
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

ELOUISE PEPION COBELL, et al., )
)

Plaintiffs, )
)

v. ) Case No. 1:96cv01285(TFH)
)

KEN SALAZAR, Secretary of the Interior, )
et al., )

)
Defendants. )

__________________________________________)

DEFENDANTS’ RESPONSE AND OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ PETITION FOR
CLASS COUNSEL FEES, EXPENSES AND COSTS THROUGH SETTLEMENT

Class counsel’s petition for $223 million plus expenses is unsupported by and contrary to

controlling law, contrary to promises counsel made in the settlement contract, and contrary to

representations made to this Court, Congress, and the plaintiff classes.  As the Court is aware,

class counsel agreed in the class settlement that they would not contend that they were entitled to

greater than $99.9 million in fees.  They touted that binding commitment repeatedly to Congress

and to class members to persuade Congress to enact the legislation and to reassure class

members that settlement funds would go to class members, not to excessive compensation of

their lawyers.  Even if class counsel’s demand for fees were not otherwise excessive, it should be

rejected out-of-hand for this reason.

But class counsel’s fee demand is also excessive and inconsistent with controlling law. 

Class counsel cannot escape a simple fact: although they enjoyed some early success in this case,

they have already been compensated for that success through prior fee petitions.  But since their

2001 success in the Court of Appeals, class counsel have lost virtually everything they have

tried, being rebuffed in nine consecutive Court of Appeals’ decisions.  Throughout that period,



rather than advancing this case to conclusion, class counsel embroiled the Court, class members,

and the government in a series of wasteful diversions characterized by ad hominem attacks on

government officials and a lack of any discernible benefit to the class.  The broader resolution of

Individual Indian Money (IIM) management issues and the determination of Congress to bring

these issues to a close address claims not pursued by plaintiffs and unconnected to the detours

they actually pursued.  Class counsel thus cannot justify the fees that they seek.

Finally, class counsel cannot look to their recently mentioned, but until recently unknown

and to this day unseen, contingency fee agreement or to controlling law for support.  As

discussed below, neither the fees class counsel seek nor the fees they claim are prescribed by

their contingency agreement, are authorized or compelled by controlling law.  Even a fee of

$99.9 million – all class counsel are permitted to seek – is grossly excessive.  The award of

attorney fees, costs, and expenses to class counsel, as established below, should be limited to $50

million.  Such an award accords with controlling law and the settlement agreement, and is more

than fair and reasonable in light of the record in this case.

BACKGROUND

I. The Fee Provision

To reach a settlement with the government, plaintiffs agreed that their motion for

attorney fees incurred through December 7, 2009, “shall not assert that Class Counsel be paid

more than $99,900,000.00.”  Agreement on Attorneys’ Fees, Expenses, and Costs, ¶4.a (Dec. 7,

2009) (Fee Agreement) (Exhibit (Ex.) 1).  It is undisputed that this fee provision was a material

term of the settlement.  As the United States has explained in multiple fora, it was critical to

ensure that, if this longstanding matter was to be resolved, the funds made available for
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settlement should, to the maximum extent possible, be paid to the plaintiff class; the parties’

agreement on attorney fees was directed to that end.  

Plaintiffs and class counsel have themselves repeatedly reaffirmed the meaning, and

importance, of the fee provision.  In seeking to persuade Congress to enact the settlement

legislation, plaintiffs told a committee of the House of Representatives, regarding their class

counsel, “They have agreed to limit their petition for fees to under $100 million.”  Proposed

Settlement of the Cobell v. Salazar Litig.: Oversight Hearing Before the H. Comm. On Natural

Resources (2010 Oversight Hearing), 111th Cong. 55 (2010) (Statement of Elouise Cobell) (Ex.

4).  In seeking this Court’s preliminary approval of the settlement, plaintiffs informed the Court

that the Fee Agreement provides that they “shall not assert that Class Counsel be paid more than

$99,900,000.00,” Joint Mot. for Preliminary Approval at 16 (Dec. 10, 2010) [Dkt. 3660] (Ex. 5),

and that “Plaintiffs’ motion will request that Class Counsel be paid $99.9 million.”  Plaintiffs’

Notice Regarding Attorneys’ Fees And Incentive Awards at 3 (Dec. 10, 2010) [Dkt. 3661].

To their class members, plaintiffs sent a formal Rule 23 notice asserting that, although

they have contingency fee agreements containing a percentage that could, if applied, result in a

higher award, “Plaintiffs’ petition will assert that Class Counsel should be paid $99.9 million for

fees, expenses, and costs through December 7, 2009.”  Ex. 6 at 14 (Long Form Class Notice)

(emphasis added).  Despite those representations, counsel now argue that their service to those

clients merits a payment of more than twice that amount – further depleting the funds available

for payments to class members by more than $120 million.  Pet. at 25.  Plaintiffs’ proposed order

directs that the class’s custodian of funds “promptly shall pay to Class Counsel $223,000,000.00

[in] fees and $1,276,598 in expenses and costs.”  [Dkt. 3678-15].  
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II. Litigation

The lengthy history of this litigation looms over the fee petition like a tale of two cases,

and class counsel have already been compensated for one of them.  Plaintiffs won early success

in the first phase of the case, when they sought injunctions to enforce the accounting requirement

of the American Indian Trust Fund Management Reform Act of 1994.  Plaintiffs obtained a

favorable ruling at trial, Cobell v. Babbitt (Cobell V), 91 F. Supp. 2d 1 (D.D.C. 1999), which was

“generally affirm[ed]” on appeal.  Cobell v. Norton (Cobell VI), 240 F.3d 1081, 1086 (D.C. Cir.

2001).  They then petitioned under EAJA and obtained an award of over $7 million in fees and

expenses for their work, which the government promptly paid.  They also received over

$750,000 in additional fees and expenses relating to discovery disputes.  See Ex. 7. 

After that initial phase, class counsel had little success.  The case degenerated into a

series of contempt and sanctions motions against 70 people and protracted efforts to shut down

the Department of the Interior’s computer systems.  The trial court conferred a few temporary

victories – a contempt citation against the Secretary of the Interior and an order to disconnect

most of Interior’s computer systems – but those were short-lived.  After Plaintiffs’ 2001 victory

on appeal, they suffered nine straight defeats at the appellate level.  See Cobell v. Kempthorne

(Cobell XIX), 455 F.3d 317, 320, 330 (D.C. Cir. 2006) (noting that the court had, at that time,

heard eight appeals since Cobell VI, addressing the historical accounting and collateral matters,

such as contempt allegations against senior Interior officials, and had each time set aside a

district court order or other action against Interior).1

1   The Court of Appeals expressly rebuffed class counsel’s effort to dispute their losing streak:
“Plaintiff-beneficiaries’ . . .  only example of a break in the constant stream of reversals is our
dismissal with prejudice of a government appeal. They neglect to mention, however, that the
order they cite did not affirm on the merits, but instead responded to the government's motion for
voluntary dismissal.”  455 F.3d at 334-35 (emphasis added).
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In the last appellate decision, the Court of Appeals held that an historical accounting was

possible and vacated the Court’s restitution award of $455.6 million.  Cobell v. Salazar (Cobell

XXII), 573 F.3d 808 (D.C. Cir. 2009).  It noted that “[w]e must not allow the theoretically perfect

to render impossible the achievable good,” and remanded the case to this Court.  Id. at 815.

ARGUMENT

Class counsel’s petition asks class members to foot the bill for their years of fruitless

digressions from the core issue in the case.  Settlement was precipitated not by class counsel’s

litigation efforts (which, in the years since they were paid for previous work, failed), but by the

government’s decision to end the litigation on terms that required congressional approval and set

a better course for Interior and its relationship with Native Americans.  The settlement is a fair

one for the parties, but it merits nowhere near one hundred million dollars in attorney fees:  the

Court of Appeals had just vacated a monetary award to plaintiffs and instructed Interior to

provide only “the best accounting possible, in a reasonable time, with the money that Congress is

willing to appropriate.”  Cobell XXII, 573 F.3d at 813.

In setting attorney fees, the Court “must ‘act as fiduciary for the beneficiaries (who are

paying the fee) . . . because few if any, of the action’s beneficiaries actually are before the court

at the time the fees are set,’ and because ‘there is no adversary process that can be relied upon in

the setting of a reasonable fee.’” In re Dept. of Veterans Affairs Data Theft Litig., 653 F. Supp.2d

58, 60 (D.D.C. 2009) (quoting Court Awarded Attorney Fees, Report of the Third Circuit Task

Force, 108 F.R.D. 237, 251 (1985)).  As the court in Warnell v. Ford Motor Co., 205 F. Supp. 2d

956 (N.D. Ill. 2002), explained:

In a common fund case, however, “once the attorneys secure a settlement for the
class, they petition the court for compensation from the same fund.  Thus ‘their
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role changes from one of a fiduciary for the clients to that of a claimant against
the fund created for the clients’ benefit.’  The court becomes the fiduciary and
must carefully monitor disbursement to the attorneys by scrutinizing the fee
applications.”

Id. at 960 (quoting Skelton v. General Motors Corp., 860 F.2d 250, 253 (7th Cir. 1988)); see

Freeport Partners, L.L.C. v. Allbritton, Dkt. No. Civ.A. 04-2030(GK), 2006 WL 627140 at *7

(D.D.C. 2006) (recognizing “the Court’s duty to protect the class”).  

Class counsel’s work did not hasten resolution of this case, and the plaintiff class should

not be made to pay an exorbitant amount for it.  An award of attorney fees, costs, and expenses

of $50 million would be ample consideration on this record, would comply with controlling law

and the settlement agreement, and would be fair and reasonable to class members.

 I. The Factors That The Court Must Consider In Determining A Fair And Reasonable
Award Of Attorney Fees Dictate An Award Limited to $50 Million

In this Circuit, attorney fees in common fund cases are set using a percentage-of-the-fund

method.  Swedish Hospital Corp. v. Shalala, 1 F.3d 1261, 1271 (D.C. Cir. 1993); Pet. at 4.  This

Court has articulated several factors that guide its decision under a percentage-of-the-fund

method, including:  (1) the size of the fund created and the number of persons benefitted; (2) the

presence or absence of substantial objections by members of the class to the settlement terms or

fees requested by counsel; (3) the skill and efficiency of the attorneys involved; (4) the

complexity and duration of the litigation; (5) the risk of nonpayment; (6) the amount of time

devoted to the case by plaintiffs’ counsel; and (7) the awards in similar cases.  In re Baan Co.

Sec. Litig., 288 F. Supp. 2d. 14, 17 (D.D.C. 2003) (citing In re Lorazepam & Clorazepate

Antitrust Litig. (Lorazepam II), Dkt. Nos. MDL 1290 (TFH), 99MS276 (TFH), Civ.99-0790
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(TFH), 2003 WL 22037741 (D.D.C. June 16, 2003) at *7); see In re Vitamins Antitrust Litig. No.

99-197, MDL No. 1285, 2001 WL 856290 (D.D.C. July 16, 2001) (same).  

Class counsel justify their excessive fee petition by inflating both the amount of the fund

for which they are responsible and the percentage to which they are entitled.  The Court should

reject such efforts and find that the controlling factors justify an award limited to $50 million.

A. The Size Of The Fund For Which Class Counsel Is Responsible Is 
Approximately $360 Million

In Swedish Hospital, counsel for the class sought fees equal to twenty percent of a $27.8

million settlement fund.  The district court reasoned that class counsel could claim credit only to

the extent that their efforts enhanced the size of the settlement fund, and awarded fees totaling

twenty percent of only about $10 million of the $27.8 million settlement fund (or $2 million).  1

F.3d at 1264.  The D.C. Circuit affirmed, holding that the district court acted “within its

discretion in basing its fee calculation only on that part of the fund for which counsel was

responsible.”  Id. at 1272 (emphasis added).  When class counsel’s litigation efforts were not

responsible for a significant portion of a settlement fund, this Court has followed Swedish

Hospital.  E.g., In re First Databank Anitrust Litig., 209 F. Supp.2d 96, 100-101 (D.D.C. 2002)

(awarding attorney fees based upon $8 million of the total $19 million settlement fund). 

Of the $3.4 billion involved in this settlement, approximately $1.5 billion will be placed

into a settlement account from which the plaintiff classes will be paid.  Of that $1.5 billion, only

a portion is allocable to the Historical Accounting Claims that class counsel litigated.  Under the

terms of the settlement, approximately 360,000 Historical Accounting Class members will each

receive $1,000 in settlement of those claims.  See Cobell v. Kempthorne (Cobell XX), 532 F.
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Supp.2d 37, 61 (D.D.C. 2008) (noting Interior’s estimate of 364,772 IIM accounts).  As a result,

only $360 million of the settlement funds are based on claims that counsel actually litigated.

The remaining funds are the result, not of tens of millions of dollars’ worth of work

performed by class counsel, but rather the government’s desire to resolve the claims of the IIM

account holders themselves.  Indeed, plaintiffs amended their complaint to add Funds

Administration Claims and Land Administration Claims – claims that were never a part of this

case – only after, and in accordance with, the parties’ December 7 settlement.  Contrary to their

current argument that “the monetary award for mismanagement was a benefit derived from this

suit and the work of class counsel,” prior to the complaint’s December 21, 2010 amendment,

plaintiffs repeatedly insisted that they were seeking neither money damages nor an infusion of

money into the IIM trusts.  Cobell v. Babbitt (Cobell I), 30 F. Supp. 2d 24, 39-40 (D.D.C. 1998). 

The Court previously struck their allegations of funds mismanagement or asset dissipation as

“clearly irrelevant.”  Id. at 40 n.18.  The Court stated, “Given the allegations contained in the

Complaint and, importantly, certain representations of the plaintiffs’ counsel, the Court holds

that the retrospective allegations of the Complaint seek solely an accounting.  Thus, the plaintiffs

do not seek money damages.”  Id. at 39-40 (emphasis added). 

Until the Court granted leave to amend the complaint, the only claim in this case was for

an accounting:

The plaintiffs’ single “live” cause of action seeks a remedy for this legal breach
[failure to provide an accounting], and the remedy that this Court has fashioned is
limited to ensuring that the defendants produce the requisite accounting of the
Indian trust.  Nothing in the Cobell VI Opinion can be construed to broaden the
scope of this case to include issues unrelated to the defendants’ obligation to
provide an accounting of the trust, such as matters related to asset
mismanagement or other aspects of trust administration unrelated to the
processes by which records and other documentation of transactions involving
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trust assets and the actions of the trustee-delegates are created, stored, preserved,
and so forth.

The foregoing discussion makes clear that this case is only about the rendition of
an accounting of the Indian trust.  

Cobell v. Norton, 226 F.R.D. 67, 77 (D.D.C. 2005) (emphasis added).  Having held the case so

limited, the Court invited plaintiffs to “file an amended complaint alleging that the defendants

have a statutory duty to use due care in administering trust assets, and stating a statutory claim

for breach of that duty.”  Id. at 81.  It concluded that “[u]ntil such a claim is added, however, the

Court’s power to act is limited to the single claim over which it retains continuing jurisdiction . .

. the plaintiffs’ claim concerning the defendant’s breach of their accounting duty.”  Id. at 81-82. 

Plaintiffs never accepted the Court’s invitation and asset mismanagement claims were never

litigated.  The Court of Appeals confirmed this limited scope, holding that the IIM accounting is

the “ultimate relief sought in this case,” and “the ultimate relief sought by the class members.” 

Cobell v. Kempthorne (Cobell XVIII), 455 F.3d 301, 314-15 (D.C. Cir. 2006). 

It was defendants’ proposal to settle potential claims of funds and land mismanagement

that led to the Trust Administration Class and to legislation conferring specific authority upon

this Court to resolve those claims.  As the settlement agreement plainly states: “Recognizing that

individual Indian trust beneficiaries have potential additional claims arising from Defendants’

management of trust funds and trust assets, Defendants have an interest in a broad resolution of

past differences in order to establish a productive relationship in the future.”  Settlement

Agreement at 4 (Dec. 7, 2009) (emphasis added) (Ex. 2).   

The $1.9 billion appropriated for land consolidation is likewise not the product of class

counsel’s efforts, was not sought in the original or amended complaint, and is simply irrelevant
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to the calculation of any common fund.  Under Swedish Hospital, no basis exists for imposing

costs associated with that amount on members of the class.  See 1 F.3d at 1265.  Interior is to use

the $1.9 billion to further a pre-existing land consolidation program and those funds will be paid

only to individuals who own and are willing to sell fractionated land interests.  To base a fee

award on the $1.9 billion would unfairly assess a tax against the settlement fund to reward class

counsel for a fund which they did not create and which applies to a subset of the classes.

At most, therefore, roughly $360 million might be recognized as representing a common fund

that class counsel arguably procured.  

B. Class Counsel Needlessly Generated Much Of The Complexity Of This Case,
Prolonging The Litigation By Years, Without Benefit To The Class

Central to the common benefit theory on which class counsel rely is the principle that the

beneficiaries of counsel’s labors ought to share in the cost of achieving that benefit.  Here,

however, significant portions of counsel’s fees were incurred on efforts that were either

unrelated to, or even affirmatively frustrated, the resolution that plaintiffs sought.  Class counsel

contend that they “have litigated novel issues and navigated a series of ten interlocutory

appellate decisions,” Pet. at 18, but after a partial victory in Cobell VI (for which they have

already been paid), the work for which they now seek fees resulted in nine straight defeats before

the D.C. Circuit.  Cobell XIX, 455 F.3d at 320, 330; Cobell XXII, 573 F.3d at 815. 

Much of class counsel’s efforts over the past decade have been devoted to sideshows

having little to do with achieving the historical accounting that plaintiffs sought.  Class counsel’s

skirmishing ran up costs for both sides.  As just one example, the IT security trial ran for 59 trial

days, with plaintiffs holding some witnesses on the stand for a week.  On appeal, the D.C.

Circuit first stayed and then vacated the Court’s IT injunction, ruling that plaintiffs presented no
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evidence of any risk of harm to the accounting.  Cobell XVIII, 455 F.3d at 315 (“Even if

someone did penetrate Interior’s systems and alter IITD [individual Indian trust data], we have

been shown no reason to believe that the effects would likely be so extensive as to prevent the

class members from receiving the accounting to which they are entitled.”)  

The incivility for which the Cobell litigation has become known presents no better

argument for payment and should not be rewarded.2  See Cobell v. Norton (Cobell VIII), 334

F.3d 1128, 1146 (D.C. Cir. 2003) (in vacating contempt citations, court agreed that “defendants

reasonably characterize [this Court’s] decision as having ‘impose[d] opprobrium’ upon them.”). 

Class counsel sought to have the Secretary of the Interior held in contempt and expanded this

vendetta to virtually every lawyer and official at the Departments of Justice, Interior, and

Treasury who had any role in the case, leading to the pendency of contempt or sanctions charges

against 70 individual government employees, of whom 31 were targeted multiple times.  The

ploy needlessly interfered with the duties and personal lives of scores of public servants and cost

the government more to defend the case because of the collateral attacks, but it garnered nothing

for plaintiffs’ case and provided no benefit to the class.  Eventually, numerous pending contempt

motions were summarily dismissed.  Cobell v. Kempthorne, Jan. 16, 2007 Order [Dkt. 3283]. 

Yet class counsel not only cite these unfounded personal attacks to justify their fee request, but

demand that defendants, as the price of objecting to that request, divulge fees paid to private

attorneys hired to defend individual employees.3

2   Even in their fee petition, class counsel devote considerable space to irrelevant attacks on the
BIA.  The reasonableness of the fee award is not a function of rhetoric or BIA history – which
counsel distort – but of counsel’s record.  Defendants responded to some of plaintiffs’
misleading allegations regarding the BIA in response to Plaintiffs’ Petition for Incentive Awards
and Expenses [Dkt. 3679], which parrots the same ad hominems.
3  Class counsel’s assertions that defendants have “dubious standing” to challenge their fee
request and that the Court should strike down the challenges “unless they have produced their
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The D.C. Circuit recognized that class counsel’s efforts did little to advance their clients’

cause.  The court called the IT issues “collateral” to the historical accounting.  Cobell XVIII, 455

F.3d at 315.  And in Cobell XIX, 455 F.3d at 335, the D.C. Circuit admonished class counsel that

“[they] would more ably advance their worthy cause by focusing their energies on legal issues

rather than on attacking the government and its lawyers.”  Aside from the incentives that would

be created should class counsel now be rewarded for such a strategy, the plain rulings of the D.C.

Circuit demonstrate that class members should not be required to pay for it.  

Even worse than the diversions from issues in the case is that costs were driven up by

tactics that affirmatively frustrated the historical accounting that plaintiffs sought.  No sooner

had Interior begun the historical accounting required by Cobell V than class counsel denounced

the effort and ultimately repudiated the relief sought in their own complaint.  Plaintiffs dismissed

Interior’s historical accounting plans and argued that no accounting could be performed, even as

evidence to the contrary proved them wrong.  Their presentation during the 45-day trial known

as “Trial 1.5” in May-July 2003, focused on frustrating any provision of an accounting.4  And

time and fee records,” Pet. at 13, n. 28, are frivolous. It is well-settled that the government as a
settling defendant may rightly challenge a fee petition. Swedish Hospital, 1 F.3d at 1265 n.1. 
This is especially true here, where defendants serve as fiduciaries of the plaintiff class.  Class
counsel apparently fail to see the irony in criticizing the government for allegedly not protecting
trust funds, on which individual Indians often rely for their basic needs (Pet. at 8), while arguing
that the government may not protect those same funds from overreaching by their lawyers.  The
demand to see the government’s fee records is especially disingenuous given that such expenses
were largely attributable to wasteful actions initiated by class counsel.

4  Of particular note, after the Court held defendants in contempt for failing to produce the
documents relating to the accounts of the named plaintiffs and agreed-upon predecessors,
defendants conducted a search costing upwards of $20 million, and produced over 160,000
documents dating back to 1914.  Cobell XX, 532 F. Supp.2d at 49-50.  Defendants introduced a
study of the research results during Trial 1.5, which found only small variances in the over
12,600 transactions reviewed.  Id. at 50.  Plaintiffs vigorously attacked the methodology Interior
used to analyze the results of the search, but they presented no proof that any of the more than
160,000 documents in the collection was factually incorrect.
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their strategy was so apparent that this Court and, later, the Court of Appeals expressly noted

plaintiffs’ opposition to the very remedy which they purportedly sought.  Cobell v. Norton

(Cobell X), 283 F. Supp.2d 66, 207 (D.D.C. 2003) (noting plaintiffs’ position that “the

accounting owed by the United States government and ordered by this Court is impossible”);

Cobell v. Norton (Cobell XVII), 428 F.3d 1070, 1072 (D.C. Cir. 2005) (“Even the plaintiffs agree

that the injunction [requiring a detailed historical accounting] should not stand because they

believe it to be impossible to perform.”).

The frustration of plaintiffs’ own objectives was not limited to the historical accounting. 

Their actions, especially the temporary success in shutting down Interior’s IT systems,

significantly impeded and delayed trust reform.  See, e.g., Aug. 1, 2005 Status Report to the

Court Number Twenty-Two, Dkt. 3112, at 12-13, 16; Feb. 1, 2007 Status Report to the Court

Number Twenty-Eight, Dkt. 3290, at 13, 17, 19, 42, 48-49.  The class members should not be

taxed tens of millions of dollars to compensate attorneys for efforts that frustrated the very

remedy that they purported to seek.  

Finally, the work of class counsel was unduly devoted to what the Court early on deemed

an effort to “treat the court as a grievance committee” to effect trust reforms that were within the

purview of Congress.  Cobell V, 91 F. Supp. 2d at 6-7; see id. (reminding plaintiffs that “this is a

lawsuit”).  Ten years later, the Court of Appeals echoed this unheeded admonition, holding that

the trust accounting was, among other things, subject to “the realities of congressional

appropriations.”  Cobell XXII, 573 F.3d at 813.

The failure, again, to focus on the legal issues that could be remedied by the court

undermined a timely resolution that would benefit the class.  In the end, the Court rejected
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plaintiffs’ factual allegations, legal theories, and damages model, awarding them only $455.6

million as restitution.  Cobell v. Kempthorne (Cobell XXI), 569 F. Supp.2d 223, 226, 252

(D.D.C. 2008).5  When plaintiffs appealed that award, it was vacated, and Interior was required

only to provide “the best accounting possible, in a reasonable time, with the money that

Congress is willing to appropriate.”  Cobell XXII, 573 F.3d at 813.  Thus, no monetary relief was

forthcoming.  Id., at 815.  Any payments from this settlement will be the result of an opportunity

to turn the page on the litigation, a congressional policy decision to facilitate resolution of this

case and a potential next case, and an opportunity to appropriate funds towards a land

consolidation program that would benefit Indian country and Interior for years in the future.  To

bestow a hefty award upon counsel would be an inappropriate use of the plaintiff class’s

settlement funds.

C. The Risk Of Nonpayment Was Significantly Mitigated, And No Basis 
Exists For Applying A Contingency Fee

To the extent the Court must consider the risk of nonpayment, it was significantly

mitigated by the Court’s 2005 interim award of attorney fees, costs and expenses under the

EAJA.  Cobell v. Norton, 407 F. Supp.2d 140, 171 (D.D.C. 2005).  By 2007, class counsel had

been paid approximately $8.9 million in fees, costs, and expenses.  See Cobell v. Babbitt (Cobell

5   The Court found that, “despite a profusion of evidence and opinion about the unreliability of
IIM records, there has been essentially no direct evidence of funds in the government’s coffers
that belonged in plaintiffs’ accounts.”  Id., at 238 (emphasis added).  The Court also found that:

[Plaintiffs’ restitution] model did not make use of the best available evidence and
did not make fair or reasonable comparisons of data.  Plaintiffs injected bias in
their model through use of unfounded adjustments. . . .  The plaintiffs’ model
stands or falls with their legal theory, and it falls. 

Id., at 251-52 (emphasis added).
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IV), 188 F.R.D. 122 (D.D.C. 1999); Ex. 7.  In any event, class counsel must have considered any

risk of nonpayment to be well worth taking inasmuch as the Kilpatrick firm alone claims to have

employed 200 lawyers and support staff on the case at one time or another.  Dorris Aff., ¶5 [Dkt.

3678-10 at 2 of 14].

Class counsel argue that, due to the risk of nonpayment, “Ms. Cobell and other Class

Representatives engaged class counsel on a contingent fee basis, which now totals in the

aggregate 14.75% of the recovery.”  Pet. at 13.  Class counsel do not provide copies of the

agreements, which D.C. Rule of Professional Conduct 1.5 provides “shall be in writing,” D.C. R.

Prof. Conduct 1.5, or indicate the date(s) on which they were executed, stating only that they

were “[p]rior to the Settlement Agreement.”  Plaintiffs’ Notice at 2. [Dkt. 3661].  The Court has

not seen the terms of these purported agreements.  Instead, Ms. Cobell avers generally that she

“had to engage them on a contingent fee basis.” [Dkt. 3678-7, at 6 of 12].  

Assuming that there are, in fact, contingent fee agreements totaling 14.75%, applying that

percentage to the proper $360 million common fund results only in a payment of $53.1 million. 

But no basis exists for using that claimed 14.75% percentage at all.  First, the Court has neither

examined nor approved any written contingency fee agreement.  No agreement has been shown

to defendants or, apparently, the class members.  Second, class counsel’s reliance on the 14.75%

rate expressly contradicts previous representations.  When seeking to certify the original class in

1996, plaintiffs stated that class counsel “are working on an hourly basis; none has been retained

on a contingent fee (though some have agreed to withhold a portion of their hourly charge until a

favorable termination of the case).” [Dkt. 5].  In March, 1999, plaintiffs reiterated that no class

counsel had been retained on a contingent fee and stated that “Messrs. Gingold, Holt, and

-15-



Levitas will apply for such fee, if any, as the Court may award to them under the ‘common fund’

doctrine.” [Dkt. 221].  Because the Court has not seen or approved these purported agreements

which are at odds with representations at the start of the case and have not been considered by

the plaintiff classes, no basis exists for applying a 14.75% contingency figure to any common

fund.  See Klamath & Modoc Tribes v. United States, 1 Cl. Ct. 378, 379 (1983) (in any fee

determination matter, it is necessary to examine the provisions of the contract under which the

attorney's services were performed for the tribe); Fed. R. Evid. 1002 (the best evidence rule); cf.

Pete v. United Mine Workers of Am. Welfare & Retirement Fund of 1950, 517 F.2d 1275, 1291

(D.C. Cir. 1975) (en banc) (affirming court’s rejection of contingency fee agreement where the

court had not approved it, the fee was sought from a class lacking sophistication, and was sought

late in the litigation after summary judgment was entered).     

D. Class Counsel’s Contentions About The Amount Of Time Devoted
To This Case Are Overstated And Not Credible

Class counsel assert that they have amassed fees that exceed $90 million using present-

day rates that they have quoted, Pet. at 22, but this figure is not credible.  First, their total 

includes billable hours for which counsel have already been paid – or worse, that counsel have 

claimed and the Court has already rejected.  Class counsel’s submitted time log lists hours dating

back to the start of the case.  Yet, plaintiffs 2004 petition seeking $14 million as an interim

award  under EAJA resulted in a $7 million award in fees and expenses for work through the

first phase of the case, which generally ran from case filing to the partial appeal victory, Cobell

VI, in 2001.  They were also separately paid over $624,000 for time related to the first contempt

trial.  Cobell IV, 188 F.R.D. 122.  Those hours are largely claimed again here.  Ex. 8 (excerpts of

2010 billing records listing hours worked on Contempt I, Trial I).
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Moreover, the Court already rejected many of these fees and expenses.  In awarding

interim EAJA fees in 2005, for example, the Court found lead counsel’s reported time spent

reviewing and preparing time records for Trial I “grossly excessive” and reduced those hours by

75%, from 455.9 hours to 113.9 hours.  Cobell, 407 F. Supp.2d at 163, 190 (Appendix III). 

Nevertheless, class counsel again cite that “grossly excessive” time in support of their fee

request.  Pet. at 21-22; compare Ex. 9 (excerpt from 2004 billing records describing time as

“review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application”), with Ex. 10 (excerpt

from 2010 billing records describing time as “work on T-1 time”).  

More recently, plaintiffs sought $129,642.27 in attorney fees in May 2007, for

responding to a motion for reconsideration filed by defendants. [Dkt. 3320].  The Court

unequivocally denied that request:

No, sir.  That time is not going to be compensated, not out of this Court. . . .  I
think responding to this motion for reconsideration, frankly, counsel, is a kind of
a self-inflicted wound.  You’ve made some very dramatic over-claims for fees,
and having to respond to that motion for reconsideration, I do not consider
compensable.  

Tr. at 13-14 (May, 14, 2007) (emphasis added) (Ex. 11).  Without explanation, class counsel now

include that same attorney time in their billing totals, Compare Ex. 12 with Ex. 13.  Counsel

should not be paid twice for the same work, or be permitted to rely on hours that the Court

rejected.6  This Court should exercise its fiduciary obligation to prevent that unwarranted

recovery.  Warnell, 205 F. Supp.2d at 960. 

6   Class counsel had previously been warned about submitting the same time for payment in
different fee petitions, including time that had been previously disallowed by the Court.  At one
hearing, for example, the Court told class counsel, “With respect to any time that you have
previously asked to be reimbursed and have been rejected, take it out of this bill. I don't care
whether you can re-categorize it or not; take it out of this bill.” Tr. at 13-14 (May, 14, 2007) (Ex.
11).
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Even fees that class counsel now submit for the first time are subject to substantial

discounting.  The record demonstrates that class counsel’s fee claims consistently are grossly

exaggerated.  On plaintiffs’ petition in connection with the first contempt trial, the Court

approved about 26% of plaintiffs’ request ($624,643.50 out of $2,366,684 sought).  Cobell IV,

188 F.R.D. at 123.  On a sanctions award in 2002, the Court approved just over 30% of plaintiffs'

request ($125,484.87 out of $409,038.82 requested).  Cobell v. Norton, 231 F. Supp.2d 295, 299

(D.D.C. 2002).  When plaintiffs presented their interim fee request under EAJA, the Court

approved approximately 48% of the amount claimed ($7,066,471.77 out of $14,528,467.21

requested).  407 F. Supp.2d at 144-45.  In the last fee petition decided by the Court in 2007, the

Court reduced the award by more than one-third from that claimed ($341,728.20 out of

$519,565.64 sought).  Compare Order of Apr. 20, 2007, at 4-5 [Dkt. 3312], vacated, Order of

Apr. 27, 2007 [Dkt. 3317] with Order of June 5, 2007 [Dkt. 3338] (awarding discounted amount

after hearing).  If just the smallest previous discount were applied here, class counsel’s fees

would shrink to $59.3 million – even before elimination of any double billing.

Finally, the billing rates used to support the fee request demonstrate that they are not

entitled to any amount near $99.9 million.  The billing rates are immediately suspect because 

their fee calculation depends on the use of current rates, rather than the rates that the timekeeper

in question charged at the time the service was performed – a variation that is significant over

thirteen years.  Moreover, class counsel assert that they do not have hourly billing arrangements

with the named plaintiffs, they only have a contingent fee agreement.  Thus, no effective billing

rates exist that are actually applicable to this case. 
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The billing rate claimed by Mr. Gingold also far exceeds the market rate standard this

Court has previously authorized, as recently as 2007.  Gingold Aff., at 4 [Dkt. 3678-8].  In 2005

and again in 2007, the Court awarded fees at market rate, employing the Laffey Matrix.  Cobell,

407 F. Supp.2d at 171; Tr. at 15 (May, 14, 2007) (Ex. 11).  The Laffey Matrix currently

prescribes an hourly rate of $709 for Mr. Gingold, as opposed to his claimed rate of $925 per

hour.  Ex. 14.  Applying this reduced rate to the 48,772.3 hours Mr. Gingold claims alone results

in more than a $10.5 million reduction in counsel’s fee total.

E. Awards In Similar Cases Dictate A Percentage Of Well Below
Ten Percent 

Fee awards in other common fund cases lack sufficient similarity with this unique case to

provide a meaningful basis for comparison.  See In re Cendant Corp. Litig., 264 F.3d 201, 284

(3d Cir. 2001).  Nevertheless, a review of other mega-fund cases reveals that nothing near a

14.75% award is appropriate here.  In In re Sulzer Hip Prosthesis & Knee Prosthesis Liability

Litigation, 268 F. Supp. 2d 907 (N.D. Ohio 2003), the court approved a fee award of less than

5% of the common fund based on an agreement between the parties that the attorneys would

receive no more than $50 million.  The court did not even award the full $50 million, id. at 909,

despite finding that “the complexity and novelty of the factual and legal issues presented, and the

settlement negotiations necessary to resolve those issues, were exceptional.”  Id. at 939.  In In re

Cendant Corp. PRIDES Litig., 243 F.3d 722, 737 (3d. Cir. 2001), the court’s review of mega-

fund cases revealed that, in cases where the settlement exceeded $300 million, the percentages

ranged between 5%, and 8.275%.  While larger percentages have since been awarded in mega-

fund cases, they are commercial cases involving extraordinary success and innovative, efficient
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work.  E.g. In re Diet Drugs Litig., 582 F.3d 524 (3d Cir. 2009); In re Vitamins Antitrust Litig.,

2001 WL 856290.  This case is very different.7

Unique to this case, Congress has directed that the Court set the appropriate award by

giving “due consideration to the special status of Class Members . . . as beneficiaries of a

federally created and administered trust.”  Claims Resolution Act of 2010, Pub. Law No. 111-

291, §101(g)(1)(B), 124 Stat. 3064 (2010) (Ex. 3).  Class counsel argue that such consideration

warrants an award at the highest end of the spectrum.  The record before Congress when it

enacted this language compels a very different conclusion.  2010 Oversight Hearing, 111th

Cong. 21 (statement of Hon. Michael O. Finley, Chairman of the Inter-Tribal Monitoring

Association on Indian Trust Funds) (“[P]eople have a problem with that large amount of money

coming out of the settlement itself.”) (Ex. 15); 156 Cong. Rec. S4919 (June 15, 2010) (Letter

from President Jefferson Keel, National Congress of American Indians (NCAI), to Chairman

Dorgan and Ranking Member Barrasso) (“These attorneys’ fees have generated considerable

discussion. . . .  Over the years, the Cobell plaintiffs have frequently estimated the size of the

damages in the hundreds of billions, so disappointment at the size of the award has combined

with views about the size of the attorneys’ fees.”) (Ex. 16).8  The suggestion that Congress

7   If any award at all were appropriate for the funds attributed to the Trust Administration claims
– and, as explained above, it is not – it would be in the realm of 1% or lower.  By comparison, in
In re Cendant Corp. Litig., 243 F. Supp.2d 166, 172-73 (D.N.J. 2003), a case resolved “fairly
early in the course of litigation,” the court approved the lead counsel’s negotiated fee request for
$55 million, or 1.7% of the $3.2 billion award.  Here, where the Trust Administration claims
were resolved without litigation, and in the course of negotiations in which counsel were already
engaged, no additional fee is appropriate.   
8   NCAI subsequently adopted a resolution seeking “[f]airness in attorney fees and incentive
payments to ensure that they do not unduly diminish the restitution to individual account
holders.”  NCAI, Resolution #RAP-10-037, Supporting the Cobell v. Salazar Settlement and
Requesting Additional Considerations (NCAI 2010 Midyear Session) (Ex. 17).  Other
organizations have made similar calls.  E.g., Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, Resolution
#10-19, Supporting Changes to the Proposed Cobell v. Salazar Settlement (ATNI 2010 Mid-
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intended – or that the “special status” of their class requires – that the individual Indian class

members be charged more for legal services than controlling law provides is unsupportable.

F. Litigation Expenses Should Be Included Within the $50 Million Award

In an apparent effort to circumvent the Fee Agreement’s $99.9 million limit, plaintiffs

have shifted their efforts to collect over $10.5 million in litigation expenses to the Class

Representatives’ Petition for Incentive Awards and Expenses.  [Dkt. 3679].  As explained in our

objections to that petition, most of those expenses are unjustified and should be disallowed but,

to the extent the Court views them favorably, they should be included as part of counsel’s award

of “fees, expenses and costs.”  Fee Agreement, ¶4.a.    

II. Class Counsel Are Bound By The Terms Of The Fee Agreement

Class counsel mistakenly assert that the Fee Agreement’s $50 to $99.9 million range is

contrary to controlling law.  Pet. at 17.  The Fee Agreement simply provides for the parties to

argue for an award in that range.  That is completely consistent with the law and with the intent

of the parties and Congress.  

Nothing prohibits counsel from entering into a contract in which they agree to accept fees

that may be less than what they could recover under controlling law.  A settlement agreement is

unquestionably a contract.  Bluewater v. Salazar, 721 F. Supp.2d 7, 19 (D.D.C. 2010) (citing

Makins v. District of Columbia, 277 F.3d 544, 546-47 (D.C. Cir. 2002)).  The Fee Agreement is

a material part of the settlement.  Absent fraud or duress, parties and their attorneys are bound by

Year Conference) (calling for attorney fees to be set at $50 million, which “will free up more
funds to flow to Indian beneficiaries”) (Ex. 18); Great Plains Tribal Chairman’s Association,
Resolution 29-05-26-10, To Support Amendments to the Cobell Settlement To Fix and Improve
the Proposed Cobell v. Salazar Settlement Agreement and as Included in the Tax Extender
Package (GPTCA) (calling for attorney fees to be set at $50 million, which “will improve the
settlement by allowing more funds for the Individual account holders”) (Ex. 19).
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the settlement contracts they sign, regardless of whether they regret their decisions later. 

Schmidt v. Shah, 696 F. Supp.2d 44, 62 (D.D.C. 2010).  With two teams of experienced counsel

negotiating its terms, plaintiffs do not, and cannot, demonstrate fraud or duress.  See In re

Vitamins Antitrust Litigation, 305 F. Supp.2d 100, 104 (2004) (a “presumption of fairness,

adequacy, and reasonableness” applies where experienced, capable counsel negotiate

settlement).

Even if their agreed range of $50 million to $99.9 million is less than what class counsel

now think they deserve, they were free to agree to limit the compensation they would seek as

part of the settlement bargain.  That is exactly what they did.  Keith Harper, one of plaintiffs’

lead counsel, publicly acknowledged their willing compromise shortly after the Fee Agreement

was executed:   

I think all parties understand that the norm award in most class actions would be
higher than the range. The parties had discussions about it and agreed to this
range. We think that the interest of the class is served by it,” said Kilpatrick
Stockton partner Keith Harper, a lead attorney in the case. . . .  “Obviously there
is concern about attorneys fees. I think it’s fair to say this is well below the norm.
But we felt it was important to make sure that nothing held up the deal for the
class. That’s got to be our singular focus. That has always been our focus.”

Attorneys Fees In Cobell Case ‘Well Below The Norm’ in Class Actions, The BLT: The Blog of

LegalTimes, (Dec. 18, 2009), http://legaltimes.typepad.com/blt/2009/12/attorneys-fees-in-cobell-

case-well-below-the-norm-in-class-actions.html (emphasis added) (Ex. 20).

The Court should give effect to the common intent of the parties to the settlement. 

Lindell v. Landis Corp. 401(K) Plan, 640 F. Supp.2d 11, 15 (D.D.C. 2009).  Both parties clearly

intended that they would litigate within a range of $50 million to $99.9 million, even if they may

have otherwise had contrary views on the appropriate boundaries.  Courts attempt to give
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meaning to every part of a contract and seek to avoid rendering a portion of it void.  That

principle applies to settlement agreements, Caglioti v. District Hospital Partners, 933 A.2d 800,

811 (D.C. 2007), including this one. 

Class counsel erroneously criticize the Fee Agreement’s fee limitation as a “clear sailing

clause.”  Pet. at 6.  A “clear sailing” agreement is one in which the party paying the fee agrees

not to contest the amount to be awarded by the court, so long as the award falls beneath a

negotiated ceiling.  Weinberger v. Great Northern Nekoosa Corp., 925 F.2d 518, 520 n.1 (1st

Cir. 1991).  The courts’ concern with such clauses is that “the payor is bound by contract not to

contest the application,” and that could “exacerbate[ ] the potential conflict of interest between

the plaintiff class and class counsel.”   Id., at 524-25.  That is not a problem here.  The Fee

Agreement, ¶4b, provides that “Defendants may submit a memorandum in opposition to

plaintiffs’ motion,” and defendants are obviously doing so.9  Moreover, the concern with “clear

sailing” clauses has never been that class counsel would be disadvantaged.  It is just the

opposite: that class counsel – without an adversary to challenge them – will wrest money from

the class to obtain an excessive fee.  Id., at 524-25.  Class counsel turn this concern on its head

for their own gain.

Failing to see the irony of their claim, class counsel seek support in Congress’s mandate

that the Court consider “the special status of Class Members . . . as beneficiaries of a federally

created and administered trust.”  Pet. at 6.  On the contrary, Congress has mandated that the

Court consider the Indians’ status as trust beneficiaries to protect their interests against this sort

9   In addition, because the Fee Agreement, Ex. 1, ¶2, and the enabling legislation both call for
the Court to exercise its discretion to approve the fee, the core issue raised in Weinberger is
notably absent here.  See id. at 525 (“[t]o the extent that the court below felt that the parties'
accord relieved it of any obligation to scrutinize the fee arrangement, it was wrong.”)
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of overreaching.  This view is consistent with Congress’ long-standing desire to protect Indians

from excessive fees and charges.  See Quantum Entertainment, Ltd. v. U.S. Dept. of the Interior,

597 F. Supp.2d 146, 148-49 (D.D.C. 2009) (discussing long history of “legislative protection”

through 25 U.S.C. §81, which requires Interior’s approval on certain contracts with tribes).

Finally, class counsel’s suggestion that the 2010 Act’s reference to “controlling law”

somehow overrules the Settlement Agreement and frees them to seek any amount they wish is

baseless.  The statute makes clear that the parties are bound by the Settlement Agreement’s

terms, so the agreement itself is part of the controlling law.  Moreover, the notion that Congress

went out of its way to authorize or permit class counsel to seek higher fees than those that class

counsel pointed to when lobbying Congress finds no basis in the text or legislative history of the

statute.  See 156 Cong. Rec. H4091 (daily ed. May 28, 2010) (statement of Ranking Member

Hastings) (“Every dollar paid to the lawyers is a dollar taken out of the pockets of individual

Indians.”) (Ex. 21); 156 Cong. Rec. S6801 (daily ed. Aug. 5, 2010) (statement of Chairman

Dorgan) (lamenting that over a decade, “the case continued in Federal court with more and more

money spent on lawyers”) (Ex. 22); 156 Cong. Rec. S6803 (daily ed. Aug. 5, 2010) (statement of

Ranking Member Barrasso) (calling the difference between the $1,000 Historical Accounting

payment and a potential $100 million attorney fees award “an incredible disparity”) (Ex. 23);

156 Cong. Rec. S4918 (daily ed. June 15, 2010) (statement of Ranking Member Barrasso)

(calling the potential for a $99.9 million fee award a “serious flaw[]” in the settlement, and

noting that “Fifty million dollars … is their number, so it must be fair”) (Ex. 24).

If nothing else, class counsel are estopped from claiming more than $99.9 million. 

Judicial estoppel arises “where a party assumes a certain position in a legal proceeding, . . .
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succeeds in maintaining that position, . . . [and then,] simply because his interests have changed,

assume[s] a contrary position.”  Moses v. Howard Univ. Hosp., 606 F.3d 789, 798 (D.C. Cir.

2010) (quoting New Hampshire v. Maine, 532 U.S. 742, 749 (2001); Comcast Corp. v. FCC, 600

F.3d 642, 647 (D.C. Cir. 2010)).  Class counsel’s new assertions are clearly contrary to their

earlier agreement to seek no more than $99.9 million.  In the Fee Agreement, in their notice to

the class, and in the motion for preliminary approval, they represent that they would request to

be paid $99.9 million.  Exs. 1, 5, 6.  The Court accepted that representation in granting

preliminary approval.  Because class counsel would otherwise derive an unfair windfall, the

Court should apply the estoppel doctrine here.  Moses, 606 F.3d at 798.        

CONCLUSION

An award limited to $50 million for fees, costs and expenses would take into account that

part of the settlement for which class counsel were responsible, would accord with controlling

law, and would satisfy Congress’ expressed intent that an appropriate award give due

consideration to the special status of the class members as beneficiaries of a federal trust. 
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WHEREAS the Parties entered the Class Action Settlement Agreement, dated 

December 7, 2009 (“Main Cobell Agreement”); and 

WHEREAS the Parties desire that the Class should compensate Class Counsel for 

reasonable attorney fees and related expenses and costs; 

THEREFORE, the Parties hereby enter this Agreement on Attorneys’ Fees, 

Expenses, and Costs (“Fee Agreement”). 

1. Unless otherwise defined herein, this Fee Agreement incorporates all 

defined terms in the Main Cobell Agreement and shall be interpreted in a manner 

consistent with the Main Cobell Agreement. 

2. The amount of attorneys’ fees, expenses and costs shall be decided by the 

Court in accordance with controlling law and awarded from the Accounting/Trust 

Administration Fund. 

3. The Parties agree that litigation over attorneys’ fees, expenses, and costs 

should be conducted with a civility consistent with the Parties' mutual desire to reach an 

amicable resolution on all open issues. The Parties agree therefore that all documents 

filed in connection with the litigation over attorneys’ fees, expenses, and costs shall 

consist of a short, plain statement of the facts and the law with the goal of informing the 

Court of relevant information for its consideration. 

4. Attorneys’ Fees, Expenses, and Costs Incurred through December 7, 

2009.   

a. Plaintiffs may submit a motion for Class Counsel’s attorney fees, 

expenses, and costs incurred through December 7, 2009.  Such motion 

shall not assert that Class Counsel be paid more than $99,900,000.00 

 



above amounts previously paid by Defendants.  Unless otherwise ordered 

by the Court, Plaintiffs’ memorandum of points and authorities in support 

of such claim shall not exceed 25 pages and shall be filed no later than 

thirty (30) days following Preliminary Approval, and Class Counsel’s 

reply in support of such claim shall not exceed 15 pages.   

b. Defendants may submit a memorandum in opposition to Plaintiffs’ 

motion.  Such memorandum shall not assert that Class Counsel be paid 

less than $50,000,000.00 above the amounts previously paid by 

Defendants.  Unless otherwise ordered by the Court, Defendant’s 

memorandum shall not exceed 25 pages and shall be filed within 30 days 

after Plaintiffs’ motion.   

c. Concurrently with any motion for fees, expenses, and costs of attorneys 

through December 7, 2009, Plaintiffs shall file statements regarding Class 

Counsel’s billing rates, as well as contemporaneous, where available, and 

complete daily time, expense, and cost records supporting this motion. 

Defendants may also submit an annotated version or summary of the time, 

expense and cost records in support of their opposition.  

d. Plaintiffs disclosure and filing of the records referenced in the preceding 

paragraph shall not constitute a waiver of any attorney client privilege or 

attorney work product protections. Plaintiffs may request the entry of an 

appropriate protective order regarding such confidential records. 

e. In the event that the Court awards attorneys’ fees, expenses, and costs 

covered by this Paragraph in an amount equal to or greater than 

2 
 



$50,000,000.00 and equal to or less than $99,900,000.00, Plaintiffs, Class 

Counsel and Defendants agree not to file a notice of appeal concerning 

such award. 

5. Attorneys’ Fees, Expenses, and Costs Incurred after December 7, 2009.  

Plaintiffs may submit a motion for Class Counsel’s attorneys’ fees, expenses, and costs 

incurred after December 7, 2009, up to $10,000,000.00.  Such motion shall be based 

solely on attorney hours and actual billing rates and actual expenses and costs incurred, 

and may not be justified by any other means (such as a percentage of the class recovery).  

Such motion shall be resolved in such manner as directed by the Court. Concurrently 

with any motion for post Agreement attorneys’ fees, expenses, and costs, Plaintiffs shall 

file statements regarding Class Counsel’s billing rates, as well as complete and 

contemporaneous daily time, expense, and cost records supporting this motion. 

6. Should (a) either party terminate the Main Cobell Agreement pursuant to 

the terms thereof, (b) the Main Cobell Agreement become null and void because a 

condition subsequent does not occur, or (c) the Main Cobell Agreement not finally be 

approved by the Court, this Fee Agreement shall be null and void, and the parties and 

Class Counsel shall take such steps as are necessary to restore the status quo ante. 

7. Nothing in this Fee Agreement shall affect the right of any non-party to 

this Fee Agreement. 

Wherefore, intending to be legally bound in accordance with the terms of this Fee 

Agreement, the Parties hereby execute this Fee Agreement: 
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SIGNATURES 

Wherefore, intending to be legally bound in accordance with the terms of this 

Agreement, the Parties hereby execute this Agreement: 

FOR PLAINTIFFS: FOR DEFENDANTS: 

Associate Attorney General 

Keith M. Harper, Class Counsel 

SIGNATURES 

Wherefore, intending to be legally bOJllld in accordance with the terms of this 

Agreement, the Parties hereby execute this Agreement: 

FOR PLAINTIFFS: FOR DEFENDANTS: 

"z£x /LU 
Thomas J. p~ 
Associate Attorney General 

~';4f'~~ 
citllM. Harper, Class Counsel 

4 



 
 
US2000 11623208.1  
 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

 
 
ELOUISE PEPION COBELL, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

KEN SALAZAR, Secretary of the Interior, et al., 

Defendants. 
 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No. 1:96CV01285-JR 

 

 

 

 

Class Action Settlement Agreement 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

December 7, 2009

Exhibit 2



i 
 
US2000 11623208.1  
 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Page 

BACKGROUND ....................................................................................................................... 2 

TERMS OF AGREEMENT ...................................................................................................... 6 

A. DEFINITIONS ................................................................................................... 6 

B. AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PRELIMINARY APPROVAL .................. 15 

C. CLASS NOTICE AND OPT OUT ................................................................... 17 

D. MOTION FOR JUDGMENT, FAIRNESS HEARING, AND FINAL 
APPROVAL ..................................................................................................... 21 

E. ACCOUNTING/TRUST ADMINISTRATION FUND .................................. 23 

F. TRUST LAND CONSOLIDATION FUND .................................................... 35 

G. INDIAN EDUCATION SCHOLARSHIPS ..................................................... 38 

H. TAXES AND ELIGIBILITY FOR BENEFITS ............................................... 42 

I. RELEASES ....................................................................................................... 43 

J. ATTORNEYS’ FEES ....................................................................................... 47 

K. CLASS REPRESENTATIVES’ INCENTIVE AWARDS .............................. 49 

L. NO FURTHER MONETARY OBLIGATION ................................................ 51 

M. ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS ......................................................................... 52 

SIGNATURES......................................................................................................................... 55 



1 
 
US2000 11623208.1  
 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

 
 
ELOUISE PEPION COBELL, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

KEN SALAZAR, Secretary of the Interior, et al., 

Defendants. 
 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No. 1:96CV01285-JR 

 

CLASS ACTION SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

This Class Action Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is entered into by and between 

Elouise Pepion Cobell, Penny Cleghorn, Thomas Maulson and James Louis Larose (collectively, 

the “Named Plaintiffs”), on behalf of themselves and members of the Classes of individual 

Indians defined in this Agreement (collectively, “Plaintiffs”), on the one hand, and Ken Salazar, 

Secretary of the Interior, Larry Echohawk, Assistant Secretary of the Interior – Indian Affairs, 

and H. Timothy Geithner, Secretary of the Treasury and their successors in office, all in their 

official capacities (collectively, “Defendants”).  Plaintiffs and Defendants are collectively 

referenced as the “Parties.” 

Subject to Court approval as required by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure (“FRCP”) 23, 

the Parties hereby stipulate and agree that, in consideration of the promises and covenants set 

forth in this Agreement and upon entry by the Court of a Final Order and Judgment and 

resolution of any appeals from that Final Order and Judgment, this Action shall be settled and 

compromised in accordance with the terms of this Agreement.   
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The Parties agree that the Settlement is contingent on the enactment of legislation to 

authorize or confirm specific aspects of the Settlement as set forth below.  If such legislation, 

which will expressly reference this Agreement, is not enacted on or before the Legislation 

Enactment Deadline as defined in this Agreement, unless such date is mutually agreed to be 

extended by the Parties, or is enacted with material changes, the Agreement shall automatically 

become null and void. 

BACKGROUND 

1. On June 10, 1996, a class action complaint (the “Complaint”) was filed in the 

United States District Court for the District of Columbia (the “Court”) entitled Elouise Pepion 

Cobell, et al. v. Bruce Babbitt, Secretary of Interior, et al., No. Civ. 96-1285 (RCL) (currently 

denominated as Elouise Pepion Cobell v. Ken Salazar, Secretary of Interior, et al., 96-1285 (JR)) 

(this “Action”), seeking to redress alleged breaches of trust by the United States, and its trustee-

delegates the Secretary of Interior, the Assistant Secretary of Interior-Indian Affairs, and the 

Secretary of the Treasury, regarding the management of Individual Indian Money (“IIM”) 

Accounts held on behalf of individual Indians. 

2. The Complaint sought, among other things, declaratory and injunctive relief 

construing the trust obligations of the Defendants to members of the Plaintiff class and declaring 

that Defendants have breached and are in continuing breach of their trust obligations to class 

members, an order compelling Defendants to perform these legally mandated obligations, and 

requesting an accounting by Interior Defendants (as hereinafter defined) of individual Indian 

trust assets.  See Cobell v. Babbitt, 52 F.Supp. 2d 11, 19 (D.D.C. 1999) (“Cobell III”). 

3. On February 4, 1997, the Court granted Plaintiffs’ Motion for Class Action 

Certification pursuant to FRCP 23(b)(1)(A) and (b)(2) “on behalf of a plaintiff class consisting of 
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present and former beneficiaries of IIM Accounts (exclusive of those who prior to the filing of 

the Complaint herein had filed actions on their own behalf alleging claims included in the 

Complaint)” (the “February 4, 1997 Class Certification Order”), reserving the jurisdiction to 

modify the February 4, 1997 Class Certification Order as the interests of justice may require, id. 

at 2-3. 

4. On December 21, 1999, the Court held, among other things, that Defendants were 

then in breach of certain of their respective trust duties, Cobell v. Babbitt, 91 F. Supp. 2d 1, 58 

(D.D.C. 1999) (“Cobell V”).  

5. On February 23, 2001, the United States Court of Appeals for the District of 

Columbia Circuit (the “Court of Appeals”) upheld the Court’s determination that Defendants 

were in breach of their statutory trust duties, Cobell v. Norton, 240 F.3d 1081 (D.C. Cir. 2001) 

(“Cobell VI”).  

6. Subsequently, the Court made determinations that had the effect of modifying the 

February 4, 1997 Class Certification Order, determining on January 30, 2008, that the right to an 

accounting accrued on October 25, 1994, “for all then-living IIM beneficiaries:  those who hold 

or at any point in their lives held IIM Accounts.”  Cobell v. Kempthorne, 532 F. Supp. 2d 37, 98 

(D.D.C. 2008) (“Cobell XX”). 

7. The Court and the Court of Appeals have further clarified those individual Indians 

entitled to the relief requested in the Complaint in the following respects: 

(a) Excluding income derived from individual Indian trust land that was received by 
an individual Indian beneficiary on a direct pay basis, Cobell XX, 532 F. Supp. 2d 
at 95-96;  

(b) Excluding income derived from individual Indian trust land where such funds 
were managed by tribes, id.; 

(c) Excluding IIM Accounts closed prior to October 25, 1994, date of passage of the 
American Indian Trust Fund Management Reform Act of 1994, Pub. L. No. 103-
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412, 108 Stat. 4239 codified as amended at 25 U.S.C. § 162a et. seq. (the “Trust 
Reform Act”), Cobell v. Salazar, 573 F.3d 808, 815 (D.C. Cir. 2009) (Cobell 
XXII); and 

(d) Excluding heirs to money from closed accounts that were subject to final probate 
determinations, id. 

8. On July 24, 2009, the Court of Appeals reaffirmed that “[t]he district court sitting 

in equity must do everything it can to ensure that [Interior Defendants] provide [plaintiffs] an 

equitable accounting,” Id. at 813. 

9. This Action has continued for over 13 years, there is no end anticipated in the 

foreseeable future, and the Parties are mindful of the admonition of the Court of Appeals that 

they work together “to resolve this case expeditiously and fairly,” Cobell v. Kempthorne, 455 

F.3d 317, 336 (D.C. Cir. 2006), and desire to do so. 

10. Recognizing that individual Indian trust beneficiaries have potential additional 

claims arising from Defendants’ management of trust funds and trust assets, Defendants have an 

interest in a broad resolution of past differences in order to establish a productive relationship in 

the future. 

11. The Parties recognize that an integral part of trust reform includes accelerating 

correction of the fractionated ownership of trust or restricted land, which makes administration 

of the individual Indian trust more difficult. 

12. The Parties also recognize that another part of trust reform includes correcting the 

problems created by the escheatment of certain individual Indians’ ownership of trust or 

restricted land, which has been held to be unconstitutional (see Babbitt v. Youpee, 519 U.S. 234 

(1997); Hodel v. Irving, 481 U.S. 704 (1987)) and which makes administration of the individual 

Indian trust difficult. 
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13. Plaintiffs believe that further actions are necessary to reform the individual Indian 

trust, but hope that such further reforms are made without the need for additional litigation.  

Plaintiffs are also hopeful that the Commission which Secretary Salazar is announcing 

contemporaneously with the execution of this Agreement will result in the further reform which 

Plaintiffs believe is needed.   

14. The Parties have an interest in as complete a resolution as possible for individual 

Indian trust-related claims and agree that this necessarily includes establishing a sum certain as a 

balance for each IIM Account as of a date certain. 

15. Defendants deny and continue to deny any and all liability and damages to any 

individual Indian trust beneficiary with respect to the claims or causes of action asserted in the 

Litigation or the facts found by the Court in this Litigation.  Nonetheless, without admitting or 

conceding any liability or damages whatsoever and without admitting any wrongdoing, and 

without conceding the appropriateness of class treatment for claims asserted in any future 

complaint, Defendants have agreed to settle the Litigation (as hereinafter defined) on the terms 

and conditions set forth in this Agreement, to avoid the burden, expense, and uncertainty of 

continuing the case. 

16. Class Counsel have conducted appropriate investigations and analyzed and 

evaluated the merits of the claims made, and judgments rendered, against Defendants in the 

Litigation, the findings, conclusions and holdings of the Court and Court of Appeals in this 

Litigation, and the impact of this Settlement on Plaintiffs as well as the impact of no settlement, 

and based upon their analysis and their evaluation of a number of factors, and recognizing the 

substantial risks of continued litigation, including the possibility that the Litigation, if not settled 

now, might not result in any recovery, or might result in a recovery that is less favorable than 
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that provided for in this Settlement, and that otherwise a fair judgment would not occur for 

several years, Class Counsel are satisfied that the terms and conditions of this Settlement are fair, 

reasonable and adequate and that this Settlement is in the best interests of all Class Members. 

17. The Parties desire to settle the Litigation and resolve their differences based on 

the terms set forth in this Agreement. 

TERMS OF AGREEMENT 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of this Background, the mutual covenants and 

promises set forth in this Agreement, as well as the good and valuable consideration provided for 

in this Agreement, the Parties agree to a full and complete settlement of the Litigation on the 

following terms.   

A. DEFINITIONS  

1. Accounting/Trust Administration Fund.  “Accounting/Trust Administration Fund” 

shall mean the $1,412,000,000.00 that Defendants shall pay into a Settlement Account held in 

the trust department of a Qualified Bank (as hereinafter defined) selected by Plaintiffs and 

approved by the Court, as well as any interest or investment income earned before distribution.  

The $1,412,000,000.00 payment represents the maximum total amount that Defendants are 

required to pay to settle Historical Accounting Claims, Funds Administration Claims, and Land 

Administration Claims. 

2. Amended Complaint.  “Amended Complaint” shall mean the complaint amended 

by Plaintiffs solely as part of this Agreement, and for the sole purpose of settling this Litigation, 

to be filed with the Court concurrently with, and attached to, this Agreement. 

3. Amount Payable for Each Valid Claim.  “Amount Payable for Each Valid Claim” 

shall mean the amount prescribed in section E.3 and E.4 below. 
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4. Assigned Value.  “Assigned Value” shall have the meaning set forth in subsection 

E(4)(b)(3) below. 

5. Claims Administrator.  “Claims Administrator” shall mean The Garden City 

Group, Inc., which shall provide services to the Parties to facilitate administrative matters and 

distribution of the Amount Payable for Each Valid Claim in accordance with the terms and 

conditions of this Agreement. 

6. Classes.  “Classes” shall mean the classes established for purposes of this 

Agreement: the Historical Accounting Class and the Trust Administration Class (both as 

hereinafter defined). 

7. Class Counsel.  “Class Counsel” shall mean Dennis Gingold, Thaddeus Holt and 

attorneys from Kilpatrick Stockton LLP, including Elliott H. Levitas, Keith Harper, William 

Dorris, David Smith, William Austin, Adam Charnes and Justin Guilder. 

8. Class Members.  “Class Members” shall mean members of the Classes. 

9. Contact Information.  “Contact Information” shall mean the best and most current 

information the Department of the Interior (“Interior”) then has available of a beneficiary’s 

name, social security number, date of birth, and mailing address, and whether Interior’s 

individual Indian trust records reflect that beneficiary to be a minor, non-compos mentis, an 

individual under legal disability, an adult in need of assistance or whereabouts unknown.   

10. Day. “Day” shall mean a calendar day. 

11. Defendants.  “Defendants” shall mean Ken Salazar, Secretary of the Interior, 

Larry Echohawk, Assistant Secretary of the Interior – Indian Affairs, and H. Timothy Geithner, 

Secretary of the Treasury, and their successors in office, all in their official capacities. 
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12. Fairness Hearing.  “Fairness Hearing” shall mean the hearing on the Joint Motion 

for Judgment and Final Approval referenced in Paragraph D(4) below. 

13. Final Approval.  “Final Approval” shall mean the occurrence of the following: 

a. Following the Fairness Hearing, the Court has entered Judgment; and 

b. The Judgment has become final.  “Final” means the later of: 

(1) The time for rehearing or reconsideration, appellate review, and 

review by petition for certiorari has expired, and no motion for 

rehearing or reconsideration and/or notice of appeal has been filed; 

or 

(2) If rehearing, reconsideration, or appellate review, or review by 

petition for certiorari is sought, after any and all avenues of 

rehearing, reconsideration, appellate review, or review by petition 

for certiorari have been exhausted, and no further rehearing, 

reconsideration, appellate review, or review by petition for 

certiorari is permitted, or the time for seeking such review has 

expired, and the Judgment has not been modified, amended or 

reversed in any way. 

14. Funds Administration Claims.  “Funds Administration Claims” shall mean known 

and unknown claims that have been or could have been asserted through the Record Date for 

Defendants’ alleged breach of trust and mismanagement of individual Indian trust funds, and 

consist of Defendants’ alleged: 

a. Failure to collect or credit funds owed under a lease, sale, easement or 

other transaction, including without limitation, failure to collect or credit 
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all money due, failure to audit royalties and failure to collect interest on 

late payments; 

b. Failure to invest; 

c. Underinvestment; 

d. Imprudent management and investment; 

e. Erroneous or improper distributions or disbursements, including to the 

wrong person or account; 

f. Excessive or improper administrative fees;  

g. Deposits into wrong accounts; 

h. Misappropriation; 

i. Funds withheld unlawfully and in breach of trust; 

j. Loss of funds held in failed depository institutions, including interest; 

k. Failure as trustee to control or investigate allegations of, and obtain 

compensation for, theft, embezzlement, misappropriation, fraud, trespass, 

or other misconduct regarding trust assets; 

l. Failure to pay or credit interest, including interest on Indian monies 

proceeds of labor (IMPL), special deposit accounts, and IIM Accounts; 

m. Loss of funds or investment securities, and the income or proceeds earned 

from such funds or securities; 

n. Accounting errors;  

o. Failure to deposit and/or disburse funds in a timely fashion; and 
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p. Claims of like nature and kind arising out of allegations of Defendants’ 

breach of trust and/or mismanagement of individual Indian trust funds 

through the Record Date, that have been or could have been asserted. 

15. Historical Accounting Claims.  “Historical Accounting Claims” shall mean 

common law or statutory claims, including claims arising under the Trust Reform Act, for a 

historical accounting through the Record Date of any and all IIM Accounts and any asset held in 

trust or restricted status, including but not limited to Land (as defined herein) and funds held in 

any account, and which now are, or have been, beneficially owned or held by an individual 

Indian trust beneficiary who is a member of the Historical Accounting Class.  These claims 

include the historical accounting through the Record Date of all funds collected and held in trust 

by Defendants and their financial and fiscal agents in open or closed accounts, as well as interest 

earned on such funds, whether such funds are deposited in IIM Accounts, or in tribal, special 

deposit, or government administrative or operating accounts. 

16. Historical Accounting Class.  “Historical Accounting Class” means those 

individual Indian beneficiaries (exclusive of those who prior to the filing of the Complaint on 

June 10, 1996 had filed actions on their own behalf stating a claim for a historical accounting) 

alive on the Record Date and who had an IIM Account open during any period between October 

25, 1994 and the Record Date, which IIM Account had at least one cash transaction credited to it 

at any time as long as such credits were not later reversed.  Beneficiaries deceased as of the 

Record Date are included in the Historical Accounting Class only if they had an IIM Account 

that was open as of the Record Date.  The estate of any Historical Accounting Class Member 

who dies after the Record Date but before distribution is in the Historical Accounting Class.  
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17. IIM Account.  “IIM Account” means an IIM account as defined in title 25, Code 

of Federal Regulations, section 115.002. 

18. Interior Defendants.  “Interior Defendants” shall mean Ken Salazar, Secretary of 

the Interior, and Larry Echohawk, Assistant Secretary of the Interior – Indian Affairs, and their 

successors in office, all in their official capacities. 

19. Land.  “Land” shall mean land owned by individual Indians and held in trust or 

restricted status by Interior Defendants, including all resources on, and corresponding subsurface 

rights, if any, in the land, and water, unless otherwise indicated. 

20. Land Consolidation Program.  The fractional interest acquisition program 

authorized in 25 U.S.C. 2201 et seq., including any applicable legislation enacted pursuant to this 

Agreement. 

21. Land Administration Claims.  “Land Administration Claims” shall mean known 

and unknown claims that have been or could have been asserted through the Record Date for 

Interior Defendants’ alleged breach of trust and fiduciary mismanagement of land, oil, natural 

gas, mineral, timber, grazing, water and other resources and rights (the “resources”) situated on, 

in or under Land and consist of Interior Defendants’ alleged: 

a. Failure to lease Land, approve leases or otherwise productively use Lands 

or assets; 

b. Failure to obtain fair market value for leases, easements, rights-of-way or 

sales; 

c. Failure to prudently negotiate leases, easements, rights-of-way, sales or 

other transactions; 

d. Failure to impose and collect penalties for late payments; 
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e. Failure to include or enforce terms requiring that Land be conserved, 

maintained, or improved; 

f. Permitting loss, dissipation, waste, or ruin, including failure to preserve 

Land whether involving agriculture (including but not limited to failing to 

control agricultural pests), grazing, harvesting (including but not limited to 

permitting overly aggressive harvesting), timber lands (including but not 

limited to failing to plant and cull timber land for maximum yield), and 

oil, natural gas, mineral resources or other resources (including but not 

limited to failing to manage oil, natural gas, or mineral resources to 

maximize total production); 

g. Misappropriation; 

h. Failure to control, investigate allegations of, or obtain relief in equity and 

at law for, trespass, theft, misappropriation, fraud or misconduct regarding 

Land;  

i. Failure to correct boundary errors, survey or title record errors, or failure 

to properly apportion and track allotments; and 

j. Claims of like nature and kind arising out of allegations of Interior 

Defendants’ breach of trust and/or mismanagement of Land through the 

Record Date, that have been or could have been asserted. 

22. Legislation Enactment Deadline.  “Legislation Enactment Deadline” shall mean 

December 31, 2009, 11:59 p.m. Eastern time. 

23. Litigation.  “Litigation” shall mean that which is stated in the Amended 

Complaint attached to this Agreement. 
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24. Named Plaintiffs; Class Representatives.  “Named Plaintiffs” shall mean and 

include Elouise Pepion Cobell (“Lead Plaintiff”), Penny Cleghorn, Thomas Maulson, and James 

Louis Larose.  The Named Plaintiffs are also referred to as the “Class Representatives.” 

25. Notice Contractor.  “Notice Contractor” shall mean a mutually agreeable entity 

that shall provide services to the Parties needed to provide notice to the Classes. 

26. Order Granting Preliminary Approval.  “Order Granting Preliminary Approval” 

shall mean the Order entered by the Court preliminarily approving the terms set forth in this 

Agreement, including the manner and timing of providing notice to the Classes, the time period 

for objections and the date, time and location for a Fairness Hearing. 

27. Parties.  “Parties” shall mean the Named Plaintiffs, members of the Classes, and 

Defendants. 

28. Preliminary Approval.  “Preliminary Approval” shall mean that the Court has 

entered an Order Granting Preliminary Approval. 

29. Qualifying Bank; Qualified Bank.  “Qualifying Bank” or “Qualified Bank” shall 

mean a federally insured depository institution that is "well capitalized," as that term is defined 

in 12 CFR §325.103, and that is subject to regulation and supervision by the Board of Governors 

of the Federal Reserve System or the U.S. Comptroller of the Currency under 12 CFR §9.18. 

30. Record Date.  “Record Date” shall mean September 30, 2009, 11:59 p.m. Eastern 

time. 

31. Settlement Account.  “Settlement Account” shall mean the trust account(s) 

established by Class Counsel in a Qualified Bank approved by the Court for the purpose of 

effectuating the Settlement and into which the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund shall be 
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deposited and from which Stage 1 and Stage 2 Distributions, among other things set forth in this 

Agreement, shall be paid. 

32. Special Master.  “Special Master” shall be the person appointed by the Court as 

provided in paragraph E.1.a. 

33. Stage 1; Stage 1 Distribution.  “Stage 1” and “Stage 1 Distribution” shall mean 

the distribution to the Historical Accounting Class as provided in paragraph E(3). 

34. Stage 2; Stage 2 Distribution.  “Stage 2” and “Stage 2 Distribution” shall mean 

the distribution to the Trust Administration Class as provided in paragraph E(4). 

35. Trust Administration Class.  “Trust Administration Class” shall mean those 

individual Indian beneficiaries (exclusive of persons who filed actions on their own behalf, or a 

group of individuals who were certified as a class in a class action, stating a Funds 

Administration Claim or a Land Administration Claim prior to the filing of the Amended 

Complaint) alive as of the Record Date and who have or had IIM Accounts in the “Electronic 

Ledger Era” (currently available electronic data in systems of the Department of the Interior 

dating from approximately 1985 to the present), as well as individual Indians who, as of the 

Record Date, had a recorded or other demonstrable ownership interest in land held in trust or 

restricted status, regardless of the existence of an IIM Account and regardless of the proceeds, if 

any, generated from the Land.  The Trust Administration Class does not include beneficiaries 

deceased as of the Record Date, but does include the estate of any deceased beneficiary whose 

IIM Accounts or other trust assets had been open in probate as of the Record Date.  The estate of 

any Trust Administration Class Member who dies after the Record Date but before distribution is 

included in the Trust Administration Class.   
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36. Trust Land Consolidation Fund.  “Trust Land Consolidation Fund” shall mean the 

$2,000,000,000.00 allocated to Interior Defendants and held in a separate account in Treasury for 

the purpose of acquiring fractional interests in trust or restricted land and such other purposes as 

permitted by this Agreement and applicable law.   

B. AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PRELIMINARY APPROVAL 

1. Legislation Required.  The Parties agree that the Agreement is contingent on the 

enactment of legislation to authorize specific aspects of the Agreement.  The Parties agree that 

enactment of this legislation is material and essential to this Agreement and that if such 

legislation is not enacted into law by the Legislation Enactment Deadline, unless such date is 

mutually agreed by the Parties in writing to be extended, or is enacted with material changes, the 

Agreement shall automatically become null and void.  In the event this Agreement becomes null 

and void, nothing in this Agreement may be used against any Party for any purpose. 

2. Effect of Material Modifications.  A copy of the proposed legislation is attached 

as Exhibit “A”.  If legislation is enacted in any manner at any time prior to Final Approval which 

alters, expands, narrows or modifies the attached proposed legislation in any material way, this 

Agreement shall be null and void in its entirety.      

3. Amended Complaint.   

a. Amendment of Complaint.  Within two business days of enactment of the 

legislation, or by January 15, 2010, whichever is later, Plaintiffs will file 

an Amended Complaint to which Defendants will provide written consent 

provided that such Amended Complaint conforms with the proposed 

Amended Complaint attached as Exhibit “B” to this Agreement. 

Defendants’ obligation to answer the Amended Complaint shall be held in 

abeyance pending Final Approval. Defendants’ written consent to the 
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filing constitutes neither an admission of liability regarding any Funds 

Administration Claims and/or Land Administration Claims, nor a waiver 

of any defense to such claims in any form.  

b. Causes of Action.  The Amended Complaint will include (a) a claim for 

breach of trust with respect to individual Indians and related request for an 

historical accounting of the IIM Account, (b) a claim for breach of trust 

seeking equitable restitution to restate the IIM Accounts in accordance 

with the historical accounting requested, and (c) one or more claims for 

breach of trust with respect to Defendants’ mismanagement of trust funds 

and trust assets requesting damages, restitution and other monetary relief. 

c. Classes.  The Amended Complaint will set forth the Historical Accounting 

Class and the Accounting/Trust Administration Class as the two plaintiff 

classes.   

d. Claims.  For purposes of settlement only, and only as a provision of this 

Agreement, the Amended Complaint will include Funds Administration 

Claims and Land Administration Claims. 

4. Preliminary Approval. 

a. Joint Motion.  Concurrent with the filing of the Amended Complaint, the 

Parties shall file a joint motion for Preliminary Approval of this 

Agreement by the Court and attach a copy of this Agreement and such 

other documents which the Parties determine are necessary for the Court’s 

consideration. 
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b. Class Certification.  The joint motion referenced in subparagraph a. above 

shall include a joint request by the Parties that the Court certify the Trust 

Administration Class pursuant to FRCP 23(b)(3), and also to amend the 

February 4, 1997 Order Certifying Class Action under FRCP 23(b)(1)(A) 

and 23(b)(2), in accordance with this Agreement. 

5. Requirement for Notice Acknowledged.  The Parties recognize that the Court is 

required to provide the Historical Accounting Class and the Trust Administration Class, pursuant 

to FRCP 23(c)(2)(A) and (B), as applicable, with reasonable and appropriate notice of (i) the 

Action, (ii) the proposed Agreement, and (iii) the opportunity for members of the Trust 

Administration Class to opt out of the settlement pursuant to the procedures set forth in 

paragraph C(2)(c), and, pursuant to FRCP 23(h), with reasonable and appropriate notice of 

attorney fees and costs to be requested by Class Counsel. 

6. Joint Motion If Settlement Not Completed.  Should (a) either party terminate this 

Agreement pursuant to the terms hereof, (b) this Agreement become null and void because a 

condition subsequent does not occur, or (c) this Agreement not finally be approved by the Court, 

the Parties shall file a joint motion (i) to strike the Amended Complaint, (ii) to vacate any Order 

of the Court certifying the Amended Complaint as a class action, and (iii) to restore the Parties to 

the status quo ante.   

C. CLASS NOTICE AND OPT OUT 

1. Class Notice. 

a. Commencement of Notice.  Upon entry of an Order granting Preliminary 

Approval, the Notice Contractor, in cooperation with Class Counsel and 

Interior Defendants, shall notify the Classes of this Agreement. 
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b. Direct Notice.  The Parties shall use reasonable efforts, and utilize the 

services of the Notice Contractor and Claims Administrator, as 

appropriate, to effectuate a Direct Class Notice as soon as practicable 

following the date of entry of the Order Granting Preliminary Approval. 

c. Published Notice.  The Parties shall also use reasonable efforts and the 

services of the Notice Contractor to effectuate Published Class Notice 

through the use of media, including targeted mainstream and Native 

American media (including translation to native language where 

appropriate) contemporaneous with the mailing of the Direct Class Notice.   

d. Contents of Notice.  Pursuant to FRCP 23(c)(2), the notice to the Class 

Members shall include the following general notice information: the 

definition of the certified class[es]; a general description of the litigation 

and its claims, issues, and defenses; material terms of this proposed 

Agreement; procedures for allocating and distributing funds in the 

Settlement Account; Class Counsel’s request for and amount of attorneys’ 

fees, expenses and costs; Class Representatives’ incentive awards, 

including expenses and costs; options available to settlement Class 

Members, including the manner, time limits, forum and form of an 

objection to this proposed Agreement; options available to potential Class 

Members (“claimants”) to participate in a Stage 2 distribution, including 

the manner, time limits and form for such an application; the right of any 

Class Member to enter an appearance pro se or through an attorney to 

object to the Agreement or any of its terms; the nature and scope of opt 
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out rights; actions that are required to opt out of the Agreement; the effect 

of opt outs on the Agreement; the mailing address and toll-free telephone 

number of the Claims Administrator for class inquiries and clarifications 

regarding the Settlement; the date, time, and location of the Final 

Approval Hearing on Agreement; the binding effect on a Class Member’s 

IIM Account balance as of the Record Date unless the Class Member opts 

out of the Trust Administration Class; and the binding effect of the 

Agreement on Class Members.  

e. Interior’s Second Notice Option.  In addition to the Notice described in 

section 1.d, above, Interior Defendants reserve the right to issue a Second 

Notice after the Fairness Hearing, with such Second Notice containing 

detailed information regarding the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund 

and the Land Consolidation Program.  The cost of this Second Notice 

would be a separate expense borne by Interior Defendants.  

2. Class Member Opt Out. 

a. No Opt Out for Historical Accounting Class.  In accordance with FRCP 

23(b)(2), no opt out will be available to those Class Members in the 

Historical Accounting Class. 

b. Deadline for Trust Administration Class Opt Outs.  The deadline for those 

Class Members in the Trust Administration Class to opt out will be sixty 

(60) days from the first day Notice is sent.  Timeliness will be determined 

using the opt out or objection postmark date. 
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c. Opt Out Requirements.  To opt out, members of the Trust Administration 

Class must submit to the Claims Administrator a written request for 

exclusion.  The request for exclusion must include the individual’s full 

name, address, IIM Account number(s), Social Security Number, and a 

statement of the individual’s intention to opt out of the Settlement. 

d. Opt Out List.  The Claims Administrator shall compile a list of valid opt 

outs for submission to the Court and, if the Parties disagree over the 

validity of any opt out determination, then any such disagreement may be 

lodged with the Court for a final and binding decision.  Through the date 

Class Members must exercise their option to opt out, the Claims 

Administrator shall be contractually bound to provide written daily status 

reports in a format agreeable to the Parties that identifies each and every 

person who has opted out.  

e. Opt Out Fund Adjustment.  When Class Members opt out of the Trust 

Administration Class, the amount of the Accounting/Trust Administration 

Fund shall be reduced by the amount such an opting out Class Member 

would have received in his or her Stage 2 payment, including both the 

baseline payment and the pro rata amounts.  Such amounts for opt outs 

shall be determined prior to the Stage 2 distribution and paid to 

Defendants contemporaneous with the distribution of Stage 2 payments. 

f. Kick-Out Option.  In the event that the Class Members who do not opt out 

of the Trust Administration Class represent in the aggregate less than 

eighty five percent (85%) of the aggregate amount of all Assigned Values, 
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then Defendants, at their sole option, may elect to withdraw from and fully 

terminate this Agreement in which case the Parties will be restored to their 

prior positions as though the Agreement had never been executed, except 

as provided in paragraph D.7.  In exercising such an election to terminate, 

Defendants must terminate the Agreement in its entirety and may not 

terminate only parts of the Agreement.  Defendants must exercise this 

election to terminate no later than one day before the Fairness Hearing by 

filing a notice with the Court with a schedule under seal of Class Members 

who opted out and their respective Assigned Values.  Any disputes 

regarding an attempt by Defendants to terminate shall be decided by the 

Court.   

D. MOTION FOR JUDGMENT, FAIRNESS HEARING, AND FINAL 
APPROVAL 

1. Motion for Judgment.  Pursuant to this Agreement and in accordance with the 

Court’s Order Granting Preliminary Approval, the Parties will submit a Joint Motion for Entry of 

Judgment and Final Approval for consideration by the Court at the Fairness Hearing. 

2. Objections to Settlement.  A Class Member who wishes to object to the fairness, 

reasonableness or adequacy of this Agreement or of the Settlement contemplated hereby must 

file with the Clerk of the Court and serve on the Parties a statement of the objection setting forth 

the specific reason(s), if any, for the objection, including any legal support that the Class 

Member wishes to bring to the Court’s attention, any evidence that the Class Member wishes to 

introduce in support of the objection, any grounds to support his or her status as a Class Member, 

and whether the Class Member intends to appear at the Fairness Hearing.  Class Members may 

act either on their own or through counsel employed at their own expense.  Any Class Member 



22 
 
US2000 11623208.1  
 

may appear at the Fairness Hearing to object to any aspect of the fairness, reasonableness or 

adequacy of this Agreement or of the Settlement. 

3. Binding Effect.  Any Class Member who neither objects to the Agreement nor 

opts out of the Class as provided in paragraph C(2), shall waive and forfeit any and all rights the 

Class Member may have to appear separately and/or to object and to opt out and shall be bound 

by all the terms of the Agreement and by all proceedings, orders and judgments in the Litigation. 

4. Fairness Hearing.  At the Fairness Hearing, the Parties will request that the Court, 

among other things: 

a. Grant final certification of the Classes; 

b. Enter Judgment in accordance with this Agreement;  

c. Approve the Settlement as final, fair, reasonable, adequate, and binding on 

all Class Members who have not timely opted out pursuant to paragraph 

C(2); 

d. Approve the payment of reasonable attorneys’ fees, expenses and costs for 

Class Counsel; 

e. Approve the incentive awards for Class Representatives, including 

expenses and costs that were not paid for by attorneys; 

f. Order the Claims Administrator to process and pay all Valid Claims from 

the Settlement Account; 

g. Order the release of all Class Members’ claims pursuant to paragraph 

I(1)–(9); and  

h. Order Defendants to make the final payment into the Accounting/Trust 

Administration Fund. 
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5. Final Approval.  The Court’s Final Approval shall grant each of those requests. 

6. Effect of Failure to Grant Final Approval.  If Final Approval does not occur, this 

Agreement shall be null and void.  

7. Return of Remaining Funds in Settlement Account if No Final Approval.  If for 

any reason Final Approval cannot be achieved, the Notice Contractor and Claims Administrator 

shall be notified to cease work.  To the extent any funds remain in the Settlement Account, Class 

Counsel shall promptly seek a Court order to pay the remaining valid invoices of the Notice 

Contractor and Claims Administrator and, within thirty (30) days thereafter, the Parties shall 

jointly seek a Court order to return to Defendants all funds, if any, that then remain in the 

Settlement Account. Defendants shall not be entitled to recoup from Plaintiffs or Class Counsel 

any funds already spent from the Settlement Account. 

E. ACCOUNTING/TRUST ADMINISTRATION FUND 

1. General Provisions 

a. Special Master.  Upon Final Approval, the Parties shall request that the 

Court appoint a Rule 53 Special Master, who shall have only the duties 

referenced in this Agreement when so designated by the Court.  The 

Special Master shall only be involved in taking certain actions or making 

certain determinations in connection with the distribution of the 

Accounting/Trust Administration Fund and eligibility of individuals to 

participate as Class Members.  The Special Master shall have no role 

regarding the distribution of the Trust Land Consolidation Fund.  The 

Special Master shall also have no role in resolving any disputes between 

(i) the Parties or (ii) a Class Member and Defendants.  The Special Master 

shall be paid out of funds in the Settlement Account, and shall submit 
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invoices for fees and expenses to Class Counsel, at reasonable intervals, 

who shall file them with the Court, requesting an order to pay the Special 

Master.  All disputes regarding the Special Master’s invoices or 

compensation shall be decided by the Court.  The Parties agree to 

cooperate to minimize the costs of the Special Master.  

b. Claims Administrator.  The Parties agree to cooperate as to all aspects of 

this Agreement to minimize the costs of the Claims Administrator.  All 

payments to the Claims Administrator must be for reasonable and 

necessary services in accordance with detailed invoices provided to the 

Parties and approved by the Court or the Special Master as the Court may 

designate.  Class Counsel shall be responsible for submitting such invoices 

to the Court and may include invoices for the Claims Administrator’s fees, 

expenses and costs incurred prior to Preliminary Approval. 

c. Qualifying Bank.  The Accounting/Trust Administration Fund shall be 

deposited in, and administered by, the trust department(s) of a Qualified 

Bank or Qualified Banks. To the extent settlement funds are held in 

deposit accounts in excess of FDIC insurance coverage, the excess amount 

shall be collateralized with securities that are U.S. Treasury or other 

securities that are backed by the full faith and credit of the United States.   

d. Duties.  Class Counsel, with the Claims Administrator, shall have 

responsibility for administering the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund 

in accordance with this Agreement.  Class Counsel shall provide the 
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necessary account information to Defendants as needed to support deposit 

of the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund. 

e. Distributions.  All distributions from the Accounting/Trust Administration 

Fund shall be made pursuant to final Order of the Court or the Special 

Master as the Court may designate.  The Amount Payable for Each Valid 

Claim and the claims process for making such payment shall be in 

accordance with the terms set forth below.   

f. Reliance on Defendants’ Information.  Class Counsel and the Claims 

Administrator shall be entitled to rely on the information provided by the 

Interior Defendants in making the distributions provided for in this 

Agreement.  

g. Defendants’ Limited Role.  Except as specifically provided in this 

Agreement, Defendants shall have no role in, nor be held responsible or 

liable in any way for, the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund, the 

holding or investment of the monies in the Qualifying Bank or the 

distribution of such monies. 

h. Payments to minors, non-compos mentis, individuals under legal 

disability, or adults in need of assistance.  Class Members who are known 

to be minors, non-compos mentis, individuals under legal disability, or 

adults in need of assistance and who have an account open as of the 

date(s) of distribution shall have their distributions deposited into their 

IIM Accounts.  If necessary, an IIM Account will be opened by Interior 

Defendants for each of them.  Interior Defendants shall receive these 
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deposits as trust funds for the benefit of the pertinent individual Indian 

beneficiary.   

i. Payments to “whereabouts unknown”.  Class Members who are deemed 

by Interior Defendants be “whereabouts unknown” and who have an 

account open as of the date of distribution shall have their distributions 

deposited into their IIM Accounts.  For any Class Member who is 

designated as a “whereabouts unknown” and is not a minor, non-compos 

mentis, an individual under legal disability, or an adult in need of 

assistance, and does not claim any funds deposited in that beneficiary’s 

IIM Account as a result of this Agreement within five (5) years after the 

date Defendants first transfer monies for the Accounting/Trust 

Administration Fund to the Qualifying Bank, the principal amount of the 

funds deposited pursuant to this Agreement in that beneficiary’s IIM 

Account shall be paid by Interior Defendants to the Indian Education 

Scholarship Fund set out in Section G of this Agreement.   

2. Payments into the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund 

a. Defendants shall pay $1,412,000,000.00 to the Accounting/Trust 

Administration Fund in the Settlement Account.  This amount shall be 

paid in installments from the Judgment Fund, as set forth in subparagraphs 

b, c and d, below. 

b. Concurrent with the filing of the Amended Complaint, the Parties shall 

move the Court for an order requiring Defendants to pay $20,000,000.00 

to the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund in the Settlement Account, 
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to be used by Plaintiffs to retain the Claims Administrator and Notice 

Contractor for necessary work required before Final Approval.  

Defendants shall make this payment upon order of the Court. 

c. The Parties may jointly move the Court to order such further payments to 

the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund as are necessary to fund the 

work of the Claims Administrator and/or Notice Contractor before Final 

Approval.  Defendants shall make payments requested in the joint motion 

upon order of the Court. 

d. Upon Final Approval, Defendants shall pay $1,412,000,000.00 to the 

Accounting/Trust Administration Fund, less any amounts paid under 

paragraphs b and  c, above. 

3. Stage 1:  Payment of Historical Accounting Claims 

a. Per-Person Payment.  Each member of the Historical Accounting Class 

shall be paid a per capita amount of $1,000.00 after Final Approval.  This 

will be a per-person, not a per-account, payment.   

b. Stage 1 Information from Interior Defendants.  Interior Defendants will 

provide periodic updates on Contact Information on an ongoing basis.  

Within 30 days after Defendants first transfer monies for the 

Accounting/Trust Administration Fund to the Qualified Bank, the Claims 

Administrator will be able to rely on the Contact Information Interior 

Defendants then have for beneficiaries to make a Stage 1 distribution.   

c. Returned Funds; Remainder Account.  For distributions returned from the 

Stage 1 distribution, the Qualified Bank, working with the Claims 
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Administrator, shall use its best efforts to ensure that all such funds are 

deposited into the appropriate individual Indian beneficiary’s trust account 

at Interior, if open, or into a separate interest bearing account at the 

Qualifying Bank (“Remainder Account”) if no such IIM Account exists. 

The Claims Administrator shall take reasonable steps to locate, and 

distribute funds to, Class Members whose funds are deposited into the 

Remainder Account. If a Stage 1 participant whose funds were deposited 

into the Remainder Account subsequently provides documentation which 

is sufficient to show that such beneficiary is the Stage 1 participant for 

whom the returned funds were intended, Class Counsel shall file such 

documentation with the Court or the Special Master as the Court may 

designate, requesting an order to pay $1,000.00 to each such beneficiary 

from the Remainder account.  

4. Stage 2:  Payment of Trust Administration Claims   

a. Final Determination of Class Prior to Payment. No Stage 2 payments shall 

be made until all Stage 2 Class Members have been identified in 

accordance with this Agreement and their respective pro rata interests 

have been calculated. 

b. Stage 2 Formula.  Each individual Indian beneficiary determined to be 

within the Trust Administration Class in accordance with paragraph A.35 

shall be paid after Final Approval a pro rata amount based upon the 

following formula:   
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(1) Baseline Payment. Each individual Indian beneficiary determined 

to be within the Trust Administration Class shall be paid a baseline 

amount of $500.00; 

(2) Amounts Available for Prorating.  In addition, each individual 

Indian beneficiary in the Trust Administration Class who has or 

had an IIM Account that generated income that was credited to that 

IIM Account shall be paid an additional pro rata share of the funds 

remaining in the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund after 

deducting (a) amounts attributable to opt outs in accordance with 

paragraph C.2 of this Agreement, (b) all Stage 1 distributions, (c) 

an amount sufficient to cover a baseline payment to all Stage 2 

Class Members, (d) the amount deemed necessary to fund the 

Reserve Fund provided for in section E.4.e.6; (e) all payments 

made, or to be made to, Class Counsel in accordance with an Order 

of the Court, (f) all payments made to, or to be made to, Class 

Representatives in accordance with an Order of the Court, (g) all 

payments to cover the costs of notice, administration and 

distribution of the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund 

(including but not limited to payments to the Notice Contractor, 

Claims Administrator, and Qualified Bank), and (g) an amount 

estimated by the Class Counsel to pay the remaining and future 

costs to be paid out of the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund 

for notice, administration and distribution.   
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(3) Calculation of Pro Rata Share.  The additional pro rata share 

referenced in paragraph E.4 above will be calculated based upon 

an Assigned Value. The Assigned Value will be the average of the 

ten (10) highest revenue generating years in each individual 

Indian’s IIM Account, from October 1, 1985 until the Record Date 

(September 30, 2009).  If an account is open fewer than ten (10) 

years or otherwise reflects fewer than ten (10) years of revenue, the 

computation of the Assigned Value will utilize a zero dollar 

amount in each year that no revenue is reflected.  For beneficiaries 

with more than one account during that period, the Assigned Value 

is calculated on an account by account basis for that Class 

Member, with each of the resulting calculations added together. 

Reversed transactions and inter-account transfers between an 

individual’s accounts will not be considered in the calculation. A 

Class Member’s pro rata percentage in the Stage 2 distribution 

shall be calculated based upon his or her Assigned Value divided 

by the sum of all Assigned Values for all Trust Administration 

Class Members.  This percentage shall then be applied to the funds 

available for prorating to determine the Class Member’s pro rata 

payment. 

c. Information from Interior Defendants for Stage 2.  Interior Defendants 

shall provide assistance to the Claims Administrator with respect to the 

preparation and creation of (i) the Contact Information for Stage 2 
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participants and (ii) the Assigned Value calculations and related Assigned 

Value percentages described in this Agreement.  

d. Returned Stage 2 Funds.  For distributions returned from the Stage 2 

distribution, the Qualifying Bank, with assistance from the Claims 

Administrator, shall use its best efforts to ensure that all such funds are 

deposited into the appropriate individual Indian beneficiary’s trust account 

at Interior, if open, or into a Remainder Account if no such IIM Account 

exists.  The Claims Administrator shall take reasonable steps to locate, and 

distribute funds to, the Class Member associated with such returned funds. 

If a Stage 2 participant whose funds were returned subsequently provides 

documentation which is sufficient to the Claims Administrator to 

demonstrate that such beneficiary is the Stage 2 participant for whom the 

returned funds were intended, Class Counsel shall file such documentation 

with the Court or the Special Master as the Court may designate, 

requesting an order to pay amounts due to such beneficiary from the 

Remainder Account.  In the event the documentation is determined 

insufficient by the Claims Administrator, notice of that determination shall 

be provided to the person submitting the documentation, who shall then 

have the right to the reconsideration process set forth in paragraph E(5) 

below.   

e. Stage 2 Timeline. Stage 2 funds shall be distributed pursuant to the 

following timeline.  The Court in its discretion may extend any Stage 2 

deadline upon a showing of good cause. 
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(1) Supplementary Notice.  The Parties shall direct the Notice 

Contractor to undertake a supplementary notice campaign as soon 

as practicable following distribution of the Stage 1 funds. The 

purpose of this notice is to target potential claimants and provide 

information related to the Stage 2 distribution. Such notice shall be 

targeted generally in Native American population centers. 

(2) Standards and Procedures.  The Claims Administrator shall prepare 

standards and procedures for the submission, timing and adequacy 

of documentation for potential additional Stage 2 participants who 

self-identify.  The Parties shall provide assistance to the Claims 

Administrator to develop such standards and procedures.  The 

Interior Defendants shall designate a liaison to the Claims 

Administrator for purposes of verifying documentation or 

responding to other queries regarding submitted documentation 

that might not be addressed by the agreed-to standards and 

procedures.  The Claims Administrator may rely upon the Interior 

liaison’s response or, after 14 days, the absence of a response, to 

the query in evaluating the submitted documentation.  The Claims 

Administrator will take reasonable steps to provide assistance to 

potential claimants at all phases during the Stage 2 distribution so 

that they can comply with the agreed-to standards and procedures 

for the submission of documentation. The Claims Administrator 

shall maintain adequate records documenting all communications 



33 
 
US2000 11623208.1  
 

with Class Members and such records shall be available to the 

Parties upon reasonable request. 

(3) Self-Identification Period. Potential class members who wish to 

participate in the Stage 2 distributions shall submit any 

documentation to the Claims Administrator within 45 days of Final 

Approval or such later date as the Court may order.   

(4) Initial Determination. The Claims Administrator shall make an 

initial determination with respect to each claimant’s inclusion in 

the Stage 2 class within 90 days of Final Approval or such later 

date as the Court may order and shall so inform claimants in 

writing. If a potential claimant is denied participation as part of the 

initial determination, the Claims Administrator shall state the basis 

for its denial and the availability of reconsideration with the 

submission of additional documentation.  Claimants who are 

denied participation in the Stage 2 distribution may submit 

additional documentation for reconsideration within 120 days of 

Final Approval or such later date as the Court may order. A 

claimant’s failure to seek reconsideration will render the Claims 

Administrator’s initial determination final and binding upon the 

claimant. 

(5) Reconsideration.  The Claims Administrator shall make a 

determination with respect to all claimants’ documents submitted 

in support of their request to reconsider the initial determination.  
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The Claims Administrator shall make a second determination 

within 150 days of Final Approval or such later date as the Court 

may order, and shall so inform each claimant in writing.  If a 

claimant is again denied participation in the Stage 2 distribution, 

the Claims Administrator shall state the basis of its denial and the 

availability of appeal to the Court or the Special Master as the 

Court may designate.  Any appeal shall be made within 180 days 

of Final Approval or such later date as may be ordered by the 

Court.  A claimant’s failure to timely appeal will render the Claims 

Administrator’s determination final and binding upon the claimant.  

(6) Creation of Reserve Fund.  Prior to the distribution of Stage 2 

funds, the Parties shall discuss the timing and funding of a Reserve 

Fund out of Stage 2 funds to cover beneficiaries who did not 

receive notice of Stage 2 distributions and come forward after 

distribution of Stage 2 funds.  Any disagreements between the 

Parties related to the creation and eventual termination of a 

Reserve Fund shall be presented to the Court. 

(7) Distribution.  After Stage 2 Class Members have been substantially 

identified, Class Counsel may apply to the Court or the Special 

Master as the Court may designate for permission to commence 

Stage 2 distribution.  Funds will be set aside for any identified 

Class Members.  Completion of distribution of Stage 2 funds shall 

be no later than 14 days after the Court’s decision of the last 
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claimant’s appeal becoming final. The Court’s decision shall be 

binding and final, unless timely appealed by the potential claimant.  

(8) Final Disposition of the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund. 

Any excess Accounting/Trust Administration Funds remaining 

after distribution (e.g., funds not expended on administration), or 

funds in the Remainder Account, shall be paid to the organization 

selected as the recipient of the Indian Education Scholarship Fund 

set out in Section G of this Agreement.    

F. TRUST LAND CONSOLIDATION FUND 

1. Distribution.  Conditioned on the enactment of the necessary legislation, the 

Interior Defendants shall distribute the Trust Land Consolidation Fund in accordance with the 

Land Consolidation Program authorized under 25 U.S.C. §§ 2201 et seq., any other applicable 

legislation enacted pursuant to this Agreement, and applicable provisions of this Agreement. 

2. Purposes of Trust Land Consolidation Fund.  The Trust Land Consolidation Fund 

shall be used solely for the following purposes:  (1) acquiring fractional interests in trust or 

restricted lands; (2) implementing the Land Consolidation Program; and (3) paying the costs 

related to the work of the Secretarial Commission on Trust Reform, including costs of 

consultants to the Commission and audits recommended by the Commission.  An amount up to a 

total of no more than fifteen percent (15%) of the Trust Land Consolidation Fund shall be used 

for purposes (2) and (3) above.  

3. Fair Market Value.  The Interior Defendants shall offer fair market value in 

accordance with 25 U.S.C. § 2214 to owners of such fractionated interests.  Interior Defendants 

shall use reasonable efforts to prioritize the consolidation of the most highly fractionated tracts of 

land. 
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4. Length of Fund.  Interior Defendants shall have no more than ten (10) years from 

the date of Final Approval of this Agreement to expend the Trust Land Consolidation Fund, at 

which time any amounts remaining in the Trust Land Consolidation Fund shall be returned to the 

Treasury. 

5. Indian Education Scholarship Holding Fund.  Interior Defendants shall make the 

transfers to and from the Indian Education Scholarship Holding Fund as provided in paragraphs 

G.2.c and G.2.d. 

6. Whereabouts Unknown.  For those owners of fractional interests in trust or 

restricted land whose whereabouts are deemed unknown by Interior Defendants as of the date of 

Final Approval of this Agreement, Interior Defendants shall undertake the following additional 

efforts to attempt to locate such owners:   

a. Additional Service.  In addition to the class notice requirements under this 

Agreement, the Interior Defendants shall use due diligence to provide all 

owners whose whereabouts are unknown with actual notice of the 

opportunity to convey their fractionated interests through the best means 

available.   

b. Notice.  The Notice shall contain a general description of the Land 

Consolidation Program, the fractionated interests that the Interior 

Defendants wish to acquire, the proposed purchase price for such interests, 

the mailing address and a toll-free number for inquiries and clarifications 

regarding the Land Consolidation Program, and the process for responding 

to the offer to purchase. 
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c. Returned Notice.  In the event the written notice to an owner is returned 

undelivered, the Interior Defendants shall attempt to obtain a current 

address for such owner by conducting a reasonable search (including a 

reasonable search of records maintained by local, State, Federal and tribal 

governments and agencies) and by inquiring with the Indian tribe with 

jurisdiction over the subject parcel, and, if different from that tribe, the 

Indian tribe of which the owner is a member, if applicable, and, if 

successful in locating any such owner, send written notice in accordance 

with subparagraphs (a) and (b) above. 

d. Notice by Publication. The Interior Defendants shall give notice to all 

owners that the Secretary was unable to provide notice pursuant to 

subparagraphs (a) thru (c) above, by publication of the opportunity to 

convey fractionated interests as follows: 

(1) at least two (2) times in a newspaper of general circulation in the 

county or counties where the subject parcel of land is located or, if 

there is an Indian tribe with jurisdiction over the parcel of land and 

that tribe publishes a tribal newspaper or newsletter at least once 

every month, one (1) time in such newspaper of general circulation 

and one (1) time in such tribal newspaper or newsletter for a period 

of six (6) months; 

(2) posting such notice in a conspicuous place in the tribal 

headquarters or administration building (or such other tribal 

building determined by the Interior Defendants to be most 
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appropriate for giving public notice) of the Indian tribe with 

jurisdiction over the parcel of land, if any; and 

(3) in addition to the foregoing, in the Interior Defendants' discretion, 

publishing notice in any other place or means that the Interior 

Defendants determine to be appropriate. 

