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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

IN RE: PACKAGED SEAFOOD
PRODUCTS ANTITRUST
LITIGATION

This document relates to:

All End Payer Plaintiff
Actions

Case No. 3:15-md-02670-DMS-MSB

ORDER GRANTING END PAYER
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR
ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND COSTS

[PROPOSED] ORDER

CASE NO. 15-MD-2670-DMS (MSB)
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Pending before the Court is the End Payer Plaintiffs’ (“EPPs’’) motion for an
award of attorneys’ fees and reimbursement of litigation expenses made in connection
with their class action settlement with Defendants StarKist Co. and Dongwon Industries
Co., Ltd. (collectively, “StarKist and DWI”) and Defendants Lion Capital (Americas),
Inc., Lion Capital LLP, and Big Catch Cayman LP! (collectively, the “Lion
Companies™). The EPPs also seek incentive awards from the settlement fund in
varying amounts ranging from $3,000, $6,000 and $9,000 for consumers who acted as
Class Representatives for their service in this case.

Having considered the EPPs’ motion, the record in this case, and the supporting
papers, the Court finds EPPs’ request for attorneys’ fees, reimbursement of litigation
expenses, and incentive awards for each of the Class Representatives for their service
in this case is fair and reasonable considering the outstanding settlements obtained,
the substantial efforts Class Counsel have taken, the considerable litigation risks faced
by Class Counsel, and the extent of time and work that the Class Representatives have
put into this case over the last nine years. Accordingly, the Court GRANTS the EPPs’
motion and ORDERS the following:

(1) The Class Representatives shall each receive an incentive award as

follows:

a. $3,000 each to Louise Adams, Nay Alidad, Jessica Bartling, Barbara
Blumstein, Barbara Buenning, Scott Caldwell, Jade Canterbury, Casey
Christensen, Jody Cooper, Sundé Daniels, Brian Depperschmidt, Vivek
Dravid, Rob Etten, Ana Gabriela Felix Garcia, John Frick, Kathleen
Garner, Stephanie Gipson, Tina Grant, Tya Hughes, Amy Jackson,
Marissa Jacobus, Danielle Johnson, Zenda Johnston, Michael Juetten,
Steven Kratky, Kathy Lingnofski, Katherine McMahon, Diana Mey, Liza
Milliner, Laura Montoya, Kirsten Peck, Elizabeth Perron, Valerie Peters,
John Peychal, Audra Rickman, Erica Rodriguez, Joelyna A San Agustin,
Amber Sartori, Rebecca Lee Simoens, Nancy Stiller, Christopher Todd,
John Trent, Nigel Warren, Thomas E. Willoughby III, and Dan Zwirlein.

! Big Catch Cayman LP was previously dismissed from the Action by the Court with
prejudice. ECF No. 3103.
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b. $6,000 each to Melissa Bowman, Michael Buff, Kathy Durand (f’k/a
Gore), Kim Eason (f/k/a Craig), Gloria Emery, Edgardo Gutierrez, Carla
Lown, Rick Musgrave, Corey Norris, John Pels, Rob Skaff, Greg Stearns,
Bonnie Vander Laan, and Julie Wiese.

c. $9,000 each to Gay Birnbaum, Laura Childs, Andrew Gorman, Lisa Hall,
Mary Hudson, Jennifer Nelson, Barbara Olson, and Elizabeth Twitchell.

(2) Class Counsel is awarded a total of $1,618,489.24 in past litigation
expenses since May of 2021 and fees of $48,320,739.40.

(3) The fees and expenses shall be allocated among Class Counsel by the
EPPs’ Lead Counsel (Wolf Haldenstein Adler Freeman & Herz LLP) in a manner that,
in the Lead Counsel’s good-faith judgment, reflects each firm’s contribution to the
institution, prosecution, and resolution of the litigation.

(4) This order shall be entered of this date pursuant to Rule 54(b) and (d) of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the Court finding that there is no just reason for
delay.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: November 22, 2024
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