UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

Inre:

SONY BMG CD CASE NO: 1:05-cv-09575-NRB
TECHNOLOGIES LITIGATION

DECLARATION OF JENNIFER SARNELLI IN SUPPORT OF PLAIN TIFES’ CLASS
COUNSELS’ APPLICATION FOR ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND REIMBURSEMENT OF
EXPENSES

I, JENNIFER SARNELLL hereby declare as follows:

1. I am an attorney in good standing duly licensed and admitted to practice in the States

of New Jersey, New York, Washington D.C., and the United State District Court Southern
District of New York. I am an associate at Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer, P.A., counsel of
record for Plaintiff DeMarco in DeMarco v. Sony BMG, Docket No. 1:05-10825. A true
and correct copy of the firm resume is attachied hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated by
reference herein.

2. I submit this declaration in support of Plaintiffs’ Class Counsels’ application for
attorneys’ fees and reimbursements of expenses in the above entitled matter. The testimony

set forth in this declaration is based on first hand knowledge, about which I would and could




testify competently in open court if called 'upon to do so, and on I-Ec-:;ﬁté_lm-)orah'éousrl)}
generated records kept in the ordinary course of business.

3. The total number of professional hours expended in the litigation by Wilentz,
Goldman & Spitzer, P.A. is 62.10. The total lodestar amount for attorney’s time expended
by Wilentz,_ Goldman & Spitzer, P.A. in the course of the litigation, based upon current
rates, is $19,286.50.' The chart attached hereto as Exhibit B was prepared 'by me and
presents a summary of the time spent from November 14, 2005 through March 16, 2006 on
the hitigation by attorneys. The chart includes the name of each attorney who has worked on
the case, his or her current hourly billing rate and the number of hours expended by each
professional on the matter. The time reflected in this declaration was time actually spent, in
the exercise of reasonable judgment, by the laws and staff involved, and includes, but is not
limited to: communications by and between counsel and plaintiff, communications amongst
co-counsel; drafting correspondence, emails, pleadings; review and responses to co-
counsel’s work, proposed settlements; conferences with co-counsel; and legal research. My
firm was careful not to expend unnecessary hours and did not do duplicate work done by
others.

4. This firm expended a total. of $497.06 in unreimbursed expenses in
connection with prosecution of the litigation 611 behalf of Darren DeMarco. The expenses
incurred in this case are reflected in the books and records of the firm. These books and
records are prepared from expense vouchers, check records, and other contemporaneously-
recorded billing records, are an accurate record of expenses incurred in this litigation. The

chart attached hereio as Exhibit C, also prepared at my direction, details these expenses.




1 hereby declare that the foregoing statements made by me are true to the best of my
knowledge. I am aware that if any of the foregoing statements made by me are willfully

false, I am subject to punishment.

Dated: March 24, 2006 ' ﬂ /l/ /

J eyfer Sartfelli < ~
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A Tradition m l\,'a

The rm was founded in 1919 by David T. Wileniz,
a man of uncommon determination and an icon

of the legat profession. By 1935, he had hecome
New Jorsey's attorney general, during which tirme
he prosecuted what was then the world's maost
sensational case, the Lindbergh Kidnapping.
Beoks, movies and news accounts document his
tenacity, legal acumen and integrity. Those eariy
tessons were nof lost on the firm's future mem-
bers. Inspired by the leadership of David 7. Wileniz,
and commitied tc delivering effective legal services
to both farge and small businesses and o individi-
als, the firm prospered znd earnad a place of
prominence in the New Jersey jegal community.

Fror its humble beginnings. with offices over a
siorefront, to its own Ll-siory building at the
crossroacs of New Jersey, with slate-of-the-art
information technalogy systems, the firm has
earned a siellar reputation 2s a formidable
advocate and astute acvisor in business. Ag it has
grown to offer its sefvices throughout its offices irt
New Jersey, New York and Pen*lsylv Ria, 1t ‘contin:
ues to remain tinked t6 all of the péople and’ ]egal '
resources at the main office through those valiabie
technology systermns. Despitﬂ growth, the firm's
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In addition, Wilentz lawyers provide individusls Praclicing jaw.
advice, represantation and access to the jusiice law is whzl we oo
systemn. Whether counseling individuzls who have and cherish cur gl
been injured or whose health has been wrongiully Valeryz. Golgman & S
compromised, whose marriages are at risk, whose rraintaining e repui
disputes require judiciat intervention, or helping our chients have
families pian for the future when they will need Cornmitment to W
1o pass their estates on to loved ones, Wileniz
lawyers possess the skills necessary 1o make
difference in the lives of their clients and are
commitied to making that happen.