7. Consent for Conveyances.  For those owners of fractional interests in trust or 

restricted land who are not located after Interior Defendants undertake the measures set forth 

herein and the passage of five (5) years from the date of Final Approval, the owners shall, to the 

extent authorized by the legislation contemplated by this Agreement, automatically be deemed to 

have consented to the conveyance of those fractionated interests that are located on a parcel of 

highly fractionated Indian land to Interior Defendants.  The term “parcel of highly fractionated 

Indian land” is defined at 22 U.S.C. § 2201(6). 

8. Deposits in IIM Accounts.  All funds expended from the Trust Land 

Consolidation Fund for the acquisition of fractional interests from owners whose whereabouts 

are unknown shall be deposited in an IIM Account for such owners, for the benefit of those 

owners or their heirs or assigns. 

G. INDIAN EDUCATION SCHOLARSHIPS  

 
1. Funds for Indian Education Scholarships.  Funds for Indian Education 

Scholarships are being established for the principal purposes of providing an additional incentive 

for individual Indians to participate in the Land Consolidation Program, beneficially utilizing 

any remainder of any Accounting/Trust Administration Funds, and providing financial assistance 

to Native American students to defray the cost of attendance at both post-secondary vocational 

schools and institutions of higher education.   
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2. Source of Funds. There will be three initial sources of funding for Indian 

Education Scholarships, as follows: 

a. Accounting/Trust Administration Fund Balance.  In the event that a 

balance remains in the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund following 

(1) payment of all settlement distributions to Class Members; (2) payment 

of all settlement notice and distribution costs, including payments to the 

Notice Contractor, the Claims Administrator, and the Qualifying Bank; (3) 

payment of all attorney fees and expenses to Class Counsel as approved by 

the Court, (4) payment of all Class Representative incentive awards, 

including expenses and costs that were not paid for by attorneys, as 

approved by the Court, and (5) payment of any other amounts agreed upon 

by the Parties or ordered by the Court, such remaining balance shall be 

transferred by the Qualified Bank in a timely manner upon Order of the 

Court to the organization selected in paragraph 3 of this section to be 

governed by the special Board of Trustees (that shall be established 

pursuant to paragraph 3 of this section). 

b. Unclaimed Whereabouts Unknown Payments.  Pursuant to Paragraph E.1.i 

of this Agreement, for any Class Member who is designated a 

“whereabouts unknown” and is not a minor, non-compos mentis, an adult 

under legal disability, or an adult in need of assistance, and does not claim 

any funds deposited in that beneficiary’s IIM Account within five (5) 

years after the date of Final Approval, the principal amount of the funds 

deposited in that beneficiary’s IIM Account from the Accounting/Trust 
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Administration Fund, shall be transferred in a timely manner by Interior 

Defendants to the organization selected in paragraph 3 of this section to be 

governed by the special Board of Trustees (that shall be established 

pursuant to paragraph 3 of this section), and the United States shall be 

released from any further obligation to pay that amount to such Class 

Member. 

c. Consolidation Incentive Payments.  To provide an incentive for individual 

Indians to participate in the Land Consolidation Program, a portion of the 

Trust Land Consolidation Fund shall be allocated for Indian Education 

Scholarships.  For fractionated interests in trust or restricted lands 

conveyed by owners pursuant to Section F, contributions not to exceed a 

total, aggregated amount of $60,000,000.00 from the Trust Land 

Consolidation Fund shall be made to a separate account, established at 

Treasury pursuant to legislation, known as the “Indian Education 

Scholarship Holding Fund.”  No further contributions from the Trust Land 

Consolidation Fund to the Indian Education Scholarship Holding Fund 

shall be made once the sum of such contributions reaches a total of 

$60,000,000.00.  Such contributions shall be made in accordance with the 

following formula: 

(1) For an interest that Interior Defendants purchase for less than 

$200.00, a contribution of $10.00 shall be made to the Indian 

Education Scholarship Holding Fund. 
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(2) For an interest that Interior Defendants purchase for between 

$200.00 and $500.00, a contribution of $25.00 shall be made to the 

Indian Education Scholarship Holding Fund. 

(3) For an interest that Interior Defendants purchase for more than 

$500.00, a contribution equal to five percent (5%) of the purchase 

price shall be made to the Indian Education Scholarship Holding 

Fund. 

d. Transfers From Indian Education Scholarship Holding Fund.  The Interior 

Defendants shall transfer the amounts in the Indian Education Scholarship 

Holding Fund to the organization identified in paragraph 3 below on a 

quarterly basis.  Accompanying the transfer from the Interior Defendants 

to the organization shall be a report outlining the number of interests 

conveyed, the purchase price for each conveyance, and the corresponding 

contribution to the Indian Education Scholarship Holding Fund.  The 

report shall be available to the public.  

3. Recipient Organization.  Within 60 days after Preliminary Approval of this 

Agreement by the Court, Plaintiffs shall recommend to the Secretary at least two and no more 

than three duly established non-profit organizations to administer the funds for Indian Education 

Scholarships.  Each such organization must have a demonstrated track record and current ability 

to create and expand academic and vocational educational opportunities for Native Americans.  

Further, each such organization shall have a history of financial solvency and health, and a 

strong institutional governance structure that ensures a prudent and fair administration, 

investment, and distribution of the funds for Indian Education Scholarships.  The Secretary of 
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Interior shall select from this list one organization to be the recipient of the funds for Indian 

Education Scholarships on the conditions that (a) the organization agrees to create a special 

Board of Trustees to govern the funds consisting of no more than five (5) members that will 

include two (2) representatives selected by the Secretary of Interior or his designee and two (2) 

representatives selected by the Lead Plaintiff or her designee, with the fifth representative 

selected by the organization; and (b) the organization provides reporting of its activities and 

access to its records related to the funds for Indian Education Scholarships which is satisfactory 

to the Secretary of Interior and Lead Plaintiff.    

4. Release from Liability.  The Parties shall not be liable, individually or 

collectively, for any claims arising out of or relating to the use, management, administration, 

distribution or other acts, omissions, or events regarding the funds for Indian Education 

Scholarships. 

5. Removal Authority.  The two (2) representatives selected by the Secretary of 

Interior and two (2) representatives selected by the Lead Plaintiff, as provided in paragraph 3 of 

this section, shall be empowered by majority vote to remove the funds for Indian Education 

Scholarships at any time from the selected recipient organization for any reason, including but 

not limited to, mismanagement of the funds and to select a new administrating entity that meets 

the qualifications set forth in paragraph 3 above.   

H. TAXES AND ELIGIBILITY FOR BENEFITS 

1. Legislation.  The Parties contemplate that legislation shall address the treatment 

for tax purposes and eligibility for benefits of any Settlement Distributions to Class Members. 

2. Source and Nature of Payments from Accounting/Trust Administration Fund.  

Notwithstanding the potential enactment of any legislation regarding taxability contemplated by 

the preceding paragraph, the Parties agree that the funds distributed pursuant to this Agreement 
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for the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund include monies derived directly from interests of 

individual Indians in trust and restricted lands.   

3. Source and Nature of Payments from Trust Land Consolidation Fund.  The Parties 

agree that all payments for fractionated or escheated shares of individual Indian trust land 

purchased pursuant to the Trust Land Consolidation Fund are derived directly from interests of 

individual Indians in trust and restricted lands.   

4. Payments not deemed interest.  No portion of payments to Class Members from 

either the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund or the Trust Land Consolidation Fund is 

considered payment of interest.  

I. RELEASES 

1. Release by Historical Accounting Class.  Except as provided in this Agreement, 

upon Final Approval, all members of the Historical Accounting Class and their heirs, 

administrators, successors, or assigns (collectively, the “Historical Accounting Releasors”), shall 

be deemed to have released, waived and forever discharged the United States, Defendants, any 

department, agency, or establishment of the Defendants, and any officers, employees, or 

successors of Defendants, as well as any contractor, including any tribal contractor, (collectively, 

the “Releasees”) from the obligation to perform a historical accounting of his or her IIM Account 

or any individual Indian trust asset, including any right to an accounting in aid of the jurisdiction 

of a court to render a money judgment, except as provided in paragraph I(7).  The Historical 

Accounting Releasors shall be deemed to be forever barred and precluded from prosecuting any 

and all claims and/or causes of action for a Historical Accounting Claim that were, or could have 

been, asserted in the Complaint when it was filed, on behalf of the Historical Accounting Class, 

by reason of, or with respect to, or in connection with, or which arise out of, any matters stated in 

the Complaint for a Historical Accounting that the Historical Accounting Releasors, or any of 
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them, have against the Releasees, or any of them.  This release shall include any and all 

Historical Accounting Claims, however characterized, whether under the common law, at equity, 

or by statute. 

2. Release by Trust Administration Class.  Except as provided in this Agreement, 

upon Final Approval, all members of the Trust Administration Class and their heirs, 

administrators, successors, or assigns (collectively, the “Mismanagement Releasors”), shall be 

deemed to have released, waived and forever discharged the Releasees from, and the 

Mismanagement Releasors shall be deemed to be forever barred and precluded from prosecuting, 

any and all claims and/or causes of action that were, or should have been, asserted in the 

Amended Complaint when it was filed, on behalf of the Trust Administration Class, by reason 

of, or with respect to, or in connection with, or which arise out of, matters stated in the Amended 

Complaint for Funds Administration Claims or Land Administration Claims that the 

Mismanagement Releasors, or any of them, have against the Releasees, or any of them. 

3. Exclusions From Releases.  The releases provided in paragraphs 1 and 2 directly 

above neither release nor waive (a) claims for the payment of the account balances within 

existing IIM Accounts, (b) claims for the payment of existing amounts in special deposit 

accounts, tribal accounts, or judgment fund accounts, (c) claims arising out of or relating to 

breaches of trust or alleged wrongs after the Record Date, (d) claims for damage to the 

environment other than those claims expressly identified as Land Administration Claims, (e) 

claims for trespass or continuing trespass against any or all of the Releasees, where such 

Releasee is acting in a capacity other than as a fiduciary for Plaintiffs, (f) claims against tribes, 

contractors, or other third parties (provided that this exception does not apply to agents for the 

Defendants to the extent such agents had performed Defendants’ fiduciary duties to Plaintiffs), 
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(g) equitable, injunctive, or other non-monetary claims for correction of boundary and appraisal 

errors, (h) money damages arising out of boundary and appraisal errors, where such errors occur 

after the Record Date or where such errors are not corrected within a reasonable time following 

written notice to Interior after the Record Date, (i) claims arising out of leases, easements, rights-

of-way, and similar encumbrances existing as of the Record Date against any or all of the 

Releasees to the extent such Releasee is acting in a capacity other than as a fiduciary for the 

plaintiffs, (j) claims against the Releasees arising out of, or relating to, water or water rights, 

whether adjudicated or unadjudicated, involving the adjudication, quantification, determination, 

establishment or protection of such rights; provided, however, that this exception does not apply 

to breach of trust claims for damages, losses, injuries, or accounting for income arising prior to 

and including the Record Date, other than claims that the Releasees failed to timely enforce such 

water rights; and (k) health and mortality claims.  Nothing within these stated exclusions is 

meant to limit or shall defeat or void valid defenses, if any, based on statute of limitations, 

laches, or estoppel.  

4. Trust Reform.  By accepting this Agreement, Plaintiffs are neither waiving nor 

releasing any claims or causes of action for future trust reform.  Defendants waive no defenses to 

such claims or causes of action, including res judicata. 

5. Escheated Interests Not Released Unless Voluntarily Settled Later.  Claims of 

beneficiaries or former beneficiaries for any interest that has been escheated to tribes, states, 

municipalities, other political subdivisions, the federal government, and companies, where the 

escheatment occurred in a manner which is unconstitutional according to decisions of the United 

States Supreme Court, are not released by this Agreement, except to the extent specific 
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settlement payments are made and accepted by such beneficiaries or former beneficiaries from 

the Trust Land Consolidation Fund in accordance with paragraphs F(1) – (8). 

6. Osage Headright Owners.  The members of the Historical Accounting Class and 

the members of Trust Administration Class do not include Osage headright owners, except to the 

extent individual Osage headright owners have, or have had, (i) IIM Accounts in which their 

Osage headright payments have been deposited, (ii) IIM Accounts for funds other than Osage 

Headright monies, or (iii) beneficial ownership interests in trust land.  Nothing in this Agreement 

releases claims of individual Osage headright owners regarding their headright interests, except 

to the extent monies from such headright interests beneficially owned by such individual Indian 

have been deposited into an IIM Account for the benefit of such individual Indian.   

7. Preservation of Claims and Rights by Opt Outs.  Notwithstanding the releases 

stated above (including without limitation the release of Historical Accounting Claims in 

paragraph I(1), Trust Administration Class Members who properly and timely opt out in 

accordance with the instructions in paragraph C(2) of this Agreement hereby expressly preserve 

and do not release, waive or discharge any Funds Administration Claims (including without 

limitation accounting error claims) and/or Land Administration Claims, whether such claims 

arise in equity or at law.  Further, any such opting-out Class Member retains and shall be entitled 

to all methods of proof, applicable evidentiary presumptions and inferences (if any), and means 

of discovery available in any court of competent jurisdiction pursuant to that court’s procedural 

and evidentiary rules applicable to fiduciaries, including without limitation any right to an 

accounting in aid of the jurisdiction of a court to render judgment. 

8. Agreed Balances.  Trust Administration Class Members who do not opt out in 

accordance with paragraph C(2) (c) of this Agreement will be deemed to have waived any right 
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to an accounting in aid of judgment in connection with Funds Administration Claims and Land 

Administration Claims.  Further, except as provided in the preceding paragraph with respect to 

Class Members who opt out of the Trust Administration Class, each such Trust Administration 

Class Member and his or her heirs, successors, and assigns will be deemed to have agreed that 

the stated balance in his or her last IIM Account periodic statement received from Interior in 

2009, prior to the date of this Agreement is accurate and that any IIM Account closed before 

January 1, 2009, shall be deemed to have a zero balance.  Further, if a Trust Administration 

Class Member did not receive a periodic statement for an open IIM Account in 2009 prior to the 

date of this Agreement, that Class Member may request written confirmation of his or her IIM 

Account balance(s) as of the Record Date; such Class Member shall be deemed to have agreed to 

the balance(s) shown on such written confirmation received from Interior, unless such Class 

Member opts out of that Class in accordance with this Agreement. 

9. Vacatur of Document Retention Orders.  Upon Final Approval, all existing 

document retention orders shall be deemed vacated; provided, however, that Plaintiffs do not 

release Defendants from any ongoing duty to maintain trust records necessary to prudently 

manage the individual Indian trust. 

J. ATTORNEYS’ FEES  

1. Notice of Amount to be Requested.  Prior to the hearing on the Motion for 

Preliminary Approval of this Agreement, Plaintiffs shall file a notice with the Court stating the 

amount of attorneys’ fees, expenses and costs they will be requesting for Class Counsel through 

the date of this Agreement.  This amount shall be included in the Notice to the class referenced 

in paragraph C.1. 

2. Petition for Attorneys’ Fees.  Within the time set by the Court, Plaintiffs shall file 

a petition for fair and reasonable attorneys’ fees, expenses and costs through the date of this 
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Agreement for the Court’s approval (“Fee Petition”).  Plaintiffs shall post that Fee Petition on 

their website http://indiantrust.com/.   

3. Objections.  Within the times set by the Court:  (a) Class Members may object to 

the compensation Plaintiffs have requested for attorneys in the Fee Petition, (b) Defendants may 

submit a response to the Fee Petition, and (c) Plaintiffs may reply to such objections and 

responses.   

4. Post-Agreement Attorneys’ Fees, Expenses and Costs.  Attorneys’ fees, expenses 

and costs incurred subsequent to the date of this Agreement shall, upon Final Approval, be paid 

at reasonable intervals as ordered by the Court.  Reasonable time spent after this Agreement in 

representing the Plaintiffs, including but not limited to preparing fee applications, shall be 

compensated at the actual hourly billing rates.  Defendants may respond to, and Class Members 

may object to, any petitions for post-Agreement attorneys’ fees, expenses and costs, and 

Plaintiffs may reply to such response and objections.    

5. Court to Decide.  The amount to which Plaintiffs are entitled for attorneys’ fees, 

expenses and costs are within the discretion of the Court in accordance with controlling law, 

after receipt and consideration of Class Members’ objections, Defendants’ responses and 

Plaintiffs’ replies.  

6. Payment.  All payments for attorneys’ fees, expenses and costs are to be made 

following Final Approval from the Settlement Account.   

7. Time of Payments.  Payment for attorneys’ fees, expenses and costs through the 

date of this Agreement shall be made immediately upon the deposit of the funds in the 

Settlement Account after Final Approval.  Payment of post-Agreement attorneys’ fees, expenses 

and costs are to be made after Final Approval at the times directed by the Court.   
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8. Release of Attorneys’ Fees and Costs.  Upon completion of all payments 

addressed in this Section J, Named Plaintiffs and Class Counsel, on behalf of the Classes and 

each individual Class Member, will be deemed to have irrevocably and unconditionally released, 

acquitted, and forever discharged, any claim that they may have against Defendants for 

attorneys’ fees, expenses or costs associated with their representation of Plaintiffs and the 

Classes in this Litigation.  Plaintiffs shall file no further claim against Defendants for attorneys’ 

fees or expenses pursuant to the Equal Access to Justice Act, 28 U.S.C. § 2412 or costs pursuant 

to 28 U.S.C. § 1920; this paragraph does not apply to claims by Plaintiffs for payments from the 

Settlement Account, in accordance with this Agreement, for attorneys’ fees, expenses and costs, 

and Plaintiffs’ incentive awards, including costs and expenses.   

K. CLASS REPRESENTATIVES’ INCENTIVE AWARDS 

1. Notice of Amounts to be Requested.  Prior to the hearing on the Motion for 

Preliminary Approval of this Agreement, Plaintiffs shall file a notice with the Court stating the 

amount of incentive awards which will be requested for each Class Representative, including 

expenses and costs that were not paid for by attorneys, which expenses and costs are expected to 

be in the range of $15 million above those paid by Defendants to date.  These amounts shall be 

included in the Notice to the class referenced in paragraph C(1). 

2. Petition for Expenses and Incentives.  Within the time set by the Court, Plaintiffs 

shall file a petition for incentive awards, including expenses and costs, of the Class 

Representatives (“Class Representative Petition”).  Plaintiffs shall post that petition on their 

website http://indiantrust.com/.   

3. Objections.  Within the times set by the Court:  (a) Class Members may object to 

the amounts Plaintiffs have requested in the Class Representative Petition; (b) Defendants may 

submit a response to the Class Representative Petition; and (c) Plaintiffs may reply to such 
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objections and responses.   Defendants do not consent in any manner to an award of costs, 

expenses or incentives, except to the extent supported by and consistent with controlling law. 

4. Post-Agreement Expenses and Costs of Class Representatives.  Class 

Representatives’ expenses and costs incurred subsequent to the date of this Agreement shall, 

upon Final Approval, be paid at reasonable intervals as ordered by the Court.  Defendants may 

respond to and Class Members may object to any petitions for post-Agreement expenses and 

costs of Class Representatives.  Plaintiffs may reply to such responses and objections.   

5. Court to Decide.  The amounts to be granted on the Class Representative Petition 

and any post-Agreement request for expenses and costs are within the discretion of the Court in 

accordance with controlling law, after timely receipt and consideration of objections received 

from Class Members and/or Defendants.   

6. Payment.  All payments of Class Representatives’ incentive awards, including 

expenses and costs, shall be made from the Settlement Account.   

7. Time of Payments.  Payment of incentive awards, including expenses and costs, 

shall be made immediately upon the deposit of the funds in the Settlement Account after Final 

Approval.  Payment of post-Agreement expenses and costs are to be made at the times directed 

by the Court following Final Approval.   

8. Complete Compensation.  Defendants shall have no additional liability for any 

incentive awards or expenses and costs of Class Representatives.  The payments to Class 

Representatives under this section K, together with any amounts due them as Class Members 

under this Agreement, shall be full and complete compensation for the Class Representatives in 

connection with this Litigation and for any Accounting Claims and Trust Administration Claims 

the Class Representatives had through the Record Date.   
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L. NO FURTHER MONETARY OBLIGATION 

1. Complete Monetary Obligation.  The Parties agree and acknowledge that the 

payments of $1,412,000,000.00 into the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund and the 

$2,000,000,000.00 deposited into the Trust Land Consolidation Fund represents Defendants’ 

complete financial obligation under this Settlement relating to the settlement and compromise of 

all Historical Accounting and Trust Administration Claims for Class Members. 

2. No Further Monetary Obligations.  Except for the payments of $1,412,000,000.00 

into the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund and the $2,000,000,000.00 deposited into the 

Trust Land Consolidation Fund, the Parties further agree and acknowledge that Defendants shall 

have no further monetary obligations whatsoever, including but not limited to any monetary 

obligations with respect to the Class Representatives, the members of the Classes who do not opt 

out, Class Counsel, Claims Administrator, Notice Contractor, the Qualifying Bank, or the 

Litigation.  Defendants, however, will retain all monetary obligations that exist as a result of the 

trust relationship that will continue to exist between Defendants and all individual Indian 

beneficiaries.  Likewise, the Parties agree that the Classes, Class Representatives, Class Counsel, 

Claims Administrator, Notice Contractor, and Qualifying Bank shall have no monetary 

obligation or incur any liability to Defendants or their agents regarding this Agreement or other 

matters settled and within the scope of this Agreement.   

3. Cooperation.  Interior Defendants will in good faith cooperate and make their 

resources and information available to assist in the distribution of notices and, subsequently, 

settlement payments.  However, Interior Defendants assume no financial responsibility or 

liability related to the quality of the information to be provided. 
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M. ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS 

1. No Assignment.  Class Representatives represent and warrant that they have not 

assigned or transferred, or purported to assign or transfer, to any person or entity, any claim or 

any portion thereof or interest therein, including, but not limited to, any interest in the Litigation 

or any related action. 

2. Non-Admission of Liability.  By entering into this Agreement, Defendants in no 

way admit any liability to Plaintiffs and the Classes, individually or collectively, all such liability 

being expressly denied.  Nor do Defendants admit that a class action is an appropriate vehicle to 

bring Trust Administration Claims.  Rather, Defendants enter into this Agreement to avoid 

further protracted litigation and resolve and settle all disputes with Plaintiffs and the Classes.  

The Parties understand and agree that neither this Agreement, nor the negotiations that preceded 

it, shall be used as evidence with respect to the claims asserted in the Litigation, the propriety of 

a class action, or in any other proceeding or dispute except to enforce the terms of this 

Agreement. 

3. Cooperation Between The Parties, Further Acts.  The Parties shall cooperate fully 

with each other and shall use their best efforts to obtain the Court’s approval of this Agreement 

and all of its terms. 

4. Binding Effect.  This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of 

the Parties and (A) with respect to Plaintiffs and the Class Members, their spouses, children, 

representatives, heirs, administrators, executors, beneficiaries, conservators, and attorneys, and 

(B) with respect to Defendants, the Releasees.  

5. No Third-Party Beneficiaries.  This Agreement shall not be construed to create 

rights in, or to grant remedies to, or delegate any duty, obligation or undertaking established 

herein to any third party as a beneficiary of this Agreement. 
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6. Arms Length Transaction; Materiality of Terms.  The Parties have negotiated all 

of the terms and conditions of this Agreement at arms length.  All terms and conditions of this 

Agreement have been relied upon by the Parties in entering this Agreement.  If any Class 

Member petitions the Court for a modification of, addition to or alteration of any material terms 

or condition of this Agreement and if the Court on such request or sua sponte does modify, add 

to or alter any of the material terms or conditions of this Agreement, this Agreement shall 

become voidable and of no further effect upon the filing with the Court of a Notice of 

Withdrawal from settlement by Class Counsel or Defendants’ Counsel within five (5) business 

days of receipt of any order or final statement of the Court modifying, adding to or altering any 

of the material terms or conditions of this Agreement.  

7. Captions.  The captions or headings of the sections and paragraphs of this 

Agreement have been inserted for convenience of reference only and shall have no effect upon 

the construction or interpretation of any part of this Agreement. 

8. Construction.  The determination of the terms and conditions of this Agreement 

has been by mutual agreement of the Parties.  Each Party participated jointly in the drafting of 

this Agreement and, therefore, the terms and conditions of this Agreement are not intended to be, 

and shall not be, construed against any Party by virtue of draftsmanship. 

9. Applicable Law.  This Agreement shall be interpreted in accordance with the laws 

of the United States without respect to the law of any particular State. 

10. Notices Between the Parties.  For all documents, notices, and submissions filed 

with the Court, service of a copy on the other Parties shall be deemed complete when uploaded 

and docketed with the Court’s ECF system.  
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11. Agreement to Hold Personal Information Confidential.  The Parties recognize that 

this Agreement will require the exchange of individual Indian trust data and/or confidential 

personal information that is or may be subject to the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, relating to 

actual and putative class members.  The Parties agree to cooperate in taking all appropriate steps 

to maintain the confidentiality of all such information.  In order to facilitate the prompt exchange 

of information to facilitate the best practicable notice to the Class, the Parties further agree to file 

a stipulated motion with the Court promptly upon public announcement of this Agreement 

requesting the Court to enter an appropriate order to authorize the disclosure of such information 

by the Interior Defendants or Plaintiffs to the Notice Contractor and Claims Administrator.  

12. Petition for Writ of Certiorari.  The Parties acknowledge that Plaintiffs' deadline 

for filing a petition for a writ of certiorari seeking Supreme Court review of Cobell XXII is 

December 21, 2009, and that the Supreme Court's rules do not permit this deadline to be 

extended further.  To preserve their right to seek Supreme Court review in the event that this 

Agreement is terminated, becomes null and void, or otherwise is not finally approved, it is 

understood that Plaintiffs intend to file a petition for a writ of certiorari on or before the deadline.   

 

(Signatures appear on next page) 
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SIGNATURES 

 Wherefore, intending to be legally bound in accordance with the terms of this Agreement, 

the Parties hereby execute this Agreement: 

FOR PLAINTIFFS: 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
Dennis M. Gingold, Class Counsel 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
Keith M. Harper, Class Counsel 
 
 
 

FOR DEFENDANTS: 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
Thomas J. Perrelli 
Associate Attorney General 
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Exhibit 3

124 STAT. 3064 PUBLIC LAW 111-291-DEC. 8, 2010 

Dec. 8, 2010 
[H.R. 4783] 

Claims 
Resolution Act 
of 2010. 

42 USC 1305 
note. 

Public Law 111-291 
111 th Congress 

An Act 
This Act may be cited as "The Claims Resettlement Act of 20 10.". 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.-This Act may be cited as the "Claims Resolu­
tion Act of2010". 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.-The table of contents of this Act 
is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

TITLE I-INDIVIDUAL INDIAN MONEY ACCOUNT LITIGATION SETTLEMENT 

Sec. 101. Individual Indian Money Account Litigation Settlement. 

TITLE II-FINAL SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS FROM IN RE BLACK FARMERS 
DISCRIMINATION LITIGATION 

Sec. 201. Appropriation of funds for final settlement of claims from In re Black 
Farmers Discrimination Litigation. 

TITLE III-WHITE MOUNTAIN APACHE TRIBE WATER RIGHTS 
QUANTIFICATION 

Sec. 301. Short title. 
Sec. 302. Purposes. 
Sec. 303. Definitions. 
Sec. 304. Approval of Agreement. 
Sec. 305. Water rights. 
Sec. 306. Contract. 
Sec. 307. Authorization ofWMAT rural water system. 
Sec. 308. Satisfaction of claims. 
Sec. 309. Waivers and releases of claims. 
Sec. 310. White Mountain Apaehe Tribe Water Rights Settlement Subaccount. 
Sec. 311. Miscellaneous provisions. 
Sec. 312. Funding. 
Sec. 313. Antideficiency. 
Sec. 314. Compliance with environmental laws. 

TITLE IV-CROW TRIBE WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT 

Sec. 401. Short title. 
Sec. 402. Purposes. 
Sec. 403. Definitions. 
Sec. 404. Ratification of Compact. 
Sec. 405. Rehabilitation and improvement of Crow Irrigation Project. 
Sec. 406. Design and construction of MR&I System. 
Sec. 407. Tribal water rights. 
Sec. 408. Storage allocation from Bighorn Lake. 
Sec. 409. Satisfaction of claims. 
Sec. 410. Waivers and releases of claims. 
Sec. 411. Crow Settlement Fund. 
Sec. 412. Yellowtail Darn, Mont.ana. 
Sec. 413. Miscellaneous provisions. 
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Sec. 414. Funding. 
Sec. 415. Repeal on failure to meet enforceability date. 
Sec. 416. Antideficiency. 

TITLE V-TAOS PUEBLO INDIAN WATER RIGHTS 

Sec. 501. Short title. 
Sec. 502. Purposes. 
Sec. 503. Definitions. 
Sec. 504. Pueblo rights. 
Sec. 505. Taos Pueblo Water Development Fund. 
Sec. 506. Marketing. 
Sec. 507. Mutual-Benefit Projects. 
Sec. 508. San Juan-Chama Project contracts. 
Sec. 509. Authorizations, ratifications, confirmations, and conditions precedent. 
Sec. 510. Waivers and releases of claims. 
Sec. 511. Interpretation and enforcement. 
Sec. 512. Disclaimer. 
Sec. 513. Antideficiency. 

TITLE VI-AAMODT LITIGATION SETTLEMENT 

Sec. 601. Short title. 
Sec. 602. Definitions. 

Subtitle A-Pojoaque Basin Regional Water System 

Sec. 611. Authorization of Regional Water System. 
Sec. 612. Operating Agreement. 
Sec. 613. Acquisition of Pueblo water supply for Regional Water System. 
Sec. 614. Delivery and allocation of Regional Water System capacity and water. 
Sec. 615. Aamodt Settlement Pueblos' Fund. 
Sec. 616. Environmental compliance. 
Sec. 617. Funding. 

Subtitle B-Pojoaque Basin Indian Water Rights Settlement 

Sec. 621. Settlement Agreement and contract approval. 
Sec. 622. Environmental compliance. 
Sec. 623. Conditions precedent and enforcement date. 
Sec. 624. Waivers and releases of claims. 
Sec. 625. Effect. 
Sec. 626. Antideficiency. 

TITLE VII-RECLAMATION WATER SETTLEMENTS FUND 

Sec. 701. Mandatory appropriation. 

TITLE VIII-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Subtitle A-Unemployment Compensation Program Integrity 

Sec. 801. Collection of past-due, legally enforceable State debts. 
Sec. 802. Reporting of first day of earnings to directory of new hires. 

Subtitle B-TANF 

Sec. 811. Extension of the Temporary Assistance for Needy Families program. 
Sec. 812. Modifications to TANF data reporting. 

Subtitle C-Customs User Fees; Continued Dumping and Subsidy Offset 

Sec. 821. Customs user fees. 
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Sec. 822. Limitation on distributions relating to repeal of continued dumping and 
subsidy offset. 

Subtitle D-Emergency Fund for Indian Safety and Health 

Sec. 831. Emergency Fund for Indian Safety and Health. 

Subtitle E-Rescission of Funds From WIC Program 

Sec. 841. Rescission of funds from WIC program. 

Subtitle F -Budgetary Effects 

Sec. 851. Budgetary effects. 
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TITLE I-INDIVIDUAL INDIAN MONEY 
ACCOUNT LITIGATION SETTLEMENT 

SEC. 101. INDIVIDUAL INDIAN MONEY ACCOUNT LITIGATION SETTLE­
MENT. 

(a) DEFINITIONs.-In this section: 
(1) AGREEMENT ON ATTORNEYS' FEES, EXPENSES, AND 

CosTs.-The tenn "Agreement on Attorneys' Fees, Expenses, 
and Costs" means the agreement dated December 7, 2009, 
between Class Counsel (as defined in the Settlement) and the 
Defendants (as defined in the Settlement) relating to attorneys' 
fees, expenses, and costs incurred by Class Counsel in connec­
tion with the Litigation and implementation of the Settlement, 
as modified by the parties to the Litigation. 

(2) AMENDED COMPLAINT.-The term "Amended Complaint" 
means the Amended Complaint attached to the Settlement. 

(3) FINAL APPROVAL.-The term "final approval" has the 
meaning given the tenn in the Settlement. 

(4) LAND CONSOLIDATION PROGRAM.-The term "Land 
Consolidation Program" means a program conducted in accord­
ance with the Settlement, the Indian Land Consolidation Act 
(25 U.S.C. 2201 et seq.), and subsection (e)(2) under which 
the Secretary may purchase fractional interests in trust or 
restricted land. 

(5) LITIGATION.-The tenn "Litigation" means the case enti­
tled Elouise Cobell et aI. v. Ken Salazar et aI., United States 
District Court, District of Columbia, Civil Action No. 96-1285 
(TFH). 

(6) PLAINTIFF.-The term "Plaintiff' means a member of 
any class certified in the Litigation. 

(7) SECRETARY.-The term "Secretary" means the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

(8) SETTLEMENT.--The term "Settlement" means the Class 
Action Settlement Agreement dated December 7, 2009, in the 
Litigation, as modified by the parties to the Litigation. 

(9) TRUST ADMINISTRATION ADJUSTMENT FUND.--The term 
"Trust Administration Adjustment Fund" means the 
$100,000,000 deposited in the Settlement Account (as defined 
in the Settlement) pursuant to subsection U)(I) for use in 
making the adjustments authorized by that subsection. 

(10) TRUST ADMINISTRATION CLASS.-The tenn "Trust 
Administration Class" means the Trust Administration Class 
as defined in the Settlement. 
(b) PURPOSE.-The purpose of this section is to authorize the 

Settlement. 
(c) AUTHORIZATION.-

(1) IN GENERAL.--The Settlement is authorized, ratified, 
and confirmed. 

(2) AMENDMENTS.-Any amendment to the Settlement is 
authorized, ratified, and confirmed, to the extent that such 
amendment is executed to make the Settlement consistent with 
this section. 
(d) JURISDICTIONAL PROVISIONS.-

(1) IN GENERAL.-Notwithstanding the limitation on the 
jurisdiction of the district courts of the United States in section 
I346(a)(2) of title 28, United States Code, the United States 
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District Court for the District of Columbia shall have jurisdic­
tion of the claims asserted in the Amended Complaint for 
purposes of the Settlement. 

(2) CERTIFICATION OF TRUST ADMINISTRATION CLASS.-
(A) IN GENERAL.-Notwithstanding the requirements 

of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the court in the 
Litigation may certify the Trust Administration Class. 

(B) TREATMENT.-On certification under subparagraph 
(A), the Trust Administration Class shall be treated as 
a class certified under rule 23(b)(3) of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure for purposes of the Settlement. 

(e) TRUST LAND CONSOLIDATION.-
(1) TRUST LAND CONSOLIDATION FUND.-

(A) ESTABLISHMENT.-On final approval of the Settle­
ment, there shall be established in the Treasury of the 
United States a fund, to be known as the "Trust Land 
Consolidation Fund". 

(B) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.-Amounts in the Trust 
Land Consolidation Fund shall be made available to the 
Secretary during the lO-year period beginning on the date 
of final approval ofthe Settlement-

(i) to conduct the Land Consolidation Program; 
and 

(ii) for other costs specified in the Settlement. 
(C) DEPOSITS.-

(i) IN GENERAL.-On final approval of the Settle­
ment, the Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit in 
the Trust Land Consolidation Fund $1,900,000,000 out 
of the amounts appropriated to pay final judgments, 
awards, and compromise settlements under section 
1304 of title 31, United States Code. 

(ii) CONDITIONS MET.-The conditions described in 
section 1304 of title 31, United States Code, shall 
be deemed to be met for purposes of clause (i). 
(D) TRANSFERS.-In a manner designed to encourage 

participation in the Land Consolidation Program, the Sec­
retary may transfer, at the discretion of the Secretary, 
not more than $60,000,000 of amounts in the Trust Land 
Consolidation Fund to the Indian Education Scholarship 
Holding Fund established under paragraph (3). 
(2) OPERATION.-The Secretary shall consult with Indian Ccnsultation. 

tribes to identify fractional interests within the respective juris-
dictions of the Indian tribes for purchase in a manner that 
is consistent with the priorities ofthe Secretary. 

(3) INDIAN EDUCATION SCHOLARSHIP HOLDING FUND.-
(A) ESTABLISHMENT.-On final approval of the Settle­

ment, there shall be established in the Treasury of the 
United States a fund, to be known as the "Indian Education 
Scholarship Holding Fund". 

(B) AVAILABILITY.-Notwithstanding any other provi­
sion of law governing competition, public notification, or 
Federal procurement or assistance, amounts in the Indian 
Education Scholarship Holding Fund shall be made avail­
able, without further appropriation, to the Secretary to 
contribute to an Indian Education Scholarship Fund, as 
described in the Settlement, to provide scholarships for 
Native Americans. 
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Determination. 

(4) ACQUISITION OF TRUST OR RESTRICTED LAND.-The Sec­
retary may acquire, at the discretion of the Seeretary and 
in accordance with the Land Consolidation Program, any frac­
tional interest in trust or restricted land. 

(5) TREATMENT OF UNLOCATABLE PLAINTIFFS.-A Plaintiff, 
the whereabouts of whom are unknown and who, after reason­
able efforts by the Secretary, cannot be located during the 
5-year period beginning on the date of final approval of the 
Settlement, shall be considered to have accepted an offer made 
pursuant to the Land Consolidation Program. 
(f) TAXATION AND OTHER BENEFITS.-

(1) INTERNAL REVENUE CODE.-For purposes of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, amounts received by an individual 
Indian as a lump sum or a periodic payment pursuant to 
the Settlement shall not be-

(A) included in gross income; or 
(B) taken into consideration for purposes of applying 

any provision of the Internal Revenue Code that takes 
into account excludable income in computing adjusted gross 
income or modified adjusted gross income, including section 
86 of that Code (relating to Social Security and tier 1 
railroad retirement benefits). 
(2) OTHER BENEFITS.-Notwithstanding any other provision 

of law, for purposes of determining initial eligibility, ongoing 
eligibility, or level of benefits under any Federal or federally 
assisted program, amounts received by an individual Indian 
as a lump sum or a periodic payment pursuant to the Settle­
ment shall not be treated for any household member, during 
the I-year period beginning on the date of receipt-

(A) as income for the month during which the amounts 
were received; or 

(B) as a resource. 
(g) INCENTIVE AWARDS AND AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES, 

EXPENSES, AND COSTS UNDER SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.--
(1) IN GENERAL.--Subject to paragraph (3), the court in 

the Litigation shall determine the amount to which the Plain­
tiffs in the Litigation may be entitled for incentive awards 
and for attorneys' fees, expenses, and costs-

(A) in accordance with controlling law, including, with 
respect to attorneys' fees, expenses, and costs, any 
applicable rule of law requiring counsel to produce contem­
poraneous time, expense, and cost records in support of 
a motion for such fees, expenses, and costs; and 

(B) giving due consideration to the special status of 
Class Members (as defined in the Settlement) as bene­
ficiaries of a federally created and administered trust. 
(2) NOTICE OF AGREEMENT ON ATTORNEYS' FEES, EXPENSES, 

AND cosTs.-The description of the request of Class Counsel 
for an amount of attorneys' fees, expenses, and costs required 
under paragraph C.l.d. of the Settlement shall include a 
description of all material provisions of the Agreement on Attor­
neys' Fees, Expenses, and Costs. 

(3) EFFECT ON AGREEMENT.-Nothing in this subsection 
limits or otherwise affects the enforceability of the Agreement 
on Attorneys' Fees, Expenses, and Costs. 
(h) SELECTION OF QUALIFYING BANK.-The United States Dis­

trict Court for the District of Columbia, in exercising the discretion 
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of the Court to approve the selection of any proposed QualifYing 
Bank (as defined in the Settlement) under paragraph A.L of the 
Settlement, may consider any factors or circumstances regarding 
the proposed Qualifying Bank that the Court determines to be 
appropriate to protect the rights and interests of Class Members 
(as defined in the Settlement) in the amounts to be deposited 
in the Settlement Account (as defined in the Settlement). 

(i) APPOINTEES TO SPECIAL BOARD OF TRUSTEES.-The 2 mem­
bers of the special board of trustees to be selected by the Secretary 
under paragraph G.3. of the Settlement shall be selected only 
after consultation with, and after considering the names of possible 
candidates timely offered by, federally recognized Indian tribes. 

(j) TRUST ADMINISTRATION CLASS ADJUSTMENTS.­
(1) FUNDS.-

(A) IN GENERAL.-In addition to the amounts deposited 
pursuant to paragraph E.2. of the Settlement, on final 
approval, the Secretary of the Treasury shall deposit in 
the Trust Administration Adjustment Fund of the Settle­
ment Account (as defined in the Settlement) $100,000,000 
out of the amounts appropriated to pay final judgments, 
awards, and compromise settlements under section 1304 
of title 31, United States Code, to be allocated and paid 
by the Claims Administrator (as defined in the Settlement 
and pursuant to paragraph E.Le of the Settlement) in 
accordance with this subsection. 

(B) CONDITIONS MET.-The conditions described in sec­
tion 1304 of title 31, United States Code, shall be deemed 
to be met for purposes of subparagraph (A). 
(2) ADJUSTMENT.-

(A) IN GENERAL.-After the calculation of the pro rata 
share in Section E.4.b of the Settlement, the Trust Adminis­
tration Adjustment Fund shall be used to increase the 
minimum payment to each Trust Administration Class 
Member whose pro rata share is--

(i) zero; or 
(ii) greater than zero, but who would, after adjust­

ment under this subparagraph, otherwise receive a 
smaller Stage 2 payment than those Trust Administra­
tion Class Members described in clause (i). 
(B) RESULT.-The amounts in the Trust Administration 

Adjustment Fund shall be applied in such a manner as 
to ensure, to the extent practicable (as determined by the 
court in the Litigation), that each Trust Administration 
Class Member receiving amounts from the Trust Adminis­
tration Adjustment Fund receives the same total payment 
under Stage 2 of the Settlement after making the adjust­
ments required by this subsection. 
(3) TIMING OF PAYMENTS.-The payments authorized by 

this subsection shall be included with the Stage 2 payments 
under paragraph E.4. of the Settlement. 
(k) EFFECT OF ADJUSTMENT PROVISIONS.-Notwithstanding any 

provision of this section, in the event that a court determines 
that the application of subsection (j) is unfair to the Trust Adminis­
tration Class-

(1) subsection (j) shall not go into effect; and 
(2) on final approval of the Settlement, in addition to 

the amounts deposited into the Trust Land Consolidation Fund 
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pursuant to subsection (e), the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
deposit in that Fund $100,000,000 out of amounts appropriated 
to pay final judgments, awards, and compromise settlements 
under section 1304 of title 31, United States Code (the condi­
tions of which section shall be deemed to be met for purposes 
of this paragraph) to be used by the Secretary in accordance 
with subsection (e). 

TITLE II-FINAL SEITLEMENT OF 
CLAIMS FROM IN RE BLACK FARMERS 
DISCRIMINATION LITIGATION 

SEC. 201. APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS FOR FINAL SETTLEMENT OF 
CLAIMS FROM IN RE BLACK FARMERS DISCRIMINATION 
LITIGATION. 

(a) DEFINITIONs.-In this section: 
(1) SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.-The term "Settlement Agree­

ment" means the settlement agreement dated February 18, 
2010 (including any modifications agreed to by the parties 
and approved by the court under that agreement) between 
certain plaintiffs, by and through their counsel, and the Sec­
retary of Agriculture to resolve, fully and forever, the claims 
raised or that could have been raised in the cases consolidated 
in In re Black Farmers Discrimination Litigation, Misc. No. 
08-mc-0511 (PLF), including Pigford claims asserted under 
section 14012 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008 (Public Law 110-246; 122 Stat. 2209). 

(2) PIGFORD CLAIM.-The term "Pigford claim" has the 
meaning given that term in section 14012(a)(3) of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-246; 
122 Stat. 2210). 
(b) APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS.-There is appropriated to the 

Secretary of Agriculture $1,150,000,000, to remain available until 
expended, to carry out the terms of the Settlement Agreement 
if the Settlement Agreement is approved by a court order that 
is or becomes final and nonappealable, and the court finds that 
the Settlement Agreement is modified to incorporate the additional 
terms contained in subsection (g). The funds appropriated by this 
subsection are in addition to the $100,000,000 of funds of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation made available by section 14012(i) 
of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 
110-246; 122 Stat. 2212) and shall be available for obligation only 
after those Commodity Credit Corporation funds are fully obligated. 
If the Settlement Agreement is not approved as provided in this 
subsection, the $100,000,000 of funds of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation made available by section 14012(i) of the Food, Con­
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 shall be the sole funding available 
for Pigford claims. 

(c) USE OF FUNDs.--The use of the funds appropriated by 
subsection (b) shall be subject to the express terms of the Settlement 
Agreement. 

(d) TREATMENT OF REMAINING FUNDS.-If any of the funds 
appropriated by subsection (b) are not obligated and expended to 
carry out the Settlement Agreement, the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall return the unused funds to the Treasury and may not make 
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are very important to them, and the majority of people are on SSI, 
on TANF, on food stamps, and we wanted to ensure that those 
were not disrupted. 

And so in this settlement agreement, we will not be held victims 
to having those go away. I guess maybe the other areas that I 
wanted to talk about is the trust mismanagement claims. 

The government wanted that. The government wanted it, and we 
sat and talked about them. We actually did a study of how many 
claims had been filed on land mismanagement by individual 
Indians. There wasn’t that many. 

And the reason there isn’t that many is because people don’t 
have the money to sue, and that is why I sued the government on 
behalf of the 500 thousand individual Indians, and not one tribe 
gave one penny for this litigation. Let me ensure that item to you. 

I went out and raised money so that we could have justice, and 
so I know how difficult it is, and so I know that individuals that 
want to resolve these trust mismanagement claims that they have 
the option to. They can opt out. 

And I think that has been discussed several times over and over 
that there is going to be a fairness hearing. Everybody that doesn’t 
like what is happening, then go to the fairness hearing. Be heard, 
and the Judge will determine. 

The Judge played an active role in this. When he called the par-
ties together, he said that you can litigate forever. I don’t see any 
judicial solution, because he knew that we had been in court for 14 
years, and we could be in court for another 20 years. 

And we don’t want to go to the Supreme Court. I mean, that op-
tion is open for us, and many of you asked why is there a sense 
of urgency. There is a sense of urgency because we have timelines, 
and I know Bill Dorris will discuss that with you, where we lose 
out on our option to go to the Supreme Court, but that is our next 
option, is to go to the Supreme Court. 

You can do the right thing here. You can act and act quickly, and 
get this approved so that we can get money to individual Indians 
that have been abused for so many years. Let us move on. Let us 
get this behind us, and let us move on, and I urge this Congress 
to take me seriously. 

It has been difficult. It has been a difficult 14 years, and I 
thought that the hard part was over when we had a legal settle-
ment between the Plaintiffs and the Defendants. 

I thought that all we had to do was come up and talk to Con-
gress, because they had so many hearings that they knew about 
this, and it is almost like Congress sometimes acts oblivious to all 
the issues that we have talked about, and I am not criticizing, be-
cause I need your support to approve this. 

[Laughter.] 
Ms. COBELL. But I would like to stop there, and just take any 

questions. 
[The prepared statement of Ms. Cobell follows:] 

Statement of Elouise P. Cobell, Lead Plaintiff in Cobell V. Salazar 

I. INTRODUCTION 
Good afternoon, and thank you Chairman Rahall, Ranking Member Hastings, and 

members of the Committee. I am here today representing a class of over 500,000 
individual Indians as the lead plaintiff in the case initially entitled Cobell v. Babbitt 
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and now referred to as Cobell v. Salazar, pending in the United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia and presently presided over by Judge James Rob-
ertson. Since virtually its inception more than 13 years ago, Congress has taken 
keen interest in this litigation and its key objectives—reforming the Individual 
Indian Trust (‘‘Trust’’), ensuring that the government accounts for all Trust assets 
including all trust funds, land and natural resources, and correcting and restating 
each individual’s account balance. 

By any measure, this litigation has proven exceptional and extraordinary. Not 
only is it one of the largest class actions ever brought against the United States as 
it addresses over 120 years of mismanagement of Indian trust assets and involves 
over 500,000 individual Indians, but the litigation has been intense and contentious. 
Moreover, there have been more than 3600 docket entries in the district court and 
over 80 published decisions, including ten appeals—the most recent appellate opin-
ion is referred to as Cobell XXII. 

On each occasion I have appeared before Congress, I have emphasized my willing-
ness to explore settlement of this case. But of course, resolution takes two parties 
willing to come to the table to negotiate in good faith and attempt to reach an equi-
table settlement that would set the foundation for improved trust management and 
accountability in the future. Until very recently, however, we did not have such a 
willing partner on the other side. President Obama showed great leadership during 
the campaign when he committed to seek a fair resolution to this case and, when 
elected, he followed through and charged Secretary Salazar and Attorney General 
Holder with carrying out this commitment. 

Having been through seven failed settlement efforts before, I was not optimistic 
at the outset of these negotiations that we would be able to reach agreement. Begin-
ning in the late summer of 2009, though, we sat down in good faith and so did the 
Administration. Associate Attorney General Tom Perrelli, Interior Deputy Secretary 
David Hayes, and Interior Solicitor Hillary Tompkins were involved in the day-to- 
day negotiations. The issues to discuss and resolve were gravely challenging, and 
I repeatedly felt we had reached impasse. But both my team and the government 
soldiered on, knowing that resolution was the best thing for the affected individual 
Indian trust beneficiaries and for a healthier foundation of the trust relationship for 
the future. 

Reaching agreement was certainly not easy, and the settlement from my perspec-
tive is not perfect. I would want more for beneficiaries as I think that is what they 
deserve. But a settlement requires compromise—by definition, you do not get every-
thing you want. This is the bottom line: After months of discussion, I am here to 
testify that I strongly support this agreement. It is time to look forward, not back-
ward. And though we must never forget the past, this settlement can move us for-
ward together as it represents the best resolution we can hope for under the cir-
cumstances. 

Although we have reached an historical settlement totaling more than 
$3.4 billion, there is little doubt this is far less than the full amount to which indi-
vidual Indians are entitled. Yes, we could prolong our struggle, fight longer, and, 
perhaps one day, reach a judgment in the courts that results in a greater benefit 
to individual Indians. But we are nevertheless compelled to settle now by the sober-
ing reality that members of our class die each year, each month, and every day, for-
ever prevented from receiving that which is theirs. We also face the uncomfortable, 
but unavoidable fact that a large number of individual Indian trust beneficiaries are 
among the most vulnerable people in this country, existing in the direst of poverty. 
This settlement can begin to provide hope and a much needed measure of justice. 

In addition, now that the Cobell case has brought heightened attention to this 
matter, I am optimistic that this settlement will lay the foundation for genuine and 
meaningful reform of the Trust. There remains considerable room for improvement, 
as Secretary Salazar and Deputy Secretary Hayes have recognized. I am hopeful 
that the Commission that Secretary Salazar has contemporaneously announced with 
this settlement will ensure that additional critical reforms are made and that we 
set the underpinning for safe and sound management of our assets in the future. 

The terms of the settlement have been well publicized. We have reached out to 
Indian Country to insure that beneficiaries are well informed of its terms. I just re-
turned from meeting with beneficiaries in South Dakota, and our class counsel, as 
we speak, is traveling to meet with beneficiaries in other states. We have met with 
allottee associations, tribal organizations and landowners and will continue our ef-
forts. Next week, our class counsel will visit Arizona and New Mexico, the following 
week Montana, Wyoming and North Dakota and the weeks after that Oklahoma, 
Washington, California and Oregon. Further meetings with beneficiaries will con-
tinue throughout Indian Country in March and April to make sure that they are 
able to receive complete and accurate information about the settlement. 
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Despite this outreach, there remains misinformation regarding the settlement 
conveyed by a very small number of individuals, many of whom are not beneficiaries 
and do not speak for individual Indian beneficiaries. I want to dispel those mis-
understandings: 

First, there are those who have stated that under this agreement beneficiaries 
will receive very little. This is not accurate. In fact, most beneficiaries who partici-
pate in this settlement will receive at least—and I emphasize at least—$1,500.00. 
Many will receive substantially more based on the transactional activity in their 
IIM account. To those in Indian Country, receipt of this money is critical, both as 
a recognition of the government’s past wrongdoing and as a first step in fulfilling 
the commitment to reforming the trust system. Many individual Indians are de-
pendent on this money for the basic necessities of life. Its payment should not be 
further delayed. 

Two other points are important with respect to these distributions. First, receipt 
of these funds shall not be construed as income and thus will not be taxable for 
beneficiaries. This is only fair because proceeds from trust lands are generally not 
taxable. Second, and critically important to the poorest among the class, the Cobell 
settlement funds shall not be considered when determining eligibility for programs 
such as TANF, SSI and food stamps. The last thing the parties want is to further 
victimize poorer class members by preventing them from receiving benefits from 
programs for which they would otherwise be eligible. 

Second, there are suggestions that the settlement should not have encompassed 
claims for trust administration since it is contended the Cobell case did not involve 
mismanagement of trust assets. This is not correct. The Cobell case has always in-
sisted that the government account for all trust assets—not just money but the land 
and natural resources that are at the heart of the individual Indian trust. And, the 
district court invited plaintiffs to amend our complaint to include these claims in 
the litigation well before these settlement negotiations. In other words, their inclu-
sion should be no surprise. Indeed, while true that there are certain trust damages 
claims that are now expressly included that were not before, understand that vir-
tually all settlement discussions—including those led by this Committee and the 
Senate Indian Affairs Committee—have contemplated the inclusion of all such indi-
vidual claims. The largest and oldest tribal organization, the National Congress of 
American Indians passed unanimously a resolution in 2006 endorsing inclusion of 
all trust management claims if, where as here, there is an opt out. 

I and others were also counseled on this point by the following sober reality: Very 
few trust mismanagement cases have ever been filed and those that have are very 
expensive, extremely time consuming and fraught with risk. There is an obvious 
reason for this. For most beneficiaries, the claims are relatively modest when com-
pared with the cost of litigating against the government and the legal obstacles in 
doing so. Legal hindrances abound, such as statute of limitations and jurisdictional 
restrictions, and together with the cost prohibitive nature of litigation, help explain 
why so few have been brought. For the great majority of beneficiaries, this settle-
ment represents the only opportunity for them to receive any compensation for the 
government’s mismanagement of their trust assets. For those who wish to pursue 
those claims independently, they have the opportunity to do so by opting out of the 
trust administration portion of the settlement. The agreement preserves all legal 
mechanisms to enable them to do so. 

Third, there are those who criticize the amount that the class attorneys may re-
ceive by reason of this settlement. That criticism is misplaced. This is not a case 
where attorneys are attempting to get a fee based on a quick settlement. The attor-
neys in this case undertook substantial risk in filing and prosecuting this case on 
behalf of the 500,000 individual Indian beneficiaries in 1996. Many of the attorneys 
gave up their practices to work solely on it. It has often consumed 18 hour days, 
seven days a week. They have engaged in 7 major trials, handled countless appeals 
by the government and reviewed tens of millions of pages of documents. They re-
sponded when no on else—not even Congress—was able to correct the wrongdoing 
that individual Indians endured. As a result of their efforts, for the first time in over 
100 years, the government has been held accountable for its mismanagement of the 
IIM Trust. Moreover, solely as a result of their efforts, reform of the Trust is a real 
possibility. The benefit to class members from their efforts is considerable. They 
have agreed to limit their petition for fees to under $100 million. This is less than 
3% of the total settlement—very modest when compared with fees typically awarded 
in class actions. Class members will have the opportunity to object to the fees and 
those objections will be considered by the Court before any fee award. The attempt 
by some such as ITMA to limit the fees further to those available under the Equal 
Access to Justice Act (EAJA) suffers from two infirmities. First, the government has 
made clear that it is not open to paying fees through EAJA. Second, if in the end, 
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lawyer fees are so dramatically curtailed, then how will individual Indians ever ob-
tain the kind of highly competent and dedicated counsel necessary to bring a dif-
ficult case like this next time? It is already tragically difficult to attract such law-
yers and ITMA would like to make it all the more challenging. This makes no sense. 

Fourth, there are those that have even suggested that the named plaintiffs in this 
case, including me, will profit from this settlement. This again is erroneous. The in-
centive fee contemplated is an award to named plaintiffs by the Court for their work 
in assisting in this case and to cover expenses. As you might expect, the work re-
quired has been considerable. However, most of the money requested will be for re-
imbursement of expenses incurred during the 14 years of this litigation. Millions of 
dollars have been spent in prosecuting this case, including payment of experts, and 
covering charges for transcripts and other court costs. I have contributed substantial 
funds to aid in the prosecution of this case. The Blackfeet Reservation Development 
Fund, a non profit, has used millions of its own funds as well. Furthermore, many 
of the grants we received are in the form of loans and are repayable. Importantly, 
any class members not comfortable with the incentive award will have a opportunity 
to have their views heard by the Court before any payment is made. However, those 
who have advanced the money to prosecute this case deserve to be reimbursed. 

Finally, some who don’t understand the reality of the historical data and the lack 
of reliable information, have criticized the distribution scheme contemplated in this 
settlement. They say it doesn’t track with precision the losses for each beneficiary. 
The reality is that there is no data to establish actual losses. This is indeed rough 
justice. But it is the best possible way to achieve three important objectives: (1) 
being fair so that all receive a meaningful payment of at least $1,500, while reward-
ing high dollar accounts that likely suffered the most losses; (2) permitting for a 
prompt distribution where most beneficiaries will be completely paid within a few 
months; and (3) will not waste significant money on lawyers, accountants and Spe-
cial Masters trying to figure out what is owed to each individual. In addition, the 
Court will hear any objections to the distribution scheme and make a determination 
on its fairness. 

Some have asked to establish an extensive and expensive process where bene-
ficiaries can have essentially mini-trials before a Special Master. This is absolutely 
and unequivocally foolish. It would waste significant funds on figuring out who gets 
what and will take years before beneficiaries receive their distributions. Moreover, 
it will not be advantageous to those beneficiaries who can prove their case since 
such beneficiaries have the ability to opt out anyway and pursue their claims inde-
pendently. In short, such a proposal would take years, cost hundreds of millions and 
be no fairer than the current model. This is precisely why the parties rejected such 
an approach. 

In summary, this settlement will do a lot of good. It will get more than $3 billion 
in the hands of beneficiaries. It will provide monies for land consolidation. It will 
create a $60 million scholarship fund. Moreover, there will be a Secretarial Com-
mission to recommend additional trust reforms that are desperately needed. And 
there is an agreement to perform an audit of the Trust. No audit has ever been 
done. To heal the division between individual Indian trust beneficiaries and the gov-
ernment that is reflected historically and in the nearly 14 years of our litigation and 
to begin to establish confidence that the IIM Trust is managed in accordance with 
trust law, transparency is essential. Too many records have been destroyed. Too 
much deception has occurred. Importantly, this settlement will allow individual 
Indians to look forward and work collaboratively with their trustee to ensure a bet-
ter tomorrow. 

We know this settlement does not solve many of the serious underlying problems 
plaguing this Trust. We know that reform must continue and cannot stop here. We 
will continue our efforts to ensure accountability. We have had to spend too much 
time looking backwards, trying to address the terrible wrongs of the past. Now, my 
hope is that we look forward to correct those wrongs so that individual Indian trust 
beneficiaries finally receive that which rightfully is theirs. 

When I embarked on this settlement process, I was skeptical that this result could 
be achieved. But we were able to reach a resolution. There has been too much dis-
cussion about what we would like to achieve for individual Indian beneficiaries. It 
is now important that we implement this historical settlement. I now ask Congress 
to swiftly enact the necessary implementing legislation so we can begin to distribute 
our trust funds without further delay. Hundreds of thousands of individual Indians 
have waited patiently for far too long. 
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9. Attorneys' Fees 

The Settlement Agreement provides that the amount to which Plaintiffs are entitled for 

attorneys' fees, expenses and costs "are within the discretion of the Court in accordance with 

controlling law.,,62 The separate Agreement on Attorneys' Fees, Expenses and Costs 

("Agreement on Attorneys' Fees") likewise confirms that "[t]he amount of attorneys' fees, 

expenses and costs shall be decided by the Court in accordance with controlling law and awarded 

from the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund.,,63 Similarly, the Claims Resolution Act of 

2010 provides the amounts to which Plaintiffs are enti tied for attorneys' fees, expenses and costs 

shall be determined "in accordance with controlling law including, with respect to attorneys' 

fees, expenses, and costs, any applicable rule of law requiring counsel to produce 

contemporaneous time, expense, and cost records in support of a motion for such fees, expenses, 

and costs; and ... giving due consideration to the special status of Class Members ... as 

beneficiaries of a federally created and administered truSt.,,64 

The Settlement Agreement also sets forth a process for the presentation of the attorneys' 

fees to the Court for decision. For fees, expenses and costs through the date of the Settlement 

Agreement (i.e., December 7,2009) and within times set by the Court: (a) Plaintiffs will submit 

a petition for the fees and post it on their Internet website; (b) Defendants may then respond and 

Class Members may object to the requested fees; and (e) Plaintiffs will then have a chance to 

reply.65 For work, expenses and costs of the attorneys after December 7, 2009, the Settlement 

Agreement provides that they are to be paid at reasonable intervals following Final Approval at 

62 Id. at J(5). 
63 Exhibit 14 (Fee Agreement) at,-r 3. 
64 See § 101 (g). 
65 Settlement Agreement (Exhibit 2) at J(2) and J(3). 
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the actual billing rates for the attorneys.66 The post-Settlement fees must be approved by the 

Court with due consideration of any objections by Class Members, responses by Defendants, and 

replies by Plaintiffs.67 

The Fee Agreement also provides that Plaintiffs' motion for counsel fees, expenses and 

costs incurred through December 7, 2009 "shall not asscrt that Class Counsel be paid more than 

$99,900,000.00 above amounts previously paid by Defendants.,,68 Likewise, in their response, 

Defendants have agreed that they "shall not assert that Class Counsel be paid less than 

$50,000,000.00 above the amounts previously paid by Defendants.,,69 The parties have agreed 

that they will not appeal an award "[i]n the event that the Court awards attorneys' fees, expenses, 

and costs ... in an amount equal to or greater than $50,000,000.00 and equal to or less than 

$99,900,000.00.,,70 This range for Class Counsel's fees, expenses and costs through December 

7,2009 is not stated as a limitation on the Court's discretion to decide the amount "in accordance 

with controlling law .... [and] giving due consideration to the special status of Class Members 

as beneficiaries of a federally created and administered trust. 71 

On the other hand, however, the Agreement on Attorneys' Fees sets [')rth an agreed limit 

on the amount of post-Settlement fees Class Counsel can receive. The parties initially agreed to 

a limit of $10 million on post-Settlement attorneys' fees, expenses and costs,72 but subsequently 

66 I d. at J(4). 
67 I d. 

68 Fee Agreement at ~4(a). 
69 Id. at ~ 4.b. 
70 Id. at ~ 4.e. 
71 Exhibit 3 (Claims Resolution Act) at (g)(1 )(A), and at (g)(1 )(B). 
72 Exhibit 14 (Fee Agreement) at ~5. 
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increased the limit to $12 million in recognition of the possible additional unanticipated work 

resulting from a delay in the enactment of the authorizing legislation.73 

Finally, the Settlement Agreement requires Plaintiffs to file concurrently with this Motion 

a Notice setting forth the amount they will request for Class Counsel's fees, expenses and costs 

through December 7, 200974 so that this Notice to the plaintiff classes can include the amount 

being sought by Class Counsel.75 

10. Secretarial Commission on Trust Reform 

The parties recognize that the Department of the Interior's trust reform efforts must 

continue. Accordingly, on December 8, 2009, Secretary Salazar announced the creation of a 5-

member Secretarial Commission to make recommendations regarding Interior's future 

responsibility for management and administration of trust assets maintained f,)r individual Indian 

trust beneficiaries.76 The work of this Commission is funded by this settlement. 77 

B. THE NOTICE PROGRAM 

1. Characteristics of the Classes Settled by this Agreement 

The identification of beneficiaries presents unique challenges due to, among other things, 

class size, geographical diversity of class members, and the long time periods involved, as well 

as the number of individuals whose whereabouts are presently unknown. Currently, "[t]he exact 

number [of beneficiaries] is not known due to the lack of accurate or comprehensive records,,,78 

73 Exhibit 15 (Modification of December 7, 2009 Agreement on Attorneys' Fees, Expenses and 
Costs) at ~6. 
74 Exhibit 2 (Settlement Agreement) at J(1). 
75 !d. 
76 Secretarial Order 2392 ("Individual Indian Trust Management") is attached as Exhibit 16. 
77 See Settlement Agreement at F(2). 
78 See Notice Program at p. 4. 
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Important information about the  
$3.4 billion Indian Trust Settlement 

 

For current or former IIM account holders,  
Owners of land held in trust or restricted status, or their heirs 

 
A federal court authorized this notice.  You are not being sued. 

 
Para el aviso en español, llame o visite nuestro sitio en internet. 

 
Din4k’ehgo ‘i[ hane’ biniiy4go, b44sh bee holne’ doodago b44sh [ich7’ii biyi’j8’ nihaa nanitah. 

 
 A proposed Settlement has been reached in Cobell v. Salazar, a class action lawsuit about 

individual Indian land, funds and other assets held in trust by the federal government.  Courts 
decided that the federal government has violated its trust duties, including a duty to account for 
Individual Indian Money trust funds.  The Settlement will resolve claims that the government 
violated its trust duties by (a) mismanaging individual Indian trust funds and other assets, (b) 
improperly accounting for those funds, and (c) mismanaging trust land and other assets.  The 
individual Indian trust land is called “allotted” land and owners are from time to time referred to 
as “beneficiaries,” “allottees,” or “landowners.” 

 You may be part of this Settlement with certain rights in this Settlement if you are an: 
 Individual Indian Money (“IIM”) account holder (even if the account currently is not 

active or open),  
 Individual Indian who has or had an ownership interest in land held in trust or in 

restricted status,   
 Heir to a deceased IIM account holder or individual landowner. 

 
 The Settlement establishes funds worth approximately $1.5 billion to pay individual Indian trust 

beneficiaries for past accounting problems and resolve historical asset mismanagement claims.  
Settlement and administrative expenses, incentive fees and expenses of the Class Representatives, 
and legal fees and expenses will be paid out of these Settlement funds.  Another $1.9 billion will 
be used primarily to buy up interests in trust lands that are owned by many people (“fractionated 
interests”). 
 

 Congress has passed legislation authorizing the Settlement and provided funding for it.  The 
President has signed the legislation into law. 

 
 
 
 

Exhibit 6
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 The Court in charge of this case still has to decide whether to approve the Settlement.  Payments 
will be made if the Court approves the Settlement and after any appeals are resolved.  If the 
Settlement is approved by the Court, the majority of individual Indian trust beneficiaries will get 
at least $1,500. 

 
 The Settlement also creates an Indian Education Scholarship Fund worth up to $60 million to 

improve access to higher education for Indian youth. 
 
 

Your legal rights are affected whether you act or do not act, so please read this notice 
carefully.

 

These rights and options—and the deadlines to exercise 
them—are explained in this notice. 

You can object to or comment on the 
Settlement. 

see Question 30 

You can go to a hearing and ask the Court to 
speak about the Settlement. 

see Question 36 

You may also have the right to exclude 
yourself from part of the Settlement. 

see Question 28 

 

 
 The full details of the Settlement can be found in a document called the Settlement Agreement, 

and subsequent modifications to it, which can be found on the web at www.IndianTrust.com. 
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BASIC INFORMATION 
 

1.  Why did I get this notice? 
 
You received this notice because Interior Department records show that:  (a) you are now or have been an 
Individual Indian Money (“IIM”) account holder, or (b) you have an individual interest in trust land, or 
(c) you have requested that this notice be mailed to you.  A Court authorized this notice because you have 
a right to know about a proposed Settlement of this class action lawsuit and about your options, before the 
Court decides whether the Settlement is fair and to give final approval to the Settlement.  This notice 
explains the lawsuit, the Settlement, and your legal rights. 
 
Judge Thomas F. Hogan, of the United States District Court for the District of Columbia, is currently 
overseeing this case.  The case is known as Cobell v. Salazar, No. 1:96cv01285, and is a class action 
lawsuit.   
 
In a class action lawsuit, one or more people called Class Representatives (in this case, Elouise Cobell 
and others) sue on behalf of other people who have similar claims.  The people together are called a 
“Class” or “Class Members.”  The people who sued—and all the Class Members like them—are called 
the Plaintiffs.  The people they sued (in this case, the Secretaries of the Interior and Treasury and the 
Assistant Secretary-Indian Affairs (together called the “federal government”)) are called the Defendants. 
One court resolves the issues for everyone who remains in the Class. 
 

2.  What are Individual Indian Money (“IIM”) accounts? 
 
IIM accounts primarily contain money collected by the federal government from farming and grazing 
leases, timber sales, mining, oil and gas production, and other activities on trust land, as well as certain 
per capita distributions.  The funds in IIM accounts are held in trust by the federal government for the 
benefit of individual Indians.  
  

3.  Who is affected by this Settlement? 
 
The Settlement will affect all Class Members (see Question 6).  Class Members include individual Indian 
trust beneficiaries, which means those individuals who: 

 Had an IIM account anytime from approximately 1985 through September 30, 2009, or  
 Had an individual interest in land held in trust or restricted status by the U.S. government as of 

September 30, 2009. 
 

The estate of a deceased individual described above whose account was open or in probate status as of  
September 30, 2009 is included.  Probate means you have asked a court to transfer ownership of the 
landowner’s property after he or she died. 

 
This Settlement does not relate to certain historical claims or any future claims of Class Members.  It does 
not relate to claims tribes might have against the federal government. 
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4.  What is this lawsuit about? 
 
The Settlement resolves claims that the federal government violated its trust duties to individual Indian 
trust beneficiaries.  The claims fall into three areas:  
  

 Historical Accounting Claims state that the federal government violated its trust duties by not 
providing a proper historical accounting relating to IIM accounts and other trust assets. 

 Trust Administration Claims include: 
o Fund Administration Claims state that the federal government violated its trust duties and 

mismanaged individual Indian trust funds. 
o Land Administration Claims state that the federal government violated its trust 

responsibilities for management of land, oil, natural gas, mineral, timber, grazing, and 
other resources.  

 
The federal government denies all these claims.  It says it has no legal responsibility for these claims and 
owes nothing to the Class Members.  
 

5.  Why is there a Settlement? 
 
The Settlement is an agreement between the Plaintiffs and the federal government.  Settlements end 
lawsuits.  This does not mean the Court has ruled in favor of either side.  The parties wish to resolve their 
differences and realize that many Class Members are elderly and dying and need to receive compensation.  
In addition, large numbers of Class Members currently live in poverty.  So, after 14 years of litigation, 
both sides want to settle the lawsuit so individual Indian trust beneficiaries receive compensation for their 
claims.  The Settlement will also help the federal government reduce future administration expenses and 
accounting issues.  Class Representatives and lawyers representing them believe that the Settlement is 
reasonable under the circumstances. 
 

 
WHO IS IN THE SETTLEMENT? 

 

6.  Who is part of the Settlement? 
 
The proposed Settlement affects individual Indians across the country, including members of most 
federally recognized tribes west of the Mississippi River.  The Settlement includes two groups or 
“Classes.”  An individual may be a member of one or both Classes.  Most people included in the 
Settlement are members of both Classes. 
 
Historical Accounting Class   
 

 Anyone alive on September 30, 2009, 
 Who had an open IIM account anytime between October 25, 1994 and September 30, 2009, and 
 Whose account had at least one cash transaction (that was not later reversed). 

 
Note to heirs:  

 The estate of an IIM account holder who was deceased as of September 30, 2009 is included in 
the Historical Accounting Class if the IIM account (or its related probate account) was open as of 
that date.   
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 The heirs of any Class Member who died after September 30, 2009, but before distribution of any 
Settlement funds, will receive that Class Member’s Settlement payments through probate. 
 

Trust Administration Class  
 

 Anyone alive on September 30, 2009, and who 
 Had an IIM account recorded in currently available electronic data in federal government 

systems (“Electronic Ledger Era”) anytime from approximately 1985 to  
September 30, 2009, or 

 Can demonstrate ownership interest in trust land or land in restricted status as of 
September 30, 2009. 

 The estate of any deceased beneficiary whose IIM account was open or whose trust assets had 
been in probate as reflected in the federal government’s records as of September 30, 2009. 

 
Note to heirs:  

 The heirs of any Class Member who died after September 30, 2009, but before distribution of any 
Settlement funds, will receive that Class Member’s Settlement payments through probate. 

 

7.  Are there exceptions to being included? 
 
The Historical Accounting Class does not include individuals who filed a separate lawsuit before June 10, 
1996, against the federal government making a claim for a complete historical accounting. 
 
The Trust Administration Class does not include individuals who filed a separate lawsuit or who were 
part of a certified class in a class action lawsuit making a Funds Administration Claim or a Land 
Administration Claim against the federal government before December 10, 2010. 
 

8.  If I never had an IIM account or my IIM account is now inactive or closed, does this 
Settlement affect me? 

 
It could.  If you are included in the Historical Accounting Class and/or the Trust Administration Class as 
defined in Question 6, this Settlement does affect you.  
 
If you are NOT currently receiving quarterly or annual IIM account statements, you should fill out a 
claim form and mail it to the address on the form.  You can also submit your claim form online at 
www.IndianTrust.com.  You may be asked to provide additional information to demonstrate your 
membership in the Historical Accounting Class and/or the Trust Administration Class.  Claim forms and 
documentation will be due within 45 days of the Court’s Final Approval of the Settlement (or, at a later 
date set by the Court).  Final Approval will be after the Fairness Hearing.  Check the website or call the 
toll-free number for information on the claims filing deadline.  
 

9.  I’m not sure if I’m included in the Settlement. 
 
If you are not sure whether you are included in one or both Classes or you are unsure if the federal 
government has your current address, you should call toll-free 1-800-961-6109 with questions or visit 
www.IndianTrust.com.  You may also write with questions to Indian Trust Settlement, P.O. Box 9577, 
Dublin, OH 43017-4877.  If you believe that you should be considered a member of either Class, but are 
not receiving quarterly or annual IIM account statements, you must fill out a claim form and mail it to the 
address on the form.  The deadline for filing claims is explained in Questions 8 and 24. 
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THE SETTLEMENT BENEFITS—WHAT YOU GET 
 

10.  What does the Settlement provide? 
 
The Settlement will provide:  

 $1.412 billion Accounting/Trust Administration Fund, plus a $100 million Trust Administration 
Adjustment Fund, plus any earned interest, to pay for Historical Accounting and Trust 
Administration Claims.  This money will also pay for the cost of administering and implementing 
the Settlement, as well as other expenses (see Question 13).  

 $1.9 billion Trust Land Consolidation Fund to purchase “fractionated” individual Indian trust 
lands (see Question 11).  The program will allow individual Indians to get money for land 
interests divided among numerous owners.  Land sales are voluntary.  If you sell your land it will 
be returned to tribal control. 

 Up to $60 million for an Indian Education Scholarship Fund to help Native Americans attend 
college or vocational school.  This money will come out of the $1.9 billion Trust Land 
Consolidation Fund and will be based upon the participation of landowners in selling these  
fractionated land interests. 

 
More details are in a document called the Settlement Agreement, which is available at 
www.IndianTrust.com. 
 

11.  What is fractionated land? 

 
Fractionated land is a parcel of land that has many owners, often hundreds of owners.  Frequently, owners 
of highly fractionated land receive very little money from that land. 
 

ACCOUNTING/TRUST ADMINISTRATION FUND 
 

12.  How much will my payment be if I’m an Accounting Class Member? 
 
Each member of the Historical Accounting Class will receive $1,000.  This is a per-person, not a per-
account, payment. 
 

13.  How much will my payment be if I’m a Trust Administration Class Member? 
 
It depends on how much income you’ve collected into your IIM account.  Each member of the Trust 
Administration Class will receive a baseline payment of $500.  The $100 million in the Trust 
Administration Adjustment Fund will be used to increase the minimum payment for Trust Administration 
Class Members.  The current estimate is that will raise the minimum payment to Trust Administration 
Class Members to about $800.  Individuals with an IIM account open between 1985 and  
September 30, 2009 may receive more than $800.  This payment is separate from, and in addition to, the 
$1,000 payment to individuals in the Historical Accounting Class.   
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The payment calculation uses the sum of your 10 highest years of income in your IIM account to 
determine your share of the Trust Administration Fund.  That Fund is estimated to be $850 million to $1 
billion.  The exact dollar amount you will get cannot be known with certainty at this time because it is 
based on (a) the recorded income deposited to your IIM account over a period of time, and (b) the amount 
of money that will be left in the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund after deducting: 
 

 All of the $1,000 payments to Historical Accounting Class Members, and 
 

 Attorneys’ fees, their expenses, including expense reimbursements and possibly incentive fees to 
Class Representatives (see Question 33) and the costs of administering and implementing the 
Settlement. 

 
Congress has determined that payments to Trust Administration Class Members should be increased for 
individuals whose payments are calculated to be: 

 Zero; or 
 

 Greater than zero (but only if you would have received a smaller Stage 2 payment (see Question 
14) than Trust Administration Class Members whose payment is calculated to be zero). 

For example, if you were supposed to receive a base payment of $500, your payment might be increased 
to $800.  If your neighbor was supposed to receive a base payment of $600, his payment might be 
increased to $800. 
 
The following are estimated calculations and are in addition to the $1,000 you will receive as a member 
of the Historical Accounting Class.  Your final Trust Administration payment could be more or less. 

 
 If the sum of your 10 highest years of revenue is between $0 and $5,000, you may receive 

between $800 and $1,250.00. 
 If the sum of your 10 highest years of revenue is between $5,000.01 and $15,000, you may 

receive between $1,250.01 and $2,500.   
 If the sum of your 10 highest years of revenue is between $15,000.01 and $30,000, you may 

receive between $2,500.01 and $5,000. 
 If the sum of your 10 highest years of revenue is between $30,000.01 and $75,000, you may 

receive between $5,000.01 and $12,000. 
 If the sum of your 10 highest years of revenue is between $75,000.01 and $750,000, you may 

receive between $12,000.01 and $125,000. 
 If the sum of your 10 highest years of revenue is greater than $750,000.01, you may receive 

more than $125,000.  
 
If your account shows fewer than ten years of income, a zero dollar amount will be used in the years for 
which no income has been recorded.  Reversed transactions and transfers between an individual’s 
accounts will not be included in that calculation.  
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14.  How will the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund be distributed? 
 
If the Settlement is approved, there will be two distributions. 
 
Stage 1 – The $1,000 payments to Historical Accounting Class Members will be distributed shortly after 
the Settlement is approved and the Court’s order becomes final.  For those Class Members who cannot be 
found, their payment will be deposited in a Remainder Account until the Class Member is located and can 
demonstrate his or her ownership interest.  If a Class Member cannot be located prior to the conclusion of 
the distribution process, his or her funds will be transferred to the Indian Education Scholarship Fund (see 
Question 21). 
 
Stage 2 – Payments to Trust Administration Class Members will be distributed after it is determined that 
substantially all the Trust Administration Class Members have been identified and the payments have 
been calculated (see Question 13). 
 

15.  What happens to any funds left in the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund? 
 
After all payments are made, any money that is left over will be contributed to the Indian Education 
Scholarship Fund (see Question 21). 
 

TRUST LAND CONSOLIDATION FUND 
 

16.  What is the Trust Land Consolidation Fund? 
 
Over time, through generations, Indian trust lands owned by individuals have been fractionated into 
smaller and smaller undivided (“fractionated”) ownership interests.  According to government 
calculations, owners historically have received very little money and the cost to administer the IIM 
account frequently has been more than what is paid out to individual Indians.   
 
The $1.9 billion Trust Land Consolidation Fund will provide individual Indians with an opportunity to get 
money for the fractionated land.  As an additional incentive for owners to sell their land interests, an 
amount above the fair-market value will be paid into the Indian Education Scholarship Fund (see 
Question 21).  
 
The Trust Land Consolidation Fund will be used for four things: (1) to purchase the fractionated land 
interests, (2) to carry out the Trust Land Consolidation Program, (3) to further Trust Reform efforts (see 
Question 23), and (4) to set aside up to $60 million for Indian scholarships.  At least 85% of the Fund will 
be used to purchase land.  The Department of the Interior will consult with tribes to identify fractionated 
interests that the Department may want to consider purchasing. 
 

17.  How much money can I get from selling my land? 
 
The Department of the Interior will offer fair market value for fractionated trust land. 
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18.  How can I sell my land? 
 
The procedures for selling trust land have not been determined at this point.  Once those procedures have 
been determined, the Department of the Interior will attempt to contact individual Indian trust 
beneficiaries who own fractionated interests that it wishes to purchase.   
 

19.  What happens to land when owners cannot be located? 
 
For fractionated interests that the Department of the Interior wishes to purchase, but whose owners cannot 
be located, Interior will attempt to find missing Class Members, including through the publication of 
notice in appropriate newspapers and newsletters for a period of at least six months.  Five years after the 
Settlement is granted final approval, Class Members whose whereabouts are unknown, after diligent 
efforts have been made by the federal government to locate them, will be assumed to have consented to 
the transfer of their fractionated interests and their Indian Land Consolidation Funds will be deposited 
into an IIM account.   
 

20.  How long will the Trust Land Consolidation Fund continue? 
 
The Department of the Interior will have up to 10 years from the date the Settlement is granted final 
approval to purchase the fractionated trust land.  Any money remaining in the Land Consolidation Fund 
after that time will be returned to the U.S. Treasury.  
 

INDIAN EDUCATION SCHOLARSHIP FUND 
 

21.  How will the Indian Education Scholarship Fund work? 
 
The Indian Education Scholarship Fund will provide money for Native American students to attend 
college and vocational school.  It will be funded in three ways: 
 

 Up to $60 million will come from the Trust Land Consolidation Fund in connection with the 
purchase of fractionated interests in trust land.  Contributions will be as follows: 

 
Land Purchase Price Contribution to Fund 
Less than $200 $10 
Between $200 - $500 $25 
More than $500 5% of the purchase price 

 
The amount paid into the Indian Education Scholarship Fund is in addition to the fair market value 
amount that will be paid to the individual Indian landowner.  
 

 Any remaining funds in the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund, after all distributions and 
costs relating to the Settlement are paid, will be transferred to the Indian Education Scholarship 
Fund. 

 
 Any payments for Class Members that remain unclaimed for five years after Settlement is 

approved will be transferred to the Indian Education Scholarship Fund.  This transfer will not 
occur for money being held for minors and adults who are mentally impaired, legally disabled, or 
otherwise in need of assistance. 
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22.  How will the Indian Education Scholarship Fund be administered? 
 
A non-profit organization chosen by the parties will administer the Indian Education Scholarship Fund.  
A special board of trustees will oversee the Fund.  The trustees will be selected by the Secretary of the 
Interior, the representative Plaintiffs, as well as the non-profit.  The Secretary will select his trustees only 
after consulting with tribes and after considering names of possible candidates timely offered by tribes. 
 

INDIAN TRUST REFORM 
 

23.  How does this Settlement affect Indian trust reform? 
 
Reform of the Indian trust management and accounting system should continue in the future.  The 
Settlement Agreement allows some funds in the Trust Land Consolidation Fund to be used to pay costs 
related to the work of a commission on Indian trust administration and reform.   In the future, Class 
Members will still be able to bring claims against the federal government for trust reform. 
 
 

HOW TO GET A PAYMENT 
 

24.  How can I get a payment? 
 
To be eligible for any payments under the Settlement, you must be a member of one or both Classes.  If 
you are not receiving quarterly or annual IIM account statements and you believe you are a member of 
either Class, you will need to fill out a claim form.  The claim form describes what you need to provide to 
prove your claim and receive a payment.  Please read the instructions carefully.  Claim forms and 
documentation will be due within 45 days of the Court’s Final Approval of the Settlement (or, at a later 
date set by the Court).  Final Approval will be after the Fairness Hearing.  Check the website or call the 
toll-free number for information on the claims filing deadline.  The claim form should be sent to: 
 

Indian Trust Settlement 
P.O. Box 9577 
Dublin, OH 43017-4877 
 

If you are denied participation, there will be an opportunity to submit additional documentation. 
 

25.  When will I get my payment? 
 
Payments will be made after the Court grants final approval of the Settlement, and any appeals are 
resolved.  

 
REMAINING IN THE SETTLEMENT 

 
26.  Do I need to do anything to remain in the Settlement? 

 
You do not have to do anything to remain in the Settlement unless you are not receiving quarterly IIM 
account statements.  In that case, you will need to fill out and return a claim form in order to get a 
payment.   
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27.  What am I giving up as part of the Settlement? 
 
If the Settlement becomes final, you will give up your right to sue the federal government for the claims 
being resolved by this Settlement.  The specific claims you are giving up against the federal government 
are described in Section A, paragraphs 14, 15, and 21 of the Settlement Agreement.  You will be 
“releasing” the federal government and all related people as described in Section I of the Settlement 
Agreement.  The Settlement Agreement is available at www.IndianTrust.com.  
 
If you did not receive an IIM account statement for 2009, you may request your IIM account balance as of 
September 30, 2009 by calling 888-678-6836.  If you request your IIM account balance, you are agreeing 
to the balance provided by Interior unless you exclude yourself from the Settlement (see Question 28).  
 
The Settlement Agreement describes the released claims with specific descriptions, so read it carefully.  If 
you have any questions, you can talk to the law firms listed in Question 32 for free or you can talk to your 
own lawyer at your own expense. 
 
 

EXCLUDING YOURSELF FROM THE SETTLEMENT 
 

28.  What if I don’t want to be in the Settlement? 
 
By law, you cannot exclude yourself from the Historical Accounting Class, if you are a member.  You can 
only exclude yourself from the Trust Administration Class.  If you don’t want to be in that part of the 
Settlement, you must take steps to exclude yourself.  This is sometimes called “opting out.”  By excluding 
yourself, you keep the right to file your own lawsuit.  Or you can join any other person who opted out and 
bring a separate lawsuit against the federal government on any Trust Fund Administration or Land 
Administration Claims that you may have.  
 
If you choose to exclude yourself from the Trust Administration Class, 
 

 You will not receive any money for your Fund Administration and Land Administration Claims. 
 You will not be bound by the Court’s ruling and will keep your right to sue the federal 

government for these Claims.   
 You cannot object to or comment on this aspect of the Settlement as far as it concerns the Trust 

Administration Class. 
 

If you are a member of the Historical Accounting Class: 
 

 You cannot exclude yourself. 
 If the Court approves the Settlement, you will not be able to sue the federal government about the 

Historical Accounting Claims. 
 You will receive a $1,000 payment. 
 You can object to and/or comment on the terms of the Settlement. 
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29.  How do I get out of the Trust Administration Class? 
 
To exclude yourself, you must send a letter by mail saying that you want to be excluded from Cobell v. 
Salazar.  Be sure to include your full name, telephone number, social security number, IIM account 
number(s) (if any), and your signature.  You can’t ask to be excluded on the phone or at the website.  You 
must mail your exclusion request so that it is postmarked by April 20, 2011 to: 

 
Indian Trust Exclusions 
P.O. Box 9419 
Dublin, OH 43017-4519 
 

Please note that the share of money you would have received if you had stayed in the Trust 
Administration Class will be removed from the $1.512 billion Accounting/Trust Administration Fund and 
given back to the federal government. 

 
 

OBJECTING TO OR COMMENTING ON THE SETTLEMENT 
 

30.  How can I object to or comment on the Settlement? 
 
Any Class Member may comment on or object to the Settlement.  However, if you exclude yourself from 
the Trust Administration Class, you may only object to, or comment on, other parts of the Settlement that 
you do not like.  Also, you may comment on or object to fee and expense requests for Class Counsel and 
incentive awards and expenses for Class Representatives and other amounts that may be awarded by the 
Court (see Question 33).  If you object to any part of the Settlement you must give reasons why.  You 
may also comment favorably on any part of the Settlement.  To object or comment, send a letter stating: 

 a) The case name (Cobell v. Salazar) and case number (1:96cv01285);  

b) Your full name, address, telephone number, IIM Account Number(s) and signature;  

c) Comments you have about any aspect of the Settlement, including (1) fee and expense requests 
for Class Counsel, (2) incentive awards and expenses for Class Representatives, or (3) other fees 
and expenses that may be awarded.  Your comments must state the specific reasons why you are 
objecting to the Settlement; and 

d) Any legal support or factual evidence that you wish to bring to the Court’s attention, any 
grounds to support your status as a Class Member, and whether you intend to appear at the 
Fairness Hearing.   

Mail your comments or objection to these three different places postmarked no later than April 20, 2011: 

 
COURT CLASS COUNSEL DEFENSE COUNSEL 

Clerk's Office 
United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia 
333 Constitution Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20001  

Cobell Class Counsel 
607 14th Street, NW 
Suite 900 
Washington , DC  20005-2018 

Robert E. Kirschman, Jr.  
Dept of Justice, Civil Div. 
P.O. Box 875 
Ben Franklin Station 
Washington, DC 20044 
 

 
At your own expense, you may also appear at the Fairness Hearing to comment on or object to any aspect 
of the fairness, reasonableness, or adequacy of the Settlement (see Question 36). 
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31.  What’s the difference between objecting to and excluding myself from the Settlement? 
 
You object to the Settlement when you disagree with some part of it but you wish to remain a Class 
Member.  An objection allows the Court to consider your views.  On the other hand, exclusion or “opting 
out” means that you do not want to be part of the Trust Administration Class or share in the benefits of 
that part of the Settlement.  Once excluded, you lose any right to object to any part of the Settlement that 
relates to the Trust Fund Administration Claims or the Land Administration Claims, because those parts 
of the case no longer affect you.  If you exclude yourself, you are free to bring your own lawsuit for those 
claims. 
 
 

THE LAWYERS REPRESENTING YOU 
 

32.  Do I have a lawyer in the case? 
 
Yes.  The Court has appointed lawyers to represent you and other Class Members as “Class Counsel,” 
including: 
 

Dennis Gingold 
607 14th Street NW, Suite 900 
Washington, DC  20005-2018 

Keith Harper 
Kilpatrick Townsend & Stockton LLP 
607 14th Street NW, Suite 900 
Washington, DC  20005-2018 

 
You will not be charged personally for these lawyers.  If you want to be represented by another lawyer, 
you may hire one to appear in Court for you at your own personal expense. 
 

33.  How will the lawyers be paid?  Do the Class Representatives get paid extra? 
 
The amount of attorneys’ fees, expenses and costs to be paid to Class Counsel will be decided by the 
Court in accordance with controlling law, giving due consideration to the special status of Class Members 
as beneficiaries of a federally created and administered trust.  The amounts awarded will be paid from the 
Accounting/Trust Administration Fund.   
 
In accordance with the Settlement Agreement, plaintiffs have filed a Notice with the Court to state the 
amount of fees, expenses, and costs they will assert through December 7, 2009.  Plaintiffs’ Notice states 
the following:   
 

1. On December 7, 2009 the parties signed an Agreement on Attorneys’ Fees, Expenses and Costs, 
stating in their motion for attorneys’ fees, expenses and costs that plaintiffs may not assert that 
Class Counsel should be paid more than an additional $99,900,000.00.  In response, defendants 
may not assert that Class Counsel should be paid less than $50,000,000.00.  This Agreement is 
available at www.IndianTrust.com.   

 
2. Plaintiffs’ petition will assert that Class Counsel should be paid $99.9 million for fees, expenses, 

and costs through December 7, 2009.   
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3. Class Counsel are working pursuant to contingency fee agreements, which provide that Class 
Counsel shall be paid a combined total of 14.75% of the funds that are created for the benefit of 
the classes.  Applying that percentage to the $1,512,000,000 to be deposited into the Settlement 
Account would result in an award of $223,020,000.00 for Class Counsel.   

 
4. The Court is not bound by any agreed upon or requested amounts, or the contingency fee 

agreements between Class Representatives and Class Counsel.  The Court has discretion to award 
greater or lesser amounts to Class Counsel in accordance with controlling law, giving due 
consideration to the special status of Class Members as beneficiaries of a federally created and 
administered trust.   

 
The Agreement on Attorneys’ Fees, Expenses and Costs, as modified, also provides that Class Counsel 
may be paid up to $12 million for work, expenses and costs after December 7, 2009.  Class Counsel will 
not be entitled to be paid such amounts unless the Settlement is given final approval by the Court.  All 
such requests for fees, expenses, and costs after December 7, 2009 are to be based on Class Counsel’s 
actual billing rates and are subject to approval of the Court, following an opportunity for Class Members 
to object and defendants to respond.   
 
Plaintiffs will file a petition for payment of attorneys’ fees and a memorandum of points and authorities in 
support of that request no later than January 20, 2011.  That petition and memorandum will also be 
available at www.IndianTrust.com.  As required by the Agreement on Attorneys’ Fees, Expenses and 
Costs, at the same time Plaintiffs file the petition for attorneys’ fees, they will also file statements 
regarding Class Counsel’s billing rates, as well as contemporaneous, where available, and complete daily 
time, expense, and cost records supporting that petition.  Those records will thereafter be available at the 
Clerk’s Office, United States District Court for the District of Columbia, 333 Constitution Ave. NW, 
Washington, DC 20001.   
 
Plaintiffs have also filed a notice with the Court that they will seek incentive awards and expense 
reimbursements for the Class Representatives as follows: 
 
  Elouise Pepion Cobell   $2,000,000.00 
  James Louis Larose   $   200,000.00 
  Thomas Maulson   $   150,000.00 
  Penny Cleghorn    $   150,000.00 
 
Plaintiffs will also be requesting $10.5 million to reimburse the Class Representatives’ expenses.  The 
requested amounts are in addition to payments the Class Representatives will be entitled to as Class 
Members.  Any amounts awarded will be paid from the Accounting/Trust Administration Fund. 
 
Plaintiffs will file a petition for payment of those incentive awards and a memorandum of points and 
authorities in support of that request no later than January 20, 2011.  That petition and memorandum will 
also be available at www.IndianTrust.com. 
 
Class Members and Defendants may object to or comment on plaintiffs’ requests for Class Counsel and 
Class Representatives (see Question 30 above).  After considering the objections and comments of 
Defendants and Class Members, the Court will determine the amounts of (a) attorneys’ fees, expenses and 
costs and (b) plaintiffs’ incentive awards and expense reimbursement in accordance with controlling law 
giving due consideration to the special status of Class Members as beneficiaries of a federally created and 
administered trust.   
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THE COURT’S FAIRNESS HEARING 
 

34.  When and where will the Court decide whether to approve the Settlement? 
 
The Court will hold a Fairness Hearing at 10:00 am on June 20, 2011, at the United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia, 333 Constitution Avenue NW, Washington, DC.  The hearing may be 
moved to a different date or time without additional notice, so it is a good idea to check 
www.IndianTrust.com or call 1-800-961-6109.  
 
At this hearing, the Court will consider whether the Settlement is fair, reasonable, and adequate.  If there 
are objections, the Court will consider them.  The Court will also consider how much to pay the lawyers 
representing Class Members and whether to award any additional payment to the Class Representatives.  
After the hearing, the Court will decide whether to approve the Settlement.  We do not know how long 
these decisions will take. 
 

35.  Do I have to come to the hearing? 
 
No.  Class Counsel will answer any questions the Court may have.  But you are welcome to come at your 
own expense.  If you send an objection or comment, you don’t have to come to Court to talk about it.  As 
long as you mailed your written objection on time, the Court will consider it.  You may also pay another 
lawyer to attend on your behalf, but it’s not required. 
 

36.  May I speak at the hearing? 
 
Yes.  You may ask the Court for permission to speak at the Fairness Hearing.  You may appear at the 
Fairness Hearing to comment on or object to any aspect of the fairness, reasonableness, or adequacy of 
the Settlement.  
 
 

GETTING MORE INFORMATION 
 

37.  How do I get more information? 
 
This notice summarizes the proposed Settlement.  More details are in the Settlement Agreement.  You can 
get a copy of the Settlement Agreement and the subsequent modifications to it at www.IndianTrust.com.  
You may also write with questions to Indian Trust Settlement, P.O. Box 9577, Dublin, OH 43017-4877.  
You can also register for updates and get a claim form at the website, or by calling the toll-free number,  
1-800-961-6109.  

 



COBELL V. SALAZAR
SUMMARY OF SANCTIONS and FEES PAID TO PLAINTIFFS

Issue Amount Notes

Contempt I $624,643.50 Approved Aug. 10, 1999, Dkt. 366

Trade Secrets/E-mail $125,484.87 Approved Nov. 12, 2002, Dkt.1603

Infield Retaliation $527,490.45 Part of Settlement and Dismissal, see S.M. Order of Jan.
15, 2003, Not Docketed.  Approved by the Court Feb. 5,
2003, Dkt. 1788.

Interim EAJA Fees for Trial I
Issues

Requested Oct. 9, 2003, Dkt. 2328.  Opposition filed
Oct. 23, 2004, Dkt.2346.  Pltfs Reply filed Nov. 3,
2003, Dkt. 2362.  May 27, 2004 Order denied fees for
litigation misconduct, granted Fees for Trial 1 and
subsequent Trial 1 issues.  Fees for Trial 1.5 and facts
related to litigation misconduct relied on in Trial 1.5 and
facts related to litigation misconduct relied on in Trial
1.5 denied without prejudice, Dkt. 2583.  Pltfs Interim
EAJA Fees Request ($9,996,156.60 in Attorney fees
and $4,528,684.00 for Expenses) filed Aug. 17, 2004,
Dkt. 2627.  Objection filed Sept. 7, 2004, Dkt. 2676. 
Reply filed Sept. 28, 2004, Dkt. 2705.  EAJA Fee
Awarded Dec. 19, 2005, Dkt. 3222 and 3223, based on
Trial 1 and bad faith, but Pltfs have not demonstrated
they are prevailing parties in Contempt II or 1.5 Matters. 

Attorney Fees
$4,534,275.97

Expenses $2,532,195.08

Erwin Deposition $162,761.52 Granted Feb.5, 2003, Dkt. 1772.  Fees filed Nov. 15,
2004, Dkt. 2762.  Objection filed Dec. 14, 2004, Dkt.
2783.  Reply filed Dec. 22, 2004, Dkt. 2793.  Def’s
Surreply filed Jan. 3, 2005, Dkt. 2803.  Objection filed
Jan. 14, 2005, Dkt. 2814.  Reply filed Jan. 25, 2005,
Dkt. 2819.  Approved Apr. 20, 2007, Dkt. 3312.

Sapienza Declaration $384,427.12 Granted Mar. 11, 2003, Dkt. 1898.  Motion for
Reconsideration denied May 25, 2004, Dkt. 2581.  Fees
and Costs filed June 21, 2004, Dkt. 2596.  Objection
filed Jul. 21, 2004, Dkt. 2616.  Reply filed Jul. 22, 2004,
Dkt. 2617. 2819.  Approved Apr. 20, 2007, Dkt. 3312.

Total: $8,891,278.51

Exhibit 7
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S/6/1998 DMG Dennis M Gingold O.S Telcoms. VVSJ re case status. 
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S/6/1998 DMG ~s M. Gingold 1.0 Conference call NARF re above. _______ .. _. ___ .. _ .. _ 
S/6/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms counsel to Quinault TS re lost access to 11M trust records. 

r-- 5/6/1998 -------=rH- Thaddeus Holt --·---t--"1.9 Telcon Gingold re his discussions with Wiener re depo schduling; corlfc-e-c-a-II-N-A-R-F,Gi-ng-o-ld-r-e-
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S/6/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.7 Confce calls Gingold, Holt re depos, case management issUE~ .. _____ _ _______ . __ _ 

~99S- - DMG Dennis M. Gingol.<J. __ . 4.0 Research evidentiary issues. 
S/7/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Conference calls Weiner, Eschen re various pre-trial issues. 
S/7/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ---~i-- 'TeiCOn1S:-Weiner re same, e.g., deposrtion issues. 
~99~ -D=-M~G--i-=DC=e.:cn--n:i~s M. Gingold _ 3.5 __ ~~view ~~cs re Erwin deposition. -------_=-__ --_~- ~~~~_-_-_-~~~~= 

S/7/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gin~ ___ ~~,2--~eview reply brief. . __ ~~-------------------. _. _____ .. 
S/7/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold .. 0.3 Telcom foundatio_n;--re_l--;itC'lg __ a_ti0-c-n_fu_n_d_in~g~.:--:-._-;---:-____________ . __ . ___ . 
S/7/199~-,8,--+--;D::-M~G __ ~~ Ging0lcl_._._ 2.1 Telcoms. Holt re deposition issues; reply brief; order. 

~S.11771111999988 _ DDMMGG Dennis M. Gingold _. __ .'!c~Jelcoms. Pollner re deposition issues, strategy. 
Dennis M. Gingold O.S Telcoms. Peregoy re above. 

S/7/1998 DMG Dennis M Gingold 01 Telcom. Fasold re alternative data sources. 
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S/8/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Telcoms. Weiner re deposition dates; issues. 
S/8/1998 
S/8/1998 

r-578ti99S- . 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold O.S Review PW questions for Erwin deposition. 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Prepare memo to Peregoy re Erwin issues. 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.4 --creiCOrnS-:-:HOlt re transcripts; DOJ filing; deposition issues. 

_._S=Ic=8/-cl-::9-::9cc8 __ -t_-::Dc;MccG=--E-Dennis M. Gingold 1 S __ Jelcoms Pollner re deposition Issues _. _____________ . 

c-~;:;~~~: ~~~ ~:~~::~. Gingold ° 8_Jelcoms_ Harpe~~pco._slc-tl-,-on_ls,:s=-u-,-es-,:-_,--___________ . _____ . _______ . __ 
_ =-c--f=--. Gingold ° 7 . __ ~elcoms court reporter re deposllion dates 
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~.998 ___ [)!4~~:;. M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Peregoy re deJ'._.o_S._i.t_io--;n:-d_a_t_es_. _______ _ 
~.~~ _..QMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom foundation re litigation funding. 

S/8/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.8 Telcons, voicemails Gingold re depos 
~998-t-DMG Dennis ·M. Gingold 0.4 Telcom. Holt re·d-ce--p-o-S-'it~io~n-s-'; L:-a-sc:it-'e-r -':-do-c-s-.·-----------· -.---.. -
f-.---- -=-:-=- -----------------=--.-.. r::--------- .--.-----.. 

S/9/19~~f_-~<3.-~.M. Ging0lcl __ . . . 6.0 Prepare questions for Christie, Lasiter, Preber depositions. _____ ._. 
S/9/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Harper re same. 
S/9/1998 ·DMG~n;,iS M. Gingoid----- -. -----0:2-- 'fec·lccc"'om=s'-. scca=r"'d-'n·e'-"'II --re=ac,cc"-o'u-·n-CCtin-g-co-d:-e-s-;-=T:-re-a-s-u-ry~is-su-e-s-.----- .-.----

S/9/19!)8 TH ThaddeUsHoit------- . -- is--'R-eview files for depos next week. telcon Gingold re govt's time estimates for produ-ction 
~-~-DMG ... -----;-;;:---r::- - ------.----

Dennis M. Gin!,JCl_ld ___ . ___ ~~cg .. _~.eview <!..ata clean-up' issues; doc~. ___________ ._ 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.S Prepare for deposrtions. S/10/1998 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold O.S Telcom. Peregoy re missing docs/data. 
TH Thaddeus Holt -----. 7 Reviewing Christie affid~lVits, formern"o-=-te-s-fo-o-r-::Ccch-ri's·-t;:-ie-,-m-e-:t-,v-C-ith ·Glngoidre-Christi.;(jepo, outlining 

S/10/1998 
S/10/1998 

I--;SS:-;llll;-II:-:II-:-11990C-g--9;C;88o--tf--:D~:c;M-o-;::;G-·-tD_e_n--:ni:-s-oM~.-:G~i,-n~go_:Ic-d.-_-_-_--_~==2.S:=~:=~:=:-u-t~=0:=i:=n=w=it=h-Ho-ltd-e-p-o-n-en-t-s;-is-s-ue-s-;-d-O-C-s.---------~:=_··-_-= 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Weiner re depositions. 

