of the issues that were presented in this litigation [. . . .] [I]t
shows you effort that went into this and the professionalism that was
exhibited [....] So let me just again express my appreciation to both sides.”

o K.J. Egleston L.P. v. Heartland Industrial Partners, et al., 2:06-13555 (E.D. Mich.) -
where the Firm was Lead Counsel, Judge Rosen, at the June 7, 2010 final
approval hearing, praised the Firm for doing “an outstanding job of
representing [its] clients,” and further commented that “the conduct of all
counsel in this case and the result they have achieved for all of the parties
confirms that they deserve the national recognition they enjoy.”
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Klein, et al. v. Ryan Beck Holdings, Inc., et al., 06-cv-3460 (DAB) (5.D.N.Y. 2010) —
where the Firm was Lead Counsel, Judge Deborah A. Batts described the
Firm’s successful establishment of a settlement fund as follows: “[a] miracle
that there is a settlement fund at all.” Judge Batts continued: "As I said earlier,
there is no question that the litigation is complex and of a large and, if you
will, pioneering magnitude ...” (Emphasis added).

Parker Friedland v. Iridium World Communications, Ltd., 99-1002 (D.D.C.) — where
the Firm was co-lead counsel, Judge Laughrey said (on October 16, 2008), “[a]ll
of the attorneys in this case have done an outstanding job, and I really
appreciate the quality of work that we had in our chambers as a result of this
case.”

In re Dynamic Random Access Memory Antitrust Litigation, MDL-02-1486 (N.D.
Cal.) — where the Firm was co-lead counsel, Judge Hamilton said (on August
15, 2007), “I think I can conclude on the basis with my five years with you all,
watching this litigation progress and seeing it wind to a conclusion, that the
results are exceptional. The percentages, as you have outlined them, do put
this [case] in one of the upper categories of results of this kind of [antitrust]
class action. I am aware of the complexity . . . I thought that you all did an
exceptionally good job of bringing to me only those matters that really
required the Court’s attention. You did an exceptionally good job at
organizing and managing the case, assisting me in management of the case.
There was excellent coordination between all the various different plaintiffs’
counsel with your group and the other groups that are part of this litigation. . .
. So my conclusion is the case was well litigated by both sides, well managed
as well by both sides.”

In re Comdisco Sec. Litigation, 01 C 2110 (N.D. IlL. July 14, 2005) — Judge Milton
Shadur observed: “It has to be said . . . that the efforts that have been extended
[by Wolf Haldenstein] on behalf of the plaintiff class in the face of these
obstacles have been exemplary. And in my view [Wolf Haldenstein] reflected
the kind of professionalism that the critics of class actions . . . are never willing
to recognize. . . . I really cannot speak too highly of the services rendered by
class counsel in an extraordinary difficult situation.”

Good Morning to You Productions Corp. v. Warner/Chappell Music, Inc., No. CV
13-04460-GHK (MRWx) (C.D. Cal.,, Aug. 16, 2016) — Judge George H. King
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stated: "Not all, or perhaps even most, plaintiffs' class counsel could have
litigated this case as successfully as did class counsel against such a fierce and
exceptionally accomplished opponent.”

Bokelman et al. v. FCH Enterprises, Inc., (Case No. 1:18-cv-209, D. Haw., May 3,
2019): Judge Robert J. Bryan said, “I've been impressed by the quality of the
work you’ve done throughout here, and that is reflected, I think, in the fact
that no one has objected to the settlement.”

RECENT NOTEWORTHY RESULTS

Wolf Haldenstein’s performance in representative litigation has repeatedly resulted in
favorable results for its clients. The Firm has helped recover billions of dollars on
behalf of its clients in the cases listed below. Recent examples include the following;:

On May 13, 2019, in Apple Inc. v. Pepper, No. 17-204, the Supreme Court
affirmed a decision by the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals holding that iPhone
purchasers have standing to sue Apple for monopolizing the market for iPhone
apps in this longstanding antitrust class action. Wolf Haldenstein has been
Lead Counsel for the plaintiffs since 2007. The case was commenced in federal
district court in Oakland. The Supreme Court’s decision clears the way for the
plaintiffs to proceed on the merits of their claim.

On June 11, 2018, the United States Supreme Court issued a highly anticipated
decision in China Agritech, Inc. v. Michael H. Resh, et al. Wolf Haldenstein
represented the plaintiffs/respondents, having commenced the action on behalf
of aggrieved shareholders of China Agritech after two prior cases had failed at
the class certification stage.

In re Genetically Modified Rice Litigation, MDL 1811 (E.D. Mo.) - Wolf
Haldenstein represented U.S. rice farmers in this landmark action against Bayer
A.G. and its global affiliates, achieving a global recovery of $750 million. The
case arose from the contamination of the nation's long grain rice crop by
Bayer's experimental and unapproved genetically modified Liberty Link rice.

Roberts v. Tishman Speyer, 13 N.Y.3d 270 (N.Y. 2009) - a class action brought on
behalf of over 27,500 current and former tenants of New York City's iconic
Stuyves