This commitment to clients and to excellence of
work product has resulted in Wileniz, Galdman &
Spitzer lawyers being continuously acknowiedgs:

in their areas of practice. Thay have been recipients
“of countless local, state and national awards froe:
professional associztions, organizations and con-

- - sumer groups. -They are freguently soughl out for
teaching and lecturing positicns for members of the
bar and for the generai public. Ther commitment

“to the community has also resufted in recognition
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Qur Serv

Business Services

Appellate Practice

Banking & Financial Services
Bankruptey & Creditors' Rights

Brokerage Commission &
Securifies Litigation

Business Law

Casino Law

Commercial Litigation
Commercizl Real Estate
Computer & Related Technology
Construction Industry Law
Corborate Finance

Education Law

‘Employee Benefits

Energy, Telecommunications,
Water & Public Utiities

Franchise Law

RWE, an international utility company,
acquires the American Walerworks
Company, & merger on which the

tirm provides regulatory counsel in
New Jersey and ather states across

the United States”

Cces

at a Glance

Healthcare

Intellectual Property
Land Use/Environmental
Public Finance
Public Utilities
Redeveiopment
Regufatory Law

Tax

Personal Services

Class Actions

Criminal Law/Civil Rights
Employment Law

Family Law

Personal injury

Toxic & Environmental Injury
Trusts & Estates

Workers' Compensation
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' pate 1Kpr HIs  Kage 10tal Narragve
11/14/2005 |KIZISL 5.80 | 400.00 2.320.00 {Review of documents
RN meeting with Steve and Mike Raff, P Tort, M. Halbfish and Lynne re potential case to be
([M1472005 |SARNEJ | 420 27500 | 1,155.00 filed against Sony BMG and research in E-Commerce on COAs
11/152005 |KIZISL 320 | 400.00 | 1,280.00 |Research for causes of action in Complaint
legal research on COA including EULA and mail fruad as well as other federal electronie. .. ..
117152005 SARNEJ 7.10) 275.00 195250 privacy acts, review of other class action with these COA and DoubleClick case
11/16/2005 |SARNE} 0401 275.00 110.00 |Telephone conferences with Tortoreti.
1171772005 |KIZISL 2601 400.00 1,040.00 iReview and edit of Complaint & Filing
11/17/2005 |SARNEJ 6301 275.00 173250 Drafted and Filed Class Action Complaint. Edited aceording to c-counse] comments,
memos to/frot co-counsel re same.
11/18/2005 (SARNEJ | 0.20( 275.00 55.00 |memos to/from co-counsel re media coverage and details of defect
11/19/2005 |SARNEJ 0201 275.00 55.00 {memos to/from co-counsel re strategy
11/21/2005 |SARNEJ | 020 275.00 35.00 |review of e-filing and memo re Texas AG case S )
- T Kins - T Bo s
11222005 [RODDYE! 120 4001—]0 480.00 :eu]::;; fromfio J. Sarnelli and L. Kizis re new case filing and inquiry from plaintiffs
11/22/2005 [SARNEY | 040! 275.00 110.00 {memos to/from co-counsel on case strategy and service
111/23/2005 |[SARNEJ 0.10{ 275.00 27.50 ireview of memo from Halbfish
12/1/2005  |SARNEJ 0.80 | 275.00 "220.00 (research on Bochwald class decisions, call with Kambler re his case and transfer issues
12/22005  |KIZISL 110 | 400.00 440.00 Confetencc call wico-counsel on transfer and research on Spitzer potential filing.
i Discussions re: transfer & memos
12/2/2005  |SARNE) viol 275.00 302.50 c('mfereface call with cocounsel on transfer and research on Spitzer potential filing,
discussions re transfer, memos e same
12/3/2005 [SARNEJ 0.20 | 275.00 55.00 imemos to from co-counsel re follow up on call and transfer decision
12/4/20605 SARNEY 020 275.00 55.00 {memos to/from co-counsel
12/52005  |RIZISL 1.101 400.00 440.00 Rcwevf' of_memo from co-counsel and discussions re: MDL. & Sony potential
" |consolidation
12/5/2005  |SARNEJ 1.10 | 27300 302.50 jreview of memo from eo-counsel and discussions re md! and sdny potential consolidation
12/9/2005  |SARNEY 110 275.00 302.50 memu_to Scott Kamber re case, memos to/from co-counsel re same, call with Phil re his
call with Kamber
research on forum or venue transfer by plaintiff to consolidate with SDNY case,
12/11/2005 |SARNEJ 1.30| 275.00 495.00 \communications with co-counse re case and decisions regarding transfer and discussions
e potential setflement
12/12/2005 |SARNEJ 020 275.00 55.00 |communications with co-counsel re case and decisions regarding fransfer
12/13/2005 |SARNEJ 030 | 275.00 8250 cc-pmmumcahons with co-counsel re settiement criteria and finalizing decision to merge
with SDNY case .
12/16/2005 |SARNEJ 180 | 275.00 495,00 |memos to/from _co—counsc] re transfer, form.s search, drafting transfer siip and order,
memo to opposing counsel re transfer & fling
12/19/2005 |SARNEY 0.40 | 275.00 110.00 [e-filing stipulation of venue transfer
12/22/2005 jSARNEJ 030 275.00 82.50 {Memo follow up w/co-counsel
12/23/2005 |SARNEY 160 | 275.00 440.00 Memos to Scott Kamber re status and memos to/from co-counsel re transfer drafling
transfer order.
12/27/2005 [SARNEJ 0.20 1 275.00 55.00 [Memo to Scott Kamber.
12/28/2005 |SARNET 0.50 1 275.00 13750 {Memos to/from Kamber re conf. and transfer to SDNY.
12/29/2005 - |SARNET | 240 | 275.00 660.00 Review of media re settlement, review of preliminary settlement papers, memos wico-
counsel re same,
12/30/2005 |SARNEJ 0.10 | 275.00 27.50 [Memos w/co-counsel re settlement. ‘
1/6/2006 SARNEI | 630 | 28500 | 1,795.50 travel to and attendance at preliminary settlement ?earmg and review of settlement
documents. memos to from co-counsel and call with co-connsel
1/13/2006 SARNEJ 1106 | 285.00 313.50 {filing papers with MDL panel
1/15/2006  iSARNEJ 0.30 | 285.00 85.50 [memo to co-counsel re status and MDL filing
1116/2006  |KIZISL 1.50 | 41500 622.50 (Review settlement and papers being filed with the court, conference with co-counsel
21212006 SARNEY 0.50 | 285.00 142.50 |review of fax re revisions to settiement. discussions with Lynne and Phil re same
2/3/2006 SARNEI 020 | 285.00 57.00 |Email to Tortorefi re: Ricciutti Objection
2/3/2006 SARNE] 020 | 285.00 57.00 |Email to co~counsel re; Ricciutti Objection
2/7/2006 SARNE] 0.30 | 285.00 83.50 |Emails to cocounsel re: Ricciutti Objection
2/16/2006  |SARNEJ 0.20 | 285.00 57.00 ireview of MIL notice -
2/17/2006 ISARNE] 0.50 | 285.00 142.50 imemo to cocounsel re settlement terms
2/27/2006  [SARNEJ 0.30 | 285.00 85.50 |confernce call with co-counsel
3/10/2006  {SARNEJ 0.20 { 285.00 57.00 |Memos to co-counsel re MDL hearing.
3/13/22006  [SARNE) 0.50 1 285.00 142 50 |Completed MDL oral argument waiver and served on all counsel.
3/16/2006  |SARNEY 0.30 | 285.00 142.50 Iconfernce call with co-counsel
3/20/2006  |SARNE] 0.20 | 285.00 57.90 |Memos w/Kamber re final scttiement.
3/21/2006  [SARNET | 0.40 | 285.00 114.00 |Memos to/from co-counsel requesting final time entries.
3/23/2006  |SARNEJ] 0.70 | 285.00 199.50 [Compiling all time from all counse] and memo to Kamber re same
62.10 19,286.50