S/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Conference call Holt, Pollne_r_re_a_bo_v_e~;_d_a_ta_. _________________ . 
I--:S-:c/l:-;I-;-/l:-::9~9~8==~---;::;D.".M;-;·G~~;D~e=n-n-=-is-M:-;-. C:;Gc-in~g~ol.<J-;-:~________ 0.3 Conference call Sardnell, Pollner re same. 

S/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingo-;-ld .. ------t---:8._.9,----r.:R,-e-v-oie-w--P-W-d.o--;cumentatic:ll1/questions re same for depositions. 
I--:S:-:-/l:-l:-:I-=-19::c9:cc8:--i----:D"'M:-c-::G:--l-=D-e-nn-:i-s--:-M:-.-:G:-in~g'-old 0.1 Conference call Holt, Bardnell re data integrity. 

S/11/1998 --ic--:~=~c::~=--I-'D:-e-n-nC-is-.Mc;-. G=in~go-:-ld··-------t----=O-:.I,--._-. _+-T=e=lco=-_m __ . __ N:;:A_R-,;-F_r_e_d_o.,c,-s __ o_r-"g;:-an_i_zed __ fo.,r:-d_e-,-p_o_si_tio_n_s_. ____ -=====_-_--_ .. _-_=-___ ----. 
I--=S:-/l_l,_/:-19=-9=-8~_-t--=-,~--+-=D-,-e,-nn:-i..:.s-.M:-._G=_i:-n5'.go.:cl-,-d:--___ ~ _. OA Telcoms. Pollner re deposition questions. . ____ . _______ .. 

~SIIIIIII11199 •. ~988 ~D:,MM·.:.:GG:-I-::D':'e'-n:-n:-is,-Mc::.=-. -=G:-in=go.:cld:.--------t---=O:-A:---I:::T""e.:clc-'o:-m:-s~ .. I:::P:=e:-re::,g9Y re deposil!.~n-'--'q'_'u;ce"'st:_io'_n:..::s:-. _______ . ______ .. _____ .. 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Sardnell re same; experts. . ... _____ . 

S/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Hol~e_g"o_~y_r_e_s_a_m_e_. __________ . ______________ . 
S/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcoms. Echohawk re foundation funding. 
S/II/1998-: TH Th dd I ------7---W-k-·---C-h-~· d f G· Id t I P-I-I -------.---
~ +=a=e"'u::.:s:..:Hc:.:.O'-t_c-.:--______ --+_~;-;;:--- or Ing~~e. .. epo,conces Ingo resame, econ:; 0 nerresa~ ______ . 
S/12/199s·~ 4.8 Appear/assist at Christie deposition. ______ _ 
~998L DM:':'G~-+=-===.c::.:=,.c.:,-- 0.8 Work on additional deposition questions. 

S/12/1998 DMG 0.3 Telcoms. Sardnell re same. 
~98-+--=D:OM-:-G:::-+=---:-~-=-'--:-;--------i--l:-.71--+.M·:;-ee-:t--w-i:t::h--:cH:-o;'-It-a·-nd -.-tel-co-m-re--:d-ep--o-'siC;-;ti-on-p-o-:st--m--o-rt-ce- m-; n-e-w--:in~for-m-a-t-io_-n; Q;;-. --_-_-_-_-__ _ 

I-c=S:-/l:..::2=./:-19,'-9:..:8:--=-c=D"M:.:.G""-+=-===.c::.:=c-'-'-_____ _+--=-0':'.I-__i-.T.-'-e:.:lc:=o:.:.m=-f..::o..::u:.:.nd",a::.=t=-=:ion re litigation funding. 
S/12/1998 I DMG 0.3 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re above. 

S/I211998 DMG Dennis M Gingo:;-ld.c-____ -t-_-:O:-.7,--_t-:T:e_lc-;o_m_s_._P_e_relJo-:'y.-r-e __ a_b-:o=v.e_.-;. __ -:-____________ .. _______ . 
~9ga- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Conference call Harper. Sabby re above. ________ . ____ . __ .. ___ ... 

~3/2/11.-~9999: . "DT"MH:G'-f-cT.:ch:.:.ad:c.dc.:e.-.u;cs:-H:..::O:-lt-:-c-- 9 Christie depo (fi~'...day), fOIlO:-w:,-u-"P ___ :-_~--.c-:-_--.- _________ . ___ ._ 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 . __ Prepare memo IcJ'J\leiner requesting production of AA work~ers. ________ . ___ . __ . __ _ 

S/13/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.3 Continuing deposition. _____ . ___ ._. 
~98-DMG Dennis M. Ging0.'.d ______ ~ __ Telcoms,.~empel re..<J.epo transcript; docs re same. ____ _ 

S/13/1998 -. DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re Preber workpapers; Bodedeker deposition date; Perlmutter deposition re A/C 

privileg:. __ .__ _ _. ____ ._. ___ . ______ ._ 
~998-· DMG 0.1 Conference c:~11 Rempel, Sardnell re deposition issues. 
~998 --+--=D"'M:-G=-F=::.c-c:.::..==,--=-- -----+---=O':'.S=----+T:ce"'l:-co;cmccs:-.;cS"a-bby re same. 

Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 

~998-_I_---=.:Dc;M'cG=--+-=-'..'--:-~~=.-c::----__if-----:O.6-- T-e-lc-o-m5:-M-s-. -C-o-be-li-re-C::O;-hr·'is-;_t=ie~d~e~p~o~s=it_i:-o~n~. ~~~~~~~=~-~ __ - __ -_-_-_-_-~~_-_-_~=====-~~===. _ 
S/13/1998 DMG 0.1 Telcom. Weinerre~NPreber'IJ_o_rk-,p_a-,-p_e_rs_. ____ . __________ . _______ . 

~998- DMG 0.3 Telcoms. Peregoy re above. 

Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
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Exhibit 8

1---:c:::D-,a,::te,::c:_+ Initials Name Hours Description _. _______ _ 
S/6/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingol:-:d ______ I-_0c'.-=2_--+=R.e-::-vi..:.ew-"-d--;e-::fs""''''p:-ro_,p-'o'='-se.c.d ... o-;r_d:-e_r. ___________________ ._._ 
S/6/1998 DMG Dennis M Gingold O.S Telcoms. VVSJ re case status. 

~1-=-9-=-98=---+-::DccM--G=--+D=-e.:cn-"n-':-is-::'M:c'-.-cGccin'-'g"-'-:OI:·"d------I--O=-.-'-I---+T=e·cl-'-co.:cm=. =F--as-'o-'Id-:-r-e-cac.:lt-'e-'rnc..:.a--ti":'ve.'-:.:.d-a-t:-a-s-o-u-rc-e-s-.--------·----·-·· -------.-.. ----

S/6/1998 DMG ~s M. Gingold 1.0 Conference call NARF re above. _______ .. _. ___ .. _ .. _ 
S/6/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms counsel to Quinault TS re lost access to 11M trust records. 

r-- 5/6/1998 -------=rH- Thaddeus Holt --·---t--"1.9 Telcon Gingold re his discussions with Wiener re depo schduling; corlfc-e-c-a-II-N-A-R-F,Gi-ng-o-ld-r-e-

I---:c=c-:-:cc'---f---=-.- ___ ._____ _c---~epos of AnndersenChristie, Erwin ___ . ____ ._ .. 
S/6/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt ._. ___ ~ ~ _._~tudy go_vt's motion to defer depos, dra::.ft.:.re"-s'-'p':'o..:.n:.::s;ce __________ _ 
S/6/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.7 Confce calls Gingold, Holt re depos, case management issUE~ .. _____ _ _______ . __ _ 

~99S- - DMG Dennis M. Gingol.<J. __ . 4.0 Research evidentiary issues. 
S/7/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Conference calls Weiner, Eschen re various pre-trial issues. 
S/7/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ---~i-- 'TeiCOn1S:-Weiner re same, e.g., deposrtion issues. 
~99~ -D=-M~G--i-=DC=e.:cn--n:i~s M. Gingold _ 3.5 __ ~~view ~~cs re Erwin deposition. -------_=-__ --_~- ~~~~_-_-_-~~~~= 

S/7/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gin~ ___ ~~,2--~eview reply brief. . __ ~~-------------------. _. _____ .. 
S/7/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold .. 0.3 Telcom foundatio_n;--re_l--;itC'lg __ a_ti0-c-n_fu_n_d_in~g~.:--:-._-;---:-____________ . __ . ___ . 
S/7/199~-,8,--+--;D::-M~G __ ~~ Ging0lcl_._._ 2.1 Telcoms. Holt re deposition issues; reply brief; order. 

~S.11771111999988 _ DDMMGG Dennis M. Gingold _. __ .'!c~Jelcoms. Pollner re deposition issues, strategy. 
Dennis M. Gingold O.S Telcoms. Peregoy re above. 

S/7/1998 DMG Dennis M Gingold 01 Telcom. Fasold re alternative data sources. 
S/7/1998 TH- Thadcieu~ Holt -. 2.9 Revise responseC=t-=o:::'g:"::o.:cvtc·':s=m-'-o-:=:ti":'o~n--to=po:::'sc:t"-po:":'n-e--cde-p-o-s-,C-te-':-lc-o-n-s-G=c-in-g-o'l-d=-and Peregoy re same, 

I--o:==c:c---t --:::-=:--b._-:--.c;-=_;-; ______ +-_____ +t=e.-.lco_n_S_G __ in_g~o:_ld-re case management 
S/8/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Telcoms. Weiner re deposition dates; issues. 
S/8/1998 
S/8/1998 

r-578ti99S- . 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold O.S Review PW questions for Erwin deposition. 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Prepare memo to Peregoy re Erwin issues. 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.4 --creiCOrnS-:-:HOlt re transcripts; DOJ filing; deposition issues. 

_._S=Ic=8/-cl-::9-::9cc8 __ -t_-::Dc;MccG=--E-Dennis M. Gingold 1 S __ Jelcoms Pollner re deposition Issues _. _____________ . 

c-~;:;~~~: ~~~ ~:~~::~. Gingold ° 8_Jelcoms_ Harpe~~pco._slc-tl-,-on_ls,:s=-u-,-es-,:-_,--___________ . _____ . _______ . __ 
_ =-c--f=--. Gingold ° 7 . __ ~elcoms court reporter re deposllion dates 

~;:;~~~: _~ _~_ ~:~~::~. ~j~~*---_---_~i=~;;~;~~u",~=::.c~'~::.:~c..~::.:~:::.n.::.fe:::r..:e::.cn"'ce::.:.'--______ _ 
~.998 ___ [)!4~~:;. M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Peregoy re deJ'._.o_S._i.t_io--;n:-d_a_t_es_. _______ _ 
~.~~ _..QMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom foundation re litigation funding. 

S/8/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.8 Telcons, voicemails Gingold re depos 
~998-t-DMG Dennis ·M. Gingold 0.4 Telcom. Holt re·d-ce--p-o-S-'it~io~n-s-'; L:-a-sc:it-'e-r -':-do-c-s-.·-----------· -.---.. -
f-.---- -=-:-=- -----------------=--.-.. r::--------- .--.-----.. 

S/9/19~~f_-~<3.-~.M. Ging0lcl __ . . . 6.0 Prepare questions for Christie, Lasiter, Preber depositions. _____ ._. 
S/9/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Harper re same. 
S/9/1998 ·DMG~n;,iS M. Gingoid----- -. -----0:2-- 'fec·lccc"'om=s'-. scca=r"'d-'n·e'-"'II --re=ac,cc"-o'u-·n-CCtin-g-co-d:-e-s-;-=T:-re-a-s-u-ry~is-su-e-s-.----- .-.----

S/9/19!)8 TH ThaddeUsHoit------- . -- is--'R-eview files for depos next week. telcon Gingold re govt's time estimates for produ-ction 
~-~-DMG ... -----;-;;:---r::- - ------.----

Dennis M. Gin!,JCl_ld ___ . ___ ~~cg .. _~.eview <!..ata clean-up' issues; doc~. ___________ ._ 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.S Prepare for deposrtions. S/10/1998 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold O.S Telcom. Peregoy re missing docs/data. 
TH Thaddeus Holt -----. 7 Reviewing Christie affid~lVits, formern"o-=-te-s-fo-o-r-::Ccch-ri's·-t;:-ie-,-m-e-:t-,v-C-ith ·Glngoidre-Christi.;(jepo, outlining 

S/10/1998 
S/10/1998 

I--;SS:-;llll;-II:-:II-:-11990C-g--9;C;88o--tf--:D~:c;M-o-;::;G-·-tD_e_n--:ni:-s-oM~.-:G~i,-n~go_:Ic-d.-_-_-_--_~==2.S:=~:=~:=:-u-t~=0:=i:=n=w=it=h-Ho-ltd-e-p-o-n-en-t-s;-is-s-ue-s-;-d-O-C-s.---------~:=_··-_-= 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Weiner re depositions. 

S/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Conference call Holt, Pollne_r_re_a_bo_v_e~;_d_a_ta_. _________________ . 
I--:S-:c/l:-;I-;-/l:-::9~9~8==~---;::;D.".M;-;·G~~;D~e=n-n-=-is-M:-;-. C:;Gc-in~g~ol.<J-;-:~________ 0.3 Conference call Sardnell, Pollner re same. 

S/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingo-;-ld .. ------t---:8._.9,----r.:R,-e-v-oie-w--P-W-d.o--;cumentatic:ll1/questions re same for depositions. 
I--:S:-:-/l:-l:-:I-=-19::c9:cc8:--i----:D"'M:-c-::G:--l-=D-e-nn-:i-s--:-M:-.-:G:-in~g'-old 0.1 Conference call Holt, Bardnell re data integrity. 

S/11/1998 --ic--:~=~c::~=--I-'D:-e-n-nC-is-.Mc;-. G=in~go-:-ld··-------t----=O-:.I,--._-. _+-T=e=lco=-_m __ . __ N:;:A_R-,;-F_r_e_d_o.,c,-s __ o_r-"g;:-an_i_zed __ fo.,r:-d_e-,-p_o_si_tio_n_s_. ____ -=====_-_--_ .. _-_=-___ ----. 
I--=S:-/l_l,_/:-19=-9=-8~_-t--=-,~--+-=D-,-e,-nn:-i..:.s-.M:-._G=_i:-n5'.go.:cl-,-d:--___ ~ _. OA Telcoms. Pollner re deposition questions. . ____ . _______ .. 

~SIIIIIII11199 •. ~988 ~D:,MM·.:.:GG:-I-::D':'e'-n:-n:-is,-Mc::.=-. -=G:-in=go.:cld:.--------t---=O:-A:---I:::T""e.:clc-'o:-m:-s~ .. I:::P:=e:-re::,g9Y re deposil!.~n-'--'q'_'u;ce"'st:_io'_n:..::s:-. _______ . ______ .. _____ .. 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Sardnell re same; experts. . ... _____ . 

S/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Hol~e_g"o_~y_r_e_s_a_m_e_. __________ . ______________ . 
S/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcoms. Echohawk re foundation funding. 
S/II/1998-: TH Th dd I ------7---W-k-·---C-h-~· d f G· Id t I P-I-I -------.---
~ +=a=e"'u::.:s:..:Hc:.:.O'-t_c-.:--______ --+_~;-;;:--- or Ing~~e. .. epo,conces Ingo resame, econ:; 0 nerresa~ ______ . 
S/12/199s·~ 4.8 Appear/assist at Christie deposition. ______ _ 
~998L DM:':'G~-+=-===.c::.:=,.c.:,-- 0.8 Work on additional deposition questions. 

S/12/1998 DMG 0.3 Telcoms. Sardnell re same. 
~98-+--=D:OM-:-G:::-+=---:-~-=-'--:-;--------i--l:-.71--+.M·:;-ee-:t--w-i:t::h--:cH:-o;'-It-a·-nd -.-tel-co-m-re--:d-ep--o-'siC;-;ti-on-p-o-:st--m--o-rt-ce- m-; n-e-w--:in~for-m-a-t-io_-n; Q;;-. --_-_-_-_-__ _ 

I-c=S:-/l:..::2=./:-19,'-9:..:8:--=-c=D"M:.:.G""-+=-===.c::.:=c-'-'-_____ _+--=-0':'.I-__i-.T.-'-e:.:lc:=o:.:.m=-f..::o..::u:.:.nd",a::.=t=-=:ion re litigation funding. 
S/12/1998 I DMG 0.3 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re above. 

S/I211998 DMG Dennis M Gingo:;-ld.c-____ -t-_-:O:-.7,--_t-:T:e_lc-;o_m_s_._P_e_relJo-:'y.-r-e __ a_b-:o=v.e_.-;. __ -:-____________ .. _______ . 
~9ga- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Conference call Harper. Sabby re above. ________ . ____ . __ .. ___ ... 

~3/2/11.-~9999: . "DT"MH:G'-f-cT.:ch:.:.ad:c.dc.:e.-.u;cs:-H:..::O:-lt-:-c-- 9 Christie depo (fi~'...day), fOIlO:-w:,-u-"P ___ :-_~--.c-:-_--.- _________ . ___ ._ 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 . __ Prepare memo IcJ'J\leiner requesting production of AA work~ers. ________ . ___ . __ . __ _ 

S/13/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.3 Continuing deposition. _____ . ___ ._. 
~98-DMG Dennis M. Ging0.'.d ______ ~ __ Telcoms,.~empel re..<J.epo transcript; docs re same. ____ _ 

S/13/1998 -. DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re Preber workpapers; Bodedeker deposition date; Perlmutter deposition re A/C 

privileg:. __ .__ _ _. ____ ._. ___ . ______ ._ 
~998-· DMG 0.1 Conference c:~11 Rempel, Sardnell re deposition issues. 
~998 --+--=D"'M:-G=-F=::.c-c:.::..==,--=-- -----+---=O':'.S=----+T:ce"'l:-co;cmccs:-.;cS"a-bby re same. 

Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 

~998-_I_---=.:Dc;M'cG=--+-=-'..'--:-~~=.-c::----__if-----:O.6-- T-e-lc-o-m5:-M-s-. -C-o-be-li-re-C::O;-hr·'is-;_t=ie~d~e~p~o~s=it_i:-o~n~. ~~~~~~~=~-~ __ - __ -_-_-_-_-~~_-_-_~=====-~~===. _ 
S/13/1998 DMG 0.1 Telcom. Weinerre~NPreber'IJ_o_rk-,p_a-,-p_e_rs_. ____ . __________ . _______ . 

~998- DMG 0.3 Telcoms. Peregoy re above. 

Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 

56 of 1206 



Date Initials Name Hours Description 
5/13/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Conference call Quinault TB and her counsel re lost access ':0 11M trust records. 

f---:5:'c/1:-:3~/~19~9:-:8:-+--:DO:M:OG::O--EDe=nnC::i':'s-::M:;:.-:G~i'-'n.e.go::';l:=:d-----f----,o:'.-:-1---+T~e'clC'coc::m=c~0c::u--'n:.::se::.;-1 for Quinault TB re same. 

f-~/13/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 3.5 Christie depo (SE!(:~d day), followup 
--------------------

5/14/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms foundation re litigation funding. 
5/14/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 ··-Telcom.Echohawkre same - ... ----'------.----------.-------.. 

5/14/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 --Telcoms~VVeinerref'r~ber d€;pOsitiO,:;:-~--=:::.:......____======:==_ _______ _ 
5/14/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.3 Review privilege issues. 

~'.!.41.1~9~9~8:-+-~D::_M:;:G:o_+D;:ce=nc::n~i.:.s~M:_:_._:G:_:i:.:.ng.e.o=l:cd----__I_-.c0OC·.:.3_-+T"e.::;I.:.co:.-m.:.:.:s, pOllne,-,~;eber_ d~eO Q'~~sue~-'---_ ===:=:======= 
5/14/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 ~elcoms Pereg~-,-e above. __ . _____ ,. _________________ _ 

f--551111441111999988 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 ~elcom. HariJ<:,_re s~____ . ______________ .. _ 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. McCarthy re class communications. 

5/14/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. WSJ re status.--- -- .... ------- ------------- --- ..... 
1------'~~~t____:='____EO=:'::'~~=::=:___-----1-~'----*:~-----------

5/14/1998 DMG Dennis MG~"-g()l~ 0.1 Telc()m. Holt re Preber deposition 

_-c5cc/1cc4~/.:..19=_9=-8:-+ "",T",H,=--+=Tc'h.:.:ad.:..d:-e:..:u,-,s--,H=o=_I.:..t -c-c-____ +-_"'o'c.1c-__ Voicemail Gingo!~e depo schedules_._.----;--------- _. ___________ . _______ _ 
5/15/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Weiner re Preber deposition/workpapers. 

f--"5.:../1:.:5~/.:..19=-9'-'8:-+ -D~M"'G:-ICD"'e"-n-'-n':'is'-M""-. -=G.:.:in"g'-'o--'ld'------+---"O--'.7c---ITeloms. Holt re -same~---- ... - --'---'--'''--'---------
f------stiSii998 -=D:.:-M"-GC'-+=D.:.en"-n:-i.:.s--'M"'.--'GOcic.:ng"'0=-I-=d-----f---0"'."'2--tT"e:-I-co"-m=s.--'p=o"-Ic-In=-e·~r~r:e-"-s=:a-me. -----­

-=--:'-.--=-+=-=-'--"-"-"--"-~:.=..c'------+----c--c---+=--c~----c=--'---:'-.------.-.--- ------------ ------ .-----.-- -----

f-':':~;":~' ~:::.;.:..:~~:.:::~-=-: -+---=-:~~~ ~:~~:: ~: ~:~~~:~ ~:~ ~::~~~sB~~d:~~I:ee ;~eb~Fg!~~~_-~-_-_-_-_-_-_'-_=-.~~_-=- _-.-__ --=-=-_-__ .-._-_ -_= 
5/15/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 Research executiv~delibera!i"e process privilege. 
5/15/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Peregoy-'~<lb~ __ . __________________ . __ . _________ _ 
5/15/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ° 1 Telcom. _Elabby re sa",.e __ . _______ .. __________________ . ______ ._ 
5/15/1998 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Fasold re alternative data sources. 
5/15/1998 DMG Dennis M: Gingo"'ld:-----+--0::-.-2~---+c-On-f-er-ence-ca-IIN~~_r_e-_s_a_m_e_.__ --------------.- -==~--------l 
5/15/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.4 __ ~OiCemailsGing~cIr-ePreb-erdepo~n.fcecaIiGingold.NAI~Fresa..!1~ ___ . _____ ._ 

5/17/19=98=----+~T:.:.H,~+T-'-h:.::a.:.d.:.de=-u::.:s:..:H=01"-t ~~----+--~3=------tR~cec::v.:.:ie:.:w:..:.:..p,r,ice.:.:..:.:.W,a::.:te::.:r-h. :ou_~Anderse..n_"'-a!erial, Preber affida'Jit; prepare for Preber depo ___ _ 
~.1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 r!elcom court rep_orte-,re can~lIa.ti0rl.<>f this day's..,deposition'---____ .. _________ _ 

5/18/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.8 At PW, meet on~epos'tion issues.;~".esti()rls.,---- ________________ . ____ _ 

~~:..98-+---D--'M-G---+D::.e=n~n.:.:is~M.:.: . ..::G:.:in:.:.g.e.o:.:ld=---------.+---"'0_.3;--_roT,_e_lc-;-omy-'-. Bardn~-,-e. sam~; l11O_ntl1_i}'il1voic_e_. __ 
5/18/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingol~___ 1.1 Conference call NARF re above 

f- ~;~~i~~ -=~::-~-:c~::-t~=:-~-~-:-::-:'~c-:'c~"':~---~"--~",:~-;-----+---::~c-A-:-1_--_~:::~s:B~~~Pr~~f:~~~~~:::'t~~:.n~u~st,ons -==-===..:...====== 

f--S/18/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingo.:..:ld: _____ +-_.Qc1.._~elcomfoundat'on-'-e.liti(Lation.fundirl9.: __________________ . ___________ ._ 

~;~:;~~~: ~~~ ~:~~::~. ~:~~~.:..::~:-----+-- -~~-i~~~~~slO_-~_:_r~_~BiI?b~v._e_--=~~ - _~_-=====_-___ ._-.=-_-_=:-_._-_--____ -.=_-_-_-~_-_-==_= 
5/18/199_8_ DMG. Dennis M. Gingold 5.6 Review docs re Preber deposition. 
5/18/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 10 Prep-aring for Preber depo:Outlining questions, met with Price Waterhouse with Gingold, confces -. 

~ __ +9ingold, c~~c~c:a-"-,,,-'th NARF_r-=-_strategy and status confce. . 
f------st19/1998 I-OMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.9 Appear/assist at Preber deposillon; meet with Holt, Bardnell Forhecz, Rempel re Las,ter 

I deposition and strategic issues re same. 

1-_5/19/19~ _DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 !elcom I<>.und.at,on-,e Iitigati()r1 ~unclin9.: _______ _ 
~9/.1.!l98 I Dr-.1..::G:"_f':D,-,e~nccn:..:is:.cM::.::... G=in"'go:0:..:ld:_____ 6.4 Review docs re Lasiter deposition. 

5/19/1998jTH Thaddeus Holt 7 Preber depo; fOllo;";up-confce -Gingold:Sardnell, other Price WaterhousepersonneJre '8i!ernative -
approach to correcting accounts 

f----5T20/1998f- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.6 ---- Telcom;-PolinerreQcsforLasiter deposition; statiStical mo(ieilng issues.------------

5/20/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Pereg()yrePreber dep<:,sition; status conferen~:. ~tistics; ______________ _ 
5/20/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4._ Review trans~iJ'lS--,e statistical~s.s.~_s. _______ ... ______ ._ _ _______ _ 

1----=5:c/2:::0:::./:..:19=_9::c8=--+-:..:D:.:M.:c.:::G--I-=D:..:.e:..:n"-ni:..:s:..:M:.c.'-G~in"'-g.:.0:--=ld ______ +-_07.-=2'--__ Telcom.'-larper~..s.~'!1e-'-. ______ ._ . _________ _ 
._-=-5c::/2::0::../1-.-9-.:9:..:8 __ +-_=D.:.:M:..:G=----+D=-e::cn~n:..:is::...:.:M~._=G:.:in:.:;g'-'0:.:Id=----____ +-_--'O:.:-.2=---_+T,_e:.:.lc"0,,m:..:s=---=co.:.u:::rt.:.cr~CJrter re depoytion transcripts; ti'!1~ . _______________ . _____ _ 

5/20/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 In court, status conference. ________________ . ____ _ 

~5,,/2"'0:..:/1--=9:c9:..:8-_j-_=D:c_Mc-G~+D=e-n-n--;is----c:'M:..:.--cGc__:i-'ng"--0--;ld-:-____ + __ 0"'.8c::-_tMc:-e_et"'w_i"'th---;cp,--e-:;-re.c-g_oy-'e above. -.- _. ________________________ ._. __ 
~20/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10. ___ Meet wi~h Holt and Pere.2Cly.r.e_atJOve ______________ . 

5/20/1998 _ _ DMG __ =D:..:e_n:--nic-s--;M=c:..:.G::-':..:·n"'gco.l:..:d ______ +-_0=-.'c1_-t=T_e_lco.:..~-H_o_lt _re~-,"e 
5/20/1998 DMG DenniS M Gingold 5.0 Review docs re Lasiter deposition.. __ 
5/20/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 10 Met with Po liner re -Lasater depo; prepare for Lasiter depo; prepare fOr status confce, attend same 

-----c=~c-----+-c::-=c-I ::----c-=--~cc_-7_,_-----t-.-~ (._2_h_o~_co_u_rt_tll11:J ... ___ _ ___ . ______ . ________ . __ . ________ _ 
f---=5~/2:..:1"_/1~9:.:9:.:8:_+_-=D.:.M:.:..G=----+D=-e=-n:..:n:..:is::...:.:M:..: . ...:G:.:in"'g"'o:.:.ld=----____ +-:--0:--.6c----+Tc-e-lc:--o"-m:..:s. Weiner re expedited Preber docs; Lasiter deposition issues/docs. ________ _ 

5/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Conference call HOlt,_~ollner, Remp_e-,-,e same. _______ . ________ _ 

~~.!JI3.......I-DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.6 Review trust cases-'-_______ -:; __ -:;-_--:;:-::-:--___ _ 
5/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.6 Draft memo to Pollner re Boedecker deposition. 
5/2111998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcoms:-PeregOyresubj)oenas; Boedecker deposition;mct;Qn to CO::mpel; Lasiter docs_~= 

c-----s5-1'22.....1111-1199-998B.- D[)M~MGG -=--DDeenn-·nn,iss MM.' GG,innggo°-"lldd=--.----t--...:0.c.:...1.-- TelcomEchoha'IJ.~r-=-Jitigati<:n_funding -
0.1 Telcom.Bardne~.L:a.siterdeposition .. _________ . ______________ _ 

1-.~/:1.1l19.!J13....... DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom foundation re litigaticm funding,---- _____ . _ ___ _ _____ _ 
5/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom foundation re litigation funding. _______ . _____ . ______ .. 

~9~t---DMG Dennis M. Gingold ---t--"'0-::.2,----t-Conference cal't'CiUinault TB and her counsel re lost access to 11M trust records. 
5/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gin~o-cld':-__ -----+-- 0.3 

-- ----------.----- ~~-------

Telcoms counsel for Quinault TB re same. 

5/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _+_-=-O",.2=---I-=D:--is,cussion with Pi)lIner re Christie deposition. 
5/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. WSJ re 001 trust reform budget. . ____ .... ______ _ 

f--5/21/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 7 Lasater depo with prep and followup; Washington,Point Clear .. _____________ _ 
5/2211998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Review PW sChedulere BIA/Cobeii:dCJ~_S' __________ ._ _ _________ _ 

I 5/22/1998 I DMG_+::-D..:.e_nn"i_s-:-M-:-. ...,GOc
ic.:n"'go:..:l:..:d ____ ._f--_1"' . ..:.9_-tT=-e...,1,--co.:..m.....:.s:--. P:-:o:--I::-Ine-,_~ 5NP/Bll'ldocs; Erwin docs; Boedecker dc)c_s. ___ . ________ _ 

~~~ DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcoms. Holt re above ___________ . ___________ . __ 

5/2211998 DMG De:.:n.::.n:..:is::...:.:M:c . ..::G:.::in:.:;g"'o:.:.ld=---____ +-_...:O:.:..4-'-_+T~-=e:.:.lc::.:o:::.m"-."R-=-e:::m=p.e-cl--=r..::.eEl0 docs; Erw~n docs ________ . ___________ _ 
5/22/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.7 Review materials re Erwin. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
5/13/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Conference call Quinault TB and her counsel re lost access ':0 11M trust records. 

f---:5:'c/1:-:3~/~19~9:-:8:-+--:DO:M:OG::O--EDe=nnC::i':'s-::M:;:.-:G~i'-'n.e.go::';l:=:d-----f----,o:'.-:-1---+T~e'clC'coc::m=c~0c::u--'n:.::se::.;-1 for Quinault TB re same. 

f-~/13/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 3.5 Christie depo (SE!(:~d day), followup 
--------------------

5/14/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms foundation re litigation funding. 
5/14/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 ··-Telcom.Echohawkre same - ... ----'------.----------.-------.. 

5/14/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 --Telcoms~VVeinerref'r~ber d€;pOsitiO,:;:-~--=:::.:......____======:==_ _______ _ 
5/14/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.3 Review privilege issues. 

~'.!.41.1~9~9~8:-+-~D::_M:;:G:o_+D;:ce=nc::n~i.:.s~M:_:_._:G:_:i:.:.ng.e.o=l:cd----__I_-.c0OC·.:.3_-+T"e.::;I.:.co:.-m.:.:.:s, pOllne,-,~;eber_ d~eO Q'~~sue~-'---_ ===:=:======= 
5/14/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 ~elcoms Pereg~-,-e above. __ . _____ ,. _________________ _ 

f--551111441111999988 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 ~elcom. HariJ<:,_re s~____ . ______________ .. _ 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. McCarthy re class communications. 

5/14/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. WSJ re status.--- -- .... ------- ------------- --- ..... 
1------'~~~t____:='____EO=:'::'~~=::=:___-----1-~'----*:~-----------

5/14/1998 DMG Dennis MG~"-g()l~ 0.1 Telc()m. Holt re Preber deposition 

_-c5cc/1cc4~/.:..19=_9=-8:-+ "",T",H,=--+=Tc'h.:.:ad.:..d:-e:..:u,-,s--,H=o=_I.:..t -c-c-____ +-_"'o'c.1c-__ Voicemail Gingo!~e depo schedules_._.----;--------- _. ___________ . _______ _ 
5/15/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Weiner re Preber deposition/workpapers. 

f--"5.:../1:.:5~/.:..19=-9'-'8:-+ -D~M"'G:-ICD"'e"-n-'-n':'is'-M""-. -=G.:.:in"g'-'o--'ld'------+---"O--'.7c---ITeloms. Holt re -same~---- ... - --'---'--'''--'---------
f------stiSii998 -=D:.:-M"-GC'-+=D.:.en"-n:-i.:.s--'M"'.--'GOcic.:ng"'0=-I-=d-----f---0"'."'2--tT"e:-I-co"-m=s.--'p=o"-Ic-In=-e·~r~r:e-"-s=:a-me. -----­

-=--:'-.--=-+=-=-'--"-"-"--"-~:.=..c'------+----c--c---+=--c~----c=--'---:'-.------.-.--- ------------ ------ .-----.-- -----

f-':':~;":~' ~:::.;.:..:~~:.:::~-=-: -+---=-:~~~ ~:~~:: ~: ~:~~~:~ ~:~ ~::~~~sB~~d:~~I:ee ;~eb~Fg!~~~_-~-_-_-_-_-_-_'-_=-.~~_-=- _-.-__ --=-=-_-__ .-._-_ -_= 
5/15/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 Research executiv~delibera!i"e process privilege. 
5/15/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Peregoy-'~<lb~ __ . __________________ . __ . _________ _ 
5/15/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ° 1 Telcom. _Elabby re sa",.e __ . _______ .. __________________ . ______ ._ 
5/15/1998 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Fasold re alternative data sources. 
5/15/1998 DMG Dennis M: Gingo"'ld:-----+--0::-.-2~---+c-On-f-er-ence-ca-IIN~~_r_e-_s_a_m_e_.__ --------------.- -==~--------l 
5/15/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.4 __ ~OiCemailsGing~cIr-ePreb-erdepo~n.fcecaIiGingold.NAI~Fresa..!1~ ___ . _____ ._ 

5/17/19=98=----+~T:.:.H,~+T-'-h:.::a.:.d.:.de=-u::.:s:..:H=01"-t ~~----+--~3=------tR~cec::v.:.:ie:.:w:..:.:..p,r,ice.:.:..:.:.W,a::.:te::.:r-h. :ou_~Anderse..n_"'-a!erial, Preber affida'Jit; prepare for Preber depo ___ _ 
~.1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 r!elcom court rep_orte-,re can~lIa.ti0rl.<>f this day's..,deposition'---____ .. _________ _ 

5/18/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.8 At PW, meet on~epos'tion issues.;~".esti()rls.,---- ________________ . ____ _ 

~~:..98-+---D--'M-G---+D::.e=n~n.:.:is~M.:.: . ..::G:.:in:.:.g.e.o:.:ld=---------.+---"'0_.3;--_roT,_e_lc-;-omy-'-. Bardn~-,-e. sam~; l11O_ntl1_i}'il1voic_e_. __ 
5/18/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingol~___ 1.1 Conference call NARF re above 

f- ~;~~i~~ -=~::-~-:c~::-t~=:-~-~-:-::-:'~c-:'c~"':~---~"--~",:~-;-----+---::~c-A-:-1_--_~:::~s:B~~~Pr~~f:~~~~~:::'t~~:.n~u~st,ons -==-===..:...====== 

f--S/18/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingo.:..:ld: _____ +-_.Qc1.._~elcomfoundat'on-'-e.liti(Lation.fundirl9.: __________________ . ___________ ._ 

~;~:;~~~: ~~~ ~:~~::~. ~:~~~.:..::~:-----+-- -~~-i~~~~~slO_-~_:_r~_~BiI?b~v._e_--=~~ - _~_-=====_-___ ._-.=-_-_=:-_._-_--____ -.=_-_-_-~_-_-==_= 
5/18/199_8_ DMG. Dennis M. Gingold 5.6 Review docs re Preber deposition. 
5/18/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 10 Prep-aring for Preber depo:Outlining questions, met with Price Waterhouse with Gingold, confces -. 

~ __ +9ingold, c~~c~c:a-"-,,,-'th NARF_r-=-_strategy and status confce. . 
f------st19/1998 I-OMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.9 Appear/assist at Preber deposillon; meet with Holt, Bardnell Forhecz, Rempel re Las,ter 

I deposition and strategic issues re same. 

1-_5/19/19~ _DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 !elcom I<>.und.at,on-,e Iitigati()r1 ~unclin9.: _______ _ 
~9/.1.!l98 I Dr-.1..::G:"_f':D,-,e~nccn:..:is:.cM::.::... G=in"'go:0:..:ld:_____ 6.4 Review docs re Lasiter deposition. 

5/19/1998jTH Thaddeus Holt 7 Preber depo; fOllo;";up-confce -Gingold:Sardnell, other Price WaterhousepersonneJre '8i!ernative -
approach to correcting accounts 

f----5T20/1998f- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.6 ---- Telcom;-PolinerreQcsforLasiter deposition; statiStical mo(ieilng issues.------------

5/20/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Pereg()yrePreber dep<:,sition; status conferen~:. ~tistics; ______________ _ 
5/20/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4._ Review trans~iJ'lS--,e statistical~s.s.~_s. _______ ... ______ ._ _ _______ _ 

1----=5:c/2:::0:::./:..:19=_9::c8=--+-:..:D:.:M.:c.:::G--I-=D:..:.e:..:n"-ni:..:s:..:M:.c.'-G~in"'-g.:.0:--=ld ______ +-_07.-=2'--__ Telcom.'-larper~..s.~'!1e-'-. ______ ._ . _________ _ 
._-=-5c::/2::0::../1-.-9-.:9:..:8 __ +-_=D.:.:M:..:G=----+D=-e::cn~n:..:is::...:.:M~._=G:.:in:.:;g'-'0:.:Id=----____ +-_--'O:.:-.2=---_+T,_e:.:.lc"0,,m:..:s=---=co.:.u:::rt.:.cr~CJrter re depoytion transcripts; ti'!1~ . _______________ . _____ _ 

5/20/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 In court, status conference. ________________ . ____ _ 

~5,,/2"'0:..:/1--=9:c9:..:8-_j-_=D:c_Mc-G~+D=e-n-n--;is----c:'M:..:.--cGc__:i-'ng"--0--;ld-:-____ + __ 0"'.8c::-_tMc:-e_et"'w_i"'th---;cp,--e-:;-re.c-g_oy-'e above. -.- _. ________________________ ._. __ 
~20/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10. ___ Meet wi~h Holt and Pere.2Cly.r.e_atJOve ______________ . 

5/20/1998 _ _ DMG __ =D:..:e_n:--nic-s--;M=c:..:.G::-':..:·n"'gco.l:..:d ______ +-_0=-.'c1_-t=T_e_lco.:..~-H_o_lt _re~-,"e 
5/20/1998 DMG DenniS M Gingold 5.0 Review docs re Lasiter deposition.. __ 
5/20/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 10 Met with Po liner re -Lasater depo; prepare for Lasiter depo; prepare fOr status confce, attend same 

-----c=~c-----+-c::-=c-I ::----c-=--~cc_-7_,_-----t-.-~ (._2_h_o~_co_u_rt_tll11:J ... ___ _ ___ . ______ . ________ . __ . ________ _ 
f---=5~/2:..:1"_/1~9:.:9:.:8:_+_-=D.:.M:.:..G=----+D=-e=-n:..:n:..:is::...:.:M:..: . ...:G:.:in"'g"'o:.:.ld=----____ +-:--0:--.6c----+Tc-e-lc:--o"-m:..:s. Weiner re expedited Preber docs; Lasiter deposition issues/docs. ________ _ 

5/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Conference call HOlt,_~ollner, Remp_e-,-,e same. _______ . ________ _ 

~~.!JI3.......I-DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.6 Review trust cases-'-_______ -:; __ -:;-_--:;:-::-:--___ _ 
5/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.6 Draft memo to Pollner re Boedecker deposition. 
5/2111998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcoms:-PeregOyresubj)oenas; Boedecker deposition;mct;Qn to CO::mpel; Lasiter docs_~= 

c-----s5-1'22.....1111-1199-998B.- D[)M~MGG -=--DDeenn-·nn,iss MM.' GG,innggo°-"lldd=--.----t--...:0.c.:...1.-- TelcomEchoha'IJ.~r-=-Jitigati<:n_funding -
0.1 Telcom.Bardne~.L:a.siterdeposition .. _________ . ______________ _ 

1-.~/:1.1l19.!J13....... DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom foundation re litigaticm funding,---- _____ . _ ___ _ _____ _ 
5/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom foundation re litigation funding. _______ . _____ . ______ .. 

~9~t---DMG Dennis M. Gingold ---t--"'0-::.2,----t-Conference cal't'CiUinault TB and her counsel re lost access to 11M trust records. 
5/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gin~o-cld':-__ -----+-- 0.3 

-- ----------.----- ~~-------

Telcoms counsel for Quinault TB re same. 

5/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _+_-=-O",.2=---I-=D:--is,cussion with Pi)lIner re Christie deposition. 
5/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. WSJ re 001 trust reform budget. . ____ .... ______ _ 

f--5/21/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 7 Lasater depo with prep and followup; Washington,Point Clear .. _____________ _ 
5/2211998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Review PW sChedulere BIA/Cobeii:dCJ~_S' __________ ._ _ _________ _ 

I 5/22/1998 I DMG_+::-D..:.e_nn"i_s-:-M-:-. ...,GOc
ic.:n"'go:..:l:..:d ____ ._f--_1"' . ..:.9_-tT=-e...,1,--co.:..m.....:.s:--. P:-:o:--I::-Ine-,_~ 5NP/Bll'ldocs; Erwin docs; Boedecker dc)c_s. ___ . ________ _ 

~~~ DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcoms. Holt re above ___________ . ___________ . __ 

5/2211998 DMG De:.:n.::.n:..:is::...:.:M:c . ..::G:.::in:.:;g"'o:.:.ld=---____ +-_...:O:.:..4-'-_+T~-=e:.:.lc::.:o:::.m"-."R-=-e:::m=p.e-cl--=r..::.eEl0 docs; Erw~n docs ________ . ___________ _ 
5/22/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.7 Review materials re Erwin. 
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Hours Description 
---- 0.6 Telearn. BIA staff re Erwin issues. ~------

-;------+--·-:-O.~r,:_elcoms Peregoy re depositions -------------- ----

-------+--co:-j·--r,:_elcoms counsel to Quinault TB re lost access to 11M trust records. - - -- --------. 

6~r,:_eiCOni court reporter re transcripts.--------
-"-------- -------

:..c:.:-,-=== _____ -+ ____ ()~~elcom f!lundation re litigation funding. _ 
3.1 Review data clean-up contracts re representations on staffinq re trust reform. 
0.7 Telcons, voicemails Gingold re Lasater depo --.--- ------

-----t---:::---cco----- . ------
9.3 Review docs re Lasiter/Boedecker depositions. ________________ . 

-, ______ + ___ '-o:~_~eview_docs re Lasiter/Boedecker depositions. _________ . _______ _ 
__ +_-,2:..:.-::-S ____ ~t PW, meet with PW, Harper re Erwin depo/docs. . _________ . __________ _ 

0.8 Telcoms. Peregoy re doc requests; SNP docs; deposition issues. 
----+--------r,:-elcom. Elardneil re 12110/97Ietter.-------- --------

~------+---~-.-~--- Conference call Harper, Peregoy re defs' 12/27/96 status repOrt tOihecou-rt,Cieiail,ng SNP-

_______ -t_---cc-:---.groduction; orde~___ _ ___________ . __________ _ 
------t--- 0.4 Review ,p'-r __ iv:-il..:.e"g_e_is_cs..::u..:.e.::.s. ___ -,-, __________________ _ 

I-=c-=----'-.'C--+-=c'-'-=-.-I==---=-=-=-=.'--c_----_.-t---~Jelcoms c()lJ~!.e-"pc=-o:-rt.::.er'=r:..::e-ct::cra::..n-'s..::cr:_i"_pt:.::s.:... ---c~c---~~----- ______ _ 
0.8 Telcoms. Holt re S/27 Erwin deposition; SNP production. 

6/211998 
6/211998 
6/211998 
6/211998 

0.4 Telcoms. Pollnerre May, June statistical data, 

~':211998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 __ ~eleams. Holt re doc production problems; conference call. _________ _ 

t---6i21i998 DMG Dennis M. Gin\lClIcl___ _~~--~--ev-ie-w/cornm~nt.!l'1-c:.o_ncg"c.c_Y_o_u-cnC'g __ l_et_te_r_. ______________________ _ 
~_1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.3 Conference_~I!'l~R~Holt re above. ______ . _______________ .. _ .. ___ _ 

6/211998 __ D-::Mc....=G-tceD..::e __ n-cn-:-is_Mc Ging0lcl ___ . __ -+ __ ~.:z.._ Review SNP production. ____________________ _ 
f-- 6/21199~ TH Thaddeus Holt 2.3 Confce call NARF, Gingold re discovery, other matters; reviHw discovery posture, telcon Gingold 

.=-:-c=-,-=---+-:=-=-*---c--:-:---==~~ ____ +-_ .. ~-:-' 'c.l_-t-::R-_e_v-,ie_w_i_re"iSeY-O-u-n-g-:d-ra-=ftc-. -------------==-=-~-.----- -.-.--------
c:: _____ -+_--=-0.3 Review/revise RFP. __________ . _____ ._. 
_____ + ____ o_.2 ___ Teleams.:.~,:b.t'y....re RFP. _____ _ 

-;-c ______ -t __ O .. -.3.--t:R:;-e-v-;ie-w proposed legislation. .. ________ .. ______ _ 
,-.----t- --:-O-:.Ic--t-::C,-o.,-n_fe_rence c~1I Babby, Peregoy re same. ______ . __ _ 

.-'-'-=-:-_+--=-,:...::'--i-=-':-::..c-::-'-'--==c:::.. _____ -+ __ ~1.:.::2'__--t"T . ..:.e:-lea..:.:.:.m:-s.:... ,-P..:.ec:..regoy re same; sections SBC, IS, &16 re 001; 2nd_order f.CJf..IlI'.?.:Juction_. ____ _ 
O.S Draft footnote re Cleghorn response. 

6/311998 . DMG---::---
Gingold Dennis M. 

~;;~::: I 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

~9981 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
----------+ 

6/311998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
'6/3119ga- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
----Si311998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

0.3 Teleams. Holt re doc issues. 6i311998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
------------ ------_._----

6/311998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Teleam. Pollner re same. 
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Hours Description 
---- 0.6 Telearn. BIA staff re Erwin issues. ~------

-;------+--·-:-O.~r,:_elcoms Peregoy re depositions -------------- ----

-------+--co:-j·--r,:_elcoms counsel to Quinault TB re lost access to 11M trust records. - - -- --------. 

6~r,:_eiCOni court reporter re transcripts.--------
-"-------- -------

:..c:.:-,-=== _____ -+ ____ ()~~elcom f!lundation re litigation funding. _ 
3.1 Review data clean-up contracts re representations on staffinq re trust reform. 
0.7 Telcons, voicemails Gingold re Lasater depo --.--- ------

-----t---:::---cco----- . ------
9.3 Review docs re Lasiter/Boedecker depositions. ________________ . 

-, ______ + ___ '-o:~_~eview_docs re Lasiter/Boedecker depositions. _________ . _______ _ 
__ +_-,2:..:.-::-S ____ ~t PW, meet with PW, Harper re Erwin depo/docs. . _________ . __________ _ 

0.8 Telcoms. Peregoy re doc requests; SNP docs; deposition issues. 
----+--------r,:-elcom. Elardneil re 12110/97Ietter.-------- --------

~------+---~-.-~--- Conference call Harper, Peregoy re defs' 12/27/96 status repOrt tOihecou-rt,Cieiail,ng SNP-

_______ -t_---cc-:---.groduction; orde~___ _ ___________ . __________ _ 
------t--- 0.4 Review ,p'-r __ iv:-il..:.e"g_e_is_cs..::u..:.e.::.s. ___ -,-, __________________ _ 

I-=c-=----'-.'C--+-=c'-'-=-.-I==---=-=-=-=.'--c_----_.-t---~Jelcoms c()lJ~!.e-"pc=-o:-rt.::.er'=r:..::e-ct::cra::..n-'s..::cr:_i"_pt:.::s.:... ---c~c---~~----- ______ _ 
0.8 Telcoms. Holt re S/27 Erwin deposition; SNP production. 

6/211998 
6/211998 
6/211998 
6/211998 

0.4 Telcoms. Pollnerre May, June statistical data, 

~':211998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 __ ~eleams. Holt re doc production problems; conference call. _________ _ 

t---6i21i998 DMG Dennis M. Gin\lClIcl___ _~~--~--ev-ie-w/cornm~nt.!l'1-c:.o_ncg"c.c_Y_o_u-cnC'g __ l_et_te_r_. ______________________ _ 
~_1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.3 Conference_~I!'l~R~Holt re above. ______ . _______________ .. _ .. ___ _ 

6/211998 __ D-::Mc....=G-tceD..::e __ n-cn-:-is_Mc Ging0lcl ___ . __ -+ __ ~.:z.._ Review SNP production. ____________________ _ 
f-- 6/21199~ TH Thaddeus Holt 2.3 Confce call NARF, Gingold re discovery, other matters; reviHw discovery posture, telcon Gingold 

.=-:-c=-,-=---+-:=-=-*---c--:-:---==~~ ____ +-_ .. ~-:-' 'c.l_-t-::R-_e_v-,ie_w_i_re"iSeY-O-u-n-g-:d-ra-=ftc-. -------------==-=-~-.----- -.-.--------
c:: _____ -+_--=-0.3 Review/revise RFP. __________ . _____ ._. 
_____ + ____ o_.2 ___ Teleams.:.~,:b.t'y....re RFP. _____ _ 

-;-c ______ -t __ O .. -.3.--t:R:;-e-v-;ie-w proposed legislation. .. ________ .. ______ _ 
,-.----t- --:-O-:.Ic--t-::C,-o.,-n_fe_rence c~1I Babby, Peregoy re same. ______ . __ _ 

.-'-'-=-:-_+--=-,:...::'--i-=-':-::..c-::-'-'--==c:::.. _____ -+ __ ~1.:.::2'__--t"T . ..:.e:-lea..:.:.:.m:-s.:... ,-P..:.ec:..regoy re same; sections SBC, IS, &16 re 001; 2nd_order f.CJf..IlI'.?.:Juction_. ____ _ 
O.S Draft footnote re Cleghorn response. 

6/311998 . DMG---::---
Gingold Dennis M. 

~;;~::: I 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

~9981 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
----------+ 

6/311998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
'6/3119ga- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
----Si311998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

0.3 Teleams. Holt re doc issues. 6i311998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
------------ ------_._----

6/311998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Teleam. Pollner re same. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
r--613ti998- -~D~M;:;:G:;=-t;DO'e=n:':n:::is:"'M;-;-. ~Gc-in:Cg-O-;-ld:-----+---'~0=C.2o:-=-t;c='=0'=n"fe"'r"'e"-n=-ce"'_"-ca-CICI' "'P-eregoy, Babby re d(~c_i_ss_u_e_s_. -------------.------1 

6/3/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Teleams. Bardnell re same. 
f-'6/3/1998 -- TH Thaddeus Holt 0.3 Telean~,v.oic;elTlfl~:-I~-:c:;::c~~n·-go-cl:dc·-r-e-cd'-o_-cu-. .m-... -e-Cnt'-p-r-o-Cdu-c-'t:-io-n---·------ ---.--------

~_/4_/_19_·9~.. DMG -f::D:-e-n-'-n:-is-cM'-:-. G=in-g-o·:-ld:-----+---=2-;0:-.......,f:-M-;-e-e"'t-w-ith foundation re !itigation funding. 

_._6_/_4/_19_9~._ -----;:D:';M:.:G=--+=Dc:.e __ nn_ci-s__:_M-;-._cG::ci,-n"go-'-l--d-----t---O=-'._,7-- Teleams. Holt re..E~ prod"'u"c"'tic-o-n-, D~o-'cJ"'n"oCCti-ce-,-;E;:-s-c-;-h'e--n,-m-ee-t-:-in·-g-w--CCith-=-Babby. 
_.::.6/_4 __ /1..:9:--:9_8:. __ -t-_cD;:-Mc:..:::G_II_OD,..:e .... n.--n",is_;M,-:-' G=--in"'g"'0,.:ld'-____ +-_.::.0'c4 _ _I-=R,-e:-v-ie-w-R-F~I"\f\Jc:()mments re sar:n.e. vis-a-vis 5NP producti,~ _______ ._. ______ _ 

6/4/1998 DMG -i-=D:.::e::..n __ n:.:is:--:M::..:.:' G=--in'-'gc::o:.:ld=-____ +-_..cl.:.:.9'-----j-=T-=e.:.:lea:-=r11.~_Ba~cIrl~~..Eflta/m,()C1~li.:c.n"'g . .:cis:..:s:-=u.=e.::.s.'-__ -c-__ . ______ ._. _ 

_ 6_/_4/_1_99~ DMG Dennis M. Gingo.:..:ld: _____ +-____ ~~.!eleams-'-PereJl"l'..re LRIS systemic:Jssues; doc productio~is:..:s:u,:::e..:.s:... _____________ _ 

_ -::-6/.,-;4c:-/l;-:9:-:9,8::--_-t-_;D:cM:-;-:::G--Ic:D:_e-n-n:-is_;Mc;-. G=in-"g_o:-ld:-____ t-__ ~=-~~elco~-Ha!~~rr~..cI.eposition O's.:.___. ________ . ________ _ 
6/4/1998 DM.:-e-G--I-:::D:-e-n-;-ni-;-s-M-._,Gc:--:in."g-0-ld-----t---"'0.-=3:---+-:::T-e:-1c_o_m_s._ .. _B:-a_bby~cloc pr,,_duction __ . ______ .. ____ _ 

f- 6/4/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.7 T~lcons, voicemails ~i1~d re PW prem-liminary review of cl(),cum~nts produced b~y,--"g.o __ vt ____ _ 
~1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 04 Telcoms: .. ~s. Cobell re Lasiter deposition. 
~-998 DMG Dennis M..:..Gingold 7.8 Review docs re Lasiter deposition. 

------_._-----.. 

6/5/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcom. Pereg(»)'r~c:()urt reporter; L_as~er deposition. 

__ 6_/_5_/1_9_9_8__ DMG Dennis M. Gingold 04 Telcoms. Harper re La.s!~, _______ . _________ . _________ ~ 

~;~;~~~~ ~~~ ~:~~:: ~. ~:~;~:~ ~.~ ~:::~~B::~I~:~ ;:-:.-:-~.-:-. ---
f-6t5ti9~ DM=G--I-:::D-e-n-ni:-s-=M--:-."CG::c:-in""g-occld:-----t---0"'.-=8--t-:::T-e:-lea-m-s-. ;:CB-abCCb'-y·-r-e·-s-ame. 

_._----- -_._------ ._------

6/5/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Teleam. Goci~greLaSiierdePOsiiion. .----------------== 

r---6I6Ji998- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 54 Review Christie/~"",irl deposition testimony forQ~ for Virden-"epo~~~_n_. _________ _ 

r-----stSti 998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Peregoy re VirdC:1l deposition. 
6/6/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Gooding, Pollner re same. 

f-6/i1i9s8 -OMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.3 Work on O's fOr~!cI8n·depO~~on_:_.:-.--------~==========~=================~ 
_6~/ __ 7/ __ 1.::.9.::.9.::.8 __ +-I_OD:...M:.:G=-+=D.::.e __ nn::..i.::.s .... M--.'cG=-'i.--n"go"'l..:.d-____ t--_O=-'.-:4_-+T=e-'-l __ co_m ___ s-:.P~er~oyresame;Ch~s __ t,i:e.:. ____________________________ -+ 

___ 6::../8~/..cl.::.99 __ :..8.:._._+__--=D.::M--G=-+D=-e::n::.n::.is::..:.:M:.:.-=G:-'-in"'g"'0::1d=-____ -t-___ O:....-'-I_-+T,_e:...lea=m __ .. _w::e~ner ~J:l0J filiniL. ___________ . _______ ._._ ----------1 

~9~:--+-D~M:::G=--i-=D:..:e=-n::..n::.:is:...Mc::... _=G--:.:in"'gc::oc:ld=------+--.::.0.::.2=---i-=C::..o=-n::..fe.:.:.,rence call NARF re all issues. -------------.-.----1 
6/8/1998 .-oD=-'M.:..:.=G_I_=D..::e.:.:n"'n::is..cM:.:.:...G=--=-in"'g.::.0::ld'-----t---.::.0:.::.6---- T eleams f()LJ"-da~o-".s_reUtigation funding. . __________________ _ 

1--6/8/1998'- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 04 Conference call Harper, Peregoy re privilege claims; motion to compel. 

c-. 6/8/19S.~:::: _---=D::M=G:--l-=D..::e.:.:n"'nI::·s..cM:.:.:...G=--=-in""'g=0:::ld'-____ +._._0::.~8--+-R,ce:.:v~ie:,,:,:§mpel..9~re Vir..de-"_d'P0si~ ___ .. ________ :====--=== 
6/8/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.7 Telcoms. Rempel re doc request; Virden deposition O's. 

6/8/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Holt re.s~me.____ _ ____ . ______ . _______ . ______ __ 

~~~~ ~~~ Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. PeregoEeabove; DOJ filillQ:. _________________ . _________ . __ 

6/8/1998 DMG ~:~~:: ~ ~:~;~-=':~:-----+_-_=~_;·~:---'f::~.-:-:~-~-~-.-:~-:~;r~~-i~-i;~_;_:_s~_:-~-u-e_s-_.-_-'c-;:---_-=--:-_________ . ____ _ 
'---6/9/1998'- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.0 Prepare O'~_fCJrVirden deposition per Rempel ana!~ ___ ' ______________ --I 
~/9/i998 --D"'Mc:..:::G-I-=D-=e-='n"'n"'is"'M"'.:..G:C'-in"'g:..0·"'ld-----t---.::2-=.5c--I"'A-=-t -=p"-;wC:-,-m-e:e.t "",ittl..I".VV,-Babb1!e~ta.!is:.:t::ic.:::a::1 i..:.ss::u::..e:--:s". _________________ -.----1 

__ 6_/9_/_19_s"8 __ +--=D:.:M:.:G=--+=D.=e:.:nn:.:i.::.s.:cM::.:. __ G:::i",n""gO,,,I.::d _____ t--_0", . .::5_-+R:...:...:.ev::.i.e:w privilege memo.':.~um. _. ______ . _______ . 
6/9/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Conference call£,,,-II~~r, Babby re La.::.sict,e:.:r,-; ::..in:.-:te:.:r::ro:."g,::a::..to:.:ry<...::isc:s.::u'~.:.",s. ___ ._. _____ . ______ _ 

r-----st9t199S-f-O"M:.:-G::o-tD.=e"'nn:.:i..:.s..;M"'.-:G::;-i
cc

n""'gO"'I:.::;d---·--I--0~.c;3-· Telcoms. Ms. CobeU.re depositions; class communications .. ___________ -----------1 
~/9/1-998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom court reporter re transcripts. 
--6-/9-/-19-98-- ·--cD"'M:-:-::G:-f::DCC'e-n-n-=-is-cM;-;-. ~G::-in~g'...0"'-ld:-----+-----;I-;.3:--f::TC:-e:-lea-m-s-.--;:p'e'-regclY re Rempel analysisNirden; Scribrierci8cimition; 'VIrden issues ------

f--__ :6_19_/_1_9~-:_r--DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms_§..abby-redeposit0.ll_9's -._. _. _____ . ____ . _.==--=_=-_.---------

6/1 0/1998 -+---cD:...M:.:G=--+=D.::.e:...nn-=:i.::.s__:_M--.-:G=-'i"'n"go"'l..:.d-----t---3::._=8--+Ac"'-pp<:..e::a::r./ca_ssist re..YJrden dee,,-s~tion ______ . ______ . _______ _ 
6110/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.0 Work on responseJo DOJ filing _____ . ________________ . 
6/10/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Harper re same. 
~998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcorn. Peregoy_re. sa~__ _ . ___ ==-~~==_ .. _--_-_-__ -.. ~_-._-_ -_ .. -_--_-_--
c-6/11/19~f-DMG Dennis M. Gingold 9.5 Appear/assist Scribner deposition. .-----

6/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Harper refa.c:ts on production; litigation funding .. ________________ _ 
6/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Peregoy_re..cJeposition _____ . ________ . _____ . ____________ _ 

_ 6/_1_1_/1_998 _+----;Dc:M:.:-G:::;--tD.=e:.:nn:...;i.::.s..;M"'._:G::ci-:'n""go:,I:.::;d-----I---,O~ . ..;_I--+T",e=cl,:-co:cm ___ f-;;ou",n .... d=-;a:.ti:...o,n..., rEl'itigatio:.:n::f_u_:,n..:.d:.:in",gc.' __________________________ _ 
6/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Goodin.\Lr~ produc~" ~~fl' ____________ ._. ______ . _____ ._ 

6/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Holt re above. 

1-·---:6~/-1.:.:2~/--1-9~9o-:8:--·~I=-=;D~::-M~-:::;G'::.~~D~e~n~n"i=S-=:M~C'.~G~"I--·n:g~0-;-I:.::;d~-=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=-~-=--=--=--:4;;.c:;0'::.-=--=-~~R~e~v-:::ie-':'-w-':'-/CC'r-;;e,vc::is--;:-e cI_-r,,_-fls'{, &VI1:-mo:Ct·-:io-n-Ct'-o-q-u-a-s:-to_-·-_-_.-_.====-_-:::::~====_-_ -__ -_._-_-.--===-_====_ 
6/12/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Bardnell re same. 

~-998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Weiner re -s-am-e-; -re-s"'-ta-=-te-m-e·-nt:-. ------------
-6ii2Ti9~f--DM:cG:::--+D"'e-n-n-,i-s-:-M:-.-:G"'i-ng ... o-:l-d'-----Ir----:0=-.-;-4--+R=-e-v'ci-se-;;P=W-cOniraCt.-----·· ------.-----------------.. 

----sti2t1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 Prepare mem~\()~s. Cobell re s.a:.:.m::..:e:.:... ____ -------.-----------~-----.~~~~~~~~--I__1 
6/1211998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Bardnell re mo;-t-:::io,-n_t-:-o_q~u-a-sh-'-------------------------'------l 
6/12/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Conference call Rempel, Bardnell re same. _____ . __________ _ 

6/12/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Peregoy re depositions; D<?_J_f:-ili_n ... g._:--_____________________ ---t 
-6/12/1998 -=D':M:.:.G=--+=-D.::.en:.:n-:i-'-s--:-M-;-.'cG::ci-n"90'-:I.:::d-----t---0"'.-=6-·-+T'",e-cI'-co-m-s-c. H-:o'-Ic'-'t re rY1.0~ion to defs' motion to quash. 

6/12/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingo::..ld: _____ -+-_-=~~ Telcoms.Rem.p.El'_ce..<leposition~ ______ ._. ______ ._._. _________ _ 

~66//11221/119:S.99:'88c-+---;:D:cM:-:G::-t::D=-e-n-n:-is-:M-;-.-:G::ci:-n ... g0.-:I-=-d ____ -t-__ 0;:--.-;-3_-tT:-e-;-lc_o_m ___ .-;-B-:-a.c::b:;-;:by re DOJ filin~:.. _____________ . ______________ _ 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcom. NARF lawyers re above. 

_6/12/19~D:cM:c_=G_I_=D.::.e-:'n"'n:.:is_:M__:_.'-G:C'-in"'g.::.0"'ldc_--.--+--_=0..:.1,-.- ~elcom. Harper,r,e same-=--___ ::-:-_-::----:-___ . ______ . __ . _______ . ___ _ 
6/1211998 , DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Levitas re possibly joining litiga~on team. ______ . ___ . _____ .. ____ _ 

~998 : _-;D"'M:.;.G::o-tD.=e"'n:.:ni..:.s-:M"'._:G::;-i"'n""'g.::.01:.::;d:-----I---::':7.:-.::0;;--tcA;:-;-t ..:N;-A:..R:.:F-:w:_o.r."..()(1.ClPY to de~ motion to quash. _. ___ . _________ _ 
-~9s.'1 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.0 Work on opp to motion to qua::s.~h_=_._. ________________________ . ___ _ 

6/15/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.5 Work on opp to _d_,:!s' moti0nJo_'lu~~h_. ____ . ___________ . _____ . ______ _ 
-6TI5/1998 : DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Review PWexhibrts. 

f-'-S/15/19981 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rempel,:e-di-s-bu-r-seme:.:n_t .::.da=-t:::a __ . --:--___________ =~_-_-_===-~=====~= 
1---:6:::-/1':':5~/':':19O-:9:-;8:-+! ----;D"M:.;.G::o-tD.=e"'n:.:ni=s..;M"'.:..,G::;-i--n""'g=-ol:.::;d-----I--O~.c:l--t-:::T=e;.::Ic.::.o:.:.m----. ':':H:-=--arp~r~e:o.pp to m~ijo_n to quash. ___________ . ______ .. _____ _ 
--6iisTl"9'-:9;-:8:--'---:D"'M--:-G::--+.::D-e-nn-:i-s--:-M7 .-:G:::i,-n"-go-cI'd:-----r---O=-.-=-I--+T"'e-cl:-c-om-. :-:W::-einer re same. 

------------------ .... --------~---

6/1611998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.5 Prepare for status c""ference. __ . ___________ . __ . _____ . _______ . 
6/16/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 In court, status conference 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
r--613ti998- -~D~M;:;:G:;=-t;DO'e=n:':n:::is:"'M;-;-. ~Gc-in:Cg-O-;-ld:-----+---'~0=C.2o:-=-t;c='=0'=n"fe"'r"'e"-n=-ce"'_"-ca-CICI' "'P-eregoy, Babby re d(~c_i_ss_u_e_s_. -------------.------1 

6/3/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Teleams. Bardnell re same. 
f-'6/3/1998 -- TH Thaddeus Holt 0.3 Telean~,v.oic;elTlfl~:-I~-:c:;::c~~n·-go-cl:dc·-r-e-cd'-o_-cu-. .m-... -e-Cnt'-p-r-o-Cdu-c-'t:-io-n---·------ ---.--------

~_/4_/_19_·9~.. DMG -f::D:-e-n-'-n:-is-cM'-:-. G=in-g-o·:-ld:-----+---=2-;0:-.......,f:-M-;-e-e"'t-w-ith foundation re !itigation funding. 

_._6_/_4/_19_9~._ -----;:D:';M:.:G=--+=Dc:.e __ nn_ci-s__:_M-;-._cG::ci,-n"go-'-l--d-----t---O=-'._,7-- Teleams. Holt re..E~ prod"'u"c"'tic-o-n-, D~o-'cJ"'n"oCCti-ce-,-;E;:-s-c-;-h'e--n,-m-ee-t-:-in·-g-w--CCith-=-Babby. 
_.::.6/_4 __ /1..:9:--:9_8:. __ -t-_cD;:-Mc:..:::G_II_OD,..:e .... n.--n",is_;M,-:-' G=--in"'g"'0,.:ld'-____ +-_.::.0'c4 _ _I-=R,-e:-v-ie-w-R-F~I"\f\Jc:()mments re sar:n.e. vis-a-vis 5NP producti,~ _______ ._. ______ _ 

6/4/1998 DMG -i-=D:.::e::..n __ n:.:is:--:M::..:.:' G=--in'-'gc::o:.:ld=-____ +-_..cl.:.:.9'-----j-=T-=e.:.:lea:-=r11.~_Ba~cIrl~~..Eflta/m,()C1~li.:c.n"'g . .:cis:..:s:-=u.=e.::.s.'-__ -c-__ . ______ ._. _ 

_ 6_/_4/_1_99~ DMG Dennis M. Gingo.:..:ld: _____ +-____ ~~.!eleams-'-PereJl"l'..re LRIS systemic:Jssues; doc productio~is:..:s:u,:::e..:.s:... _____________ _ 

_ -::-6/.,-;4c:-/l;-:9:-:9,8::--_-t-_;D:cM:-;-:::G--Ic:D:_e-n-n:-is_;Mc;-. G=in-"g_o:-ld:-____ t-__ ~=-~~elco~-Ha!~~rr~..cI.eposition O's.:.___. ________ . ________ _ 
6/4/1998 DM.:-e-G--I-:::D:-e-n-;-ni-;-s-M-._,Gc:--:in."g-0-ld-----t---"'0.-=3:---+-:::T-e:-1c_o_m_s._ .. _B:-a_bby~cloc pr,,_duction __ . ______ .. ____ _ 

f- 6/4/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.7 T~lcons, voicemails ~i1~d re PW prem-liminary review of cl(),cum~nts produced b~y,--"g.o __ vt ____ _ 
~1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 04 Telcoms: .. ~s. Cobell re Lasiter deposition. 
~-998 DMG Dennis M..:..Gingold 7.8 Review docs re Lasiter deposition. 

------_._-----.. 

6/5/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcom. Pereg(»)'r~c:()urt reporter; L_as~er deposition. 

__ 6_/_5_/1_9_9_8__ DMG Dennis M. Gingold 04 Telcoms. Harper re La.s!~, _______ . _________ . _________ ~ 

~;~;~~~~ ~~~ ~:~~:: ~. ~:~;~:~ ~.~ ~:::~~B::~I~:~ ;:-:.-:-~.-:-. ---
f-6t5ti9~ DM=G--I-:::D-e-n-ni:-s-=M--:-."CG::c:-in""g-occld:-----t---0"'.-=8--t-:::T-e:-lea-m-s-. ;:CB-abCCb'-y·-r-e·-s-ame. 

_._----- -_._------ ._------

6/5/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Teleam. Goci~greLaSiierdePOsiiion. .----------------== 

r---6I6Ji998- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 54 Review Christie/~"",irl deposition testimony forQ~ for Virden-"epo~~~_n_. _________ _ 

r-----stSti 998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Peregoy re VirdC:1l deposition. 
6/6/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Gooding, Pollner re same. 

f-6/i1i9s8 -OMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.3 Work on O's fOr~!cI8n·depO~~on_:_.:-.--------~==========~=================~ 
_6~/ __ 7/ __ 1.::.9.::.9.::.8 __ +-I_OD:...M:.:G=-+=D.::.e __ nn::..i.::.s .... M--.'cG=-'i.--n"go"'l..:.d-____ t--_O=-'.-:4_-+T=e-'-l __ co_m ___ s-:.P~er~oyresame;Ch~s __ t,i:e.:. ____________________________ -+ 

___ 6::../8~/..cl.::.99 __ :..8.:._._+__--=D.::M--G=-+D=-e::n::.n::.is::..:.:M:.:.-=G:-'-in"'g"'0::1d=-____ -t-___ O:....-'-I_-+T,_e:...lea=m __ .. _w::e~ner ~J:l0J filiniL. ___________ . _______ ._._ ----------1 

~9~:--+-D~M:::G=--i-=D:..:e=-n::..n::.:is:...Mc::... _=G--:.:in"'gc::oc:ld=------+--.::.0.::.2=---i-=C::..o=-n::..fe.:.:.,rence call NARF re all issues. -------------.-.----1 
6/8/1998 .-oD=-'M.:..:.=G_I_=D..::e.:.:n"'n::is..cM:.:.:...G=--=-in"'g.::.0::ld'-----t---.::.0:.::.6---- T eleams f()LJ"-da~o-".s_reUtigation funding. . __________________ _ 

1--6/8/1998'- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 04 Conference call Harper, Peregoy re privilege claims; motion to compel. 

c-. 6/8/19S.~:::: _---=D::M=G:--l-=D..::e.:.:n"'nI::·s..cM:.:.:...G=--=-in""'g=0:::ld'-____ +._._0::.~8--+-R,ce:.:v~ie:,,:,:§mpel..9~re Vir..de-"_d'P0si~ ___ .. ________ :====--=== 
6/8/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.7 Telcoms. Rempel re doc request; Virden deposition O's. 

6/8/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Holt re.s~me.____ _ ____ . ______ . _______ . ______ __ 

~~~~ ~~~ Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. PeregoEeabove; DOJ filillQ:. _________________ . _________ . __ 

6/8/1998 DMG ~:~~:: ~ ~:~;~-=':~:-----+_-_=~_;·~:---'f::~.-:-:~-~-~-.-:~-:~;r~~-i~-i;~_;_:_s~_:-~-u-e_s-_.-_-'c-;:---_-=--:-_________ . ____ _ 
'---6/9/1998'- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.0 Prepare O'~_fCJrVirden deposition per Rempel ana!~ ___ ' ______________ --I 
~/9/i998 --D"'Mc:..:::G-I-=D-=e-='n"'n"'is"'M"'.:..G:C'-in"'g:..0·"'ld-----t---.::2-=.5c--I"'A-=-t -=p"-;wC:-,-m-e:e.t "",ittl..I".VV,-Babb1!e~ta.!is:.:t::ic.:::a::1 i..:.ss::u::..e:--:s". _________________ -.----1 

__ 6_/9_/_19_s"8 __ +--=D:.:M:.:G=--+=D.=e:.:nn:.:i.::.s.:cM::.:. __ G:::i",n""gO,,,I.::d _____ t--_0", . .::5_-+R:...:...:.ev::.i.e:w privilege memo.':.~um. _. ______ . _______ . 
6/9/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Conference call£,,,-II~~r, Babby re La.::.sict,e:.:r,-; ::..in:.-:te:.:r::ro:."g,::a::..to:.:ry<...::isc:s.::u'~.:.",s. ___ ._. _____ . ______ _ 

r-----st9t199S-f-O"M:.:-G::o-tD.=e"'nn:.:i..:.s..;M"'.-:G::;-i
cc

n""'gO"'I:.::;d---·--I--0~.c;3-· Telcoms. Ms. CobeU.re depositions; class communications .. ___________ -----------1 
~/9/1-998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom court reporter re transcripts. 
--6-/9-/-19-98-- ·--cD"'M:-:-::G:-f::DCC'e-n-n-=-is-cM;-;-. ~G::-in~g'...0"'-ld:-----+-----;I-;.3:--f::TC:-e:-lea-m-s-.--;:p'e'-regclY re Rempel analysisNirden; Scribrierci8cimition; 'VIrden issues ------

f--__ :6_19_/_1_9~-:_r--DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms_§..abby-redeposit0.ll_9's -._. _. _____ . ____ . _.==--=_=-_.---------

6/1 0/1998 -+---cD:...M:.:G=--+=D.::.e:...nn-=:i.::.s__:_M--.-:G=-'i"'n"go"'l..:.d-----t---3::._=8--+Ac"'-pp<:..e::a::r./ca_ssist re..YJrden dee,,-s~tion ______ . ______ . _______ _ 
6110/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.0 Work on responseJo DOJ filing _____ . ________________ . 
6/10/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Harper re same. 
~998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcorn. Peregoy_re. sa~__ _ . ___ ==-~~==_ .. _--_-_-__ -.. ~_-._-_ -_ .. -_--_-_--
c-6/11/19~f-DMG Dennis M. Gingold 9.5 Appear/assist Scribner deposition. .-----

6/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Harper refa.c:ts on production; litigation funding .. ________________ _ 
6/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Peregoy_re..cJeposition _____ . ________ . _____ . ____________ _ 

_ 6/_1_1_/1_998 _+----;Dc:M:.:-G:::;--tD.=e:.:nn:...;i.::.s..;M"'._:G::ci-:'n""go:,I:.::;d-----I---,O~ . ..;_I--+T",e=cl,:-co:cm ___ f-;;ou",n .... d=-;a:.ti:...o,n..., rEl'itigatio:.:n::f_u_:,n..:.d:.:in",gc.' __________________________ _ 
6/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Goodin.\Lr~ produc~" ~~fl' ____________ ._. ______ . _____ ._ 

6/11/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Holt re above. 

1-·---:6~/-1.:.:2~/--1-9~9o-:8:--·~I=-=;D~::-M~-:::;G'::.~~D~e~n~n"i=S-=:M~C'.~G~"I--·n:g~0-;-I:.::;d~-=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=-~-=--=--=--:4;;.c:;0'::.-=--=-~~R~e~v-:::ie-':'-w-':'-/CC'r-;;e,vc::is--;:-e cI_-r,,_-fls'{, &VI1:-mo:Ct·-:io-n-Ct'-o-q-u-a-s:-to_-·-_-_.-_.====-_-:::::~====_-_ -__ -_._-_-.--===-_====_ 
6/12/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Bardnell re same. 

~-998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Weiner re -s-am-e-; -re-s"'-ta-=-te-m-e·-nt:-. ------------
-6ii2Ti9~f--DM:cG:::--+D"'e-n-n-,i-s-:-M:-.-:G"'i-ng ... o-:l-d'-----Ir----:0=-.-;-4--+R=-e-v'ci-se-;;P=W-cOniraCt.-----·· ------.-----------------.. 

----sti2t1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 Prepare mem~\()~s. Cobell re s.a:.:.m::..:e:.:... ____ -------.-----------~-----.~~~~~~~~--I__1 
6/1211998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Bardnell re mo;-t-:::io,-n_t-:-o_q~u-a-sh-'-------------------------'------l 
6/12/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Conference call Rempel, Bardnell re same. _____ . __________ _ 

6/12/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Peregoy re depositions; D<?_J_f:-ili_n ... g._:--_____________________ ---t 
-6/12/1998 -=D':M:.:.G=--+=-D.::.en:.:n-:i-'-s--:-M-;-.'cG::ci-n"90'-:I.:::d-----t---0"'.-=6-·-+T'",e-cI'-co-m-s-c. H-:o'-Ic'-'t re rY1.0~ion to defs' motion to quash. 

6/12/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingo::..ld: _____ -+-_-=~~ Telcoms.Rem.p.El'_ce..<leposition~ ______ ._. ______ ._._. _________ _ 

~66//11221/119:S.99:'88c-+---;:D:cM:-:G::-t::D=-e-n-n:-is-:M-;-.-:G::ci:-n ... g0.-:I-=-d ____ -t-__ 0;:--.-;-3_-tT:-e-;-lc_o_m ___ .-;-B-:-a.c::b:;-;:by re DOJ filin~:.. _____________ . ______________ _ 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcom. NARF lawyers re above. 

_6/12/19~D:cM:c_=G_I_=D.::.e-:'n"'n:.:is_:M__:_.'-G:C'-in"'g.::.0"'ldc_--.--+--_=0..:.1,-.- ~elcom. Harper,r,e same-=--___ ::-:-_-::----:-___ . ______ . __ . _______ . ___ _ 
6/1211998 , DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Levitas re possibly joining litiga~on team. ______ . ___ . _____ .. ____ _ 

~998 : _-;D"'M:.;.G::o-tD.=e"'n:.:ni..:.s-:M"'._:G::;-i"'n""'g.::.01:.::;d:-----I---::':7.:-.::0;;--tcA;:-;-t ..:N;-A:..R:.:F-:w:_o.r."..()(1.ClPY to de~ motion to quash. _. ___ . _________ _ 
-~9s.'1 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.0 Work on opp to motion to qua::s.~h_=_._. ________________________ . ___ _ 

6/15/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.5 Work on opp to _d_,:!s' moti0nJo_'lu~~h_. ____ . ___________ . _____ . ______ _ 
-6TI5/1998 : DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Review PWexhibrts. 

f-'-S/15/19981 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rempel,:e-di-s-bu-r-seme:.:n_t .::.da=-t:::a __ . --:--___________ =~_-_-_===-~=====~= 
1---:6:::-/1':':5~/':':19O-:9:-;8:-+! ----;D"M:.;.G::o-tD.=e"'n:.:ni=s..;M"'.:..,G::;-i--n""'g=-ol:.::;d-----I--O~.c:l--t-:::T=e;.::Ic.::.o:.:.m----. ':':H:-=--arp~r~e:o.pp to m~ijo_n to quash. ___________ . ______ .. _____ _ 
--6iisTl"9'-:9;-:8:--'---:D"'M--:-G::--+.::D-e-nn-:i-s--:-M7 .-:G:::i,-n"-go-cI'd:-----r---O=-.-=-I--+T"'e-cl:-c-om-. :-:W::-einer re same. 

------------------ .... --------~---

6/1611998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.5 Prepare for status c""ference. __ . ___________ . __ . _____ . _______ . 
6/16/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 In court, status conference 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
12/18/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Memo to Holt re-a-:-b-ov-e-.---------.---.-------... -

r-~12~/~178/~1~9~978-+~D~M~G=-~D-e-nn~i~s~M7.~G~i~n~go-l~d-----~-0~.~5--+T~e~l~co-m-s~.H~o~l~t-re-sa-m-e.----------.-------.. --------.--

~==12;1=1~8/=1=9=9~8=~=~D~M~G~=~~D=e=nn=-ic:.s~Mcc.-G=-i-"n"-goC.·I-cd-----_-+f-_-_-_-_=_0=-'c.-=7~~~:=T~e=-=-I=c.:.o=-m=~s=. M~~S=. C~=O::.be=-=_"'I=1 r=e=a~b=o=v=e=. =========._-.-.. -._-.=====:::..-__ ~-=-.. 
12/18/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ___ _+----:::2~0;--_+:;.Te=cl.:.co=m.c:s=.-;.P-ce::.re::;g'-.:0:!.y..:.r.:.e.;:.a=b.:.ov::..:e:..:..-__ . _____ . __ ._.. _ .. ___ ._ ._. _ .... _ . ______ 1 

r-c-12;;-lco1-;o8/o;1-:;9-;o9-;o8_+--;:Dc;M-;G:::-tD-e-nn~i-s-:M-:.-;G~i-n~g0-cI-;d __ . _____ t--_"'O-;;.4c----t:;:T.e_;-lc_o_m_s-;. _H_a-,rp-;-er: re above. .._ .. _____ ._. __ . 
12/18/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingo.l",d ______ t--_.~:2 Telcoms foundation counsel re Irtigation funding. . ... _______ ._ ._. _______ _ 

r-~12=_lcc1_:8/~1_=_9_=_9_:8_+--=D-=M'c-G:'--+:::D,c.e....,.nnis M. Gingol_d ___ ... 6.0 Work on opp to motion for reconsideration. ._._. _____ ._.. ____ _ 
12/18/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.9 Confce Bicks re contempt hearing, telcon Gingold r3e same and re judge's order, reviewed order 

12/19/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.0 Review witnesses, docs, proofs, order of proof. 
Review docs re exhibits. 

- .-----_ .. -
12/20/1998 DMG Dennis M. GingolcJ. _________ r-_2~ 

12/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 
-,;-c=--;-c-----;---:--c--;------c-: -- - -- -

Telcoms. Quinault TB and her counsel re tribal appropriation o! 1I~c:orcl~___ _ 

~-=-=12c-:/=_21:c/~19::c9:_::8c_4---:DD:-:MM~G"'G-+~D-en-n~is-:-:M~. ",Gc-in""g",:oI9 0.4 
1--1...:2=-/2::.1,-/.:,.19:.c9:.:8c_4--=~-=-+:::D=-en-cn,-is::...:c,Mc..' CCG . .:.in",g",old 0.8 
1--...:12::./::.21.c./..:.19=-9:..:8'--j--:~=-~~~_+=-D=-en.:.:n.c.is=-c:.M::.. -=G.c.in",g",o=ld . ___ . 0.1 

~-;c12:;-;/:;c21:c1-:19;o;9:co8c_4--;Dco;M=G--t;:::D-ennis M. Gingold .. ~:~ 
f-~12;;:/",2~1/c.;1c09-:c9-:c8-+--c:~::o_£D.:.e:..::nn:..::i.:.s~M:o:.-:G~i.:.:n".g0=cI . .:;d.-__ . Telcoms. Pollner re same; expert issues. 

12/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcoms. Peregoy re above. 

Conference call Quinault TB and Pollner re same. 
---- .---- .- ..... -

Review docs re e",x,-h_ib",it:c-s,-. --cc-~--:c-----.-- .. __ . ______ ._ ... __ ._ .... _____ -1 
Telcom. EchOhawk re litigation funding. . _________ . 
Telcoms. Rempel re production; database; exhibits. 

.- .. _.----_.--1 

-·----1 

1-_.,.12=_lc=2.,.1/~1~9~9-=-8_+__:cD",M,-G:::_~D-e-nn~i-s7M-:-.~G=_i-n~go~1_cd.-----. .._-::0_.2;----t-::cTelcoms. Harper ere same. 
~c..12=_1_=2c..1/...:1~9_=_9=_8_+__:cD"'M'-Go:-+:::D-en-n_';i-s7M_:'.~G=_i...:n"'g0'cI_cd.____ .. _.-::-O-;.4_--tc::Pcr_e;-,p_a_re-,-::m::::e,-m_o_to._f_il_e_re~w~it...:n..ces,-se,:e:.:s_. -c--c------.--. 
1--.,.12=_1_=271/...:1~9..c98-,--+-.:.DccM,-G-=-+:::D..cenccn~i..cs~M",.-G=_i'cn",go,-1.d-c ____ -+-_.0.1 Telcom. TB re scope of class; case s_t_a_tu_s_. _____ _ 
r-.:,.12=:/-=2::::2/c,:1..c9..c9.:..8_+--=D:..:.M:cG-=--ED.:.e:.:.nnc.:.:is M. Gingold 2.1 Review DOJ filing. 

12/22/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Eschen re production. 
f--,~~~;--.t~~;--.t.;::;.:c.:.c.:.:~~c=c';- .. __ :.c..:. __ -+==c..:.:.::::..::.:.c...c=-cc...::...-.:.:..:..::..::.:.:.:.:c __ --.---------
f-~12;;:/"'2~2/c.;1co9-:c9::_8-+--c:D"'M::-G::o_£D.:.e:..::nn:..::i.:.s~M:o:.-;G~i.:.:n".g0=cI.:;d ________ .. 1.6 Telcoms. Holt re.:.a.:.b.:.ov::..:e:..:.. ____ _ 

-. .--

- .. ~--

_._-_.-

._---r--:12;c/:::2:;c2/o;1-:;9-;o9:;c8_+--;:Dc;M-;G:::-tDe-~."i.s M. GingolcJ._____ 1.6 Telcoms. Peregoy re same. 
12/22/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Review transcripts; responses. __ . ____ . __ 

·--:1C:2:::/2::2:-:/-:C19:-:9:-:8;--~D=MC::Go-r.D::-e-n-nC"is""CM:-:-C. -::Gc-in~g'-ocl·d-;-----··- -~ 0.3 Telcoms. Poller re expert issues; production; stat sampling issues. 

1--_12=_1_=2=-2/.,...1..c9",9.:..8_+--=DccM,-G~~D..cen-n~i-s'cM~c..' ~ingold-:-·------1---0.6 Telcoms. Harper re above. 

1_.:,.12=:/_=2=-2/c,:1.:.9.:.9.:..8.-+--=D~M:cG':""-ED.:.e:.:.nn~isc.fII1:...GingolcJ.---. __ . 0.1 Telcom. McCarthy re class communica~t,i-,o...:n..cs.,=_~ __ _ 
12/22/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.1 Review govt's new filing re privilege, telcons Gingold re samE!, reviewing transcript of Dec 15 

hearing, voicemail Gingold re same 
~-c--:cc-=-"-:- --. -----+-----;~-cc~:"-

r-c-12;:-/;::2-;:-3/",1-::979-;o8_+--;:D",M-;G:::-+.Dennis M. Gingold .. _. 0.8 Telcoms. Peregoy re above. 
12/23/1998 DMG Dennis ryt-,-~golcJ._____ 0.1 Telcom. Christie re 5NP collection instructions. 

~"'12~/C=2-=-3/"'1-=9-=9-=8-+~DccM~G:::-~D-en-n"'"i-so M. Gingold ._. r--. 0.4 .. Telcom. Babby re above. _ ... _. _____ . _.. ~=-. 
1--c..12=:/-=2.::3/...:1..c9c.9.:..8_+--=D:..:.M:cG-=--ED..cen:.:.n...:i..csc...:.M Gingold 6.0 Review 5NP production. _.__ ._.'. _____ -1 

12/28/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re STR unwillingness to_cert.i!Y..9.uarterly .r.eports._. _ _ _ _ ___ -1 

~~9.:..:.98~ .. +_-=D:..:.M:.:.G=--ED.:.en...:n.:.:i.:..s...:Mc.:._:G=.:i,-,ng,,-0=.:ld_ .. --- ~: 1 Telcom. Cook re production. _.. ._._._. _. . _ ... __ ~ 
12/28/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Holt re above. 
12/28/1998 DMG Dennis!'-1: Gingold -·02~Te~rego'::yC-re:C:':s:":'am-e-. ------._-_-_-_-_-_-_=--_-_-_--_ -= __ 

- --------I 

.~----I 

. ... - --------I 

12/28/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Conference call Cook, judicial clerk re certain issues. 
12/28/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 0,3_.. Telcons Gingold re planning confce call with DOJ, chambers _ .. _. _ __ . _. ._ .. __ _ 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 1.3 Conference call DOJ re production issues. .._ .. _______ . _____ _ 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Christie re defs' instructions to ignore court order re Gollection of 5NP production. 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold .--. 0.5 Telcoms. Brooks re collection, production issues. - ===.::::-:.=::----------. 

~(29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingo!~._ .. ~~ ~~ .... ~Icom. Thompson re same; accounting issue. . .. _ ._._._. _______ . __ ... __ _ 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold .. _. . 1.4 Telcoms. Peregoy re above. ____ -------.-1 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold._ 0.7 Telcoms. Weiner re Brooks, Cook issues. . . _____ ~_ 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis_ M. GingolcJ.. ______ .. 0.7 Telcoms. Holt re above. . ____________ .. _ .. _. _________ 1 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ________ ~__ Review 5NP docs. .. __ . _____ . ___ ._. __ _ .. _._ 
12/29/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt ._ _ 0.9 Confce call DOJ, Gingold re contempt hearing with prep and. follli)w..u.p ____________ _ 
12/30/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Weiner re production. __ ._ ....... ___ . ___ -1 

12/30/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Babby re same. ___ 

~ ~;~~;~ ::: ~~~ ~:~~::~. ~:~~~:~ r--' ~.~ ~~~~:;~~~ c:~~ollner, Rempel re same; data~as~ ____ .. = _=~::::=~=~------
... _-

12/31/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold __ ... 0.1 Telcom. Shuey, DOJ, re production. __ ... ________ _ 
12/31/1998 DMG Denr1~M. Gingold ___ . .. 0.1 Telcom. EchOhawk re litigation funding. - .. ------~c_4 
12/31/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Conference call Babby, Harper re 001 rejection of GSA space for IIf.i records storage; no records 

management report for 12/21/98; above. 
··---0.3--'Teicom. Weiner re same. .------.----

o 1 - 'TeTcom. Holt re above. . .. ---------
--_._----_.-

Telcoms. Peregoy'-.:,.re::..:,a.:..bo"'v:..:e:..:.. ________________ _ 
Telcoms. Babby re same. 

. _.-.. _--._----1 
12/31/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
12/31/1998 DM-=G:-+-=D-'Cen..:.n'-is'-Mc=-. G=-i-"n"-go=-Cld-:--

-- .. _ .. ----- -_ .... _-
._ .. __ .. _--------1 

12/31/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.4 
f--1,.;2"'/3:O'1;.:;/:c19O-;9O::8:--+--';D~M':G::O-+D;;.e.::n.c.n:.cis::..M::::-. ..::::GC'-in"'g.:.o;.cld------ ~·0.2 ---------1 

Telcom. TB re scope of class; case status. ~1:c2~/3;c1~/~19:_:9~8__1-~D:_:M_=G~+D~e-n-n~is-M:_:_c.-::G.,...in~g_;_0Id~ _______ --1 __ ~0~.1 
_.1-:;2./~3:_:1.,./1:_:9:_:9c:8--1__CD:cM=G:__r.:D:-e-n-n-;-is-cM:-;-. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Christie re 001 instructions per court orde,rs_. __________ ... __ _ 

~-12.,...lcc3.,...1/_=1_=9_=98-+-CCDccM'-G:::_~D-en-n.,...i-s-;-Mc_ . .,...Gcci-ng"-0.,...1.d" ____ .. _ r--_..i~_~.-v-ie-w-5-N~-d-o-c~------ .... -------. _ _ . __ . ________ _ 
_ c..1/...:1~/1:..:9:.:9...:9-+-:D=.:M~G__1_=D...:e-"n'cn-'is-=M.c..c..G=-in"'g.::..0Id 0.1 __ ~Icom. Peregoy re all issues. ._ .. _.. ._._ . ___ . ___ . ___ . .._ 

1 __ 1;.:;/::_2/c.;1c09-:c9::_9-+-.c;:D",M::-G;;.-£D..:.en..:.n..:.i.:..s-'cM.:;. .. -;GOCi:..:ng"-0=cI.d~ 0.2 ~Icoms. Shuey re DOJ issues. _.... . __ ._ . ______ . __ . __ . 
1/2/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _. 0.8 Telcoms. Peregoy re above. _____ . ___ ._ .. __ . ___ ... _ 
1/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold - 4.5 Meet at NARF re all issues, e.g., defs' doc production. 

r----,·/:-:4.,./1c::9c:9:::9-+--:D::M=G--t-::Dc-e-n-ni~s-=M. Gingold 0.3._ ·-freicoms. Bardnell re PwC scheduling. 

.-.--

1--_1=-/4..:.1..c19.:..9:.c9:.....+-...:D=.:Mc:.G-=-+D=-en..:.n .... isc....cM.:... ccG..:.in",g=old 0.2 Review LR 108; R6 re filing as of 12/30/98. 

~-1:-/"'4/..-:1-=9:::9:o9-+--=D:-:M-;G:::-~D-en-n.,...i-s-;-M-:-.-;G:ci-n=.go-;l-c-d .. 0.2 Telc()ms. Shuey re paragraph 19 production. . _ . ___ . ._. .. ______ -1 
~-1:_/:-;4/~1-::9~9.9:-+--::D:-::M~G=-~D-en-n.,...i-s7M.._.~G:ci-n"-g0_cld 0.3 TelC()ms Ejrooks re same. .._ .. ___ . ____ ~._ 
1--_1_lcc4/c,:1...:9..c9.:.9-+-.:.DccM:.:.Go:-+:::D..cen...:n-.i..cs-;-M", . .,...Gc-:i'cng,,-0,-I...,d .. _. __ . ____ r-- 0.5 __ ~Icoms Rempel re same, e.g., defs' representati0rl that all El0 docs have been~..'1i:... ___ . ____ . 

1/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Polner and Rempel re same. 

-- ·--·------1 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
12/18/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Memo to Holt re-a-:-b-ov-e-.---------.---.-------... -

r-~12~/~178/~1~9~978-+~D~M~G=-~D-e-nn~i~s~M7.~G~i~n~go-l~d-----~-0~.~5--+T~e~l~co-m-s~.H~o~l~t-re-sa-m-e.----------.-------.. --------.--

~==12;1=1~8/=1=9=9~8=~=~D~M~G~=~~D=e=nn=-ic:.s~Mcc.-G=-i-"n"-goC.·I-cd-----_-+f-_-_-_-_=_0=-'c.-=7~~~:=T~e=-=-I=c.:.o=-m=~s=. M~~S=. C~=O::.be=-=_"'I=1 r=e=a~b=o=v=e=. =========._-.-.. -._-.=====:::..-__ ~-=-.. 
12/18/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ___ _+----:::2~0;--_+:;.Te=cl.:.co=m.c:s=.-;.P-ce::.re::;g'-.:0:!.y..:.r.:.e.;:.a=b.:.ov::..:e:..:..-__ . _____ . __ ._.. _ .. ___ ._ ._. _ .... _ . ______ 1 

r-c-12;;-lco1-;o8/o;1-:;9-;o9-;o8_+--;:Dc;M-;G:::-tD-e-nn~i-s-:M-:.-;G~i-n~g0-cI-;d __ . _____ t--_"'O-;;.4c----t:;:T.e_;-lc_o_m_s-;. _H_a-,rp-;-er: re above. .._ .. _____ ._. __ . 
12/18/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingo.l",d ______ t--_.~:2 Telcoms foundation counsel re Irtigation funding. . ... _______ ._ ._. _______ _ 

r-~12=_lcc1_:8/~1_=_9_=_9_:8_+--=D-=M'c-G:'--+:::D,c.e....,.nnis M. Gingol_d ___ ... 6.0 Work on opp to motion for reconsideration. ._._. _____ ._.. ____ _ 
12/18/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.9 Confce Bicks re contempt hearing, telcon Gingold r3e same and re judge's order, reviewed order 

12/19/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.0 Review witnesses, docs, proofs, order of proof. 
Review docs re exhibits. 

- .-----_ .. -
12/20/1998 DMG Dennis M. GingolcJ. _________ r-_2~ 

12/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 
-,;-c=--;-c-----;---:--c--;------c-: -- - -- -

Telcoms. Quinault TB and her counsel re tribal appropriation o! 1I~c:orcl~___ _ 

~-=-=12c-:/=_21:c/~19::c9:_::8c_4---:DD:-:MM~G"'G-+~D-en-n~is-:-:M~. ",Gc-in""g",:oI9 0.4 
1--1...:2=-/2::.1,-/.:,.19:.c9:.:8c_4--=~-=-+:::D=-en-cn,-is::...:c,Mc..' CCG . .:.in",g",old 0.8 
1--...:12::./::.21.c./..:.19=-9:..:8'--j--:~=-~~~_+=-D=-en.:.:n.c.is=-c:.M::.. -=G.c.in",g",o=ld . ___ . 0.1 

~-;c12:;-;/:;c21:c1-:19;o;9:co8c_4--;Dco;M=G--t;:::D-ennis M. Gingold .. ~:~ 
f-~12;;:/",2~1/c.;1c09-:c9-:c8-+--c:~::o_£D.:.e:..::nn:..::i.:.s~M:o:.-:G~i.:.:n".g0=cI . .:;d.-__ . Telcoms. Pollner re same; expert issues. 

12/21/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcoms. Peregoy re above. 

Conference call Quinault TB and Pollner re same. 
---- .---- .- ..... -

Review docs re e",x,-h_ib",it:c-s,-. --cc-~--:c-----.-- .. __ . ______ ._ ... __ ._ .... _____ -1 
Telcom. EchOhawk re litigation funding. . _________ . 
Telcoms. Rempel re production; database; exhibits. 

.- .. _.----_.--1 

-·----1 

1-_.,.12=_lc=2.,.1/~1~9~9-=-8_+__:cD",M,-G:::_~D-e-nn~i-s7M-:-.~G=_i-n~go~1_cd.-----. .._-::0_.2;----t-::cTelcoms. Harper ere same. 
~c..12=_1_=2c..1/...:1~9_=_9=_8_+__:cD"'M'-Go:-+:::D-en-n_';i-s7M_:'.~G=_i...:n"'g0'cI_cd.____ .. _.-::-O-;.4_--tc::Pcr_e;-,p_a_re-,-::m::::e,-m_o_to._f_il_e_re~w~it...:n..ces,-se,:e:.:s_. -c--c------.--. 
1--.,.12=_1_=271/...:1~9..c98-,--+-.:.DccM,-G-=-+:::D..cenccn~i..cs~M",.-G=_i'cn",go,-1.d-c ____ -+-_.0.1 Telcom. TB re scope of class; case s_t_a_tu_s_. _____ _ 
r-.:,.12=:/-=2::::2/c,:1..c9..c9.:..8_+--=D:..:.M:cG-=--ED.:.e:.:.nnc.:.:is M. Gingold 2.1 Review DOJ filing. 

12/22/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Eschen re production. 
f--,~~~;--.t~~;--.t.;::;.:c.:.c.:.:~~c=c';- .. __ :.c..:. __ -+==c..:.:.::::..::.:.c...c=-cc...::...-.:.:..:..::..::.:.:.:.:c __ --.---------
f-~12;;:/"'2~2/c.;1co9-:c9::_8-+--c:D"'M::-G::o_£D.:.e:..::nn:..::i.:.s~M:o:.-;G~i.:.:n".g0=cI.:;d ________ .. 1.6 Telcoms. Holt re.:.a.:.b.:.ov::..:e:..:.. ____ _ 

-. .--

- .. ~--

_._-_.-

._---r--:12;c/:::2:;c2/o;1-:;9-;o9:;c8_+--;:Dc;M-;G:::-tDe-~."i.s M. GingolcJ._____ 1.6 Telcoms. Peregoy re same. 
12/22/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Review transcripts; responses. __ . ____ . __ 

·--:1C:2:::/2::2:-:/-:C19:-:9:-:8;--~D=MC::Go-r.D::-e-n-nC"is""CM:-:-C. -::Gc-in~g'-ocl·d-;-----··- -~ 0.3 Telcoms. Poller re expert issues; production; stat sampling issues. 

1--_12=_1_=2=-2/.,...1..c9",9.:..8_+--=DccM,-G~~D..cen-n~i-s'cM~c..' ~ingold-:-·------1---0.6 Telcoms. Harper re above. 

1_.:,.12=:/_=2=-2/c,:1.:.9.:.9.:..8.-+--=D~M:cG':""-ED.:.e:.:.nn~isc.fII1:...GingolcJ.---. __ . 0.1 Telcom. McCarthy re class communica~t,i-,o...:n..cs.,=_~ __ _ 
12/22/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.1 Review govt's new filing re privilege, telcons Gingold re samE!, reviewing transcript of Dec 15 

hearing, voicemail Gingold re same 
~-c--:cc-=-"-:- --. -----+-----;~-cc~:"-

r-c-12;:-/;::2-;:-3/",1-::979-;o8_+--;:D",M-;G:::-+.Dennis M. Gingold .. _. 0.8 Telcoms. Peregoy re above. 
12/23/1998 DMG Dennis ryt-,-~golcJ._____ 0.1 Telcom. Christie re 5NP collection instructions. 

~"'12~/C=2-=-3/"'1-=9-=9-=8-+~DccM~G:::-~D-en-n"'"i-so M. Gingold ._. r--. 0.4 .. Telcom. Babby re above. _ ... _. _____ . _.. ~=-. 
1--c..12=:/-=2.::3/...:1..c9c.9.:..8_+--=D:..:.M:cG-=--ED..cen:.:.n...:i..csc...:.M Gingold 6.0 Review 5NP production. _.__ ._.'. _____ -1 

12/28/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re STR unwillingness to_cert.i!Y..9.uarterly .r.eports._. _ _ _ _ ___ -1 

~~9.:..:.98~ .. +_-=D:..:.M:.:.G=--ED.:.en...:n.:.:i.:..s...:Mc.:._:G=.:i,-,ng,,-0=.:ld_ .. --- ~: 1 Telcom. Cook re production. _.. ._._._. _. . _ ... __ ~ 
12/28/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Holt re above. 
12/28/1998 DMG Dennis!'-1: Gingold -·02~Te~rego'::yC-re:C:':s:":'am-e-. ------._-_-_-_-_-_-_=--_-_-_--_ -= __ 

- --------I 

.~----I 

. ... - --------I 

12/28/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Conference call Cook, judicial clerk re certain issues. 
12/28/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt 0,3_.. Telcons Gingold re planning confce call with DOJ, chambers _ .. _. _ __ . _. ._ .. __ _ 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 1.3 Conference call DOJ re production issues. .._ .. _______ . _____ _ 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Christie re defs' instructions to ignore court order re Gollection of 5NP production. 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold .--. 0.5 Telcoms. Brooks re collection, production issues. - ===.::::-:.=::----------. 

~(29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingo!~._ .. ~~ ~~ .... ~Icom. Thompson re same; accounting issue. . .. _ ._._._. _______ . __ ... __ _ 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold .. _. . 1.4 Telcoms. Peregoy re above. ____ -------.-1 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold._ 0.7 Telcoms. Weiner re Brooks, Cook issues. . . _____ ~_ 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis_ M. GingolcJ.. ______ .. 0.7 Telcoms. Holt re above. . ____________ .. _ .. _. _________ 1 
12/29/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ________ ~__ Review 5NP docs. .. __ . _____ . ___ ._. __ _ .. _._ 
12/29/1998 TH Thaddeus Holt ._ _ 0.9 Confce call DOJ, Gingold re contempt hearing with prep and. follli)w..u.p ____________ _ 
12/30/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Weiner re production. __ ._ ....... ___ . ___ -1 

12/30/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Babby re same. ___ 

~ ~;~~;~ ::: ~~~ ~:~~::~. ~:~~~:~ r--' ~.~ ~~~~:;~~~ c:~~ollner, Rempel re same; data~as~ ____ .. = _=~::::=~=~------
... _-

12/31/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold __ ... 0.1 Telcom. Shuey, DOJ, re production. __ ... ________ _ 
12/31/1998 DMG Denr1~M. Gingold ___ . .. 0.1 Telcom. EchOhawk re litigation funding. - .. ------~c_4 
12/31/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Conference call Babby, Harper re 001 rejection of GSA space for IIf.i records storage; no records 

management report for 12/21/98; above. 
··---0.3--'Teicom. Weiner re same. .------.----

o 1 - 'TeTcom. Holt re above. . .. ---------
--_._----_.-

Telcoms. Peregoy'-.:,.re::..:,a.:..bo"'v:..:e:..:.. ________________ _ 
Telcoms. Babby re same. 

. _.-.. _--._----1 
12/31/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
12/31/1998 DM-=G:-+-=D-'Cen..:.n'-is'-Mc=-. G=-i-"n"-go=-Cld-:--

-- .. _ .. ----- -_ .... _-
._ .. __ .. _--------1 

12/31/1998 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.4 
f--1,.;2"'/3:O'1;.:;/:c19O-;9O::8:--+--';D~M':G::O-+D;;.e.::n.c.n:.cis::..M::::-. ..::::GC'-in"'g.:.o;.cld------ ~·0.2 ---------1 

Telcom. TB re scope of class; case status. ~1:c2~/3;c1~/~19:_:9~8__1-~D:_:M_=G~+D~e-n-n~is-M:_:_c.-::G.,...in~g_;_0Id~ _______ --1 __ ~0~.1 
_.1-:;2./~3:_:1.,./1:_:9:_:9c:8--1__CD:cM=G:__r.:D:-e-n-n-;-is-cM:-;-. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Christie re 001 instructions per court orde,rs_. __________ ... __ _ 

~-12.,...lcc3.,...1/_=1_=9_=98-+-CCDccM'-G:::_~D-en-n.,...i-s-;-Mc_ . .,...Gcci-ng"-0.,...1.d" ____ .. _ r--_..i~_~.-v-ie-w-5-N~-d-o-c~------ .... -------. _ _ . __ . ________ _ 
_ c..1/...:1~/1:..:9:.:9...:9-+-:D=.:M~G__1_=D...:e-"n'cn-'is-=M.c..c..G=-in"'g.::..0Id 0.1 __ ~Icom. Peregoy re all issues. ._ .. _.. ._._ . ___ . ___ . ___ . .._ 

1 __ 1;.:;/::_2/c.;1c09-:c9::_9-+-.c;:D",M::-G;;.-£D..:.en..:.n..:.i.:..s-'cM.:;. .. -;GOCi:..:ng"-0=cI.d~ 0.2 ~Icoms. Shuey re DOJ issues. _.... . __ ._ . ______ . __ . __ . 
1/2/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _. 0.8 Telcoms. Peregoy re above. _____ . ___ ._ .. __ . ___ ... _ 
1/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold - 4.5 Meet at NARF re all issues, e.g., defs' doc production. 

r----,·/:-:4.,./1c::9c:9:::9-+--:D::M=G--t-::Dc-e-n-ni~s-=M. Gingold 0.3._ ·-freicoms. Bardnell re PwC scheduling. 

.-.--

1--_1=-/4..:.1..c19.:..9:.c9:.....+-...:D=.:Mc:.G-=-+D=-en..:.n .... isc....cM.:... ccG..:.in",g=old 0.2 Review LR 108; R6 re filing as of 12/30/98. 

~-1:-/"'4/..-:1-=9:::9:o9-+--=D:-:M-;G:::-~D-en-n.,...i-s-;-M-:-.-;G:ci-n=.go-;l-c-d .. 0.2 Telc()ms. Shuey re paragraph 19 production. . _ . ___ . ._. .. ______ -1 
~-1:_/:-;4/~1-::9~9.9:-+--::D:-::M~G=-~D-en-n.,...i-s7M.._.~G:ci-n"-g0_cld 0.3 TelC()ms Ejrooks re same. .._ .. ___ . ____ ~._ 
1--_1_lcc4/c,:1...:9..c9.:.9-+-.:.DccM:.:.Go:-+:::D..cen...:n-.i..cs-;-M", . .,...Gc-:i'cng,,-0,-I...,d .. _. __ . ____ r-- 0.5 __ ~Icoms Rempel re same, e.g., defs' representati0rl that all El0 docs have been~..'1i:... ___ . ____ . 

1/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Polner and Rempel re same. 

-- ·--·------1 

76 of 1206 



Date Initials 
1/4/1999 DMG 

1---:c,::::-=-;::--+~~::;::t:N:.:a"m::e=--07--:;::__-c:c_----+--'Hc:.;c0.;;u:.:rs=-_+=D=-cec=s:=c"'ri:!:p:.:tic=0.:.:";:---,--------------------.--- ... ----____ -j 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Ho~ re above. 

1/4/1999 DMG 
1/4/1999 DMG 
1/4/1999 DMG 
1/4/1999 DMG 
1/4/1999 DMG 
11411999 DMG 
1/5/1999 DMG 
1/5/1999 DMG 
1/5/1999 DMG 
11511999 DMG 
1/5/1999 DMG 
11511999 DMG 

-------- -

1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 

f--C-~~-::-_+-=~=-+=D-e'-.nn--:i-s-:M-:-.--:G::ci~n,,"go--:l:-:d-----f_---0=-.-=-6 --1l:elcoms. Babby re same. ~ _______ ~ ____ ~ ________ j 
f---'C~=-,-_+-==~+=_D-=-en",n-'ci-=-s-=-Mc:.-G::ci,-,n",go=-l-=-d-------+- ~~ +~elcom. Weiner~~ame. ___ ~ ___ .. ________ ~ _____ ~ _________ I 

I----"-"--'=-'-_+--.:=~+=_~-=-:"'~~-=-:-=-:-=-~::::--'~=-:,,~~~~=-:=~---------f---f_- ~ ~:~~:::~s:a~~:~~~ ~:~:me ~------~---- -~- ---- - - ------------

~:~~:: ~ ~:~~~:~-~~~ ~~-~~~~;~:~~~;~~~hnoI09~lnterna~:ntr~~;~ect __ ==== 
~~~~j'~ijj~~~:~j~i~~~~D~e~n'-'n-=-~i-=-s~M~'-.--'Gtc:-i"n;g-=-o-:-Ic=dc~~~~~~~-~~-+-~ 60 Review 4-5 boxes of docs dealing with HLlP, BIA cleanup effort 

Dennis M~ Gingold --20 Begin review of Griffin work papers ---- - - - - --
--'~==-=----j-=,-",-~-t=--=~~-="-=""----~----f--- -- ----------------- ---------

I--====---_l--==-=--t~"':"'~,,~=::..c~~: ~=:~'-"~=~=:~'_ ____ +I--__ ____=_~-='_~~ if:::~s~:~~eyg~: ;:~:ove - ---------== _____ _______ -j 
De_nilis M. <3ingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re Ms. CobeWs deposition. 

Dennis M. Gingold ~.O In court, show cause hearing. --------------------------__1 
Dennis M. Gingold 3~0-- Prepare for same:-~------------

Dennis M. Gingold ~o-- Review/revise motiOn-to compel, e.g.,-eases regarding production for contempt proceedings; docs 

1/6/1999 DMG Dennl
's M~ ~ +----- icjentified for pro'!.':'ction for more th_arl a year~ ______________ ~ ________ _ 

~ Gingold 1.0 Telcoms. Peregoy re above. 
~-

1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 

Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Holt re above. 

1--====---_l--===+OD:.:e",n .. n:=is..cM ... ",G=in",g-=-o:=:..:ld ____ ~-=~o 1 'felcom I"_ollner re same. ~~==---=========-== ________ -j 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 __ t~onf~ence call~IlbLPeregoy r~me. --------~-~----------.------l 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms~ Bardnell re same. 

1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 TH 

1/7/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 DMG 
11711999 DMG 
117/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 TH 
1/7/1999 TH 

1/8/1999 DMG 

1/8/1999 DMG 
1/8/1999 DMG 
1/8/1999 DMG 
1/8/1999 DMG 
1/8/1999 DMG 
1/8/1999 DMG 
1/8/1999 DMG 
1/9/1999 DMG 
1/9/1999 DMG 
1/9/1999 DMG 
1/9/1999 DMG 

1/10/1999 DMG 
1/10/1999 DMG 
1/10/1999 DMG 
1/10/1999 DMG 
1/11/1999 DMG 
1/11/1999 DMG 

1--====____l--==-=--tD-=e~n'-'n-'is--:M'-'.'-G~in'-"g=0"ld--------0-.3--~elC?-m_~_B_a_b_byr-~~me-_--_-_-_-~_-_-_-_-_-__ _=_-_-_-_-=~~===-~~-----~-------~~------l 
Dennis M. Gingold ~ ___ ~~d,,'com~ Wiener~c:ontempt proceedil1ll, _________ . _______________ -\ 

Dennis M. Gingold ----f- ~~ d"lcom. Ms. Cob~1 re same. ___________ . ----~~-~c-~-----,~-c,--.cc:---__I 
Thaddeus Holt 7 =iTO from Wash, attend pretrial re contempt hearing on five named plaintiffs production, with prep 

1--:-==~_t---c=_=_+.:c___:___:_7__:cc___occ_-- t -- and followup ~~u,-~ourt time -- - ------ - --- --
1--=='-=-==_t--=~_=_tDc:e'-'n'-'nlc_·s--:M-:.-G~ln."g-=-o~ld,c--- _6_1_ Revlew--" new boxes of docs ________ _ _ __ _ __ ---------l 

Dennis M. Gingold 3 2 jelCOmS Peregoy re recent doc production --------------------1 
Dennis M. Gingold _ 0 3_ ~onference c:<l"-~'I1~el, Forh~z, Kawh~a re produ~ _ __ __~ ___ ~ ____ __I 

1--=~==____t--==_=__tD-=e"n-'n"is.--:M"'~'-G~ln"'g-=-ocld=-- __ _~ _ Tei<:9m Babby_~~ame _____________________ _ 
1--=~==____l--==_=__tD-=e"n .. n:.::isc:M ... '--G='n'-"g-=-o=ld'--- 0 6 D!!coms Holt~ sam~,_contem~t proc~~~~ ________ _ 

Dennis M. Gingold tl 2 ~~Icoms Ms Cobell re above _____ -\ 
Dennis M. Gingold __ ~ _ ~Icoms Patriarca member of STR~dvlsory board ~(;~lnterllf'ter."c"edln!L ________ _ 
Dennis M. Gingold ~l __ ~~lc~CJi!ner rElP--,-odLJctlon ________ ____ _ ___________ _ 
Dennis M. Gingold 0 6 ~Icoms Bardnell re same ______________ ~ 

~===:~~~~==~==~:==~~T~h=ad=d=e=u=s=H=O=I~t ====--__ - --=- .~ - 3 __ h~search foi:rep~~protectlve~rder on-.!.()undatlon~~c -= ----------~-_c_c~--I 
Thaddeus Holt I 0.5 I;elcons Gingold re Homan resignation resulting from reorganization over five named plaintiffs 

--~~~,-+~~,---1-=D=--e-n-n.,-is--:M-,-. G=c-in-g-oc-Id=--- ----t5~0 -l~~~:E~: hearl~~ Miller :::ort re ~ST in oper:tion; retal~:tlon; re~:~se t: govem-m-e-n-t-fj-lin-g-;--l 

Dennis M. Gingold t--()A __ hT~lcoms E~chen~-2~Clduction,. __________ . ___ ~_ .. _. ___ ~_. __ ~ __ 
Dennis M. Gingold +--_!2 __ f;r~'~oms. Pereg0l'!,,-~a~ _____ .___ _ __ _ 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 ,Telcoms. Babby re same. ____ -I 

1--=:.:c:-==---_t--==_=__tD-=e"n .. "'=:c·s . .:,M".'--G=in"'g-=-ol"d------+----0.9 _ ~Icoms. Remp~_1 re same.-- --.. -~- ==== -~-----'------l 
1--====---_+--==_=__+=D",e.:.:n.:.:n·:.::lsc:M ... ,--G::.·",In",g-=-o:.::ld,-- ___ +-__ ~2 __ iT_elcoms. Bardnel!,:".same . ___________ . ____ ~ ~ ~ _______________ ---j 

1----"==: _ _+--==-""+oD"'e"n .. nl:=·s-:,M"'."'G=in"'g-=-o:=ld'-- . ____ . 0.3 'Telcoms. rv1gc Collfl~e above .. ~ ____________ ~ _______ ~ ______ ~ ______ _I 

f--:-~~~_t_c~:::c_+.:D-e-n-ni:--s--:M7.--=G=':--·n"'g-01:-cdc_- 0.1 Telcom. Holt re same _______ ~. _________________ -+ 
1--=-=c:-=~_+--==_=___tD-:,e"n.:.:ni.:.:s--:M"'.'-G::."'·ln"'g-=-o,ldc------ __ 9_0 __ ~-"p-'a."-re'-"'fo.:.:r-=c-"ocn=t=e,cmC'P=-ct-"tr-'-'a.:.:I'-----------______ . ______ ~ __ 

Dennis M. Gingold O.~ ITelcoms Rempel re same 

Dennis M. Gingold ~ O~Telcoms Peregoy re same 
Dennis M. Gingold -- - 01 ITelcom Ms Cobell re same 

I-~~~~--- -~ ------- --------------
1-__ ~=_=c=_=___+-=~c:_+=D-en-n--=i-s-:M-:-.--:G::ci-ng""o.c,l-,d.--- __ ~ Prepare for contempt tnal ____________ ------------__1 

1-_-".=_=c-=:_=.__t--==_=__tD-=e"n.:.:"'c_·s-:M ... ,-G~in",g-=-o.:.:ld-- __ _~_ Telcoms Peregoy re san:e, reply brlef ___________________ ~ 
Dennis M. Gingold I 0.1 'Telcom. Holt re same. 
Dennis M. Gingold f- 0:1- Telcom. Ms. Cobell re same. ~.---------.~ -.- --~ - ------. 

I--=--=-==:-=.--t-==-=--t~-=:"~ .. ~:=:c:-:,~".'-~~:~"'~-=-~I:.::I~·-----=~l[_- :~:n=~::rial- --. ~~~._. ___ ~ _______ ~= _ ~ ------------1 

1/11/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Peregoy re same. 
1/1111999 DMG 
1/11/1999 TH 
1/12/1999 DMG 
1/12/1999 DMG 
1/12/1999 DMG 
1/12/1999 DMG 
1/12/1999 DMG 
1/12/1999 DMG 

~ 1/12/1999 TH 
1/12/1999 TH 
1/13/1999 DMG 
1/13/1999 DMG 
1/13/1999 DMG 

-~ . 
DMG 1/13/1999 

1/13/1999 DMG 
1/13/1999 DMG 

Dennis M. Gingold ~ ----,-- -6-.1-- Telcom. Bardnell re same ~-----.---- .----.~ ---- -----=~------------l 

1--=--=-'-"-=:_=.__t~~_=_+.:T"h::.ad=-d=-e'-:u7sc:HOc0.:.:lt=--,-;---.. --==f-- 0 7 _ ~cons Gingold, Harper, Pe~egoy re hearing on contempt, rep!~re proIe~v::.e_=o~rd=-:e .. r _______ -j 

I--=--=-===-_+--==_=__+=~"':,,~.:.:~::.:::-:,~"'.'-~::.:::,,~"'~-=-~:.::II~------ :=J~ ~~~~:~ ~~n~~~:&~=,al ====-=-=-__ =_= ~~--------~--------l 
Dennis M. Gingold 04 Telcom Holt re same ________ _ 
Dennis M. Gingold -05- - COI1terence callHarper, Peregoy, Babby re sa-;:;;-e---- -- - ---------l 

----~--------~---.~--------~----- ,.._- ---- -"- - -
1-_~~-=:_=.__t-=~_=__tD-=e.:.:n.:.:ni:--s--:M-:.-G::c':--·n."g-=-olc-cd-_____ +- ()~_jTelcoms. Ms. Cobell re above.. ~~ ___ . 

Dennis M. Gingold I 0.4 Telcoms. Peregoy re same. 

1--=--=-===-_+---'-'-'----+T"h::.ad::cd=-:e:.:u:.:s-=H-'-o"'lt=-------------f--l-.l-. ! Memo for Peregoy re reply to protective order, telcons Peregol'!:e sam-"_. ___________ -I 
f-----=---+--'---+---------~-- ~~ .. t- o,~cons Peregoy and Gingold re contempt hearing re_f!ve narrfld plai.ntiffs pro~_ctio"--___ --l 

7.5 In court, cont_em--c'-p_t~_tr_=ia_=I.c--,-------------- . 
1---=--=-=-==-=--_t-==7-_t--"'-~'_::c==-----.!- 2.0 Prepare for contempt triaL--=-==-:~ ___ ~·_--.-------1 

-=--=-===---+--.:=-=---+====-===------f' 0.3 Telcom. Weiner re same. ------ ----------.---
- 05 Telcoms. Peregoy_r_e_s_a_m--:e_.-=-________ ~___ _ ___ ~ 

- .~_~~ Conference call Peregoy, LaRose re same. ________ .. ___ ~ __ -----------l 
0.1 ,Conference call Babby, Harper re same. 

Thaddeus Holt 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
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Date Initials 
1/4/1999 DMG 

1---:c,::::-=-;::--+~~::;::t:N:.:a"m::e=--07--:;::__-c:c_----+--'Hc:.;c0.;;u:.:rs=-_+=D=-cec=s:=c"'ri:!:p:.:tic=0.:.:";:---,--------------------.--- ... ----____ -j 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Ho~ re above. 

1/4/1999 DMG 
1/4/1999 DMG 
1/4/1999 DMG 
1/4/1999 DMG 
1/4/1999 DMG 
11411999 DMG 
1/5/1999 DMG 
1/5/1999 DMG 
1/5/1999 DMG 
11511999 DMG 
1/5/1999 DMG 
11511999 DMG 

-------- -

1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 

f--C-~~-::-_+-=~=-+=D-e'-.nn--:i-s-:M-:-.--:G::ci~n,,"go--:l:-:d-----f_---0=-.-=-6 --1l:elcoms. Babby re same. ~ _______ ~ ____ ~ ________ j 
f---'C~=-,-_+-==~+=_D-=-en",n-'ci-=-s-=-Mc:.-G::ci,-,n",go=-l-=-d-------+- ~~ +~elcom. Weiner~~ame. ___ ~ ___ .. ________ ~ _____ ~ _________ I 

I----"-"--'=-'-_+--.:=~+=_~-=-:"'~~-=-:-=-:-=-~::::--'~=-:,,~~~~=-:=~---------f---f_- ~ ~:~~:::~s:a~~:~~~ ~:~:me ~------~---- -~- ---- - - ------------

~:~~:: ~ ~:~~~:~-~~~ ~~-~~~~;~:~~~;~~~hnoI09~lnterna~:ntr~~;~ect __ ==== 
~~~~j'~ijj~~~:~j~i~~~~D~e~n'-'n-=-~i-=-s~M~'-.--'Gtc:-i"n;g-=-o-:-Ic=dc~~~~~~~-~~-+-~ 60 Review 4-5 boxes of docs dealing with HLlP, BIA cleanup effort 

Dennis M~ Gingold --20 Begin review of Griffin work papers ---- - - - - --
--'~==-=----j-=,-",-~-t=--=~~-="-=""----~----f--- -- ----------------- ---------

I--====---_l--==-=--t~"':"'~,,~=::..c~~: ~=:~'-"~=~=:~'_ ____ +I--__ ____=_~-='_~~ if:::~s~:~~eyg~: ;:~:ove - ---------== _____ _______ -j 
De_nilis M. <3ingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re Ms. CobeWs deposition. 

Dennis M. Gingold ~.O In court, show cause hearing. --------------------------__1 
Dennis M. Gingold 3~0-- Prepare for same:-~------------

Dennis M. Gingold ~o-- Review/revise motiOn-to compel, e.g.,-eases regarding production for contempt proceedings; docs 

1/6/1999 DMG Dennl
's M~ ~ +----- icjentified for pro'!.':'ction for more th_arl a year~ ______________ ~ ________ _ 

~ Gingold 1.0 Telcoms. Peregoy re above. 
~-

1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 

Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Holt re above. 

1--====---_l--===+OD:.:e",n .. n:=is..cM ... ",G=in",g-=-o:=:..:ld ____ ~-=~o 1 'felcom I"_ollner re same. ~~==---=========-== ________ -j 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 __ t~onf~ence call~IlbLPeregoy r~me. --------~-~----------.------l 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms~ Bardnell re same. 

1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 DMG 
1/6/1999 TH 

1/7/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 DMG 
11711999 DMG 
117/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 DMG 
1/7/1999 TH 
1/7/1999 TH 

1/8/1999 DMG 

1/8/1999 DMG 
1/8/1999 DMG 
1/8/1999 DMG 
1/8/1999 DMG 
1/8/1999 DMG 
1/8/1999 DMG 
1/8/1999 DMG 
1/9/1999 DMG 
1/9/1999 DMG 
1/9/1999 DMG 
1/9/1999 DMG 

1/10/1999 DMG 
1/10/1999 DMG 
1/10/1999 DMG 
1/10/1999 DMG 
1/11/1999 DMG 
1/11/1999 DMG 

1--====____l--==-=--tD-=e~n'-'n-'is--:M'-'.'-G~in'-"g=0"ld--------0-.3--~elC?-m_~_B_a_b_byr-~~me-_--_-_-_-~_-_-_-_-_-__ _=_-_-_-_-=~~===-~~-----~-------~~------l 
Dennis M. Gingold ~ ___ ~~d,,'com~ Wiener~c:ontempt proceedil1ll, _________ . _______________ -\ 

Dennis M. Gingold ----f- ~~ d"lcom. Ms. Cob~1 re same. ___________ . ----~~-~c-~-----,~-c,--.cc:---__I 
Thaddeus Holt 7 =iTO from Wash, attend pretrial re contempt hearing on five named plaintiffs production, with prep 

1--:-==~_t---c=_=_+.:c___:___:_7__:cc___occ_-- t -- and followup ~~u,-~ourt time -- - ------ - --- --
1--=='-=-==_t--=~_=_tDc:e'-'n'-'nlc_·s--:M-:.-G~ln."g-=-o~ld,c--- _6_1_ Revlew--" new boxes of docs ________ _ _ __ _ __ ---------l 

Dennis M. Gingold 3 2 jelCOmS Peregoy re recent doc production --------------------1 
Dennis M. Gingold _ 0 3_ ~onference c:<l"-~'I1~el, Forh~z, Kawh~a re produ~ _ __ __~ ___ ~ ____ __I 

1--=~==____t--==_=__tD-=e"n-'n"is.--:M"'~'-G~ln"'g-=-ocld=-- __ _~ _ Tei<:9m Babby_~~ame _____________________ _ 
1--=~==____l--==_=__tD-=e"n .. n:.::isc:M ... '--G='n'-"g-=-o=ld'--- 0 6 D!!coms Holt~ sam~,_contem~t proc~~~~ ________ _ 

Dennis M. Gingold tl 2 ~~Icoms Ms Cobell re above _____ -\ 
Dennis M. Gingold __ ~ _ ~Icoms Patriarca member of STR~dvlsory board ~(;~lnterllf'ter."c"edln!L ________ _ 
Dennis M. Gingold ~l __ ~~lc~CJi!ner rElP--,-odLJctlon ________ ____ _ ___________ _ 
Dennis M. Gingold 0 6 ~Icoms Bardnell re same ______________ ~ 

~===:~~~~==~==~:==~~T~h=ad=d=e=u=s=H=O=I~t ====--__ - --=- .~ - 3 __ h~search foi:rep~~protectlve~rder on-.!.()undatlon~~c -= ----------~-_c_c~--I 
Thaddeus Holt I 0.5 I;elcons Gingold re Homan resignation resulting from reorganization over five named plaintiffs 

--~~~,-+~~,---1-=D=--e-n-n.,-is--:M-,-. G=c-in-g-oc-Id=--- ----t5~0 -l~~~:E~: hearl~~ Miller :::ort re ~ST in oper:tion; retal~:tlon; re~:~se t: govem-m-e-n-t-fj-lin-g-;--l 

Dennis M. Gingold t--()A __ hT~lcoms E~chen~-2~Clduction,. __________ . ___ ~_ .. _. ___ ~_. __ ~ __ 
Dennis M. Gingold +--_!2 __ f;r~'~oms. Pereg0l'!,,-~a~ _____ .___ _ __ _ 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 ,Telcoms. Babby re same. ____ -I 

1--=:.:c:-==---_t--==_=__tD-=e"n .. "'=:c·s . .:,M".'--G=in"'g-=-ol"d------+----0.9 _ ~Icoms. Remp~_1 re same.-- --.. -~- ==== -~-----'------l 
1--====---_+--==_=__+=D",e.:.:n.:.:n·:.::lsc:M ... ,--G::.·",In",g-=-o:.::ld,-- ___ +-__ ~2 __ iT_elcoms. Bardnel!,:".same . ___________ . ____ ~ ~ ~ _______________ ---j 

1----"==: _ _+--==-""+oD"'e"n .. nl:=·s-:,M"'."'G=in"'g-=-o:=ld'-- . ____ . 0.3 'Telcoms. rv1gc Collfl~e above .. ~ ____________ ~ _______ ~ ______ ~ ______ _I 

f--:-~~~_t_c~:::c_+.:D-e-n-ni:--s--:M7.--=G=':--·n"'g-01:-cdc_- 0.1 Telcom. Holt re same _______ ~. _________________ -+ 
1--=-=c:-=~_+--==_=___tD-:,e"n.:.:ni.:.:s--:M"'.'-G::."'·ln"'g-=-o,ldc------ __ 9_0 __ ~-"p-'a."-re'-"'fo.:.:r-=c-"ocn=t=e,cmC'P=-ct-"tr-'-'a.:.:I'-----------______ . ______ ~ __ 

Dennis M. Gingold O.~ ITelcoms Rempel re same 

Dennis M. Gingold ~ O~Telcoms Peregoy re same 
Dennis M. Gingold -- - 01 ITelcom Ms Cobell re same 

I-~~~~--- -~ ------- --------------
1-__ ~=_=c=_=___+-=~c:_+=D-en-n--=i-s-:M-:-.--:G::ci-ng""o.c,l-,d.--- __ ~ Prepare for contempt tnal ____________ ------------__1 

1-_-".=_=c-=:_=.__t--==_=__tD-=e"n.:.:"'c_·s-:M ... ,-G~in",g-=-o.:.:ld-- __ _~_ Telcoms Peregoy re san:e, reply brlef ___________________ ~ 
Dennis M. Gingold I 0.1 'Telcom. Holt re same. 
Dennis M. Gingold f- 0:1- Telcom. Ms. Cobell re same. ~.---------.~ -.- --~ - ------. 

I--=--=-==:-=.--t-==-=--t~-=:"~ .. ~:=:c:-:,~".'-~~:~"'~-=-~I:.::I~·-----=~l[_- :~:n=~::rial- --. ~~~._. ___ ~ _______ ~= _ ~ ------------1 

1/11/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Peregoy re same. 
1/1111999 DMG 
1/11/1999 TH 
1/12/1999 DMG 
1/12/1999 DMG 
1/12/1999 DMG 
1/12/1999 DMG 
1/12/1999 DMG 
1/12/1999 DMG 

~ 1/12/1999 TH 
1/12/1999 TH 
1/13/1999 DMG 
1/13/1999 DMG 
1/13/1999 DMG 

-~ . 
DMG 1/13/1999 

1/13/1999 DMG 
1/13/1999 DMG 

Dennis M. Gingold ~ ----,-- -6-.1-- Telcom. Bardnell re same ~-----.---- .----.~ ---- -----=~------------l 

1--=--=-'-"-=:_=.__t~~_=_+.:T"h::.ad=-d=-e'-:u7sc:HOc0.:.:lt=--,-;---.. --==f-- 0 7 _ ~cons Gingold, Harper, Pe~egoy re hearing on contempt, rep!~re proIe~v::.e_=o~rd=-:e .. r _______ -j 

I--=--=-===-_+--==_=__+=~"':,,~.:.:~::.:::-:,~"'.'-~::.:::,,~"'~-=-~:.::II~------ :=J~ ~~~~:~ ~~n~~~:&~=,al ====-=-=-__ =_= ~~--------~--------l 
Dennis M. Gingold 04 Telcom Holt re same ________ _ 
Dennis M. Gingold -05- - COI1terence callHarper, Peregoy, Babby re sa-;:;;-e---- -- - ---------l 

----~--------~---.~--------~----- ,.._- ---- -"- - -
1-_~~-=:_=.__t-=~_=__tD-=e.:.:n.:.:ni:--s--:M-:.-G::c':--·n."g-=-olc-cd-_____ +- ()~_jTelcoms. Ms. Cobell re above.. ~~ ___ . 

Dennis M. Gingold I 0.4 Telcoms. Peregoy re same. 

1--=--=-===-_+---'-'-'----+T"h::.ad::cd=-:e:.:u:.:s-=H-'-o"'lt=-------------f--l-.l-. ! Memo for Peregoy re reply to protective order, telcons Peregol'!:e sam-"_. ___________ -I 
f-----=---+--'---+---------~-- ~~ .. t- o,~cons Peregoy and Gingold re contempt hearing re_f!ve narrfld plai.ntiffs pro~_ctio"--___ --l 

7.5 In court, cont_em--c'-p_t~_tr_=ia_=I.c--,-------------- . 
1---=--=-=-==-=--_t-==7-_t--"'-~'_::c==-----.!- 2.0 Prepare for contempt triaL--=-==-:~ ___ ~·_--.-------1 

-=--=-===---+--.:=-=---+====-===------f' 0.3 Telcom. Weiner re same. ------ ----------.---
- 05 Telcoms. Peregoy_r_e_s_a_m--:e_.-=-________ ~___ _ ___ ~ 

- .~_~~ Conference call Peregoy, LaRose re same. ________ .. ___ ~ __ -----------l 
0.1 ,Conference call Babby, Harper re same. 

Thaddeus Holt 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
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Date Initials Name _____ +-....:..H:::;o:.:;uo:-r..:.s_f:;D;:e-:-.s:cc::.:r..:oip"t:;.:io::.:n":--__________________ _ 
1113/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ~ 2 Teicom 8abby re same 
1113/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold - ~trelcom Holt re same -------

i-_1_/1-c3_/1-c9..c9.c.9--jf- TH Thaddeus Holt ° 4 Telcons Peregoy re reply re protective order, review draft 
1/13/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt _ _ () 2 Telcon Gingold re contempt hearing r~ production on fi~n<llT1El~ntlffs 

1/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold __ _ __ 7 ° In court, contemp_t_tr_'a_I ___ 
c
_;--_-;---; ______ --;-_;-;--_ 

1/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcoms Peregoy re same, Independent counsel, cIvil v criminal Issues_ 
--;-1/:-:-1-4'/7:1·9="'9-9,,--t-:::D-:-M"'Go-r.D::-e-n"'"CniSM:GingOid'--- , 0.4 Telcoms. Holt re trial. 

----------- ------

------- -

1/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold -_~ __ - 2.0 Prepare for trial. ---_------ _________ -:------
-----------

~-_c1__:/1cc4cclc_19cc9cc9:-+-_=_'T:.,H~-+=T...:.ha...:.dc.dc.e-cu...:.s..cHG=cO,.nl'-go--Id------ __ 0.5 Telcon Gingold re contempt hearing re five named plaintiffs ~~dLJction 
1/15/1999 DMG Dennis M. '2.0 Prepare for contempt trial. ___ . _____ _ 

----

1----11.1/11551/11999999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.5 In court, contempt tria,...:.I,...:.' ________ ________ _ ______ _ 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Telcoms. Perego-'-y...:.r..:.e . ..:s.=a:.:.m"'ec... _____________ _ 

1/15/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Holt re same. 
1/15/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.6 

-
-

----

--
._-

10.0 Prepare forciosing argument, including meet 4 hrs. wiihPWC-Ori variousissues--- -----
-----+----;:--;=-----t:;:-c'------;--;----~~----'----~-------.-.---------------

__ t-_c:-0_c.2--t-:::T;--e,lc--o-m-::s. Harper re same. _____ ____ __ _ 
0.4 Telcom. Rempel re same, including AA estimates, multiple accounts, tribal reconciliations. 

1/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
1/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
1/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
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Date Initials Name _____ +-....:..H:::;o:.:;uo:-r..:.s_f:;D;:e-:-.s:cc::.:r..:oip"t:;.:io::.:n":--__________________ _ 
1113/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ~ 2 Teicom 8abby re same 
1113/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold - ~trelcom Holt re same -------

i-_1_/1-c3_/1-c9..c9.c.9--jf- TH Thaddeus Holt ° 4 Telcons Peregoy re reply re protective order, review draft 
1/13/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt _ _ () 2 Telcon Gingold re contempt hearing r~ production on fi~n<llT1El~ntlffs 

1/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold __ _ __ 7 ° In court, contemp_t_tr_'a_I ___ 
c
_;--_-;---; ______ --;-_;-;--_ 

1/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcoms Peregoy re same, Independent counsel, cIvil v criminal Issues_ 
--;-1/:-:-1-4'/7:1·9="'9-9,,--t-:::D-:-M"'Go-r.D::-e-n"'"CniSM:GingOid'--- , 0.4 Telcoms. Holt re trial. 

----------- ------

------- -

1/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold -_~ __ - 2.0 Prepare for trial. ---_------ _________ -:------
-----------

~-_c1__:/1cc4cclc_19cc9cc9:-+-_=_'T:.,H~-+=T...:.ha...:.dc.dc.e-cu...:.s..cHG=cO,.nl'-go--Id------ __ 0.5 Telcon Gingold re contempt hearing re five named plaintiffs ~~dLJction 
1/15/1999 DMG Dennis M. '2.0 Prepare for contempt trial. ___ . _____ _ 

----

1----11.1/11551/11999999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.5 In court, contempt tria,...:.I,...:.' ________ ________ _ ______ _ 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Telcoms. Perego-'-y...:.r..:.e . ..:s.=a:.:.m"'ec... _____________ _ 

1/15/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Holt re same. 
1/15/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.6 

-
-

----

--
._-

10.0 Prepare forciosing argument, including meet 4 hrs. wiihPWC-Ori variousissues--- -----
-----+----;:--;=-----t:;:-c'------;--;----~~----'----~-------.-.---------------

__ t-_c:-0_c.2--t-:::T;--e,lc--o-m-::s. Harper re same. _____ ____ __ _ 
0.4 Telcom. Rempel re same, including AA estimates, multiple accounts, tribal reconciliations. 

1/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
1/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
1/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

78 of 1206 



Date Initials Name Hours Description 

~~1~/2~3~/~19~9~9~+_~D~M~G~~D-e~nn~i~s~M~.~G~i~n~go-l~d __________ ~--O~.~I--_+T=e-cl~c-om--.=H-o-~-re--s~am--e~.----------------____________________________________ ~ 
~~1~/2o:3~/-'-19~9=-:9=--+_-=D:..:M:.:G_=_~D-'.e~nn~ic:.s-'M"'.-G~i~n-"goc..l-'d __________ ~--O~.-I-.---~lcom. Peregoy re above. 

1/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re same. 
--------.--------------------------~ 

~-~1_;c/2:-3;c/_:c19::c9:_:9~+_=T_:_H::__+::T-ha-d~d~e_:_u_;_s...,H::cO~lt___,c,_---------+----00;:-·.-,.43- _._. Telcon Gingold re events at contempt hearing re five named plaintiffs _______________ _ 
1/24/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold Telcom. Peregoy re above. 

~~1_;c/2:_:4;c/_:c19:_:9:c9~+__:_D:_:M_:_G~+::D-e-nn~i~s_:_M_;_.~G::ci~n~go~lcdc----------~--I:_I=.o--_+=p-re-~p-a-re~fo-r-c~lo-s~in~g.-a-r~g_um __ e_nt~.-----------------------------------------------_1 
~~1~/2~S~/~19~9=-:9~+_~D:..:M:.:G~~D-'e~nn~i-s~M"'.~G~i~n~go~l~d __________ ~--6:_.=3--_+~P-re-~p-a-re=--fo~r-'c~lo-'s-'in~g.-a-'r~g-'um~e_'nt_. ______________________________________________ ~ 

1/2S/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold . __ . ___________ ~ ___ 1~<:Cl_u_rt_, cI_o_se_. __ . __________________________________ . _____ . ___ . ___________ _ 

~-_:_1_::/2:;:Scc/lc::9:::9=9__l___;D::;M=G_+=D-en-n_:_is_;cM;_. -;:Gc-in~g~o:_Id.;_---- _ _ __ ~Il. __ ~Icoms Perego~~~".1':''::. ____________________________ .___ __. _______________ ._ 
1/2S/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ° 1 Teleom Babby re same 
1/2S/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 01 Teleom: Rempel-re-s-a-m-~-.---------------------------------- -- -------------

1---c==-:-=::--t----::c:-:-::--1-;::-___;__:_:_-=-"-cc;_-------+---::--.---_t=-o----:-:-;c-'--------------------------.------------ -- - ----------------
~~1~/2~51~19~9:_'9:---+_~D:_'M':_G~~D-'e"-nn"ci~s_:_M':_ . ...,G~i~n~go~l~d----______ ~--O:_.~I--_tT=e-cl~co-m--. :-H;-o_lt-;:re-:-sa~m~e-. ___________________________________________________ _ 

1/2S/1999 __ ~~G Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Teleorn. Ms. Cobell re same. 
1/26/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt _o~ ____ ~Ieon B~i)L~.~velopmel1ts, pap,t:r,s_I_h.::a_,v_;;..e.c.n-,o_t ...:re_c..:.e_iv.::e __ d. ______________________________ -/ 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ~ ____ ~view contempt trial transcripts. 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Telcoms. Holt re draft motion to compel. 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ---1.1--- COnference call Holt, NARF re same; trial. 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ---07-- Review draft brieCdOcsresame. ------.-

1---c==-==--t----::c:-:c;::__1-;::-___;__:_:_-=-"-7C_----- - --- ---. ------- -~;;_-_:_-;----;---~--,-------------------------------------_1 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Conference call Holt, et al re deposition issues. 

~~1-;c/2:-:7::-:/-:-19:-:9:-:9~+--:-D:-:M-:-G~+::D-e-nn~i~s~M':-. ...,G::ci:-n~go~ICCd----------t----O;:-.~4- Conference call NARF re above. . 
112711999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 ---reiCOrTi5.BarcineiireCiePOsition-.----:==_=-_:-._-=~-=-___ ---------------------------------/ 

~~1~/2=_:7-'1-'-19~9=-:9=--+_-=D:.:M:.:G_=_+=D-'.e~nn~ic:.s-'M"'.-G~i::.:n-"goc..l-'d __________ ~--0~.-=-9--_tT=eccl-'coc..m=s'-. pcce",r-=e",g;;..oY,-,-r.e above; deposition scheduling. 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Harper re same. 

1---=.:c,.:.===--+--=-:C7-+='~=--:c.:.:..=-",~':",,--.-.------ .- - - --- -... 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Brooks re deposition scheduling issues. 

1---.;1-7./2~7°;/~19"'9"'9;.--+--::DO:M::-G::;;-+.:::D.::.e:..:.nn"'ic:.s-';M:;:.-.;G~i::.:n"-go::,lc;d----------------O:-2---- relcoms. McCarthy re class communications. 

t-_...,1-:'/2=-:7::-:/_:_19~9:_'9~+_-D=M;;_G;'__+::D~e-nn7i_;_s-M-._:_G7i~n"'_go-l-d______ _____ _ ___ .06 ___ ]:~lcom~_B..!'bby re motion to compel. 
~...,1_;c/2:_:7::-:/_:_19::c9:_:9:__+__=T;;_H~+::T~ha-d_:_d_;_e-u-s~H_:_o_:_lt~---------+--_0-;-.-;-2 __ _tT=e--I-co;-n-s-G-;;-in~gOc-0-ld-latest govt depo notices _____ ----.----.----------------------_1 
~-1-,/2:c7:c/,_19~9~9~+_=T_:_H=:_+::T-ha-d~d:_e_:_u_:_s...,H:_o:_lt___,cc_.-----_______ ___ ~ 1 ___ ~onfce_~a~ _Gingold, NARF re govt's depo notices, what depos to_t_a_k_e _____________________ _1 
~~1~/2~8~/~19~9=-:9=--+_-=D:..:.M:.:G~+=D-'.e~nn~ic:.s-'M-'.-G~i::.:n-"goc..l-'d ___________ ~--Ic-c.S Review transcripts; out stand RFP's. ____ . ___ ._. ____ ------:-;---c-----_c-c;----------j 

1128/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.0 Conference call NARF, i.e., Harper, Peregoy et al re case managementlassignements/issues. 

1--~-'.I-;:/;:;2~8~/-:-,~9~9~9'::._=_t_=_~D~M~G~-=-t=D::--e::.-n::..n-:::i:-s:...-;;:cM~.~G~i:-n.:.;-g'-'0~lcd:;-~-------.~-------~--f----~----=0":::4~·~=4~C~oc~n~fe~r.:.:n-.::.c-e~.::.ca-=~I~I =B~r,-o:.::o-_'k-=s~,~E;d;;i.c.t~h'_~B;:.::la-=c-:ck-w.;e;;I::..I-w.;.::.e-"-1I~o:.p-:.:r-o:.:d-:.::u-=C-t.~io;;·n.:';-=d:.::eo:.p.::.O!.,.~_--~:=_-::=====::==========~ 
~-cl-:12:_:8:c/_:_19::c9:_:9~+__:_D:_:M_:_G=_+::D-e-nn_ci~s_:_Mcc·_:G:_i:_n~go~lcdc-------- ___ .. __ ~8 __ T~_lc_om __ s_f1..0_lt_re_motion to compel; above. 

1/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Brooks re same. 
1--~~=--t___=~::__1-=--___;_~~-"--,-,-------__t--_::_-::----t-=-c----;o-;-;------_c------ -- -. . -- - .. - ------------------------------------j 

1/28/1999 DMG [)el1nis_ M.<3inJlold 0.8 Telcoms. Babby re above. 
1/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.1 Review/revise motion to compel. ___ . ___________________________________ ---j 

__ I:c/=28=lc'l.::.99.:.9=--+~D~M~G=--I-::D:-.:e"'n::.:n:..:is ..... M~. G~in:.;;gc:o.:..:ld=__ __________ ----'-'~ Telcoms. Peregoy re above. _____ . ___________________________ ---j 

1--_.;1-7./2"'8::.-/~19"'9"'9;.--+__::Do:M::_G::;;_+.:::D.::.e:..:.nnc::ic=_s_';M:;:._;G~i"n"-g0_'_cIc;d-----------I-----c0;;- •. -o7--- Telcoms. Bardnel,!~.docs, sy~~~~Jirl~ ______________________________ 1 
1128/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ° 1 Telcom. Pollner r~~_'!1~. ______ . __________________________________________ _ 
1128/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold t---0.1 Telcom. Harper re:...::a::.bo"-v:..:e:..:.. _________________________ __ 

~...,1-;:/2:-:8:c/-:-19::c9:-:9:--+--:-D:-;M-:-G::--+::D-e-nn-ci~s-;-Mcc.-;G;ociC-n~go-:lc:d---------- il:2'-- TeiCO,:n.r;;;5.COi:iell re above _~-_--__ --__ -_- _--________________ --/ 
---,-1/'C:2-=-8/c:-19::-:9:-::9c--I---=TccH--f-::T::-ha-dccd:-eu-s-:H-co-::lt"----------- 0.2 Voicema i Is Gingo-'--Id:-r-e--sc-oh-e-odu-cliC"ng----cofc-e-x--pe-rt:-dc-e-po- s-- ---------

t-_~1"'/2o-:9c,/~19~9:.-:9~+_~D:..:M:.:G~~D..:.e'-nn~ic:.s_:_M':_.-cG~ic_n~go~l:_:d______ _ __ 1.1 __ . ~eview/revise draft response to defs' motion. 
------ --------------/ 

------- -- -- ----------------------_1 
1129/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Review/markup defs' motion. 

~--~~=__t--=~~~~~~~~------__t--_::_~~_::_'-~~~~----c:----------------- -----------------------------------1 
1/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Revise draft joint motion. -- ---- ----------------------------I--c'l:.::/2:.::9'-/l:-.:9.::.9.::.9--t~D=-:M~G-+=D::.en~n.:..:is~M~.~G.:..:in:.;;gc:o.:..:ldC"--------~=----t=T~e·l..:.coc:.m::.:-'.s.:-.:H"-o~lt::..r'-e-'a.:..:b::..ov··e..:..=---------------

1---.;1-7./2"'9::.-/~19"'9"'9;.--+--::DO:M::-G::;;-+.:::D.::.e:cnn"'i=s-';M:;:.-.;G~i"n"-go-'-clc;d----------~--lo' . .;:;3---+T~ec~lc=-co=m..:..::.s'-c. B"'rc..o"'o'c-k'-s =-re=sa·-'m--'-:e-. -----------. - . ------------------------------ - --------­
I___~~~_+~~__t::==_::':'_::?~-----I______.:___::__--+~.=c-:..:.~~~:.::-=="-------------- ----------------------- ------
~_;1_;:/2:_:9:7/7:19:_:9::9~+_-_:_D:_;M_:_G=_+::D-e-nn...,i-s_;_Mcc·_;G;oci~n~go...,lcd; __________ t---___,0;:-.-;-3---_tM;;:--e-_:et;-w--ith--B-ro-o-;;k-;-s_;_r_;:ec-s;-a-m-e;;. ______________ . ___________________________ . ____ _ 
~_:_1_;:/2:_:9:7/7:19:_:9:_:9:__+__:_D::M_;_G=:_+::D-e-nn~i-s_;_Mcc·...,G:_i:_n~go...,l:_:d __________ t---___,O;:-.-;;:I--_tC=-o;nc_f-e-re-n_:c;:-e...,c_:_a-II-H-o-lt-c-, _L_ev_it_a_s_r_e __ s_a_m __ e. ____________________________________ --/ 

1/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Telcoms. Babby re above. 
1--~~=__t___=c:_c_:::__1_=_____c__:_:_~-"-cc;_------__t--__.,__-::--__l-=-c----;o-------------------------- .---.- -- -- --- - ---------------------_1 

1/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I.S Telcoms. Peregoy re same. _____ . ____________________________ _ 
~~1.:..:/2~9~/l::..9=-:9~9--+-~D:..:M:.:G~+=D..:.en..:.n-'i;;..s.:..:M-'.-;G~i::.:n-"go"'l.:..:d----------~--0~.c:3---tT=eccl..:.co"'m~s-.M~;-s-'.C~0-b~e-cl;-lr-e-a~b--ove. --------/ 

1/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Levitas re above. 
f---=.:::..:..=-=__!---=:.:.:.:..=--i=:..:..::.:.:...c.:.:---=---::.:"-.:::c:....--------j----::.-'-----~·:.:...:..:....:.:_=_=~c-'C-==.:...:..::-'-------.-c__--------.----. ---------------------------_1 
1--...,1C';/2:oc9o:,/..;_19.oc9",9;.--+_.;D",M:=;::G:-1.:;:D;.::e.:.:n.:.:n:.::is-;M::_ . ..,G.:;.:-:-in",g=0c::ld;.--________ +--__ -;;:4_::. 0c----t~M.:.:e:_=e..:.t .::at.:..N~A.':cR::..Fc-r.::.e.~ca~=s.::.e-,-:m_,a:::n:.::a",g=e.m::.::e.:.:n~t .:.:is~sues_,__ _. _. ___________ ---------------------------1 

1/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Harper re same. 
--'-1/C:2=9/-:-:1-::9=9-;;:9--~=D:-M:-:G:--t:D;:-e-n-n-:-is~M;-. -::Gc-in-'g'-o-cld..------------r-----oA - T elcoms. Pollner re doc issues. 

- -- - -------------------------j 

---
1/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ---0.1----Telcom. Bardnell re same. 

I---:-c:~=__!t__==c-'--b.----:-cc---:-'---.-"--------__!--___=_-;::---f::-c------:;:c----:-:--~:o:---.-c__----;c---c:--:-:- -------- ---------------------_1 
1129/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.7 Telcons Gingold re staffing, telcons seeking Levitas 
1129/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.3 Study govt's draft motion re new dates for expert depos, suggest revisions, tel con Gingold re same 

~-1c_:/2~9~/_:19_=_9~9::__+_=T::H-:::-+:T;-h-ad-d~e-;u_:_s-H;:-0~I-t -:-:--________ t-__ ::-o-;:.S:--__ t-::T-;e ... lc_o_n_Levrtas re case, telcon Gingold re same 
1/30/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Holt re above. 

~-1--/3::..0:.:/-'19::..9=-9=--+~D:.-:M~G--j-=D-'e~n-'n~is-;M-:.-G=..-in-"g'-0~ld;----------- r--O-:-i---relcom.Levitasre--s--am--e-. ----------------------------

----- .--- --------------1 
.. -- -- ---------I 

1130/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ___ ~_1__ Telcom. Brown re potentially joining lit team. __ . ___ . ____________________________ --/ 

1-_~1.:;;/3;.c0:::_/l;_o9"'9c:::9-I--_:_T;;_H_;__*T:-:-ha::.:d7'd:_=e-=u.:.s-:-H;.::0.;:-lt----------f--~ Telcon Gingold re Levitas _________________________________ _ 
1/31/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 04 Telcon Levrtas re background of case 

~-C;:-2/;cl-'-/l::9::9C::9--+-;D::;M=G--j-::D;-e-n-n~is-;M-:-.-G~in-g-o;-ld·~--------+----=0-c;2:----t""TC'e;-lc-o-m-s-. -:-A::lle-n--recOnfum'::'a=t-"io=-n'::'oC,f"s"ta:':tu-s--co-n~f-er-e-n-c-e--o-n~2-11~6~at---C430PM-:------------------------/ 

~==~2/=1=/l~9~9~9==~=~D~M=~G=~~D~e=n=n~is=M=.=G~=in~g=O~ld=========-_+r--__ --=-0-c.4 ____ t-:-Tc-e ... lc..:.o_m-.=sc-' -c-M_s_._ -,-,Cobell re Secretarial order. 
2/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Meet with Levitas re potentially joining litigation team. ___ =-=-: ......... =-=--+-=-.::..=-+:...:....::-=-=-==---=-=--______ -+ __ ~:---+"-'-'-'..::C~=-=-.=-~-'-'-"-'-'=-'=~_'_'_'_""_''-''-.:''-:.:..: ___ -'---_________________ -----------_1 

1--~2/..;1':_/l:_o9~9c:::9--+_.;D"'M:=;::G:-1.:;:D;.::e.:.:n'-'n:.::is-;M::_.c,G.:;.:-:-in"'g=0:_=ldc------____ +--__ .;:;1 :.;;.6:--__ t""T::.e:_=lcc:.o:..:.m=s~. ecHOlt re same; SNP issues; production. 
211/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold --:0.::.9: _____ tc;To=e."lco=m.::s::..-'.:H"a:;-rp7-e::.:r~r.::.e-=scca::.:m.:.:e"-; -=c.::a.:.se:...:..:.m=a:.cn.::a.g"-e=m=e:..:.nt=_:ic:.ss=u~e,,s._,. ______________________ . ______________ --/ 
211/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold --- 0.4 Telcoms. Babby r_e_s_a_m_e_.___,cc;-:=--.-----c7------------------ ________ . ________________ --1 

1--~2:;:/..;_1/:..;1_::9~9.oc9--+__::Do:M::_G::;;_+.:::D.::.e:.::nn-"i=s_';M:;:._.;G~i::.:n"-go::,lc;d--________ 1-----c1"' . .;;4 ___ tT;:;ec,lc:.co=m=s:-::. P,-e=r-=e."g:=-oY,:-re same; HLlP; depositions. ___________________________ 1 
2/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gin~old 6.6 Review dispositive motions, Synar Report, foundation issues. 

-- .-----------------~ 

2/1/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.2 Telcons Gingold re plans, telcon Gingold and Levitas re case generally 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 

~~1~/2~3~/~19~9~9~+_~D~M~G~~D-e~nn~i~s~M~.~G~i~n~go-l~d __________ ~--O~.~I--_+T=e-cl~c-om--.=H-o-~-re--s~am--e~.----------------____________________________________ ~ 
~~1~/2o:3~/-'-19~9=-:9=--+_-=D:..:M:.:G_=_~D-'.e~nn~ic:.s-'M"'.-G~i~n-"goc..l-'d __________ ~--O~.-I-.---~lcom. Peregoy re above. 

1/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re same. 
--------.--------------------------~ 

~-~1_;c/2:-3;c/_:c19::c9:_:9~+_=T_:_H::__+::T-ha-d~d~e_:_u_;_s...,H::cO~lt___,c,_---------+----00;:-·.-,.43- _._. Telcon Gingold re events at contempt hearing re five named plaintiffs _______________ _ 
1/24/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold Telcom. Peregoy re above. 

~~1_;c/2:_:4;c/_:c19:_:9:c9~+__:_D:_:M_:_G~+::D-e-nn~i~s_:_M_;_.~G::ci~n~go~lcdc----------~--I:_I=.o--_+=p-re-~p-a-re~fo-r-c~lo-s~in~g.-a-r~g_um __ e_nt~.-----------------------------------------------_1 
~~1~/2~S~/~19~9=-:9~+_~D:..:M:.:G~~D-'e~nn~i-s~M"'.~G~i~n~go~l~d __________ ~--6:_.=3--_+~P-re-~p-a-re=--fo~r-'c~lo-'s-'in~g.-a-'r~g-'um~e_'nt_. ______________________________________________ ~ 

1/2S/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold . __ . ___________ ~ ___ 1~<:Cl_u_rt_, cI_o_se_. __ . __________________________________ . _____ . ___ . ___________ _ 

~-_:_1_::/2:;:Scc/lc::9:::9=9__l___;D::;M=G_+=D-en-n_:_is_;cM;_. -;:Gc-in~g~o:_Id.;_---- _ _ __ ~Il. __ ~Icoms Perego~~~".1':''::. ____________________________ .___ __. _______________ ._ 
1/2S/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ° 1 Teleom Babby re same 
1/2S/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 01 Teleom: Rempel-re-s-a-m-~-.---------------------------------- -- -------------

1---c==-:-=::--t----::c:-:-::--1-;::-___;__:_:_-=-"-cc;_-------+---::--.---_t=-o----:-:-;c-'--------------------------.------------ -- - ----------------
~~1~/2~51~19~9:_'9:---+_~D:_'M':_G~~D-'e"-nn"ci~s_:_M':_ . ...,G~i~n~go~l~d----______ ~--O:_.~I--_tT=e-cl~co-m--. :-H;-o_lt-;:re-:-sa~m~e-. ___________________________________________________ _ 

1/2S/1999 __ ~~G Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Teleorn. Ms. Cobell re same. 
1/26/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt _o~ ____ ~Ieon B~i)L~.~velopmel1ts, pap,t:r,s_I_h.::a_,v_;;..e.c.n-,o_t ...:re_c..:.e_iv.::e __ d. ______________________________ -/ 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ~ ____ ~view contempt trial transcripts. 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Telcoms. Holt re draft motion to compel. 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ---1.1--- COnference call Holt, NARF re same; trial. 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ---07-- Review draft brieCdOcsresame. ------.-

1---c==-==--t----::c:-:c;::__1-;::-___;__:_:_-=-"-7C_----- - --- ---. ------- -~;;_-_:_-;----;---~--,-------------------------------------_1 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Conference call Holt, et al re deposition issues. 

~~1-;c/2:-:7::-:/-:-19:-:9:-:9~+--:-D:-:M-:-G~+::D-e-nn~i~s~M':-. ...,G::ci:-n~go~ICCd----------t----O;:-.~4- Conference call NARF re above. . 
112711999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 ---reiCOrTi5.BarcineiireCiePOsition-.----:==_=-_:-._-=~-=-___ ---------------------------------/ 

~~1~/2=_:7-'1-'-19~9=-:9=--+_-=D:.:M:.:G_=_+=D-'.e~nn~ic:.s-'M"'.-G~i::.:n-"goc..l-'d __________ ~--0~.-=-9--_tT=eccl-'coc..m=s'-. pcce",r-=e",g;;..oY,-,-r.e above; deposition scheduling. 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Harper re same. 

1---=.:c,.:.===--+--=-:C7-+='~=--:c.:.:..=-",~':",,--.-.------ .- - - --- -... 
1/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Brooks re deposition scheduling issues. 

1---.;1-7./2~7°;/~19"'9"'9;.--+--::DO:M::-G::;;-+.:::D.::.e:..:.nn"'ic:.s-';M:;:.-.;G~i::.:n"-go::,lc;d----------------O:-2---- relcoms. McCarthy re class communications. 

t-_...,1-:'/2=-:7::-:/_:_19~9:_'9~+_-D=M;;_G;'__+::D~e-nn7i_;_s-M-._:_G7i~n"'_go-l-d______ _____ _ ___ .06 ___ ]:~lcom~_B..!'bby re motion to compel. 
~...,1_;c/2:_:7::-:/_:_19::c9:_:9:__+__=T;;_H~+::T~ha-d_:_d_;_e-u-s~H_:_o_:_lt~---------+--_0-;-.-;-2 __ _tT=e--I-co;-n-s-G-;;-in~gOc-0-ld-latest govt depo notices _____ ----.----.----------------------_1 
~-1-,/2:c7:c/,_19~9~9~+_=T_:_H=:_+::T-ha-d~d:_e_:_u_:_s...,H:_o:_lt___,cc_.-----_______ ___ ~ 1 ___ ~onfce_~a~ _Gingold, NARF re govt's depo notices, what depos to_t_a_k_e _____________________ _1 
~~1~/2~8~/~19~9=-:9=--+_-=D:..:.M:.:G~+=D-'.e~nn~ic:.s-'M-'.-G~i::.:n-"goc..l-'d ___________ ~--Ic-c.S Review transcripts; out stand RFP's. ____ . ___ ._. ____ ------:-;---c-----_c-c;----------j 

1128/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.0 Conference call NARF, i.e., Harper, Peregoy et al re case managementlassignements/issues. 

1--~-'.I-;:/;:;2~8~/-:-,~9~9~9'::._=_t_=_~D~M~G~-=-t=D::--e::.-n::..n-:::i:-s:...-;;:cM~.~G~i:-n.:.;-g'-'0~lcd:;-~-------.~-------~--f----~----=0":::4~·~=4~C~oc~n~fe~r.:.:n-.::.c-e~.::.ca-=~I~I =B~r,-o:.::o-_'k-=s~,~E;d;;i.c.t~h'_~B;:.::la-=c-:ck-w.;e;;I::..I-w.;.::.e-"-1I~o:.p-:.:r-o:.:d-:.::u-=C-t.~io;;·n.:';-=d:.::eo:.p.::.O!.,.~_--~:=_-::=====::==========~ 
~-cl-:12:_:8:c/_:_19::c9:_:9~+__:_D:_:M_:_G=_+::D-e-nn_ci~s_:_Mcc·_:G:_i:_n~go~lcdc-------- ___ .. __ ~8 __ T~_lc_om __ s_f1..0_lt_re_motion to compel; above. 

1/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Brooks re same. 
1--~~=--t___=~::__1-=--___;_~~-"--,-,-------__t--_::_-::----t-=-c----;o-;-;------_c------ -- -. . -- - .. - ------------------------------------j 

1/28/1999 DMG [)el1nis_ M.<3inJlold 0.8 Telcoms. Babby re above. 
1/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.1 Review/revise motion to compel. ___ . ___________________________________ ---j 

__ I:c/=28=lc'l.::.99.:.9=--+~D~M~G=--I-::D:-.:e"'n::.:n:..:is ..... M~. G~in:.;;gc:o.:..:ld=__ __________ ----'-'~ Telcoms. Peregoy re above. _____ . ___________________________ ---j 

1--_.;1-7./2"'8::.-/~19"'9"'9;.--+__::Do:M::_G::;;_+.:::D.::.e:..:.nnc::ic=_s_';M:;:._;G~i"n"-g0_'_cIc;d-----------I-----c0;;- •. -o7--- Telcoms. Bardnel,!~.docs, sy~~~~Jirl~ ______________________________ 1 
1128/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ° 1 Telcom. Pollner r~~_'!1~. ______ . __________________________________________ _ 
1128/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold t---0.1 Telcom. Harper re:...::a::.bo"-v:..:e:..:.. _________________________ __ 

~...,1-;:/2:-:8:c/-:-19::c9:-:9:--+--:-D:-;M-:-G::--+::D-e-nn-ci~s-;-Mcc.-;G;ociC-n~go-:lc:d---------- il:2'-- TeiCO,:n.r;;;5.COi:iell re above _~-_--__ --__ -_- _--________________ --/ 
---,-1/'C:2-=-8/c:-19::-:9:-::9c--I---=TccH--f-::T::-ha-dccd:-eu-s-:H-co-::lt"----------- 0.2 Voicema i Is Gingo-'--Id:-r-e--sc-oh-e-odu-cliC"ng----cofc-e-x--pe-rt:-dc-e-po- s-- ---------

t-_~1"'/2o-:9c,/~19~9:.-:9~+_~D:..:M:.:G~~D..:.e'-nn~ic:.s_:_M':_.-cG~ic_n~go~l:_:d______ _ __ 1.1 __ . ~eview/revise draft response to defs' motion. 
------ --------------/ 

------- -- -- ----------------------_1 
1129/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Review/markup defs' motion. 

~--~~=__t--=~~~~~~~~------__t--_::_~~_::_'-~~~~----c:----------------- -----------------------------------1 
1/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Revise draft joint motion. -- ---- ----------------------------I--c'l:.::/2:.::9'-/l:-.:9.::.9.::.9--t~D=-:M~G-+=D::.en~n.:..:is~M~.~G.:..:in:.;;gc:o.:..:ldC"--------~=----t=T~e·l..:.coc:.m::.:-'.s.:-.:H"-o~lt::..r'-e-'a.:..:b::..ov··e..:..=---------------

1---.;1-7./2"'9::.-/~19"'9"'9;.--+--::DO:M::-G::;;-+.:::D.::.e:cnn"'i=s-';M:;:.-.;G~i"n"-go-'-clc;d----------~--lo' . .;:;3---+T~ec~lc=-co=m..:..::.s'-c. B"'rc..o"'o'c-k'-s =-re=sa·-'m--'-:e-. -----------. - . ------------------------------ - --------­
I___~~~_+~~__t::==_::':'_::?~-----I______.:___::__--+~.=c-:..:.~~~:.::-=="-------------- ----------------------- ------
~_;1_;:/2:_:9:7/7:19:_:9::9~+_-_:_D:_;M_:_G=_+::D-e-nn...,i-s_;_Mcc·_;G;oci~n~go...,lcd; __________ t---___,0;:-.-;-3---_tM;;:--e-_:et;-w--ith--B-ro-o-;;k-;-s_;_r_;:ec-s;-a-m-e;;. ______________ . ___________________________ . ____ _ 
~_:_1_;:/2:_:9:7/7:19:_:9:_:9:__+__:_D::M_;_G=:_+::D-e-nn~i-s_;_Mcc·...,G:_i:_n~go...,l:_:d __________ t---___,O;:-.-;;:I--_tC=-o;nc_f-e-re-n_:c;:-e...,c_:_a-II-H-o-lt-c-, _L_ev_it_a_s_r_e __ s_a_m __ e. ____________________________________ --/ 

1/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Telcoms. Babby re above. 
1--~~=__t___=c:_c_:::__1_=_____c__:_:_~-"-cc;_------__t--__.,__-::--__l-=-c----;o-------------------------- .---.- -- -- --- - ---------------------_1 

1/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I.S Telcoms. Peregoy re same. _____ . ____________________________ _ 
~~1.:..:/2~9~/l::..9=-:9~9--+-~D:..:M:.:G~+=D..:.en..:.n-'i;;..s.:..:M-'.-;G~i::.:n-"go"'l.:..:d----------~--0~.c:3---tT=eccl..:.co"'m~s-.M~;-s-'.C~0-b~e-cl;-lr-e-a~b--ove. --------/ 

1/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Levitas re above. 
f---=.:::..:..=-=__!---=:.:.:.:..=--i=:..:..::.:.:...c.:.:---=---::.:"-.:::c:....--------j----::.-'-----~·:.:...:..:....:.:_=_=~c-'C-==.:...:..::-'-------.-c__--------.----. ---------------------------_1 
1--...,1C';/2:oc9o:,/..;_19.oc9",9;.--+_.;D",M:=;::G:-1.:;:D;.::e.:.:n.:.:n:.::is-;M::_ . ..,G.:;.:-:-in",g=0c::ld;.--________ +--__ -;;:4_::. 0c----t~M.:.:e:_=e..:.t .::at.:..N~A.':cR::..Fc-r.::.e.~ca~=s.::.e-,-:m_,a:::n:.::a",g=e.m::.::e.:.:n~t .:.:is~sues_,__ _. _. ___________ ---------------------------1 

1/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Harper re same. 
--'-1/C:2=9/-:-:1-::9=9-;;:9--~=D:-M:-:G:--t:D;:-e-n-n-:-is~M;-. -::Gc-in-'g'-o-cld..------------r-----oA - T elcoms. Pollner re doc issues. 

- -- - -------------------------j 

---
1/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ---0.1----Telcom. Bardnell re same. 

I---:-c:~=__!t__==c-'--b.----:-cc---:-'---.-"--------__!--___=_-;::---f::-c------:;:c----:-:--~:o:---.-c__----;c---c:--:-:- -------- ---------------------_1 
1129/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.7 Telcons Gingold re staffing, telcons seeking Levitas 
1129/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.3 Study govt's draft motion re new dates for expert depos, suggest revisions, tel con Gingold re same 

~-1c_:/2~9~/_:19_=_9~9::__+_=T::H-:::-+:T;-h-ad-d~e-;u_:_s-H;:-0~I-t -:-:--________ t-__ ::-o-;:.S:--__ t-::T-;e ... lc_o_n_Levrtas re case, telcon Gingold re same 
1/30/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Holt re above. 

~-1--/3::..0:.:/-'19::..9=-9=--+~D:.-:M~G--j-=D-'e~n-'n~is-;M-:.-G=..-in-"g'-0~ld;----------- r--O-:-i---relcom.Levitasre--s--am--e-. ----------------------------

----- .--- --------------1 
.. -- -- ---------I 

1130/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ___ ~_1__ Telcom. Brown re potentially joining lit team. __ . ___ . ____________________________ --/ 

1-_~1.:;;/3;.c0:::_/l;_o9"'9c:::9-I--_:_T;;_H_;__*T:-:-ha::.:d7'd:_=e-=u.:.s-:-H;.::0.;:-lt----------f--~ Telcon Gingold re Levitas _________________________________ _ 
1/31/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 04 Telcon Levrtas re background of case 

~-C;:-2/;cl-'-/l::9::9C::9--+-;D::;M=G--j-::D;-e-n-n~is-;M-:-.-G~in-g-o;-ld·~--------+----=0-c;2:----t""TC'e;-lc-o-m-s-. -:-A::lle-n--recOnfum'::'a=t-"io=-n'::'oC,f"s"ta:':tu-s--co-n~f-er-e-n-c-e--o-n~2-11~6~at---C430PM-:------------------------/ 

~==~2/=1=/l~9~9~9==~=~D~M=~G=~~D~e=n=n~is=M=.=G~=in~g=O~ld=========-_+r--__ --=-0-c.4 ____ t-:-Tc-e ... lc..:.o_m-.=sc-' -c-M_s_._ -,-,Cobell re Secretarial order. 
2/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Meet with Levitas re potentially joining litigation team. ___ =-=-: ......... =-=--+-=-.::..=-+:...:....::-=-=-==---=-=--______ -+ __ ~:---+"-'-'-'..::C~=-=-.=-~-'-'-"-'-'=-'=~_'_'_'_""_''-''-.:''-:.:..: ___ -'---_________________ -----------_1 

1--~2/..;1':_/l:_o9~9c:::9--+_.;D"'M:=;::G:-1.:;:D;.::e.:.:n'-'n:.::is-;M::_.c,G.:;.:-:-in"'g=0:_=ldc------____ +--__ .;:;1 :.;;.6:--__ t""T::.e:_=lcc:.o:..:.m=s~. ecHOlt re same; SNP issues; production. 
211/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold --:0.::.9: _____ tc;To=e."lco=m.::s::..-'.:H"a:;-rp7-e::.:r~r.::.e-=scca::.:m.:.:e"-; -=c.::a.:.se:...:..:.m=a:.cn.::a.g"-e=m=e:..:.nt=_:ic:.ss=u~e,,s._,. ______________________ . ______________ --/ 
211/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold --- 0.4 Telcoms. Babby r_e_s_a_m_e_.___,cc;-:=--.-----c7------------------ ________ . ________________ --1 

1--~2:;:/..;_1/:..;1_::9~9.oc9--+__::Do:M::_G::;;_+.:::D.::.e:.::nn-"i=s_';M:;:._.;G~i::.:n"-go::,lc;d--________ 1-----c1"' . .;;4 ___ tT;:;ec,lc:.co=m=s:-::. P,-e=r-=e."g:=-oY,:-re same; HLlP; depositions. ___________________________ 1 
2/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gin~old 6.6 Review dispositive motions, Synar Report, foundation issues. 

-- .-----------------~ 

2/1/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.2 Telcons Gingold re plans, telcon Gingold and Levitas re case generally 
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~_~~~_~ _____ +_~=-=--+D=-=-e.s=-e=:r",ip"ct~io=:n",-___________ ~ ______ .. ___ . _____ ~ __ . ________ _ 
Teleom. Broaks re same. 

==:::.------+--=-4=-=:.:.:...:===-:.::~~=-'-----------~-------·---------~--
o:-= ____ --;-;-______ --+_---:c-;;-_-t:C;;-a_;_n-fe~r~e~n_;_ce_;_c~a~1I ~Braaks, Harper re defs' request far extensian_0.t.t.'~_~ __ ~_. ___ ~ ____ -1 

Telcams. Harper re eonfidentialrty agreement deJ-lasti()(l~ ____ . __ ~ _~~ ___ _ 
Discussion with Levitas re same. 

---~ .----.. ~---.------.--~-------I 
__ f-_~_4T=e=:l_cca-"m=s,-. L=-e=-vc.it",a-,--s re same. ___ . ____ ~~_~_~ ___ .~ _____ . ___ ._~ 

Telcams. Farhecz re depositian issues. ' __ ~ ___ . __ ~~_ __~ _. _______ ~_~ 
Meet with Fitzsimmans re depasitian .. _~_~ __ ' ___ _ 
Canference call Gaading, Rempel re depa,;~ian issues. 
Telcams. McCarthy re cl~ss cam~unic<l!i()ns 
At PwC, review dacs. 

.~ --- -~----------~~-~ 

:.:...._~ _____ -f_---c-'---_-+Fc'itz=-'-s,-im--=m=anc.s=--de-'-'p'=a=--with prep and fallawup . ___ ._. 
Debriefing fram Gingald re variaus develapments . ___________ . ___ --1 
Telcan GJngald, Harper re settlement canfidentiality agreement, revised same 

4/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Ginga"tcJ, __ . 0.2 Review DOJ revisian af confidentiality agreement; campare...t<'.~(Jin..a.tQ.<2.J..propasaL ____ _ 

4/23/1999H=!:l~~ennis M. Gi.ngald .____ 1.5 Meet with Fitzsimmans, Halt, Pallner, Farhecz re d,:p()Sitianis"IJe~. ___ . _______ 1 
4/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingald 1.0 Revise draft III, canfidentiality agreement, __ ~. ____ . __ ~ ______ ~ ___ ~ 

4/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Glngald~' ___ +_-c0:_.=-1--+T=-e~lc.-a~m-. B=-a~b-=b-,y~r-,e __ s:...a-,-mc_e-c'-ccc-'-;-__ ' " .",,'" t DMG -.' fo,;;;nis r.II. Gingald ==--- 2.0 Prepare draft respanse to. Clark. 
.. 4/23/1999_ ~~M Gingald ~ ____ ~_-+-__ 0=-.=2,---+.:..T-=-el,c:=-am= . .:..H:..::a.:.:lt.:..r.:..e",s.::a:,cm:..::e,',; .::c.a=-n.:.:f.:.:id:..::e",n..::.tia=-I.:city,---=a~gr--=e_e.cm",e:_n-,-t._ 

4/23/1999_ DMG ~M. Gingald __ .~_ 0.3 Canference call Halt, Levitas re same. _______ ~ _______________ _ 
4/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingald OJ Telcams. Levitas re same; executed engagement lett~:. ____ . __ . ________ _ 
~~:: DMG __ ~~nis-M. Gingald -. 0.5 Canference call Harper, Baby re dac praductian re C.ook, Clar~ re~__ _. _____ _ 

4/23/1999 i DfII1~E-'-.Del1l1is M. Gingald ___ 0.1 Telcam. Beard re Christie. 
4/23/1999_. DM~_~is M. Gingald 0.2 Telcams. Christie re same; decla.r.atian ~ Ap~~. 
4/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingald 3.5 Wark an trial prep issues. _~ ____ ~ ________ ~_ 
4/23/1999 ! - DMG Dennis M Gingalc:i--~-'-' 1.0 Canference call Frtzsimmans, Farhec~,_f:ialt re depasitians. 

- 4/23/1999 r-~IThaddeu~ 0.9 

-----------
-- ----_. ------

~:~-f~*=TI~:~~:~i~~::=- ~- ~: 
Further revising settlement canfidentiality agreernent ___ . __ ._.___ _ ____ ._ 
Canfce call Gingald, Levitas re confidentiality agreement, jaint pretrial statement _. ______ _ 

Meeting Gingald, .~.f pea pie with f()llawup--- - ---~===-== ____ . __ ._ 
Telcams. Harper re abave. 4/24/1999 I DMG i Dennis M. Gingald 0.2 

4/24/1999 I DMG i Dennis M. Glngald 0.2 Telcams. Babby re abave_. ___ ~ _____ _ 

4/24/1999 t- DMGiDennis M. Gingald __ + __ 0;;-._;_1--tT::;-e-cl-c-am-. ~L.=ev::-it:ca:--,s r~andidentiality agreem~t,-etc. 
._._---_._----

~4/1999 _I -DMG Oenn~. M~ Gingald -=-_--__ f-_O-:.-::4_--tT_ce-c-l::;:c-am-::-s-. S-=--p_M_r-cec_5_N~p_-,p __ ra:...d_u_c~tia._n .. 
~4/1999 .j_ DMG _ Denni~ M. GingalcJ ______ +-_--=9c..6=-_fcA"'t~P."'w-'-CC,'C, r __ e~v:..::ie_;_w-d-.a=-c:..::s-'-. -:cc---c---

4/2611999 DMG Dennis M. Gingald 0.4 Telcams. Clark re depasitian issues;"cJispastiv."'llatia.",s,_ 
4/26/1999---r----oMG 'Dennis M. Gingald ~---. OA Telcams. Harperre SPM site visits; abave. 

._-_. __ . -_ .. _- " --

-- ----_.------._----

---- -.----

--.- -~--.-- ._-_._----

--------.-------
4/26/1999TOMG II Dennis M-'-C;ingald ---.-._··-+-t--.'-3=-.-'-0--+p'-=r'e':..:pa"'r-"e-'-fa.:..r=TC'-=1. 

4/26/199ITDMG ,Dennis M_S',ingald=::::::._t-- 0.5 Review Haman de:easitian ~~_IIM averdr~fts 
4/26/199H- DMG !Dennis M. Gingald 0.1 Telcam. Haman re same. __________ ~ _____ ~ .. _ 

_ 4_/2_6_/1_9~~tv1G '[§_en_n_i_s~M:.~i_ng_a_ld-_-__ ==_--_"=:-- 2.5 Meet at NARF reSPM site visits; HLiP issues; TreaslJry issue~: .. __ . ________ . _____ _ 

",.W" I DMG I D~o" .M. Gingald 1.5 Telcoms. Levitas re Clark issu-",s; twa briefs; a_b.av,<':_!"iaI1~LJEl~depas~f1.S.:.... ____ ~~ __ 
4/26/1999 - DMG- DennisM.Gingald------ 0.1 Telcam.Haltreabave. _____________________ . __ ~ ___ . _____ ._ 
4/26/1999 DMG Dennis M-.-Gingald----~·· 0.1 Canference call Rempel, Babby re pradu.cti,,-"-,-- ______ ~ _____________ _ 

4/26/1999 . -,-_!:lMG' I DenniS M. Gingald --- ._+-_--=0cc.5=-_l-'C:.:a::n"fe=:r--=e.:.:n-=-ce=.=-ca=-I'c'1 Harper, Levitas re abave. __ . ____ . ______ . ___ . _____ ~ __ 
4726ti99g--+-2H.. _~dcJ,eusHa~t_=~-_-. --. 0.4 Canfce call Levitas, Gingald re confidentiality agr:.e~ment, sP!"':i<l1 mast~.'.s..I~p... __ . __ ~_ __ 

~~6/1999n' TrI_~dcJeusHal_t _~_ 0.1 TelcanGingaldrespecialmaster'strip__ ___ ~ __ . ___ .. ___ . _____ ._ 
4/26/1999 TH Thaddeus Halt 0.2 Telcon Levrtasre complaint 
4/26/1999 TH Thaddeus Halt OA Study revised canfidentiality agreement, telcan Levitas re same, 
4/27/1999- 6169+sarah C -Pe;:;;Z-- 2.00 Research, review, capy and fax Cangressianal dacumentsTorE. Levit;;; that reiate to. Cabell 

matter including the President's budget far the Bureau af Indian Affairs and the Hause and Senate 

,

.,' I' language from the supplemental apprapriatians legislatian (1.8); telephane canference with Elliatt 
Levitas regarding task assignment an additianal language in apprapriatians bill and budget 

L. ___ . language (.5) 

4/27/1999 ~rwarn_ec=-r_.' __ ~ _______ ~~_--=6c'.8=-0=--t-:oR:.ce-,-se=-a_r_c:.:.h.:..re-"g"-ac:r_di=n,,,g--=s,ce-:-p_a_:.:ra.:ctico, __ n-af~p~a--wer-s-is-s-u-e.-~---'--- ---.----.-
4/27/1999 ; 6169 Sarah C Perez 1.30 Canference with Elliatt Levitas regarding taSk assignment fa'r-me prep",atian anJ)jeading-s-, ----

l I matians and brief (.3); review Cabell files (10) __ . ____ . _______ . ________ _ 
~i/1999·! 6779-·tMiies' J.-Alexander- 0.30 Telephane conference with Elliatt Levitas regarding passible innavative resalutian appraach 

[

I regarding Part II of case. 
4/27/199~!,i -8800 Elliatt HLevitas ~--- ---l----,-4~.5~0---I-cT~e--le-p-ch-a-'n'-e-co-n-,-fe--r·-e·n-c-e-wC'it'h-~D-e-n-n:--is-G=-in-g-aCCld -(~4)~; ~m-ee~ng-w-i-th De--n~ni-s G-,'-n-g-al-d-, 'L-a-r-n'a--B-a-b-b-y-a-n-d---l 

Keith Harper regarding settlement issues, canfidentiality agreement an depasitians an settlement 
issues, repart an discussians with Phillip Braaks, DOJ, Mr. Echahawk, Lais Schiffer and Siman 
(13); meeting with Dennis Gingald regarding canfidentiality agreement, preparatian far Special 
Master 2nd taur, autline af pre-trial arder, parameters af settlement discussians (.8); canference 
with Sarah Perez regarding task assignment far file preparation an pleadings, matians and briefs 
(.3); telephane canference with Keith Harper regarding preparalion far meeting with Senate 
Apprapriatians staff an legislative language (.3); telephane conference with Thad Halt regarding 
separatian af pawers (.4); telephane canference with Dennis Gingald regarding judicial 
supervisians, separatian af pawers issues (A); telephane canference with Jill Warner regarding 
law review cites (.3).; telephane canference with Miles Alexander regarding passible innavatian 
settlement appraach regarding Part II af case ( 3) 

I--~~c=_=_-+_=_:_:c=_t::_·-c·__::·c_:;:c~__;_c------+---;--;---t:-:·---:___:::--co=__ ;::-c-.,c--:---c-:--:--c---.--.-- -----------.--.--. 
c'c--=-==:.,-:.--.----l----,~:-A-c1--+~=-e.~~-~~-~-i-.:~:-:B:-T-!-rs-ea~~inault issues; status af case. 

I--.c:.::.'-'--'-::..:c-=--l--=::.:..:=---i=--=--=:::~.c=--==c::-----_+----::-:-'---+=_'-'-:..:.:.:'-'--""--'--"-~------c---==:cc__.------.-----.--.--------------1 
::'-'==:=-____ -+-__ 0=-.'-'4_-t.:..R,e~_=_v:.::ie-'-w'-d:ce::f::.s'_=s:.cta=t=u=_s_'_re::.op:..:a:.:.rt.:..t:,::a."S=-P",M=-- . ______ ~ __ . _________________ _ 

0.4 Telcams. Braaks re reply brief. 

·--,,-·-----~----I 
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~_~~~_~ _____ +_~=-=--+D=-=-e.s=-e=:r",ip"ct~io=:n",-___________ ~ ______ .. ___ . _____ ~ __ . ________ _ 
Teleom. Broaks re same. 

==:::.------+--=-4=-=:.:.:...:===-:.::~~=-'-----------~-------·---------~--
o:-= ____ --;-;-______ --+_---:c-;;-_-t:C;;-a_;_n-fe~r~e~n_;_ce_;_c~a~1I ~Braaks, Harper re defs' request far extensian_0.t.t.'~_~ __ ~_. ___ ~ ____ -1 

Telcams. Harper re eonfidentialrty agreement deJ-lasti()(l~ ____ . __ ~ _~~ ___ _ 
Discussion with Levitas re same. 

---~ .----.. ~---.------.--~-------I 
__ f-_~_4T=e=:l_cca-"m=s,-. L=-e=-vc.it",a-,--s re same. ___ . ____ ~~_~_~ ___ .~ _____ . ___ ._~ 

Telcams. Farhecz re depositian issues. ' __ ~ ___ . __ ~~_ __~ _. _______ ~_~ 
Meet with Fitzsimmans re depasitian .. _~_~ __ ' ___ _ 
Canference call Gaading, Rempel re depa,;~ian issues. 
Telcams. McCarthy re cl~ss cam~unic<l!i()ns 
At PwC, review dacs. 

.~ --- -~----------~~-~ 

:.:...._~ _____ -f_---c-'---_-+Fc'itz=-'-s,-im--=m=anc.s=--de-'-'p'=a=--with prep and fallawup . ___ ._. 
Debriefing fram Gingald re variaus develapments . ___________ . ___ --1 
Telcan GJngald, Harper re settlement canfidentiality agreement, revised same 

4/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Ginga"tcJ, __ . 0.2 Review DOJ revisian af confidentiality agreement; campare...t<'.~(Jin..a.tQ.<2.J..propasaL ____ _ 

4/23/1999H=!:l~~ennis M. Gi.ngald .____ 1.5 Meet with Fitzsimmans, Halt, Pallner, Farhecz re d,:p()Sitianis"IJe~. ___ . _______ 1 
4/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingald 1.0 Revise draft III, canfidentiality agreement, __ ~. ____ . __ ~ ______ ~ ___ ~ 

4/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Glngald~' ___ +_-c0:_.=-1--+T=-e~lc.-a~m-. B=-a~b-=b-,y~r-,e __ s:...a-,-mc_e-c'-ccc-'-;-__ ' " .",,'" t DMG -.' fo,;;;nis r.II. Gingald ==--- 2.0 Prepare draft respanse to. Clark. 
.. 4/23/1999_ ~~M Gingald ~ ____ ~_-+-__ 0=-.=2,---+.:..T-=-el,c:=-am= . .:..H:..::a.:.:lt.:..r.:..e",s.::a:,cm:..::e,',; .::c.a=-n.:.:f.:.:id:..::e",n..::.tia=-I.:city,---=a~gr--=e_e.cm",e:_n-,-t._ 

4/23/1999_ DMG ~M. Gingald __ .~_ 0.3 Canference call Halt, Levitas re same. _______ ~ _______________ _ 
4/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingald OJ Telcams. Levitas re same; executed engagement lett~:. ____ . __ . ________ _ 
~~:: DMG __ ~~nis-M. Gingald -. 0.5 Canference call Harper, Baby re dac praductian re C.ook, Clar~ re~__ _. _____ _ 

4/23/1999 i DfII1~E-'-.Del1l1is M. Gingald ___ 0.1 Telcam. Beard re Christie. 
4/23/1999_. DM~_~is M. Gingald 0.2 Telcams. Christie re same; decla.r.atian ~ Ap~~. 
4/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingald 3.5 Wark an trial prep issues. _~ ____ ~ ________ ~_ 
4/23/1999 ! - DMG Dennis M Gingalc:i--~-'-' 1.0 Canference call Frtzsimmans, Farhec~,_f:ialt re depasitians. 

- 4/23/1999 r-~IThaddeu~ 0.9 

-----------
-- ----_. ------

~:~-f~*=TI~:~~:~i~~::=- ~- ~: 
Further revising settlement canfidentiality agreernent ___ . __ ._.___ _ ____ ._ 
Canfce call Gingald, Levitas re confidentiality agreement, jaint pretrial statement _. ______ _ 

Meeting Gingald, .~.f pea pie with f()llawup--- - ---~===-== ____ . __ ._ 
Telcams. Harper re abave. 4/24/1999 I DMG i Dennis M. Gingald 0.2 

4/24/1999 I DMG i Dennis M. Glngald 0.2 Telcams. Babby re abave_. ___ ~ _____ _ 

4/24/1999 t- DMGiDennis M. Gingald __ + __ 0;;-._;_1--tT::;-e-cl-c-am-. ~L.=ev::-it:ca:--,s r~andidentiality agreem~t,-etc. 
._._---_._----

~4/1999 _I -DMG Oenn~. M~ Gingald -=-_--__ f-_O-:.-::4_--tT_ce-c-l::;:c-am-::-s-. S-=--p_M_r-cec_5_N~p_-,p __ ra:...d_u_c~tia._n .. 
~4/1999 .j_ DMG _ Denni~ M. GingalcJ ______ +-_--=9c..6=-_fcA"'t~P."'w-'-CC,'C, r __ e~v:..::ie_;_w-d-.a=-c:..::s-'-. -:cc---c---

4/2611999 DMG Dennis M. Gingald 0.4 Telcams. Clark re depasitian issues;"cJispastiv."'llatia.",s,_ 
4/26/1999---r----oMG 'Dennis M. Gingald ~---. OA Telcams. Harperre SPM site visits; abave. 

._-_. __ . -_ .. _- " --

-- ----_.------._----

---- -.----

--.- -~--.-- ._-_._----

--------.-------
4/26/1999TOMG II Dennis M-'-C;ingald ---.-._··-+-t--.'-3=-.-'-0--+p'-=r'e':..:pa"'r-"e-'-fa.:..r=TC'-=1. 

4/26/199ITDMG ,Dennis M_S',ingald=::::::._t-- 0.5 Review Haman de:easitian ~~_IIM averdr~fts 
4/26/199H- DMG !Dennis M. Gingald 0.1 Telcam. Haman re same. __________ ~ _____ ~ .. _ 

_ 4_/2_6_/1_9~~tv1G '[§_en_n_i_s~M:.~i_ng_a_ld-_-__ ==_--_"=:-- 2.5 Meet at NARF reSPM site visits; HLiP issues; TreaslJry issue~: .. __ . ________ . _____ _ 

",.W" I DMG I D~o" .M. Gingald 1.5 Telcoms. Levitas re Clark issu-",s; twa briefs; a_b.av,<':_!"iaI1~LJEl~depas~f1.S.:.... ____ ~~ __ 
4/26/1999 - DMG- DennisM.Gingald------ 0.1 Telcam.Haltreabave. _____________________ . __ ~ ___ . _____ ._ 
4/26/1999 DMG Dennis M-.-Gingald----~·· 0.1 Canference call Rempel, Babby re pradu.cti,,-"-,-- ______ ~ _____________ _ 

4/26/1999 . -,-_!:lMG' I DenniS M. Gingald --- ._+-_--=0cc.5=-_l-'C:.:a::n"fe=:r--=e.:.:n-=-ce=.=-ca=-I'c'1 Harper, Levitas re abave. __ . ____ . ______ . ___ . _____ ~ __ 
4726ti99g--+-2H.. _~dcJ,eusHa~t_=~-_-. --. 0.4 Canfce call Levitas, Gingald re confidentiality agr:.e~ment, sP!"':i<l1 mast~.'.s..I~p... __ . __ ~_ __ 

~~6/1999n' TrI_~dcJeusHal_t _~_ 0.1 TelcanGingaldrespecialmaster'strip__ ___ ~ __ . ___ .. ___ . _____ ._ 
4/26/1999 TH Thaddeus Halt 0.2 Telcon Levrtasre complaint 
4/26/1999 TH Thaddeus Halt OA Study revised canfidentiality agreement, telcan Levitas re same, 
4/27/1999- 6169+sarah C -Pe;:;;Z-- 2.00 Research, review, capy and fax Cangressianal dacumentsTorE. Levit;;; that reiate to. Cabell 

matter including the President's budget far the Bureau af Indian Affairs and the Hause and Senate 

,

.,' I' language from the supplemental apprapriatians legislatian (1.8); telephane canference with Elliatt 
Levitas regarding task assignment an additianal language in apprapriatians bill and budget 

L. ___ . language (.5) 

4/27/1999 ~rwarn_ec=-r_.' __ ~ _______ ~~_--=6c'.8=-0=--t-:oR:.ce-,-se=-a_r_c:.:.h.:..re-"g"-ac:r_di=n,,,g--=s,ce-:-p_a_:.:ra.:ctico, __ n-af~p~a--wer-s-is-s-u-e.-~---'--- ---.----.-
4/27/1999 ; 6169 Sarah C Perez 1.30 Canference with Elliatt Levitas regarding taSk assignment fa'r-me prep",atian anJ)jeading-s-, ----

l I matians and brief (.3); review Cabell files (10) __ . ____ . _______ . ________ _ 
~i/1999·! 6779-·tMiies' J.-Alexander- 0.30 Telephane conference with Elliatt Levitas regarding passible innavative resalutian appraach 

[

I regarding Part II of case. 
4/27/199~!,i -8800 Elliatt HLevitas ~--- ---l----,-4~.5~0---I-cT~e--le-p-ch-a-'n'-e-co-n-,-fe--r·-e·n-c-e-wC'it'h-~D-e-n-n:--is-G=-in-g-aCCld -(~4)~; ~m-ee~ng-w-i-th De--n~ni-s G-,'-n-g-al-d-, 'L-a-r-n'a--B-a-b-b-y-a-n-d---l 

Keith Harper regarding settlement issues, canfidentiality agreement an depasitians an settlement 
issues, repart an discussians with Phillip Braaks, DOJ, Mr. Echahawk, Lais Schiffer and Siman 
(13); meeting with Dennis Gingald regarding canfidentiality agreement, preparatian far Special 
Master 2nd taur, autline af pre-trial arder, parameters af settlement discussians (.8); canference 
with Sarah Perez regarding task assignment far file preparation an pleadings, matians and briefs 
(.3); telephane canference with Keith Harper regarding preparalion far meeting with Senate 
Apprapriatians staff an legislative language (.3); telephane conference with Thad Halt regarding 
separatian af pawers (.4); telephane canference with Dennis Gingald regarding judicial 
supervisians, separatian af pawers issues (A); telephane canference with Jill Warner regarding 
law review cites (.3).; telephane canference with Miles Alexander regarding passible innavatian 
settlement appraach regarding Part II af case ( 3) 

I--~~c=_=_-+_=_:_:c=_t::_·-c·__::·c_:;:c~__;_c------+---;--;---t:-:·---:___:::--co=__ ;::-c-.,c--:---c-:--:--c---.--.-- -----------.--.--. 
c'c--=-==:.,-:.--.----l----,~:-A-c1--+~=-e.~~-~~-~-i-.:~:-:B:-T-!-rs-ea~~inault issues; status af case. 

I--.c:.::.'-'--'-::..:c-=--l--=::.:..:=---i=--=--=:::~.c=--==c::-----_+----::-:-'---+=_'-'-:..:.:.:'-'--""--'--"-~------c---==:cc__.------.-----.--.--------------1 
::'-'==:=-____ -+-__ 0=-.'-'4_-t.:..R,e~_=_v:.::ie-'-w'-d:ce::f::.s'_=s:.cta=t=u=_s_'_re::.op:..:a:.:.rt.:..t:,::a."S=-P",M=-- . ______ ~ __ . _________________ _ 

0.4 Telcams. Braaks re reply brief. 

·--,,-·-----~----I 
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~~~D~a~te~~-+_~ln~it~ia~l~s~N~a~m~e~~~~~.--------~--H~O~u~r~s __ ~D~e~s._c~ri~p~ti:o~~~~~---~c~~------------.--------------____________________ ~ 
~-4--'/2"'7cclc_19=-9=-9~-+__c:D~M_::G_=___+=D.ce--'nn__ciC's_::M_=_.-G=_i--'n"'go-lccd _________ + __ _=0::' .. -=-1---+T=-e-lc~ .. 0-m---'--. C,::.clark re filings with SPM. ----------------------------------------------1 
~~4--'/2"'7ccl.c.19=-9=-9'----+__c:D"'M--'G_=_+=D.::e--'nn'-'i.::.s_::M--'.-G::-i--'n~go.:cl.::.d _________ +_--_c:0,::.2=---- ~'ew defs' filing rE>ir1.terr?-"gc:a~to'_'rc=ie.::s'__. ______ ~---.------ _________________________ _ 

4/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 Conference call Levitas, Babby, Harper re settlement issues. __________________ _ 

~_=~c;;;~:O:~O:;7~~:::~:::~:-+--;~::;~--;~:::--+.::~-:-~~--c:C':--;~-;-·--:~=-:C'~~~~-::cc~- =:~=======:=-=-=~~-.-::~----t~"':-::C'~~-~-: ~~:~:r ~~~:~~;sFi~I~;:;~:: I~tt=_e-r_._=__=_ ________ -_____ -__ --__ - __ --~ __ -==_ ____ -_----~~==_=-~_== 
~;~~;~~~~ ~~~ ~:~~::~. ~:~~~:~ ~.~ ~~~~:~h ~:::~sSr~~-i:-:~-:-=-iff-er.c.,-e-tc-. -----
4/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Po liner re~.L:.M __ d_a_ta_. ___________ . ____________________ ~~ ____ _ 

~~4--'/2"'7.c.1---19=-9:.:9'----+__c:D"'M--'G-==-+=D.::e--'nn'-'i.::.s-'cM--'.--'G=-i--'n~go.:cl~d 1.0 Telcoms. Harper re above; sanctions. 
~--'4--'/2"'7ccl---19=-9:.:9'----+__c:D"'M:~G-==-+=D.::e--'nn'-'i-=-s-'cM.::..--'G=_i--'n"go=-l"'-d __ --c-0--'.1'-___j~T.::e.:.::lcom. Ms. Cobell re above. -~---- .- --------------------------

4/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Forhecz re d-eposition issues. 
r-~~=='~~~~~~~~~~~-
~~4:::/2::7:_;/_:c19:::9:_:9:---+_-Dc;M:--Gc___+.::DC'e-nn"'i:__s-M-._::G"'i_::n~go-l-d________ _ _ 0.2 T elcoms. SPM re defs' filings with SPM; copies. _________________ ~ 

4/27/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.5 Review govt's letter re time charges, telcon Gingold re sam~, re casestatus _. 

~--'4--'/2"'7ccl--'19=-9:.:9'----+--=T:--Hc--_+=T--'ha:::.d--'d--'e'-'u.::.s.cH--'oc-lt'------- 0.4 Telcon Ging,,-Id re fee application, conversation with Brooks, general status 
~--'4--'/2=-7.c.1---19=-9:.:9'----+--,--,Tc,H'-+_T--'ha=-d=-d:.:e'-'u.::.s-.:.H--'0:.clt'--- 0.3 Telcon Gingold re govt's reports to special master; status of consent conversationc.:s'____ ____________ _ 

4/28/1999 __ 1--_.:.1 0=-6=_3=---!-,J:::il::..1 w=a__'rnc.:e'-'r-:.= ______ ~ 5.60. _. ~earch s,,:paration ~J'?wers issue. ___ ~ ___ ------:--:---;0=---- _______ _ 
4/28/1999 2358 Roderick C.·Dennehl~__ 4.50 S;onference with Steve Clay C5); conference with Elliott Levitas (.5); file r,:view (3.5). 
4/28/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 7.50 Attend Senate OverSight hearing on Bureau of Indian Affairs; provide brief summary t-O-::E'-."'L-ev-=itC'a-s--1 

by voice mail; travel to NARF and copy Cobell files; return to office and discuss files with K. Settle. 

--ccc=cc-:-:-:--+---=-~+--=----:-.------=c--- ----+--=---c~-+=--c_----~---------- .---.----
4/28/1999 7125 A Stephens Clay + ___ -=-0_.4_0 __ -+C,_0 __ nference with Rick Dennehy. 

~-:4c;;/2:;:;8:;-;1719:::9::9'---t---':8"'8C::;0-::0-+;=E"'IIi-ott~H:--.-;-L-e-vi:--ta-s-~--------- 3.90 Review and analyze statement of U.S. on Department of Interior's document production 

procedures plans and U.S. status report to Special Master of 4/27/99 (.9); review U.S. Response 
to Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction Against Retaliation (1.2); review billing fonnats (.3); 
telephone conference with Jim McCarthy (.2); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding 
preparation for meeting (.5); telephone conference with Rick Dennehy regarding pre-tlial order and 
task assignment (.5); telephone conference with Robert Kyle, OMB, regarding judgment fund (.3) 

I---c=~---I--c--,-,-,--l-=-----,-----,-,,--=----------~ 
4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Review defg;filing~reresponse to anti-retaliation order; enlargement motion for response to supp­

notice. 
4/28/1999 DMG De;;;:;;sM.Gin9oid------~~T- ~pa;:ecjraft1reSponsttoFir1cii8Yres~- ... ------------.--------.----

~_=4:::/2:_:8"'/1_:c9=_9=_9:-_t___:D"'M__;:G=-_+=D-e-nn__ci-s__;:M_=_.~G=_iC'n~g0"CIc;_d 4.5 Prepare for T-1, e.g., review Griffin_I_II-,--, e_t_c_. ----cC'.------------------
4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcoms. Holt re page13 of defs' response; above. ----------~ 

I----:c==-:.:,.=--:--t--=-:c:c---E-'--:---c:--:--=-"-:--:------... -- . -------~-------~--------
4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ... ____ 0_.1 __ . _~om. C~rk re deposition issues. ______ .. ____ ,,~ _____ ~ _____ ~ ___ _ 
4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Revise draft ~ter response to Findlay.. ________________ . __ 

~--'4--'/2=-8:'-c/1 ___ 9=-9:.:9'----+_.::D=-cM"-G=---+=D-=-e"-nn--'i-=-s-'cM--'.--'G=-i:.:n"go=-l-=-d__ 1.0 Meet \\Iith_ SPM re~~visits; 5N.f' .p~duction__~ ________________________ _ 
4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold -1 __ .::0.::.2'____ ___ T~_o_m_s_S_P_M_r_e s~r11e-'--- ____________________ . _________ ._~ 
4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Pollner re deposition issues. 

~-4:_:/2=_8=_1__;:1_c_99=_9'-+___:D=_M:-:-:::G___j-=DC'e-n-nC'is__:M__;:_. G:o_:i-n""g-0:-c-Id ________ _t------:0c4--:----- ~ference call Hal]'er, Babby re ,,~o-"e_. ______________________________ _ 
~-4c,/2=c8=_1__;:19.:.9"'9'----+_--:D=_M:-:-:::G___j-=D--:e __ n--'n--:is__:M':-.-G=_in5'g.c.0c':_ld. 0.4 Telcoms. Babby re above. __ ~ ___ . ___ ~_._~ __________________ ~ 

~__c44--'1122=-88--1111-'99:.:99:..:99'-+-.::DDc,MM"-GG-==-+=D-=-e'--nnc.:i..:.s-'cM-=-.--'G=_i:.:n"go::..l-=--d 0.4 Telcoms. Harper re above. 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Levitas re above. 

----... _._-----------------_.-

4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Peregoy fecase management-- -------,,--------------~ 

4/28/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt ---+---0~.-5--- -fpre~minary look atgc;,ii;s oppo rereta-Ilation injunction, telcon (;;;:;gold re -same, re gene-ral plans -

4/29/1999 

4/29/1999 
4/29/1999 

1063 

2358 
8800 

Jill Warner ---~-- ---~ -- -~earch regardirigs-epa-ration of powers (2.3); teiephone conference withElliott LeV;tas------

Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 
Elliott H. Levitas 

regarding same (.2) 
---+----:7,--.8c '0----ne reView-and researc;'-. ---- -- ,,- ---- -------- .----------------------1 

3.50 i Meeting with Dennis Gingold and Keith Harper regarding preparation for meeting with Senate 
'Appropriations staff (.5); meeting with Dennis Gingold, Kerth Harper and Ann Mclneriny and 

i Senate Appropriations staff regarding fencing language and other restrictions on appropriations 

further research and review of fencing language (.7). 

I 

(1.5); telephone conference with Jill Warner (.2); further revie .... of separation of powers issues (.6); 

~-4:_:/2:::9=_/_:_19=_9::_.;::9""--~:-"C__:D~;-;M;-,;::;G~~~DD~ee=-nn=-nn-,-I"·,ss~MM~-·.--,::;GG:::'CC'ilnn--:.gg-=-00~llddO-~--=---------iIc---:~:--:-2----tT"'e--:lcoms EChohawkre IItlgatlonfundlng- - --------~-----------------------
4/29/1999 DMG I 0.1 Telcom foundatlonresame. ------ --- - ------~--- -----------

------------~-~-- .. -------.------------~--------
4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re~a_m_e_. __ ._. 

-------~-----~- ._-----.-
4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Review new DOJ affidavrts. 

~__,4:_:/2:::9=_/_:_19=_9:::9::__+__--.:Do:M:=G_t_=D:_e-n-niC's""M__;:.__,G::::_in~g-0;_cld:----------c-~- Telcoms. HOJtre s<l..IllE>'-.9u_inault issues, __________________________ ~ _____ .~ 
~-44:-:1122=-99=-11-:-1199=-99=-99'--+----:Do:M=G---jc;DC'e-n-niC's""M--;:.-G::-:--in""g_0""ld. ________ ..-jr---:0"".__;:1--__tT"'e--;lc-o-m--. G=-0C"0d_i_n,,-g_r_e __ d_a_t_a_b_a_se __ is_s_ue_s~;_m_o __ d_e_1.' _______ "~ ________ . ______________ --I 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Poliner re same. 
f-----4"'/2=-9=-1--;:19=-9=-9::-+----:D=-M=G-t-=DC'e-n-nl"·s""M--;:.-G::-:--in""g-0:CI~c-__ --_=_-===_=-__ -_+----0:.-.:.2---'Teicoms. f'el"egoyre§uinault:-~~-:::=':::=-======~= __ _ 

4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Review memo from counsel to Quinau~ TB re lost access to 11M records. 