Exhibit C




11116/2005 |SARNEJ [CRTF [H |0 |$250.00 ':22%%&;{%%%3?‘;‘1ﬁ%ﬁ;&oa

12116/2005 |PATEL1 [COPY [S - |17  ($170  |COMPLAINT FOR ATTY

12/19/2005 |PATEL1 {COPY S |1 [$0.10  |SCANNING FOR ECF

12119/2005 |[PATELY |SCAN /S |1 1$0.05  |SCANNING FOR ECF

12M9/2005 |PATEL1 [SCAN |8 |1 $0.05 SCANNING FOR ECF

12/23/2005 |SARNEJ [FAXS [S 4  1$600  IPLEADINGS

12/23/2005 [SARNEJ |SCAN |[S 13 |$0.15  |PLEADINGS

12116/2005 |SARNEJ |WEST!S |0 |50.00  |WESTLAW

12/16/2005 |SARNEJ [WEST S [0 [$0.00  |WESTLAW

12116/2005 |SARNEJ [WEST[S {0 1$000  |WESTLAW

12116/2005 |SARNEJ IWEST|S [0 [$200  |WESTLAW

121162005 [SARNEJ [WEST!S [0 [$1700 |WESTLAW

12116/2005 |SARNEJ [WEST (S [0 [$46.00 |WESTLAW

12/16/2005 |SARNEJ [WEST[S |0 18000  IWESTLAW

126/2005 |SARNEJ IWEST |S [0 [$200  |WESTLAW

12/28/2005 PHON |S [0 [$0.07  |Sameli6a4s

1212812005 PHON S [0 [$1.20  |Gabriel 5640

s [omves el oo eSS

113/2008 [SARNEJ |COPY IS 1251 [$2510 |RESPONSE TO MOTION

1/13/2008 [SARNEJ [FAXS |S |7 [$10.50 |NOTICE OF APPEARANGE

isoos |SOMMB leaxs s |2 lsaco  |[MwoTicew opre APp

1/13/2008 UPsh |H |0 $9.59 Judicial Panel on Multidist

2M5/2006 {SARNEJ |COPY |S {128 [$12.80 |NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT

121212005 |SARNEJ [OTEL |[H |0 |$38.20

3/23/2006 [SARNEJ [SCAN [S |12 |$0.60  |TIME ENTRIES CHART
$497.06