~ _ __,4:_:/2:::9=_/_:_19=_9:-:9,--+____:Do:M=G_t_=D:_e-n-niC's__:M_;_'__,G::::_in~g-01;-;d ________ ---lr-__:4:-.;::0--__tP""repare for trial 1 ____________ . ________ " ____ . ________ . ____ .. __ 
~-4:_:/2=_9=_1__;:19=_9=_9:-+____:D=_M=G_t-=DC'e-n-niC's__:M__;:.-G:o_:i-n""g-0:cldc- 0.8 Complete review of 1997 Griffin_audit repo~ ________________________ _ 

4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 Meet with S~nate 'P.Erops staff rElJ~_flJnding f()._r--,tr--,u--,s_t _re_fo_r_m_. ________________ ----1 
f---__ 4::c/2=_9:.c/-'-19=_9=_9'____+---=D:.:M~G-l-=D.::e--'n"-n:.::is-.:.M"-.'-G=in"'g-=-0:.::.ld_~ ___ -+ __ 0.4 Meet with Harper, Levitas re s<l..m~. __________________________ ... __ ~ ____ _ 
~__,4:_:/2:::9o:/719:::9:::9:_+___:Do:M=G_j_=D:_e-n-niC's__;M_;_.__,G:::iC'n~g-01;_:d 0.2 Meet with Harper, Babby re SPM issues. 

4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Telcoms. Holt re scope of trial 1; adequa'--C-y-o-=-f--:fu-n-d--in-g--fC'o-r t-r-us-t refonn; authorities; PI'S;G~--
Report findings. 

~--:c-:==--:--t--=-=_j-=------:---:-::,-: :--;-;------+__--::--:~_+_:_'_:c_--__"__::_;_-----------. ----------------.-- --~--- .. -----1 
4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. -=G.::.in'-'g'-=0--'ldc _________ +-__ __:O..:...6'---fcC':-0~n.--:fe-r-=-e--'n.:...ce call Harper, Levitas, Babby re sam-:;:e--;:.--:c-__ -----, __ -c __ c __ o-___________________ -t 

~__,4:_:/2:::9=_/_:_19=_9::_.9::__+___:Do:M=G_j_=D:_e-n-n"is__;M_;_.__,G::::_in~g-0;_:ld 0.4 ConferenceCaiil=iarPer~Kawahara re'GAO reports re trust reform. _______________ _ 
~-4:_:/2:::9=_/_:_19=_9=_9:_+____:D=_M=G___jc;DC'e-n-ni"s--;:M__;:.-G::_'C'·n""g-01:_:d 1.3 Review report filed by BIA in respon~~ to Griffin audit_. _____________ ~ ____ _ 
~-4"'/2=_9::_./_:_19=_9=_9::_+___:D::_.M=G_j_=DC'e-n-niC's--;:M__;:.-G=_in""g-0:cld 1.1 T elcoms. Harper re above. ,,_ .. __________________ .. ________________ ~ 

4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re above. 
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~~~D~a~te~~-+_~ln~it~ia~l~s~N~a~m~e~~~~~.--------~--H~O~u~r~s __ ~D~e~s._c~ri~p~ti:o~~~~~---~c~~------------.--------------____________________ ~ 
~-4--'/2"'7cclc_19=-9=-9~-+__c:D~M_::G_=___+=D.ce--'nn__ciC's_::M_=_.-G=_i--'n"'go-lccd _________ + __ _=0::' .. -=-1---+T=-e-lc~ .. 0-m---'--. C,::.clark re filings with SPM. ----------------------------------------------1 
~~4--'/2"'7ccl.c.19=-9=-9'----+__c:D"'M--'G_=_+=D.::e--'nn'-'i.::.s_::M--'.-G::-i--'n~go.:cl.::.d _________ +_--_c:0,::.2=---- ~'ew defs' filing rE>ir1.terr?-"gc:a~to'_'rc=ie.::s'__. ______ ~---.------ _________________________ _ 

4/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 Conference call Levitas, Babby, Harper re settlement issues. __________________ _ 

~_=~c;;;~:O:~O:;7~~:::~:::~:-+--;~::;~--;~:::--+.::~-:-~~--c:C':--;~-;-·--:~=-:C'~~~~-::cc~- =:~=======:=-=-=~~-.-::~----t~"':-::C'~~-~-: ~~:~:r ~~~:~~;sFi~I~;:;~:: I~tt=_e-r_._=__=_ ________ -_____ -__ --__ - __ --~ __ -==_ ____ -_----~~==_=-~_== 
~;~~;~~~~ ~~~ ~:~~::~. ~:~~~:~ ~.~ ~~~~:~h ~:::~sSr~~-i:-:~-:-=-iff-er.c.,-e-tc-. -----
4/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Po liner re~.L:.M __ d_a_ta_. ___________ . ____________________ ~~ ____ _ 

~~4--'/2"'7.c.1---19=-9:.:9'----+__c:D"'M--'G-==-+=D.::e--'nn'-'i.::.s-'cM--'.--'G=-i--'n~go.:cl~d 1.0 Telcoms. Harper re above; sanctions. 
~--'4--'/2"'7ccl---19=-9:.:9'----+__c:D"'M:~G-==-+=D.::e--'nn'-'i-=-s-'cM.::..--'G=_i--'n"go=-l"'-d __ --c-0--'.1'-___j~T.::e.:.::lcom. Ms. Cobell re above. -~---- .- --------------------------

4/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Forhecz re d-eposition issues. 
r-~~=='~~~~~~~~~~~-
~~4:::/2::7:_;/_:c19:::9:_:9:---+_-Dc;M:--Gc___+.::DC'e-nn"'i:__s-M-._::G"'i_::n~go-l-d________ _ _ 0.2 T elcoms. SPM re defs' filings with SPM; copies. _________________ ~ 

4/27/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.5 Review govt's letter re time charges, telcon Gingold re sam~, re casestatus _. 

~--'4--'/2"'7ccl--'19=-9:.:9'----+--=T:--Hc--_+=T--'ha:::.d--'d--'e'-'u.::.s.cH--'oc-lt'------- 0.4 Telcon Ging,,-Id re fee application, conversation with Brooks, general status 
~--'4--'/2=-7.c.1---19=-9:.:9'----+--,--,Tc,H'-+_T--'ha=-d=-d:.:e'-'u.::.s-.:.H--'0:.clt'--- 0.3 Telcon Gingold re govt's reports to special master; status of consent conversationc.:s'____ ____________ _ 

4/28/1999 __ 1--_.:.1 0=-6=_3=---!-,J:::il::..1 w=a__'rnc.:e'-'r-:.= ______ ~ 5.60. _. ~earch s,,:paration ~J'?wers issue. ___ ~ ___ ------:--:---;0=---- _______ _ 
4/28/1999 2358 Roderick C.·Dennehl~__ 4.50 S;onference with Steve Clay C5); conference with Elliott Levitas (.5); file r,:view (3.5). 
4/28/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 7.50 Attend Senate OverSight hearing on Bureau of Indian Affairs; provide brief summary t-O-::E'-."'L-ev-=itC'a-s--1 

by voice mail; travel to NARF and copy Cobell files; return to office and discuss files with K. Settle. 

--ccc=cc-:-:-:--+---=-~+--=----:-.------=c--- ----+--=---c~-+=--c_----~---------- .---.----
4/28/1999 7125 A Stephens Clay + ___ -=-0_.4_0 __ -+C,_0 __ nference with Rick Dennehy. 

~-:4c;;/2:;:;8:;-;1719:::9::9'---t---':8"'8C::;0-::0-+;=E"'IIi-ott~H:--.-;-L-e-vi:--ta-s-~--------- 3.90 Review and analyze statement of U.S. on Department of Interior's document production 

procedures plans and U.S. status report to Special Master of 4/27/99 (.9); review U.S. Response 
to Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction Against Retaliation (1.2); review billing fonnats (.3); 
telephone conference with Jim McCarthy (.2); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding 
preparation for meeting (.5); telephone conference with Rick Dennehy regarding pre-tlial order and 
task assignment (.5); telephone conference with Robert Kyle, OMB, regarding judgment fund (.3) 

I---c=~---I--c--,-,-,--l-=-----,-----,-,,--=----------~ 
4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Review defg;filing~reresponse to anti-retaliation order; enlargement motion for response to supp­

notice. 
4/28/1999 DMG De;;;:;;sM.Gin9oid------~~T- ~pa;:ecjraft1reSponsttoFir1cii8Yres~- ... ------------.--------.----

~_=4:::/2:_:8"'/1_:c9=_9=_9:-_t___:D"'M__;:G=-_+=D-e-nn__ci-s__;:M_=_.~G=_iC'n~g0"CIc;_d 4.5 Prepare for T-1, e.g., review Griffin_I_II-,--, e_t_c_. ----cC'.------------------
4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcoms. Holt re page13 of defs' response; above. ----------~ 

I----:c==-:.:,.=--:--t--=-:c:c---E-'--:---c:--:--=-"-:--:------... -- . -------~-------~--------
4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ... ____ 0_.1 __ . _~om. C~rk re deposition issues. ______ .. ____ ,,~ _____ ~ _____ ~ ___ _ 
4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Revise draft ~ter response to Findlay.. ________________ . __ 

~--'4--'/2=-8:'-c/1 ___ 9=-9:.:9'----+_.::D=-cM"-G=---+=D-=-e"-nn--'i-=-s-'cM--'.--'G=-i:.:n"go=-l-=-d__ 1.0 Meet \\Iith_ SPM re~~visits; 5N.f' .p~duction__~ ________________________ _ 
4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold -1 __ .::0.::.2'____ ___ T~_o_m_s_S_P_M_r_e s~r11e-'--- ____________________ . _________ ._~ 
4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Pollner re deposition issues. 

~-4:_:/2=_8=_1__;:1_c_99=_9'-+___:D=_M:-:-:::G___j-=DC'e-n-nC'is__:M__;:_. G:o_:i-n""g-0:-c-Id ________ _t------:0c4--:----- ~ference call Hal]'er, Babby re ,,~o-"e_. ______________________________ _ 
~-4c,/2=c8=_1__;:19.:.9"'9'----+_--:D=_M:-:-:::G___j-=D--:e __ n--'n--:is__:M':-.-G=_in5'g.c.0c':_ld. 0.4 Telcoms. Babby re above. __ ~ ___ . ___ ~_._~ __________________ ~ 

~__c44--'1122=-88--1111-'99:.:99:..:99'-+-.::DDc,MM"-GG-==-+=D-=-e'--nnc.:i..:.s-'cM-=-.--'G=_i:.:n"go::..l-=--d 0.4 Telcoms. Harper re above. 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Levitas re above. 

----... _._-----------------_.-

4/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Peregoy fecase management-- -------,,--------------~ 

4/28/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt ---+---0~.-5--- -fpre~minary look atgc;,ii;s oppo rereta-Ilation injunction, telcon (;;;:;gold re -same, re gene-ral plans -

4/29/1999 

4/29/1999 
4/29/1999 

1063 

2358 
8800 

Jill Warner ---~-- ---~ -- -~earch regardirigs-epa-ration of powers (2.3); teiephone conference withElliott LeV;tas------

Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 
Elliott H. Levitas 

regarding same (.2) 
---+----:7,--.8c '0----ne reView-and researc;'-. ---- -- ,,- ---- -------- .----------------------1 

3.50 i Meeting with Dennis Gingold and Keith Harper regarding preparation for meeting with Senate 
'Appropriations staff (.5); meeting with Dennis Gingold, Kerth Harper and Ann Mclneriny and 

i Senate Appropriations staff regarding fencing language and other restrictions on appropriations 

further research and review of fencing language (.7). 

I 

(1.5); telephone conference with Jill Warner (.2); further revie .... of separation of powers issues (.6); 

~-4:_:/2:::9=_/_:_19=_9::_.;::9""--~:-"C__:D~;-;M;-,;::;G~~~DD~ee=-nn=-nn-,-I"·,ss~MM~-·.--,::;GG:::'CC'ilnn--:.gg-=-00~llddO-~--=---------iIc---:~:--:-2----tT"'e--:lcoms EChohawkre IItlgatlonfundlng- - --------~-----------------------
4/29/1999 DMG I 0.1 Telcom foundatlonresame. ------ --- - ------~--- -----------

------------~-~-- .. -------.------------~--------
4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re~a_m_e_. __ ._. 

-------~-----~- ._-----.-
4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Review new DOJ affidavrts. 

~__,4:_:/2:::9=_/_:_19=_9:::9::__+__--.:Do:M:=G_t_=D:_e-n-niC's""M__;:.__,G::::_in~g-0;_cld:----------c-~- Telcoms. HOJtre s<l..IllE>'-.9u_inault issues, __________________________ ~ _____ .~ 
~-44:-:1122=-99=-11-:-1199=-99=-99'--+----:Do:M=G---jc;DC'e-n-niC's""M--;:.-G::-:--in""g_0""ld. ________ ..-jr---:0"".__;:1--__tT"'e--;lc-o-m--. G=-0C"0d_i_n,,-g_r_e __ d_a_t_a_b_a_se __ is_s_ue_s~;_m_o __ d_e_1.' _______ "~ ________ . ______________ --I 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Poliner re same. 
f-----4"'/2=-9=-1--;:19=-9=-9::-+----:D=-M=G-t-=DC'e-n-nl"·s""M--;:.-G::-:--in""g-0:CI~c-__ --_=_-===_=-__ -_+----0:.-.:.2---'Teicoms. f'el"egoyre§uinault:-~~-:::=':::=-======~= __ _ 

4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Review memo from counsel to Quinau~ TB re lost access to 11M records. 

~ _ __,4:_:/2:::9=_/_:_19=_9:-:9,--+____:Do:M=G_t_=D:_e-n-niC's__:M_;_'__,G::::_in~g-01;-;d ________ ---lr-__:4:-.;::0--__tP""repare for trial 1 ____________ . ________ " ____ . ________ . ____ .. __ 
~-4:_:/2=_9=_1__;:19=_9=_9:-+____:D=_M=G_t-=DC'e-n-niC's__:M__;:.-G:o_:i-n""g-0:cldc- 0.8 Complete review of 1997 Griffin_audit repo~ ________________________ _ 

4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 Meet with S~nate 'P.Erops staff rElJ~_flJnding f()._r--,tr--,u--,s_t _re_fo_r_m_. ________________ ----1 
f---__ 4::c/2=_9:.c/-'-19=_9=_9'____+---=D:.:M~G-l-=D.::e--'n"-n:.::is-.:.M"-.'-G=in"'g-=-0:.::.ld_~ ___ -+ __ 0.4 Meet with Harper, Levitas re s<l..m~. __________________________ ... __ ~ ____ _ 
~__,4:_:/2:::9o:/719:::9:::9:_+___:Do:M=G_j_=D:_e-n-niC's__;M_;_.__,G:::iC'n~g-01;_:d 0.2 Meet with Harper, Babby re SPM issues. 

4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Telcoms. Holt re scope of trial 1; adequa'--C-y-o-=-f--:fu-n-d--in-g--fC'o-r t-r-us-t refonn; authorities; PI'S;G~--
Report findings. 

~--:c-:==--:--t--=-=_j-=------:---:-::,-: :--;-;------+__--::--:~_+_:_'_:c_--__"__::_;_-----------. ----------------.-- --~--- .. -----1 
4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. -=G.::.in'-'g'-=0--'ldc _________ +-__ __:O..:...6'---fcC':-0~n.--:fe-r-=-e--'n.:...ce call Harper, Levitas, Babby re sam-:;:e--;:.--:c-__ -----, __ -c __ c __ o-___________________ -t 

~__,4:_:/2:::9=_/_:_19=_9::_.9::__+___:Do:M=G_j_=D:_e-n-n"is__;M_;_.__,G::::_in~g-0;_:ld 0.4 ConferenceCaiil=iarPer~Kawahara re'GAO reports re trust reform. _______________ _ 
~-4:_:/2:::9=_/_:_19=_9=_9:_+____:D=_M=G___jc;DC'e-n-ni"s--;:M__;:.-G::_'C'·n""g-01:_:d 1.3 Review report filed by BIA in respon~~ to Griffin audit_. _____________ ~ ____ _ 
~-4"'/2=_9::_./_:_19=_9=_9::_+___:D::_.M=G_j_=DC'e-n-niC's--;:M__;:.-G=_in""g-0:cld 1.1 T elcoms. Harper re above. ,,_ .. __________________ .. ________________ ~ 

4/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re above. 
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Date 
4/29/1999 

4/29/1999 

4/29/1999 

r---:v29/1999 
c----:m9/1999 

~ii999 

Initials Name Hours Description 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 

--------_._-----------, 
~~+=-=-~~~____=~~~-----_+-~~-_+T~e~lc-o-m-s~.~L~e~v-=ita~s'-'r-ec-=a~b_=o_=v_=e_. ___ _ 

Teleom. Babby re above. 
- -----------~ 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

DMG tDennis M. Gingold 
TH Thaddeus Holt 

2358 

0.2 
.. ----- '-.---.--- ----I 

0.1 
______ f-_=:__I-'T_=e:.:.lcc,o:..:m=s_=. S::..:...P"M.:...:..:re:...5c_N:..:,--P eroduc~ ______ .. _ 

Telcom. Kawahara re above. 
-----j-----;;c-;---+=-~-~;--~-c:-:------------ ---.-----. - --------

- ------_._-_. -_._-----j 

0.4 

Jr. 5.50 
Telcon Gingold re Wiener appeal, 001 appropriation request 

-·-"7"---r-----;=:::---I-:F"il:-e--r-e-v'C'ie-w~;--c-o-n-=-fe-r-e--nce with Elliott Levitas. .---- .-.-.---.-----.--- .-----

~it999 
. ~()derick C. Dennehy 

-~---------- ----_= _______ +_~=_=_-+Lc_:0-=c-ac-'-te'--::-a-n-d-fax=-'-'w-"'itness list pleadings from.1998 per E. Levitas and_ fax. __________ . __ 
:--_-:-:'----'-______ . _ __t-----=~:-__t_=R-=e-=vise fee retainer agreement; conferen,,€! with Rick Dennehy 'E!.garding trial plan. 

6169 Sarah C. Perez 0.50 

4/30/1999 7125 A. Stephens Clay 0.80 

4/30/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 3.00 Telephone conference with Jim Simon and Bill Brooks regardicg confidentiality Agreement (.5); 
telephone conference with Thad Holt, Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper and Lorna Babby (.5); 
meetings with Rick Dennehy regarding background information, pre-trial order, information on 
litigation, witness lists, theory of case, expert testimony, briefinq on recent developments, 
explanation of bifurcated trial concept, litigation actions. (1.2); research regarding confidentiality 
agreement (.8) 

---;mo/iggg-I::lMG D~e·-n-n-;-is-M;-;-. ~Gc-in-g-o-:-ld'C'------+---;C5--:.8o---t:-W:-;0-r·-:-k-o-n--:t--:ri-a:-1 e-x-=-hccib-'it:-s-. - ---.----- .-

4/30/1999 DMG 'Den-n"Cis-"-M:-. -;cG;-in-'g'--o-:-ld-;--------+----:I--:.o::--I-:R~e-v·'ie-w-I:-m-a-rk:-u--'p-c-u-r--re-n-t- GAO report re trust ref~m 
4/3011999-~G Dennis M. Gingold 3.0 Trial prep, identify issues, witnesses f~-"~_1 _ 

----_.- ----
4/30/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Brooks re GAO issues. ---
4/30/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Conference call Holt, Harper, Levitas re above. 

~:"!!l.!J.!J~:"'~~ __ Dennis M Gingold 1.1 Telcoms. Holt re above; reply §~f.- .::==~ -~== = ~ ~=====~ 
4/30/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcoms. Harper re above; legislative la,,-~uage; doCY..."'cluetionlprotectl()":.. . _______ _ 
4/30/1999 DMG Dennis M,7". G;::-'i--n~g--'o-:--ld;------t---:;Co-=.7;---i-;CC;-o-n-;-fe-re-n-c-e-c~a-'II;-s-:H'arper, Babby--,e samE!_____ _ ___ __ __ _ ______ _ 

~99~i DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Babby re same. __________ ._ _ ___ . _____ _ ----_._-_._.--

4/30/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re above; PWC issues. 
--------.-.--~ 

4/30/1999 __ [)f\o1~~nnis M.s>~n-"g,-0-:--ld;-______ t-_-::-O,-=.2:_--i-=T-,-e_=lc_o,-,m-"s-:. ~P-o-,--lIn-,-e:.:.r-=rc..e-,-m.-,-o:...d-=e ___ l.- __________ _ 
4/30/1999 _I--DMG Dennis M,._G=-i"n"'gc..0lccd ______ I-_O=' . .c.l_--tT-=e-=-l"c_-'-om.'--'-. ..=G-:O-,-0.:cd",in"g_=r-=-e_s=_=a",m...:e-,-. _____________ _ 
4/30/1999 __ 'p_~~nl1is_M Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Peregoy re case managemen'.:. __ _ 
4/30/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Christie re retaliation . 

----------

----------

. -~~-.- ~~~~~:~-~:~~~:~ ---_--_~-_~t-_-_-_--c~~.'-:-~;~~.=tt-;~:Oc"'e=ce:.:c::=~;~:.:c~---c::...3~t:c::~'-:...it'O~i~ib:cr-=::~I~~~::=e-=o_;~c:e:::oc~=~::s-:",. --
---

4/30/1999 -lli'Thaddeus ~---- 4.1 Drafting reply re retaliation_~unction __ . 

4/30/1999 !-T~ Thad(leus~---- 0.4 Telcon Gingold re Wiener appeal, new_c;.,AO report ______________ _ 
-4730/1999- -r-- TH- ThaddeUS-Holt 1.3 Confce call Gingold, Levitas, NARF re Levitas conversations Brooks & Simon; followupwith 

I Gingold, NARF 
~999 :-~ Tlladdeu-s-;-H'C'oCClt---------+---:0:--.-=-2--+F=-0-:1'1~0-w-u-'-p-:t-el:-c-on-w;-iCt'C'h'-cG~ci-n-go-=I-d'---'-------

--Siili999:- tiMe; Dennis M".-oG"'in:.:.-9"-0=-;ld-:;.-_______ +_-o0;'-.9.o-_t.W":-C-0,r:k'--0"n'---=Q:..:'s:...f-=0,-;r ,--Hei,I",1 r..::e_:B=-;e:...,nry=·c-----------,c-- -- ----. 
5/1/1999 . DM~.JDenniS~_(;in~g'__0_;_ld_._------i--__;3c-.O-;--+w~ocr--k-o-n_i~ss~es/review docs in preE.arat'(j,,-ot.:rriaJ...1 
5/111999 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Rempel re data~ase issues 

-----stiIi999 , DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Respond to defs' status report ~"-S~ 
511/1999rDMG-~S M. <3jn~g"-0""ld-.-_____ +-__:O:__.2=__-tT=-e'-clco.'-m-s-.-:H:__0-clt:-'r-=e-'ac.:b_=o-,v-,-e,--' _____ .. ____ . ____ _ 

------------
._----------_.-

--_._- - ------/ 

- --------- ---

---------
~!J.~ DMG Dennis,M Gingold _____ + __ 0='.,,6_--tT=e.:..l_cc0.:..m=s'--. P-=-o-=I"lnc:e~r.:.re:..:c..sa=-m-,-..:.e. 
~:99 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. SPM re defs' status report; complla_nce with -'-1I~/96 ord..€!':..._ ____ _ _____ .. __ 

511IHJ99 - , DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Conference call Harper, Babby re above. 

._--------~"'I9B~_~r~~~inniSM-GingOld__ 0.4 Telcorn. Harper re above; GAOreport;~Griffinaud;t __ ----

~_1999 ' ~~ Dennis M. Gingold 4.2 Review production~ompliancewith'96 ord",-=-. _______________ ~ ------I 
5/2/1999 1-8800 Elliott H.Levitas -------+----:c1-:.8"0:----+"'Rc-e-v'C'ie-w--:-la-w-re-v-=-ie-w articles on separation of powers issues (1.2,); review confidentiality agreement, 

L' Thad Holt proposed language, revisions to proposed language (.5). 

~5112211-1199999~-,' ·-=-=-DDMM=--GG ~DDeenn--nn,'Ss-M~."GG,innggoOIIdd __ ._ 3.5 Review pleading filesldocs at NARF r~compliance ~ '--- ~.:... ___________ _ 
0.5 Telcoms. Holt re reply brief; legislative history of'!J~ A-"t; WeinElr ap'E.~.:. _____ , _________ _ 

5/211999 'I-OMGDei1riTs M-GinQOjd------ 0.4 Telcoms. Brooks re Weiner and GAO. 

~511-22111199.99~9 .. -. -~D-~ MMGG'- r::J.Deenn·-nn..i..,Ss-MM- " GGi,nnggOolldd ----, 1 :0- ReVieWdef5'$i5i-niliion supplemental 6)~e~llitigation-fu':id;~= =~=:=== .----== 
2.4 Reviewlrevise reply brief re retaliation:'.transc:r:ipt of VViIl~ms .cJE'flOsitionre_~_~ ___ _ 

r----si2t1999-- -DMG- 'be~GTriQOTd: ----+- 3.0 At NARF, review production re comp~i~n<:e with '96 orderc _____ . __________ _ 

551122/"1 999999 TTHH TThhaaddddeeuuss HHoolltt 0.4 Telcons Gingold re retaliation reply, revising same_. ____ . __ .. _____ _ 
0.5 Telcon Levitas re retal reply, language for confidentiality agrt 

5/311999 2358 Roderick C Dennehy Jr. 1.50 Joint pre-trial report (.4); memo to Elliott Levitas (.4); telephone conversation with E, Levitas (.4) 

-,------

-51311999 t-s i69Sarah C~P-er-e ·-z----========~=___c0~.5:...0---1-=Lc..OCc-a:.ct-'-e-a-n-d~fa-x--""apPro-p-ri-at-io-n-s language forK-Harper 
~/1999-- I 8800 Elliott H-Levitas . - 770 Review and revise confidentiality agreement (9);teIephone conference with Thad Holt and Keith 

Harper regarding language and confidentiality agreement; telephone conference with Keith Harper 
regarding same and analysis of Indian impact (1.2); telephone conference with Keith Harper 
regarding GAO report release, press release on GAO report, ~ress coverage regard,ng same; 
preliminary review of GAO report (.6); telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding legislative 
language, review and revise memo regarding same and explanation regarding Senate 
Appropriations Committee follow up, fencing language and appropriations limitation on various 
appropriations (.7); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding memo to committee, 
review and revise same, confidentiality agreement language (.5); telephone conference with Jim 
McCarthy regarding GAO report release, Special Master report release, report on Assistant 
Secretary Goldberg press conference (.5), telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding 
Gover press conference, response and media coverage (.3); tEllephone conference with Elouise 
Cobell regarding resolution discussions, confidentiality agreement, Gover press conference, reports 

-f-~~_+_. -----.----------+-,~--.-f-=-- . -------------- -----.. -.------
t-_5::-/::;3,..";-:9""9""9:----+_-;cD"M_.cG Dennis M. Gingold 3.5 Prepare comments to SPM re defs' 1st stat~" report. _______ .___ _ ____ _ 

5/3/1999 DMG--I-::D;-e_n_n'C'is-:M-o._G=-in""g_0"ld, _____ t-_O::-.-:4_--i-=Tc-e.ICO __ m_.-=Ac-n_n_e_M_c_ln_e_r_n:-:e.y':':cT_reasury, re pro9uction/complianc~ _______ . ______ _ 

~;~;~ :::f--~%~~~~ ~:~~~:: ~}-~:e: :~~:~~i"-re Williams, _______ ._ ,,---------. -----.-------.-------j 
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Date 
4/29/1999 

4/29/1999 

4/29/1999 

r---:v29/1999 
c----:m9/1999 

~ii999 

Initials Name Hours Description 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 

--------_._-----------, 
~~+=-=-~~~____=~~~-----_+-~~-_+T~e~lc-o-m-s~.~L~e~v-=ita~s'-'r-ec-=a~b_=o_=v_=e_. ___ _ 

Teleom. Babby re above. 
- -----------~ 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

DMG tDennis M. Gingold 
TH Thaddeus Holt 

2358 

0.2 
.. ----- '-.---.--- ----I 

0.1 
______ f-_=:__I-'T_=e:.:.lcc,o:..:m=s_=. S::..:...P"M.:...:..:re:...5c_N:..:,--P eroduc~ ______ .. _ 

Telcom. Kawahara re above. 
-----j-----;;c-;---+=-~-~;--~-c:-:------------ ---.-----. - --------

- ------_._-_. -_._-----j 

0.4 

Jr. 5.50 
Telcon Gingold re Wiener appeal, 001 appropriation request 

-·-"7"---r-----;=:::---I-:F"il:-e--r-e-v'C'ie-w~;--c-o-n-=-fe-r-e--nce with Elliott Levitas. .---- .-.-.---.-----.--- .-----

~it999 
. ~()derick C. Dennehy 

-~---------- ----_= _______ +_~=_=_-+Lc_:0-=c-ac-'-te'--::-a-n-d-fax=-'-'w-"'itness list pleadings from.1998 per E. Levitas and_ fax. __________ . __ 
:--_-:-:'----'-______ . _ __t-----=~:-__t_=R-=e-=vise fee retainer agreement; conferen,,€! with Rick Dennehy 'E!.garding trial plan. 

6169 Sarah C. Perez 0.50 

4/30/1999 7125 A. Stephens Clay 0.80 

4/30/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 3.00 Telephone conference with Jim Simon and Bill Brooks regardicg confidentiality Agreement (.5); 
telephone conference with Thad Holt, Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper and Lorna Babby (.5); 
meetings with Rick Dennehy regarding background information, pre-trial order, information on 
litigation, witness lists, theory of case, expert testimony, briefinq on recent developments, 
explanation of bifurcated trial concept, litigation actions. (1.2); research regarding confidentiality 
agreement (.8) 

---;mo/iggg-I::lMG D~e·-n-n-;-is-M;-;-. ~Gc-in-g-o-:-ld'C'------+---;C5--:.8o---t:-W:-;0-r·-:-k-o-n--:t--:ri-a:-1 e-x-=-hccib-'it:-s-. - ---.----- .-

4/30/1999 DMG 'Den-n"Cis-"-M:-. -;cG;-in-'g'--o-:-ld-;--------+----:I--:.o::--I-:R~e-v·'ie-w-I:-m-a-rk:-u--'p-c-u-r--re-n-t- GAO report re trust ref~m 
4/3011999-~G Dennis M. Gingold 3.0 Trial prep, identify issues, witnesses f~-"~_1 _ 

----_.- ----
4/30/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Brooks re GAO issues. ---
4/30/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Conference call Holt, Harper, Levitas re above. 

~:"!!l.!J.!J~:"'~~ __ Dennis M Gingold 1.1 Telcoms. Holt re above; reply §~f.- .::==~ -~== = ~ ~=====~ 
4/30/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcoms. Harper re above; legislative la,,-~uage; doCY..."'cluetionlprotectl()":.. . _______ _ 
4/30/1999 DMG Dennis M,7". G;::-'i--n~g--'o-:--ld;------t---:;Co-=.7;---i-;CC;-o-n-;-fe-re-n-c-e-c~a-'II;-s-:H'arper, Babby--,e samE!_____ _ ___ __ __ _ ______ _ 

~99~i DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Babby re same. __________ ._ _ ___ . _____ _ ----_._-_._.--

4/30/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re above; PWC issues. 
--------.-.--~ 

4/30/1999 __ [)f\o1~~nnis M.s>~n-"g,-0-:--ld;-______ t-_-::-O,-=.2:_--i-=T-,-e_=lc_o,-,m-"s-:. ~P-o-,--lIn-,-e:.:.r-=rc..e-,-m.-,-o:...d-=e ___ l.- __________ _ 
4/30/1999 _I--DMG Dennis M,._G=-i"n"'gc..0lccd ______ I-_O=' . .c.l_--tT-=e-=-l"c_-'-om.'--'-. ..=G-:O-,-0.:cd",in"g_=r-=-e_s=_=a",m...:e-,-. _____________ _ 
4/30/1999 __ 'p_~~nl1is_M Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Peregoy re case managemen'.:. __ _ 
4/30/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Christie re retaliation . 

----------

----------

. -~~-.- ~~~~~:~-~:~~~:~ ---_--_~-_~t-_-_-_--c~~.'-:-~;~~.=tt-;~:Oc"'e=ce:.:c::=~;~:.:c~---c::...3~t:c::~'-:...it'O~i~ib:cr-=::~I~~~::=e-=o_;~c:e:::oc~=~::s-:",. --
---

4/30/1999 -lli'Thaddeus ~---- 4.1 Drafting reply re retaliation_~unction __ . 

4/30/1999 !-T~ Thad(leus~---- 0.4 Telcon Gingold re Wiener appeal, new_c;.,AO report ______________ _ 
-4730/1999- -r-- TH- ThaddeUS-Holt 1.3 Confce call Gingold, Levitas, NARF re Levitas conversations Brooks & Simon; followupwith 

I Gingold, NARF 
~999 :-~ Tlladdeu-s-;-H'C'oCClt---------+---:0:--.-=-2--+F=-0-:1'1~0-w-u-'-p-:t-el:-c-on-w;-iCt'C'h'-cG~ci-n-go-=I-d'---'-------

--Siili999:- tiMe; Dennis M".-oG"'in:.:.-9"-0=-;ld-:;.-_______ +_-o0;'-.9.o-_t.W":-C-0,r:k'--0"n'---=Q:..:'s:...f-=0,-;r ,--Hei,I",1 r..::e_:B=-;e:...,nry=·c-----------,c-- -- ----. 
5/1/1999 . DM~.JDenniS~_(;in~g'__0_;_ld_._------i--__;3c-.O-;--+w~ocr--k-o-n_i~ss~es/review docs in preE.arat'(j,,-ot.:rriaJ...1 
5/111999 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Rempel re data~ase issues 

-----stiIi999 , DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Respond to defs' status report ~"-S~ 
511/1999rDMG-~S M. <3jn~g"-0""ld-.-_____ +-__:O:__.2=__-tT=-e'-clco.'-m-s-.-:H:__0-clt:-'r-=e-'ac.:b_=o-,v-,-e,--' _____ .. ____ . ____ _ 

------------
._----------_.-

--_._- - ------/ 

- --------- ---

---------
~!J.~ DMG Dennis,M Gingold _____ + __ 0='.,,6_--tT=e.:..l_cc0.:..m=s'--. P-=-o-=I"lnc:e~r.:.re:..:c..sa=-m-,-..:.e. 
~:99 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. SPM re defs' status report; complla_nce with -'-1I~/96 ord..€!':..._ ____ _ _____ .. __ 

511IHJ99 - , DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Conference call Harper, Babby re above. 

._--------~"'I9B~_~r~~~inniSM-GingOld__ 0.4 Telcorn. Harper re above; GAOreport;~Griffinaud;t __ ----

~_1999 ' ~~ Dennis M. Gingold 4.2 Review production~ompliancewith'96 ord",-=-. _______________ ~ ------I 
5/2/1999 1-8800 Elliott H.Levitas -------+----:c1-:.8"0:----+"'Rc-e-v'C'ie-w--:-la-w-re-v-=-ie-w articles on separation of powers issues (1.2,); review confidentiality agreement, 

L' Thad Holt proposed language, revisions to proposed language (.5). 

~5112211-1199999~-,' ·-=-=-DDMM=--GG ~DDeenn--nn,'Ss-M~."GG,innggoOIIdd __ ._ 3.5 Review pleading filesldocs at NARF r~compliance ~ '--- ~.:... ___________ _ 
0.5 Telcoms. Holt re reply brief; legislative history of'!J~ A-"t; WeinElr ap'E.~.:. _____ , _________ _ 

5/211999 'I-OMGDei1riTs M-GinQOjd------ 0.4 Telcoms. Brooks re Weiner and GAO. 

~511-22111199.99~9 .. -. -~D-~ MMGG'- r::J.Deenn·-nn..i..,Ss-MM- " GGi,nnggOolldd ----, 1 :0- ReVieWdef5'$i5i-niliion supplemental 6)~e~llitigation-fu':id;~= =~=:=== .----== 
2.4 Reviewlrevise reply brief re retaliation:'.transc:r:ipt of VViIl~ms .cJE'flOsitionre_~_~ ___ _ 

r----si2t1999-- -DMG- 'be~GTriQOTd: ----+- 3.0 At NARF, review production re comp~i~n<:e with '96 orderc _____ . __________ _ 

551122/"1 999999 TTHH TThhaaddddeeuuss HHoolltt 0.4 Telcons Gingold re retaliation reply, revising same_. ____ . __ .. _____ _ 
0.5 Telcon Levitas re retal reply, language for confidentiality agrt 

5/311999 2358 Roderick C Dennehy Jr. 1.50 Joint pre-trial report (.4); memo to Elliott Levitas (.4); telephone conversation with E, Levitas (.4) 

-,------

-51311999 t-s i69Sarah C~P-er-e ·-z----========~=___c0~.5:...0---1-=Lc..OCc-a:.ct-'-e-a-n-d~fa-x--""apPro-p-ri-at-io-n-s language forK-Harper 
~/1999-- I 8800 Elliott H-Levitas . - 770 Review and revise confidentiality agreement (9);teIephone conference with Thad Holt and Keith 

Harper regarding language and confidentiality agreement; telephone conference with Keith Harper 
regarding same and analysis of Indian impact (1.2); telephone conference with Keith Harper 
regarding GAO report release, press release on GAO report, ~ress coverage regard,ng same; 
preliminary review of GAO report (.6); telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding legislative 
language, review and revise memo regarding same and explanation regarding Senate 
Appropriations Committee follow up, fencing language and appropriations limitation on various 
appropriations (.7); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding memo to committee, 
review and revise same, confidentiality agreement language (.5); telephone conference with Jim 
McCarthy regarding GAO report release, Special Master report release, report on Assistant 
Secretary Goldberg press conference (.5), telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding 
Gover press conference, response and media coverage (.3); tEllephone conference with Elouise 
Cobell regarding resolution discussions, confidentiality agreement, Gover press conference, reports 

-f-~~_+_. -----.----------+-,~--.-f-=-- . -------------- -----.. -.------
t-_5::-/::;3,..";-:9""9""9:----+_-;cD"M_.cG Dennis M. Gingold 3.5 Prepare comments to SPM re defs' 1st stat~" report. _______ .___ _ ____ _ 

5/3/1999 DMG--I-::D;-e_n_n'C'is-:M-o._G=-in""g_0"ld, _____ t-_O::-.-:4_--i-=Tc-e.ICO __ m_.-=Ac-n_n_e_M_c_ln_e_r_n:-:e.y':':cT_reasury, re pro9uction/complianc~ _______ . ______ _ 

~;~;~ :::f--~%~~~~ ~:~~~:: ~}-~:e: :~~:~~i"-re Williams, _______ ._ ,,---------. -----.-------.-------j 
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Hours Description 

1--::-==_=__+__::=:::-_+=---:---;-;--=c--"-_:_;------t__-0-;-._::7---t:::T-el;-co-m-s-. ;---Babby re motion for enlargement of time; order; Treasury ..... _____________ -/ 

1-~:::-:c.::.::~_+--::=_=___+==I__cc:____=c=~-----_+-----.:I'-O:---f=Tc'e-clc:~o-cm:,.s:..:..-=L"'e.:.v"'ita:.:s:..:.r_e _ GAO report/issues; defs' status report. _---: __________ ~ 
1--'--~:..:..:.-'c-_+--=~-=---_t.::==~c:-:.:=-=------_+-----.:I'-.6'---fcT-=e.:.lco:-'-'-m'-s:.:. . .:.R.:.:e:..:.mCJP.'-'e=-I-r-e=-~production/compliance with'96 order; databas:..:e __ i.::ss::.,u..ce:..:s_c' ----------1 
f--=:..:.::.=:.:::c.__1--'~-=-__i.::=:==:..===:..-----+---.::.0:.:.6'---__l __ C:.::o:..:n.:.:fe::.re=n:..:.c:e:=-ca=11:..;:Babby, Harper re Gover; briefs, etc. ___________ . ________ --1 

1.0 Redraft GAO report memo re trust reform. 
1.0 Conference call Babby,-Harper re HiUissues:------------------

r-~~c:c:~-1~~~-I-;:;:---~~-:.c--"-~---------r---:0~.~5--+C~on-'f~e-re-n-c--e-c-a~II-:--LeVit3;~s.Cobelireabove. --
1---::-:-::-:-:-::c:=·-1f--::o:-;c::--b----c-_ __;-c=-~-:--;-------_t_--c-:--+:c-:-·-'-·-----c~-"----- --------~ ----.:.----------------------1 
I-~=_:.::.::_=__+__=~~_+==__,__cc:_~-"---'-'--- __ -t-_,..:I.:...I.,--__ tcT,..:e_clc._o.:..m:,.s'-:c. Harper r"-~o.v,,'__ _________ . ______________________ _ 

1--.:::,0':-'-::-=-=_+--~,~_t.::..::.:.:.c..:...:-:-"".::..:..-"-,,-=-----__1--0::.: . .:.1--+:Tc=.e'-lco,.:..m:..:.:..:. M_s._C_o~~IIr!.f:li~ issues,__ ___________________________ --/ 
f--.:::.::c-~.::___1--'~.::___i.::c=.:c=__'___::..:..::==c-- __ + __ O:,:.-=I_-+T~e:.:l-'c-o.:.cm=. =-Levitas re~8ITI-""_ _ _______________________ _ 
f-:...:-=c.:...:..:~_4--'~.::.:..__i.::c=.:c=~c:...::.=~::.:------:___I-----'0~ . .::.5-_+T~e:.:l~co::.:m~s-.~S:.:P __ M~cr::.:e~c~o~mpliancewith'~~_o_m_e_r_/s_ta_t_u_s __ re~p~o_rt_. ____________________ _4 

r-~~~~_1-~~~~~~-_:_:__::__---------_1-__=O~.I~-r.T"'e-lco-c-m-.-;-B~a-r--d-n_el-:--Ire_~~~itions. ________ __o:___----------------------i 
2.1 Review Homan depo, other items for Homan meeting 

f-~=c:c:~__t----:==__I_;:;:__;____:_;_~=_-.;_-_c:__--__l-____c0__;.5;_::__ ~~on Levrtas, Hal}ler re I~nguage~<:()nfidentiality a9rt 

f---===~__t--:==__+=:____:_=_::o_-----'-----r______..t.:50 GAO report; file review'-_____ .. _____ --::-_:_-;-:--------------------/ 
f--.:::~~-=-__t----:'_=_'-'-_+.::.::_'----,-'c--'-cc_---------c_____Jl-'~ ~ox and providec;Clpies of CobeUdocuments to E. Levitas. 

4.70 Meeting with Dennis Gingold, Thad Han, Keith Harper and Lorna Babby regarding preparation of 
pre-trial, settlement, trial issues, witnesses, exhibits, stipulations, order of proof, govemment's 
motions and briefs, and Plaintiffs' response, preparation for meeting with appropriations committee 
staff (3.5); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold and Elouise Cabell regarding GAO report, 
activities of Kevin Gover, HLiP and funding issues (.4) , telephone conference with Jim McCarthy 
regarding media release of Lou Wiener appeal of the contempt (.3); telephone conference with 
Keith Harper regarding proposed meeting wrth House approprations committee and legislative 
strategy, review government motions, timing and response, issues on Gover press conference (.5) 

5/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 . ---t:reIeom Clark re 'ailissues:- ---

5/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ~-rcor1feren-ce call H~Per,HOiir~ MSJ'~~====---_':':':':':':-=====-_~ __ -I 

f-_5:.:/,..:4e,/l:..:9:..:9..::.9_+--=D:,:M:c..-:G__l.::D,::,e.:.:n:..:,nI",·s.:,M""c.G=-I",·n:,g.::.01:.:::d ______ i----_~ __ ~"'t~ARF re all issues; case mana"g.::.em=e.:.:nt.::.. -----,-----,----c-- ________________ __j 

1--_5~/~4~/l-9~9~9-_j_~D~M~G--t~D-ennis M'.!3ingold _________ 11_ :r""coms_Remp~I~_sta~~()mpli'm~~t Order for ,eroductiO"'-____________ -1 

1--5"'5;"':"';~;-;~c;;~c;;~-+--;~"'~=~--t-;:;~:--:-~-c-~:: ~~----- ---c---?.L.-~~;: ~~~~ :~', :~~~~~~~~----=====--------~ 
~;:;~~~~ ~~~ ~:~~::~. ~:~~~:~-~~+_ ~~~en~:c;~~~v~~~~: Cobe~ab_ove _____________________ _ 

f-_5=,1:-c4c-/l",9",9.::9_+-_~D",M~G__l.::D-=e.:.:n'7nis M. Gingold ______ I-__ <lJ. ___ ~~om Tom Thol1lp~Cln.! principal deputy special t.':u __ s_te_e"',_re_l.:,st_o_r_d_e_r_. ___________ --1 
f-_5='1"'4c:-/l...::9"'9.::9_+-"'D"'M~G__l.::D..::e.:.:n:..:.ni..::.s~M. Gingold 0 1 ~~Il1' John Mill".':~~~()r deputy special tru_s_te_e""_re __ s_am,,,,--e_. __________ . __________ 1 
f-_5=,1",4",/l...::9",9.::9_+-",D",M-cG'::__l.::D,::,e.:.:n:..:.ni..::.s",M",.-Gingold -+_..Jl._3 __ T-""com_s. Levi~as..~above . _______ . ___________________________ __j 

f-_5:.:/,..:4e,/l:..:9:..:9..::.9_+--=D:,:M:c..-:G__l.::D,::,e.:.:n:..:,ni:.::.s ~. Gingold ______ '--__ ~ ___ ~coms. Harper r~~.<>ve_'_ _____ ,. _______________________ _ 

1-_5",1",4",/l;_;9c;;9c;;9-+__;D",M=G--t-;:;D:--e-n-ni;_s. M. Gingold ___ .0.2 Telcoms. Babby re_~me, ___ _ 
1-_5",1",4",/l;_;9c;9:;;;9-+_-D-:;M;;c-G--t-:;D;-e-n-;-nics--M-'",G-;-i",n:-.g-ol-d _______ c-_ClJ..._~.c-om SP~c<>.mp.'i~nce with~Clr~_r' __ " ______________________ -I 

5/411999 TH Thaddeus Holt _____ ~ __ ~.eting a!_NARF !"'iII1_<:;ingold, Levitas re planning, assignme:..:.nt:.:s,-, ..::.et.:.:c,-' ____________ --1 

1-_5",/;;:47./lc:9c:9-=9_+__;2:-;;T3c:H5C:8-f-;:;T:--h",ad--d.-;-e",u-s-~H-.-;0"'It __ -;-_-;--____ 1_5:_~elimin~ry look at govt's dispositive mo~ ________________ -----1 
5/5/1999 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 2.50 File review; review legislative history of '94 Act. _;::--

f--5:::/;;:5cc/l"'9C:9-::9-+--:6:-:1C:6-::9--l-::S-'a-ra-:-h-C:::.-:p=-erez 1.50 Assist E. Levitas lilio-C8t;ng files and copies of pleadings; review Lobbying Registration Act per E. 

Levitas and K. Harper to distinguish any requirements for Cabell. 
I--~~~~-+--~~--t~--- ------ ------ ---. -- --------- -----cc:--c-;--cc--:-,.----;-:-;--,---,----,---__j 

5/5/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 4.40 Telephone conference with Jim McCarthy; telephone conference with Keith Harper (.2); telephone 
conference with Rick Dennehy (.4); conference with Sarah Perez (.3); meeting with Dennis Gingold 
and Thad Holt (1 0); meeting with Keith Harper; meeting with House Appropriations Committee 
(2.5) 

5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

f-.....::.:.::_=-=--+--=:.:..:.,-=---+.:::===..c:.:==-----1---'2::: . ..::.5--+-=Rc:e . .:.cvi-ec.::w-'p~le-'-a,:d::.in",g",s __ f",il..:.es/.exhibits re T-l.!p:..:.r.:.e"'p.'----_____ . _______________ . _____ I 
1.2 Review issues re selection of exhibits/witnesses. 

5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

1---;;-==-;:---+--::=~t:-----:--=-=c--"-"7;------t--3=-.-;::0---+ocM;-e·-e.,-t w-:-:ithC"Homan-;-HOIt re trust reform and related issues. 
I---;:c==:--+--==__l=--~-:-;--=-"-_.,_~-----__+-__=__:;_-f:::_.:_--_:_.-- .. -- --- ---------------------------~ 
1-~=.::.::_=__+__::=_=___+=='7_ -:'-:~~c';_-----_+--0=' . .::2--__t:::T.ce.l;_co-m-'-.cs-. ",H_o:-,:mc'a:..:.n_r_e_ s~me _____ _ _____________________ _ 

5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

f--=-=__'_'_~_+__==_=___+=-'-__,__c_:_~-"-_:_;-----t__-0-.-3--_+_::Te--I-coc_m-s-.-B __ a_b_bc'y .. "'-~taliation notice; rep __ ly'-. __ _;_------------------------/ 
f---=''::_~~-+----':~_=___t.::==~ ?=::..:. _____ + _ _:I:c..=I-_-+C=-o'cn.:..f.::.er"e::.nce call HclIl,,5l~bby, Harper .. Levit.::.a..::.s.:..re.:....:.a:cb.:.ov'-e". ___________________ -1 

5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

0.3 Telcoms. Pollner re data; statistical issues. 
I--...::..::...-=..:...:...---j~:=:=--j-=--:=:..: :..:....::.:..."-"'=--------I--.::.:..:.---+:.:.:.:.:..:..::..:.c.:...-..::..:::.c::.:-- --------- ... -'---------------------------1 

0.3 Telcoms. Harper re exhibi~ ___ ._ ___________________ . _____ __j 

5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cabell re above. 
1---;:c=~:---+---=-:-:-::----b-...--;-=-.::c--"--c.,.------+---'-O-.I:----I=-Telcom. Levitas re relevant-Ia-w-re-v-ie-wa-rt-ic-Ie:---------·--·-------------/ 

-
5/5/1999 TH 
5/5/1999 TH 
5/5/1999 TH 
5/6/1999 2358 

Thaddeus Holt 
Thaddeus Holt 
Thaddeus Holt 

3-'MeetWithGmgOi([Le~vJlas_ (part of time), Homan ::====_~.==_-___________ -/ 

=:..:..:.:~ ________ _1---'0:..:.6-=-----~e."ise, finalize r",ply ~ retaiatiCJl1...... ________ :__:_----:-,-----------------1 
3.1 Study govt's dispositive motions, reading cases, begin sketching response 

Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 3.10 'Review defendants' motions for summary judgment·(I.I); file review (1.2); conference with Elliott 
Levitas (.8). 

5/6/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 
5/6/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 

-----+---=-=_=_--\.=.---;'--'---..--- - - --- -- --- --.------------------------1 
f-~.::___'_'_~_+--'__'_'_-=---_t.::=,'---:..,..:--=:=-----.--. ~?_O_ £,~Ie rev_ie_w_a_n_d_ol]aniz~tio_n. ________ _ 

3.20 Review Plaintiffs' Motion to Strike; report to Dennis Gingold and Keith Harper regarding same (.4); 
telephone conference with Elouise Cabell regarding appropriations and Irtigation support funds, 

5/6/1999 

5/6/1999 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.0 

document production (. 4); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper, Jeff Rempel 
and Elouise Cabell regarding Justice Department activities on litigation support, appropriations 
(.8); conference with Keith Harper regarding AO statute of limitation, jOint pre-trial statement (.3); 
telephone conference with Keith Harper, Dennis Gingold, Elouise Cabell regarding DOJ contacts 
and responses ( 5); conference with Rick Dennehy regardin9 summary judgment (.8). 

At PwC, doc review; case management meetings wrth Holt, Rempel, Forhecz, Pollnar, Harper. 

DMG Dennis M-.-G-ing-oCI-d-;-------+-----c1-c.0"'--'Re-v-ie-w--p-o-te-n-tialeXhibrts-;------ ----------------------------1 
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Hours Description 

1--::-==_=__+__::=:::-_+=---:---;-;--=c--"-_:_;------t__-0-;-._::7---t:::T-el;-co-m-s-. ;---Babby re motion for enlargement of time; order; Treasury ..... _____________ -/ 

1-~:::-:c.::.::~_+--::=_=___+==I__cc:____=c=~-----_+-----.:I'-O:---f=Tc'e-clc:~o-cm:,.s:..:..-=L"'e.:.v"'ita:.:s:..:.r_e _ GAO report/issues; defs' status report. _---: __________ ~ 
1--'--~:..:..:.-'c-_+--=~-=---_t.::==~c:-:.:=-=------_+-----.:I'-.6'---fcT-=e.:.lco:-'-'-m'-s:.:. . .:.R.:.:e:..:.mCJP.'-'e=-I-r-e=-~production/compliance with'96 order; databas:..:e __ i.::ss::.,u..ce:..:s_c' ----------1 
f--=:..:.::.=:.:::c.__1--'~-=-__i.::=:==:..===:..-----+---.::.0:.:.6'---__l __ C:.::o:..:n.:.:fe::.re=n:..:.c:e:=-ca=11:..;:Babby, Harper re Gover; briefs, etc. ___________ . ________ --1 

1.0 Redraft GAO report memo re trust reform. 
1.0 Conference call Babby,-Harper re HiUissues:------------------

r-~~c:c:~-1~~~-I-;:;:---~~-:.c--"-~---------r---:0~.~5--+C~on-'f~e-re-n-c--e-c-a~II-:--LeVit3;~s.Cobelireabove. --
1---::-:-::-:-:-::c:=·-1f--::o:-;c::--b----c-_ __;-c=-~-:--;-------_t_--c-:--+:c-:-·-'-·-----c~-"----- --------~ ----.:.----------------------1 
I-~=_:.::.::_=__+__=~~_+==__,__cc:_~-"---'-'--- __ -t-_,..:I.:...I.,--__ tcT,..:e_clc._o.:..m:,.s'-:c. Harper r"-~o.v,,'__ _________ . ______________________ _ 

1--.:::,0':-'-::-=-=_+--~,~_t.::..::.:.:.c..:...:-:-"".::..:..-"-,,-=-----__1--0::.: . .:.1--+:Tc=.e'-lco,.:..m:..:.:..:. M_s._C_o~~IIr!.f:li~ issues,__ ___________________________ --/ 
f--.:::.::c-~.::___1--'~.::___i.::c=.:c=__'___::..:..::==c-- __ + __ O:,:.-=I_-+T~e:.:l-'c-o.:.cm=. =-Levitas re~8ITI-""_ _ _______________________ _ 
f-:...:-=c.:...:..:~_4--'~.::.:..__i.::c=.:c=~c:...::.=~::.:------:___I-----'0~ . .::.5-_+T~e:.:l~co::.:m~s-.~S:.:P __ M~cr::.:e~c~o~mpliancewith'~~_o_m_e_r_/s_ta_t_u_s __ re~p~o_rt_. ____________________ _4 

r-~~~~_1-~~~~~~-_:_:__::__---------_1-__=O~.I~-r.T"'e-lco-c-m-.-;-B~a-r--d-n_el-:--Ire_~~~itions. ________ __o:___----------------------i 
2.1 Review Homan depo, other items for Homan meeting 

f-~=c:c:~__t----:==__I_;:;:__;____:_;_~=_-.;_-_c:__--__l-____c0__;.5;_::__ ~~on Levrtas, Hal}ler re I~nguage~<:()nfidentiality a9rt 

f---===~__t--:==__+=:____:_=_::o_-----'-----r______..t.:50 GAO report; file review'-_____ .. _____ --::-_:_-;-:--------------------/ 
f--.:::~~-=-__t----:'_=_'-'-_+.::.::_'----,-'c--'-cc_---------c_____Jl-'~ ~ox and providec;Clpies of CobeUdocuments to E. Levitas. 

4.70 Meeting with Dennis Gingold, Thad Han, Keith Harper and Lorna Babby regarding preparation of 
pre-trial, settlement, trial issues, witnesses, exhibits, stipulations, order of proof, govemment's 
motions and briefs, and Plaintiffs' response, preparation for meeting with appropriations committee 
staff (3.5); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold and Elouise Cabell regarding GAO report, 
activities of Kevin Gover, HLiP and funding issues (.4) , telephone conference with Jim McCarthy 
regarding media release of Lou Wiener appeal of the contempt (.3); telephone conference with 
Keith Harper regarding proposed meeting wrth House approprations committee and legislative 
strategy, review government motions, timing and response, issues on Gover press conference (.5) 

5/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 . ---t:reIeom Clark re 'ailissues:- ---

5/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ~-rcor1feren-ce call H~Per,HOiir~ MSJ'~~====---_':':':':':':-=====-_~ __ -I 

f-_5:.:/,..:4e,/l:..:9:..:9..::.9_+--=D:,:M:c..-:G__l.::D,::,e.:.:n:..:,nI",·s.:,M""c.G=-I",·n:,g.::.01:.:::d ______ i----_~ __ ~"'t~ARF re all issues; case mana"g.::.em=e.:.:nt.::.. -----,-----,----c-- ________________ __j 

1--_5~/~4~/l-9~9~9-_j_~D~M~G--t~D-ennis M'.!3ingold _________ 11_ :r""coms_Remp~I~_sta~~()mpli'm~~t Order for ,eroductiO"'-____________ -1 

1--5"'5;"':"';~;-;~c;;~c;;~-+--;~"'~=~--t-;:;~:--:-~-c-~:: ~~----- ---c---?.L.-~~;: ~~~~ :~', :~~~~~~~~----=====--------~ 
~;:;~~~~ ~~~ ~:~~::~. ~:~~~:~-~~+_ ~~~en~:c;~~~v~~~~: Cobe~ab_ove _____________________ _ 

f-_5=,1:-c4c-/l",9",9.::9_+-_~D",M~G__l.::D-=e.:.:n'7nis M. Gingold ______ I-__ <lJ. ___ ~~om Tom Thol1lp~Cln.! principal deputy special t.':u __ s_te_e"',_re_l.:,st_o_r_d_e_r_. ___________ --1 
f-_5='1"'4c:-/l...::9"'9.::9_+-"'D"'M~G__l.::D..::e.:.:n:..:.ni..::.s~M. Gingold 0 1 ~~Il1' John Mill".':~~~()r deputy special tru_s_te_e""_re __ s_am,,,,--e_. __________ . __________ 1 
f-_5=,1",4",/l...::9",9.::9_+-",D",M-cG'::__l.::D,::,e.:.:n:..:.ni..::.s",M",.-Gingold -+_..Jl._3 __ T-""com_s. Levi~as..~above . _______ . ___________________________ __j 

f-_5:.:/,..:4e,/l:..:9:..:9..::.9_+--=D:,:M:c..-:G__l.::D,::,e.:.:n:..:,ni:.::.s ~. Gingold ______ '--__ ~ ___ ~coms. Harper r~~.<>ve_'_ _____ ,. _______________________ _ 

1-_5",1",4",/l;_;9c;;9c;;9-+__;D",M=G--t-;:;D:--e-n-ni;_s. M. Gingold ___ .0.2 Telcoms. Babby re_~me, ___ _ 
1-_5",1",4",/l;_;9c;9:;;;9-+_-D-:;M;;c-G--t-:;D;-e-n-;-nics--M-'",G-;-i",n:-.g-ol-d _______ c-_ClJ..._~.c-om SP~c<>.mp.'i~nce with~Clr~_r' __ " ______________________ -I 

5/411999 TH Thaddeus Holt _____ ~ __ ~.eting a!_NARF !"'iII1_<:;ingold, Levitas re planning, assignme:..:.nt:.:s,-, ..::.et.:.:c,-' ____________ --1 

1-_5",/;;:47./lc:9c:9-=9_+__;2:-;;T3c:H5C:8-f-;:;T:--h",ad--d.-;-e",u-s-~H-.-;0"'It __ -;-_-;--____ 1_5:_~elimin~ry look at govt's dispositive mo~ ________________ -----1 
5/5/1999 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 2.50 File review; review legislative history of '94 Act. _;::--

f--5:::/;;:5cc/l"'9C:9-::9-+--:6:-:1C:6-::9--l-::S-'a-ra-:-h-C:::.-:p=-erez 1.50 Assist E. Levitas lilio-C8t;ng files and copies of pleadings; review Lobbying Registration Act per E. 

Levitas and K. Harper to distinguish any requirements for Cabell. 
I--~~~~-+--~~--t~--- ------ ------ ---. -- --------- -----cc:--c-;--cc--:-,.----;-:-;--,---,----,---__j 

5/5/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 4.40 Telephone conference with Jim McCarthy; telephone conference with Keith Harper (.2); telephone 
conference with Rick Dennehy (.4); conference with Sarah Perez (.3); meeting with Dennis Gingold 
and Thad Holt (1 0); meeting with Keith Harper; meeting with House Appropriations Committee 
(2.5) 

5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

f-.....::.:.::_=-=--+--=:.:..:.,-=---+.:::===..c:.:==-----1---'2::: . ..::.5--+-=Rc:e . .:.cvi-ec.::w-'p~le-'-a,:d::.in",g",s __ f",il..:.es/.exhibits re T-l.!p:..:.r.:.e"'p.'----_____ . _______________ . _____ I 
1.2 Review issues re selection of exhibits/witnesses. 

5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

1---;;-==-;:---+--::=~t:-----:--=-=c--"-"7;------t--3=-.-;::0---+ocM;-e·-e.,-t w-:-:ithC"Homan-;-HOIt re trust reform and related issues. 
I---;:c==:--+--==__l=--~-:-;--=-"-_.,_~-----__+-__=__:;_-f:::_.:_--_:_.-- .. -- --- ---------------------------~ 
1-~=.::.::_=__+__::=_=___+=='7_ -:'-:~~c';_-----_+--0=' . .::2--__t:::T.ce.l;_co-m-'-.cs-. ",H_o:-,:mc'a:..:.n_r_e_ s~me _____ _ _____________________ _ 

5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

f--=-=__'_'_~_+__==_=___+=-'-__,__c_:_~-"-_:_;-----t__-0-.-3--_+_::Te--I-coc_m-s-.-B __ a_b_bc'y .. "'-~taliation notice; rep __ ly'-. __ _;_------------------------/ 
f---=''::_~~-+----':~_=___t.::==~ ?=::..:. _____ + _ _:I:c..=I-_-+C=-o'cn.:..f.::.er"e::.nce call HclIl,,5l~bby, Harper .. Levit.::.a..::.s.:..re.:....:.a:cb.:.ov'-e". ___________________ -1 

5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

0.3 Telcoms. Pollner re data; statistical issues. 
I--...::..::...-=..:...:...---j~:=:=--j-=--:=:..: :..:....::.:..."-"'=--------I--.::.:..:.---+:.:.:.:.:..:..::..:.c.:...-..::..:::.c::.:-- --------- ... -'---------------------------1 

0.3 Telcoms. Harper re exhibi~ ___ ._ ___________________ . _____ __j 

5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
5/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cabell re above. 
1---;:c=~:---+---=-:-:-::----b-...--;-=-.::c--"--c.,.------+---'-O-.I:----I=-Telcom. Levitas re relevant-Ia-w-re-v-ie-wa-rt-ic-Ie:---------·--·-------------/ 

-
5/5/1999 TH 
5/5/1999 TH 
5/5/1999 TH 
5/6/1999 2358 

Thaddeus Holt 
Thaddeus Holt 
Thaddeus Holt 

3-'MeetWithGmgOi([Le~vJlas_ (part of time), Homan ::====_~.==_-___________ -/ 

=:..:..:.:~ ________ _1---'0:..:.6-=-----~e."ise, finalize r",ply ~ retaiatiCJl1...... ________ :__:_----:-,-----------------1 
3.1 Study govt's dispositive motions, reading cases, begin sketching response 

Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 3.10 'Review defendants' motions for summary judgment·(I.I); file review (1.2); conference with Elliott 
Levitas (.8). 

5/6/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 
5/6/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 

-----+---=-=_=_--\.=.---;'--'---..--- - - --- -- --- --.------------------------1 
f-~.::___'_'_~_+--'__'_'_-=---_t.::=,'---:..,..:--=:=-----.--. ~?_O_ £,~Ie rev_ie_w_a_n_d_ol]aniz~tio_n. ________ _ 

3.20 Review Plaintiffs' Motion to Strike; report to Dennis Gingold and Keith Harper regarding same (.4); 
telephone conference with Elouise Cabell regarding appropriations and Irtigation support funds, 

5/6/1999 

5/6/1999 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.0 

document production (. 4); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper, Jeff Rempel 
and Elouise Cabell regarding Justice Department activities on litigation support, appropriations 
(.8); conference with Keith Harper regarding AO statute of limitation, jOint pre-trial statement (.3); 
telephone conference with Keith Harper, Dennis Gingold, Elouise Cabell regarding DOJ contacts 
and responses ( 5); conference with Rick Dennehy regardin9 summary judgment (.8). 

At PwC, doc review; case management meetings wrth Holt, Rempel, Forhecz, Pollnar, Harper. 

DMG Dennis M-.-G-ing-oCI-d-;-------+-----c1-c.0"'--'Re-v-ie-w--p-o-te-n-tialeXhibrts-;------ ----------------------------1 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
~~5~/6~/1~9799~4-~D~M~G~~D~en~n~iS~M~.~G~i-ng-o~ld~----4-~~0.~7~~T~el~co~m~s~.~H~ar-p-er-r-e-a~bo-v-e;-G~A~O~le-'g-a~l-o~pi-ni-on-.-.------.-.-----.---------1 

5/6/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re above. ..----.---------. 
5/6/1999 DMG'Oennis M. Gingold ------+--:c0.c:7c---I:::T~e:-lc-0-m-s-. :::B-a:-bb~y-re above; demotion o(B-r-o-o-ks-h-ir-e-iO G-S-.1-5-- =: ---.. ----------1 

·5/6ti999--r--orv;G!oennis M. Gingold 0.3 Review draft retaliation reply br~ .----.--
5/6/1999 DMG I DenniS M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re above. . --- ... --.----. -------

'-=-+1:~~:~'~ ~:~~~:~ ~. ~ ~::~~~ ~~~I~:~ ;:·~~~v-ee-1. - -----~-.--. -. . .'" ---'-"-'-"--'-"--==-' -----... --.-~---
~i1999----:rH fhaddeusHolt _____ -+ __ 3=--_+M"'e:..:e:.:t..:ac:.t c..P..cw..:C,-w=ith.:.Harper, -G-in-g-o-Idto r,,-view matte·rs---··.. "---.- .. ----. ---
·5t671999'--TH·-Fcicieus Holt 3 Work at NARF library on govt's dispositive motions U ... --.-... ---- .----

5/711999 6169 S ah C Pere -----r----:1--:0:;-;0;---tR~ev-;i-ew-a-n-;-d uPcJ8teCobeiifiies:--·····----· --- . ----.-.. -----.-----

,m"" "~,, 1/"""""' cfo;--- 0.00 ...,., ~'" """ , .. ~, CO,""'", , .. ,.,.00'>::""'"",,,.", ,~""==--= 
l--. 5/7/1999'-.-8800 E;liOti' H. Levitas-- 1.80 Telephone conference with Jim Simon, Department of Justice (4); telephone conference with 

Thad Holt regarding conversation with Jim Simon (.3); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold 
regarding same (.3); telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding same (.3); telephone 
conference with Keith Harper and Lorna Babby regarding pre·trial statement, Senate Committee 
Staff (.3); telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding MelVin (NYT) McCord (.2); conference 
with Steve Clay regarding developments, staffing and related issues (.8). 

-_.- ._-- .. - .. ----.~ 
~_5_/7_i_19_9i=~MG_ ke;'-fli~M.:._G-_in_'g_019=-_-_-_-_· ====1====1=.3~===~D~r~a·ft:c.:-..cn=0=ti-c:ce~=of=s~U~P·"'p"Cle-m-'e-nta-I-a-u-th-o-ri-ty 

5/7/1999 D. MG ID_erlniS M. Gin~ __ .. 14 Review defs' opp to fee request. ____ -----.. ----------1 
5/7/199B __ ~M-G Denni.s M. Gingold _____ --t_--:;0~.3:__-I-:T::_e-lc.:-o-m-.:::C-I_;_ac_rk-r-e_:Patriarca docs. ---;:-:---c:-.---. ______ ._. ___________ / 

5/7/1999 DMG Den..,is M. Gin9""0-;ld.c.. _______ + __ 0"'.cc1_-+R:;ce....:.v.iew Patriarca filing in response to deposition notice. 
~.9~_~MG 1 DennisM. Gin£jold 1.3 Conference calls Holt, Harper re judgm.ent fund; fees associaierwith 3y~~ d~~ __ ----I 

5/7/199B_--l:lMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Teleam. Findlay re depositions. _____ .. __________________ _ 
~1.~-"'OMG I De.nnis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. KS paralegal re docs. . . ___ ... __ 
.~/199~_~C; I Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Harper r".l~.i;nent fun~disCovery;notice of supp aIJtiio,rity;~~es:-._-_=.:.... ___ _ 
~.~ __ Dr.tIG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Telcoms. Babby re notice of supp authority; Rossman report. 

5/7/1999 DMG iDennis M. Gingold 0.5 Teleams. Holt re above. ..----..... -.--- .---.-. -----.----

5/7/1999 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.6 Teleams. Levitas re same. 
-. 5/7/1999'-~MG I Dennis'M. GingOld--"-l--' 0.1 Teleam. Fasold re PwC model. 
·57m999--0M(3'lDennisM:Gir19Qid-----r---50'.-:c3---t:::R-ev-:iC'ew-d'''o-c-s-; 5::CN"'P=-p'r-o-d"'u'-cCCti-on:- ---- . 

5/7/1999 I TH 'Thaddeus Holt 3.1 Work on reply to govt d·ispc;s;t;VemOiiOns--·- ---.. ---.. -.-.-. -------

1-. 5/7/19991 '-TH-:ThaddeusH~-- 0.9 Researchonjudgmentfund '--.-.~_--__ .. _-=--=-===-==:::-=- . __ 
~5117711: -11

9
9
9
9
9
9'''1 ··T!HH..J

T
Th

h
. aaddd

d
' eeuuss HHOolitt -'. ---. 1.1 Study govt's response re contempt sanc!i~lns, discuss same "'I!h. Gingold .. __________ _ --t 0.3 Telcon Levrtas re his telcon with Simon, discuss same with Gingold 

f-5t7T1ggg1- TH I Tha-ddeus ~--. 0.2 Joined Gingold, Harper;;;cOnfCe'call re govt'oppo re sa,;ciions- -. --... - .. --.-..... -

~-9--,-DMG !Den",SM:GingOid--':' 3A Work on fee reply brief.=-~==-'-'·----·----===. .=-

~!1999 DMG (DenniS M.Gingold 0.1 Teleam. Babbyre.~. ____ ._. ___ . __ .. __ .. _____ _ 

c- ~;~;~~~~ . - DTMHG-jiZ'~~·~s.~-. 6.3 Review docs; 5NP productio~ ____ .. _ ---... -.---.-------1 
~ "ni;.:;;; 3.9 Work on oppo to govt's SJ motions ._ .. ______. ___ ~ . _____ . ___ . ______ __ 

~~'.~~-8~8~~iott H. Levitas 1AO Review and analyze Defendants' brief on summary judgment motion. 

5/9/1999 -ni DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 3.0 At NARF, continue review of pleadings files rEi potenti<Jj exhibiis:=~~===:==.:..._____=_ 
~!1999 == orviG- IDennis M._(;ingold 0.2 Telcoms. Holt re response to defs' MSJ 

5/9/1999 . DMG .fD,,-nnis Me Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Harper re same; reply to defs' fee opposition brief' .-- .. ----. '---~' .---. 
5/9/1999 DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 7.3 Continue doc review; 5NP. .-----.---.. --.--- ---.-.---. 

.. 5/9/1999_ TH __ 1Thadd,,-us Holt ____ . 4.5 Work on oppo to govt's SJ motions . ______ _ 

~~~58 !ROd~ick C. De_n_n~e.h"'y'....CJ_r. __ -+ __ 0~.-=5_c0-_t:F::_il.ce..:.r.c.ev.:..i-ew-. -:--.--~--c:-
5/10/1999 : 8800 iElliott H. Levitas 3.50 Telephone conference with Jim'Simon (3);telephone conferen-ce with Kerth'Harper and John 

l
' : Echohawk (.6); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold, Thad Holt, John Echohawk regarding 

I confidentiality agreement (1.3); conference with Dennis Gingold and Keith Harper regarding same 
i (.3); review Cobell brief (1.0) 

---si'iO/1999-' DMG' i Dennis M.· Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. ThompsOri-r-e-S-O-L-ait-o-rn-e-y-alieg-a-tio-n-s-a-gainstCohen; Wi-lI-Iia-n-ssta-tu-s-. - .. ----.. -
---s!iOt1999 DMG~De;;nlSM:' Gingold -- 1.7 Telcoms. Babby re new ~JA prod-uc-t-io-n'ro-2-5-o..-b-o-xe-sofs..-N-P-.~~s-; -GA-Q-G-C-I-e-g-~I-op-in-io-n-.-__ ---

5/10/1999 r---o-MGiDennis·M. Gingold 6.0 Work on fee reply brief._. ____ . __ . __ ... ___ ... ___ ...... ____ . 
~9gg_f___oMG1·Dennis M. GingoW---- 0.9 Telcoms. Levitas re GAO GC opinion; settlement conference. -------1 

5/10/1999 DMG JDennis M:.-::G::in~g'-0c_ld,------+_-_;0-;.8=--I-:T;;-e~l.c-o-m-s-."CH_;_0-1t_r_e_a_b_o""v_e,;..· s_a_n_c_tio_n._s_t_im_e_. __ . ______ . __ . __ ._ 
5/1 O/1.~_+~MG I De'2,n.ls. M. Gingold __ ~_-+_.--::1.:...5:--_I-:T::,e"l:c:.:o.:..m.:..s..:..:-Harper re above. 
5/10/1999 DMG DenniS M. Gingold 0.3 Discuss abo~Vita-s-.--------·-·----· 

~1.o/1999_ DMG. I [)ennis.r.tI. Gingold' 0.3 Conference call Harper, Ms. Cobell re trib8l-re-s-ol-u-tio;';:---' 
5/10/1999 DMG [Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Conference call Harper, Echohawk re alii~---- "-------.--
~: . ,._--. _._--._--.. _--------
~O/1999_~ 'i Dennis M:. Gingold _. 0.2 Telcoms. Rempel re product!on; databas":.___ _ ____ .. _. __ . _____ _ 

5/10/1999 l--DMG ,DenniS M. Gingold .--f-. 0.2 Telcom. Paris re OTFM. ... __ ._. ___ . ____ . ____ . 
5t1OI199-9- -TH--m;addeUSHQii----- 7 Work on oppo to govt's SJ moti0!1~ _____ . ____ ~ ___ .. __________ _ 

5/1111999 '235s!ROderick C. Dennehy Jr. 3.50 File review (.4); review decision on motion to dismiss (1.2); review defendants' motions for 

~ ____ +-_~ ___ fcs~u_m._m_a_.ry-="ju_d_g_m_e",-~ ________ ._. __ . ____ . __________ . __ 
8.80 Review Thompson·Wiliiams email; telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding 

Thompson (A); conference with John Echohawk, Dennis Gingold, Lorna Babby, Thad Holt 
regarding preparation of confidentiality statement (2.3); telephone conference with Jim Simon, 
DOJ, regarding redraft of confidentiality statement (.5); conference with Thad Holt and Dennis 
Gingold regarding review of briefs, research (.8); review and analyze special master order (.7); 
review and revise letter regarding settlement issues (.6); resolution conference with Gover, 
Schiffer, Brooks, Cohen, Echohawk, Treasury and Simon (3.5) 

·=·=;---;-:------+--:c-=--tc-:---;-~·_;_----;:-·- .. ----------.. - ---.--.. ------------1 
5/11/1999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 5.0 Work on reply brief re sanctions. 

5/11/1999 --~'I Den.n,eis : . ..cM.:.. . ..:G"'i::.ng".0::.I.::d ___ . ___ ~_0C' . ..:.1_-+T"e'-,I.::co:cm=. ccB_cea",r:.:d",r..:e-C:..h",r",is_cti.::ec..' _ .. _"====:'::='::'::===='::'::-_- =.::.::.:::.::=.::-_-_-===:-._.::.::.::.::.::-_-
5/1111999 DMG, Dennis M. Gingold 3.6 Meet with Beard at OSC re same. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
~~5~/6~/1~9799~4-~D~M~G~~D~en~n~iS~M~.~G~i-ng-o~ld~----4-~~0.~7~~T~el~co~m~s~.~H~ar-p-er-r-e-a~bo-v-e;-G~A~O~le-'g-a~l-o~pi-ni-on-.-.------.-.-----.---------1 

5/6/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re above. ..----.---------. 
5/6/1999 DMG'Oennis M. Gingold ------+--:c0.c:7c---I:::T~e:-lc-0-m-s-. :::B-a:-bb~y-re above; demotion o(B-r-o-o-ks-h-ir-e-iO G-S-.1-5-- =: ---.. ----------1 

·5/6ti999--r--orv;G!oennis M. Gingold 0.3 Review draft retaliation reply br~ .----.--
5/6/1999 DMG I DenniS M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re above. . --- ... --.----. -------

'-=-+1:~~:~'~ ~:~~~:~ ~. ~ ~::~~~ ~~~I~:~ ;:·~~~v-ee-1. - -----~-.--. -. . .'" ---'-"-'-"--'-"--==-' -----... --.-~---
~i1999----:rH fhaddeusHolt _____ -+ __ 3=--_+M"'e:..:e:.:t..:ac:.t c..P..cw..:C,-w=ith.:.Harper, -G-in-g-o-Idto r,,-view matte·rs---··.. "---.- .. ----. ---
·5t671999'--TH·-Fcicieus Holt 3 Work at NARF library on govt's dispositive motions U ... --.-... ---- .----

5/711999 6169 S ah C Pere -----r----:1--:0:;-;0;---tR~ev-;i-ew-a-n-;-d uPcJ8teCobeiifiies:--·····----· --- . ----.-.. -----.-----

,m"" "~,, 1/"""""' cfo;--- 0.00 ...,., ~'" """ , .. ~, CO,""'", , .. ,.,.00'>::""'"",,,.", ,~""==--= 
l--. 5/7/1999'-.-8800 E;liOti' H. Levitas-- 1.80 Telephone conference with Jim Simon, Department of Justice (4); telephone conference with 

Thad Holt regarding conversation with Jim Simon (.3); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold 
regarding same (.3); telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding same (.3); telephone 
conference with Keith Harper and Lorna Babby regarding pre·trial statement, Senate Committee 
Staff (.3); telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding MelVin (NYT) McCord (.2); conference 
with Steve Clay regarding developments, staffing and related issues (.8). 

-_.- ._-- .. - .. ----.~ 
~_5_/7_i_19_9i=~MG_ ke;'-fli~M.:._G-_in_'g_019=-_-_-_-_· ====1====1=.3~===~D~r~a·ft:c.:-..cn=0=ti-c:ce~=of=s~U~P·"'p"Cle-m-'e-nta-I-a-u-th-o-ri-ty 

5/7/1999 D. MG ID_erlniS M. Gin~ __ .. 14 Review defs' opp to fee request. ____ -----.. ----------1 
5/7/199B __ ~M-G Denni.s M. Gingold _____ --t_--:;0~.3:__-I-:T::_e-lc.:-o-m-.:::C-I_;_ac_rk-r-e_:Patriarca docs. ---;:-:---c:-.---. ______ ._. ___________ / 

5/7/1999 DMG Den..,is M. Gin9""0-;ld.c.. _______ + __ 0"'.cc1_-+R:;ce....:.v.iew Patriarca filing in response to deposition notice. 
~.9~_~MG 1 DennisM. Gin£jold 1.3 Conference calls Holt, Harper re judgm.ent fund; fees associaierwith 3y~~ d~~ __ ----I 

5/7/199B_--l:lMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Teleam. Findlay re depositions. _____ .. __________________ _ 
~1.~-"'OMG I De.nnis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. KS paralegal re docs. . . ___ ... __ 
.~/199~_~C; I Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Harper r".l~.i;nent fun~disCovery;notice of supp aIJtiio,rity;~~es:-._-_=.:.... ___ _ 
~.~ __ Dr.tIG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Telcoms. Babby re notice of supp authority; Rossman report. 

5/7/1999 DMG iDennis M. Gingold 0.5 Teleams. Holt re above. ..----..... -.--- .---.-. -----.----

5/7/1999 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.6 Teleams. Levitas re same. 
-. 5/7/1999'-~MG I Dennis'M. GingOld--"-l--' 0.1 Teleam. Fasold re PwC model. 
·57m999--0M(3'lDennisM:Gir19Qid-----r---50'.-:c3---t:::R-ev-:iC'ew-d'''o-c-s-; 5::CN"'P=-p'r-o-d"'u'-cCCti-on:- ---- . 

5/7/1999 I TH 'Thaddeus Holt 3.1 Work on reply to govt d·ispc;s;t;VemOiiOns--·- ---.. ---.. -.-.-. -------

1-. 5/7/19991 '-TH-:ThaddeusH~-- 0.9 Researchonjudgmentfund '--.-.~_--__ .. _-=--=-===-==:::-=- . __ 
~5117711: -11

9
9
9
9
9
9'''1 ··T!HH..J

T
Th

h
. aaddd

d
' eeuuss HHOolitt -'. ---. 1.1 Study govt's response re contempt sanc!i~lns, discuss same "'I!h. Gingold .. __________ _ --t 0.3 Telcon Levrtas re his telcon with Simon, discuss same with Gingold 

f-5t7T1ggg1- TH I Tha-ddeus ~--. 0.2 Joined Gingold, Harper;;;cOnfCe'call re govt'oppo re sa,;ciions- -. --... - .. --.-..... -

~-9--,-DMG !Den",SM:GingOid--':' 3A Work on fee reply brief.=-~==-'-'·----·----===. .=-

~!1999 DMG (DenniS M.Gingold 0.1 Teleam. Babbyre.~. ____ ._. ___ . __ .. __ .. _____ _ 

c- ~;~;~~~~ . - DTMHG-jiZ'~~·~s.~-. 6.3 Review docs; 5NP productio~ ____ .. _ ---... -.---.-------1 
~ "ni;.:;;; 3.9 Work on oppo to govt's SJ motions ._ .. ______. ___ ~ . _____ . ___ . ______ __ 

~~'.~~-8~8~~iott H. Levitas 1AO Review and analyze Defendants' brief on summary judgment motion. 

5/9/1999 -ni DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 3.0 At NARF, continue review of pleadings files rEi potenti<Jj exhibiis:=~~===:==.:..._____=_ 
~!1999 == orviG- IDennis M._(;ingold 0.2 Telcoms. Holt re response to defs' MSJ 

5/9/1999 . DMG .fD,,-nnis Me Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Harper re same; reply to defs' fee opposition brief' .-- .. ----. '---~' .---. 
5/9/1999 DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 7.3 Continue doc review; 5NP. .-----.---.. --.--- ---.-.---. 

.. 5/9/1999_ TH __ 1Thadd,,-us Holt ____ . 4.5 Work on oppo to govt's SJ motions . ______ _ 

~~~58 !ROd~ick C. De_n_n~e.h"'y'....CJ_r. __ -+ __ 0~.-=5_c0-_t:F::_il.ce..:.r.c.ev.:..i-ew-. -:--.--~--c:-
5/10/1999 : 8800 iElliott H. Levitas 3.50 Telephone conference with Jim'Simon (3);telephone conferen-ce with Kerth'Harper and John 

l
' : Echohawk (.6); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold, Thad Holt, John Echohawk regarding 

I confidentiality agreement (1.3); conference with Dennis Gingold and Keith Harper regarding same 
i (.3); review Cobell brief (1.0) 

---si'iO/1999-' DMG' i Dennis M.· Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. ThompsOri-r-e-S-O-L-ait-o-rn-e-y-alieg-a-tio-n-s-a-gainstCohen; Wi-lI-Iia-n-ssta-tu-s-. - .. ----.. -
---s!iOt1999 DMG~De;;nlSM:' Gingold -- 1.7 Telcoms. Babby re new ~JA prod-uc-t-io-n'ro-2-5-o..-b-o-xe-sofs..-N-P-.~~s-; -GA-Q-G-C-I-e-g-~I-op-in-io-n-.-__ ---

5/10/1999 r---o-MGiDennis·M. Gingold 6.0 Work on fee reply brief._. ____ . __ . __ ... ___ ... ___ ...... ____ . 
~9gg_f___oMG1·Dennis M. GingoW---- 0.9 Telcoms. Levitas re GAO GC opinion; settlement conference. -------1 

5/10/1999 DMG JDennis M:.-::G::in~g'-0c_ld,------+_-_;0-;.8=--I-:T;;-e~l.c-o-m-s-."CH_;_0-1t_r_e_a_b_o""v_e,;..· s_a_n_c_tio_n._s_t_im_e_. __ . ______ . __ . __ ._ 
5/1 O/1.~_+~MG I De'2,n.ls. M. Gingold __ ~_-+_.--::1.:...5:--_I-:T::,e"l:c:.:o.:..m.:..s..:..:-Harper re above. 
5/10/1999 DMG DenniS M. Gingold 0.3 Discuss abo~Vita-s-.--------·-·----· 

~1.o/1999_ DMG. I [)ennis.r.tI. Gingold' 0.3 Conference call Harper, Ms. Cobell re trib8l-re-s-ol-u-tio;';:---' 
5/10/1999 DMG [Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Conference call Harper, Echohawk re alii~---- "-------.--
~: . ,._--. _._--._--.. _--------
~O/1999_~ 'i Dennis M:. Gingold _. 0.2 Telcoms. Rempel re product!on; databas":.___ _ ____ .. _. __ . _____ _ 

5/10/1999 l--DMG ,DenniS M. Gingold .--f-. 0.2 Telcom. Paris re OTFM. ... __ ._. ___ . ____ . ____ . 
5t1OI199-9- -TH--m;addeUSHQii----- 7 Work on oppo to govt's SJ moti0!1~ _____ . ____ ~ ___ .. __________ _ 

5/1111999 '235s!ROderick C. Dennehy Jr. 3.50 File review (.4); review decision on motion to dismiss (1.2); review defendants' motions for 

~ ____ +-_~ ___ fcs~u_m._m_a_.ry-="ju_d_g_m_e",-~ ________ ._. __ . ____ . __________ . __ 
8.80 Review Thompson·Wiliiams email; telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding 

Thompson (A); conference with John Echohawk, Dennis Gingold, Lorna Babby, Thad Holt 
regarding preparation of confidentiality statement (2.3); telephone conference with Jim Simon, 
DOJ, regarding redraft of confidentiality statement (.5); conference with Thad Holt and Dennis 
Gingold regarding review of briefs, research (.8); review and analyze special master order (.7); 
review and revise letter regarding settlement issues (.6); resolution conference with Gover, 
Schiffer, Brooks, Cohen, Echohawk, Treasury and Simon (3.5) 

·=·=;---;-:------+--:c-=--tc-:---;-~·_;_----;:-·- .. ----------.. - ---.--.. ------------1 
5/11/1999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 5.0 Work on reply brief re sanctions. 

5/11/1999 --~'I Den.n,eis : . ..cM.:.. . ..:G"'i::.ng".0::.I.::d ___ . ___ ~_0C' . ..:.1_-+T"e'-,I.::co:cm=. ccB_cea",r:.:d",r..:e-C:..h",r",is_cti.::ec..' _ .. _"====:'::='::'::===='::'::-_- =.::.::.:::.::=.::-_-_-===:-._.::.::.::.::.::-_-
5/1111999 DMG, Dennis M. Gingold 3.6 Meet with Beard at OSC re same. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 

~_:S:_;/:-ll:c/c-19::c9;:c9;:__t__:D;:cM=G:_t_=D,-e-n-n:-is_:M",.-G::c:_in~g-O;cld~·~~~~~~.~~~~~~~0;.~7~~~:-",T;:-_e-;l~c·_0-m~~s-;c.-:H"'0-:1:-t -re"7Ho-m'-an--:-te-sCCti-m-o-n-y-; M=SccJ-; -se-:tt"'le-m-e~n_t~is.-::'s-::'u-e_-s_.-::'-::'·~-::'·~-::'-::'-::'-::'-::'-::'-::'-::,-::,:::,-_-=._._~~~~~~~~ 
~-;S:_;/:_l1:c/719::c9;:c9;:__t__:D::;M~G:_t_=D,_e-n-n:-is-;M",.-G::c:_in~g-0;-:-ld. _____ --+_--;:0_:. 3:----,I:;T;-e:-lc._o_m_s_. -=R,_e""m-,p-el.re contempUSN P docs. 
~_:S:_;/:-l1:-/'C19.c.9Cc9::--_t__:D::;M~G:_t_=D-e-n-n:-is_:M",.-G~in~g-o:-:-ld. 0.2 T elcoms. Pollner re model. 
I--::Scc/l:.,I.c./l,..:9:.=9..c9_I-D=_M~G-l-=D..ce:.cnn.'ci.c.s:-M:-. -::G",in.:"g",o",ld:.. O.S Work on MSJ reply"-_______________________ .. _______ ._ 

I--=Scc/l:.,I",/l",9:.:9:.=9::---t--::D",M.-G~tD~e:.cnn.'ci._s.C'M.'c . ...:Go-i",n",-go::.:l-=-d. 0.4 Telcoms. Lev:.:.it,=a,so"re.o-=a=b .. o:.v.:ce:.:.'C"" __ ~ __ -c-c ____________ ._. ___ . ______ -1 
S/11/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re settlement; prior repraisalletter. 

~_:S:_;/l:-l:c/719::c9:::9;:__t__:D::;M=G:_t-=D:_e-n-nl:_·s.~M7·_:G::c:_in~g-0:_:_ld 0.1 Telcom. Bardnell re_p"'w.cC;;-:-m:_o-d-e"'I.-=-:::;----;c----------.-------.. ---------
~_:S:_;/:-l1:c/'C'19::c9:::9o-_t__:D::;M=G:_t_=D,_e-n-nl:_·s_:M_;.-G::c:_in~g-ol_;d~_.... ... 0.1 Telcom:.~~tie re.r.~Ic;ia:::ti_o_n~; O_S_C_o-'p_tl.·_o_n_s. ________ ._. ___ . ____ ._. ____ I 

.-:S::;/:-l :-1/c-l-=-99-=-9~-+-D-=M~G-l_=D"'e-n"'n'C'is-M.:.Gingold _._ ..... _-l_--o0c:-.l::-c_~comc~h.ompson..':~ Williams. 
S/11/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 13.S Work on oppo to govt's SJ motions; meet at NARF to plan for settlement meeting; settlement 

I-:-:-:-:-~~_+-=cc---+=---c"----- "'C".---+--- _. __ ~ting~.'.Interior __ . 
S/12/1999 23S8 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 4.S0 Telephone conversation with Elliott Levitas, Lorna Bab"'b-y-; -re-v'C'ie--w-a'-nd-:--a-n-a';-ly-ze--=D'-e7fe-ndants' Motions 

__ ' __ -+-__ ::-:c:-_t:f:cor,-S._u .. m_mary Judgment and Oppositions thereto. 
S/I211999 6169 Sarah C. Perez __ ._2::c,c:S::-0_+::F..,ile~.0-crganization, d~cument retrieval and distribution. 

~-:S:-;/:-I21=19::C9;:C9;:--t--:8"'8C:0C:0-l-=ECC:II:-io'tt H. Levitas .--- 2.60 Telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding outline of resolution proposal on judicial 

supervision (.4); telephone conference with David Zacks (.4); review articles (.8); telephone 
conference with Rick Dennehy and Lorna Babby regarding Motions for Summary Judgement (1.0) 

~=~S~/l~2~/=19~9~9~=~=~D~M~~G=~~D=e=n=ni=s~M~.=G~i=n:g=Ol=--dc_-·'=-_-".-.-. ==~;~·~~0~."'3:c------+t:T;e~l~c.·o-·m---s=C-.I-~-rk-r-edOc p-r-o"'du-c"'ti:-o-n.- ------.-----------------

~;~~~~~~ ~~~ Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Telcoms. Rempel r~ sanctions ~e.issues; HLlP; witness list. . ____ =-.. _-_-=_--._---1 
I--::S"'/l"'2cclc-19cc9cc9::--+--:D::;M~G-+-=D.:.e"'n-ni:-s-M,7.-G=-I.-·n".g.-01:.,d._ .... _ 1.3 Telcoms. Babby re def~. status report; Anadarko doc .storage p~lems.:... ________ ._ 
1--=.:.=.-::.:::.::.,_+--=~c=...+=D..ce",n:..ni.so~M:-. .-G=-i.-n"g.::.olc::d.- 1.0 Meet with Holt, Lev.i!.~ re settler:'1ent issues. . ____ ._,, ____ _ 
I--=S.-/l.:.:2::./.-19::.:9:.:9=--+_-=D:.:M=G-l:=D-=e",n:..ni:.cs..'~,:. Gingold __ ' __ -l_--=O:? __ ~fere.n~e c~arper, Babby, Holt, Echohawk re ab~_ . ______________ -1 

~_:S:_;/l:_2:::/'C'19::c9:::9;:_+__:D::;M=G:_t_=D,_e-n-ni:_s_:M"'."CG=i:_n~g-ol_;dc ___ ._. ___ 0_.1 __ ~-o-m-.-Ec:~()hawk.':e..same--. --:----'C'c-;c--~--,,-~----"""---:-.=o:---.. ------
S/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold "._ 0.1 ~~om Ch,rI.stie re..c>JlIion~~:.g., bUY'0ut/retirement; alternative positions at 001. 

__ ::-S/:-;I_=21:_1-::9c:9c:9-t--=D",M:_;G::-t:D:ce-n-n-cis...,.M:. Gingold 0.3 Conference call Christie/Harper re same. 
... -

._-----------~-:SS:-;llll:-221::;/c-1199cc99cc99:-+--:DD::;MM~GG-l-=D-e-n-ni:-s-:M"'.-:G;:.i:_n"g-olccd--- 0.8 Conference call Pollner, Rempel re production; data; model. 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Pollner,' Gooding re same. 

I--::S/ccl-=-2/c:19=-:9:"c9--1---:D::M-:-;G::-If::D-e-nn-;-is-CMC7"G·::ci~ng--o~ld~-·- .. --t--70~4-'TeIcoms Pollner res;'~--------'--------~'-----~-'-­
I--::C-~~"::-+-":::-~-l-=-=:"':'''-:':-''::==~'' - ..... ----1- .. ----1=:-7. - . - -- - . - ----~ --- - ------ --
I--=SS"'llll.:.:22::'11c-1199::.99=-99=--+--:DD",MM:.:...::GG--i-=D.:.e",n:..ni.-s"Mc-'-G~I.:c·n"g.::.olc::cd 11_~coms. Ms Cobe,ll.re_s.ettlement, ab()v_e ___ ... ____ . ___ .. _____ ._ ... _ 

Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 ~.ference.c~lI.§.abby, Harper re fee brief... . ______ _ 
S/I211999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Harper re above. 

t--:S"'/l""21=19:C9:::9=-+--:D"'M=G:-t-=D:--ennis M. Gingold ---0-.-1-- Telcorn. Homanre potential te'stimon';:" -----.-----.-.---------

S/I211999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6 . .9 __ ~k on reply brief:.. .... ____ ... ____ .. ____ ,, _____ . ______ ._ 
~-:S:-;/l:-;2::;/"'19:::9:c:9'-+--:D::;M=G:-t-=D,-e-nn-i:-s-:M-;.-:G=I:-·n~go-1ccd'-"- 0.3 Teleams. Levitas re settelement. 

S/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. McCarthYreciaSs·co;;;;m;;:;jcations-. ---.-. . ----.. -

~=~S~/l=21~=19~9~9==~=~D~M~~G=~~D~e-n.-ni:-s"M7.'CGcci:-n"gO-lccd·-_-_-.___ .. ...Jli:-~com. Ames BrollJ.i1,re case management_. ____ . ____ ====-===-.-~ 
I--:S",/l..:2CcIc-19,-9:..9::--+_-D-=M~G_+-=D.:.e-n:..niC's-M-..... G::.i,n",go.-l:..d._ .... "_. ___ f-_Occ·:_l- .. +cT:-el-c.",om....:.s.:.. _p._er..:e ... g:..o"y._re.c:a:..sCce,-,-m-,accn_a.",ge-,m.c...:.e:..nt:..."""C~,-.. c-'--c-=- _____ .. ____ ,-;:---

S/12/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 7 Work on oppo to govt's SJ motions, meet with Levitas and Gingols re settlement meeting, draft 
letter to Schiffer re Judgment Fund 

1-~~~--I~'C-:c--1~...-'" ----..... -----j--=-c~.-+:c'C. ..-----.-----... ---------.----.-----1 
S/13/1999 23S8 Roderick C. Denneh_y, __ J_r. ___ +_-:2:c·7S0;:-.--jc::F:_ile~-re~v-ie-w-.--"C' .. -----..... ~------.---.-.-.--=.-~_c_- .~~_c_--._j 

t--:S"'/l""3"'/719:::9:C:9=-+--;8::8::0C:0-f"'E"lIi'0"'tt H. Levitas 2.10 Telephone conference with Thad Holt (.4); telephone conference wrth Dennis Gingold, Thad Holt, 

-= 

-L~ and Keith Harper regarding resolution discussions, confidentiality agreement, press briefing, GAO 
opinion (.9); telephone conference with Jim Simon (.3); telephone conference with David Zacks 

~=~~~;~~~~;~~~~~:~~=~=~~~~~IG:3=~~~=:-~-C~-cd"'iC'S"'M;~;Z~~;~:_nC'k-~-o~l~d-'-~'-' - 08S00 ~~;~:~~:;~~~r~~~s~~-.·~-i:-a-s rega-rd-in-g-b-il-lin-g-issu~s=. ~~~~_. :...-======_..-_-_-_-_-_-_-_.-... _--._---1 

S/13/199_9 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 2.4 Meet at NARF re allbriefing issu·e-s.---···----------· 

I--:S:_;/lc:3",1.,.19Cc9",9,--t--:D::M",G-:-tD-e-nn-ci:_s",M:-.'CGo-i.c,n",g0.c.I-,;d. _____ .f-""Co:c.-=-S_-+T=e-:I.c_o_m....:.s:... H=0.c.I._t ",re_settlement; case management. _ .. ____ ._. ____ _ 

I--:Sc-/l"'3"'1.,.19cc9"'9:....+_.oD"'M"'G~+=D.:.e-'nn-';i.-s"'MC'.-cGo-i.c,n".go.c.l.'cd ________ -l __ --;0~.2~--t:T~e:..lc:..o:..m:..s::.:._:Go-o::.:o::.d:..in-"'g~~~CmOdel.---=====-~============_ __ . ______ . __ .. _______ -I 
S/13/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _____ -l ___ 0:...3=-_+cT.-e:..lc'-0:..m:..s:.:.-=B=..=a=b"b.',y:..re defs' prodcuti0rl.:. ___ .. _____ . _____ ._ .. ____ . ____ ._j 

S/13/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.6 Telcoms. Harper r':..~~ . ___ ._. _____ . ____ . ___________ --1 

S/13/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Clark re .d."Eos/docsc . .-----.-.-----.------.-.-... -----.. ----1 

I--=Sc;/l;:3C':1,..19::;9:c;9:--t-'oD",M",G-:-tD-e-nn-ci-s",M",.'CG;:ci:_n.",g0'CI:-;d 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re_a_bove ,,_ .. __ ._ ... ~~ ---~-----.---------------t 
I-_:Sc;/l:-;3C':1,..19::;9:c;9:-+_-:D",M",G-:-tD-e-nn'Ci:_s-:M:--:G;:.i:_n"g0'CI~d 0.1 Telcom. Homan re ..!.~timony . .- ----.---------- -.---.------1 

S/13/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold-------f--"O"' .... I--+T=e"'Cl·c-o- m-. =S-=P"M:-r-e'CSNP production. 
I-..:.-,..:...,.::.:..:--+--==-='-+=--C':-'-.::..:.."'-"''------.+--c-'--... c:-:-.--..... ----.... ---~ .. ---- ,,----.----.-- .------

t--:~c:;~::~"';7~~:::~:c:~=-+-.~~~~,-+-=~:-~:-~7~":-~-:"'~7~:-:::,--- ~.~ --~~~:~:P:r:~A~::~~~w~~~.i.O·~--~-~k-re-:n-ie-;:'.a-:-e-ra_ft_w_l_th __ H_a.r~p_e_r_. ____ ..... __________________ -; 

S/13/1999 TH Thaddeu_s_H_o_lt ___ ... _ .. __ -+_-:-I=.6;:-'--1f::S,_tUc.d"'Y79,,,-0_vt_'.so,,,0,,P,-po~~~ntempt.sa_nc:ti"ns, draf!8ffidavit re sa~~===:====---
S/14/1999 1477 Tim Carssow 1.20 Telephone Call with Miles J. Alexander and Steve Clay regarding proposed fee agreements and 

related matters. 
1-=-c....,.,.~--I-.c::c::c--1-=--c-~~~--C' ----- ---:c"C~-+=.'C".-..-.-.. --.- --.---. -'''---' --------_._--_._-----.. _._-_.-. -

S/14/1999 23S8 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 2.S0 File review. 
S/14/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levit~-- - -.-~ . -Several'telephone conferences with counsel regarci;ng status: confidentialrtyagreem'eni,-p;:ess-' 

~'-c::-;-o==-I-==--t:=--c~.-=:~ ______ .. .... coverage, Jim Simon (2.0) . , ___ ._ ... ________ .. ____ . __ 
S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.S WorkOri-replytJrIeI:::'~-=-=:'= _______ . ____ . ___________ ,, __ 

S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold O.~_~view ,cJraft protectiv.e order .... _ . ___ ... ____ .. ______ . ____ . . 

S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 .. _.!e.Icom TB..!e cas~~a~".s'___ ___ ~__ . ________ ... _____ _ 

S/14/1999 DMG, Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference.~~lIJ:1arpe':-..C:~~ re privile~e docs. _. _______ ._ ... -----.-----1 

S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ~ __ ~nferenc~ce call f:iarper, Brooks re..~. _________ .. ____ . ____ 1 
S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _____ -+_ 2.6 Conference call Ha!~!re abo~~:.~raft V, fee I~tter; Kaplan dratt.letter;l'r~ective ord_e_r. ___ _ 
S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Review Kaplan dr"!l.:.. ____ ~_. ______________________ _ 

S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold;_. ____ t-_:;c0-..4_-f::;Rc-e.v_;-ie_w"'j~o_in_t _m-;;0:-otio~'__ ___ .. . ~ ___ ----1 
S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 __ ~n-f-er-e-n-ce-c-a-II-C~~..H-a-rp-er.r.e..p-r0c-d-u-c-ti-o-n-. _____ . ________ . ______ -----I 
S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3._~n-f-e-re.n-c-e-c-a-II-H~E'.er,-B-ab-by r~_a_b_o_v_e. __ . __________________ ~ 
S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Conference call Harper, Holt re same. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 

~_:S:_;/:-ll:c/c-19::c9;:c9;:__t__:D;:cM=G:_t_=D,-e-n-n:-is_:M",.-G::c:_in~g-O;cld~·~~~~~~.~~~~~~~0;.~7~~~:-",T;:-_e-;l~c·_0-m~~s-;c.-:H"'0-:1:-t -re"7Ho-m'-an--:-te-sCCti-m-o-n-y-; M=SccJ-; -se-:tt"'le-m-e~n_t~is.-::'s-::'u-e_-s_.-::'-::'·~-::'·~-::'-::'-::'-::'-::'-::'-::'-::,-::,:::,-_-=._._~~~~~~~~ 
~-;S:_;/:_l1:c/719::c9;:c9;:__t__:D::;M~G:_t_=D,_e-n-n:-is-;M",.-G::c:_in~g-0;-:-ld. _____ --+_--;:0_:. 3:----,I:;T;-e:-lc._o_m_s_. -=R,_e""m-,p-el.re contempUSN P docs. 
~_:S:_;/:-l1:-/'C19.c.9Cc9::--_t__:D::;M~G:_t_=D-e-n-n:-is_:M",.-G~in~g-o:-:-ld. 0.2 T elcoms. Pollner re model. 
I--::Scc/l:.,I.c./l,..:9:.=9..c9_I-D=_M~G-l-=D..ce:.cnn.'ci.c.s:-M:-. -::G",in.:"g",o",ld:.. O.S Work on MSJ reply"-_______________________ .. _______ ._ 

I--=Scc/l:.,I",/l",9:.:9:.=9::---t--::D",M.-G~tD~e:.cnn.'ci._s.C'M.'c . ...:Go-i",n",-go::.:l-=-d. 0.4 Telcoms. Lev:.:.it,=a,so"re.o-=a=b .. o:.v.:ce:.:.'C"" __ ~ __ -c-c ____________ ._. ___ . ______ -1 
S/11/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re settlement; prior repraisalletter. 

~_:S:_;/l:-l:c/719::c9:::9;:__t__:D::;M=G:_t-=D:_e-n-nl:_·s.~M7·_:G::c:_in~g-0:_:_ld 0.1 Telcom. Bardnell re_p"'w.cC;;-:-m:_o-d-e"'I.-=-:::;----;c----------.-------.. ---------
~_:S:_;/:-l1:c/'C'19::c9:::9o-_t__:D::;M=G:_t_=D,_e-n-nl:_·s_:M_;.-G::c:_in~g-ol_;d~_.... ... 0.1 Telcom:.~~tie re.r.~Ic;ia:::ti_o_n~; O_S_C_o-'p_tl.·_o_n_s. ________ ._. ___ . ____ ._. ____ I 

.-:S::;/:-l :-1/c-l-=-99-=-9~-+-D-=M~G-l_=D"'e-n"'n'C'is-M.:.Gingold _._ ..... _-l_--o0c:-.l::-c_~comc~h.ompson..':~ Williams. 
S/11/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 13.S Work on oppo to govt's SJ motions; meet at NARF to plan for settlement meeting; settlement 

I-:-:-:-:-~~_+-=cc---+=---c"----- "'C".---+--- _. __ ~ting~.'.Interior __ . 
S/12/1999 23S8 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 4.S0 Telephone conversation with Elliott Levitas, Lorna Bab"'b-y-; -re-v'C'ie--w-a'-nd-:--a-n-a';-ly-ze--=D'-e7fe-ndants' Motions 

__ ' __ -+-__ ::-:c:-_t:f:cor,-S._u .. m_mary Judgment and Oppositions thereto. 
S/I211999 6169 Sarah C. Perez __ ._2::c,c:S::-0_+::F..,ile~.0-crganization, d~cument retrieval and distribution. 

~-:S:-;/:-I21=19::C9;:C9;:--t--:8"'8C:0C:0-l-=ECC:II:-io'tt H. Levitas .--- 2.60 Telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding outline of resolution proposal on judicial 

supervision (.4); telephone conference with David Zacks (.4); review articles (.8); telephone 
conference with Rick Dennehy and Lorna Babby regarding Motions for Summary Judgement (1.0) 

~=~S~/l~2~/=19~9~9~=~=~D~M~~G=~~D=e=n=ni=s~M~.=G~i=n:g=Ol=--dc_-·'=-_-".-.-. ==~;~·~~0~."'3:c------+t:T;e~l~c.·o-·m---s=C-.I-~-rk-r-edOc p-r-o"'du-c"'ti:-o-n.- ------.-----------------

~;~~~~~~ ~~~ Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Telcoms. Rempel r~ sanctions ~e.issues; HLlP; witness list. . ____ =-.. _-_-=_--._---1 
I--::S"'/l"'2cclc-19cc9cc9::--+--:D::;M~G-+-=D.:.e"'n-ni:-s-M,7.-G=-I.-·n".g.-01:.,d._ .... _ 1.3 Telcoms. Babby re def~. status report; Anadarko doc .storage p~lems.:... ________ ._ 
1--=.:.=.-::.:::.::.,_+--=~c=...+=D..ce",n:..ni.so~M:-. .-G=-i.-n"g.::.olc::d.- 1.0 Meet with Holt, Lev.i!.~ re settler:'1ent issues. . ____ ._,, ____ _ 
I--=S.-/l.:.:2::./.-19::.:9:.:9=--+_-=D:.:M=G-l:=D-=e",n:..ni:.cs..'~,:. Gingold __ ' __ -l_--=O:? __ ~fere.n~e c~arper, Babby, Holt, Echohawk re ab~_ . ______________ -1 

~_:S:_;/l:_2:::/'C'19::c9:::9;:_+__:D::;M=G:_t_=D,_e-n-ni:_s_:M"'."CG=i:_n~g-ol_;dc ___ ._. ___ 0_.1 __ ~-o-m-.-Ec:~()hawk.':e..same--. --:----'C'c-;c--~--,,-~----"""---:-.=o:---.. ------
S/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold "._ 0.1 ~~om Ch,rI.stie re..c>JlIion~~:.g., bUY'0ut/retirement; alternative positions at 001. 

__ ::-S/:-;I_=21:_1-::9c:9c:9-t--=D",M:_;G::-t:D:ce-n-n-cis...,.M:. Gingold 0.3 Conference call Christie/Harper re same. 
... -

._-----------~-:SS:-;llll:-221::;/c-1199cc99cc99:-+--:DD::;MM~GG-l-=D-e-n-ni:-s-:M"'.-:G;:.i:_n"g-olccd--- 0.8 Conference call Pollner, Rempel re production; data; model. 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Pollner,' Gooding re same. 

I--::S/ccl-=-2/c:19=-:9:"c9--1---:D::M-:-;G::-If::D-e-nn-;-is-CMC7"G·::ci~ng--o~ld~-·- .. --t--70~4-'TeIcoms Pollner res;'~--------'--------~'-----~-'-­
I--::C-~~"::-+-":::-~-l-=-=:"':'''-:':-''::==~'' - ..... ----1- .. ----1=:-7. - . - -- - . - ----~ --- - ------ --
I--=SS"'llll.:.:22::'11c-1199::.99=-99=--+--:DD",MM:.:...::GG--i-=D.:.e",n:..ni.-s"Mc-'-G~I.:c·n"g.::.olc::cd 11_~coms. Ms Cobe,ll.re_s.ettlement, ab()v_e ___ ... ____ . ___ .. _____ ._ ... _ 

Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 ~.ference.c~lI.§.abby, Harper re fee brief... . ______ _ 
S/I211999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Harper re above. 

t--:S"'/l""21=19:C9:::9=-+--:D"'M=G:-t-=D:--ennis M. Gingold ---0-.-1-- Telcorn. Homanre potential te'stimon';:" -----.-----.-.---------

S/I211999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6 . .9 __ ~k on reply brief:.. .... ____ ... ____ .. ____ ,, _____ . ______ ._ 
~-:S:-;/l:-;2::;/"'19:::9:c:9'-+--:D::;M=G:-t-=D,-e-nn-i:-s-:M-;.-:G=I:-·n~go-1ccd'-"- 0.3 Teleams. Levitas re settelement. 

S/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. McCarthYreciaSs·co;;;;m;;:;jcations-. ---.-. . ----.. -

~=~S~/l=21~=19~9~9==~=~D~M~~G=~~D~e-n.-ni:-s"M7.'CGcci:-n"gO-lccd·-_-_-.___ .. ...Jli:-~com. Ames BrollJ.i1,re case management_. ____ . ____ ====-===-.-~ 
I--:S",/l..:2CcIc-19,-9:..9::--+_-D-=M~G_+-=D.:.e-n:..niC's-M-..... G::.i,n",go.-l:..d._ .... "_. ___ f-_Occ·:_l- .. +cT:-el-c.",om....:.s.:.. _p._er..:e ... g:..o"y._re.c:a:..sCce,-,-m-,accn_a.",ge-,m.c...:.e:..nt:..."""C~,-.. c-'--c-=- _____ .. ____ ,-;:---

S/12/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 7 Work on oppo to govt's SJ motions, meet with Levitas and Gingols re settlement meeting, draft 
letter to Schiffer re Judgment Fund 

1-~~~--I~'C-:c--1~...-'" ----..... -----j--=-c~.-+:c'C. ..-----.-----... ---------.----.-----1 
S/13/1999 23S8 Roderick C. Denneh_y, __ J_r. ___ +_-:2:c·7S0;:-.--jc::F:_ile~-re~v-ie-w-.--"C' .. -----..... ~------.---.-.-.--=.-~_c_- .~~_c_--._j 

t--:S"'/l""3"'/719:::9:C:9=-+--;8::8::0C:0-f"'E"lIi'0"'tt H. Levitas 2.10 Telephone conference with Thad Holt (.4); telephone conference wrth Dennis Gingold, Thad Holt, 

-= 

-L~ and Keith Harper regarding resolution discussions, confidentiality agreement, press briefing, GAO 
opinion (.9); telephone conference with Jim Simon (.3); telephone conference with David Zacks 

~=~~~;~~~~;~~~~~:~~=~=~~~~~IG:3=~~~=:-~-C~-cd"'iC'S"'M;~;Z~~;~:_nC'k-~-o~l~d-'-~'-' - 08S00 ~~;~:~~:;~~~r~~~s~~-.·~-i:-a-s rega-rd-in-g-b-il-lin-g-issu~s=. ~~~~_. :...-======_..-_-_-_-_-_-_-_.-... _--._---1 

S/13/199_9 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 2.4 Meet at NARF re allbriefing issu·e-s.---···----------· 

I--:S:_;/lc:3",1.,.19Cc9",9,--t--:D::M",G-:-tD-e-nn-ci:_s",M:-.'CGo-i.c,n",g0.c.I-,;d. _____ .f-""Co:c.-=-S_-+T=e-:I.c_o_m....:.s:... H=0.c.I._t ",re_settlement; case management. _ .. ____ ._. ____ _ 

I--:Sc-/l"'3"'1.,.19cc9"'9:....+_.oD"'M"'G~+=D.:.e-'nn-';i.-s"'MC'.-cGo-i.c,n".go.c.l.'cd ________ -l __ --;0~.2~--t:T~e:..lc:..o:..m:..s::.:._:Go-o::.:o::.d:..in-"'g~~~CmOdel.---=====-~============_ __ . ______ . __ .. _______ -I 
S/13/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _____ -l ___ 0:...3=-_+cT.-e:..lc'-0:..m:..s:.:.-=B=..=a=b"b.',y:..re defs' prodcuti0rl.:. ___ .. _____ . _____ ._ .. ____ . ____ ._j 

S/13/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.6 Telcoms. Harper r':..~~ . ___ ._. _____ . ____ . ___________ --1 

S/13/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Clark re .d."Eos/docsc . .-----.-.-----.------.-.-... -----.. ----1 

I--=Sc;/l;:3C':1,..19::;9:c;9:--t-'oD",M",G-:-tD-e-nn-ci-s",M",.'CG;:ci:_n.",g0'CI:-;d 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re_a_bove ,,_ .. __ ._ ... ~~ ---~-----.---------------t 
I-_:Sc;/l:-;3C':1,..19::;9:c;9:-+_-:D",M",G-:-tD-e-nn'Ci:_s-:M:--:G;:.i:_n"g0'CI~d 0.1 Telcom. Homan re ..!.~timony . .- ----.---------- -.---.------1 

S/13/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold-------f--"O"' .... I--+T=e"'Cl·c-o- m-. =S-=P"M:-r-e'CSNP production. 
I-..:.-,..:...,.::.:..:--+--==-='-+=--C':-'-.::..:.."'-"''------.+--c-'--... c:-:-.--..... ----.... ---~ .. ---- ,,----.----.-- .------

t--:~c:;~::~"';7~~:::~:c:~=-+-.~~~~,-+-=~:-~:-~7~":-~-:"'~7~:-:::,--- ~.~ --~~~:~:P:r:~A~::~~~w~~~.i.O·~--~-~k-re-:n-ie-;:'.a-:-e-ra_ft_w_l_th __ H_a.r~p_e_r_. ____ ..... __________________ -; 

S/13/1999 TH Thaddeu_s_H_o_lt ___ ... _ .. __ -+_-:-I=.6;:-'--1f::S,_tUc.d"'Y79,,,-0_vt_'.so,,,0,,P,-po~~~ntempt.sa_nc:ti"ns, draf!8ffidavit re sa~~===:====---
S/14/1999 1477 Tim Carssow 1.20 Telephone Call with Miles J. Alexander and Steve Clay regarding proposed fee agreements and 

related matters. 
1-=-c....,.,.~--I-.c::c::c--1-=--c-~~~--C' ----- ---:c"C~-+=.'C".-..-.-.. --.- --.---. -'''---' --------_._--_._-----.. _._-_.-. -

S/14/1999 23S8 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 2.S0 File review. 
S/14/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levit~-- - -.-~ . -Several'telephone conferences with counsel regarci;ng status: confidentialrtyagreem'eni,-p;:ess-' 

~'-c::-;-o==-I-==--t:=--c~.-=:~ ______ .. .... coverage, Jim Simon (2.0) . , ___ ._ ... ________ .. ____ . __ 
S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.S WorkOri-replytJrIeI:::'~-=-=:'= _______ . ____ . ___________ ,, __ 

S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold O.~_~view ,cJraft protectiv.e order .... _ . ___ ... ____ .. ______ . ____ . . 

S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 .. _.!e.Icom TB..!e cas~~a~".s'___ ___ ~__ . ________ ... _____ _ 

S/14/1999 DMG, Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference.~~lIJ:1arpe':-..C:~~ re privile~e docs. _. _______ ._ ... -----.-----1 

S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ~ __ ~nferenc~ce call f:iarper, Brooks re..~. _________ .. ____ . ____ 1 
S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _____ -+_ 2.6 Conference call Ha!~!re abo~~:.~raft V, fee I~tter; Kaplan dratt.letter;l'r~ective ord_e_r. ___ _ 
S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Review Kaplan dr"!l.:.. ____ ~_. ______________________ _ 

S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold;_. ____ t-_:;c0-..4_-f::;Rc-e.v_;-ie_w"'j~o_in_t _m-;;0:-otio~'__ ___ .. . ~ ___ ----1 
S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 __ ~n-f-er-e-n-ce-c-a-II-C~~..H-a-rp-er.r.e..p-r0c-d-u-c-ti-o-n-. _____ . ________ . ______ -----I 
S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3._~n-f-e-re.n-c-e-c-a-II-H~E'.er,-B-ab-by r~_a_b_o_v_e. __ . __________________ ~ 
S/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Conference call Harper, Holt re same. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
5/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 

5/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 
t--=c-:-:=:-:::--t---;C=:::--+":--C--;7-;;:c~-;-;.-----I----,;:-::--tC:;;-c0:n-f-e-re-n-ce;:;--cc:-:a-II-Holt, Levitas re above. _._. ______ .. __________ _ 

-:::c.~'__:_c-----+_-_;:_::____1I_:T_ceclc.-0_cm-s;__._:_B7a-b-by'--re above. ________ ..... ~ 
5/14/1999 DMG 

~11999 TH 

5/15/1999 DMG 

r-st1S/1999 
c--... 

DMG 
5/15/1999 DMG 

5/15/1999 DMG 
--------c--c-. 

5/15/1999 DMG 
5/15/1999 DMG 

~19gg-~-
5/15/1999 DMG 
5/16/1999 DMG 
5/16/1999 DMG 
5/16/1999 DMG 

5/16/1999 DMG 
---sli6iiggg-DMG·· 

5/1611999 TH 

5/17/1999 1477 
5/17/1999 7125 

._---_. 
--8800 5/17/1999 

Dennis M. Gingold 2.0 
Thaddeus Holt 8.1 

______ +_-~:---t-:A::_tt-e,_,n-d-d-e-fs-'.'.p.c...re'-'-ss..':clnference re trust reioim~=== ______________ ._ 
Finish oppo to govt's main SJ, voicemail Monaghan re same; do support papers, doo Treasury 

Dennis M. Gingold 7.8 
-c_---c~----+_--=-c:__-fc.0.'.p.'p.~o-s-w-it~h-r-es-e'--arch and support papers 

Work on fee reply brief. 
Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 

______ t----,;:-::_-tA:;;-ct ,N--A-R-Fr-' ;od_is_c7us-s .. r-e.'.p-IY,~s.u~.:... . ______ ... _.. .. ______ . . ________ .. _ 

Dennis M. Gingold 1.2 
Gingold 0.2 Dennis M. 

_____ +-_~c_-t:T=-e-:lc-o-m-s-. ..,.B7r-Ooc.k-s-r.:e-,p..,.r.o-.d-U(~!icJl1Cl1o appellate rec.?rd .. ____ ._._ .. _. ______ ... _~ 
=-:-=~-----_+---::-:.::._-+..:Tc:.e:lccc:.o:.cm:.:s.c.... ccHc::a,-,rp~erre above. . ... ___ ._ .. ________ .... __ _ 

Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re STR advisory board issues. . __ . ___ ._ .. _ .. _________ .. __ 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 
Dennis M. Gingold 5.5 

Telcoms. Levitas re above. 
------+-~-+--=.;=~~=.-=-:=-.--.------.... --- --- - ._-

Telcom. Babby re above. 
------I--;-;:--tA-:-tC-Pc::w---O;Cc-, -re-v7ie~w~·pio-d7u-c-;;-tio-n-.---- .. --------- ... -----.. --.--------

Dennis M. Gingold 8.0 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 

-"'-~-----I-___;:-::--_+.R=_e_cv-is-e-dr_ca7ft-5-',-re-p,-ILy-b-ri-ef-.. __ .. -_ .. ~ ___ ~:=__=_~====_~-:-=====_== 
-:-:O-c-=~-------+-_:::..c_-_t=Tc'_eclc,..:0'-'m'-s.7· .,..Hcca-'rpcce:.cr.:re.:...cs.:am.:....:e-. ...,. .... ______ ... ______ . _. ______ . _.~ 

Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Thaddeus Holt 
Tim Carssow 

0.2 
.. 

0.4 
_____ -+ _ _:::.::.c-_t=T..:e,lc,..:o'-'mc...-H-=o-lt..:rc:.e.r.Pretrial meeting with Clark..c._ .______ _ ____ ._._ .... ______ _ 

Telcoms. Babby re r:':rp-"Iy:.:. ____ ._. 
0.2 Telcoms. Levitas re above. 
0.4 
0.50 

Telcon Gingold re reply re contempt sanctions, other matters; review papers 
------f-~~:---+T"'e.::I:.:e:cph:'-o.::n:::e-"C~alc-1 '-'w'itC-=h A Stephens Clay and MilesTA~-· --.. =-----=-_ ... __ 

A Steph~ns Clay 1.50 

: Elliott H. Levitas 2.00 
._:.,-~ _____ I----;c=:--t"'P-re.~p=-a-ra-t-io-n-f_,0l-:r,..'p:.a:-rt.c:ic-,ipcca_te_in_m--;:e_eting with Dick Babush re!lardirlg fee ~g..r:~~men~ ___ ... _c;;-

Conference with Keith Harper, Dennis Gingold and Elouise Cobell (1.5); telephone conference with 
Vance Hughes regarding alternatives for dealing with Environmental and Natural Resources of 
DOJ (.5) 

c-=-c--:-c:·----+-~-c-c--+=-c--'-'-=__cc-----=c- .. ---.-----.--. - .. ---- .. -.---.-.-------1 
5/17.:../1:.:9c::9.:.9_f-D=_M~G I Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcom. Pollner re affidavit. 

-sii7/1999 D~~nnis ~. Gingold 2.0 Meet at NARF all issue-s-.----_ .. - - ---_ .. __ ._._--_._------_._ .. -.~ 
511711999 .~~~n~ M. Gingold__ 13.0 Work on reply brief . 

. -551/11771/11999999-- :"1. D~O=-MMGG -=-DDee·nnnnlissMM .. GGII·nn9goolldd -.- ·-+---OO°-'.·32:---I::T=-e
C
I·c-o-m-s-. 7H-'-0-Clt-r-e-a7b·o--ve-. 

Telcoms. Rempel re reply';. afflcJ.avit:.. ___ .__ .. _______ ... __ . ___ ._._. ----1 
5/17/1999 . r---OMG- DennisM. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Harper re same. . . __ . ____ ._ _ __ ._.... __ . ___ ._ ... _ 

.._----- ... _--_._._- ._---j 

5/1-7/1999 ITH lfh8ddeUsHoli· 0.2 Telcons Levitas, ~J.L~e status_. . . ___ _ 
5/18/1999-·-: 2358 IROderick C Dennehy·-cJ-r.---+--2=-."'50'-----j-cC..:o"n-"fe .... r.c.e-=nc..:.e-c .... a::.:I:'--1 with Elliott Levitas and Lorna Babby regarding joint pretrial report (.4); file review 

___ .... . ______ .. ___ ~. (2.1) .. _______ ._ .. _. _. ____ .. ________ ... _____ .... _ 
5/18/1999 I 6779 Miles J. Alexander 1.60 (5;-17-18/99) - Review status, staffing, agreement between cOllnsel, etc., telephone conference 

I with Elliott Levitas; telephone conference with Steve Clay; telephone conference with Dick Babush. 

5/-1-8/-1-9-mi· -[-7-12-5-7.. Si;;phen-s-C-I-ay---· ··---+---'0=-.2ccoc--l-=R-e·g--ar-dCCin-g-f:-e-e-a-g·r-eement. ... ______ _.___ ~====__=_===--=-
5i18/1999 . 8800-EIIiott H~Levitas-----· 6.00 Document review at PriceWaterHouse (3.4); conference with Lorna Babby (.4); telephone 

conference with Rick Dennehy (.2); telephone conference witrl Miles Alexander regarding status, 
! staffing issues, KS agreement (.4); further document review (1.6) 

-~-:-==::--I--. I .... --;-c-·----t---:::--;:---+:::--...,....:'--;~::-'---oc."'.-;·- -----'.:....:...~-.. - .... -----. ----.-. . ... ------
5/18/1999 1 _[)~C; IDennis~cGingold 9.5 Review pleadings files/ex!1ibits re T-1 prep. . ___ ._ 
5/18/1999 ., DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Pollner re deposition tr,,-nscripts. .. ___ ._ 
5/18/1999 DMG·· oe;;;:;;S~OIci- 1.0 Telcoms. Harper re response .. brief; p-,--'Odc-u-cccti..-on-;-d'e··.-~E.sitions_ ._-----
5/18/1999 DMG Dennis M. Ging"ocl"d ______ f-_0"' . .c.9_-tT"'e'cl.c.c0'cm=sc·. B._r_c0..:o .... ks'-r-e~d,isc.:.co-v-e'Y. c ... ____ .. 

~/18/1999 _DMG Dennis M. Gccin"'gc.0-;'ld_. ____ f-_co0'c.1:---j-cT..:e,l,c'C0 .... mcc·..cL-"e.:.v-"ita"'s=_,r_e .... ac..cbcc0-"v..:e.:.... _._. . ... _____ _. _____ . ___ .... ____ .. . _____ _ 
5/18/1999 -OMG· Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Conference call H~~. Harper re above:. ______ .... .. __________ _ 

~81i999-DMG- Dennis M, Gingold 0.1 Telcom beneficiary re 11M Crow issues 
5/18/1999 DMG Dennis M.-:G;O'i'''n-''go.::l:':d------f----,0''' . .;.1--+T'''e.::I·..:c=omc..:..;b:..:e:.:.nc:e.;;fic=i'::a:r~y:":r"':'~ ~~o..e.~f class; st".tLJs, 

t--sl18/1999-~G- Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Babby re above. 

.. _---_._. _._-- ._ ... _---_._.­

.------­

. .. _---_ .... -
r--S·/1811999--r:J5MG· Dennis Mc . .Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re a7b-o-ve-.------· 

5/19/1999 6779 Miles J. Alexander 0.90 Draft counsel fee agreement; -cte-:le -p-'h-o-n·-e-dcci-sc-u-s-sc-io-n-w·cn·c'h-S=tC-e-v-e-'Ccl·-ayand conference wrtt-.-:D=-a-vc-idc---

:._---,~c-::-.--.----_+--;;:=-_+.z=_a-c.-k-s-;:re,..g-..a_:r-:-di-n"'g-c-o.u__:nsel fee agreement; re~"" draft_. __ ._. ______ . ______ ... __ _ 
5/19/1999 7125 - A. Stephens Clay 0.30 Regarding agreement among counsel, with clients. 

--:5'1'1cc9:-:/cc19:C9:-:9:--+- 8800-Eii-io-tt-H~Le;;it1;s------· 4.60 Telephone conference with Jim·Simon regarding-memo, confidentiality agreemeni·(8); document 
I review at PriceWaterHouse with Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper, Thad Holt, et al. (1.6); conference 

with Keith Harper and Jim McCarthy (.5); telephone conference with Lynn Cutler (.4) ; conference 
with Lorna Babby regarding report on White House and Simon (1.3). 

5/19/1999 t---oMG Dennis M. GingOld------+----.,----+-A-t ~P-wccC-,-;d-o-c-re-v-ie··w-.-·-·- - ... -----. 

r---s/19/1999 ·OMG .. De~ Girig"·o-:l-d·------·I--;-;:--tR;::--ev-ci-ew~c-o-m-p-u-:-te-r·C:/I~T: issues. 

---- ----_.-. _._-------
9.5 
1.5 

· __ ·_····----1 

5/19/1999 DMG- Dennis M. Gingold Telcom. Harper re above. 
5/19/1999 -6MG-oenn;sc-;-M:-.-;Gcoci-ng"-0-:I-cd-----li-~::-:c--tT=e-;I-co-m-s.-:H-cO-'I:-t -re-a-cb-o·-v-e-. - .-.---.. -- .. 

0.6 
0.2 
0.1 ----------1--5119/1999 t-:O.MG-· oe;:;r;isM~-G.in-,g'-0c-ld .. ------ f __ --;;--c-_+T=e_lcom. Ms. Cobell re abo~~. ___ . __ .. 
0.6 5/19/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold Telcoms. Babby r,,-~~_. ____________ ._. 

5/19/1999 t---oMG· Dennis M. Gingold At NARF, doc productc.:i0'cnc.. ___ ._ ... _. _____ . ____ . . . _____ _ 0.2 

_5.::/..:1.::;91:..:1.:.9c:.9.::.9_.f--_DMG . Dennis:..:M~. G.:-_=in",g'Co.::ld,~~___ Telcom. Eva Cobe_lI_re..<Jo.~.';., .. _____ .. _. _______ ._._ .. 
5/20/1999 2358- ! Roderick C. Dennehy Review Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment and supporting affidavits. 

0.1 
Jr. 2.20 

I 

5/20/1999 .. ~riieSJ. Alexander 1.00 
--.. ------;.c:=---c-.-~-:--c:-.....,.-c--::_.-_:c-- -.. -----.- -~--I 

Edit draft counsel agreement; E-mail multiple parties; telephone discussions with Thad Holt, Elliott 
Levitas, David Zacks and Dick Babush. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
5/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 

5/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 
t--=c-:-:=:-:::--t---;C=:::--+":--C--;7-;;:c~-;-;.-----I----,;:-::--tC:;;-c0:n-f-e-re-n-ce;:;--cc:-:a-II-Holt, Levitas re above. _._. ______ .. __________ _ 

-:::c.~'__:_c-----+_-_;:_::____1I_:T_ceclc.-0_cm-s;__._:_B7a-b-by'--re above. ________ ..... ~ 
5/14/1999 DMG 

~11999 TH 

5/15/1999 DMG 

r-st1S/1999 
c--... 

DMG 
5/15/1999 DMG 

5/15/1999 DMG 
--------c--c-. 

5/15/1999 DMG 
5/15/1999 DMG 

~19gg-~-
5/15/1999 DMG 
5/16/1999 DMG 
5/16/1999 DMG 
5/16/1999 DMG 

5/16/1999 DMG 
---sli6iiggg-DMG·· 

5/1611999 TH 

5/17/1999 1477 
5/17/1999 7125 

._---_. 
--8800 5/17/1999 

Dennis M. Gingold 2.0 
Thaddeus Holt 8.1 

______ +_-~:---t-:A::_tt-e,_,n-d-d-e-fs-'.'.p.c...re'-'-ss..':clnference re trust reioim~=== ______________ ._ 
Finish oppo to govt's main SJ, voicemail Monaghan re same; do support papers, doo Treasury 

Dennis M. Gingold 7.8 
-c_---c~----+_--=-c:__-fc.0.'.p.'p.~o-s-w-it~h-r-es-e'--arch and support papers 

Work on fee reply brief. 
Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 

______ t----,;:-::_-tA:;;-ct ,N--A-R-Fr-' ;od_is_c7us-s .. r-e.'.p-IY,~s.u~.:... . ______ ... _.. .. ______ . . ________ .. _ 

Dennis M. Gingold 1.2 
Gingold 0.2 Dennis M. 

_____ +-_~c_-t:T=-e-:lc-o-m-s-. ..,.B7r-Ooc.k-s-r.:e-,p..,.r.o-.d-U(~!icJl1Cl1o appellate rec.?rd .. ____ ._._ .. _. ______ ... _~ 
=-:-=~-----_+---::-:.::._-+..:Tc:.e:lccc:.o:.cm:.:s.c.... ccHc::a,-,rp~erre above. . ... ___ ._ .. ________ .... __ _ 

Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re STR advisory board issues. . __ . ___ ._ .. _ .. _________ .. __ 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 
Dennis M. Gingold 5.5 

Telcoms. Levitas re above. 
------+-~-+--=.;=~~=.-=-:=-.--.------.... --- --- - ._-

Telcom. Babby re above. 
------I--;-;:--tA-:-tC-Pc::w---O;Cc-, -re-v7ie~w~·pio-d7u-c-;;-tio-n-.---- .. --------- ... -----.. --.--------

Dennis M. Gingold 8.0 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 

-"'-~-----I-___;:-::--_+.R=_e_cv-is-e-dr_ca7ft-5-',-re-p,-ILy-b-ri-ef-.. __ .. -_ .. ~ ___ ~:=__=_~====_~-:-=====_== 
-:-:O-c-=~-------+-_:::..c_-_t=Tc'_eclc,..:0'-'m'-s.7· .,..Hcca-'rpcce:.cr.:re.:...cs.:am.:....:e-. ...,. .... ______ ... ______ . _. ______ . _.~ 

Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Dennis M. Gingold 
Thaddeus Holt 
Tim Carssow 

0.2 
.. 

0.4 
_____ -+ _ _:::.::.c-_t=T..:e,lc,..:o'-'mc...-H-=o-lt..:rc:.e.r.Pretrial meeting with Clark..c._ .______ _ ____ ._._ .... ______ _ 

Telcoms. Babby re r:':rp-"Iy:.:. ____ ._. 
0.2 Telcoms. Levitas re above. 
0.4 
0.50 

Telcon Gingold re reply re contempt sanctions, other matters; review papers 
------f-~~:---+T"'e.::I:.:e:cph:'-o.::n:::e-"C~alc-1 '-'w'itC-=h A Stephens Clay and MilesTA~-· --.. =-----=-_ ... __ 

A Steph~ns Clay 1.50 

: Elliott H. Levitas 2.00 
._:.,-~ _____ I----;c=:--t"'P-re.~p=-a-ra-t-io-n-f_,0l-:r,..'p:.a:-rt.c:ic-,ipcca_te_in_m--;:e_eting with Dick Babush re!lardirlg fee ~g..r:~~men~ ___ ... _c;;-

Conference with Keith Harper, Dennis Gingold and Elouise Cobell (1.5); telephone conference with 
Vance Hughes regarding alternatives for dealing with Environmental and Natural Resources of 
DOJ (.5) 

c-=-c--:-c:·----+-~-c-c--+=-c--'-'-=__cc-----=c- .. ---.-----.--. - .. ---- .. -.---.-.-------1 
5/17.:../1:.:9c::9.:.9_f-D=_M~G I Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcom. Pollner re affidavit. 

-sii7/1999 D~~nnis ~. Gingold 2.0 Meet at NARF all issue-s-.----_ .. - - ---_ .. __ ._._--_._------_._ .. -.~ 
511711999 .~~~n~ M. Gingold__ 13.0 Work on reply brief . 

. -551/11771/11999999-- :"1. D~O=-MMGG -=-DDee·nnnnlissMM .. GGII·nn9goolldd -.- ·-+---OO°-'.·32:---I::T=-e
C
I·c-o-m-s-. 7H-'-0-Clt-r-e-a7b·o--ve-. 

Telcoms. Rempel re reply';. afflcJ.avit:.. ___ .__ .. _______ ... __ . ___ ._._. ----1 
5/17/1999 . r---OMG- DennisM. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Harper re same. . . __ . ____ ._ _ __ ._.... __ . ___ ._ ... _ 

.._----- ... _--_._._- ._---j 

5/1-7/1999 ITH lfh8ddeUsHoli· 0.2 Telcons Levitas, ~J.L~e status_. . . ___ _ 
5/18/1999-·-: 2358 IROderick C Dennehy·-cJ-r.---+--2=-."'50'-----j-cC..:o"n-"fe .... r.c.e-=nc..:.e-c .... a::.:I:'--1 with Elliott Levitas and Lorna Babby regarding joint pretrial report (.4); file review 

___ .... . ______ .. ___ ~. (2.1) .. _______ ._ .. _. _. ____ .. ________ ... _____ .... _ 
5/18/1999 I 6779 Miles J. Alexander 1.60 (5;-17-18/99) - Review status, staffing, agreement between cOllnsel, etc., telephone conference 

I with Elliott Levitas; telephone conference with Steve Clay; telephone conference with Dick Babush. 

5/-1-8/-1-9-mi· -[-7-12-5-7.. Si;;phen-s-C-I-ay---· ··---+---'0=-.2ccoc--l-=R-e·g--ar-dCCin-g-f:-e-e-a-g·r-eement. ... ______ _.___ ~====__=_===--=-
5i18/1999 . 8800-EIIiott H~Levitas-----· 6.00 Document review at PriceWaterHouse (3.4); conference with Lorna Babby (.4); telephone 

conference with Rick Dennehy (.2); telephone conference witrl Miles Alexander regarding status, 
! staffing issues, KS agreement (.4); further document review (1.6) 

-~-:-==::--I--. I .... --;-c-·----t---:::--;:---+:::--...,....:'--;~::-'---oc."'.-;·- -----'.:....:...~-.. - .... -----. ----.-. . ... ------
5/18/1999 1 _[)~C; IDennis~cGingold 9.5 Review pleadings files/ex!1ibits re T-1 prep. . ___ ._ 
5/18/1999 ., DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Pollner re deposition tr,,-nscripts. .. ___ ._ 
5/18/1999 DMG·· oe;;;:;;S~OIci- 1.0 Telcoms. Harper re response .. brief; p-,--'Odc-u-cccti..-on-;-d'e··.-~E.sitions_ ._-----
5/18/1999 DMG Dennis M. Ging"ocl"d ______ f-_0"' . .c.9_-tT"'e'cl.c.c0'cm=sc·. B._r_c0..:o .... ks'-r-e~d,isc.:.co-v-e'Y. c ... ____ .. 

~/18/1999 _DMG Dennis M. Gccin"'gc.0-;'ld_. ____ f-_co0'c.1:---j-cT..:e,l,c'C0 .... mcc·..cL-"e.:.v-"ita"'s=_,r_e .... ac..cbcc0-"v..:e.:.... _._. . ... _____ _. _____ . ___ .... ____ .. . _____ _ 
5/18/1999 -OMG· Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Conference call H~~. Harper re above:. ______ .... .. __________ _ 

~81i999-DMG- Dennis M, Gingold 0.1 Telcom beneficiary re 11M Crow issues 
5/18/1999 DMG Dennis M.-:G;O'i'''n-''go.::l:':d------f----,0''' . .;.1--+T'''e.::I·..:c=omc..:..;b:..:e:.:.nc:e.;;fic=i'::a:r~y:":r"':'~ ~~o..e.~f class; st".tLJs, 

t--sl18/1999-~G- Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Babby re above. 

.. _---_._. _._-- ._ ... _---_._.­

.------­

. .. _---_ .... -
r--S·/1811999--r:J5MG· Dennis Mc . .Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re a7b-o-ve-.------· 

5/19/1999 6779 Miles J. Alexander 0.90 Draft counsel fee agreement; -cte-:le -p-'h-o-n·-e-dcci-sc-u-s-sc-io-n-w·cn·c'h-S=tC-e-v-e-'Ccl·-ayand conference wrtt-.-:D=-a-vc-idc---

:._---,~c-::-.--.----_+--;;:=-_+.z=_a-c.-k-s-;:re,..g-..a_:r-:-di-n"'g-c-o.u__:nsel fee agreement; re~"" draft_. __ ._. ______ . ______ ... __ _ 
5/19/1999 7125 - A. Stephens Clay 0.30 Regarding agreement among counsel, with clients. 

--:5'1'1cc9:-:/cc19:C9:-:9:--+- 8800-Eii-io-tt-H~Le;;it1;s------· 4.60 Telephone conference with Jim·Simon regarding-memo, confidentiality agreemeni·(8); document 
I review at PriceWaterHouse with Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper, Thad Holt, et al. (1.6); conference 

with Keith Harper and Jim McCarthy (.5); telephone conference with Lynn Cutler (.4) ; conference 
with Lorna Babby regarding report on White House and Simon (1.3). 

5/19/1999 t---oMG Dennis M. GingOld------+----.,----+-A-t ~P-wccC-,-;d-o-c-re-v-ie··w-.-·-·- - ... -----. 

r---s/19/1999 ·OMG .. De~ Girig"·o-:l-d·------·I--;-;:--tR;::--ev-ci-ew~c-o-m-p-u-:-te-r·C:/I~T: issues. 

---- ----_.-. _._-------
9.5 
1.5 

· __ ·_····----1 

5/19/1999 DMG- Dennis M. Gingold Telcom. Harper re above. 
5/19/1999 -6MG-oenn;sc-;-M:-.-;Gcoci-ng"-0-:I-cd-----li-~::-:c--tT=e-;I-co-m-s.-:H-cO-'I:-t -re-a-cb-o·-v-e-. - .-.---.. -- .. 

0.6 
0.2 
0.1 ----------1--5119/1999 t-:O.MG-· oe;:;r;isM~-G.in-,g'-0c-ld .. ------ f __ --;;--c-_+T=e_lcom. Ms. Cobell re abo~~. ___ . __ .. 
0.6 5/19/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold Telcoms. Babby r,,-~~_. ____________ ._. 

5/19/1999 t---oMG· Dennis M. Gingold At NARF, doc productc.:i0'cnc.. ___ ._ ... _. _____ . ____ . . . _____ _ 0.2 

_5.::/..:1.::;91:..:1.:.9c:.9.::.9_.f--_DMG . Dennis:..:M~. G.:-_=in",g'Co.::ld,~~___ Telcom. Eva Cobe_lI_re..<Jo.~.';., .. _____ .. _. _______ ._._ .. 
5/20/1999 2358- ! Roderick C. Dennehy Review Opposition to Defendants' Motions for Summary Judgment and supporting affidavits. 

0.1 
Jr. 2.20 

I 

5/20/1999 .. ~riieSJ. Alexander 1.00 
--.. ------;.c:=---c-.-~-:--c:-.....,.-c--::_.-_:c-- -.. -----.- -~--I 

Edit draft counsel agreement; E-mail multiple parties; telephone discussions with Thad Holt, Elliott 
Levitas, David Zacks and Dick Babush. 
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1---=-:::-;Do:accte=:---t-I-:nc;;itc::lac::l_s+.::N~a_m::-e~c--::-______ --t __ H::-o'::u"'r_s_C'Dc-escription 
5/20/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 3.70 Telephone conference with Jim Simon (.3); telephone conference with Elouise Cobell regarding 

witnesses (A); review confidentiality agreement proposal (. 8); conference with Dennis Gingold 
regarding witness, memo response to DOJ (.3); telephone conference with Elouise Cobell 
regarding witnesses (.2); conference with Keith Harper regarding response to DOJ, confidentiality 
agreement and resolution, pre-trial statement (.3); review and analyse information from Jim Simon 
(.5); conference with Loma Babby regarding pre-trial statement (.2); conference with Lorna and 
Dennis Gingold regarding DOJ response (.3); telephone conference with Miles Alexander, Thad 
Holt, David Zacks and Dick Babush regarding counsel agreement (A) 

1----::c~~=_::___+----::c:-:~+.:Dc_e~n'--nc'is-~M. GTnQOid---·-f--~-MeeiinQOn-pre:triaistatement;AA document review and exhibit lis-t------.----.-
Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Holt re same.------ ---. .------.-

5/20/1999 DMG 
5/20/1999 DMG 

--

1----::c~~=_::___+-::c:-:-::_+.:D-'e~n'--nlcc·s-'cM:.c.'--::Gingold OA ~oms Rempel r~ same. ________ .. __ 
1---::c~-,-,-~__+----:~~+.:D-,e~n,--nccis-'cM,--.,--G=-,,-in:o'g,,-o~ld 0.3 ~oms Levitas re....a~ove; V\IB--'''-- ___________ ====--====-_-__ --1 

5/20/1999 DMG 
5/20/1999 DMG 
5/20/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Harper re above. 

1--:o:===--+--:=~tDc-e-n-nic-s-:M~.-,G;;cc-in~g-olc-c-d· 0.2 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell;:e-above. -- -- -----------.----------
Dennis M. Gingold --r-Q:1-'Teicom Babby resame:---· .---- ----------------------

5/20/1999 DMG 
5/20/1999 DMG 

1--====__+__:=c=-tDc_e-cn-ni-;-s--;M-.::-G.::..'",·n",g-ol-d-c- 0.2 Telc()ms. Beard reC:;hristie retaliation .. _______________________ _ 
1---::c=~=_=____+__:=_=_+:R"'oc'-d-'-er.cic_:_k_cC"-'--. D=:-_en--,n-,-e~h,--y Jr. 0.70 ~Phone c~ver~~l1.BLwith Elliott Lev~tas (A); Joint Pretrial Report. . __ 

5/20/1999 DMG 
5/21/1999 2358 
5/21/1999 

I 
I 

5/21/1999 

5/22/1999 

8800 

DMG 
8913 

Elliott H. Levitas 4.60 Letter to Jim Simon enclosing final revised version of the confidentiality agreement (.3); 
conference (2) wrth Lorna Babb regarding joint pre-trial statement, retaliation order, appeal on 
privilege (1A); telephone conference with Rick Dennehy regarding joint pre-trial, summary 
judgment (A); conference with Dennis Gingold regarding confidentiality agreement and consent 
decree, letter to DOJ (.6); telephone conference with Jim Simon regarding confidentiality 
agreement and settlement issues (.3); telephone conference with Bill Clinger regarding witness 
(.5) conference With Keith Harper, Dennis GingOld, Loma Babby, Thad Holt regarding joint pre-
trial, witnesses, documents, trial strategy (.7); telephone conference with Rick Dennehy and Audra 
Dial regarding evidentiary memo task assignment and briefing (A) 

Dennis M. Gingold -- ---- 230·--'co':'tinue AA document review and witness list-. -----------------­

David M. Zacks --.---- --TQo··--fReview of agreements between· client, ·iirm and Cobell firm regarding engaging services of Elliott --

I--:o:==:-;;---t--:=~ 'DennTs-M-. G-ing-Otd=~-_-. _--=--0-.1-.. -_.-_~~~~·.~:!I~:;~~a~:e_g:dil19~-_a_m_~ ___ ._-:------------.. -----.--_ 

1---:o:===---t_-:=~tDc-e-nn-cic_s-:M~.-cG=-ic_n,,-g0-cI-:d .. -. ______ ~_ Telcom~vit,,~,,-s"rn~c___ _ ___ __ _ _ ___ . 

5/22/1999 DMG 
5/2211999 DMG 

1-~===---t_=-c--t:::Dc-e,--nc-ni_:_s-M.--,.-;-G.::..i--:-n",go-l ___ d.-- __ -+--~ ~com Ms. Cot)ellr~.s~m~_ _ ___________________ .. __ ._ 
Thaddeu~ Holt _____ H 5 Meet at NARF re pretnal statement ___ _ 

5/22/1999 DMG 
5/23/1999 TH 
5/24/1999-~-169 Sarah C. Perez 2 00 ASSist temporary With administrative details of Cobell matter, assist In haVing documents 

I couriered; review Cobell file documents, xerox and pouch documents to C. Buttram; discuss 

5/24/1999 8800 EII,
.ott H. Levl.tas __ . ___ . __ :c_~_~bYing r~gistratiOl1~q~irements-""ith E. Levitas, and K. Harper ___ ._. __ 

2.70 Further review and analysis of Haun deposition (1.3); telephone conference with Sara Perez 
regarding lobbying registration requirements (.2); further review of counsel agreement (1.2) 

1-~~~=-=----t--:=-=---+=D_e,__nn ___ i_s-:-Mc-.-cGCci,--n ___ gO--,IcJ. __ -_-_-_-_-~~+_-_--=-0--:c8--"reic-o-m-s-. B-e-ar-d-rech~s_ti_e-_r,:taJiation~_--._-_··-_-=~======::-~===~= ___ .~===-_::-_-_-_-_-._-.=-_-_-. 
1--=,,~~c_=__--t----:~-=---_+=D-,e,--nn---i.:cs-,-M ___ .-GCcic.:n~goc:l-=d- . ~._~coms. Christie ,-e.same, __ . __ . ______________________ _ 

5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _______ ~.-¢.t_NARF,.Prepare-"'-'--rnElet ancleonfe,-with Justice!e pre-trial statement ___ _ 

I--="~=~::---+__=~-=-_+=D.e=---nn---i.:cs-'-M:::.--'G=cic.:n"'g:old 1.3 Meet with DOJ, NARF, Holt re same. 
Dennis M. Gingo·ld-----·~3-Meet withNARF:·Holt,-Levitas re witneSs!isi:-- -----------------

5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG 

1--·-==:--:C=:"::"'--+-==-=-+=D-=e'--nn---i:::s-'-M:::.--'G=Cic.:n"'go::::l=d--~·-Meet with Levitasre-evaluat;On·Of witness list-·--------·-----·------5/24/1999 DMG 

1--====-+--:=-:::----t::D,e __ n_nc-is--;M-:--c. G::_:__in-"g-.-ol-dD.7-Teicorns:-Rempei-;e~ame .. ~~=-~=---==:::::::::::::::===---=---==--~ 
I--====__+--:=-:::--+:Dc_e~n'--nc-is--;M-:.'--G::_:__in-"g-o'--Id-- . _____ f-----0~_ ~com Harpe!-'-e..safTl"---________________________ . __ _ 

5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 __ ~<:'nfere"-ce call B~ar<J, Christ~"__'et,,~ __________ . _______ _ 

1---"--=-c'-.::..'-'---+_:=-c-c-='--_+=D-'e~n:cn:cis-'M'--.'--G=-"-in:O,g.::.o:.::ld-______ f--~ ___ ~com P_ollner re....'IIit~esses ____ . ___ . _________________ .. __ 

f_====----t----o==-+.::D_en_n-ci_s-;-M-o-.--;G"'i_n,...go--;I--;d_ -----f----~ _~coms ~.: __ ~()b~.IIr~_above_ _ _____ . _____________ . ___________ _ 

5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 TH 

Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 telcom. Holt re ab.c:>~-,-.. __ . _____ .______ __ 
Thaddeus Holt 13.5 Meet with govt lawyers, plaintiff team re pretrial statement; drafting components of pretrial 

statement and revisions and discussions of same 
I---~c-----+-~--+=R-o-d-er-ic-k-C-. D-en-n-e-i1Y-J-r.-·--t-·-0-.5-0--+~ConterenCeWith@§I LeVii~s and!,-u·d~-ra-D-ia-I-re-g-a--rd~i-ng-e-vi~d-e--nt-,·a-ry-re-·s-e-a-rc-ch-.-- ---.---.-5/25/1999 2358 

Audra A. Dial 0.60 Meeting to discuss case research. 
1---::C~~=-=---+----C:C:-:-=-+:S'::'a'::ra:Ch'-'Cc.."-'pCce:::r-'-ez 100 Assist temporary·WithorganiiirlgCobeiii,!ocume,:,t;----·-------------

5/25/1999 5796 
5/25/1999 6169 
5/25/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas --8.50 ·-Telephone conference with Rick Dennehy and Audra Dial regarding task assignment regarding 

evidentiary memorandum (.6); letter to Lois Schiffer regarding settlement issues (A); review and 
revise Agreement Among Counsel (. 3); draft pre-trial statement with Thad Ho~, Dennis Gingold, 
Lorna Babby and Keith Harper (7.2) 

r---or.;,G Dennis M. Gingold- -~-ReVieWdocs;:eeXt;ibrt list -- -.- .. -------.. ---.----------

I--::-::=~.::---+- ~~~ Denni~ M. Gingold __ . _____ f-.~_ ~nference call ~rnE"leI"Ge~~ildocs~--=~:::::::::::::::=======-_._-__ - __ -___ _ 

1---=-'~-'-'-c_=__-+-:=_',,-='--_+=D-e,.:..:n'--nccis-'cM:.c.-G=in:O,g:::o:ld='------- _~_~~com F3empelre abo"e-'--..____ . __ . ___ ._. _______ ._~. ____ . ___ . _ 

5/25/1999 
5/25/1999 

5/25/1999 

1---=-,~==:-=:--+~D=-:M:cG Dennis M. Gingold _ 0.3 __ ~~coms. Harper ~ ..<JIlov"---__ _ _______________ . ___________ 1 

r_===~-j__-D_:;M:;_;~--.g;!lniS M. Gingold _ 0.1 __ ~!com Pollner r~~()ve _______________ . __________ . ____ _ 
TH Thaddeus Holt 8 Working on pretnal statement at NARF with plaintiffs team 

1---::-::==·~-+--2::-:358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 2.50 Review Gov't Operations Committee Report (.9); review Joint Pretrial Report (1.1); file review (.5). 

5/25/1999 
5/25/1999 

5/25/1999 

5/26/1999 

~~~~~-+-=,~~ ~-~~~----------~~.~--~---------c~- -----~--~-------.--~--------------------------~ 
5796 Audra A. Dial 5AO Researching evidence law regarding hearsay exceptions. 5/2611999 
8800 Elliott H. Levitas 9AO Telephone conference wiihEioufse Cobell (.2); telephone conference with Jim McCarthy.-Keith .. -5/26/1999 

-

Harper (.2); preparation of pre-trial statement (9.0) 
·DMG Dennis -M-.-G-i-ng-o-l·d--·-----1---1-.-0 ---t,t;.t·-S-P-M-W-ith-P-w-Cr.e.:~arTr1g on errla-,·I-d-ce-s-tr-u_-ct°i·o-n-'.-_~~~~~=_-_.--_~~=--=-~~_-~ ______ -_=_-_=_~~-._.-_ 

1---::=-;:;-:-::=:----1--::D:-:-MG-Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Meet with Holt re various pretrial issues. 
5/26/1999 

5/26/1999 
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1---=-:::-;Do:accte=:---t-I-:nc;;itc::lac::l_s+.::N~a_m::-e~c--::-______ --t __ H::-o'::u"'r_s_C'Dc-escription 
5/20/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 3.70 Telephone conference with Jim Simon (.3); telephone conference with Elouise Cobell regarding 

witnesses (A); review confidentiality agreement proposal (. 8); conference with Dennis Gingold 
regarding witness, memo response to DOJ (.3); telephone conference with Elouise Cobell 
regarding witnesses (.2); conference with Keith Harper regarding response to DOJ, confidentiality 
agreement and resolution, pre-trial statement (.3); review and analyse information from Jim Simon 
(.5); conference with Loma Babby regarding pre-trial statement (.2); conference with Lorna and 
Dennis Gingold regarding DOJ response (.3); telephone conference with Miles Alexander, Thad 
Holt, David Zacks and Dick Babush regarding counsel agreement (A) 

1----::c~~=_::___+----::c:-:~+.:Dc_e~n'--nc'is-~M. GTnQOid---·-f--~-MeeiinQOn-pre:triaistatement;AA document review and exhibit lis-t------.----.-
Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Holt re same.------ ---. .------.-

5/20/1999 DMG 
5/20/1999 DMG 

--

1----::c~~=_::___+-::c:-:-::_+.:D-'e~n'--nlcc·s-'cM:.c.'--::Gingold OA ~oms Rempel r~ same. ________ .. __ 
1---::c~-,-,-~__+----:~~+.:D-,e~n,--nccis-'cM,--.,--G=-,,-in:o'g,,-o~ld 0.3 ~oms Levitas re....a~ove; V\IB--'''-- ___________ ====--====-_-__ --1 

5/20/1999 DMG 
5/20/1999 DMG 
5/20/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Harper re above. 

1--:o:===--+--:=~tDc-e-n-nic-s-:M~.-,G;;cc-in~g-olc-c-d· 0.2 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell;:e-above. -- -- -----------.----------
Dennis M. Gingold --r-Q:1-'Teicom Babby resame:---· .---- ----------------------

5/20/1999 DMG 
5/20/1999 DMG 

1--====__+__:=c=-tDc_e-cn-ni-;-s--;M-.::-G.::..'",·n",g-ol-d-c- 0.2 Telc()ms. Beard reC:;hristie retaliation .. _______________________ _ 
1---::c=~=_=____+__:=_=_+:R"'oc'-d-'-er.cic_:_k_cC"-'--. D=:-_en--,n-,-e~h,--y Jr. 0.70 ~Phone c~ver~~l1.BLwith Elliott Lev~tas (A); Joint Pretrial Report. . __ 

5/20/1999 DMG 
5/21/1999 2358 
5/21/1999 

I 
I 

5/21/1999 

5/22/1999 

8800 

DMG 
8913 

Elliott H. Levitas 4.60 Letter to Jim Simon enclosing final revised version of the confidentiality agreement (.3); 
conference (2) wrth Lorna Babb regarding joint pre-trial statement, retaliation order, appeal on 
privilege (1A); telephone conference with Rick Dennehy regarding joint pre-trial, summary 
judgment (A); conference with Dennis Gingold regarding confidentiality agreement and consent 
decree, letter to DOJ (.6); telephone conference with Jim Simon regarding confidentiality 
agreement and settlement issues (.3); telephone conference with Bill Clinger regarding witness 
(.5) conference With Keith Harper, Dennis GingOld, Loma Babby, Thad Holt regarding joint pre-
trial, witnesses, documents, trial strategy (.7); telephone conference with Rick Dennehy and Audra 
Dial regarding evidentiary memo task assignment and briefing (A) 

Dennis M. Gingold -- ---- 230·--'co':'tinue AA document review and witness list-. -----------------­

David M. Zacks --.---- --TQo··--fReview of agreements between· client, ·iirm and Cobell firm regarding engaging services of Elliott --

I--:o:==:-;;---t--:=~ 'DennTs-M-. G-ing-Otd=~-_-. _--=--0-.1-.. -_.-_~~~~·.~:!I~:;~~a~:e_g:dil19~-_a_m_~ ___ ._-:------------.. -----.--_ 

1---:o:===---t_-:=~tDc-e-nn-cic_s-:M~.-cG=-ic_n,,-g0-cI-:d .. -. ______ ~_ Telcom~vit,,~,,-s"rn~c___ _ ___ __ _ _ ___ . 

5/22/1999 DMG 
5/2211999 DMG 

1-~===---t_=-c--t:::Dc-e,--nc-ni_:_s-M.--,.-;-G.::..i--:-n",go-l ___ d.-- __ -+--~ ~com Ms. Cot)ellr~.s~m~_ _ ___________________ .. __ ._ 
Thaddeu~ Holt _____ H 5 Meet at NARF re pretnal statement ___ _ 

5/22/1999 DMG 
5/23/1999 TH 
5/24/1999-~-169 Sarah C. Perez 2 00 ASSist temporary With administrative details of Cobell matter, assist In haVing documents 

I couriered; review Cobell file documents, xerox and pouch documents to C. Buttram; discuss 

5/24/1999 8800 EII,
.ott H. Levl.tas __ . ___ . __ :c_~_~bYing r~gistratiOl1~q~irements-""ith E. Levitas, and K. Harper ___ ._. __ 

2.70 Further review and analysis of Haun deposition (1.3); telephone conference with Sara Perez 
regarding lobbying registration requirements (.2); further review of counsel agreement (1.2) 

1-~~~=-=----t--:=-=---+=D_e,__nn ___ i_s-:-Mc-.-cGCci,--n ___ gO--,IcJ. __ -_-_-_-_-~~+_-_--=-0--:c8--"reic-o-m-s-. B-e-ar-d-rech~s_ti_e-_r,:taJiation~_--._-_··-_-=~======::-~===~= ___ .~===-_::-_-_-_-_-._-.=-_-_-. 
1--=,,~~c_=__--t----:~-=---_+=D-,e,--nn---i.:cs-,-M ___ .-GCcic.:n~goc:l-=d- . ~._~coms. Christie ,-e.same, __ . __ . ______________________ _ 

5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _______ ~.-¢.t_NARF,.Prepare-"'-'--rnElet ancleonfe,-with Justice!e pre-trial statement ___ _ 

I--="~=~::---+__=~-=-_+=D.e=---nn---i.:cs-'-M:::.--'G=cic.:n"'g:old 1.3 Meet with DOJ, NARF, Holt re same. 
Dennis M. Gingo·ld-----·~3-Meet withNARF:·Holt,-Levitas re witneSs!isi:-- -----------------

5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG 

1--·-==:--:C=:"::"'--+-==-=-+=D-=e'--nn---i:::s-'-M:::.--'G=Cic.:n"'go::::l=d--~·-Meet with Levitasre-evaluat;On·Of witness list-·--------·-----·------5/24/1999 DMG 

1--====-+--:=-:::----t::D,e __ n_nc-is--;M-:--c. G::_:__in-"g-.-ol-dD.7-Teicorns:-Rempei-;e~ame .. ~~=-~=---==:::::::::::::::===---=---==--~ 
I--====__+--:=-:::--+:Dc_e~n'--nc-is--;M-:.'--G::_:__in-"g-o'--Id-- . _____ f-----0~_ ~com Harpe!-'-e..safTl"---________________________ . __ _ 

5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 __ ~<:'nfere"-ce call B~ar<J, Christ~"__'et,,~ __________ . _______ _ 

1---"--=-c'-.::..'-'---+_:=-c-c-='--_+=D-'e~n:cn:cis-'M'--.'--G=-"-in:O,g.::.o:.::ld-______ f--~ ___ ~com P_ollner re....'IIit~esses ____ . ___ . _________________ .. __ 

f_====----t----o==-+.::D_en_n-ci_s-;-M-o-.--;G"'i_n,...go--;I--;d_ -----f----~ _~coms ~.: __ ~()b~.IIr~_above_ _ _____ . _____________ . ___________ _ 

5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 DMG 
5/24/1999 TH 

Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 telcom. Holt re ab.c:>~-,-.. __ . _____ .______ __ 
Thaddeus Holt 13.5 Meet with govt lawyers, plaintiff team re pretrial statement; drafting components of pretrial 

statement and revisions and discussions of same 
I---~c-----+-~--+=R-o-d-er-ic-k-C-. D-en-n-e-i1Y-J-r.-·--t-·-0-.5-0--+~ConterenCeWith@§I LeVii~s and!,-u·d~-ra-D-ia-I-re-g-a--rd~i-ng-e-vi~d-e--nt-,·a-ry-re-·s-e-a-rc-ch-.-- ---.---.-5/25/1999 2358 

Audra A. Dial 0.60 Meeting to discuss case research. 
1---::C~~=-=---+----C:C:-:-=-+:S'::'a'::ra:Ch'-'Cc.."-'pCce:::r-'-ez 100 Assist temporary·WithorganiiirlgCobeiii,!ocume,:,t;----·-------------

5/25/1999 5796 
5/25/1999 6169 
5/25/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas --8.50 ·-Telephone conference with Rick Dennehy and Audra Dial regarding task assignment regarding 

evidentiary memorandum (.6); letter to Lois Schiffer regarding settlement issues (A); review and 
revise Agreement Among Counsel (. 3); draft pre-trial statement with Thad Ho~, Dennis Gingold, 
Lorna Babby and Keith Harper (7.2) 

r---or.;,G Dennis M. Gingold- -~-ReVieWdocs;:eeXt;ibrt list -- -.- .. -------.. ---.----------

I--::-::=~.::---+- ~~~ Denni~ M. Gingold __ . _____ f-.~_ ~nference call ~rnE"leI"Ge~~ildocs~--=~:::::::::::::::=======-_._-__ - __ -___ _ 

1---=-'~-'-'-c_=__-+-:=_',,-='--_+=D-e,.:..:n'--nccis-'cM:.c.-G=in:O,g:::o:ld='------- _~_~~com F3empelre abo"e-'--..____ . __ . ___ ._. _______ ._~. ____ . ___ . _ 

5/25/1999 
5/25/1999 

5/25/1999 

1---=-,~==:-=:--+~D=-:M:cG Dennis M. Gingold _ 0.3 __ ~~coms. Harper ~ ..<JIlov"---__ _ _______________ . ___________ 1 

r_===~-j__-D_:;M:;_;~--.g;!lniS M. Gingold _ 0.1 __ ~!com Pollner r~~()ve _______________ . __________ . ____ _ 
TH Thaddeus Holt 8 Working on pretnal statement at NARF with plaintiffs team 

1---::-::==·~-+--2::-:358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 2.50 Review Gov't Operations Committee Report (.9); review Joint Pretrial Report (1.1); file review (.5). 

5/25/1999 
5/25/1999 

5/25/1999 

5/26/1999 

~~~~~-+-=,~~ ~-~~~----------~~.~--~---------c~- -----~--~-------.--~--------------------------~ 
5796 Audra A. Dial 5AO Researching evidence law regarding hearsay exceptions. 5/2611999 
8800 Elliott H. Levitas 9AO Telephone conference wiihEioufse Cobell (.2); telephone conference with Jim McCarthy.-Keith .. -5/26/1999 

-

Harper (.2); preparation of pre-trial statement (9.0) 
·DMG Dennis -M-.-G-i-ng-o-l·d--·-----1---1-.-0 ---t,t;.t·-S-P-M-W-ith-P-w-Cr.e.:~arTr1g on errla-,·I-d-ce-s-tr-u_-ct°i·o-n-'.-_~~~~~=_-_.--_~~=--=-~~_-~ ______ -_=_-_=_~~-._.-_ 

1---::=-;:;-:-::=:----1--::D:-:-MG-Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Meet with Holt re various pretrial issues. 
5/26/1999 

5/26/1999 
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'-_ Dale _.~ Inilials Name _____ -+_'-'Hc:oc=uc..rs=--+=D::.e::.s:::.:c:.:r.:riP:.:I.:.:�o:.:.n'__ __ . __ . ______ .. ____ . ______________________ ~ 

5/26/1999 D~Q<>:cnnc::i:cs.:.:Mc:-_'G::.:i.:.:n"_go::l.:::d _____ f-----'1-=5.:.:-9'___+D=oc~-'-re::.:v:.:.ie::.w"'.'--~.---.----- _______ .. -----.------.----1 
~36/1999 _. DMG.~, Gingold 0.2 Conference call Coates, Beard re Christie. 

c_~L26/1999__ DMG Dennis M, Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Beard re same:---~ -:-~===-=-~_===-=~=:== ___ --== 
~26/1999 .~ Dennis M. Gingold ____ +-_ _=0"'.3'---1i=T,...e.:.:lc'-'0.:.:m.:.:s"'. -"C:_h.:.:ric.:.st,,-ie=-r~ec..s,-a:,m.:.:e::..=-:,'C:-=-c--'---' __________ . ________ _ 
"":;12_6/1999 J __ ~~ Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Homan re same; MMS issues. __________ .. _______ _ 

5/26/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Conference call Pollner, Hot re_oft-system tr.'l"sactionsITB's ______ . _____ .--------1 
5/26/199H-OMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Pollner re same. . ____ . ______ .. ___________ . ____ .. __ 

~ 5/26/1999- . _~ [)e_n_nc-is-cM;-;-. -::G,i_n~g'-0-:-ld:_------+_-_=0_;.5:_-i=D;:_r-:-a-ft-'-p-ro_oPC"0-s-e-d-order re email preservatic,", ____ .. _____ . ____________ ._ 

~:;~~~~~- ~-~~-~~~-:c~:-. -::~c;-:~~~--~-:-:~':-_-_-__ - _-_-_-_-_-_--1-1_-_-_-.c-:~=2:_1:-_-_-_-tctc~~:=:~=~=~=.-.-;~~;~:~it=~=~=~~--;-::-~·r-:-~-·· -n-d-u-Zt-ot defs-;-cOu"-~-- _....:-:=-.. -._-:=====_ .. -===-_-_-_-j 
~'.1999 __ g~~~nnisM.Gingold 0.1 ___ .__ _ ______________ _ 

. 5/26/1999~MG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. SPM re privilege log. 
5/26/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Echohawkre above .. -- --.---.. ---- ----.-----------

5/26/1999 1,' TH IThaddeus Holt 13.1 Meet with govt lawyers, plaintift team re pretrial statement; reViewing documents for possible 
exhibits; searching files as to which spurious privilege claims were made by govt; repond to govt's 

--+-- ___ --t_--=--=_-+p",r_o:p_o_s_e",d-:-s_t:.:.ip_s_ . ----- _ ----- ._---- ----- _ ._--- .------

- .~;~;;~ ~~~----, -8-5~~6 ~:. ~~:tas -~-----'--+--:-12C"16-=0°-=0--+::~-~a-s:ft;:-ea"-p~-cr-~tc:i~c"~:-1 ~-:~-:-:~~~~egardin~ e-"iden~r:.y exception_t()~ea,,~~ ___________ _ 

~/P/1999 1 __ DMG Dennis M. Gingold 15.5 Draft pretrial statement. ___ .. ____ ._. _____________ ._. ___________ I 
5/27119991 [)_~~_nnis M. Gingold 1.0 Draft opposition to.<l~fs' email r~rieval pla",_ .___ ______ _ __ . ___________ _ 
5/27/1999 i _~~~nnis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Rempel re above. _____________________ ._ 

~1999-~1 __ ~~~nnis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Harper re same. _________ .. ____ _ 
5/27/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Peregoy re 1Ir..<1.check endorsernent issuec.. ______ . ___ . ____ .~ 

1-5/27/1999-l- TH'-- - Thaddeus 'Holt 14.6 Finishing pretrial statement with team, many telcons with govt lawyers __ 
~i28/1999---,2358- Roderick C Dennehy Jr. 4.10 Research motion to strike defenses (2:'1); research trustee ,iUtlesandiiabilities (2.0,-----._ 

-5128/1999' Ki96,Audra A. Dia-I ----- 8.00 Reviewing casesregarding personal knowledge, hearsay privileges:a;ld exceptions for testimony 

61sg-fsarah C. Perez--- 1.00 ~~:~~::!a~~::~~~~s~~~~~~~~~:~~~~-~~~u;s~~~;~~f~:"6:~enda-n-t-Pleadin9tOC:Builram:--t---sJ28/1999 

5/28/1999 
i ---. ~--- .---+---::-=-b.--:-:--.----- ------ . - ---.- - -- -------

8800 iElliott H. Levitas 3.90 Meeting with Sandy Harris, Congressman Clinger at NARF (3.0); research motion to stnke issues, 

~
' ___ ~---li=te-s-t-i-m-o-n'-cy.:..(·79)'-:-----~-.---.. 

~119~9_t..§MS'._ De~ni~M __ ._G-_in~g __ 0_ld_.-_-__ -_~ ____ -++--_·_1_A~-tcP~r-e~pa-r-e-d-r-aft~I,-supp inforrnati~nJ.OJ".F'.r"", __ . 
5/28/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.2 Review amended Treasury expert report. 
5/28/1999 ' DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 Telcoms. Forhecz re same; new.prEld"cessor inil1t"'<eSIJ~slJ"s-,-

~~/199(~~~ [)MG-I()e_nn'Ci_s-:-M-:-.-;G:o-i.-n"-gO_;I-;d-----1--0-:-.-;;:2---tC-:-:--o,n~f-:-e;:;re",n,-c_e_ca-,-II_G_,O",o_d_i_ng, et al re email issues. 
~/1999~_! _ DM_ ~jQennis M. Gingold 4.0 At NARF, review AA workpapersre pot-entia I exhibits; inventory:--- ===---=-_==-_=-

. 5/28/1999_ nQr",S'..IDennisM Gingold 0.8 Telcoms. Harper r".<3!iove; repIjJrie~-'------ ----________________ __ 

~.!l'1999 . D_rv1G Den.nis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Rempel re email. . ____________ ._ 
~!1999-L DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re above. _______ .____ _ ___ _ 

5/28/1999 L DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcom. Babby re above. 
f--5J;;8/199S- I -oMG1 Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re above. -----.---

~;~~;~ ~~~ -T[j~G-~W-~f--;:=~:=~=s=· _H;-;G=~n~ltg~o=ld===~-_-.. ~ ---tt-----c:~-::---r.:;;:-~c:;~-o:-m-u·p-S-r:-M-p-r~-:-~r:-~a"'~--:C:'~-;~--eem-s-~-~t;~-t-;;~; -ii I,)ok at adm;n;eco-rd-,-in~~~e-w-c-' ~~9~~wi-th --L-evlta~ ==~ ----=--
5/29/1999-r DM~Den-nis M. Gingold 5.0 At NARF, review pleadings files for response tede/s' -email position; diSCuss same an,i"!'reasury -. 

_+- I summary judgment moti:,"; surreply, etc (with H"rper, Babby) .. ___________ ._._. ______ . 

_ 5/29i19'99+QMG~@el1l1is_M=. -:::Gc:in-"g'-'0c::ld: _____ ._+-_ _'1-:.5o-_tcP~rce."-pa:cr..ce-d'_cr:_aft:--;'I,-"-plttt,s-,!econd sUEP~EPos~ion to de~s'retrie,,~ ()f em-"-i.':.... ______ .~ __ . 
~/1999 j DMG _.Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Babbyr re above. 
~~~~~DMG [)ennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Harper re same. 

5/29/1999 ' DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 4A Review 5NP docs:-----
- 5/301i999HOMG iD_ennis M. Gingold 5.0 Revise draft II, secol1d-s-up-p-b-rie-f-to~PM re emaiL ------- - -----:: ___ ._. __ -=====:= 

5/~/1999 . '_-DMG Joennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Christie re retaliation. ___ ... __________ . _______________ ._._ 
5/30/1999 DMG I De-n-n-:-is-=-M:--. -=Gc;-in~g--0-:-ldc-'----+--.c0;-.3::--tcT;;-e-;l·c-o-m-s-.-=B=-a"'bC"b-y-r-e-s--ec -o-n-d:-s-u-pp b!i_ef_. _____ . ____________________ _ 

~--.. - .. ----I----'--c-'-"C'-:~"_'_:-=----
5/30/1?~9 _Qr-.1G iDennis M. Gingold 6.0 Review 5NP production. ________ . ______ ~. ____ _ 

__ 5/31/1999-=tJ..0_lTir11 Carsso"'---_ OAO Review of Elliott'schanges an-d e-mailto Elliott. -- __ _~ 
5/31/1999 I 5796 IAudra A. Dial 0.70 Revising memorandum regarding evidentiary privileges and hearsay exception. ----
5/3111999 8800 iElliott H. Levitas 1.50 Telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding memo supporting motion on defenses and 

1 : discussion about Simon telephone call and response regarding resolution (A); telephone 
1 conference with Thad Holt regarding same (A); telephone conference with Jim McCarthy regarding 

~ 
press conference transcripts as it relates to resolution meetin(j (.3); telephone conference with i Keith Harper regarding same (A) 

~1T1999tOMG Denn-:-is-M;-:-. -=G-,-in-g-o-,-ld-,-------+---=7"0:--f::R:-e·-v-,-is-e-dC"r-a"'fts----:cIl-.--I, IV-&V-_-o-r s-e~dsuppiO-<>..-p-p-to-d-.iti.-' e-_ m-.-a-ili~l-ev-a-l-p_-laii-_--._--~=-__ -_~~~-_-_ 
-- 5/31/1999-r- DMG-' Dennis M:- Gingold--- 0.1 Telcom. Harper re same. ._. ____ . _ 

_ 5/31/199~l"'D!_1s>_:_JDenniS-M-.. G--i-n9"-0-1-d.-__ -_-_-_-_-_-_--_,-,---_0:-._6_-+C~0-n-f-e-re-n~c-e-ca-lI-R_e_m.~p __ e_I,~H_O_I.i_ ",above....... _________________ ._._. 
~1/1999 n~ iDerlnis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rempel re same. 

5/31/1999 DMG Fennis M. Gingold 0.9 Review exp~rt report. 

~.~;~ ~~~DT~G i ?~an,,::-'~c.::-'~.:.:s-'~::.:~-C~t9"'-0"'I-=d-------f-----=5-=-54'--t:~;:-~-:,-=~e::..;-'-u-~-~-::-lyd-,-:::..oC'-';:-~e·-as SJ, draft oppo to surreply motion r,,-sanctions, -look atadmin recOrd, telcon--

_________ . ___ -+ ______ +cL_ev_i_ta_s_r_e __ m_e_e_t_in.g=_C_1_i_n~g_e_r,~p_reJ:are for Homa interviEOW ____ ~ ___ . ____ .. _____ _ 
f---ei1l1999- '235S-!Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 6.30 Research remedies; review Dial memo; research presumptions; research exclusions of "fix it" 

.--~-----1-..-~ eVidence. ___ .~______ _______ _ ______ _ 
___ 6/1/1999_ I 5~~~udra A. Dial 4.20 Revising memo regarding evidentiary rules and hearsay exceptions. __ 
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'-_ Dale _.~ Inilials Name _____ -+_'-'Hc:oc=uc..rs=--+=D::.e::.s:::.:c:.:r.:riP:.:I.:.:�o:.:.n'__ __ . __ . ______ .. ____ . ______________________ ~ 

5/26/1999 D~Q<>:cnnc::i:cs.:.:Mc:-_'G::.:i.:.:n"_go::l.:::d _____ f-----'1-=5.:.:-9'___+D=oc~-'-re::.:v:.:.ie::.w"'.'--~.---.----- _______ .. -----.------.----1 
~36/1999 _. DMG.~, Gingold 0.2 Conference call Coates, Beard re Christie. 

c_~L26/1999__ DMG Dennis M, Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Beard re same:---~ -:-~===-=-~_===-=~=:== ___ --== 
~26/1999 .~ Dennis M. Gingold ____ +-_ _=0"'.3'---1i=T,...e.:.:lc'-'0.:.:m.:.:s"'. -"C:_h.:.:ric.:.st,,-ie=-r~ec..s,-a:,m.:.:e::..=-:,'C:-=-c--'---' __________ . ________ _ 
"":;12_6/1999 J __ ~~ Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Homan re same; MMS issues. __________ .. _______ _ 

5/26/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Conference call Pollner, Hot re_oft-system tr.'l"sactionsITB's ______ . _____ .--------1 
5/26/199H-OMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Pollner re same. . ____ . ______ .. ___________ . ____ .. __ 

~ 5/26/1999- . _~ [)e_n_nc-is-cM;-;-. -::G,i_n~g'-0-:-ld:_------+_-_=0_;.5:_-i=D;:_r-:-a-ft-'-p-ro_oPC"0-s-e-d-order re email preservatic,", ____ .. _____ . ____________ ._ 

~:;~~~~~- ~-~~-~~~-:c~:-. -::~c;-:~~~--~-:-:~':-_-_-__ - _-_-_-_-_-_--1-1_-_-_-.c-:~=2:_1:-_-_-_-tctc~~:=:~=~=~=.-.-;~~;~:~it=~=~=~~--;-::-~·r-:-~-·· -n-d-u-Zt-ot defs-;-cOu"-~-- _....:-:=-.. -._-:=====_ .. -===-_-_-_-j 
~'.1999 __ g~~~nnisM.Gingold 0.1 ___ .__ _ ______________ _ 

. 5/26/1999~MG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. SPM re privilege log. 
5/26/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Echohawkre above .. -- --.---.. ---- ----.-----------

5/26/1999 1,' TH IThaddeus Holt 13.1 Meet with govt lawyers, plaintift team re pretrial statement; reViewing documents for possible 
exhibits; searching files as to which spurious privilege claims were made by govt; repond to govt's 

--+-- ___ --t_--=--=_-+p",r_o:p_o_s_e",d-:-s_t:.:.ip_s_ . ----- _ ----- ._---- ----- _ ._--- .------

- .~;~;;~ ~~~----, -8-5~~6 ~:. ~~:tas -~-----'--+--:-12C"16-=0°-=0--+::~-~a-s:ft;:-ea"-p~-cr-~tc:i~c"~:-1 ~-:~-:-:~~~~egardin~ e-"iden~r:.y exception_t()~ea,,~~ ___________ _ 

~/P/1999 1 __ DMG Dennis M. Gingold 15.5 Draft pretrial statement. ___ .. ____ ._. _____________ ._. ___________ I 
5/27119991 [)_~~_nnis M. Gingold 1.0 Draft opposition to.<l~fs' email r~rieval pla",_ .___ ______ _ __ . ___________ _ 
5/27/1999 i _~~~nnis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Rempel re above. _____________________ ._ 

~1999-~1 __ ~~~nnis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Harper re same. _________ .. ____ _ 
5/27/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Peregoy re 1Ir..<1.check endorsernent issuec.. ______ . ___ . ____ .~ 

1-5/27/1999-l- TH'-- - Thaddeus 'Holt 14.6 Finishing pretrial statement with team, many telcons with govt lawyers __ 
~i28/1999---,2358- Roderick C Dennehy Jr. 4.10 Research motion to strike defenses (2:'1); research trustee ,iUtlesandiiabilities (2.0,-----._ 

-5128/1999' Ki96,Audra A. Dia-I ----- 8.00 Reviewing casesregarding personal knowledge, hearsay privileges:a;ld exceptions for testimony 

61sg-fsarah C. Perez--- 1.00 ~~:~~::!a~~::~~~~s~~~~~~~~~:~~~~-~~~u;s~~~;~~f~:"6:~enda-n-t-Pleadin9tOC:Builram:--t---sJ28/1999 

5/28/1999 
i ---. ~--- .---+---::-=-b.--:-:--.----- ------ . - ---.- - -- -------

8800 iElliott H. Levitas 3.90 Meeting with Sandy Harris, Congressman Clinger at NARF (3.0); research motion to stnke issues, 

~
' ___ ~---li=te-s-t-i-m-o-n'-cy.:..(·79)'-:-----~-.---.. 

~119~9_t..§MS'._ De~ni~M __ ._G-_in~g __ 0_ld_.-_-__ -_~ ____ -++--_·_1_A~-tcP~r-e~pa-r-e-d-r-aft~I,-supp inforrnati~nJ.OJ".F'.r"", __ . 
5/28/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.2 Review amended Treasury expert report. 
5/28/1999 ' DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 Telcoms. Forhecz re same; new.prEld"cessor inil1t"'<eSIJ~slJ"s-,-

~~/199(~~~ [)MG-I()e_nn'Ci_s-:-M-:-.-;G:o-i.-n"-gO_;I-;d-----1--0-:-.-;;:2---tC-:-:--o,n~f-:-e;:;re",n,-c_e_ca-,-II_G_,O",o_d_i_ng, et al re email issues. 
~/1999~_! _ DM_ ~jQennis M. Gingold 4.0 At NARF, review AA workpapersre pot-entia I exhibits; inventory:--- ===---=-_==-_=-

. 5/28/1999_ nQr",S'..IDennisM Gingold 0.8 Telcoms. Harper r".<3!iove; repIjJrie~-'------ ----________________ __ 

~.!l'1999 . D_rv1G Den.nis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Rempel re email. . ____________ ._ 
~!1999-L DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re above. _______ .____ _ ___ _ 

5/28/1999 L DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcom. Babby re above. 
f--5J;;8/199S- I -oMG1 Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re above. -----.---

~;~~;~ ~~~ -T[j~G-~W-~f--;:=~:=~=s=· _H;-;G=~n~ltg~o=ld===~-_-.. ~ ---tt-----c:~-::---r.:;;:-~c:;~-o:-m-u·p-S-r:-M-p-r~-:-~r:-~a"'~--:C:'~-;~--eem-s-~-~t;~-t-;;~; -ii I,)ok at adm;n;eco-rd-,-in~~~e-w-c-' ~~9~~wi-th --L-evlta~ ==~ ----=--
5/29/1999-r DM~Den-nis M. Gingold 5.0 At NARF, review pleadings files for response tede/s' -email position; diSCuss same an,i"!'reasury -. 

_+- I summary judgment moti:,"; surreply, etc (with H"rper, Babby) .. ___________ ._._. ______ . 

_ 5/29i19'99+QMG~@el1l1is_M=. -:::Gc:in-"g'-'0c::ld: _____ ._+-_ _'1-:.5o-_tcP~rce."-pa:cr..ce-d'_cr:_aft:--;'I,-"-plttt,s-,!econd sUEP~EPos~ion to de~s'retrie,,~ ()f em-"-i.':.... ______ .~ __ . 
~/1999 j DMG _.Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Babbyr re above. 
~~~~~DMG [)ennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Harper re same. 

5/29/1999 ' DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 4A Review 5NP docs:-----
- 5/301i999HOMG iD_ennis M. Gingold 5.0 Revise draft II, secol1d-s-up-p-b-rie-f-to~PM re emaiL ------- - -----:: ___ ._. __ -=====:= 

5/~/1999 . '_-DMG Joennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Christie re retaliation. ___ ... __________ . _______________ ._._ 
5/30/1999 DMG I De-n-n-:-is-=-M:--. -=Gc;-in~g--0-:-ldc-'----+--.c0;-.3::--tcT;;-e-;l·c-o-m-s-.-=B=-a"'bC"b-y-r-e-s--ec -o-n-d:-s-u-pp b!i_ef_. _____ . ____________________ _ 

~--.. - .. ----I----'--c-'-"C'-:~"_'_:-=----
5/30/1?~9 _Qr-.1G iDennis M. Gingold 6.0 Review 5NP production. ________ . ______ ~. ____ _ 

__ 5/31/1999-=tJ..0_lTir11 Carsso"'---_ OAO Review of Elliott'schanges an-d e-mailto Elliott. -- __ _~ 
5/31/1999 I 5796 IAudra A. Dial 0.70 Revising memorandum regarding evidentiary privileges and hearsay exception. ----
5/3111999 8800 iElliott H. Levitas 1.50 Telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding memo supporting motion on defenses and 

1 : discussion about Simon telephone call and response regarding resolution (A); telephone 
1 conference with Thad Holt regarding same (A); telephone conference with Jim McCarthy regarding 

~ 
press conference transcripts as it relates to resolution meetin(j (.3); telephone conference with i Keith Harper regarding same (A) 

~1T1999tOMG Denn-:-is-M;-:-. -=G-,-in-g-o-,-ld-,-------+---=7"0:--f::R:-e·-v-,-is-e-dC"r-a"'fts----:cIl-.--I, IV-&V-_-o-r s-e~dsuppiO-<>..-p-p-to-d-.iti.-' e-_ m-.-a-ili~l-ev-a-l-p_-laii-_--._--~=-__ -_~~~-_-_ 
-- 5/31/1999-r- DMG-' Dennis M:- Gingold--- 0.1 Telcom. Harper re same. ._. ____ . _ 

_ 5/31/199~l"'D!_1s>_:_JDenniS-M-.. G--i-n9"-0-1-d.-__ -_-_-_-_-_-_--_,-,---_0:-._6_-+C~0-n-f-e-re-n~c-e-ca-lI-R_e_m.~p __ e_I,~H_O_I.i_ ",above....... _________________ ._._. 
~1/1999 n~ iDerlnis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rempel re same. 

5/31/1999 DMG Fennis M. Gingold 0.9 Review exp~rt report. 

~.~;~ ~~~DT~G i ?~an,,::-'~c.::-'~.:.:s-'~::.:~-C~t9"'-0"'I-=d-------f-----=5-=-54'--t:~;:-~-:,-=~e::..;-'-u-~-~-::-lyd-,-:::..oC'-';:-~e·-as SJ, draft oppo to surreply motion r,,-sanctions, -look atadmin recOrd, telcon--

_________ . ___ -+ ______ +cL_ev_i_ta_s_r_e __ m_e_e_t_in.g=_C_1_i_n~g_e_r,~p_reJ:are for Homa interviEOW ____ ~ ___ . ____ .. _____ _ 
f---ei1l1999- '235S-!Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 6.30 Research remedies; review Dial memo; research presumptions; research exclusions of "fix it" 

.--~-----1-..-~ eVidence. ___ .~______ _______ _ ______ _ 
___ 6/1/1999_ I 5~~~udra A. Dial 4.20 Revising memo regarding evidentiary rules and hearsay exceptions. __ 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
6/1/1999 8800 ElliettH. Levitas 9.70 Administrative, decument revisien; telephene conference w~h Dennis Gingeld, Lerna Babby, Keith 

Harper (7.); telephene cenference with Jim Simen, Keith Harper regarding reselutien discussiens 
(.7); cenference with Kerth Harper (.4); cenference with Keith Harper and Thad Helt (.3); telephene 
cenference with Jim McCarthy regarding preparatien fer press cenference, letter te the editer, 
Cebell respense, DOl email te ceurt (.4); telephene cenference with Rick Dennehy regarding 

I summary judgment, briefs and metiens (.4); review, revise and analyze memerandum en hearing, 
evidence, Clinger, Symms repert (.5) 

---t---------
Relliew administrative recerd re witnesses/exhibits. 

.-
6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 9.0 

---------- ----------
6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.7 Telcems. Helt re surreply; Treasury issues; Heman schedule; admin recerd. 
6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 

-----.-
~-=-:------.- ._-- .. -

Telcems. Heman re testimeny; schedule. 
--

6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.2 Cenference call Harper, Babby re dispesitive issues. 

6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.4 Telcoms. Babby re abeve. 
6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.2 T elcems. Harper re abeve. 

6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.1 Telcorn. Levitas re pre-trial statement. -----
6/1/1999 TH Thaddeus Helt 7 Werking en Heman materials and .outlining testimeny 
6/2/1999 2358 Rederick C. Dennehy Jr. 5.10 Research exclusien .of "fix it" evidence; telephene cenversatien with Elliett Levitas; research issues 

cencerning Clinger testimeny; draft metien te strike defenses; revise Dial memerandum. 

------~---- -------------------------~-.---

6/2/1999 5796 Audra A. Dial 1.60 Researching case law regarding nen-superviser investigative cemmittee member's testimeny; 

---1 meeting te discuss research. 

6/2/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 10.20 
--;::--c-------------
Cenference with Thad Helt, Dennis Gingeld; cenference with Keith Harper; decument review (4.5); 
trial preparatien and decument review (3.3); telephene cenference with Jim Simen, DOJ, with Phil 

I 

Breeks, DOJ; telephene cenference with Keith Harper regarding DOJ and reselutien discussiens 
(.5); telephene cenference with Rick Dennehy regarding metien te strike defenses, meme te 
Audra; telephene cenference with Beb Vaughn regarding trust law sup pert fer metien te strike 
defenses (.6); telephene cenference with Babbitt regarding Ge'Jer tape; cenference with Keith 
Harper (1.3) 

---r----------;-_------0;----------- - --------------------------

6/2/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 13.0 Review administrative recerd re witnesses/exhibits. . ... 
--t-----------

6/2/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.1 Review draft .of epPtoiile surr~-- ------------ ---

6/2/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 
---_ ... _-r----; -,-----------=:--------------------------------------------- -

0.1 ~em. Geoding re witne~ses/exhi~_s. ____ 
-~ ._---- --

6/2/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.1 Tecem. Pellner re same. 
------1---------=------=------------ ---- ----

6/2/1999 TH Thaddeus Helt 9.1 Research en admin recerd; met with Heman, reviewed exhibit~; werk en Heman testimeny, 
.opening statement 

----- ------ ----. -----
--------st3/1999 

=-:-----------
2358 Rederick C. Dennehy Jr. 1.70 ~ft--,)roffer ef.~time~y; research presumptien .of continuatien. ----

--6/3/1999 -6169 Sarah C. Perez ~--
~~st with Cebell file organizatien and indexing. . __ 

6/3/1999 T 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 7.30 
--

Telephene cenference with Kate Vandemer (.2); cenference With Cengressman Clinger, Sandy 

,I ! Harris regarding witness interviews (5.0); prepare and revise meme en Clinger testimeny 
i I admissibility (1.3); telephene cenference with Kate Vandemer regarding issues and arrangements 
I I (.3); telephene cenference with Beb Vaughn; cenference with Sarah Perez regarding task 
I 

I ! 
assignment en evidentiary meme; telephene cenference with Rick Dennehy regarding research en 

I fact presumptien (.5). 
I 

6/3/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 1-1: 
--------------------------------

~Jelw decs at l1overn"..mnt d~..c.,:nter_. __ _ __________ 
6/3/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 01-- Telcem. Ferhecz re same. 

6/3/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 1 ___ 0_.1 __ Telcom. Ignat re PWC medel. -----=-c-'------------.------
6/3/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld , 0.1 Telcom he~ re privilege issues. ---------

Meet with FerheczanciFitiSimmens re their depes; meet with Levitas and Clinger re his testimeny; 6/3/1999 TH Thaddeus Helt 9 

~5o-
werk en Heman testimeny 

6/4/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 
-- --;-------------_. ------

Assist with Cebell file decumentatien and retrieval; fax varieus decuments te E. Levitas. 

6/4/1999 7125 A. Stephens Clay 0.50 ~p~rt fer Levita~ _____________________ 
6/4/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 7.00- Review memo on Congressional report, cash on resumption (.7); conference wrth Brooks, Simen, 

Gover, Echohawk, Harper, Ho~ regarding resolution discussio~s (2.0); telephone conference with 
Keith Harper and John Echohawk regarding follow up strategy (.3); telephone conference with 
Thad Holt regarding same (. 2); regarding time billing for retaliation issues, review and cull time 
sheets for March through May (2.3) review and analyse research on trust breach, future activity or 
plans as remedy or cure, trust law application, treatise, discussion of "continued existence" 
presumption, government report and testimony hearing expert (1.5) 

--- --
6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 4.4 Work on Christieissues, e.g., time data. --------------. ---

6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.0 Meet at NARF retri.a.I. strategy; witnesses, exhibits. 
-

6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.3 Telcoms. Remple re same. -- ----
6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.3 Telcoms. Levitas re same ------------------------
6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.3 Telcom. TB re 11M Quinault issues. ---- ------------------------
6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. TB re case status. 

~/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
-~- -=--c-------------------------------------

~com. Babby re.!r:~~ategy, witnesses, e~hibits ________ 
6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Harper re same. -----------
6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Telcom BIA "whistle tilowe~' re doc destruction, etc. 

.--------.----. ---------
6/4/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 3 Meet with Homan re testimony --
6/4/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 4 Confce Gingold, Harper, and team re trial plans 
6/4/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.7 Confce call Levitas, Harper, Brooks, Simon, Gover re possibe consent decree 

6/4/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.9 Confce Gingold,-Harpei:-and team re selecting exhibits 

6/5/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 2.90 Telephone conference with Phil Brooks, DOJ, regarding resolution discussions; telephone 
conference with Thad Holt, Keith Harper regarding report on Brooks memo, notes on resolution. 

--

6/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 11.8 Review exhibits. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
6/1/1999 8800 ElliettH. Levitas 9.70 Administrative, decument revisien; telephene conference w~h Dennis Gingeld, Lerna Babby, Keith 

Harper (7.); telephene cenference with Jim Simen, Keith Harper regarding reselutien discussiens 
(.7); cenference with Kerth Harper (.4); cenference with Keith Harper and Thad Helt (.3); telephene 
cenference with Jim McCarthy regarding preparatien fer press cenference, letter te the editer, 
Cebell respense, DOl email te ceurt (.4); telephene cenference with Rick Dennehy regarding 

I summary judgment, briefs and metiens (.4); review, revise and analyze memerandum en hearing, 
evidence, Clinger, Symms repert (.5) 

---t---------
Relliew administrative recerd re witnesses/exhibits. 

.-
6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 9.0 

---------- ----------
6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.7 Telcems. Helt re surreply; Treasury issues; Heman schedule; admin recerd. 
6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 

-----.-
~-=-:------.- ._-- .. -

Telcems. Heman re testimeny; schedule. 
--

6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.2 Cenference call Harper, Babby re dispesitive issues. 

6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.4 Telcoms. Babby re abeve. 
6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.2 T elcems. Harper re abeve. 

6/1/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.1 Telcorn. Levitas re pre-trial statement. -----
6/1/1999 TH Thaddeus Helt 7 Werking en Heman materials and .outlining testimeny 
6/2/1999 2358 Rederick C. Dennehy Jr. 5.10 Research exclusien .of "fix it" evidence; telephene cenversatien with Elliett Levitas; research issues 

cencerning Clinger testimeny; draft metien te strike defenses; revise Dial memerandum. 

------~---- -------------------------~-.---

6/2/1999 5796 Audra A. Dial 1.60 Researching case law regarding nen-superviser investigative cemmittee member's testimeny; 

---1 meeting te discuss research. 

6/2/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 10.20 
--;::--c-------------
Cenference with Thad Helt, Dennis Gingeld; cenference with Keith Harper; decument review (4.5); 
trial preparatien and decument review (3.3); telephene cenference with Jim Simen, DOJ, with Phil 

I 

Breeks, DOJ; telephene cenference with Keith Harper regarding DOJ and reselutien discussiens 
(.5); telephene cenference with Rick Dennehy regarding metien te strike defenses, meme te 
Audra; telephene cenference with Beb Vaughn regarding trust law sup pert fer metien te strike 
defenses (.6); telephene cenference with Babbitt regarding Ge'Jer tape; cenference with Keith 
Harper (1.3) 

---r----------;-_------0;----------- - --------------------------

6/2/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 13.0 Review administrative recerd re witnesses/exhibits. . ... 
--t-----------

6/2/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.1 Review draft .of epPtoiile surr~-- ------------ ---

6/2/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 
---_ ... _-r----; -,-----------=:--------------------------------------------- -

0.1 ~em. Geoding re witne~ses/exhi~_s. ____ 
-~ ._---- --

6/2/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.1 Tecem. Pellner re same. 
------1---------=------=------------ ---- ----

6/2/1999 TH Thaddeus Helt 9.1 Research en admin recerd; met with Heman, reviewed exhibit~; werk en Heman testimeny, 
.opening statement 

----- ------ ----. -----
--------st3/1999 

=-:-----------
2358 Rederick C. Dennehy Jr. 1.70 ~ft--,)roffer ef.~time~y; research presumptien .of continuatien. ----
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~~st with Cebell file organizatien and indexing. . __ 

6/3/1999 T 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 7.30 
--

Telephene cenference with Kate Vandemer (.2); cenference With Cengressman Clinger, Sandy 

,I ! Harris regarding witness interviews (5.0); prepare and revise meme en Clinger testimeny 
i I admissibility (1.3); telephene cenference with Kate Vandemer regarding issues and arrangements 
I I (.3); telephene cenference with Beb Vaughn; cenference with Sarah Perez regarding task 
I 

I ! 
assignment en evidentiary meme; telephene cenference with Rick Dennehy regarding research en 

I fact presumptien (.5). 
I 

6/3/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 1-1: 
--------------------------------

~Jelw decs at l1overn"..mnt d~..c.,:nter_. __ _ __________ 
6/3/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 01-- Telcem. Ferhecz re same. 

6/3/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 1 ___ 0_.1 __ Telcom. Ignat re PWC medel. -----=-c-'------------.------
6/3/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld , 0.1 Telcom he~ re privilege issues. ---------

Meet with FerheczanciFitiSimmens re their depes; meet with Levitas and Clinger re his testimeny; 6/3/1999 TH Thaddeus Helt 9 

~5o-
werk en Heman testimeny 

6/4/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 
-- --;-------------_. ------

Assist with Cebell file decumentatien and retrieval; fax varieus decuments te E. Levitas. 

6/4/1999 7125 A. Stephens Clay 0.50 ~p~rt fer Levita~ _____________________ 
6/4/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 7.00- Review memo on Congressional report, cash on resumption (.7); conference wrth Brooks, Simen, 

Gover, Echohawk, Harper, Ho~ regarding resolution discussio~s (2.0); telephone conference with 
Keith Harper and John Echohawk regarding follow up strategy (.3); telephone conference with 
Thad Holt regarding same (. 2); regarding time billing for retaliation issues, review and cull time 
sheets for March through May (2.3) review and analyse research on trust breach, future activity or 
plans as remedy or cure, trust law application, treatise, discussion of "continued existence" 
presumption, government report and testimony hearing expert (1.5) 

--- --
6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 4.4 Work on Christieissues, e.g., time data. --------------. ---

6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.0 Meet at NARF retri.a.I. strategy; witnesses, exhibits. 
-

6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.3 Telcoms. Remple re same. -- ----
6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.3 Telcoms. Levitas re same ------------------------
6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 0.3 Telcom. TB re 11M Quinault issues. ---- ------------------------
6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. TB re case status. 

~/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
-~- -=--c-------------------------------------

~com. Babby re.!r:~~ategy, witnesses, e~hibits ________ 
6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Harper re same. -----------
6/4/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Telcom BIA "whistle tilowe~' re doc destruction, etc. 

.--------.----. ---------
6/4/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 3 Meet with Homan re testimony --
6/4/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 4 Confce Gingold, Harper, and team re trial plans 
6/4/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.7 Confce call Levitas, Harper, Brooks, Simon, Gover re possibe consent decree 

6/4/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.9 Confce Gingold,-Harpei:-and team re selecting exhibits 

6/5/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 2.90 Telephone conference with Phil Brooks, DOJ, regarding resolution discussions; telephone 
conference with Thad Holt, Keith Harper regarding report on Brooks memo, notes on resolution. 

--

6/5/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingeld 11.8 Review exhibits. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
8.5 Revise Homan testimony outline; confce call re settlement; drafting pretrial brief; review exhibits 6/5/1999 1 TH Thaddeus Holt 

I ~:-,~---cc--~~---------~~----------- ------~---l 
6/6/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

~99-
-j 

Review admin record re exhibits/witnesses. 
Research at C&B re pretrial brieCconfcecall-re-se-tt-le-m-e-n-t;-d-rarun-g-o-pe-ning -staiement;dratii;;g--

10.0 
I TH I 

f-----smi9-99 l 2358 

-~-~ .. ----
6/7/1999 8800 

6/7/1999 t-OMG 
6/7/1999 DMG 

~-------

-LDM~ 6/7/1999 
6/7/1999 ! DMG 

----_. 

6/7/1999 DMG 

Thaddeus Ho~ 10.2 

Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 
_:--__ +_-:;o-=_~po:.r-';et::.r'cia-I-'O-b'-'je"ct--i--o __ n-s--;-:----=-.::-;;c-:::-.---- _____________________ . __ . ____ _ 

2.80 Telephone conversation with Elliott Levitas (3); review pleadin"s; research presumption of 

Elliott H. Levitas 

continuance; research admission of Congressional reports. 
c-c---::----------+--5::-."3cco--+p::-r-e--p-a-ra-tC-io-n-fc-o-r-pre::triaT-heaiing;-review documents, briefs, etc ;coordinate wiih-ThadHolt and 

Dennis Gingold on pre-trial agenda, pre-trial hearing before Judge Lamberth; post-trial follow up on 
matters arising from pre-trial hearing; work on documents and preparation for documents at trial 
(4.3); telephone conference with and interview with potential witness and screening of information; 
review notes and memo on witnesses (1.0) 

-;;.----;--;-;-=----;-;-~----t--:-:-~+.-:-:_;_:-=:---:---:__:_--::-;-~~-;-c;--~----~ --- - ------- --------j 
~=:;.:;.------+---'-;C-~--tA:o:-:-t cN,::.-A::.R.::F-,,-;r~e.:..v:.::iec.:.w=ca.9Erl~r:..':"-"IJ.rd re exhibits/witnesses. 

Telcoms. Rempel re doc...pre_se0'aticm~_de'::..._~ ____ ~ ___ _ 

Dennis M. Gingold 11.5 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 

Telcoms. Levitas re above. jDennis M. Gingold 0.4 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 

-------------- --_._--
Telcom. Babby re same. 

Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Holt re same. 
6/7/1999- -. DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom Harper same. 
6/7/1999 

r-,---
Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 DMG 

6/7/1999 +[)MG- Dennis M. Gingold 2.5 
Telcoms. Office of Special Counsel re C~Eis!ie. 

"-------- .:::...=== _____ +-_..=:=-_-+:,.p'-re:,p:.:a::r,::_e-=Chistie time re same. 
~-TThaddeus Holt 

--------
6/7/1999 7 Pretrial 'oVith prep and followup (3 hrs court time) 
6/8/1999 2358 i Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 6.20 Telephone conversation with Elliott Levitas; research FRE 602, 701; draft Motion for Sanctions. 

6/8/1999 2.50 
----~~+-----;o-;;-;:-~+.c----;---;----:--.- -----.-- ------.--:-:-::---::-~-.--:-:-C-~~--

Search, download, xerox and distribute Cobell articles, recent court opinions and docket 
information; discuss with C. Buttram. 

-61_69_ ]~~ah C Perez 

6/8/1999 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 
i 
I 

9.60 Conference with Congo Clinger:-Sandy-i:::iarri5: Steve Richards(mf9);regarding and memo 
regarding 803(8)(c) (2.4); telephone conference with Rick Dennehy (.5); conference with Keith 
Harper, Lorna Babby regarding preparation for Clinger testimony (3.3); review pre-tnal order, 
analyze impact of pre-trial brief (1.6); telephone conference with Thad Holt regarding order and 
brief (. 3); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regardin!l order, Phi Brooks, Treasury 
proposal and response (.4); memo regarding Bill Clinger (.2) 

-E;/8/i999 T-6MG - Dennis M-. -=Gc-in-g-o-Cld-c------+----c9:-.8~-+=-D-ra-cft,-re-q-u-e--s--t ""fo--r-cSE~ iO-a-d-d-re-L-s-_d-_<:-c-_p_-r()-t-e~-t-io_-n...-/d-e-struction prlJtlleii-=~---~ -. ~.--
6/811999 _: DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.3 At NARF, review admin record re exhib_its/witnesse_s __________ _ 

6/811999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcom. Harper re<l~~"'________________ _ ~ __ _ 
-S/8/i99s---c-DMG- roenr;;s-M Gingold 0.2 Telcom Babby re same. ____ ~ ________ _ 

-_._--

6/811999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcom. Levitas re same. 
6/811999 
6/811999 
~99 

6/811999 

_I D __ M, __ G=-+D=-e:cn.::n::.is::.::M __ . ~G __ in.:'g>.:o __ ld:. ___ . ____ 1-_0"'.-=4_--+Tc.e.::.l,co:.::.m=s'=. B=-e.::.a=r __ d-=-re~~iS!i.e_.s_e~ttlelil;;lii,:"", ____ --_-_-=_-__ -_ - -= ___ ~______ . __ 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold____ 0.2 Telcom. Christie re !~I11_e_. __ -c-------------- --
DMG Dennis M Gingold 0 1 Telcom. SPM re doc protection order. 
TH Thaddeus Holt ------+- 7 Finish pretrial brief, confce Gingolci,Poilrle-rreoff the system;'MmOtion amend-complaint. confce--

1-_6::;-/",9
cc
/1c:;9c;;9-;;:9 ____ ,-_23!)S- ""R:-o'cd-e-rC"ic-ck-C"'.--D;::-en-n-e-Ch-y----;Jr-.---+--:':-.0;ocO;;--t-;c;~:-:v-~-e-t:-:-~;-~c ~~~~~=~=re=a=s_ury __ -p-ro-Po_S~I~==-=_-____ --==-_-_-__ -__ -=====-___ ~~-=-= 

6/911999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 2.50 Assist with document retrieval, xeroxing, and distribution; update and organize file information. 

6/911999 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 8.00 Meeting with Cong-:-Ciinger;trial-preparatiOO,review -of cases-for admissibility on hearsayru~ 
outline of examination, preparation for readmission of evidence. 

--+-~~---l~-~~~-------.- - - -- .. --~--~----------- --------------
6/911999 i DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.3 Revise brief re 0P.~() defs' motion for reconsideration of e.'P.."c'!..'.eport. _ 
6/911999 I-DMG ~Dc=e'-'n'-'nc::is-:,M"-.'-cG~in"'g,::-0;.::ld:-----+--~,.:'05--t'-;-Ac::t ~S:;;P-o-M-:-W::"::=:ith:--':'H;-c.arper re hearing on adEl9.uac:y of defs' doc prodl~lJI1:...._ 

---6/971999 -I DMG-15enniS-M. Gingold 5.0 Prepare for Trial 1. 
6/911999 TDMG-- -Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Haley, deputy clerk U.S. Cc.-uri ciAppealS;re CobelL ---- ----------
6/9/1999 i -OMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Beard re Christie settle,.;:;e;;t;~~--~- --- --------~----.~-

-+----::~___l=_=_':..c...-'_c_~=:...:-c-~~~-+~---;;-'-=--+=_'c_:.c:..:.:.=--c-:::..c..:.'---'-. .---------- --
6/911999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re above - ------------------

1--6/9t1999 r DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Peregoy-re~casemanag-emen-t.--------- - -
6/911999 r-TH-- C;T''':h-''ad';-d"'e'':'u:Cs'-;H''"0::';lt~:'::'':'-----+---=:7~--j-;CM''"is':c-=:t-':''riC::a;-1 p:"r'::'eC=pa"'r'.:a~t;i-'-onc-s"::-=-=='-"'==':'::'- --- -------~---. - --. ---~~~~--

-6110/1999 --r 6169-Sa'-::ra-=:h·:'C:':.:~P;-:e.:cre:"'z-~~~~+-----;;-6.-'::5-::C0~+A"'tt;:'e-=-nd~Co-':b'-'e:;;-lI::;:'-=triai8t-uS District Court for DC. --------~---------l 
f--:-;-:--:-;-:-=o--t---.---=--· . ------------------- --.--------

611011999_1 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 12.00 Trial; preparation of document~fortriaL _____ ~~ ______ _ 

611 0/1999 -f __ .D_fII1 G Dennis M. Gingold ______ ~---c6:.: . .:.8-_+p:..r...::e:~pc::a:cre=-f'-'0c.r-=T::..:ri=a:..1 ,,,. ________ _ 
611 011999 _L DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 In Court, trial. 

_~11 0/1999_1 DMG Dennis M._G.;;:-i,-n"'go_l:-;d ______ t-_0::;-.-c3_--+:;;T_el:c __ om_ . .,-H_a-,rp,...e_r._re.i\':MARS failure-.-- ::.~-_-_-_-_-_-~_--.-_-_ =------------=---=--=-------=--~-=--=-::::----l 
6/1011999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re above. 
611 011999--[ DMG Dennis M. Gingold'-_ -------+-""CO"'.-=s--+T=e:...l-c=o:...m'-"-s""C. B=-e-=a-=r""Cd-re---:C·"'h-ri'"s·C":tie-.-

-- ------~~~- ---------------

6/1 011999 TH Thaddeus Holt 11.6 Trial with prep and followup; opening statement, Homan direct, exhibit selection (5.6 hours court 
i time) 

_~ 611111999.."1::. 616~ Sarah C-. -;c;P-e-re-z------+----c3"".-=s-=0-+O""r-g·-'an""Ci,-ze {obell fi;es; up-d-a-te-,-n-de-x-.~----
611111999 . 8800 EiiiOti H~L-e-vl::-·ta-s-·-----I----:-, o"".-=OO-=---+T=r-'ia'ci-; w--::-itness prepar_atiO"----___________ =---=====_-_-:...._= =======_=_::::-__ 

-6i1171"999-~ DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 In Court, trial. 

611111999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.0 Prepare for trial. ___________ .. __ --------- ---- --------
611111999 DMG Dennis M. Gingotd 0.5 Telcoms. Holt re above 

611111999 j DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Harper re __ ~a.'l'_e_. _______________________ ----------1 
611111999 - - - DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Babby re same 
6/1111999--r--r-H -- Thaddeus Holt ------~---c7;;-.-=8--+T=r..,.ia--;I-w-Cit::-h-p-r-e-'p;'-cH-;-0-m-a·-n-r-e·::d"-ir-ect:-._-:(-5~-:C.6:-;h'-0-u-r-s-c-ou--rt-;-::ti-m-e------------------·-

611211999- OMG -- Dennis M. Gingold 10.0 Prepare for trial. 
611211999 --fH -- Thaddeus Holt 4 Meet at NARF, discuss strategy 

611311999 , 8800 Elliott H. Levltas 10.50 Meeting at NARF office regarding review of testimony, motions to be filed, assignment of 
examination of witnesses, review of documents, preparation for witness examination 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
8.5 Revise Homan testimony outline; confce call re settlement; drafting pretrial brief; review exhibits 6/5/1999 1 TH Thaddeus Holt 

I ~:-,~---cc--~~---------~~----------- ------~---l 
6/6/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

~99-
-j 

Review admin record re exhibits/witnesses. 
Research at C&B re pretrial brieCconfcecall-re-se-tt-le-m-e-n-t;-d-rarun-g-o-pe-ning -staiement;dratii;;g--

10.0 
I TH I 

f-----smi9-99 l 2358 

-~-~ .. ----
6/7/1999 8800 

6/7/1999 t-OMG 
6/7/1999 DMG 

~-------

-LDM~ 6/7/1999 
6/7/1999 ! DMG 

----_. 

6/7/1999 DMG 

Thaddeus Ho~ 10.2 

Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 
_:--__ +_-:;o-=_~po:.r-';et::.r'cia-I-'O-b'-'je"ct--i--o __ n-s--;-:----=-.::-;;c-:::-.---- _____________________ . __ . ____ _ 

2.80 Telephone conversation with Elliott Levitas (3); review pleadin"s; research presumption of 

Elliott H. Levitas 

continuance; research admission of Congressional reports. 
c-c---::----------+--5::-."3cco--+p::-r-e--p-a-ra-tC-io-n-fc-o-r-pre::triaT-heaiing;-review documents, briefs, etc ;coordinate wiih-ThadHolt and 

Dennis Gingold on pre-trial agenda, pre-trial hearing before Judge Lamberth; post-trial follow up on 
matters arising from pre-trial hearing; work on documents and preparation for documents at trial 
(4.3); telephone conference with and interview with potential witness and screening of information; 
review notes and memo on witnesses (1.0) 

-;;.----;--;-;-=----;-;-~----t--:-:-~+.-:-:_;_:-=:---:---:__:_--::-;-~~-;-c;--~----~ --- - ------- --------j 
~=:;.:;.------+---'-;C-~--tA:o:-:-t cN,::.-A::.R.::F-,,-;r~e.:..v:.::iec.:.w=ca.9Erl~r:..':"-"IJ.rd re exhibits/witnesses. 

Telcoms. Rempel re doc...pre_se0'aticm~_de'::..._~ ____ ~ ___ _ 

Dennis M. Gingold 11.5 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 

Telcoms. Levitas re above. jDennis M. Gingold 0.4 
Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 

-------------- --_._--
Telcom. Babby re same. 

Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Holt re same. 
6/7/1999- -. DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom Harper same. 
6/7/1999 

r-,---
Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 DMG 

6/7/1999 +[)MG- Dennis M. Gingold 2.5 
Telcoms. Office of Special Counsel re C~Eis!ie. 

"-------- .:::...=== _____ +-_..=:=-_-+:,.p'-re:,p:.:a::r,::_e-=Chistie time re same. 
~-TThaddeus Holt 

--------
6/7/1999 7 Pretrial 'oVith prep and followup (3 hrs court time) 
6/8/1999 2358 i Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 6.20 Telephone conversation with Elliott Levitas; research FRE 602, 701; draft Motion for Sanctions. 

6/8/1999 2.50 
----~~+-----;o-;;-;:-~+.c----;---;----:--.- -----.-- ------.--:-:-::---::-~-.--:-:-C-~~--

Search, download, xerox and distribute Cobell articles, recent court opinions and docket 
information; discuss with C. Buttram. 

-61_69_ ]~~ah C Perez 

6/8/1999 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 
i 
I 

9.60 Conference with Congo Clinger:-Sandy-i:::iarri5: Steve Richards(mf9);regarding and memo 
regarding 803(8)(c) (2.4); telephone conference with Rick Dennehy (.5); conference with Keith 
Harper, Lorna Babby regarding preparation for Clinger testimony (3.3); review pre-tnal order, 
analyze impact of pre-trial brief (1.6); telephone conference with Thad Holt regarding order and 
brief (. 3); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regardin!l order, Phi Brooks, Treasury 
proposal and response (.4); memo regarding Bill Clinger (.2) 

-E;/8/i999 T-6MG - Dennis M-. -=Gc-in-g-o-Cld-c------+----c9:-.8~-+=-D-ra-cft,-re-q-u-e--s--t ""fo--r-cSE~ iO-a-d-d-re-L-s-_d-_<:-c-_p_-r()-t-e~-t-io_-n...-/d-e-struction prlJtlleii-=~---~ -. ~.--
6/811999 _: DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.3 At NARF, review admin record re exhib_its/witnesse_s __________ _ 

6/811999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcom. Harper re<l~~"'________________ _ ~ __ _ 
-S/8/i99s---c-DMG- roenr;;s-M Gingold 0.2 Telcom Babby re same. ____ ~ ________ _ 

-_._--

6/811999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcom. Levitas re same. 
6/811999 
6/811999 
~99 

6/811999 

_I D __ M, __ G=-+D=-e:cn.::n::.is::.::M __ . ~G __ in.:'g>.:o __ ld:. ___ . ____ 1-_0"'.-=4_--+Tc.e.::.l,co:.::.m=s'=. B=-e.::.a=r __ d-=-re~~iS!i.e_.s_e~ttlelil;;lii,:"", ____ --_-_-=_-__ -_ - -= ___ ~______ . __ 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold____ 0.2 Telcom. Christie re !~I11_e_. __ -c-------------- --
DMG Dennis M Gingold 0 1 Telcom. SPM re doc protection order. 
TH Thaddeus Holt ------+- 7 Finish pretrial brief, confce Gingolci,Poilrle-rreoff the system;'MmOtion amend-complaint. confce--

1-_6::;-/",9
cc
/1c:;9c;;9-;;:9 ____ ,-_23!)S- ""R:-o'cd-e-rC"ic-ck-C"'.--D;::-en-n-e-Ch-y----;Jr-.---+--:':-.0;ocO;;--t-;c;~:-:v-~-e-t:-:-~;-~c ~~~~~=~=re=a=s_ury __ -p-ro-Po_S~I~==-=_-____ --==-_-_-__ -__ -=====-___ ~~-=-= 

6/911999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 2.50 Assist with document retrieval, xeroxing, and distribution; update and organize file information. 

6/911999 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 8.00 Meeting with Cong-:-Ciinger;trial-preparatiOO,review -of cases-for admissibility on hearsayru~ 
outline of examination, preparation for readmission of evidence. 

--+-~~---l~-~~~-------.- - - -- .. --~--~----------- --------------
6/911999 i DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.3 Revise brief re 0P.~() defs' motion for reconsideration of e.'P.."c'!..'.eport. _ 
6/911999 I-DMG ~Dc=e'-'n'-'nc::is-:,M"-.'-cG~in"'g,::-0;.::ld:-----+--~,.:'05--t'-;-Ac::t ~S:;;P-o-M-:-W::"::=:ith:--':'H;-c.arper re hearing on adEl9.uac:y of defs' doc prodl~lJI1:...._ 

---6/971999 -I DMG-15enniS-M. Gingold 5.0 Prepare for Trial 1. 
6/911999 TDMG-- -Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Haley, deputy clerk U.S. Cc.-uri ciAppealS;re CobelL ---- ----------
6/9/1999 i -OMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Beard re Christie settle,.;:;e;;t;~~--~- --- --------~----.~-

-+----::~___l=_=_':..c...-'_c_~=:...:-c-~~~-+~---;;-'-=--+=_'c_:.c:..:.:.=--c-:::..c..:.'---'-. .---------- --
6/911999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re above - ------------------

1--6/9t1999 r DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Peregoy-re~casemanag-emen-t.--------- - -
6/911999 r-TH-- C;T''':h-''ad';-d"'e'':'u:Cs'-;H''"0::';lt~:'::'':'-----+---=:7~--j-;CM''"is':c-=:t-':''riC::a;-1 p:"r'::'eC=pa"'r'.:a~t;i-'-onc-s"::-=-=='-"'==':'::'- --- -------~---. - --. ---~~~~--

-6110/1999 --r 6169-Sa'-::ra-=:h·:'C:':.:~P;-:e.:cre:"'z-~~~~+-----;;-6.-'::5-::C0~+A"'tt;:'e-=-nd~Co-':b'-'e:;;-lI::;:'-=triai8t-uS District Court for DC. --------~---------l 
f--:-;-:--:-;-:-=o--t---.---=--· . ------------------- --.--------

611011999_1 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 12.00 Trial; preparation of document~fortriaL _____ ~~ ______ _ 

611 0/1999 -f __ .D_fII1 G Dennis M. Gingold ______ ~---c6:.: . .:.8-_+p:..r...::e:~pc::a:cre=-f'-'0c.r-=T::..:ri=a:..1 ,,,. ________ _ 
611 011999 _L DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 In Court, trial. 

_~11 0/1999_1 DMG Dennis M._G.;;:-i,-n"'go_l:-;d ______ t-_0::;-.-c3_--+:;;T_el:c __ om_ . .,-H_a-,rp,...e_r._re.i\':MARS failure-.-- ::.~-_-_-_-_-_-~_--.-_-_ =------------=---=--=-------=--~-=--=-::::----l 
6/1011999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re above. 
611 011999--[ DMG Dennis M. Gingold'-_ -------+-""CO"'.-=s--+T=e:...l-c=o:...m'-"-s""C. B=-e-=a-=r""Cd-re---:C·"'h-ri'"s·C":tie-.-

-- ------~~~- ---------------

6/1 011999 TH Thaddeus Holt 11.6 Trial with prep and followup; opening statement, Homan direct, exhibit selection (5.6 hours court 
i time) 

_~ 611111999.."1::. 616~ Sarah C-. -;c;P-e-re-z------+----c3"".-=s-=0-+O""r-g·-'an""Ci,-ze {obell fi;es; up-d-a-te-,-n-de-x-.~----
611111999 . 8800 EiiiOti H~L-e-vl::-·ta-s-·-----I----:-, o"".-=OO-=---+T=r-'ia'ci-; w--::-itness prepar_atiO"----___________ =---=====_-_-:...._= =======_=_::::-__ 

-6i1171"999-~ DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 In Court, trial. 

611111999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.0 Prepare for trial. ___________ .. __ --------- ---- --------
611111999 DMG Dennis M. Gingotd 0.5 Telcoms. Holt re above 

611111999 j DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Harper re __ ~a.'l'_e_. _______________________ ----------1 
611111999 - - - DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Babby re same 
6/1111999--r--r-H -- Thaddeus Holt ------~---c7;;-.-=8--+T=r..,.ia--;I-w-Cit::-h-p-r-e-'p;'-cH-;-0-m-a·-n-r-e·::d"-ir-ect:-._-:(-5~-:C.6:-;h'-0-u-r-s-c-ou--rt-;-::ti-m-e------------------·-

611211999- OMG -- Dennis M. Gingold 10.0 Prepare for trial. 
611211999 --fH -- Thaddeus Holt 4 Meet at NARF, discuss strategy 

611311999 , 8800 Elliott H. Levltas 10.50 Meeting at NARF office regarding review of testimony, motions to be filed, assignment of 
examination of witnesses, review of documents, preparation for witness examination 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
f--::-:'===-I--".:~:=--~~'-:-::_c=_-_:'o--~----+-~=c-:---+~..:.:.:.~..:.:.:._:-- -- .-------~---------------------__l 

6/13/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold __ ~~~~f_~1-=3.:..:.0'--_+P~r:.:e:~p-=a.:..:re:.:..f:.:o~r=_tr=_ia:::.I.'---,-- ------;--cc-~~~~~___:_~~_:--=~~~~~c-c-~~~~~---t 
6/13/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 9 Meet at NARF, review documents, discuss wrtness order, review Rossman material, draft depo 

notice re admin record, draft TRO application re doc preservation 
r--::-;-:c-:::-=-Ir---o=::--f:=:-;-:-~_:-::_--------t---:~c:---t:c-:-c:__:_:__:- -~~~~--~~-- ----~~~~-j 

6
6
1
/1144//11

9
9

9
9

9
9 8D8MOGO Elliott H. Levitas 14°.'950 Trial; trial preparation; mee~g~! NARF regarding witness prepar_at_io_n_. _____ ~~ __ ~~~~--l 

Dennis M. Gingold Prepare for trial._ _ ____ ~~~ ___ ~~~~._~ ______ ~ __ ~~~ __ ~ ___ ~_ 

6/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gi'-ng"-0.:..:I-::d __ ~~~~f_~7...: . .::.5~_+lccn-Cc-o=-u:::.rt-",-:.tr~ia:cl'-. _-;- ------------,c-~-~~~~-~~~.---~--~~~-~~------
f--=6::./.:..14.:c/.:.19=-9=-9=--+---oD",M:,:-::G---t-=D_=e:.:nccnl._::·s-:.M:'::'c.G=in",g.::.0-=ld'__~~~~I---~.:.1.:.::0~---t:Mc:.::e:e:.t_w_it_h_C_hr_isliEl.to..cJ_is_cu_s_s s_e_tt_le~~.!..i~~s_. _______ ~ _______ ~ _____ ~~~--/ 

6/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Beard re same 
1---::6':-:/1:-'4':-:/1;-:9:::9"'9--f--=;TOcH-c'-~T~ha:'::d~d=-e':':us~H:'::00:'It='------- --- . 13 Trial; prepare before, meet afterwards, search for potential exhibits re Rossman, records; discuss 

________ :~--~vt's proposed ord"r -" .. f pr~of, p.roposed exhibrts (5.7 hours court time) 

f--:6cc/1C'C5:-:/-,-19::-9:-:9:--+--:8:-:8-:0_::0---t-=E-lIi-0-ttc_H-:.-;-L-e=_vc_ita-s~ ____ .~____ 8.00 ~I; witness preparation, _______ ~~_~~~~_~~ ____ ~_~~~ ____ ~~ __ ~ 
6/15/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.7 Prepare forre-direc:tChristie. _______ ~~ __ ~ __ ~ ____ _ 

f--=6::./1.:..:5~/.:.19=-9=-9=--+--=D:.:M.:.:.G=---t-=D-=e.:.:n:.:.ni._::s..:.M:.c.,-G=-i.:..:n",g.::.01-=d __ ~~~~1---~7=,''_::0~ __ ~~~~ ___ ~~~ _________ -~~~~--------~~--~~~~~-l 
f--:6c:-/1-:-:5:-:/-:19::c9;o:9:::--+--;D::-:M=G---t-=Dc-e-n-nic_s-;M-;-'_,G=-ic_n~g-0Iccd ___ ~~~_~~~__ ~_N.ARF, prepare .tc>.r..triaL_ _ ____ ~_~~~ ____ ~ ____ ~~~ __ ~~~ ___ _ 

6/15/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Meet with Christie re OSC settlement draft. 

f--:6cc/1-:-:5:-:/-,-19::-9:-:9:--+--::T;:-H:--+=T:c-h_ad"d-;-eus Holt-- --- -5--J.!rial (5,Ohou':scolJrtJiI11e_::..:.=_=--=--_-_~ __ ~._-.-.. _-_=_=_=_=_=_=_=_=-=--=--_---~~~-_-_-_-_~ __ ~----.--
6/15/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.5 I Prepare for trial 

f--:6cc/1C'C5:-:/-'-19::-9:-:9:--+--::T;:-H:---+Thaddeus Holt --~~~---1~---C20'.-=-6~l:cuss-deporeadmin record with F erre-l,cl o-CfC-g--o-vtC-;-r-es--e-a-r-'chc--re- -attC-o-r-n-ey---cOCI ie-n-:t-o-CriC-vOCile-g-e-, -w-o-crkc-------

1---;~c:-;1:1'~;o:;-:~~:::~;o:~:::---+~---;~:::~c;:~c;;~---j-::~C-~-::-~r-:~-;k-,~=-~vD=-it:·-:-n-e·~h-y---;-Jr-.----------_t-_~-:i.::;-3__:c~::----1-lt~rc;-~:--~-7-;c-.ii;~=;~a:=~=~:O~-~~:::=~=~=-~:Olt.~ 
I Blackwell witness (2.5); preparation of trial resumption, Kevin Gover witness line of questioning 

----~ 

! 1';(1:: 3) making eVidence relevant, conference with Keith Harper and Dennis Gingold, preparation of 
. exhibits and preparallon of test of testimony of Dom NessI, outline of Issues, reView of documents 

i ~ and development of charts for display, Jeff Remple (1 5) 

6/16/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1 2 Prepare for TRO hearing 
f--:6cc/1C:6:-:/-:-19::-:9:::9'--t--;D;::M-;G-::C-+=D-e-nn-cic-s-:M-=-.-'GO:Cic-n~gO-CICCd-----~-- 25 In C~TRO hearing - - --~~--~~- -

~=~6=/1~6=/1~9~9~9==~---:gMG Dennis M. Gingold 5-8 - At NARF, prepare for-trial - --~~-----_------~~~-i 
f--:c6c-/1-:c6_c/1:-c9-:c9-=-9-f-:D:=cMG Dennis M. Gingold -+- 04 Revlew/revlse Christie draft se_tt_'_Ie'-'m=en'-t::a'-'g"-re.::.e:::m=en __ t::-. ___________ ~ _____________ ~ __ -I 

6/16/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I ~05--- 'r'eiC;;;:;:;S:-Seardresame.--
f--"--'-"--'-=--=-=--+--~~-t'::"':':": .----------~--------- --------~----- --~-

6/16/1999 DM~ __ gennis M. Gingold __ ~~~___tI~--:0:c-.1- Telcom. Christie re same. _________ _ 

I---::~::,;~:-:~"';-:c~~::c~;;-;~O-+---:;~c-~:--*~;..:~:=-~:;.:~:;.::::~.-:::-;~7~:.;,::-----~~~-t1~--=~::.!.:..--- ~~io~~ha~'%n~~;~~O:~~~e~ :~~r:o~:~:~i~~~ding confce call with special master --

f--;6;-;-/1;-:7o-;/:c19;o:9;::9:::---t--;8;::8-;O:;.;O--- Elliott H. Levitas __ ~~~--t1~----,9c-.5=-0 ___ Tr!a~; meeiing at N!;¥.,:eg~_ding preparation for triai_~ __ ~~ _______ ~ __ ~~~--/ 

~;~;;~~~~:::---t--;~;::~-;G"'G---t-::~-:-~~-:c-:-:~-;-.-,~=-:c-~~~~-c:cc~---~~- -r-!~ __ ~fo~~~;r~~r~~v:=~a-__ m-_-in~a~t_i-o~-.~_---_==============_-.-_--_=--=--=-_--_--_-_--~~_-_-==_~_-_-_-.-
6/17/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold __ ~~~ _ _ti-----c5:: . ..:5 ____ At NARF, prepar,,~~~~ial_. ~:-:-:-~~-c--:c---~----~~------.-- __ ~ ____ ~ __ _ 

6/17/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingol~ ___ ~~~___t~--:0:c-.2=---~+T':-e'-'lc=-0'-'mccs,..:.. Be.~-'-e..c::.t"_is_it_e_s_ettlem~~t'_d=_r_=a.:..:ft'_. ~~~~~ ______ ~ _____ ~_ --~~~~_i 

1---::6::,/1;-:70;/_:c19::c9;;-;9o_+_-::D",M,;G;o;-+.:::D-=e:.:.nn"i.::.s-,;M,;,.-:G~ic..:n,,-g0"cIc=;d __ ~~~--t~__=0.::.2=-- ___ ~<:.v~ew/revise same 

f--;6;-;-/1;-:7o-;l-;c19;o:9;::9;--t--oD

D
,oMM.:c;:GG &Dee-nnnniISs MM'. GGllnnggoolldd _~~ __ Teicom Christle_re saiTIe 

6/17/1999 0.1 Telcom. Rempel re trial 
6/17/1999 TH Thaddeus Ho-c'lt~--~~~~-t-~-:;8cc.5=--- iiialandbrief followu!:ldiscussing cross of Gover (5~7 hours court time)--- --~---~.-. 

~~--~~~-~~---- ----._--------

----------~~~~--~------~- -----

f--:6;-:-/1c;8:-;/-;c19",9:-:9;--t--;2:-3.
c
58 __ Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. ~~ Telephone con\l~r~~~on with Levitas (2); news article. _-;:---

6/18/1999 616-9 Sarah C. Perez ! 2.50 Accompany new temp tolfrom US Court to pick up documents and introduce E. Levitas; deliver 
i information; fax articles; attempt to locate copies of fencing language; fax information to E. Levitas 

f--6-/1~8c-/~19~9~9;-+--c8-c8-:C06- ·~E·~II·i-o-tt~H~.~L-e-v~ita-s~---~~~ -+--8.00 ~:i~I~~:eting at NARF-,egarding preparation for trial-. ~~--~- -----

6/18/1999 DMG Dennis M. G.:-in~g,-0-:-ldo_~~~~+I~--;;1-:.3;-__ PreeHarp"'-"--_______ ______~~ ______ . ____ ~~~--/ 
f--:6_c/1c:8;-:-/1c;9:-::9:::9-t---cD;::-;MG Dennis M. Gingold 6.0 In Court, trial. ________ ~~ ________ ~ ______ ~_________ _. ___ _ 

6/18/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold_ 1.5 At NARF, erejla!"!9.r..trial. _ ~ __ :-:-_~~~---;----:;:---~ ___ ~~ _____ ~_ .. ___ _ 
6/18/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conferenc~c:<lIl.f:l~iJE'r, Rem~pel re Harper prep for Gover. 

f-...:6:.:../_18c-/.:.19c-90'9=--+-:D:cM:,:-::G___t-=D..:cennis M. Gingold 0.1 __ Telcom. Rempel re sarl1,,: .. ____ -=----c::-=-=-~~~~_~~ __ ~~ _____ . ________ __l 

6/18/1999 DMG Dennis~M::.. -=G:.cin..cg",o:.:.ld=--~~~~+~-=O..:.. 7'--. _. Prepare estimated Christie!im",f :.:o.:.r-=O"S=_C=-.,__~~~ __ . ____ ~~ ___ ~_. ------~~~_i 
6/18/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Christie re same 

1--- 6/18/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt --~~~~f--~4"'.~2~-+T"'r"'ia·=:I"'a-"n·'-:diJrep-_ fo-rsame-(G~o-ve-r-c-ro-s-s-) _-(c_3-.2~h-ou-r-s-c-o-u-rt-t'-im-e-')--- -~~~------== 
6/19/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 0.60 Telephone conference with Stan Brand regarding procedures for certification of House Committee 

r--;',~:c::::::;--t--;;~~-I=~-:c--:-:~':":':"-,-:~~~~~r---:~;---tdocumentsandsubPoena_d_o_c_u_m_e_n_ts~an_d~w_it_n_es_s_. __ ~~ ____ ~ ______ ~~ __ ~ ________ _ 

r--:;6c;:/1;::9c;/1:c9;o:9o-;9;--j-'oDc,cMG ___ Dennis M. Gingold 10.3 At_ NARF, preparefor_~rv;in_examination _____ ~~ _______ ._~~ __ 

f--::6c;:/2o-;0c;/-;-:19::-;9o-;9;-+--;8c;8-o0",0--t:::E_lli_ott-:c-H_;_.-;-L-:eocvi-ta-s-,-:_~~____ 7.50 Meeting at NARFre~_arding preparation for tri~l; telephone memo to Rick Dennehy (2). _._. __ 

f--::6-::/2:-:0:-c/-;-:19:-:9:-:9;-+-_~Dc;M-oG:::-+=D_e_nn-:i_s_;_M-;-.-:Goci-n,,-go_,1-:d _~~~~r-----,6=-.-=-8~ __ ~f'J_ARF, prepare for Erwinex;;:-a_m __ i_na_t_io_.-n-. ~~~~~~~ ____ ~~ __ ----~--~~~~__l 
f-_::6...:/2c-:0;c1-;-19c-:9c-:9;-+--DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.3 Work on Christie time per OSC __ re-:q",u=-e..:.sto:c'-c::-=-c-~ ______________ . _. __ ~ _______ _ 

6/20/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt ~ ___ r---:5-:'o;1;-_-+A=--t_-N_-_A_R-;-F r:e.vi~""i,;gdOcu;;;ents re TFA~:..., _S=-=Ec.I . ~~~~~ ____ -~~-------~-~~~-l 
f--:66c:1122;:-11:c11-;-1199",99::-:99:::--+--:2",3c;:5:::8--t-=R",0:-d"e.riCk C. Dennehy Jr. 81 .. 55°0 Res_earch attorney disquali~ati_o_n_is_sc-u_e __ . ~~--;c,---~-:-c-;---:---:~--:--------- __ _ 

8800 Elliott H. Levitas __ ~~ ___ r-----,;:--:~_+T=-r_ia_I,-; m~e:-et_in=-g a~ NA.Rf.."ffices regardin~.Er-"'Earation and inter~wing witnesses'~' _____ ---l 
f--:6-::/2:-:1-:-/1C:9:-::9:::9~~_~_-'-:cD~M_;_G:::--ED.::.e...:nn.::i..:s_;_M...:.-:Gc-:ic..:n,,-goc..:l-::d __ ~~_ ._I--_---c5'='.-=-0~--tp~re:~p-=-a:.:..re.:..:-=fo:.:..r =..Erwin c;ros.s"'x_at11ination ____ ._~~~~ ___________ . ___ ~ __ 

6/21/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 In Court, trial. 

6/21/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _____ _+- 0.1 Telcom. Beard res:.~rciS:ct:i:.:e_s_::e_it-=le...:m=e~n=t~ .• ~========__-=~~~~~_-_ -~-_-=--__ ~~~_-__ -_-_-_-_-_-_-_ ... _ ---1 
f--=6:':"/2=-1--1-19.c.9=-9=--+--=D.cM"':G=--+D=-e:':n-"n--is~M::'. -=G=-Cin"'g"'o'-'Id=- 0.1 Telcom. Christie re same. 
1---::6::'/2~1~/-:C19::C9;;-;9o-+-~T~H~~T~h':':ad7d~e":'u:':'s-:H~0-:lt5'.::.~-~~~~-t~~7~~*T'::'ri:a=l~a:':'n::'d~f::'0~IIO'-::W=-u.c.Pc~(5~h~·0'-'-=-urscourt:-ti-m-e-)~~~~--"--~~----~--~--~~--~------

6/21/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt -:-_-:-~ ___ .r--::2-",c9:--_+S=-t,-,u:...:d'cy:-R-o-s-s--m-a.-n.:.., S_E __ Ic-d_o_cu_:cmc-e_-=n,t:-s:-:-:-;--_-::-~~~~ __ ~~ ____ ~ ___ ~~_~~~ ____ _ 
6/22/1999 2:-:3:-:5:-.:8--I·~R.co'-d-e-:ric:.:k:.:..C-=--. =-D-e-nn-ehY Jr. 0.20 Telephone conversation with Elliott Levitas. 

6/22/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 1.50 'Work with temporary to organize and tr'-'a"'n-=-sf'e--r -=C-oc-b-eccil ccfic-Ie-s-a-n-:d-d -'-o-c--um~e-n:-ts-; u-pdate file indexes. 

L-f--:6-:/2:::2-:/1-:9~99~-i 8800~~E~IIc-io-:tt-:H-c.-:L-e-v:-ita-s~---------+---:7:-.8:-:0;--+~~-------:c---,--:-:-c --- -------------------------
Trial; preparation for trial. 

105 of 1206 

Date Initials Name Hours Description 
f--::-:'===-I--".:~:=--~~'-:-::_c=_-_:'o--~----+-~=c-:---+~..:.:.:.~..:.:.:._:-- -- .-------~---------------------__l 

6/13/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold __ ~~~~f_~1-=3.:..:.0'--_+P~r:.:e:~p-=a.:..:re:.:..f:.:o~r=_tr=_ia:::.I.'---,-- ------;--cc-~~~~~___:_~~_:--=~~~~~c-c-~~~~~---t 
6/13/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 9 Meet at NARF, review documents, discuss wrtness order, review Rossman material, draft depo 

notice re admin record, draft TRO application re doc preservation 
r--::-;-:c-:::-=-Ir---o=::--f:=:-;-:-~_:-::_--------t---:~c:---t:c-:-c:__:_:__:- -~~~~--~~-- ----~~~~-j 

6
6
1
/1144//11

9
9

9
9

9
9 8D8MOGO Elliott H. Levitas 14°.'950 Trial; trial preparation; mee~g~! NARF regarding witness prepar_at_io_n_. _____ ~~ __ ~~~~--l 

Dennis M. Gingold Prepare for trial._ _ ____ ~~~ ___ ~~~~._~ ______ ~ __ ~~~ __ ~ ___ ~_ 

6/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gi'-ng"-0.:..:I-::d __ ~~~~f_~7...: . .::.5~_+lccn-Cc-o=-u:::.rt-",-:.tr~ia:cl'-. _-;- ------------,c-~-~~~~-~~~.---~--~~~-~~------
f--=6::./.:..14.:c/.:.19=-9=-9=--+---oD",M:,:-::G---t-=D_=e:.:nccnl._::·s-:.M:'::'c.G=in",g.::.0-=ld'__~~~~I---~.:.1.:.::0~---t:Mc:.::e:e:.t_w_it_h_C_hr_isliEl.to..cJ_is_cu_s_s s_e_tt_le~~.!..i~~s_. _______ ~ _______ ~ _____ ~~~--/ 

6/14/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Beard re same 
1---::6':-:/1:-'4':-:/1;-:9:::9"'9--f--=;TOcH-c'-~T~ha:'::d~d=-e':':us~H:'::00:'It='------- --- . 13 Trial; prepare before, meet afterwards, search for potential exhibits re Rossman, records; discuss 

________ :~--~vt's proposed ord"r -" .. f pr~of, p.roposed exhibrts (5.7 hours court time) 

f--:6cc/1C'C5:-:/-,-19::-9:-:9:--+--:8:-:8-:0_::0---t-=E-lIi-0-ttc_H-:.-;-L-e=_vc_ita-s~ ____ .~____ 8.00 ~I; witness preparation, _______ ~~_~~~~_~~ ____ ~_~~~ ____ ~~ __ ~ 
6/15/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.7 Prepare forre-direc:tChristie. _______ ~~ __ ~ __ ~ ____ _ 

f--=6::./1.:..:5~/.:.19=-9=-9=--+--=D:.:M.:.:.G=---t-=D-=e.:.:n:.:.ni._::s..:.M:.c.,-G=-i.:..:n",g.::.01-=d __ ~~~~1---~7=,''_::0~ __ ~~~~ ___ ~~~ _________ -~~~~--------~~--~~~~~-l 
f--:6c:-/1-:-:5:-:/-:19::c9;o:9:::--+--;D::-:M=G---t-=Dc-e-n-nic_s-;M-;-'_,G=-ic_n~g-0Iccd ___ ~~~_~~~__ ~_N.ARF, prepare .tc>.r..triaL_ _ ____ ~_~~~ ____ ~ ____ ~~~ __ ~~~ ___ _ 

6/15/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Meet with Christie re OSC settlement draft. 

f--:6cc/1-:-:5:-:/-,-19::-9:-:9:--+--::T;:-H:--+=T:c-h_ad"d-;-eus Holt-- --- -5--J.!rial (5,Ohou':scolJrtJiI11e_::..:.=_=--=--_-_~ __ ~._-.-.. _-_=_=_=_=_=_=_=_=-=--=--_---~~~-_-_-_-_~ __ ~----.--
6/15/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.5 I Prepare for trial 

f--:6cc/1C'C5:-:/-'-19::-9:-:9:--+--::T;:-H:---+Thaddeus Holt --~~~---1~---C20'.-=-6~l:cuss-deporeadmin record with F erre-l,cl o-CfC-g--o-vtC-;-r-es--e-a-r-'chc--re- -attC-o-r-n-ey---cOCI ie-n-:t-o-CriC-vOCile-g-e-, -w-o-crkc-------

1---;~c:-;1:1'~;o:;-:~~:::~;o:~:::---+~---;~:::~c;:~c;;~---j-::~C-~-::-~r-:~-;k-,~=-~vD=-it:·-:-n-e·~h-y---;-Jr-.----------_t-_~-:i.::;-3__:c~::----1-lt~rc;-~:--~-7-;c-.ii;~=;~a:=~=~:O~-~~:::=~=~=-~:Olt.~ 
I Blackwell witness (2.5); preparation of trial resumption, Kevin Gover witness line of questioning 

----~ 

! 1';(1:: 3) making eVidence relevant, conference with Keith Harper and Dennis Gingold, preparation of 
. exhibits and preparallon of test of testimony of Dom NessI, outline of Issues, reView of documents 

i ~ and development of charts for display, Jeff Remple (1 5) 

6/16/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1 2 Prepare for TRO hearing 
f--:6cc/1C:6:-:/-:-19::-:9:::9'--t--;D;::M-;G-::C-+=D-e-nn-cic-s-:M-=-.-'GO:Cic-n~gO-CICCd-----~-- 25 In C~TRO hearing - - --~~--~~- -

~=~6=/1~6=/1~9~9~9==~---:gMG Dennis M. Gingold 5-8 - At NARF, prepare for-trial - --~~-----_------~~~-i 
f--:c6c-/1-:c6_c/1:-c9-:c9-=-9-f-:D:=cMG Dennis M. Gingold -+- 04 Revlew/revlse Christie draft se_tt_'_Ie'-'m=en'-t::a'-'g"-re.::.e:::m=en __ t::-. ___________ ~ _____________ ~ __ -I 

6/16/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I ~05--- 'r'eiC;;;:;:;S:-Seardresame.--
f--"--'-"--'-=--=-=--+--~~-t'::"':':": .----------~--------- --------~----- --~-

6/16/1999 DM~ __ gennis M. Gingold __ ~~~___tI~--:0:c-.1- Telcom. Christie re same. _________ _ 

I---::~::,;~:-:~"';-:c~~::c~;;-;~O-+---:;~c-~:--*~;..:~:=-~:;.:~:;.::::~.-:::-;~7~:.;,::-----~~~-t1~--=~::.!.:..--- ~~io~~ha~'%n~~;~~O:~~~e~ :~~r:o~:~:~i~~~ding confce call with special master --

f--;6;-;-/1;-:7o-;/:c19;o:9;::9:::---t--;8;::8-;O:;.;O--- Elliott H. Levitas __ ~~~--t1~----,9c-.5=-0 ___ Tr!a~; meeiing at N!;¥.,:eg~_ding preparation for triai_~ __ ~~ _______ ~ __ ~~~--/ 

~;~;;~~~~:::---t--;~;::~-;G"'G---t-::~-:-~~-:c-:-:~-;-.-,~=-:c-~~~~-c:cc~---~~- -r-!~ __ ~fo~~~;r~~r~~v:=~a-__ m-_-in~a~t_i-o~-.~_---_==============_-.-_--_=--=--=-_--_--_-_--~~_-_-==_~_-_-_-.-
6/17/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold __ ~~~ _ _ti-----c5:: . ..:5 ____ At NARF, prepar,,~~~~ial_. ~:-:-:-~~-c--:c---~----~~------.-- __ ~ ____ ~ __ _ 

6/17/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingol~ ___ ~~~___t~--:0:c-.2=---~+T':-e'-'lc=-0'-'mccs,..:.. Be.~-'-e..c::.t"_is_it_e_s_ettlem~~t'_d=_r_=a.:..:ft'_. ~~~~~ ______ ~ _____ ~_ --~~~~_i 

1---::6::,/1;-:70;/_:c19::c9;;-;9o_+_-::D",M,;G;o;-+.:::D-=e:.:.nn"i.::.s-,;M,;,.-:G~ic..:n,,-g0"cIc=;d __ ~~~--t~__=0.::.2=-- ___ ~<:.v~ew/revise same 

f--;6;-;-/1;-:7o-;l-;c19;o:9;::9;--t--oD

D
,oMM.:c;:GG &Dee-nnnniISs MM'. GGllnnggoolldd _~~ __ Teicom Christle_re saiTIe 

6/17/1999 0.1 Telcom. Rempel re trial 
6/17/1999 TH Thaddeus Ho-c'lt~--~~~~-t-~-:;8cc.5=--- iiialandbrief followu!:ldiscussing cross of Gover (5~7 hours court time)--- --~---~.-. 

~~--~~~-~~---- ----._--------

----------~~~~--~------~- -----

f--:6;-:-/1c;8:-;/-;c19",9:-:9;--t--;2:-3.
c
58 __ Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. ~~ Telephone con\l~r~~~on with Levitas (2); news article. _-;:---

6/18/1999 616-9 Sarah C. Perez ! 2.50 Accompany new temp tolfrom US Court to pick up documents and introduce E. Levitas; deliver 
i information; fax articles; attempt to locate copies of fencing language; fax information to E. Levitas 

f--6-/1~8c-/~19~9~9;-+--c8-c8-:C06- ·~E·~II·i-o-tt~H~.~L-e-v~ita-s~---~~~ -+--8.00 ~:i~I~~:eting at NARF-,egarding preparation for trial-. ~~--~- -----

6/18/1999 DMG Dennis M. G.:-in~g,-0-:-ldo_~~~~+I~--;;1-:.3;-__ PreeHarp"'-"--_______ ______~~ ______ . ____ ~~~--/ 
f--:6_c/1c:8;-:-/1c;9:-::9:::9-t---cD;::-;MG Dennis M. Gingold 6.0 In Court, trial. ________ ~~ ________ ~ ______ ~_________ _. ___ _ 

6/18/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold_ 1.5 At NARF, erejla!"!9.r..trial. _ ~ __ :-:-_~~~---;----:;:---~ ___ ~~ _____ ~_ .. ___ _ 
6/18/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conferenc~c:<lIl.f:l~iJE'r, Rem~pel re Harper prep for Gover. 

f-...:6:.:../_18c-/.:.19c-90'9=--+-:D:cM:,:-::G___t-=D..:cennis M. Gingold 0.1 __ Telcom. Rempel re sarl1,,: .. ____ -=----c::-=-=-~~~~_~~ __ ~~ _____ . ________ __l 

6/18/1999 DMG Dennis~M::.. -=G:.cin..cg",o:.:.ld=--~~~~+~-=O..:.. 7'--. _. Prepare estimated Christie!im",f :.:o.:.r-=O"S=_C=-.,__~~~ __ . ____ ~~ ___ ~_. ------~~~_i 
6/18/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Christie re same 

1--- 6/18/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt --~~~~f--~4"'.~2~-+T"'r"'ia·=:I"'a-"n·'-:diJrep-_ fo-rsame-(G~o-ve-r-c-ro-s-s-) _-(c_3-.2~h-ou-r-s-c-o-u-rt-t'-im-e-')--- -~~~------== 
6/19/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 0.60 Telephone conference with Stan Brand regarding procedures for certification of House Committee 

r--;',~:c::::::;--t--;;~~-I=~-:c--:-:~':":':"-,-:~~~~~r---:~;---tdocumentsandsubPoena_d_o_c_u_m_e_n_ts~an_d~w_it_n_es_s_. __ ~~ ____ ~ ______ ~~ __ ~ ________ _ 

r--:;6c;:/1;::9c;/1:c9;o:9o-;9;--j-'oDc,cMG ___ Dennis M. Gingold 10.3 At_ NARF, preparefor_~rv;in_examination _____ ~~ _______ ._~~ __ 

f--::6c;:/2o-;0c;/-;-:19::-;9o-;9;-+--;8c;8-o0",0--t:::E_lli_ott-:c-H_;_.-;-L-:eocvi-ta-s-,-:_~~____ 7.50 Meeting at NARFre~_arding preparation for tri~l; telephone memo to Rick Dennehy (2). _._. __ 

f--::6-::/2:-:0:-c/-;-:19:-:9:-:9;-+-_~Dc;M-oG:::-+=D_e_nn-:i_s_;_M-;-.-:Goci-n,,-go_,1-:d _~~~~r-----,6=-.-=-8~ __ ~f'J_ARF, prepare for Erwinex;;:-a_m __ i_na_t_io_.-n-. ~~~~~~~ ____ ~~ __ ----~--~~~~__l 
f-_::6...:/2c-:0;c1-;-19c-:9c-:9;-+--DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.3 Work on Christie time per OSC __ re-:q",u=-e..:.sto:c'-c::-=-c-~ ______________ . _. __ ~ _______ _ 

6/20/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt ~ ___ r---:5-:'o;1;-_-+A=--t_-N_-_A_R-;-F r:e.vi~""i,;gdOcu;;;ents re TFA~:..., _S=-=Ec.I . ~~~~~ ____ -~~-------~-~~~-l 
f--:66c:1122;:-11:c11-;-1199",99::-:99:::--+--:2",3c;:5:::8--t-=R",0:-d"e.riCk C. Dennehy Jr. 81 .. 55°0 Res_earch attorney disquali~ati_o_n_is_sc-u_e __ . ~~--;c,---~-:-c-;---:---:~--:--------- __ _ 

8800 Elliott H. Levitas __ ~~ ___ r-----,;:--:~_+T=-r_ia_I,-; m~e:-et_in=-g a~ NA.Rf.."ffices regardin~.Er-"'Earation and inter~wing witnesses'~' _____ ---l 
f--:6-::/2:-:1-:-/1C:9:-::9:::9~~_~_-'-:cD~M_;_G:::--ED.::.e...:nn.::i..:s_;_M...:.-:Gc-:ic..:n,,-goc..:l-::d __ ~~_ ._I--_---c5'='.-=-0~--tp~re:~p-=-a:.:..re.:..:-=fo:.:..r =..Erwin c;ros.s"'x_at11ination ____ ._~~~~ ___________ . ___ ~ __ 

6/21/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 In Court, trial. 

6/21/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _____ _+- 0.1 Telcom. Beard res:.~rciS:ct:i:.:e_s_::e_it-=le...:m=e~n=t~ .• ~========__-=~~~~~_-_ -~-_-=--__ ~~~_-__ -_-_-_-_-_-_-_ ... _ ---1 
f--=6:':"/2=-1--1-19.c.9=-9=--+--=D.cM"':G=--+D=-e:':n-"n--is~M::'. -=G=-Cin"'g"'o'-'Id=- 0.1 Telcom. Christie re same. 
1---::6::'/2~1~/-:C19::C9;;-;9o-+-~T~H~~T~h':':ad7d~e":'u:':'s-:H~0-:lt5'.::.~-~~~~-t~~7~~*T'::'ri:a=l~a:':'n::'d~f::'0~IIO'-::W=-u.c.Pc~(5~h~·0'-'-=-urscourt:-ti-m-e-)~~~~--"--~~----~--~--~~--~------

6/21/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt -:-_-:-~ ___ .r--::2-",c9:--_+S=-t,-,u:...:d'cy:-R-o-s-s--m-a.-n.:.., S_E __ Ic-d_o_cu_:cmc-e_-=n,t:-s:-:-:-;--_-::-~~~~ __ ~~ ____ ~ ___ ~~_~~~ ____ _ 
6/22/1999 2:-:3:-:5:-.:8--I·~R.co'-d-e-:ric:.:k:.:..C-=--. =-D-e-nn-ehY Jr. 0.20 Telephone conversation with Elliott Levitas. 

6/22/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 1.50 'Work with temporary to organize and tr'-'a"'n-=-sf'e--r -=C-oc-b-eccil ccfic-Ie-s-a-n-:d-d -'-o-c--um~e-n:-ts-; u-pdate file indexes. 

L-f--:6-:/2:::2-:/1-:9~99~-i 8800~~E~IIc-io-:tt-:H-c.-:L-e-v:-ita-s~---------+---:7:-.8:-:0;--+~~-------:c---,--:-:-c --- -------------------------
Trial; preparation for trial. 
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1---;;;o~D;;::a~te~::-+-~ln~itc;ia:;:;l:=stN-.:a::.:m=-;e Hours Description _____ ~~-------------------------------__j 
1---;6;-o/2::c2l=19::c9::c9::--t--;D",M=G:-ic:;D:-e-n-ni;_s-;M-c.--cG;o;-in~g-ol;-:dc--___ -+_--;o6~.5~--1~p~re:c,p::..:a=-r.:ce-:-fo=,r--;E::.:rw~incross examination. 

6/22/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 5.5 In court, trial. 
~, -;:::--"--;-;-----t---;;-::----t:;;-,---'-;o;~----coc.-;;c;-----;--;c-------------- --------- ----.- .------... -.---

6/2211999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. SPM re 5NP production. _________ . __ . ____ . _______ _ 
1--__'6"'/2='2I~19c_9cc9~~-:-=--=[)-.~~~:::----+D=-_ e-n-n-:-is-o-M:-. -::G:-cin~g"-o-:-ld-:-------t---;O:-.2::---+.T:::-e-:-lc--o-m-s-.-;B~eard re Christie confid~mtialit1:~~ause __________________________ --1 

-=-6c:/2:c2c.11'-C9:-:9:-:9_t--=D-:-Mc.G~_ Dennc:is-:Mc'-. G~in",g'Co-:ld:--____ t-_ _=O,-.I---I-=R-:e-:v-:iec:.w,-/:-:re=v-:is-=-e--,s-=-a,-m.~e~,.c-,-~---c------ __________ _ 
1-__,6",/2:::2::./_:_19-=-9=-9=---+_DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. TB re case statuslscope of c~_e.:.. __ . _________ _ 

.::.6:.::/2:.::2=-"'-C9:..:9:.::9_t-_T-=H:--_ Thadd;-:e::u:.::s-;-H~0=';lt;-------+---c4;;'."'5-__f.;;:T:.:ria=:I'-'(_;_4c:.5-:h__;o:;::u=-r=-s=co_urt time) _____ . _--__ ---------------1 
6/2211999 TH Thaddeus Holt 2.3 Compiling Rossm~~x_hibi!s,study same, outline cross of McLau~ ___________ _ 
6/2311999 8800 Elliotl H. Levitas 8.50 Trial; trial preparation. __ . ___________________________________ _ 

_ :;~~;: ~~~ DMG Dennis M. GingO-;I-:d ______ f-_~=-.-=~---+p;--:rec,p-a;-re:--fo.-r-E--rwc--:incross examination. ________ _ 
__ DMG Dennis M. Gingold In trial, x-examin E,_rw-:-cin--c.~-----------.--

6/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Meet with lit team, debriefing re same. 
6/2311999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Beard re confid clause. 

1_-;6c;:/2;c3"'1-.19;c9;c9;:-_-t----;;;T;;-H;- Thaddeus Holt 5.7 Trial; cross-examine McLauren (5.7 hours COUrtJirn...e'L ________ ------------------1 
6/2311999 TH, Thaddeus Holt Prepare for ROssrn~n_cro"s:;_s-c:;ec;;x;_ac:m-;-in-a-tc:_io-~n--~------- __ , __ .-
6/2411999 7125IA. Stephens Clay 2.00 Telephone conference with Elliotl Levitas regarding cross-exam strategy; contract arranger; 

I strategic development. 
6/2411999-- 8800 1 EII-i-o-t-t -H-. -L-ev-i-ta-s---------1----c8-.0-0--+T=-r-ia--I--'; t=-ri-a:-I p-r-e-p-ar'-a-ti-on--.·--

6/2411999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 At NARF, prep Babby for x-examination of Treasury witn.E:~s_ 
--6/2411999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Prepare letter to confirm designated predecessors-in-interest. 

6/2411999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Babby re same. 
- -----t ---:--;----=-c--c-cc--c----c--cc 

6/24119~.9_ DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. SPM re same; 2nd supp filing by defs re doc prot~ct~on()r.:d-=-e'_r. ___________ --l 
~411999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Beard re Christie. _________ _ 

:;~~~-- ~~~ ~~.::.:'-~~~:.::.:-:-~~.--'~~:'-~~~~=-:.::.~------f--~~.=~--+~'-e=-r~.::.~=-~-:ff-=·id'-CHa=~~~:..:~=-:-r~~:'-r~·.::.:=:-=-su=f;:~e--'~=-h:.::e-=-ck-:s:.:.----------~~~-----------------------~ 
~~!J.9 DMG-·I Dennis M. Gingold 5.9 Review 5NP dOCS, __ ---=======-__ -_ ~-_-_-__ -_-_-_~~~_-_--=- =_-_-_-=_-___________ _ 

6/2411999 TH, T,-h-"a::.::d:=d:e=,,-us=-=-Hco:~lt ________ + _ __,5,-. 7:--_+.T-:r-"ia:cl;-:c=-r.:cos=_s=--=-ex~a::.m,-,icn,=at,-io=:n,-=0:f~_R-=-0=s,_s,m.!'nj_5,I. hour~i~~ _______ _ 
-6t25i1999-- ----w7-

f
'Tim Carssow 1.30 Telephone Call witt:'.~,:k_Ballush and Steve Clay 

6/2511999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 6.80 Trial; trial preparation. -- ----- - ----- ------- --------
6/2511999 _ DMG I Dennis M. Gingold ____ -+_--;o6--,.5;---I-::ln:-c0-cu_rt..c,_tr_ia __ I_._ -0:-= _______ . __ _ 

6/2511999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Conference call Babby, Rempel, Holt re 5NP docs. 

6/2511999 --D~C; I Dennis M. Gingold ____ --t_---;:O__'2=---_IcTc:'e=_lc:.:o=_m_:.__'B::ca'-b_:b-':y-;r::,e~!1:I_~ ___ _=_;_;_----__ _ 

6/2511999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Review current Christie settlement draft. _____________________________ ~ 

6/2511999 ___ [).MG __ fDennis M. Gingold ______ -+_----'0.::2=---_IcT-:e-:lcc:o=_m-:s== . .:B=e~_rd_re~~_e_. ___________ _ 
6/2511999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 4.6 Review 5NP docs. 

6/2511999 --+_2':i ___ l Thaddeus Holt __ -t-_-::5~.7:o_-t;To-r=ia:"I;-cc::.ro~s:;::s'--e::.:x.:.::a::.m~in..!'.~~ of Rossman (5.7 hours trial time) _________ ;-, _________ -j 

6/2511999 ! TH iThaddeus Holt 1.6 Prep for Rossman cross-examination; followup re document imaging, next steps. cross-
I examination requirement 

6/2611999 J1477 tTimC-ar-s-so-w------- 1.30 Term Sheet --------.. ----- - .. - ----------j 

f-- 6/2611999' ~ri::Jennis M. Ging·-o-:-ld'------+---:-I."'8'-----I:-:w:-co-r'k:-o"-n-a-;;ffjocld-:-a--cvi=-t r-e--C~c-h-'-ris-'-ti:-e-C:ti-m--e-.- ---- ---------- --------- -- - -- -----1 

6/2611999 DMG i D.E:nn.:cis:.·ccM=_. -=G:.::inc-g'-'0:.::ld::. _____ -l-_-:l.::2=---_jCP"'r.::.e.>::.Pa=-r-=e-:f_=_0'--r ccm:.::.e-=e"'tin1L~~~DOJ,~M re doc protection. 
6/2611999 DMG _ jDennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Babby re same; post meeting issues. 

6/26/1999 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 2.3 Meet with DOJ, SPM, Babby et al re doc protection issues, 
6/2611999_fDMG Dennis M .. Gingold 5.0 Prepare for trial, e g., Tom Thompson issues. 

6/2611999 ___ f~C>....j~~rlniS M Gingold _____ --t_---;:I-:.5:--_t=D;Cr-=a-'ft~p_ro-'p._=0~~d doc protection order. 
__ 6/2611999 ---l-DM.C>. . .i D~_nnis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Rempel r.E:~_m_e_. _:-___________ _ _______________ ~ 

1-_ 6/2~LI_~9~ I' DMG ~Dennis M. Gingoldc.. _____ +-_-::0c..4:--__ f.'T,.:e.:.:lc:,:o.:.:m.:.: . .c.Hc.0:.:lt::cr,.:e-:-Tc:-h,cO_:m",p::cs,-,0c.n-=-e,-, e-=-t:.::c,-. ______________________________________ ~ 
6/26/1999 , TH ,Thaddeus Holt 2.4 Review material for Lamb cross 

- ------------ -------1 
---------- -------

--------

_ 6/261199~:.:-r- TH _T:rhadd:.::ec~u"_s_:_H.:.::O:.::lt'__ ______ +_c-:3~.=-2~-+R::::-=-esoce::.:a:::.r.=ch=at,-C=&=B __ r,,,_e..cla=-w=_y,-e.::.:.r.:.::.tes!ifying, Rule 3.7 - _-_-.=---===~=_-_-__ ~ 
6/2711999 i 8800 !Elliott H. Levitas 10.00 Trial preparation, cross examination preparation, document review, memo to sub-retention (Rick 

________ . i . Dennehy) regardin~~ope .<>!.cro~s examination limitation issu8:: __ _ 

6/271199~ i DMG ~ Dennis M. Gingold 9.0 Prep Levitas for x-examinatio_n-,-of_N--,-es_s_i. _______ _ 

6/2711999 ~ I Thadd=:e-;u_sc:;H-oc::l-t __ :_---:---+----;:;-9-:::. 9=---I-=G:-a_th_e_r_in-O"g,-,p_o_te_n_tia~-,-hibi~~()r:-L_a_ccm_b_c'-r-'-os_s ________ _ 
~?9..9~+ 2358 --fRoderick C Dennehy Jr. 0.60 Research scope of cross "'~_~ITI~na_t_io __ nc.. ________ _ 

.6/2811999 ! 8800 : Elliott H. Levitas 8.00 Trial; trial preparatiCl_I2c_____ _ ____________ . __ 
6/2811999 I DMG : Dennis M. Gingold 1.6 At Office of Special Counsel, meet with Beard, OSC personnel expert, Christie re 

6/2811999 1-0MG1Dennis M. Gingold 2.1 ~~~:;~~~:~:~~lT1e-"-~ _________________ ------------ -------
;.= __ "'=-:.:'--'-C2.=--=--____ I------=-:-_+'::-'-=-c..c~-'--'-=-:_----------~~---~-~~----------------------1 

6/2811999 I DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 3.0 Prepare BabEY f()r x-examination of Orr; prep Levitas_!9.!:..~es~ -,,~exam-,--___ _ 

6/2811999' r DMG::_oD:-e_n __ n:-is-:M~. G=-inc=g'_0:-ld;-____ +-_:;:I-,.5,----I-:;A:-t,-N_A_R_F-::,;:-w_o_r,-k_o_n."d~o--:-c-':p:-ro-t':':ti<:~~SSU(~s-. _________ ----------- -----------1 
6/2811999 i DM.C>._ ,Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Beard re c;t,_~~.!!~ _________________________________ _ 
6/28119~9 DMG! Dennis M. Gingold __ . ___ -+ __ O;:-.=-I_--l=T:-:e_lc,--:om=-=. H-:-.a--,rp~~r",.Slrr, Nessi is~-,,~___ __ __ ___ ___ ________ _ _ __ _ _ ______ _ 
6/2811999 -'I----:rHIThaddeus Holt 5.7 Trial (5.7 hours court time) ____________________ . _______________ _ 

6/2811999 1 __ T-':i __ l.Thaddeus Holt 3 Strategy conferel1c~~review Lamb material _._ . ____________ . ____ _ 
6/2911999 _. _~~lTimCarssow OAO Telephone~~~t~Babush _________________________________ ~ 

6/2911999 .t 8800 iElliott H. L. eVitas. 8.00 Trial; trial preparation. 
6/2911999 DMG! Dennis M. Gingold 8.5 Prepare for trial. 

6/29/1999 i DMG ; Dennis M. Gingold 6.5 In Court, tria~ ______________ . ______________ _ 

6/2911999 _f_DMtf"::;Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Meet with Homan~_a_"_is_su_e_s_. ______ . __________ ._ .. ___________ 1 
6/2911999 i TH [Thaddeus Holt 4.5 Trial (4.5 hours courtJil11e) _______________ _ 
6/29/1999_L TH - 'Tha-d·d'-'-e-us-=-H;-oc:-lt--------+--;2°-.6=--t:S;Ct-ra-=-t-'-eg-y-co-n-;f=-er-e-nce _________ _ _________________ _ 

6/3011999 I 1477 .lT~_ Carssow 1.50 Telephone Call "".ith Dick Babush and revision of term sheet. _____________ . ___ _ 

6/3011999 I 8800 ~~t H. Levitas 8.00 Trial; trial preparaticJ."'-__________________ . _______________ _ 

6/301199~_ DMG _~nis M. Gingold _____ ---t_----;7;--.5;:--_t:I,-:n_C.-:-o_u-;rt-;.;, --:tr:;:;-ia_L ____ -c_-c:- ___________ .. ______ _ 
6/30119991 DMG 'Dennis M. Gingold 2.0 Meet with Treasury, Justice, Interior, SPM re document protection order. 
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1---;;;o~D;;::a~te~::-+-~ln~itc;ia:;:;l:=stN-.:a::.:m=-;e Hours Description _____ ~~-------------------------------__j 
1---;6;-o/2::c2l=19::c9::c9::--t--;D",M=G:-ic:;D:-e-n-ni;_s-;M-c.--cG;o;-in~g-ol;-:dc--___ -+_--;o6~.5~--1~p~re:c,p::..:a=-r.:ce-:-fo=,r--;E::.:rw~incross examination. 

6/22/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 5.5 In court, trial. 
~, -;:::--"--;-;-----t---;;-::----t:;;-,---'-;o;~----coc.-;;c;-----;--;c-------------- --------- ----.- .------... -.---

6/2211999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. SPM re 5NP production. _________ . __ . ____ . _______ _ 
1--__'6"'/2='2I~19c_9cc9~~-:-=--=[)-.~~~:::----+D=-_ e-n-n-:-is-o-M:-. -::G:-cin~g"-o-:-ld-:-------t---;O:-.2::---+.T:::-e-:-lc--o-m-s-.-;B~eard re Christie confid~mtialit1:~~ause __________________________ --1 

-=-6c:/2:c2c.11'-C9:-:9:-:9_t--=D-:-Mc.G~_ Dennc:is-:Mc'-. G~in",g'Co-:ld:--____ t-_ _=O,-.I---I-=R-:e-:v-:iec:.w,-/:-:re=v-:is-=-e--,s-=-a,-m.~e~,.c-,-~---c------ __________ _ 
1-__,6",/2:::2::./_:_19-=-9=-9=---+_DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. TB re case statuslscope of c~_e.:.. __ . _________ _ 

.::.6:.::/2:.::2=-"'-C9:..:9:.::9_t-_T-=H:--_ Thadd;-:e::u:.::s-;-H~0=';lt;-------+---c4;;'."'5-__f.;;:T:.:ria=:I'-'(_;_4c:.5-:h__;o:;::u=-r=-s=co_urt time) _____ . _--__ ---------------1 
6/2211999 TH Thaddeus Holt 2.3 Compiling Rossm~~x_hibi!s,study same, outline cross of McLau~ ___________ _ 
6/2311999 8800 Elliotl H. Levitas 8.50 Trial; trial preparation. __ . ___________________________________ _ 

_ :;~~;: ~~~ DMG Dennis M. GingO-;I-:d ______ f-_~=-.-=~---+p;--:rec,p-a;-re:--fo.-r-E--rwc--:incross examination. ________ _ 
__ DMG Dennis M. Gingold In trial, x-examin E,_rw-:-cin--c.~-----------.--

6/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Meet with lit team, debriefing re same. 
6/2311999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Beard re confid clause. 

1_-;6c;:/2;c3"'1-.19;c9;c9;:-_-t----;;;T;;-H;- Thaddeus Holt 5.7 Trial; cross-examine McLauren (5.7 hours COUrtJirn...e'L ________ ------------------1 
6/2311999 TH, Thaddeus Holt Prepare for ROssrn~n_cro"s:;_s-c:;ec;;x;_ac:m-;-in-a-tc:_io-~n--~------- __ , __ .-
6/2411999 7125IA. Stephens Clay 2.00 Telephone conference with Elliotl Levitas regarding cross-exam strategy; contract arranger; 

I strategic development. 
6/2411999-- 8800 1 EII-i-o-t-t -H-. -L-ev-i-ta-s---------1----c8-.0-0--+T=-r-ia--I--'; t=-ri-a:-I p-r-e-p-ar'-a-ti-on--.·--

6/2411999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 At NARF, prep Babby for x-examination of Treasury witn.E:~s_ 
--6/2411999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Prepare letter to confirm designated predecessors-in-interest. 

6/2411999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Babby re same. 
- -----t ---:--;----=-c--c-cc--c----c--cc 

6/24119~.9_ DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. SPM re same; 2nd supp filing by defs re doc prot~ct~on()r.:d-=-e'_r. ___________ --l 
~411999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Beard re Christie. _________ _ 

:;~~~-- ~~~ ~~.::.:'-~~~:.::.:-:-~~.--'~~:'-~~~~=-:.::.~------f--~~.=~--+~'-e=-r~.::.~=-~-:ff-=·id'-CHa=~~~:..:~=-:-r~~:'-r~·.::.:=:-=-su=f;:~e--'~=-h:.::e-=-ck-:s:.:.----------~~~-----------------------~ 
~~!J.9 DMG-·I Dennis M. Gingold 5.9 Review 5NP dOCS, __ ---=======-__ -_ ~-_-_-__ -_-_-_~~~_-_--=- =_-_-_-=_-___________ _ 

6/2411999 TH, T,-h-"a::.::d:=d:e=,,-us=-=-Hco:~lt ________ + _ __,5,-. 7:--_+.T-:r-"ia:cl;-:c=-r.:cos=_s=--=-ex~a::.m,-,icn,=at,-io=:n,-=0:f~_R-=-0=s,_s,m.!'nj_5,I. hour~i~~ _______ _ 
-6t25i1999-- ----w7-

f
'Tim Carssow 1.30 Telephone Call witt:'.~,:k_Ballush and Steve Clay 

6/2511999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 6.80 Trial; trial preparation. -- ----- - ----- ------- --------
6/2511999 _ DMG I Dennis M. Gingold ____ -+_--;o6--,.5;---I-::ln:-c0-cu_rt..c,_tr_ia __ I_._ -0:-= _______ . __ _ 

6/2511999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Conference call Babby, Rempel, Holt re 5NP docs. 

6/2511999 --D~C; I Dennis M. Gingold ____ --t_---;:O__'2=---_IcTc:'e=_lc:.:o=_m_:.__'B::ca'-b_:b-':y-;r::,e~!1:I_~ ___ _=_;_;_----__ _ 

6/2511999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Review current Christie settlement draft. _____________________________ ~ 

6/2511999 ___ [).MG __ fDennis M. Gingold ______ -+_----'0.::2=---_IcT-:e-:lcc:o=_m-:s== . .:B=e~_rd_re~~_e_. ___________ _ 
6/2511999 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 4.6 Review 5NP docs. 

6/2511999 --+_2':i ___ l Thaddeus Holt __ -t-_-::5~.7:o_-t;To-r=ia:"I;-cc::.ro~s:;::s'--e::.:x.:.::a::.m~in..!'.~~ of Rossman (5.7 hours trial time) _________ ;-, _________ -j 

6/2511999 ! TH iThaddeus Holt 1.6 Prep for Rossman cross-examination; followup re document imaging, next steps. cross-
I examination requirement 

6/2611999 J1477 tTimC-ar-s-so-w------- 1.30 Term Sheet --------.. ----- - .. - ----------j 

f-- 6/2611999' ~ri::Jennis M. Ging·-o-:-ld'------+---:-I."'8'-----I:-:w:-co-r'k:-o"-n-a-;;ffjocld-:-a--cvi=-t r-e--C~c-h-'-ris-'-ti:-e-C:ti-m--e-.- ---- ---------- --------- -- - -- -----1 

6/2611999 DMG i D.E:nn.:cis:.·ccM=_. -=G:.::inc-g'-'0:.::ld::. _____ -l-_-:l.::2=---_jCP"'r.::.e.>::.Pa=-r-=e-:f_=_0'--r ccm:.::.e-=e"'tin1L~~~DOJ,~M re doc protection. 
6/2611999 DMG _ jDennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Babby re same; post meeting issues. 

6/26/1999 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 2.3 Meet with DOJ, SPM, Babby et al re doc protection issues, 
6/2611999_fDMG Dennis M .. Gingold 5.0 Prepare for trial, e g., Tom Thompson issues. 

6/2611999 ___ f~C>....j~~rlniS M Gingold _____ --t_---;:I-:.5:--_t=D;Cr-=a-'ft~p_ro-'p._=0~~d doc protection order. 
__ 6/2611999 ---l-DM.C>. . .i D~_nnis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Rempel r.E:~_m_e_. _:-___________ _ _______________ ~ 

1-_ 6/2~LI_~9~ I' DMG ~Dennis M. Gingoldc.. _____ +-_-::0c..4:--__ f.'T,.:e.:.:lc:,:o.:.:m.:.: . .c.Hc.0:.:lt::cr,.:e-:-Tc:-h,cO_:m",p::cs,-,0c.n-=-e,-, e-=-t:.::c,-. ______________________________________ ~ 
6/26/1999 , TH ,Thaddeus Holt 2.4 Review material for Lamb cross 

- ------------ -------1 
---------- -------

--------

_ 6/261199~:.:-r- TH _T:rhadd:.::ec~u"_s_:_H.:.::O:.::lt'__ ______ +_c-:3~.=-2~-+R::::-=-esoce::.:a:::.r.=ch=at,-C=&=B __ r,,,_e..cla=-w=_y,-e.::.:.r.:.::.tes!ifying, Rule 3.7 - _-_-.=---===~=_-_-__ ~ 
6/2711999 i 8800 !Elliott H. Levitas 10.00 Trial preparation, cross examination preparation, document review, memo to sub-retention (Rick 

________ . i . Dennehy) regardin~~ope .<>!.cro~s examination limitation issu8:: __ _ 

6/271199~ i DMG ~ Dennis M. Gingold 9.0 Prep Levitas for x-examinatio_n-,-of_N--,-es_s_i. _______ _ 

6/2711999 ~ I Thadd=:e-;u_sc:;H-oc::l-t __ :_---:---+----;:;-9-:::. 9=---I-=G:-a_th_e_r_in-O"g,-,p_o_te_n_tia~-,-hibi~~()r:-L_a_ccm_b_c'-r-'-os_s ________ _ 
~?9..9~+ 2358 --fRoderick C Dennehy Jr. 0.60 Research scope of cross "'~_~ITI~na_t_io __ nc.. ________ _ 

.6/2811999 ! 8800 : Elliott H. Levitas 8.00 Trial; trial preparatiCl_I2c_____ _ ____________ . __ 
6/2811999 I DMG : Dennis M. Gingold 1.6 At Office of Special Counsel, meet with Beard, OSC personnel expert, Christie re 

6/2811999 1-0MG1Dennis M. Gingold 2.1 ~~~:;~~~:~:~~lT1e-"-~ _________________ ------------ -------
;.= __ "'=-:.:'--'-C2.=--=--____ I------=-:-_+'::-'-=-c..c~-'--'-=-:_----------~~---~-~~----------------------1 

6/2811999 I DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 3.0 Prepare BabEY f()r x-examination of Orr; prep Levitas_!9.!:..~es~ -,,~exam-,--___ _ 

6/2811999' r DMG::_oD:-e_n __ n:-is-:M~. G=-inc=g'_0:-ld;-____ +-_:;:I-,.5,----I-:;A:-t,-N_A_R_F-::,;:-w_o_r,-k_o_n."d~o--:-c-':p:-ro-t':':ti<:~~SSU(~s-. _________ ----------- -----------1 
6/2811999 i DM.C>._ ,Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Beard re c;t,_~~.!!~ _________________________________ _ 
6/28119~9 DMG! Dennis M. Gingold __ . ___ -+ __ O;:-.=-I_--l=T:-:e_lc,--:om=-=. H-:-.a--,rp~~r",.Slrr, Nessi is~-,,~___ __ __ ___ ___ ________ _ _ __ _ _ ______ _ 
6/2811999 -'I----:rHIThaddeus Holt 5.7 Trial (5.7 hours court time) ____________________ . _______________ _ 

6/2811999 1 __ T-':i __ l.Thaddeus Holt 3 Strategy conferel1c~~review Lamb material _._ . ____________ . ____ _ 
6/2911999 _. _~~lTimCarssow OAO Telephone~~~t~Babush _________________________________ ~ 

6/2911999 .t 8800 iElliott H. L. eVitas. 8.00 Trial; trial preparation. 
6/2911999 DMG! Dennis M. Gingold 8.5 Prepare for trial. 

6/29/1999 i DMG ; Dennis M. Gingold 6.5 In Court, tria~ ______________ . ______________ _ 

6/2911999 _f_DMtf"::;Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Meet with Homan~_a_"_is_su_e_s_. ______ . __________ ._ .. ___________ 1 
6/2911999 i TH [Thaddeus Holt 4.5 Trial (4.5 hours courtJil11e) _______________ _ 
6/29/1999_L TH - 'Tha-d·d'-'-e-us-=-H;-oc:-lt--------+--;2°-.6=--t:S;Ct-ra-=-t-'-eg-y-co-n-;f=-er-e-nce _________ _ _________________ _ 

6/3011999 I 1477 .lT~_ Carssow 1.50 Telephone Call "".ith Dick Babush and revision of term sheet. _____________ . ___ _ 

6/3011999 I 8800 ~~t H. Levitas 8.00 Trial; trial preparaticJ."'-__________________ . _______________ _ 

6/301199~_ DMG _~nis M. Gingold _____ ---t_----;7;--.5;:--_t:I,-:n_C.-:-o_u-;rt-;.;, --:tr:;:;-ia_L ____ -c_-c:- ___________ .. ______ _ 
6/30119991 DMG 'Dennis M. Gingold 2.0 Meet with Treasury, Justice, Interior, SPM re document protection order. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
613011999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.5 Prepare Babby' for x-examination. 

~~6~13~0~11~9~9~9--~D~M~G~~D~e~nn~is~M~.~G~in~g~0~ld~-------~--~0~.3~~~T~el~co~m~s.~B~a~b~b~y~re·~s-a'~m=e~.~~~------------·------·---------------------------· 
----------_._-----------------.--._-

613011999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Holt re above. 
-------------------_. __ .. -------_._. 

~...:6::.13"'0:c1..:.19c.9:..:9=---+__cD::-:M~G___+.::D-=ecn . ..:.ni-=s~M::..-G=_·::.ln"-g-'-01:-'cd __________ +---__ 0=-.~2 ___ +Telcoms. Rempel r.::.e"a"'b.:o.-'-ve:..:.---------------------------------.------------ .. 
613011999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold . ________ -+ ___ 0=-.~2 ___ .. ~om Har:E.~~eabo""'_____ ___ . __________________________ ... _ 

661133001111999999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re above. . ___________ . ___ ._ 
TH Thaddeus Holt 5.5 ~I (5.5 h~u.r:s colJl1~_. _____________ . ________________ ._. ___ . ____ . __ _ 

6/30/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.5 Strategy .'~()nferenc"_ after tr~!._ 
71111999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 8.00 Trial; trial preparation. -----------------------------
711/1999 -----s:s---lnCourt,triai"·-----··-·--···-·- --------.--

DMG Dennis M. Gingold .--------t-----:,-=-----~,--- ..... __ . __ . _________ . _______________________________ . ____ _ 
711/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.5 A~.I\lARF, prepare for tr~al: __________ . _______________ __ _ .---
711/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 5.5 Trial (5.5 hours court time) 
711/1999 TH Thaddeus ·'H·-=0.:.:1t------------+----'-4"'.5-----+~S"tr=ategy conference after trial 

----------------_._._ .. _------j 

;;~;~::: ~:~ ~~~~i~ML~ii~~:ld :~O ~i~~~~~lt~~~parati~~ .. ___________ ... _________________________ _ 

~-7=-1.::2c-11c:9-=9-=9--+--:D:-:M-=G-==--I-:::D-e-nn"'Cic-s-=M-:-."'CG=-ic-n"'go"'Cl:-;d----------+-----,0=-.-=5---PQS'-t-m-o-rt-em-d7·i-sc-u·-s-sc-io·n--w"'Ci"'th-t'-ri:-a·,-It·c-e-a-m-.----------------.-------.--.. -----------.--

712/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ·0.3--Tek:--.o-m-s.-Ba~~re--is--su-e-s-re-I-ated 't'0=im-'--a-g-Cin-g--of'C'5"'N-cP=--dc-0-cs-.-----------·. __ --:=-_--__ ==::.= 
712/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 Review 5NP docs. 

1---7~1;:;;2':c11co9co9~9--+-~Tc;.H-;:----fOTh:C-a"d:.;d:.;e~u::.s-;H~0'"1t~c::..---------+---.:.;2c-- Trial (2.0 hours court tlm-e')-------------.-.----------- -------------.-.--

712/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.6 ._ .. Meet with juct(lEl.~njury room; confces re rebuttal, new Lamb exhibit .. _______ .. 
713/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ferrell re Treasury dOcs. _______________________________ . _________ _ 
714/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 01 Telcorn. Ferrell rerr.~~ury dQ(;~:.. _____ .. . _________ _ 

~-~cc;=~.,.;~c::-=:-=:·--+--:~c::-=oGc:o---+·~=c::~c-:~:-ci-;-~-:-M-;-L-:-vi;:-i~a",9:_I __ d ---------t---3,8--~,'=-0-- ~;:;~~:;t~;n~:~ strategy sesse-io-n-.. ----------.------------ .-.. - .. -----. -- .... --

715/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.0 Prepare for x.:-ex~ms; discuss trial strategy with lit team. .. ___ .. ___ .. __ _ 
715/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Ferrell re Treasu'Y.~t.C'ipc,u:.:.la::::t::.:io::.n:s,'_. ________ . __________ . __________ __ 
715/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0 1 __ ~om. RelT1pe-,-,e...s~me._ _ ___ . ____________________ . __________ . ______ -j 

715/1999 --I __ D-=M_;_G--f,D;:;-e-n-;n-;is-M---c' ;-;G_in",g~o_ld _________ f--_ 0.1 T elcom. Babby re same. .. .. _. ___________________________________ . _____ __ 
715/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 3.1 Strategy conference 

--t----;:=;c-r.:-.--;-~=---.-.----- --.. ----- =-.--.. -.-- ----.- - ----.---.-
716/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 2.00 Research and travel to and from court house to provide copy of Senate Interior Appropriations 

716/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 
.. ' ___ c_~~t~..E:.L.evitas~~."I_as evidenc:.:.. __ .. ________ .. _ 

8.00 Trial (6.0); conference with expert witness, Thad Ho~, Keith Harper, Dennis Gingold, Lorna Babby. 

716/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.3 .1:'~p-a-re-f-o~i~I~~~_-_-_~=_-·.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.=·-_::.::::::.-__ --~::.=.-___ . =-___ -=~~. ___ = 
716/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold --o6_.8:--__ r.ln-;-c-,-ou_rt-c,c,t-;ria:;:-I: .. _ --;- __________ ._. __ .. _______________ . __ .. _ .. ________ _ 
716/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.4 Meet with Fitzsimmons re testimony. 

+----7=-1c:6c-11-=9-=9-=9--+--:D:-:M-=G-==--I-:::D-e-nn"'Ci,--s M. Gingold --------·--j-----;0:-.-=-1-- Telcom. TB re 11M Quinault issues. 
716/1999 --I---:T"'H-o--t::Tcch'-a-:dd-:e-u-s"'CHc-;-OI"'t'---- 5.7 . Trial(5:7hourscoUrtIi~-'- -----------------------.--.---------.---------

~-77ccll..:.66--1111-c99..c99..c99--+--=TC-H:---ETT..:.hhaa'-dd"dde-ee-uu-Ss-CHH"oo-:l"tC-- 3.3 ..... ~:tegy ccmfe-",-"",,-s;rrietwTthPWCtOd;Scus's testimony __________ ._-~-:--=-___ -_-_ .. 
TH 5.2 Trial (5.2 hours court time) _. 

-------------.--.---------

1----77~llco67':c1111co99co99~99--+--;;2cOT3C;.H5~8--+.;;T::.ha=,d:.:d:.:e:.ou:.::s;;;-H-'c0",It=---:-c___ 4.3 t Strategizing ",:it~_LElVitaS, rest "!.te,.a::::m=rec..:B"'a:.::b~b~itt=___ ________ ._. ______ . __________ _ 
Roderick C. Denne.~h,-y_,J:.:.r,_. ____ + __ .::2:.:.5:.::0'---+~"view trans~ts and backup sup~_=o.:.:rt". _________________ . ______ ._. __ . .. ____ _ 

t--"'C7=1:::7-::11:-;;9c;;9c:9--+-·::::-88~cO:;-;0;--lr.:E:;-;II;-io::-tt-:cH. Levitas 7.00 Trial; trial preparation. 

~"'C7=1=7-::11c:9_=9-=9--+_-:D:-:M-=G-==-_I_:::D-e-nn"'Ci-s_:_M-:-."'CG;::ic_n"'g0"'CI:_cd. 4.1 PrepfOrlri8i;meet~;th F'. ..... C, Levitas,..?abby re strategic issues,t><-exam targ~~-==-=_----=-
~;~;~ ::: DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.5 In C?_u_rt_, _tr_ia_1. _. ___ .. _________ . ____________________ . __ .. ___________ _ 

1--.. -7=-1"'7--11-=9..:.9-=9--+--c~"'~,,~~t~-=:,,~~"::.:.:.:.~":."'C~=-:-"~"'~~.:..:.:.~.---------+----=-~:... ~--... ~::~-o-~-. -~-:i~r;~.:·~_~.,-::~~:_.· ::.~~_-_. _____________________ ~_-__ .-_-. __ .======-
771/771111999999 TH Thaddeus Holt 5.5 Trial (55 hours court_!irnElL __________ . ____________ ._. _____ . __ 

~~~=~--t--;:c;;T~H';o__+.::T:::ha=-d;:;:d:,:e;_=u~s~H.:.:oc;.It:-:--- __ .:.1 c.:.4~___+'.::S.:.tr~a,.:.:te"'gc.:iz::::in-"g"--- . _________ . ____________ . ___________ ._________ . __ _ 
718/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas __ __=8c=.Oo:0=___-+T~r.c:iac~l;c.:t::.:ri=cal:-'p:.:.r_ce':.pa:::r-;:a:tc:io=,n::__. _. ________ ._._ 
~;:;~::: DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.0 .. Prepare Lev~~forB..'I~1Jilt cro~,. _. ________________________ . ______ .. ________ __ 

718/1999 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.8 ~n_~ourt, tria'.:..... . _._. _________ ._. ____________ . _______ .. ______ ... __ _ 

~-.cc.~_c..c-'-_+__cD"'M"G~tD..:.e::.nn":i-'-s_:_M.:.."'CG=_i-"n"'go'_:l:_cd ________ --+ ___ 0.2 Conference call Holt, H_a.'p_e_r_r_e_s_a_m_e_. _. _________ . ______________ . __ .. _______ _ 
718/1999 DMG Dennis M Gingold 03 Telcom. Homan re testimony. 

~-7:,:1-=8--11-=9-=9~9--+--cD"'M"G~tD-=e::.nn.:.i-=s-cM.:.."'CG=-i-"n"'go':"I':"d 0 l' TeiCOri1.l.:evltasreBa6biit:-- --------------------. -- .---------.--- ----.. 
----------------._-- . __ .. _--_._.---

771/881111999999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Babby re above_. ____ _ ____________ . _____________ _ 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 ITelcom. TB re case status. 

~-7::.1~81c:1-=9-=9~9--+---=-T:..H'----ET:.:.ha=-d::.:d::.:e:.::u:.::s..:.H.:.:o:.:.It=---- 5.4 Trial (5.4 hours court .. time,,)'---______ _ 
~-7:,:1.:.81c.:1-=9-=9~9--+-...,.cT_:_H:,--ETh:.:.a=-d::.:d:.::e:.::u-=s~H"'0:.::1t 4.1 Strategizing 

719/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas _ ~. 10.00 __ Trial; trial preparati()n, 
719/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.0 In Court, trial. 

~711991111' 999999 DMG ThDeandndiSeuMs' HGoinltgOld --;;0C:.3o---r.~-:-e-e-:-t-W-:i!....Cch-;t-:~a-CI;-t:--eari1:~ po5t:mo-rt-e-m-.--~=- ~ _______ ... ______ _ -:==== _____ ~--= 
TH 2.1 preparation and fOIllJ£,re Babbitt . ____________________________ .. _. 

1---,7"'19~1.:.19~9"'9-+--.:T::-H:---+=Th..:.ac:..d"'dc-e.:.us:--:-Hc-o;:-It---------- 8.5_~1 (8.5 hours~ourt time) __ . __________________ . ________ .. ___ 

711011999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 2.30 Frial; trial preparation. 
711011999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.0 ... inC~l, i.e.~ continUingEiabbitt cross.--==-~·-· 
711011999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.5 Meet with trial tEia,.".,~ NARF re strategy; meeting in chambers With DOJ. _____ ._ 

----------_.--.. _----------
._----_.----_ .. _----- .. -----------.. -

-------------_._._--- _.-

1-_"'~-';~..c~-';~-c:..c:-c:---j---.:T;:-H:---tT=h.:.a-dccdc-e-us--;-:H_ol::-t _ 2.5 __ ~I (2.5 h_()u~!"a_l_ti_m_e,-). -:-;--:.-.. ____________________________ . _____________ _ 
__ t-_T=-:H __ +T=-h"'a::.:d"'d:,:e.c:u_'_s_H:..o-:-" ____ . ________ +-__ .0.5 Chambers confere.-cncc,,_e:a=n-d--f-OI-lo-w-u-'p----.--.-.-------------____ _ 

~-'7..:.1.:.10:.:.1..:.1.::.99::..9=--+-_='T..:.H'=--+T.:.:h::.ad::.d=-e:.:u:.::s-'H_:o::.:l-'-t....,..,.. 1 Strategy confce at NAR~___ . _______________ . __ . ____ . ______ _ 
711111999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 5.0 Work on closing issues; discovery issues. 

~_.:;;-;~:..~;-;~,-:"':~:~+-~=~:-:c:~~~D;-e-n-n:-is'-:Mc-;-.G~in~g~O-:-ld;------____ t-__ -=1c:.oc----+-.:Tc_e-lc-;-0-m-.=H;-;0=It-r,--esa--me--;-w-it-n-es-~e_s __ t_o_c_a_"_. ______________________ _ 
~~:...::.=::.:::._+--==-=--tD~e:.:.nn.:.i.::.s.:.Mc.:.-'G"'i"ng"-0::.:I-=d----------+1__---:3c-:.-'-0----+=Review 5NP docs -:-.-.~---c--------------------. _________ .. ___________ --j 

711111999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.5 Telcons_ Gingold re developments 

711211999 2358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 0.30 Telephone conversation with E. Levitas. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
613011999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.5 Prepare Babby' for x-examination. 

~~6~13~0~11~9~9~9--~D~M~G~~D~e~nn~is~M~.~G~in~g~0~ld~-------~--~0~.3~~~T~el~co~m~s.~B~a~b~b~y~re·~s-a'~m=e~.~~~------------·------·---------------------------· 
----------_._-----------------.--._-

613011999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Holt re above. 
-------------------_. __ .. -------_._. 

~...:6::.13"'0:c1..:.19c.9:..:9=---+__cD::-:M~G___+.::D-=ecn . ..:.ni-=s~M::..-G=_·::.ln"-g-'-01:-'cd __________ +---__ 0=-.~2 ___ +Telcoms. Rempel r.::.e"a"'b.:o.-'-ve:..:.---------------------------------.------------ .. 
613011999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold . ________ -+ ___ 0=-.~2 ___ .. ~om Har:E.~~eabo""'_____ ___ . __________________________ ... _ 

661133001111999999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re above. . ___________ . ___ ._ 
TH Thaddeus Holt 5.5 ~I (5.5 h~u.r:s colJl1~_. _____________ . ________________ ._. ___ . ____ . __ _ 

6/30/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.5 Strategy .'~()nferenc"_ after tr~!._ 
71111999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 8.00 Trial; trial preparation. -----------------------------
711/1999 -----s:s---lnCourt,triai"·-----··-·--···-·- --------.--

DMG Dennis M. Gingold .--------t-----:,-=-----~,--- ..... __ . __ . _________ . _______________________________ . ____ _ 
711/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.5 A~.I\lARF, prepare for tr~al: __________ . _______________ __ _ .---
711/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 5.5 Trial (5.5 hours court time) 
711/1999 TH Thaddeus ·'H·-=0.:.:1t------------+----'-4"'.5-----+~S"tr=ategy conference after trial 

----------------_._._ .. _------j 

;;~;~::: ~:~ ~~~~i~ML~ii~~:ld :~O ~i~~~~~lt~~~parati~~ .. ___________ ... _________________________ _ 

~-7=-1.::2c-11c:9-=9-=9--+--:D:-:M-=G-==--I-:::D-e-nn"'Cic-s-=M-:-."'CG=-ic-n"'go"'Cl:-;d----------+-----,0=-.-=5---PQS'-t-m-o-rt-em-d7·i-sc-u·-s-sc-io·n--w"'Ci"'th-t'-ri:-a·,-It·c-e-a-m-.----------------.-------.--.. -----------.--

712/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ·0.3--Tek:--.o-m-s.-Ba~~re--is--su-e-s-re-I-ated 't'0=im-'--a-g-Cin-g--of'C'5"'N-cP=--dc-0-cs-.-----------·. __ --:=-_--__ ==::.= 
712/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 Review 5NP docs. 

1---7~1;:;;2':c11co9co9~9--+-~Tc;.H-;:----fOTh:C-a"d:.;d:.;e~u::.s-;H~0'"1t~c::..---------+---.:.;2c-- Trial (2.0 hours court tlm-e')-------------.-.----------- -------------.-.--

712/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 1.6 ._ .. Meet with juct(lEl.~njury room; confces re rebuttal, new Lamb exhibit .. _______ .. 
713/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ferrell re Treasury dOcs. _______________________________ . _________ _ 
714/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 01 Telcorn. Ferrell rerr.~~ury dQ(;~:.. _____ .. . _________ _ 

~-~cc;=~.,.;~c::-=:-=:·--+--:~c::-=oGc:o---+·~=c::~c-:~:-ci-;-~-:-M-;-L-:-vi;:-i~a",9:_I __ d ---------t---3,8--~,'=-0-- ~;:;~~:;t~;n~:~ strategy sesse-io-n-.. ----------.------------ .-.. - .. -----. -- .... --

715/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.0 Prepare for x.:-ex~ms; discuss trial strategy with lit team. .. ___ .. ___ .. __ _ 
715/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Ferrell re Treasu'Y.~t.C'ipc,u:.:.la::::t::.:io::.n:s,'_. ________ . __________ . __________ __ 
715/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0 1 __ ~om. RelT1pe-,-,e...s~me._ _ ___ . ____________________ . __________ . ______ -j 

715/1999 --I __ D-=M_;_G--f,D;:;-e-n-;n-;is-M---c' ;-;G_in",g~o_ld _________ f--_ 0.1 T elcom. Babby re same. .. .. _. ___________________________________ . _____ __ 
715/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 3.1 Strategy conference 

--t----;:=;c-r.:-.--;-~=---.-.----- --.. ----- =-.--.. -.-- ----.- - ----.---.-
716/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 2.00 Research and travel to and from court house to provide copy of Senate Interior Appropriations 

716/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 
.. ' ___ c_~~t~..E:.L.evitas~~."I_as evidenc:.:.. __ .. ________ .. _ 

8.00 Trial (6.0); conference with expert witness, Thad Ho~, Keith Harper, Dennis Gingold, Lorna Babby. 

716/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.3 .1:'~p-a-re-f-o~i~I~~~_-_-_~=_-·.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.=·-_::.::::::.-__ --~::.=.-___ . =-___ -=~~. ___ = 
716/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold --o6_.8:--__ r.ln-;-c-,-ou_rt-c,c,t-;ria:;:-I: .. _ --;- __________ ._. __ .. _______________ . __ .. _ .. ________ _ 
716/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.4 Meet with Fitzsimmons re testimony. 

+----7=-1c:6c-11-=9-=9-=9--+--:D:-:M-=G-==--I-:::D-e-nn"'Ci,--s M. Gingold --------·--j-----;0:-.-=-1-- Telcom. TB re 11M Quinault issues. 
716/1999 --I---:T"'H-o--t::Tcch'-a-:dd-:e-u-s"'CHc-;-OI"'t'---- 5.7 . Trial(5:7hourscoUrtIi~-'- -----------------------.--.---------.---------

~-77ccll..:.66--1111-c99..c99..c99--+--=TC-H:---ETT..:.hhaa'-dd"dde-ee-uu-Ss-CHH"oo-:l"tC-- 3.3 ..... ~:tegy ccmfe-",-"",,-s;rrietwTthPWCtOd;Scus's testimony __________ ._-~-:--=-___ -_-_ .. 
TH 5.2 Trial (5.2 hours court time) _. 

-------------.--.---------

1----77~llco67':c1111co99co99~99--+--;;2cOT3C;.H5~8--+.;;T::.ha=,d:.:d:.:e:.ou:.::s;;;-H-'c0",It=---:-c___ 4.3 t Strategizing ",:it~_LElVitaS, rest "!.te,.a::::m=rec..:B"'a:.::b~b~itt=___ ________ ._. ______ . __________ _ 
Roderick C. Denne.~h,-y_,J:.:.r,_. ____ + __ .::2:.:.5:.::0'---+~"view trans~ts and backup sup~_=o.:.:rt". _________________ . ______ ._. __ . .. ____ _ 

t--"'C7=1:::7-::11:-;;9c;;9c:9--+-·::::-88~cO:;-;0;--lr.:E:;-;II;-io::-tt-:cH. Levitas 7.00 Trial; trial preparation. 

~"'C7=1=7-::11c:9_=9-=9--+_-:D:-:M-=G-==-_I_:::D-e-nn"'Ci-s_:_M-:-."'CG;::ic_n"'g0"'CI:_cd. 4.1 PrepfOrlri8i;meet~;th F'. ..... C, Levitas,..?abby re strategic issues,t><-exam targ~~-==-=_----=-
~;~;~ ::: DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.5 In C?_u_rt_, _tr_ia_1. _. ___ .. _________ . ____________________ . __ .. ___________ _ 

1--.. -7=-1"'7--11-=9..:.9-=9--+--c~"'~,,~~t~-=:,,~~"::.:.:.:.~":."'C~=-:-"~"'~~.:..:.:.~.---------+----=-~:... ~--... ~::~-o-~-. -~-:i~r;~.:·~_~.,-::~~:_.· ::.~~_-_. _____________________ ~_-__ .-_-. __ .======-
771/771111999999 TH Thaddeus Holt 5.5 Trial (55 hours court_!irnElL __________ . ____________ ._. _____ . __ 

~~~=~--t--;:c;;T~H';o__+.::T:::ha=-d;:;:d:,:e;_=u~s~H.:.:oc;.It:-:--- __ .:.1 c.:.4~___+'.::S.:.tr~a,.:.:te"'gc.:iz::::in-"g"--- . _________ . ____________ . ___________ ._________ . __ _ 
718/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas __ __=8c=.Oo:0=___-+T~r.c:iac~l;c.:t::.:ri=cal:-'p:.:.r_ce':.pa:::r-;:a:tc:io=,n::__. _. ________ ._._ 
~;:;~::: DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.0 .. Prepare Lev~~forB..'I~1Jilt cro~,. _. ________________________ . ______ .. ________ __ 

718/1999 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.8 ~n_~ourt, tria'.:..... . _._. _________ ._. ____________ . _______ .. ______ ... __ _ 

~-.cc.~_c..c-'-_+__cD"'M"G~tD..:.e::.nn":i-'-s_:_M.:.."'CG=_i-"n"'go'_:l:_cd ________ --+ ___ 0.2 Conference call Holt, H_a.'p_e_r_r_e_s_a_m_e_. _. _________ . ______________ . __ .. _______ _ 
718/1999 DMG Dennis M Gingold 03 Telcom. Homan re testimony. 

~-7:,:1-=8--11-=9-=9~9--+--cD"'M"G~tD-=e::.nn.:.i-=s-cM.:.."'CG=-i-"n"'go':"I':"d 0 l' TeiCOri1.l.:evltasreBa6biit:-- --------------------. -- .---------.--- ----.. 
----------------._-- . __ .. _--_._.---

771/881111999999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Babby re above_. ____ _ ____________ . _____________ _ 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 ITelcom. TB re case status. 

~-7::.1~81c:1-=9-=9~9--+---=-T:..H'----ET:.:.ha=-d::.:d::.:e:.::u:.::s..:.H.:.:o:.:.It=---- 5.4 Trial (5.4 hours court .. time,,)'---______ _ 
~-7:,:1.:.81c.:1-=9-=9~9--+-...,.cT_:_H:,--ETh:.:.a=-d::.:d:.::e:.::u-=s~H"'0:.::1t 4.1 Strategizing 

719/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas _ ~. 10.00 __ Trial; trial preparati()n, 
719/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.0 In Court, trial. 

~711991111' 999999 DMG ThDeandndiSeuMs' HGoinltgOld --;;0C:.3o---r.~-:-e-e-:-t-W-:i!....Cch-;t-:~a-CI;-t:--eari1:~ po5t:mo-rt-e-m-.--~=- ~ _______ ... ______ _ -:==== _____ ~--= 
TH 2.1 preparation and fOIllJ£,re Babbitt . ____________________________ .. _. 

1---,7"'19~1.:.19~9"'9-+--.:T::-H:---+=Th..:.ac:..d"'dc-e.:.us:--:-Hc-o;:-It---------- 8.5_~1 (8.5 hours~ourt time) __ . __________________ . ________ .. ___ 

711011999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 2.30 Frial; trial preparation. 
711011999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.0 ... inC~l, i.e.~ continUingEiabbitt cross.--==-~·-· 
711011999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.5 Meet with trial tEia,.".,~ NARF re strategy; meeting in chambers With DOJ. _____ ._ 

----------_.--.. _----------
._----_.----_ .. _----- .. -----------.. -

-------------_._._--- _.-

1-_"'~-';~..c~-';~-c:..c:-c:---j---.:T;:-H:---tT=h.:.a-dccdc-e-us--;-:H_ol::-t _ 2.5 __ ~I (2.5 h_()u~!"a_l_ti_m_e,-). -:-;--:.-.. ____________________________ . _____________ _ 
__ t-_T=-:H __ +T=-h"'a::.:d"'d:,:e.c:u_'_s_H:..o-:-" ____ . ________ +-__ .0.5 Chambers confere.-cncc,,_e:a=n-d--f-OI-lo-w-u-'p----.--.-.-------------____ _ 

~-'7..:.1.:.10:.:.1..:.1.::.99::..9=--+-_='T..:.H'=--+T.:.:h::.ad::.d=-e:.:u:.::s-'H_:o::.:l-'-t....,..,.. 1 Strategy confce at NAR~___ . _______________ . __ . ____ . ______ _ 
711111999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 5.0 Work on closing issues; discovery issues. 

~_.:;;-;~:..~;-;~,-:"':~:~+-~=~:-:c:~~~D;-e-n-n:-is'-:Mc-;-.G~in~g~O-:-ld;------____ t-__ -=1c:.oc----+-.:Tc_e-lc-;-0-m-.=H;-;0=It-r,--esa--me--;-w-it-n-es-~e_s __ t_o_c_a_"_. ______________________ _ 
~~:...::.=::.:::._+--==-=--tD~e:.:.nn.:.i.::.s.:.Mc.:.-'G"'i"ng"-0::.:I-=d----------+1__---:3c-:.-'-0----+=Review 5NP docs -:-.-.~---c--------------------. _________ .. ___________ --j 

711111999 TH Thaddeus Holt 0.5 Telcons_ Gingold re developments 

711211999 2358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 0.30 Telephone conversation with E. Levitas. 
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~~~~~=:, __ +-I~n~it~ia~l_s~N-a-m7e~~---------------_r--H~ou~~~-+~D_e_s __ c~ri~p_ti_on.~~~~ _______ ~ ________ ~77 ____ ~7_~ ______ ~~~~~_~~~~~-1 
7/12/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 1.00 Copy, fax and distribute press and newspaper articles on Cobell; copy and distribute Confidentiality 

agreement per E. Levitas. 
-~~c-+~~~~-------+-=-c-~+------c--~-.--.------ .-.- -.-- ------~--_l 

8800 Elliott H. Levitas 5.80 Preparation for hearing before Judge Lamberth (1.5); hearing with Judge Lamberth in chambers 
and proceedings in open court (2.3); conference with counsel, preparation for witnesses, cross 

7/12/1999 
_+_~~~~ __ ~~~ __ ~. ________ ~--~~---+e-x-a7m-i-na7t-io-n-a-n-d-r:~!=~_m~~_e __ rS_(_2~._0~)·_c~ __ ~ _________ __ 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.0 In chambers, meet with defs regarding settlement. 
--_._------

--77111122/'-1199-99-99 _ ~D7M",G~+D~en",n",i",s ",M,,-.~Gcci,,-ng"-0:..:I.:.d ________ ~----5:..: . .:.3---+M=e-e-:.t,-w=ith.:c:..:N:..:A:..:R.:.F-,r~~l11e; p~ep~~e experts'-______________ . _ . 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.8 Meet with Holt re same. 

7li211999-- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.4 Prepare for direct examination of experts, e:g:, review FitzsimnlOns deposition transcript resa;:;:;e:--

7/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcomslgnat re same. 
7/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Pollner re same . 

. _------- --------------

7/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom Babby re same. 
7li271999--- .. D"cMc:-::G~-=D-'e'-'n-ni.:.s.:.M.:..-G~i:..:n".g.:.olc'-d· ---------t---::O,....2c---lcTc'e-'-lc'.co"'m"'s.:. . .:.L.:.a"'R'-o'-s'-e'r-e=s'e-ttCCI'e"ment issues. 

7li2/1999' -- - DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Rempel re above. -- ------ -----------=~-___ . _. __ 
7/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcoms. Harp~~.e2'lme; strategic issues.; 
7/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. TB re case status 

~712i1~~)99 TH Thaddeus Holt 2 Conference in chambers (-2-h-Ou-r-s-c-o-u-rt-ti-m-e-L-._-_-_-_--__ -_-_-_--_-===~_-_ ---
7/12/1999 THc-·-t:T"'h-a"Cd"Cd-eu"'s-:CH-o:CIt--- 3.5 Prep and followup chamt:e~~()."f_c_e __ -=-__ ~ ___________ _ 

~999-- 2358 Roderick C. Denneh:..:y,...::.J:..:r. ____ -t _-,I:-.",I0c-_-t.Research separation of powers cases; f~e.re'yiEl'N-,--__________ .. 
7/13/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 6.00 Trial; trial preparat~n. . _______ . 

7713719i:i91 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ________ +-__ I::;;0:.c.5=---1~p.:.re'?p::.:a:::.r.:.e~F.;.:it=zs::.:i'-'m.:.m.:.o:~ns'-Forheczfor expert testimony. 
~13/i999-- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Harper re same. 

7/13/1999 TH ---I'=T::-ha-d-=-d:-e-u-s -=-H=-0-;'lt~----------t----4::c.c:7c--+"'T.:.ria-::I.:.(.:.4"'.7cch=0'-'u::.:rs.:..:.c':'OU'::~~ti:m"'-:e) . ______ ~=-__ -__ -----
7713/1-999 - --c;;T::-H:-~T:-ha-d-=-d7"e-u-s-:-H70-:-1tc-------------r---'1c---+F=i=-n"a-="1 p-r-e-p'ofor Lamb cross ... --------.. - . 

"--7-1-13-1-199-9-- -- TH Thaddeus Holt 3 Confee with PwC e~ertsretestimOnY-' 

2''-41!999 -f- 2358. ~oderick C. Dennehy . ...::.J:..:r. _____ + __ -c0:-."'50~-_I_':R:..:e:..:s.:.e.:.ar-'c .... h~s-'e_=q.:.u~estati0.nissues ___ .. ___________ ... __ .. _. ____ .. ___ . ___ .. __ .. _ 
7/14/1999 ! 6169 Sarah C. Perez 3.00 Attend Joint Senate Hearing on Indian matters and GAO repor. on trust fund issues; draft and 

------

.. - ... 

I submit memo and material to E. Levitas. 
_7iI4IHi99-~:::::7125 i£ste-p-:h-.. e-n-s-=C"'I-aY-----------+--"'0;c.-.::6=0 Tele~-o-n-e-c-o-n-fe-re;;:~w;ih-~Ii()ttl,.evi,-asr".9.arding Babbitt eX"l11'nati()n: ________ _ 

7/14/1999 r 8800 !Elliott H. Levitas 5.30 Trial; trial preparation (50); telephone conference with Rick Dennehy regarding evidentiary and 
I i witness sequestration issues ( 3). 

- ~14/12~~_LD~-1=D-e-nn"Ci-s"'Mc-."CG;;ci-n-g0"'ld""---------+--"'5"'.6:---t;p;c-r-e·p-a-r-e-cf"'0·..:r-ex-a-m"Cinaij()~~ofRtzs-im-m-()-ns;--F--orhecz. ___ = .. ~-----... -
----

_~~-'-99~ DMG' Dennis M. Gingo . .:.ld: _________ +-__ "'6:..:.5:-~-=ln:..:cc.o.:..:u:'crt.:',.c:tri!"I:-.--- _ .. ___ .. _________ ....... 
7/14/1999; TH Thaddeus Holt ________ +-__ "'5:..:.7 __ --j~T:,:ri=a'-l ("5:,:.7:.,:h'.Oc_u=c:r,,,s_c:.,oUrt_time) __________ . ____ ... ________ . _____ .... _ . __ _ 

71i41i999_L TH Thaddeus Holt Followup re Fitzsimmons first day .. __ __________ _ __ . _______ ._. 

_.2'.1~/l.9!J9.. 6169 Sarah C. Perez ________ -+ __ ~I.c:;5c:;0--+.O~r:"'.g::a'7ni=z";-'e a_'.1~ update..c::obe.'l.fil~__ .. __________ _ 
7/15/1999 '1--;8""8::;0::;0~C=E"'II"'io"'tt-:H7.-:L-e-v7Cita-s--- 6.30 Trial; trial preparation conference at NARF with counsel and experts . 

. J/15/1999 __ J DMG._ Dennis M. Gingold f---_-.:2;-c2;;-__ r.-ln __ C.;-0_u_rt-;.-, _tr_ia_l.~cc' ___ "'_" _ 
7/15/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 In chambers, settlement conference. 

- -7/15/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 5.0 At NARF, discuss strategiciSsue:s~~o~;;rote",ion order, eg~b~kuPd:o=c~et~ ---- -.. -----
-7Ii5/1'999- T DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Pollner re same. -----
~:--_ .. .1- :-:-::--+-=-''--'':''''~~'''--:-:-.---------+---::-::----+=':'':':.:.cc'-c-c-''----·--·--------------· 

7115/1999 j'_CJ.MG Dennis M. Gingold ____ . ____ -+ __ --'0"'.3=--__ ~Tc'e-"lcc:o:..:m"'.~Hc.a.::.r ..... pc:er..:.r~firldl-n9.~<If1d conclusions. . _____ .. _. __ 
~~1~~.... TH Thaddeus Holt 2 Trial (~:o hours cOLJriJime_) ___ . ______ .. _____ . ______ __ 

..2'.1~~ I TH _r:~~=d.::d.:.eu=sc.:..:H"'_0'_'1t __ .....,.. __ :--____ +-__ =-4_.4:..:.. __ ~Sc.:t:.cra"'te::_g"'y'.:m~:.::e.:.et",in=g r~J)o~i~IB~'.'s-"::.nt:.:d:.:e:,c:..:re=-e=--________ .. 
_~I~~19~ __ j 2358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr ... _ _ 0.40 Telephone conversation wit~".v_i_ta_s:c-'-(2"')-----:----_:-c.-.. 

7/16/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.00 Conference with counsel regarding findings and conclusions; telephone conference with Rick 
i ! Dennehy regarding task assignment. 

.. -'111-611-999 i DMG- De;'-n'-is-:M",.-cG=:i:-ng-o-:ld~------- 5.2 Work on findings and concIUsklns:--=:-:-_______ ~- .. =:===::==-===:---
~6T1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Review Findlay letter re Treasury doc imaging issues. 
~. 7/16/1'9~Lr DMG Dennis M. Gingo:..:ldc.:---------+--"C0:..:.8=---+T=-e"'lc"0"'m::..:..s. Babby re same; doc production order, certifications. 

7/16/1999 -1 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Telcoms. Rempelre~.s.<:,'s.""-·· -------===-=-___ .-====::::..::......._ 
-7/16/19~, DMG Dennis M. Gingold ____ .. ___ --t __ --;0"'.3-;-__ t;T;c-e"'lc.-o-m-s-. ..,L-;-e-v-ita-s-re same. .._ .. _________ .. 

7t1671999--]- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.4 Telcoms. Harper r~ same; PII, doc production order .. ____________ __ 
7/16/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re closing argument; F&C's . _________________ __ 

~6t1999- -i DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re same; logistics. 

~999"" "-DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcorn. TB re case status. 
De:C.n::'n~is'-M~. -=G:cin"g>..::o:.:ld::.---------+----:;O-.4'----~Tc'e~lc:..:o-"m"' . ..cH""o-m-'a'-n=re''=p':'':re''b-''e-r- -- -.-... ---------------.. - .. -------

- .. ---------- ... --- ----.---- ..... ------1 

DMG 7/16/1999 

-

7/16/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _ .. ______ ~ 0.1 Telcom. SPM re Findlay let~;.<:)ct '98 transcript. 
7/16/1999 I TH Thaddeus Holt 7 Review transcript for findings 
7/17/1999 +-DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.0 Work on F&C's, including di~cussions with Rempel, Babby_re"s"",..":........_. __ 
7/17/1999 DMG De-n-n·""is""M~. ~Gc-in~g~o""ld-;----------+----':O'-I:-- Telcom. Rempel re same. 

- 7/17/1999" -j'o"MG- Dennis M. Gingold --- "--~-Telcom. Holt re same - -------------- -----------
~m999 .- "I" -"DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telearn. SPM re 5_~---'p~~~~ion. . --.--------:::::_-_--__ . _ 

.-

___ ~17/1999_j---~- -r:haddeus Holt 7 Review transcript forf~ndings_c-.. c:_----------.. _. _______ . 

~1999- .... DMG Den..:n:.:.is..:.c:'M"-."'G"in"'g-O"'ld
cc-----.=== .. -+-___ --=7:.:.0=--__ l'cp.:.r.:.er:pa:::r"'e_'f,or_F . ..:cit~~llll11.<'IlS examination ._._._ . _________ . .. ______ _ 

~~/~~9--l DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Holt_r_e_s_al11". _________________________ . ______ .______ . ________ . 
1-_ 7I18/~99.§l,j DMG Dennis M. Gingold _ .. ______ --t __ -,0 ..... 3;:--__ t;T"'e_lc.-:,0_m .... -;:-Babby re same, e.g., relevant docs. 

7/18/1~i __ DM~ ~ennis M. Gingold 1.0 Meet with Holt, Pwe:.,_ B!"bby, Harper, re F&C issues .. ___________ . _____ . ___ .. _........_ 

7/18/1999 .j TH Thaddeus Holt 7 Review tran .. ~cript fo_r._fi_nc,-d_in"'g_s-:c:-;c_. __ .-c7:= ... -----------.. - ___ . ___ __ 

~~999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 8.00 Trial (3.5); trial preparation and follow u.!CP_~(4-, . .:..5)". __________ . __ .. ___________ . 
7/1911"999- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.3 Prepare for Fitzsimmons ex"'a_m.-c-in_a_tio_n_. ________________________ . ___ . ___ . __ . __ . _______ _ 
~999 r"DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.9 In court, Fitzsimmonsce._x.a_m_i_na_t_io_n_. ___ . _______ .. ________ . ___________ . 

7/19/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold. 0.6 Telcom; m':".t with J::i~lt re same. __ .. :--c~----------- _________ _. _______ _ 

7/19/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Beard. Don Harris re Christie. 
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~~~~~=:, __ +-I~n~it~ia~l_s~N-a-m7e~~---------------_r--H~ou~~~-+~D_e_s __ c~ri~p_ti_on.~~~~ _______ ~ ________ ~77 ____ ~7_~ ______ ~~~~~_~~~~~-1 
7/12/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 1.00 Copy, fax and distribute press and newspaper articles on Cobell; copy and distribute Confidentiality 

agreement per E. Levitas. 
-~~c-+~~~~-------+-=-c-~+------c--~-.--.------ .-.- -.-- ------~--_l 

8800 Elliott H. Levitas 5.80 Preparation for hearing before Judge Lamberth (1.5); hearing with Judge Lamberth in chambers 
and proceedings in open court (2.3); conference with counsel, preparation for witnesses, cross 

7/12/1999 
_+_~~~~ __ ~~~ __ ~. ________ ~--~~---+e-x-a7m-i-na7t-io-n-a-n-d-r:~!=~_m~~_e __ rS_(_2~._0~)·_c~ __ ~ _________ __ 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.0 In chambers, meet with defs regarding settlement. 
--_._------

--77111122/'-1199-99-99 _ ~D7M",G~+D~en",n",i",s ",M,,-.~Gcci,,-ng"-0:..:I.:.d ________ ~----5:..: . .:.3---+M=e-e-:.t,-w=ith.:c:..:N:..:A:..:R.:.F-,r~~l11e; p~ep~~e experts'-______________ . _ . 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.8 Meet with Holt re same. 

7li211999-- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.4 Prepare for direct examination of experts, e:g:, review FitzsimnlOns deposition transcript resa;:;:;e:--

7/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcomslgnat re same. 
7/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Pollner re same . 

. _------- --------------

7/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom Babby re same. 
7li271999--- .. D"cMc:-::G~-=D-'e'-'n-ni.:.s.:.M.:..-G~i:..:n".g.:.olc'-d· ---------t---::O,....2c---lcTc'e-'-lc'.co"'m"'s.:. . .:.L.:.a"'R'-o'-s'-e'r-e=s'e-ttCCI'e"ment issues. 

7li2/1999' -- - DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Rempel re above. -- ------ -----------=~-___ . _. __ 
7/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcoms. Harp~~.e2'lme; strategic issues.; 
7/12/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. TB re case status 

~712i1~~)99 TH Thaddeus Holt 2 Conference in chambers (-2-h-Ou-r-s-c-o-u-rt-ti-m-e-L-._-_-_-_--__ -_-_-_--_-===~_-_ ---
7/12/1999 THc-·-t:T"'h-a"Cd"Cd-eu"'s-:CH-o:CIt--- 3.5 Prep and followup chamt:e~~()."f_c_e __ -=-__ ~ ___________ _ 

~999-- 2358 Roderick C. Denneh:..:y,...::.J:..:r. ____ -t _-,I:-.",I0c-_-t.Research separation of powers cases; f~e.re'yiEl'N-,--__________ .. 
7/13/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 6.00 Trial; trial preparat~n. . _______ . 

7713719i:i91 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ________ +-__ I::;;0:.c.5=---1~p.:.re'?p::.:a:::.r.:.e~F.;.:it=zs::.:i'-'m.:.m.:.o:~ns'-Forheczfor expert testimony. 
~13/i999-- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Harper re same. 

7/13/1999 TH ---I'=T::-ha-d-=-d:-e-u-s -=-H=-0-;'lt~----------t----4::c.c:7c--+"'T.:.ria-::I.:.(.:.4"'.7cch=0'-'u::.:rs.:..:.c':'OU'::~~ti:m"'-:e) . ______ ~=-__ -__ -----
7713/1-999 - --c;;T::-H:-~T:-ha-d-=-d7"e-u-s-:-H70-:-1tc-------------r---'1c---+F=i=-n"a-="1 p-r-e-p'ofor Lamb cross ... --------.. - . 

"--7-1-13-1-199-9-- -- TH Thaddeus Holt 3 Confee with PwC e~ertsretestimOnY-' 

2''-41!999 -f- 2358. ~oderick C. Dennehy . ...::.J:..:r. _____ + __ -c0:-."'50~-_I_':R:..:e:..:s.:.e.:.ar-'c .... h~s-'e_=q.:.u~estati0.nissues ___ .. ___________ ... __ .. _. ____ .. ___ . ___ .. __ .. _ 
7/14/1999 ! 6169 Sarah C. Perez 3.00 Attend Joint Senate Hearing on Indian matters and GAO repor. on trust fund issues; draft and 

------

.. - ... 

I submit memo and material to E. Levitas. 
_7iI4IHi99-~:::::7125 i£ste-p-:h-.. e-n-s-=C"'I-aY-----------+--"'0;c.-.::6=0 Tele~-o-n-e-c-o-n-fe-re;;:~w;ih-~Ii()ttl,.evi,-asr".9.arding Babbitt eX"l11'nati()n: ________ _ 

7/14/1999 r 8800 !Elliott H. Levitas 5.30 Trial; trial preparation (50); telephone conference with Rick Dennehy regarding evidentiary and 
I i witness sequestration issues ( 3). 

- ~14/12~~_LD~-1=D-e-nn"Ci-s"'Mc-."CG;;ci-n-g0"'ld""---------+--"'5"'.6:---t;p;c-r-e·p-a-r-e-cf"'0·..:r-ex-a-m"Cinaij()~~ofRtzs-im-m-()-ns;--F--orhecz. ___ = .. ~-----... -
----

_~~-'-99~ DMG' Dennis M. Gingo . .:.ld: _________ +-__ "'6:..:.5:-~-=ln:..:cc.o.:..:u:'crt.:',.c:tri!"I:-.--- _ .. ___ .. _________ ....... 
7/14/1999; TH Thaddeus Holt ________ +-__ "'5:..:.7 __ --j~T:,:ri=a'-l ("5:,:.7:.,:h'.Oc_u=c:r,,,s_c:.,oUrt_time) __________ . ____ ... ________ . _____ .... _ . __ _ 

71i41i999_L TH Thaddeus Holt Followup re Fitzsimmons first day .. __ __________ _ __ . _______ ._. 

_.2'.1~/l.9!J9.. 6169 Sarah C. Perez ________ -+ __ ~I.c:;5c:;0--+.O~r:"'.g::a'7ni=z";-'e a_'.1~ update..c::obe.'l.fil~__ .. __________ _ 
7/15/1999 '1--;8""8::;0::;0~C=E"'II"'io"'tt-:H7.-:L-e-v7Cita-s--- 6.30 Trial; trial preparation conference at NARF with counsel and experts . 

. J/15/1999 __ J DMG._ Dennis M. Gingold f---_-.:2;-c2;;-__ r.-ln __ C.;-0_u_rt-;.-, _tr_ia_l.~cc' ___ "'_" _ 
7/15/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 In chambers, settlement conference. 

- -7/15/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 5.0 At NARF, discuss strategiciSsue:s~~o~;;rote",ion order, eg~b~kuPd:o=c~et~ ---- -.. -----
-7Ii5/1'999- T DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Pollner re same. -----
~:--_ .. .1- :-:-::--+-=-''--'':''''~~'''--:-:-.---------+---::-::----+=':'':':.:.cc'-c-c-''----·--·--------------· 

7115/1999 j'_CJ.MG Dennis M. Gingold ____ . ____ -+ __ --'0"'.3=--__ ~Tc'e-"lcc:o:..:m"'.~Hc.a.::.r ..... pc:er..:.r~firldl-n9.~<If1d conclusions. . _____ .. _. __ 
~~1~~.... TH Thaddeus Holt 2 Trial (~:o hours cOLJriJime_) ___ . ______ .. _____ . ______ __ 

..2'.1~~ I TH _r:~~=d.::d.:.eu=sc.:..:H"'_0'_'1t __ .....,.. __ :--____ +-__ =-4_.4:..:.. __ ~Sc.:t:.cra"'te::_g"'y'.:m~:.::e.:.et",in=g r~J)o~i~IB~'.'s-"::.nt:.:d:.:e:,c:..:re=-e=--________ .. 
_~I~~19~ __ j 2358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr ... _ _ 0.40 Telephone conversation wit~".v_i_ta_s:c-'-(2"')-----:----_:-c.-.. 

7/16/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.00 Conference with counsel regarding findings and conclusions; telephone conference with Rick 
i ! Dennehy regarding task assignment. 

.. -'111-611-999 i DMG- De;'-n'-is-:M",.-cG=:i:-ng-o-:ld~------- 5.2 Work on findings and concIUsklns:--=:-:-_______ ~- .. =:===::==-===:---
~6T1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Review Findlay letter re Treasury doc imaging issues. 
~. 7/16/1'9~Lr DMG Dennis M. Gingo:..:ldc.:---------+--"C0:..:.8=---+T=-e"'lc"0"'m::..:..s. Babby re same; doc production order, certifications. 

7/16/1999 -1 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Telcoms. Rempelre~.s.<:,'s.""-·· -------===-=-___ .-====::::..::......._ 
-7/16/19~, DMG Dennis M. Gingold ____ .. ___ --t __ --;0"'.3-;-__ t;T;c-e"'lc.-o-m-s-. ..,L-;-e-v-ita-s-re same. .._ .. _________ .. 

7t1671999--]- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.4 Telcoms. Harper r~ same; PII, doc production order .. ____________ __ 
7/16/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re closing argument; F&C's . _________________ __ 

~6t1999- -i DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re same; logistics. 

~999"" "-DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcorn. TB re case status. 
De:C.n::'n~is'-M~. -=G:cin"g>..::o:.:ld::.---------+----:;O-.4'----~Tc'e~lc:..:o-"m"' . ..cH""o-m-'a'-n=re''=p':'':re''b-''e-r- -- -.-... ---------------.. - .. -------

- .. ---------- ... --- ----.---- ..... ------1 

DMG 7/16/1999 

-

7/16/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold _ .. ______ ~ 0.1 Telcom. SPM re Findlay let~;.<:)ct '98 transcript. 
7/16/1999 I TH Thaddeus Holt 7 Review transcript for findings 
7/17/1999 +-DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.0 Work on F&C's, including di~cussions with Rempel, Babby_re"s"",..":........_. __ 
7/17/1999 DMG De-n-n·""is""M~. ~Gc-in~g~o""ld-;----------+----':O'-I:-- Telcom. Rempel re same. 

- 7/17/1999" -j'o"MG- Dennis M. Gingold --- "--~-Telcom. Holt re same - -------------- -----------
~m999 .- "I" -"DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telearn. SPM re 5_~---'p~~~~ion. . --.--------:::::_-_--__ . _ 

.-

___ ~17/1999_j---~- -r:haddeus Holt 7 Review transcript forf~ndings_c-.. c:_----------.. _. _______ . 

~1999- .... DMG Den..:n:.:.is..:.c:'M"-."'G"in"'g-O"'ld
cc-----.=== .. -+-___ --=7:.:.0=--__ l'cp.:.r.:.er:pa:::r"'e_'f,or_F . ..:cit~~llll11.<'IlS examination ._._._ . _________ . .. ______ _ 

~~/~~9--l DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Holt_r_e_s_al11". _________________________ . ______ .______ . ________ . 
1-_ 7I18/~99.§l,j DMG Dennis M. Gingold _ .. ______ --t __ -,0 ..... 3;:--__ t;T"'e_lc.-:,0_m .... -;:-Babby re same, e.g., relevant docs. 

7/18/1~i __ DM~ ~ennis M. Gingold 1.0 Meet with Holt, Pwe:.,_ B!"bby, Harper, re F&C issues .. ___________ . _____ . ___ .. _........_ 

7/18/1999 .j TH Thaddeus Holt 7 Review tran .. ~cript fo_r._fi_nc,-d_in"'g_s-:c:-;c_. __ .-c7:= ... -----------.. - ___ . ___ __ 

~~999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 8.00 Trial (3.5); trial preparation and follow u.!CP_~(4-, . .:..5)". __________ . __ .. ___________ . 
7/1911"999- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.3 Prepare for Fitzsimmons ex"'a_m.-c-in_a_tio_n_. ________________________ . ___ . ___ . __ . __ . _______ _ 
~999 r"DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.9 In court, Fitzsimmonsce._x.a_m_i_na_t_io_n_. ___ . _______ .. ________ . ___________ . 

7/19/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold. 0.6 Telcom; m':".t with J::i~lt re same. __ .. :--c~----------- _________ _. _______ _ 

7/19/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Beard. Don Harris re Christie. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
7/19/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcom. SPM re 5NP production. 

.- ---------
7/19/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 2 Trial (2.0 hours court time) 

.----~ 

7/19/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 5 Review transcript for findings 
... 

7/20/1999 1477 Tim Carssow 1.50 Telephone Call with Elliott Levitas and Dick Babush 
7/20/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 7.00 Trial; trial preparation and follow up. ------ --

7/20/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 In court, Fitzsimmons examination. 
7/20/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 

--
~E~OL~~m~ _____________ ~========~====~= =-= 

7/20/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.5 ~~~r-".!_itzsimmor's for testimon~,-__ ~ _________ ~ _____ ~ ____ ~_ 
7/20/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 7 Review trans.:r!Etfor findings .. _ ... __ ~ __ 
7/20/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 3.7 Strategy confce re.r"~\\IiU'r().9u_c:ed documents -----
7/21/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 8.00 T.r~!:..~r~lpreparation and follow up. ._. _____ ~ __ ~.~ __ 
7/2111999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 _ ~_'~.f).a~ for ~ ________ .. 
7/21/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingolcl 6.5 In court, trial. 

.- --

7/2111999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 __ ~et with trial team; post-!"ortem/strategy. 
DMG Gingold 

------ -_.-
7/21/1999 Dennis M. 0.1 Telcom. TB re 11M Quinault issues. 

~--.-.- -~--

DMG Gingold 7/21/1999 Dennis M. 0.2 Telcoms .. Ba_biJY re docs; Treasury issues. 
-"-

7/21/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 5.7 Trial (5. 7 hou~s..c:()urt time) 
.~-~--------

7/22/1999 2358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 0.30 T,,~e.Eh0ne conversation with Levitas. 
7/2211999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 8.00 Trial; trial preparation and follow up 
7/22/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

-~ 1----
1
.
3
--r::---------. --_. __ ._--

Prepare for Fitzsil11mons examination. 
---

7/2211999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 In court, Fitzsimm0..'1.s ex~mination; cleanup issues. _ .. __ .. ---- -
7/22/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Don Harris re Christie issues/concerns. 
7/22/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.5 Meet at NARF ':'l.cklsing arguments; docs; Billings TAAMS problems. 

-------

7/22/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rempel re closing arguments; Billings. 
2--1-:::-:-,,- .. ---

7/22/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt Trial (2.0 hours court time) 
---- ~------r::-------.----- ----~------. -----_._----

7/22/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 6.6 Planning closing argument, reviewing record 
7/23/1999 I 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 7.00 Trial; trial preparati~~..'1.~ follow up. --_._- -_. ---------
7/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.5 At NARF, work on F&C's. ---_.------------_._-
7/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcoms. Quinault TB re Indian Land Working Group issues. 
7/23/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom:L'evitas re TAAMSj)roblems in Billings. ----~--------- .. 

._---

7/23/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Homan. Re F&C's. ------- ----
TH 7/23/1999--1. Thaddeus Holt 3 Trial; closing arguments (3.0 hours court time) 

- ----_.-
-- Mise file cl"~rllJ!l..a"-d,reorganization at end of case 

---- ----

7/23/1999 I TH Thaddeus Holt 32 
----------

7/24/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 90 Work on F&C's. 
-- ---. . _. ------------- .---~--------

DMG 7/24/1999 Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rem~"L!,e same. ---- ---- -~. 

7/24/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 _iTelcom. Ignat re sa!"...",-__ --_._---
7/25/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 Work on F&C's. 

7126/1999 I 2358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 5.00 
. ----------- --~ I Review of trial transcripts and summaries thereof; discuss find,ngs of facts and conclusions of law. 

-----~!----- - .. -.---------- .. --.. -.-
712S/1999-t 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 

---------
4.20 ITelePhone conference with Teresa Sorensen regarding court report (A); telephone conference 

:with Dennis Gingold and Geoff Rimpel regarding findings and conclusions (.7); review transcripts, 

I 

: memoranda for finds and order (1.3) ,review transcripts and 11M credit program issue; telephone 
: conference with Lorna Babby; telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding credit program 
Inotion, evidence from lawyer Davis (.9); conference with Rick Dennehy regarding task assignment, 
!transcript, separation of powers (.9). 
I , 

------.- - -----------------~------------~------. 7/26/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 13.5 Work on F&C's. ... --- ----- -_._-- -~-

7/2611999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 I Telcom. Don Harris re Christie. 
DMG 

---- ------------. -~---------~ 

7/2611999 Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 _+!-",com. Levitas re£~C's_ 
7/2611999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 ,Telcom. Babby re same. 

.-.----~-

7/26/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 iTelcoms. Rempel re same. 
. --------

7/27/1999 _~358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 4.00 jT"lephone conversatio~lth Levitas; review transcript; consider proposed Orders. ._.~_ 
" 

712711999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 6AO ! Conference with Dennis Gingold, Lorna Babby, PriceWaterHouse, Keith Harper regarding 
I preparation for proposed findings, etc., order, relending program (F.Peck) issues and follow up 
! (5.0) telephone conference with Rick Dennehy (3_ regarding task assignment regarding order, 
'review transcripts and prior orders, trustee representation list (1A). 

.. ------ ------_._-------_ .. -----~-------~-

7/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 14.1 Work on F&C's. ---------- ------
7/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rempel r~~n:'.", 
7/28/1999 2358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 8.50 Research separation of powers issues; proposed orders. 

_._.---

7/28/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.50 Telephone conference with Rick Dennehy regarding transcripts, orders, etc. 
- ------

7/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 17.0 Work on F&C's. --
7/29/1999 1477 Tim Carssow 0.80 "f,,!~e'phone Ca..".'lJith Dick §.a~~:;h and Elliott Levitas ---- --

7/29/1999 2358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 7.50 Research separation of powers issues; proposed orders. 
--1--1.00 ---::-c-------· ~---.--

7/29/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez Duplicate Cobell press file for E. Levitas; discuss articles to be sent to K. Vest and D. Payne. 

7/29/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 5.80 Review transcripts; telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding findings and order; 

! 
telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding findings and order; billings meeting (1.8); draft 

I 

alternative orders; review and revise (2.5); telephone conference with Rick Dennehy regarding task 
assignment and discussion of separation of powers memo, various altemative orders; telephone 

I conference with Thad Holt regarding alternative orders, receivership issues, findings (.7). 

~/1999-'+--DMG - . -~-------- -----~----~ 

Dennis M. Gingold 12.5 Work on F&C's. ------------ ._---
I 7/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.5 Meet with Treasury, SPM re <Joc protection order. 

.~-

7/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. SPM re same; PII. - ----------- ---~-------~ 

7/29/1999 ! DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Babby re above. 
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Date Initials Name Hours Description 
7/19/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcom. SPM re 5NP production. 

.- ---------
7/19/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 2 Trial (2.0 hours court time) 

.----~ 

7/19/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 5 Review transcript for findings 
... 

7/20/1999 1477 Tim Carssow 1.50 Telephone Call with Elliott Levitas and Dick Babush 
7/20/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 7.00 Trial; trial preparation and follow up. ------ --

7/20/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 In court, Fitzsimmons examination. 
7/20/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 

--
~E~OL~~m~ _____________ ~========~====~= =-= 

7/20/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.5 ~~~r-".!_itzsimmor's for testimon~,-__ ~ _________ ~ _____ ~ ____ ~_ 
7/20/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 7 Review trans.:r!Etfor findings .. _ ... __ ~ __ 
7/20/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 3.7 Strategy confce re.r"~\\IiU'r().9u_c:ed documents -----
7/21/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 8.00 T.r~!:..~r~lpreparation and follow up. ._. _____ ~ __ ~.~ __ 
7/2111999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 _ ~_'~.f).a~ for ~ ________ .. 
7/21/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingolcl 6.5 In court, trial. 

.- --

7/2111999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 __ ~et with trial team; post-!"ortem/strategy. 
DMG Gingold 

------ -_.-
7/21/1999 Dennis M. 0.1 Telcom. TB re 11M Quinault issues. 

~--.-.- -~--

DMG Gingold 7/21/1999 Dennis M. 0.2 Telcoms .. Ba_biJY re docs; Treasury issues. 
-"-

7/21/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 5.7 Trial (5. 7 hou~s..c:()urt time) 
.~-~--------

7/22/1999 2358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 0.30 T,,~e.Eh0ne conversation with Levitas. 
7/2211999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 8.00 Trial; trial preparation and follow up 
7/22/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

-~ 1----
1
.
3
--r::---------. --_. __ ._--

Prepare for Fitzsil11mons examination. 
---

7/2211999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 In court, Fitzsimm0..'1.s ex~mination; cleanup issues. _ .. __ .. ---- -
7/22/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Don Harris re Christie issues/concerns. 
7/22/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.5 Meet at NARF ':'l.cklsing arguments; docs; Billings TAAMS problems. 

-------

7/22/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rempel re closing arguments; Billings. 
2--1-:::-:-,,- .. ---

7/22/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt Trial (2.0 hours court time) 
---- ~------r::-------.----- ----~------. -----_._----

7/22/1999 TH Thaddeus Holt 6.6 Planning closing argument, reviewing record 
7/23/1999 I 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 7.00 Trial; trial preparati~~..'1.~ follow up. --_._- -_. ---------
7/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.5 At NARF, work on F&C's. ---_.------------_._-
7/23/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcoms. Quinault TB re Indian Land Working Group issues. 
7/23/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom:L'evitas re TAAMSj)roblems in Billings. ----~--------- .. 

._---

7/23/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Homan. Re F&C's. ------- ----
TH 7/23/1999--1. Thaddeus Holt 3 Trial; closing arguments (3.0 hours court time) 

- ----_.-
-- Mise file cl"~rllJ!l..a"-d,reorganization at end of case 

---- ----

7/23/1999 I TH Thaddeus Holt 32 
----------

7/24/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 90 Work on F&C's. 
-- ---. . _. ------------- .---~--------

DMG 7/24/1999 Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rem~"L!,e same. ---- ---- -~. 

7/24/1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 _iTelcom. Ignat re sa!"...",-__ --_._---
7/25/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 Work on F&C's. 

7126/1999 I 2358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 5.00 
. ----------- --~ I Review of trial transcripts and summaries thereof; discuss find,ngs of facts and conclusions of law. 

-----~!----- - .. -.---------- .. --.. -.-
712S/1999-t 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 

---------
4.20 ITelePhone conference with Teresa Sorensen regarding court report (A); telephone conference 

:with Dennis Gingold and Geoff Rimpel regarding findings and conclusions (.7); review transcripts, 

I 

: memoranda for finds and order (1.3) ,review transcripts and 11M credit program issue; telephone 
: conference with Lorna Babby; telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding credit program 
Inotion, evidence from lawyer Davis (.9); conference with Rick Dennehy regarding task assignment, 
!transcript, separation of powers (.9). 
I , 

------.- - -----------------~------------~------. 7/26/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 13.5 Work on F&C's. ... --- ----- -_._-- -~-

7/2611999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 I Telcom. Don Harris re Christie. 
DMG 

---- ------------. -~---------~ 

7/2611999 Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 _+!-",com. Levitas re£~C's_ 
7/2611999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 ,Telcom. Babby re same. 

.-.----~-

7/26/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 iTelcoms. Rempel re same. 
. --------

7/27/1999 _~358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 4.00 jT"lephone conversatio~lth Levitas; review transcript; consider proposed Orders. ._.~_ 
" 

712711999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 6AO ! Conference with Dennis Gingold, Lorna Babby, PriceWaterHouse, Keith Harper regarding 
I preparation for proposed findings, etc., order, relending program (F.Peck) issues and follow up 
! (5.0) telephone conference with Rick Dennehy (3_ regarding task assignment regarding order, 
'review transcripts and prior orders, trustee representation list (1A). 

.. ------ ------_._-------_ .. -----~-------~-

7/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 14.1 Work on F&C's. ---------- ------
7/27/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rempel r~~n:'.", 
7/28/1999 2358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 8.50 Research separation of powers issues; proposed orders. 

_._.---

7/28/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.50 Telephone conference with Rick Dennehy regarding transcripts, orders, etc. 
- ------

7/28/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 17.0 Work on F&C's. --
7/29/1999 1477 Tim Carssow 0.80 "f,,!~e'phone Ca..".'lJith Dick §.a~~:;h and Elliott Levitas ---- --

7/29/1999 2358 Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 7.50 Research separation of powers issues; proposed orders. 
--1--1.00 ---::-c-------· ~---.--

7/29/1999 6169 Sarah C. Perez Duplicate Cobell press file for E. Levitas; discuss articles to be sent to K. Vest and D. Payne. 

7/29/1999 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 5.80 Review transcripts; telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding findings and order; 

! 
telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding findings and order; billings meeting (1.8); draft 

I 

alternative orders; review and revise (2.5); telephone conference with Rick Dennehy regarding task 
assignment and discussion of separation of powers memo, various altemative orders; telephone 

I conference with Thad Holt regarding alternative orders, receivership issues, findings (.7). 

~/1999-'+--DMG - . -~-------- -----~----~ 

Dennis M. Gingold 12.5 Work on F&C's. ------------ ._---
I 7/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.5 Meet with Treasury, SPM re <Joc protection order. 

.~-

7/29/1999 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. SPM re same; PII. - ----------- ---~-------~ 

7/29/1999 ! DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Babby re above. 
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Date Initials Name 
~i1999 235B Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 

:"'C'=_-j~~~~~~~~=_-~____:---t-~H~o~u~rs~~D=--e=--s.~c~r~lp:..:t:..:io~n~___:---~------:------____:~~~c;_:__-------;-----;-----------~ 
6.00 Research separation of powers issues; memo to Elliott Levitas, pr"o-"p"o-=-se-=-d--.:o-,-rd_e=--r",s-,--. --------1 

713011999 
r-----m011999 

713011999 
713011999 
713111999 

6169 
BBOO 

Sarah C. Perez 
Elliott H. Levitas 

--l-=.=::.::::.:..:o.::..::.==-_______ --t-_-:::1.:.;.Oo;0;---l-:oR::e:.:view files for brief; receive and fax brief to R. Dennehy-,-. _______ ~----.-
6.50 Draft and revise findings of facts and conclusions of law; draft order; conference with Denni-s--­

Gingold, Thad Holt, Lorna Babby, Rempel; telephone conference with Thad Holt regarding same. 

13.5 Work on F&C's. ---------------------- - .. -----
--------j--~=--4~-'-'---"-'---=-·~,~ --------------------------------~ 

0.1 Telcom. Rempel re sall1_':: ____________ ~-~~--,--- __ ----~~-~--_j 
6.50 Draft and revise findings of facts and conclusions of law; draft order; conference with Dennis 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
BBOO Elliott H. Levitas 

7 131 1199~ _ -j __ DMG Dennis M. G=in-g-o'"""ld:------+-----:12.5 _+-:~c;-i:_;_'""":_~d_~--:;"'::-:~"'~-sH-O--1t_-,--_L __ ~_rn~-Bab_b_y ,_R_e_:_p=e=I.= __ ========_ ===-----------

BI1 11999.. f DMG Dennis M. Gingold 13.9 Work on F&C's. 
----a71i1999 -- . --TH Thaddeus Holt 2,5 lcM'-"'-is-c--t-=-e'""lc-o-n-s=--w"""'itCCh-c-o---c-o-u"selre findi-n--g-s--a-n-d'""c-o-n-:;'cc-Ic::u-:;'s~io~:n-:;'s-:"-:"-:"~~_= __ ""C""C~_--_-:"-:"-:"~_-=--------

---81211999 _ -f ~~~ Sarah C Perez 2.00 Reorganize ~assemble th~_~obellnewspaper clippings file and index. -----

-_~121199~i..:~_ Elliott H. Levitas ___ -+ __ B'""".'"""0c:-0_---+.~':-;'""".~_';~-a-n-d-=revise findings of fact and conclusions of law (3.0);_m:t_in_g_S_a_t NAR_F_r~ar~~ng:=--

~~;~ ~~~ -~I _~~G . ?~:~~se~s ~~~t90ld ------+----:\4-;,,0--+~c-::-i~-~-"""C\:--~-;---~:t~co-cou__,;sejC~s-an-dc()"ClusiO;;S-=-. --------- ----== 
-----a73i1999 TI 72 J. Michael Wiggins 11.50 Research regarding the powers of special masters and separation of powers issues; review of 

alternative proposed orders. 
813/1999----r8800 [Eliiott H. Levitas ----+---=Bcc.o;oco;o--foF'"""u-rt·--:h-e-r-r-evisions to documents (7.1); conference With-M-i-ke-Wi-I,J9jn-s-r-e-g-ardin-g rev-is-io--n-s-t--o-f-in-d-in-g-s-1 

of fact and conclusions of law (.9) 

___ !lf311999 __ ~ __ DMG _ Dennis M. Gingold ___ -j _ ____:1;--9~.0--+W'-"'-o-rck':_0,-O--n.-'F-c&'--C:...'-';-s.c-------~____:o___cc;_ 
BI311999 ' TH Thaddeus Holt 0.7 Misc telcons with c~_c.ou~~el re findings and conclusions __ .. ----:-;------::--------:.-'""'cc---

-- BI411999t 72 --+J"'.'::'M=ic:":h:":a:":e"'l Wi..::.:cI9.::.g"""'i-n-s-----t-----:7~.--=0'=0- Continued research regarding powers of special masters and 5eparation of powers (3.0); 

I 

I 

BI411999 
6169-[SafahC Perez ______ --+ __ 1=---.50 

BBOO I Elliott H. Levitas B.OO 

discussions with Elliott Levitas regarding proposed orders (.B); draft, edit and revise memorandum 
regarding powers of special masters in the context of supervision of court orders affecting 
executive branch agencies and the concomitant separation of powers issues, and including 
proposed revisions to draft orders (3.2) 

Revise, organize and update article file and index. . ______ _ 
Telephone conference with Thad Holt, Dennis Gingold, Lorna i3abby, Keith Harper, and 
PriceWaterhouse people (1.2); further revisions to documents :6.0); conference with Mike Wiggins 
regarding proposed orders (.B) 

B/4/1999 ---~DMG Dennis M. Gingo--,ld--:--------+--""'1""'4--=.5----+.Wc:-;--0·r""'k-o-n--;cFc:-&-O;C'"""'s--------------------------- -- ---------------

-------- -------
~--814/1999 -~G-- Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Rempel re same. 
- 815/1999----8800 - Elliott H. Levitas - -------1---:c6.--=0-=-0--+-F-u-rt·'hC""e-r-r-e-v"""'is"""'io-n'--s"""Ct'0--p--ro-p-o-s-ed""Corders (4fj;variOu-s-te-l-ep-h-o-n-econferences with counselregar<iii1Q 

same (1.9). 

-::- _a1511999 DMG_+D;:oe:::n.::.n~is'-cM~. G~in,-"g-=-0:.:;ld _____ --+_--;;-4.c.;0=-- W k F&C' 
2'.5 -- woorrk oOnn F&C'ss·rePIY. BI511999 , DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

.---------- --------1 

._--------------~ 

._----------- ._---------_._- ---
-8/511999-~G Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re above. 

-81611999 ' BBOO Elliott H. Levitas 6.10 Further revisions to prop-os-e-d--:--o-rd--:e-r-s"C(""'4-.: 1':-)-; v-a-rC"io-u-s"""Ct'--e-lepho-n-e-conf-e-re-n-c-es witli-Counsel regarding 

same (2.0). 
--------------.--------------------1 

BI611999 , DMG Dennis M. Gingold 9.0 Work on F&C response. 
--------- ------- 8"16/1999 -!-Div,-G-+~D'-'e.::.n"'n::is--'M"-.:...G~in"'g..:.0:..:ldc-----t---=-0'-'.1----l-=T"'eclc''''0--'m----. c-H"'oC"lt=--r-'--e:":s"'a"m-e--=-. :.c _____ _ 

---a76/1999- -1 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Don Hams r_e __ c:_h ___ r ____ iSc:.uc:.e--,. --=---===_____ _ _____________________ . 
-81611999 - TH Thaddeus Holt 3.5 Reviewing both sides' propose~.!'!1dings and conclusions ___ _ _ __________ _ 
- B1711999'-6MG Dennis M. Gingold 19.3 Work on F&C response . 

.. BI711999 ___ ;~_ T~addeus Holt 4.4 Misc telcons with co-counsel re reply findin~s_ and conclusions ..<Jrafting ~np--,,-t for sam~ ________ _ 
BIBI1999 i DMG Dennis M. Gingold 16.0 Work on F&C response 

.::--BB-Ilfl91111-999999---jl --BTB' 'OHO- TEhll-iao-dttdHeu. sLeHvOitlat s 5. 3 Misc telco;,sw-::it.,.-h~-c-o----c-o-u-n-s-e--;-I-re-re-p-Cl-y--:cficn-"""'dC"""in-g's -and conclusions dratt;;;ginpuifOrsame----
5.00 -- Further revisions ioproposed orderS(4.1); various telephoneconferences with counse;lregarding 

I same (.9) 

BI9.1.1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 15.0 Work on F&C respone 
-- BI9/1999 ---+----1 DMG- Dennis M. Gingold------+--;;----;---+-T;;-;-I B bb S Crt·· --b -------- -- .---------.-------______ +-_--;0;--. .,.-1_--+::;-e:co __ m_.--;--a y re upreme ou pe.!'llon; a ~ _______________________ _ 

~~~9:J9- f -§~~ ~:~~:: ~. ~:~~~:~ ~.~ ~::~~~ ~:~;t~: ;~~~~ ~~spo~----------- - - ------------. --. -- -----

---ai1011999-t-OMG- Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcoms. Harper re~s=-a=m ____ e.:.. __________ . __________ --__ -~ ________ =-_-_-=-=--_=_= 
BI1011999_~G_gennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Levitas re same. __________________________ . ___ _ 

_ B_11_01_1_99_9 __ .: DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. SPM re pr_ocdcC"u_ct_io_n_. ___ -::--_--.--__ _ 
BI1111999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 1.50 Copy, distribute and fax newspaper Clippings; download and d,stribute Judge Lamberth's opinion; 

BBOO Elliott H. Levitas 3.20 

discuss with C. Buttram. 
Filing of suppleme-nt--t-o-b-r-ie"""'f-r-eC"""la-tiC"n-g-t-o additional case-to-b-e-c-ited-C-2)-; telephone con-fe-r-e-nc-e-witi1 

Lorna Babby regarding arrangements for filing response to Government's response on Billings 
matter (.4) telephone conference with Jim McCarthy regarding media coverage on court order (.4); 
review Judge Lamberth's opinion (.6); various telephone conferences with counsel regarding same 
(1.6) 

DMG Dennis M. Ging-o.,.-ld""-------+---;:0".5=----- relcoms. Levitas reF&C;s~---------- - -----------

---:-----_BI2.111999 __ ...!l.rIiIG Dennis M. Gingold ______ -1_---,1;--."'4_--tT"'e:.cl.c'-0:.cm-"=s. --;:H;--o--;-Itc-rec-s_am __ e ...... c---::-----;--.--.--- ___ == ____________________ _ 
f_.fjI1H1999 DMG Dennis M. GOci:.:.nce.go:..:l..:.d ______ t-_0:.--.,,5_-+=M:..:ecec-=-t w=ith~B"a:...b:...by'---re motion for leave to reopen F&C's. 
_ BI1H1999 ~?_ D~nnls M Gingold 0.6 Telcoms _El!"bby re-same; funding letter from NARF and BRDF; SI"~".'TIen(iedreSp()I1SEl: -~ __ 

~i ~~§~t I DTMHG _ ~~:~~se~s ~~~t90ld ~.~ ;:I~~~S ~~~n~:;:e:~i~:~:~:~~;~:~indingS andCoi1c~ldreiatedissues_== ~_-
BI1211999 i 6169 Sarah C. Perez 2.00 Reorganize and update Cobell pleading files and index. 

110 of 1206 

Date Initials Name 
~i1999 235B Roderick C. Dennehy Jr. 

:"'C'=_-j~~~~~~~~=_-~____:---t-~H~o~u~rs~~D=--e=--s.~c~r~lp:..:t:..:io~n~___:---~------:------____:~~~c;_:__-------;-----;-----------~ 
6.00 Research separation of powers issues; memo to Elliott Levitas, pr"o-"p"o-=-se-=-d--.:o-,-rd_e=--r",s-,--. --------1 

713011999 
r-----m011999 

713011999 
713011999 
713111999 

6169 
BBOO 

Sarah C. Perez 
Elliott H. Levitas 

--l-=.=::.::::.:..:o.::..::.==-_______ --t-_-:::1.:.;.Oo;0;---l-:oR::e:.:view files for brief; receive and fax brief to R. Dennehy-,-. _______ ~----.-
6.50 Draft and revise findings of facts and conclusions of law; draft order; conference with Denni-s--­

Gingold, Thad Holt, Lorna Babby, Rempel; telephone conference with Thad Holt regarding same. 

13.5 Work on F&C's. ---------------------- - .. -----
--------j--~=--4~-'-'---"-'---=-·~,~ --------------------------------~ 

0.1 Telcom. Rempel re sall1_':: ____________ ~-~~--,--- __ ----~~-~--_j 
6.50 Draft and revise findings of facts and conclusions of law; draft order; conference with Dennis 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
BBOO Elliott H. Levitas 

7 131 1199~ _ -j __ DMG Dennis M. G=in-g-o'"""ld:------+-----:12.5 _+-:~c;-i:_;_'""":_~d_~--:;"'::-:~"'~-sH-O--1t_-,--_L __ ~_rn~-Bab_b_y ,_R_e_:_p=e=I.= __ ========_ ===-----------

BI1 11999.. f DMG Dennis M. Gingold 13.9 Work on F&C's. 
----a71i1999 -- . --TH Thaddeus Holt 2,5 lcM'-"'-is-c--t-=-e'""lc-o-n-s=--w"""'itCCh-c-o---c-o-u"selre findi-n--g-s--a-n-d'""c-o-n-:;'cc-Ic::u-:;'s~io~:n-:;'s-:"-:"-:"~~_= __ ""C""C~_--_-:"-:"-:"~_-=--------

---81211999 _ -f ~~~ Sarah C Perez 2.00 Reorganize ~assemble th~_~obellnewspaper clippings file and index. -----

-_~121199~i..:~_ Elliott H. Levitas ___ -+ __ B'""".'"""0c:-0_---+.~':-;'""".~_';~-a-n-d-=revise findings of fact and conclusions of law (3.0);_m:t_in_g_S_a_t NAR_F_r~ar~~ng:=--

~~;~ ~~~ -~I _~~G . ?~:~~se~s ~~~t90ld ------+----:\4-;,,0--+~c-::-i~-~-"""C\:--~-;---~:t~co-cou__,;sejC~s-an-dc()"ClusiO;;S-=-. --------- ----== 
-----a73i1999 TI 72 J. Michael Wiggins 11.50 Research regarding the powers of special masters and separation of powers issues; review of 

alternative proposed orders. 
813/1999----r8800 [Eliiott H. Levitas ----+---=Bcc.o;oco;o--foF'"""u-rt·--:h-e-r-r-evisions to documents (7.1); conference With-M-i-ke-Wi-I,J9jn-s-r-e-g-ardin-g rev-is-io--n-s-t--o-f-in-d-in-g-s-1 

of fact and conclusions of law (.9) 

___ !lf311999 __ ~ __ DMG _ Dennis M. Gingold ___ -j _ ____:1;--9~.0--+W'-"'-o-rck':_0,-O--n.-'F-c&'--C:...'-';-s.c-------~____:o___cc;_ 
BI311999 ' TH Thaddeus Holt 0.7 Misc telcons with c~_c.ou~~el re findings and conclusions __ .. ----:-;------::--------:.-'""'cc---

-- BI411999t 72 --+J"'.'::'M=ic:":h:":a:":e"'l Wi..::.:cI9.::.g"""'i-n-s-----t-----:7~.--=0'=0- Continued research regarding powers of special masters and 5eparation of powers (3.0); 

I 

I 

BI411999 
6169-[SafahC Perez ______ --+ __ 1=---.50 

BBOO I Elliott H. Levitas B.OO 

discussions with Elliott Levitas regarding proposed orders (.B); draft, edit and revise memorandum 
regarding powers of special masters in the context of supervision of court orders affecting 
executive branch agencies and the concomitant separation of powers issues, and including 
proposed revisions to draft orders (3.2) 

Revise, organize and update article file and index. . ______ _ 
Telephone conference with Thad Holt, Dennis Gingold, Lorna i3abby, Keith Harper, and 
PriceWaterhouse people (1.2); further revisions to documents :6.0); conference with Mike Wiggins 
regarding proposed orders (.B) 

B/4/1999 ---~DMG Dennis M. Gingo--,ld--:--------+--""'1""'4--=.5----+.Wc:-;--0·r""'k-o-n--;cFc:-&-O;C'"""'s--------------------------- -- ---------------

-------- -------
~--814/1999 -~G-- Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Rempel re same. 
- 815/1999----8800 - Elliott H. Levitas - -------1---:c6.--=0-=-0--+-F-u-rt·'hC""e-r-r-e-v"""'is"""'io-n'--s"""Ct'0--p--ro-p-o-s-ed""Corders (4fj;variOu-s-te-l-ep-h-o-n-econferences with counselregar<iii1Q 

same (1.9). 

-::- _a1511999 DMG_+D;:oe:::n.::.n~is'-cM~. G~in,-"g-=-0:.:;ld _____ --+_--;;-4.c.;0=-- W k F&C' 
2'.5 -- woorrk oOnn F&C'ss·rePIY. BI511999 , DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

.---------- --------1 

._--------------~ 

._----------- ._---------_._- ---
-8/511999-~G Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re above. 

-81611999 ' BBOO Elliott H. Levitas 6.10 Further revisions to prop-os-e-d--:--o-rd--:e-r-s"C(""'4-.: 1':-)-; v-a-rC"io-u-s"""Ct'--e-lepho-n-e-conf-e-re-n-c-es witli-Counsel regarding 

same (2.0). 
--------------.--------------------1 

BI611999 , DMG Dennis M. Gingold 9.0 Work on F&C response. 
--------- ------- 8"16/1999 -!-Div,-G-+~D'-'e.::.n"'n::is--'M"-.:...G~in"'g..:.0:..:ldc-----t---=-0'-'.1----l-=T"'eclc''''0--'m----. c-H"'oC"lt=--r-'--e:":s"'a"m-e--=-. :.c _____ _ 

---a76/1999- -1 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Don Hams r_e __ c:_h ___ r ____ iSc:.uc:.e--,. --=---===_____ _ _____________________ . 
-81611999 - TH Thaddeus Holt 3.5 Reviewing both sides' propose~.!'!1dings and conclusions ___ _ _ __________ _ 
- B1711999'-6MG Dennis M. Gingold 19.3 Work on F&C response . 

.. BI711999 ___ ;~_ T~addeus Holt 4.4 Misc telcons with co-counsel re reply findin~s_ and conclusions ..<Jrafting ~np--,,-t for sam~ ________ _ 
BIBI1999 i DMG Dennis M. Gingold 16.0 Work on F&C response 

.::--BB-Ilfl91111-999999---jl --BTB' 'OHO- TEhll-iao-dttdHeu. sLeHvOitlat s 5. 3 Misc telco;,sw-::it.,.-h~-c-o----c-o-u-n-s-e--;-I-re-re-p-Cl-y--:cficn-"""'dC"""in-g's -and conclusions dratt;;;ginpuifOrsame----
5.00 -- Further revisions ioproposed orderS(4.1); various telephoneconferences with counse;lregarding 

I same (.9) 

BI9.1.1999 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 15.0 Work on F&C respone 
-- BI9/1999 ---+----1 DMG- Dennis M. Gingold------+--;;----;---+-T;;-;-I B bb S Crt·· --b -------- -- .---------.-------______ +-_--;0;--. .,.-1_--+::;-e:co __ m_.--;--a y re upreme ou pe.!'llon; a ~ _______________________ _ 

~~~9:J9- f -§~~ ~:~~:: ~. ~:~~~:~ ~.~ ~::~~~ ~:~;t~: ;~~~~ ~~spo~----------- - - ------------. --. -- -----

---ai1011999-t-OMG- Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcoms. Harper re~s=-a=m ____ e.:.. __________ . __________ --__ -~ ________ =-_-_-=-=--_=_= 
BI1011999_~G_gennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Levitas re same. __________________________ . ___ _ 

_ B_11_01_1_99_9 __ .: DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. SPM re pr_ocdcC"u_ct_io_n_. ___ -::--_--.--__ _ 
BI1111999 6169 Sarah C. Perez 1.50 Copy, distribute and fax newspaper Clippings; download and d,stribute Judge Lamberth's opinion; 

BBOO Elliott H. Levitas 3.20 

discuss with C. Buttram. 
Filing of suppleme-nt--t-o-b-r-ie"""'f-r-eC"""la-tiC"n-g-t-o additional case-to-b-e-c-ited-C-2)-; telephone con-fe-r-e-nc-e-witi1 

Lorna Babby regarding arrangements for filing response to Government's response on Billings 
matter (.4) telephone conference with Jim McCarthy regarding media coverage on court order (.4); 
review Judge Lamberth's opinion (.6); various telephone conferences with counsel regarding same 
(1.6) 

DMG Dennis M. Ging-o.,.-ld""-------+---;:0".5=----- relcoms. Levitas reF&C;s~---------- - -----------

---:-----_BI2.111999 __ ...!l.rIiIG Dennis M. Gingold ______ -1_---,1;--."'4_--tT"'e:.cl.c'-0:.cm-"=s. --;:H;--o--;-Itc-rec-s_am __ e ...... c---::-----;--.--.--- ___ == ____________________ _ 
f_.fjI1H1999 DMG Dennis M. GOci:.:.nce.go:..:l..:.d ______ t-_0:.--.,,5_-+=M:..:ecec-=-t w=ith~B"a:...b:...by'---re motion for leave to reopen F&C's. 
_ BI1H1999 ~?_ D~nnls M Gingold 0.6 Telcoms _El!"bby re-same; funding letter from NARF and BRDF; SI"~".'TIen(iedreSp()I1SEl: -~ __ 

~i ~~§~t I DTMHG _ ~~:~~se~s ~~~t90ld ~.~ ;:I~~~S ~~~n~:;:e:~i~:~:~:~~;~:~indingS andCoi1c~ldreiatedissues_== ~_-
BI1211999 i 6169 Sarah C. Perez 2.00 Reorganize and update Cobell pleading files and index. 
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E
xhibit  9

EAJA Petition Time 

. 11M TRUST LITIGATION 
Gingold Scllledule: EAJA Petition Time 

DATE TASK TIME EAJA LAF.lFEY MARKET 

4.24.96 
Telcom. Cobell reo outline of cause of action, schedules, persOlU1el, status of 

1.0 $125.00 $315.00 $424.00 
complaint. 

4.25.96 Discussions with Thad Holt reo jurisdictional is~ues; review cases relevant to same. 4.0 $500.00 $1,260.00 $1,696.00 

4.26.96 
Continue review of jurisdictional issues regarding Artilce ill Court; equitable 

3.0 $375.00 $945.00 $1,272.00 
jurisdiction and discuss with Holt. 

4.27.96 Continue review of cases and authorities on jurisdictional issues. 4.5 $562.50 $1,417.50 $1,908.00 

4.28.96 
Continue review of cases and authorities reo same, including Abel, Kizas and 

1.0 $125.00 $315.00 $424.00 
Mitchell. 
Continue review of cases and authorities reo same, e.g., damages v. equitable relief; 

4.29.96 restitution, recovery of own money and sovereign immunity limitations and waivers. 8.0 $1,000.00 $2,520.00 $3,392.00 
Telcom. Rick Dauphinais, NARF, reo same. 
Meet with Holt and discuss cases and authorities reo jurisdiction, particularly •. 

4.30.96 jurisdictional and class action issues. Continue review of cases and authorities reo 8.0 $1,000.00 $2,520.00 $3,392.00 
same. 

5.1.96 Continue research reo same. 2.0 $250.00 $630.00 $848.00 
5.2.96 Continue research reo same. 1.5 $187.50 $472.50 $636.00 
5.3.96 Continue research reo same. 1.0 $125.00 $315.00 $424.00 
5.4.96 Continue research reo same. 1.0 $125.00 $315.00 $424.00 
5.5.96 [excludes 6 hours re representation of oil company] 0.0 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
5.6.96 [excludes 6 hours re representation of oil company] 0.0 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
5.7.96 [excludes 5.0 hours rc representation of oil company] 0.0 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
5.8.96 [excludes 6.0 hours re representation of oil company] 0.0 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
5.9.96 [excludes 5.3 hours re representation of oil company] 0.0 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
5.10.96 [excludes 5.3 hours re representation of oil company] 0.0 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
5.13.96 Continue research and begin drafting of portions ofthe complaint. 8.0 $1,000.00 $2,520.00 $3,392.00 
5.14.96 Coninue research reo salIle and continue drafting complaint. 8.0 $1,000.00 $2,520.00 $3,392.00 



EAJA Petition Time 

DATE TASK TIME EAJA LAFlrEY MARKET ... _-
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial I BAJA fee application (6.8); meet 

6.3.04 with Rempel, Harper, Levitas re same (1.2); telcom. Harper re same (.3); telcom. 8.4 $1,248.41 $3,276.00 $4,620.00 
Levitas re same (.1). 

6.4.00 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (6.8). 6.8 $1,010.62 $2,652.00 $3,740.00 

Identify/review documents re defendants' and their counsel's deceptive and 

6.5.04 
unethical conduct, including filings, findings, and testimony evidencing bad faith 

9.7 $1,441.61 $3,783.00 $5,335.00 
defense of Trial I re preparation ofEAJA fee application 
(9.6); teleom. Levitas re same (.1). 

6.6.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial I EAJA fee application (1.1); 

1.6 $237.79 $624.00 $880.00 
telcom. Cobell re same (.5). 

6.7.04 Conf can Harper, Levitas re Trial I fee application scope (.7). 0.7 $104.03 $273.00 $385.00 

6.11.04 
Telcom. Harper re motion for enlargement of time for filing Trial I EAJA fee 

0.1 $14.86 $39.00 $55.00 
application (.1). 

6.12.04 
Review/revise motion for enlargement oftinle for filing Trial 1 EAJA fee 

2.7 $401.27 $1,053.00 $1,485.00 
application (1.7); telcoms. Harper re same (1.0). 

6.14.04 
Meet and confer with Warshawsky re motion for enlargement oftime for filing Trial 

0.6 $89.17 $234·.00 $330.00 1 EAJA fee application (.2); te1com. Harper re bad faith doclUnentation (.4). 

6.16.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial I EAJA fee application (5.5). 5.5 $817.41 $2,145.00 $3,025.00 

6.17.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (2.3). 2.3 $341.83 $897.00 $1,265.00 

6.18.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (5.9). 5.9 $876.86 $2,301.00 $3,245.00 

6.19.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (7.4). 7,4 $1,099.79 $2,886.00 $4,070.00 

6.20.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (5.4). 5,4 $802.55 $2,106.00 $2,970.00 

6.21.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (4.4). 4.4 $653.93 $1,716.00 $2,420.00 

6.22.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Triall\EAJA fee application (7.9). 7.9 $1,174.10 $3,081.00 $4,345.00 
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EAJA Petition Time 

DATE TASK TIME EAJA LAFFEY l"IARKET ---
6.23.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 BAJA fee application (6.6). 6.6 $980.39 $2,574.00 $3,630.00 

Conf call Harper, Rempel re bad faith issues re fee application (.8); review, 
6.24.04 segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 BAJA fee application (7.1); tclcom. 8.0 $1,183.96 $3,120.00 $4,400.00 

Harper re same (.1). 

6.25.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Triall EAJA fee application (8.7). 8.7 $1,292.99 $3,393.00 $4,785.00 

6.26.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Triall EAJA fee application (7.0). 7.0 $1,040.34 $2,730.00 $3,850.00 

6.27.04 Revi!!w, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 BAJA fee application (6.5). 6.5 $966.03 $2,535.00 $3,575.00 

Conf call Rempel, Holt re scope ofTriall EAJA fee application (1.0); telcoms. 
6.28.04 Harper re same (.8); teleom. Holt re same (.3); reyiew, segregate, prepare relevant 7.4 $1,099.79 $2,886.00 $4,070.00 

time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (5.3). 
Review, revise reply to defendants' opposition to motion for enlargement of time re 

6.29.04 Trial I EAJA fee application (.7); review, segregate, prepare relevant time n~ Trial 1 7.7 $1,144.37 $3,003.00 $4,235.00 
EAJA fee application (7.0). 
Review/discuss confcall Holt, Rempel re draft I Holt affidavit in support of Trial 1 

6.30.04 fee application (.5); review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 BAJA fee 7.1 $1,055.20 $2,769.00 $3,905.00 
application (6.6). 

7.1.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 BAJA fee application (6.9) 

7.2 $1,070.06 $2,808.00 $3,960.00 
telcom. Harper re same (.3). 

7.2.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time reTrial 1 EAJA fee application (7.8). 7.8 $1,159.24 $3,042.00 $4,290.00 

7.3.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (8.0). 8.0 $1,188.96 $3,120.00 $4,400.00 

7.4.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (9.1); 

9.9 $1,471.34 $3,861.00 $5,445.00 telcom. Harper re same (.8). 

7.5.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 BAJA fee application (9.5); 

9.8 $1,456.48 $3,822.00 $5,390.00 telcoms. Harper re same, bad faith issues (.3). 

7;6:04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (8.3); conf 

9.0 $1,337.58 $3,510.00 $4,950.00 call Rempel, Harper re same (.4); telcoms. Harper re same (.3). 
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7.7.04 " 

7.8.04 

7.9.04 

7.10.04 

7.11.04 

7.12.04 

7.13.04 

7.14.04 

7.15.04 

7.16.04 

7.17.04 

7.18.04 

7.19.04 

7.20.04 

7.21.04 

-----
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial I EAJA fee application (7.5); 
telcom. Harperre same (.3); conf call Rempel, Harper re same (.3). 
Conf call Holt, Harper, Levitas, Rempel re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (,8); 
review, segregate, .prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (10;3); 
telcom. Harperre same (.1). 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (6.4); 
telcom. Harper re same (.5). 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (8.9); 
telcom. Harper re same (.4). 

Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (8.7). 

Telcoms. Harper re Trial I EAJA fee application, market rates (.9); telcoms. Levitas 
re same (.4); conf call Rempel, expert re same (.3); conf call Ron Rader, Levitas, 
Rempel re same (.3); review, segregate, prepa.re relevant time re Iliall EAJA fee 
application (7.2). 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial! EAJA fee application (8.0); 
telcoms. Levitas re same (.6); telcoms. Harper re same (.5). 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial! EAJA fee application (9.0); 
telcoms. Harper re same, bad faith (.5). 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Triall EAJA fee application (8.4); 
telcom. Harper re same (.4). 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (10.1); 
telcom. Bardnell re PwC Trial 1 BAJA expenses (.2). 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Triall EAJA fee application (5.5); 
telcom. Harper re same (.1); conf call Harper, Rempel re same (.4). 

Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Triall BAJA fee application (7.1). 

Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (7.9). 

Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial! EAJA fee application (5.9). 

Re:view, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (7.1). 

\ 
I' 

BAJA Petition Time 

EAJA LAFlfEY MARKET 

8.1 $1,203.82 $3,159.00 $4,455.00 

11.2 $1,664.54 $4,368.00 $6,160.00 

6.9 $1,025.48 $2,691.00 $3,795.00 

9.3 $1,382.17 $3,627.00 $5,115.00 

8.7 $1,292.99 $3,393.00 $4,785.00 

9.1 $1,352.44 $3,549.00 $5,005.00 

9.1 $1,352.44 $3,549.00 $5,005.00 

9.5 $1,411.89 $3,705.00 $5,225.00 

8.8 $1,307.86 $3,432.00 $4,840.00 

10.3 $1,530.79 $4,017.00 $5,665.00 

6.0 $891.72 $2,340.00 $3,300.00 

7.1 $1,055.20 $2,769.00 $3,905.00 

7.9 $1,174.10 $3,081.00 $4,345.00 

5.9 $876.86 $2,301.00 $3,245.00 

701 $1,055.20 $2,769.00 $3,905.00 
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EAJA Petition Time 

DATE TASK TIME EAJA LAFFEY MAUKET 

7.22.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (6.8); 

7.1 $1,055.20 $2,769.00 $3,905.00 
telcom. Harper re same (.3). 

7.23.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial I EAJAfee application (9.6); 

10.1 $1,501.06 $3,939.00 $5,555.00 
telcom. Ron Rader re same (.1); telcom Harper re same, bad faith (.4). 

7:24.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (9.4). 9.4 $1,397.03 $3,666.00 $5,170.00 

7.25.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (6.7). - 6.7 $995.75 $2,613.00 $3,685.00 

7.26.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (10.0); 

10.8 $1,605.10 $4,212.00 $5,940.00 
confcall Rader, Rempel, Harper re same (.7); telcom. Harper re same (.1). 

7.27.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (l0.5). 10.5 $1,560.51 $4,095.00 $5,775.00 

7.28.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (9.9); 

10.5 $1,560.51 $4,095.00 $5,775.00 
telcoms. Harper re same (.6). 

7.29.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial1 EAJA fee application (5.4). 5.4 $802.55 $2,106.00 $2,970.00 

7.30.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time 're Trial I EAJA fee application (10.0). 10.0 $1,486.20 $3,900.00 $5,500.00 

7.31.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (8.8). 8.8 $1,307.86 $3,432.00 $4,840.00 

8.1.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevanttime·re Trial I EAJA fee application (7.7). 7.7 $1,144.37 $3,003.00 $4,235.00 

.• 8.2.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Triall EAJA fee application (3.4) . 3.4 $505.31 $1,326.00 $1.,870.00 

8.3.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (4.2). 4.2 $624.20 $1,638.00 $2,310.00 

8.4.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial I EAJA fee application (7.3); 

7.7 $1,144.37 $3,003.00 $4,235.00 telcoms. Harper re same (.4). 

8.5.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time 1'0 Trial ~EAJA fee application (7.4); 

7.9 $1,174.10 $3,081.00 $4,345.00 teIcoms. Harper re same (.5). 

8.6.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (3.8); 

4.4 $653.93 $1,716.00 $2,420.00 
telcom. Harper re same (.6). 
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EAlA Petition Time 

DATE TASK TIME EAJA LAFlrEY MARKET --
8.7.04 

R.eview, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial I EAJA fee application (8.1); 
8.3 $1,233.55 $3,237.00 $4,565.00 

telcoms. Harper re same (.2). 

8.8.04 Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (8.6). 8.6 $1,278.13 $3,354.00 $4,730.00 

Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (8.7); 
8.9.04 review bad faith memorandum re same (1.0); conf call Holt, Levitas re same (.3); 10.4 $1,545.65 $4,056.00 $5,720.00 

tel com; Harperre same (A). 

Review, segregate; prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJAfee application (8.0); 
8.10.04 te1com. Ron Rader re same (.1); conf call Rader, Harper, Rempel re same (.5); 9.9 $1,471.34 $3,861.00 $5,445.00 

te1coms. Harper re same (.4); review docwnentation re bad faith (.9). 

Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (5.0); .. 
8.11.04 telcom. Roltre same (.1); telcoro. Harper re same (.2); confcall Rempel, Harper re 5.9 $876.86 $2,301.00 $3,245.00 

same (.6). 

8.12.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial! EAJA fee application (4.0); 

5.1 $757.96 $1,989.00 $2,805.00 
telcoms Harper re same (.9); telcom. Holt re same (.1); teleom Levitas re same (.1). 

8.13.04 
Review, segregate, prepare relevant time re Trial I EAJA fee application (8.9); 

lOA $1,545.65 $4,056.00 $5,720.00 
te1coms. Harper re same (1.5). I 

I 

8.14.04 
Review, segregate, prepare reelevant time re Trial 1 EAJA fee application (6.1); 

6.7 $995.75 $2,613.00 $3,685.00 
te1coms. Harper re same (.6). 

8.15.04 
Draft section ofEAJA cover memorandum re specific acts of bad faith (10.6); 

12.2 $1,813.16 $4,758.00 $6,710.00 
telcoms. Harper re same (.9); begin draft affidavit in SUppOlt of fees (.7). 

8.16.04 Draft section of cover memorandum for EAJA fee petition (4.4); draft affidavit in 
13.1 $1,946.92 $5,109.00 $7,205.00 

support offee petition (8.1); telecoms Harper re same (.6) 

~-..........-= ===_=======:z=:======= =<=-= ~ $1.tJM..!J.99. !!1J.§2dl~!J.&.1!il212_, 
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Date I Initials i Name ~ ___ 1 Hours I Description ._-
.---~ 

-_ ..... 
6/17/2004 DMG iDennis M _G~~~CJIcI_ -----i 1.1 Conference calls Harper, Levitas, and Rempel re mediation issues. 

--.---~ 

6/17/2004 DMG : Dennis M Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Levitas re GAO mediation. 
--- --------

DMG :Dennis M. Gingold 
-~ --r ------- ----- . _-_.---- .- .. -- ----_ .. --~---.---

6117/2004 1.0 Confer with Levy re GAO fee issues. 
----~-------

---+-- _. -..... _------
6117/2004 DMG i Dennis M. Gingold I 0.1 Telcom. Austin re appellate issues. 

---~----~ -0-
6117/2004 i DMG I Dennls.!"1,Q!.~-"I<!. _ 0.1 Telcom. Applegate re same. 

----

6117/2004 i DMG I DenniS M. Gingold 01 Telcom. Echohawk re mediation issues. I 

6117/2004 DMG IDennis-M Gingold OA ITelcoms. Harper re GAO fee issues. 
--- - - --- .... _--

DMG IDennis M G;ngOici--
----"_.---

I 6117/2004 0.3 Conference call Harper, Rempel re same. 
:Oennis M. 

----t- ------ ---------- --- -----

6117/2004 I DMG Gingold j 3.1 I Reviewlassess mediation iss_,:esloptions-,-~. __ 
------

6118/2004 t 3304 : Hilliard Barnett Hardman t- 3AO 'Research regarding government misconduct. 
--

6118/2004 I 4673 !G William Austin 5.20 !Finalize IT security briefs (including JA cites) for filing and service on June 21st (2.8); conference 
I 

I 

I Iwith Alexis Applegate (.70); review and reply to Elliott Levitas' e-mails regarding mediation (.60); 
I I I conference with Elliott Levitas (.30); conference with co-counsel (.80). 
I 
I I 

: Alexis Applegate 
I ·-1 

6118/2004 I 5133 I 5.00 I Review media coverage and dockets (.30); finalization of IT security brief (3.50); conference with 

i ----.1 
i Bill Austin regarding same (.70) research Laffey matrix per Ron Raide~s request (.50) 

i ------ ~-.-- -- --------

6118/2004 i 5307 : Ron L Raider I 2AO i Draft Levitas declaration. 
6118/2004 6282 ,Katie D. Nowell 

+ 
2.50 : Finalization of IT Security brief 

6929 IMichael W Tyler 
-- ---- ------

6118/2004 4.20 Research. 
----

I 8800 I Elliott H. 
I 3.00 !TelePhone conference with co-counsel regarding possible meeting with Charles Renfrew and 6118/2004 Levitas 

I I regarding mediator agreement with government (A); draft letter to mediators regarding mediation 
! I progress (1.2); telephone conference with David Zacks regarding same (.5); review comments 
i !regarding draft letter to mediators (A); review media coverage (.5); 

I---~- -- I i 
6118/2004 8913 I David M Zacks 4.00 I Review of briefs regarding plan for detenmining accurate-balances in the-individual Indian trusts in 

! preparation for meeting with Renfrew; extensive telephone conference with Dennis Geingold and 
I 

Ilater with Jeffrey regarding mediation process and bullet point descriptions of areas for future 
I I progress. _____ . --+_. __ . ~-~-~-- ----

6118/2004 GR : Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 ICC wi Keith Harper, Dennis Gingold re GAO application and memoran~_m~ ___ . _. -
~--

6118/2004 GR ! Geoffrey Rempei-- --1 0.70 ICC wi DZ, DG re mediation. 
6118/2004 GR I Geoffrey Rempel I 0.10 Meet and Confer with DOJ re Attachment C. 
6118/2004 GR ! Geoffrey~':.m_E'.el_._ 

I 
OAO I Discuss wi DG re Attachment C. 

6118/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.30 Review and edit Dennis Gingold's Time and Expense for GAO application 
6118/2004 GR -C;eoftrEly-R-empel- - 2.50 Review Attachment C material as a result of M&C with Kresse - DOJ. --------- -- - ---- -._" 
6118/2004 GR 'Geoffrey Rempel 1.10 Update Rempel Affidavit and supporting GAO schedule. 

:Dennls M. 
--------+ ----- .. _--_._-- ----

6118/2004 DMG Gingold 1.1 Conference call Zacks, Rempel re gov't opp to interim relief. ----
6118/2004 I DMG 'Dennis M. Gingold __ 0.6 Prepare summary re defs' positions re same. 

------ - ---.--~-----
6118/2004 DMG !Dennis M. GingolcJ. ____ . 0.2 Meet and confer Kresse re motion to compel. 
6118/2004 ! DMG IDennis M. Gingold I 0.2 Telcoms. Zacks re mediation. -_.- ---
6118/2004 I DMG I Dennis M. Gingold ! OA Telcoms. Austin re mediation; appellate issues. ._-_.- _. -- ~-
6118/2004 I DMG i Dennis M. Gingold I 5.9 Continue work on Trial 1 fee issues. 
6118/2004 DMG I Dennis- M. Gingold -------t 1.1 Work on GAO time. 

--

DMG I Dennis M. 
- ... -.. -

6118/2004 Gingol9 0.2 Telcoms. Harper re mediation. 
-------

6118/2004 DMG ! Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Conference call Rempel, Harper re GAO time issues. 
--.- -. 

6119/2004 4673 I G. William Austin. 1.70 Review and reply to Dennis Gingold's e-mail re preparation for September 2004 oral arguments 

---
PO); review of IT security documents cited in reply brief (1.50). 

6119/2004 5307 Ron L Raider 4.30 F act research and draft Levitas declaration. 
6119/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas lAO Further draft and revise letter to mediators regarding mediation progress (.6); telephone 

I 
conference with Ron Raider regarding declaration and draft revisions in EAJA fee application (.5); I 

! , 
review revised declaration (.3). 

-- .. _---- -~ 

Download, review docket. Review DOJ letter regarding Attachment C. 6119/2004 GR I Geoffrey Rempel 2AO 

6119/2004 i GR I Geo!!rey Rempel 0.80 Discuss Attachment C wi DG. 
--~ 

6119/2004 GR~ Ge()ff~~}'Bempel OAO Discuss GAO application with Dennis Gingold. 
6119/2004 i DMG ,DenniS M. Gingold 8.5 Work on T-l time. -- - _ .. , .. _-
6119/2004 I DMG 'Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcoms. Harper re GAO affidavit; mediation. 

'Dennis M-Gingold Revise transmittal letter re GAO time. 
---~ 

6119/2004 DMG 0.8 
6/20/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 1.00 Revisi()ns to draft letter to mediators (1.0). 
6/20/2004 DMG 'Dennis M, Gingold 5.3 Work on T-l time. 
6/20/2004 DMG ! Dennis M. Gingold OA Draft memo to Brown re GAO time issues. 

--~-

6/2112004 3304 I Hilliard Bamett Hardm_a"-' 0.10 Research concerning government misconduct. 
6/2112004 4673 ,G. William Austin 6.80 Conference with Alexis Applegate regarding filing of Appellees' "final" IT security brief (.30); e-mail 

to Alexis Applegate regarding adding JA cites to the 1.5 brief (.20); conference with co-counsel 

I 
(.80); review of FY 2005 Appropriations BII and related materials (1.20); review of IT security 
materials cited in Appellee's Brief and Appellants' reply (3.8); e-mail to Alexis Applegate regarding 
further activities (.50). 

,Alexis Applegate 
-~ ... -

6.90 Review media coverage and dockets (AO); file and serve IT security brief (2.50); review 6/2112004 5133 
correspondence and edits regarding fee application (1.10); research of debate and committee 

_~ ____ ~J report for the Interior appropriations bill (1.50); document review and management per Elliott 
Levitas request (.80). 

---- --
--~ 

6/2112004 5307 :Ron L Raider i 2.80 Prepare issues and meeting with Elliott Levitas regarding declaration. 
6/2112004 I 628~~;D-,-_Nowell 

, 2.50 Finalize, file and served Final IT Security briefs. 
6/2112004 6929 Michael W Tyler I 3.50 Research. 
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Date I Initials i Name ~ ___ 1 Hours I Description ._-
.---~ 

-_ ..... 
6/17/2004 DMG iDennis M _G~~~CJIcI_ -----i 1.1 Conference calls Harper, Levitas, and Rempel re mediation issues. 

--.---~ 

6/17/2004 DMG : Dennis M Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Levitas re GAO mediation. 
--- --------

DMG :Dennis M. Gingold 
-~ --r ------- ----- . _-_.---- .- .. -- ----_ .. --~---.---

6117/2004 1.0 Confer with Levy re GAO fee issues. 
----~-------

---+-- _. -..... _------
6117/2004 DMG i Dennis M. Gingold I 0.1 Telcom. Austin re appellate issues. 

---~----~ -0-
6117/2004 i DMG I Dennls.!"1,Q!.~-"I<!. _ 0.1 Telcom. Applegate re same. 

----

6117/2004 i DMG I DenniS M. Gingold 01 Telcom. Echohawk re mediation issues. I 

6117/2004 DMG IDennis-M Gingold OA ITelcoms. Harper re GAO fee issues. 
--- - - --- .... _--

DMG IDennis M G;ngOici--
----"_.---

I 6117/2004 0.3 Conference call Harper, Rempel re same. 
:Oennis M. 

----t- ------ ---------- --- -----

6117/2004 I DMG Gingold j 3.1 I Reviewlassess mediation iss_,:esloptions-,-~. __ 
------

6118/2004 t 3304 : Hilliard Barnett Hardman t- 3AO 'Research regarding government misconduct. 
--

6118/2004 I 4673 !G William Austin 5.20 !Finalize IT security briefs (including JA cites) for filing and service on June 21st (2.8); conference 
I 

I 

I Iwith Alexis Applegate (.70); review and reply to Elliott Levitas' e-mails regarding mediation (.60); 
I I I conference with Elliott Levitas (.30); conference with co-counsel (.80). 
I 
I I 

: Alexis Applegate 
I ·-1 

6118/2004 I 5133 I 5.00 I Review media coverage and dockets (.30); finalization of IT security brief (3.50); conference with 

i ----.1 
i Bill Austin regarding same (.70) research Laffey matrix per Ron Raide~s request (.50) 

i ------ ~-.-- -- --------

6118/2004 i 5307 : Ron L Raider I 2AO i Draft Levitas declaration. 
6118/2004 6282 ,Katie D. Nowell 

+ 
2.50 : Finalization of IT Security brief 

6929 IMichael W Tyler 
-- ---- ------

6118/2004 4.20 Research. 
----

I 8800 I Elliott H. 
I 3.00 !TelePhone conference with co-counsel regarding possible meeting with Charles Renfrew and 6118/2004 Levitas 

I I regarding mediator agreement with government (A); draft letter to mediators regarding mediation 
! I progress (1.2); telephone conference with David Zacks regarding same (.5); review comments 
i !regarding draft letter to mediators (A); review media coverage (.5); 

I---~- -- I i 
6118/2004 8913 I David M Zacks 4.00 I Review of briefs regarding plan for detenmining accurate-balances in the-individual Indian trusts in 

! preparation for meeting with Renfrew; extensive telephone conference with Dennis Geingold and 
I 

Ilater with Jeffrey regarding mediation process and bullet point descriptions of areas for future 
I I progress. _____ . --+_. __ . ~-~-~-- ----

6118/2004 GR : Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 ICC wi Keith Harper, Dennis Gingold re GAO application and memoran~_m~ ___ . _. -
~--

6118/2004 GR ! Geoffrey Rempei-- --1 0.70 ICC wi DZ, DG re mediation. 
6118/2004 GR I Geoffrey Rempel I 0.10 Meet and Confer with DOJ re Attachment C. 
6118/2004 GR ! Geoffrey~':.m_E'.el_._ 

I 
OAO I Discuss wi DG re Attachment C. 

6118/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.30 Review and edit Dennis Gingold's Time and Expense for GAO application 
6118/2004 GR -C;eoftrEly-R-empel- - 2.50 Review Attachment C material as a result of M&C with Kresse - DOJ. --------- -- - ---- -._" 
6118/2004 GR 'Geoffrey Rempel 1.10 Update Rempel Affidavit and supporting GAO schedule. 

:Dennls M. 
--------+ ----- .. _--_._-- ----

6118/2004 DMG Gingold 1.1 Conference call Zacks, Rempel re gov't opp to interim relief. ----
6118/2004 I DMG 'Dennis M. Gingold __ 0.6 Prepare summary re defs' positions re same. 

------ - ---.--~-----
6118/2004 DMG !Dennis M. GingolcJ. ____ . 0.2 Meet and confer Kresse re motion to compel. 
6118/2004 ! DMG IDennis M. Gingold I 0.2 Telcoms. Zacks re mediation. -_.- ---
6118/2004 I DMG I Dennis M. Gingold ! OA Telcoms. Austin re mediation; appellate issues. ._-_.- _. -- ~-
6118/2004 I DMG i Dennis M. Gingold I 5.9 Continue work on Trial 1 fee issues. 
6118/2004 DMG I Dennis- M. Gingold -------t 1.1 Work on GAO time. 

--

DMG I Dennis M. 
- ... -.. -

6118/2004 Gingol9 0.2 Telcoms. Harper re mediation. 
-------

6118/2004 DMG ! Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Conference call Rempel, Harper re GAO time issues. 
--.- -. 

6119/2004 4673 I G. William Austin. 1.70 Review and reply to Dennis Gingold's e-mail re preparation for September 2004 oral arguments 

---
PO); review of IT security documents cited in reply brief (1.50). 

6119/2004 5307 Ron L Raider 4.30 F act research and draft Levitas declaration. 
6119/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas lAO Further draft and revise letter to mediators regarding mediation progress (.6); telephone 

I 
conference with Ron Raider regarding declaration and draft revisions in EAJA fee application (.5); I 

! , 
review revised declaration (.3). 

-- .. _---- -~ 

Download, review docket. Review DOJ letter regarding Attachment C. 6119/2004 GR I Geoffrey Rempel 2AO 

6119/2004 i GR I Geo!!rey Rempel 0.80 Discuss Attachment C wi DG. 
--~ 

6119/2004 GR~ Ge()ff~~}'Bempel OAO Discuss GAO application with Dennis Gingold. 
6119/2004 i DMG ,DenniS M. Gingold 8.5 Work on T-l time. -- - _ .. , .. _-
6119/2004 I DMG 'Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcoms. Harper re GAO affidavit; mediation. 

'Dennis M-Gingold Revise transmittal letter re GAO time. 
---~ 

6119/2004 DMG 0.8 
6/20/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 1.00 Revisi()ns to draft letter to mediators (1.0). 
6/20/2004 DMG 'Dennis M, Gingold 5.3 Work on T-l time. 
6/20/2004 DMG ! Dennis M. Gingold OA Draft memo to Brown re GAO time issues. 

--~-

6/2112004 3304 I Hilliard Bamett Hardm_a"-' 0.10 Research concerning government misconduct. 
6/2112004 4673 ,G. William Austin 6.80 Conference with Alexis Applegate regarding filing of Appellees' "final" IT security brief (.30); e-mail 

to Alexis Applegate regarding adding JA cites to the 1.5 brief (.20); conference with co-counsel 

I 
(.80); review of FY 2005 Appropriations BII and related materials (1.20); review of IT security 
materials cited in Appellee's Brief and Appellants' reply (3.8); e-mail to Alexis Applegate regarding 
further activities (.50). 

,Alexis Applegate 
-~ ... -

6.90 Review media coverage and dockets (AO); file and serve IT security brief (2.50); review 6/2112004 5133 
correspondence and edits regarding fee application (1.10); research of debate and committee 

_~ ____ ~J report for the Interior appropriations bill (1.50); document review and management per Elliott 
Levitas request (.80). 

---- --
--~ 

6/2112004 5307 :Ron L Raider i 2.80 Prepare issues and meeting with Elliott Levitas regarding declaration. 
6/2112004 I 628~~;D-,-_Nowell 

, 2.50 Finalize, file and served Final IT Security briefs. 
6/2112004 6929 Michael W Tyler I 3.50 Research. 
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Date Initials I Name 
6/21/2004 8800 I Elliott H. 

I 
I 
I 

! 
I 

I 
6/21/2004 8913 David M. 

I 
I 

I 

i 
I 

Levitas 

Zacks 

I 
i 

Hours Description 
4.10 Telephone conference withAlex;s- Applegaie -regarding Rahall amendment, review documents 

regarding mediation (.4); memo to Charles Renfrew regarding possible meeting in Washington this 
week (.2); several telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding schedule Renfrew 
meeting, mediation progress, several telephone conferences with David Zacks regarding same 

4.80 

I and regarding drafting of letter to mediators (2.0); review previous memos regarding mediation and 
I mediator agreements, and further revisions to draft letter to mediators (1.0); telephone conference 
!with David Zacks regarding further revisions to mediator letter, arrangements for meeting w~h 
I Renfrew; telephone conference with Dennis Gingold and David Zacks regarding same (.5); 

Telephone conferences with Elliott Levitas regarding New York travel and meeting with Judge 
Renfrew; redraft correspondence to Judge Renfrew regarding disappointment in process; 
telephone conference w~h Dennis Geingold regarding planned meeting with Judge Renfrew; mid­
day conference with Elliott Levitas regarding language in written communication to Renfrew and 
other issues pertaining to Midnight Rider provision in Congress; conference call with Elliott and 
i Dennis Geingold regarding same issues; continued work and revision on letter to Judge Renfrew; 

I
telePhone conference with Elliott Levltas regarding plan to have one-on-one meeting w~h Renfrew; 

I 

review of communication from Eloise Cobell to constituents; suggested changes reported to Elliott 
I Levitas; review of final letter to mediators: review of House passes Interior budget article. 

=-l-:::--=::--=---:-------+---=-=-+'=--:---::--::-:-::--c ---- --. -.-----------------1 
~~~~~-+__=~_1~~~~~~~-----+_-~~-+R~e~v-i~e-w-B~r~o~w~n~G~A~O~tim~e_a~n~d~aff~i_d~a __ vit_~_c-~-~~~---~~~~-_:_~-----~ 

! Contact clerk, folloWlJp on Attachment C status, draft letter regarding Attachment C. 

6/21/2004 i GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.90 
6/21/2004 1 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2.10 

._--- --

1---7:=-:-:==-:----+_-:o::;--r..::=:;;-::.-'---::::-='-=:;-____ -j_--CO~c---f.IF::_in:.:.a:::l=izc:e"'ec=d:c;it::..s-=a:..:nd::...=s::..erv:..;-::e_G:::A_:.::.O~pplicati~_ccc__c_-_;_-_;;_c~____;_------------_; 
1--~~~~-t-~~--+.;:;-:=?;-;:.::'O:':=::,...,-----+--::::7---+R;o=e.:..vi:-=e.:..w'_;_S::t=a:.:.te:.:m.:.;::e:cnt::S:.:.O:.:f-cA.:cc:.:co=u:.:.n.:..t~m:-=a:cte:::rialJn.otic:etob:,"-e.!ici:.:-=a:.:rie::..s:::).:... ____________ ---1 

I Geoffrey Rempel--6/21/2004 I GR I 3.20 
6/21/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2.50 , 
6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.4 Reviewlrevise letter to Kresse re Attachment C. 

6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 
6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 
6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 
612112004 DMG 'DenniS M. Gingold 0.3 
6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 

6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 

Conference call Zacks, Levitas re same ... ---- --.. -----------1 
Conference call Zacks, Levitas re"m,,.e~,d~la-t~io..,n"----=___cc ___ ---------------~ 
Telcoms. Levitas re "Midnight"cr.i,d==e"r;_,G=,A. cO=_.t:.:.ra:::n:.:.s:.:.m=itt:=a.:.' :.::'e:.:.tt:.::e:..:r. ______________ ---1 
Telcoms. Zacks re Renfrew; mediation 

---- -------------; 
Telcoms. Austin re mediation; Pierce affidavit" __ . ___________________ _; 
Telcom. Brown re GAO affidavit Issues -- -----.---------1 

6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 
6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 

~~~:=::~-+_~:.:.=__+~:.:..:.~:.:.:.:.~~::::=-----+_-~~-+R~e:.:.vi:=e:.:.w.:./c:::o:.:.m:..:m:.:.:.::e:.:.n.:..t~d~ra:.:.ft:..:_=B:.:.ro:.:.w:.:.n~a=:.:.ff:.::id_=a . .:..vlt. _______________________ ~ 
Prepare memo to Brown re same 

6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Lewis re continuing problems protecting appraisal records that are transferred out of OTR. 
I 

~/21/2004 DMG iDennis M. Gingold 0.6 :.:..:c:c;:.:.:.:.:c~~::::=-----+_-:.::.:..=---+T_=_e:.:.l:.:.c~o~m:.::s.:... ~H:.::acr.,Pc_e::.:.r re . .r:nediation;GAO time 
6/21/2004 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 4.4 
6/2212004 4673 i G. William Austin 6.80 

Continue work on Trial 1 fee issues. 
~:.::.:.::.~::::.:c~~~~~~~~~~----+-~~-+C70~n~fe:.:.re~n~c:.:..:e:.:..:w~ith~A~I:.:.ex:.::.iS~A~p~p~le:.::.g~at~e::..a-'--ndK8t~-N-O-we-I--,re~ga~r·d~i~ng~a~d~d~in~g~J~A~cl~te~s~to~I.~5~br~ie~f~(.5~0~),~·---l 

review of revised HliP and 1 st Quarter Report regarding quotes at pp. 40-41 of brief (.50); 
conference with Elliott Levitas (.40); review of Elouise Cobell's "open lette~' and related article 
(.30); conferences with co-counsel Dennis Gingold (1.30); conference with Dennis Gingold and 
David Zacks regarding proposed meeting with Judge Renfrew on June 27 (.30); review IT security 
materials (3.50). 

~-=-=c~.,...,--~---=-c-,-,---+----=---=----,------+-----=-=--=----+:::--.,.-----:;--------- -- -. --. -c---:c--.,.-----:-;-::-::-;---;--------::-:--=-c::-:-----:c---l 
5.30 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); conference with Bill Austin 6/22/2004 

I 
5133 AleXIS Applegate 

I 
I 

and Katie Nowell regarding JA cites ( 50); review and research HLiP language (.90); review and 
add cites to final brief per Bill Austin's request (2.50); review oppos~ion to enlargement of time 
(.40); review and forward filed IT briefs to team (.30); further review of appropriations language 
(.50) 

~-~-~--~-~~-----+---3~.8~0~+R~e-v~ise~de-c~lar-at~io-n.----~--- ----------------------------------------------------; 6/2212004 5307 Ron L. Raider 
--- .. ---c-::-~_:__:_;c;;:__:__::_o__;:__;c__;_;_------_; 

1--~~=~-I__~~__+~=:..:::.:.:.::=:::..------1__-3:::._=6_=0-_+.R;;.e=:v:..:i.::.ew=:e-=d..:J:.::o.::in.:.:t;,-A2p,-,p:..:e::.n:.::d:::ix~mc-:::a::.te:.:r-=ials for changing cites in Phase 1.5 brief. 
1.00 Telephone conference with David Zacks regarding scheduling meeting with Renfrew (.3); finalize 

6/22/2004 6282 Katie D. Nowell 

6/2212004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 

"'672212004 
- ._._----

8913 David M. Zacks 

6/2212004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 

4.00 

1.20 

structural injunction brief (.2); review media cove=:r..:a::,g'..:e_:(.::.5:.:)~;. -c---:-_:_--:-----:---,,--,~---:--l 
Extensive telephone conference with Dennis Geingold regarding lack of progress in mediation and 
plans for weeks ahead; continued discussions with Dennis Geingold and Elliot Levitas; review of 
materials and outline of thoughts and preparation for call to Judge Renfrew; coordinate travel to 
New York; review of Indian Affairs articles; telephone conference with Judge Renfrew regarding 
dinner meeting. 

Discuss EAJA wi DG 
-------------------~ 

._.----

f---="~~_:_:_-t___='='__c=--+-:::--:_:'-:--=..!....-;-;------t----::-;_-tcR~e-v_cic_ew-S-t-a-te-m:_e-n-t-;-S_O_f_A:_c-co--:uc:-nt_cm,~a.~te-.r-ia-I-,(:..:n-=o-"-tic",e::...:.:to=b::..en:.:.e:::f.::iC:::ia;::n.:.:·e:..:s,,-):... ~----::----,------:----:--;-~ 
Continue meet and confer with Kresse re motion to compel compliance; motion to seal; motion to 
expedite. 

~---------~------~---~~---------------~~----+W~o~r~ko-n~T~-I~t~im-e-.---------------------------------------------------------------1 

6/2212004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.90 
6/22/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 

~==:....:....~c:::.:.=-+=__=~:...:.:.::.:-=:E..::.:.=-----~--'-=-'-'---+:c:-.::.:.~~~:..::.:...--_----... . ______________________ ---1 

~~I:~~eSn~u~~~ ~~:~i~~i~~~S:~~en.:..fr:..:e:.::w:..:.---.---------.---------~ 
6/22/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.1 
6/22/2004 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.6 

6/2212004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
6/22/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
6/22/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

6/23/2004 4673 IG William Austin 

i i 
! 5133 I Alexis Applegate 

I I 

6/23/2004 

i 

2.1 

0.4 
0.1 

7.70 

7.50 

Telcoms. Zacks re same. 
Telcom. Ms. Cobell re same. 

--- -----------------------I 

Conference with co-counsel Keith Harcpce::-:-r-:-:re-::-ga:-::rd:;C:in:-::-g-;;C2/;;;c25OC;I0;-;;-Occre-cviccse-:Cd -;-;-HL~IP;:;-q:-u--;ot--e ccon--:l-;:.5--:Cb-:C:rie7f (;-;.5c;;c0)c-; -I 
conference with Alexis Applegate regarding this matter (.50); participate in meeting with Mark Levy 
and Elliott Levitas regarding 28U) issues and other matters (.70);-participate in conference call with 
Elliott Levrtas, David Zacks and co-counsel regarding June 25 meeting with Judge Renfrew (1.50); 
review of 1.5 brief with JA cites added (4.0); review IT security materials (.50) 

!Review media coveragearlddockels per Elliott Levitas' request (40); conference with Bill Austin 

I 
regarding HLiP quote (.50); research regarding HLiP quote (1.70); conference with team regarding 

1

28j (.50); final review of 1.5 brief With edits and JA cites (380); research regarding senate 
appropriations actions (.50). 
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Exhibit 10

Date Initials I Name 
6/21/2004 8800 I Elliott H. 

I 
I 
I 

! 
I 

I 
6/21/2004 8913 David M. 

I 
I 

I 

i 
I 

Levitas 

Zacks 

I 
i 

Hours Description 
4.10 Telephone conference withAlex;s- Applegaie -regarding Rahall amendment, review documents 

regarding mediation (.4); memo to Charles Renfrew regarding possible meeting in Washington this 
week (.2); several telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding schedule Renfrew 
meeting, mediation progress, several telephone conferences with David Zacks regarding same 

4.80 

I and regarding drafting of letter to mediators (2.0); review previous memos regarding mediation and 
I mediator agreements, and further revisions to draft letter to mediators (1.0); telephone conference 
!with David Zacks regarding further revisions to mediator letter, arrangements for meeting w~h 
I Renfrew; telephone conference with Dennis Gingold and David Zacks regarding same (.5); 

Telephone conferences with Elliott Levitas regarding New York travel and meeting with Judge 
Renfrew; redraft correspondence to Judge Renfrew regarding disappointment in process; 
telephone conference w~h Dennis Geingold regarding planned meeting with Judge Renfrew; mid­
day conference with Elliott Levitas regarding language in written communication to Renfrew and 
other issues pertaining to Midnight Rider provision in Congress; conference call with Elliott and 
i Dennis Geingold regarding same issues; continued work and revision on letter to Judge Renfrew; 

I
telePhone conference with Elliott Levltas regarding plan to have one-on-one meeting w~h Renfrew; 

I 

review of communication from Eloise Cobell to constituents; suggested changes reported to Elliott 
I Levitas; review of final letter to mediators: review of House passes Interior budget article. 

=-l-:::--=::--=---:-------+---=-=-+'=--:---::--::-:-::--c ---- --. -.-----------------1 
~~~~~-+__=~_1~~~~~~~-----+_-~~-+R~e~v-i~e-w-B~r~o~w~n~G~A~O~tim~e_a~n~d~aff~i_d~a __ vit_~_c-~-~~~---~~~~-_:_~-----~ 

! Contact clerk, folloWlJp on Attachment C status, draft letter regarding Attachment C. 

6/21/2004 i GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.90 
6/21/2004 1 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2.10 

._--- --

1---7:=-:-:==-:----+_-:o::;--r..::=:;;-::.-'---::::-='-=:;-____ -j_--CO~c---f.IF::_in:.:.a:::l=izc:e"'ec=d:c;it::..s-=a:..:nd::...=s::..erv:..;-::e_G:::A_:.::.O~pplicati~_ccc__c_-_;_-_;;_c~____;_------------_; 
1--~~~~-t-~~--+.;:;-:=?;-;:.::'O:':=::,...,-----+--::::7---+R;o=e.:..vi:-=e.:..w'_;_S::t=a:.:.te:.:m.:.;::e:cnt::S:.:.O:.:f-cA.:cc:.:co=u:.:.n.:..t~m:-=a:cte:::rialJn.otic:etob:,"-e.!ici:.:-=a:.:rie::..s:::).:... ____________ ---1 

I Geoffrey Rempel--6/21/2004 I GR I 3.20 
6/21/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2.50 , 
6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.4 Reviewlrevise letter to Kresse re Attachment C. 

6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 
6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 
6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 
612112004 DMG 'DenniS M. Gingold 0.3 
6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 

6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 

Conference call Zacks, Levitas re same ... ---- --.. -----------1 
Conference call Zacks, Levitas re"m,,.e~,d~la-t~io..,n"----=___cc ___ ---------------~ 
Telcoms. Levitas re "Midnight"cr.i,d==e"r;_,G=,A. cO=_.t:.:.ra:::n:.:.s:.:.m=itt:=a.:.' :.::'e:.:.tt:.::e:..:r. ______________ ---1 
Telcoms. Zacks re Renfrew; mediation 

---- -------------; 
Telcoms. Austin re mediation; Pierce affidavit" __ . ___________________ _; 
Telcom. Brown re GAO affidavit Issues -- -----.---------1 

6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 
6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 

~~~:=::~-+_~:.:.=__+~:.:..:.~:.:.:.:.~~::::=-----+_-~~-+R~e:.:.vi:=e:.:.w.:./c:::o:.:.m:..:m:.:.:.::e:.:.n.:..t~d~ra:.:.ft:..:_=B:.:.ro:.:.w:.:.n~a=:.:.ff:.::id_=a . .:..vlt. _______________________ ~ 
Prepare memo to Brown re same 

6/21/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Lewis re continuing problems protecting appraisal records that are transferred out of OTR. 
I 

~/21/2004 DMG iDennis M. Gingold 0.6 :.:..:c:c;:.:.:.:.:c~~::::=-----+_-:.::.:..=---+T_=_e:.:.l:.:.c~o~m:.::s.:... ~H:.::acr.,Pc_e::.:.r re . .r:nediation;GAO time 
6/21/2004 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 4.4 
6/2212004 4673 i G. William Austin 6.80 

Continue work on Trial 1 fee issues. 
~:.::.:.::.~::::.:c~~~~~~~~~~----+-~~-+C70~n~fe:.:.re~n~c:.:..:e:.:..:w~ith~A~I:.:.ex:.::.iS~A~p~p~le:.::.g~at~e::..a-'--ndK8t~-N-O-we-I--,re~ga~r·d~i~ng~a~d~d~in~g~J~A~cl~te~s~to~I.~5~br~ie~f~(.5~0~),~·---l 

review of revised HliP and 1 st Quarter Report regarding quotes at pp. 40-41 of brief (.50); 
conference with Elliott Levitas (.40); review of Elouise Cobell's "open lette~' and related article 
(.30); conferences with co-counsel Dennis Gingold (1.30); conference with Dennis Gingold and 
David Zacks regarding proposed meeting with Judge Renfrew on June 27 (.30); review IT security 
materials (3.50). 

~-=-=c~.,...,--~---=-c-,-,---+----=---=----,------+-----=-=--=----+:::--.,.-----:;--------- -- -. --. -c---:c--.,.-----:-;-::-::-;---;--------::-:--=-c::-:-----:c---l 
5.30 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); conference with Bill Austin 6/22/2004 

I 
5133 AleXIS Applegate 

I 
I 

and Katie Nowell regarding JA cites ( 50); review and research HLiP language (.90); review and 
add cites to final brief per Bill Austin's request (2.50); review oppos~ion to enlargement of time 
(.40); review and forward filed IT briefs to team (.30); further review of appropriations language 
(.50) 

~-~-~--~-~~-----+---3~.8~0~+R~e-v~ise~de-c~lar-at~io-n.----~--- ----------------------------------------------------; 6/2212004 5307 Ron L. Raider 
--- .. ---c-::-~_:__:_;c;;:__:__::_o__;:__;c__;_;_------_; 

1--~~=~-I__~~__+~=:..:::.:.:.::=:::..------1__-3:::._=6_=0-_+.R;;.e=:v:..:i.::.ew=:e-=d..:J:.::o.::in.:.:t;,-A2p,-,p:..:e::.n:.::d:::ix~mc-:::a::.te:.:r-=ials for changing cites in Phase 1.5 brief. 
1.00 Telephone conference with David Zacks regarding scheduling meeting with Renfrew (.3); finalize 

6/22/2004 6282 Katie D. Nowell 

6/2212004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 

"'672212004 
- ._._----

8913 David M. Zacks 

6/2212004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 

4.00 

1.20 

structural injunction brief (.2); review media cove=:r..:a::,g'..:e_:(.::.5:.:)~;. -c---:-_:_--:-----:---,,--,~---:--l 
Extensive telephone conference with Dennis Geingold regarding lack of progress in mediation and 
plans for weeks ahead; continued discussions with Dennis Geingold and Elliot Levitas; review of 
materials and outline of thoughts and preparation for call to Judge Renfrew; coordinate travel to 
New York; review of Indian Affairs articles; telephone conference with Judge Renfrew regarding 
dinner meeting. 

Discuss EAJA wi DG 
-------------------~ 

._.----

f---="~~_:_:_-t___='='__c=--+-:::--:_:'-:--=..!....-;-;------t----::-;_-tcR~e-v_cic_ew-S-t-a-te-m:_e-n-t-;-S_O_f_A:_c-co--:uc:-nt_cm,~a.~te-.r-ia-I-,(:..:n-=o-"-tic",e::...:.:to=b::..en:.:.e:::f.::iC:::ia;::n.:.:·e:..:s,,-):... ~----::----,------:----:--;-~ 
Continue meet and confer with Kresse re motion to compel compliance; motion to seal; motion to 
expedite. 

~---------~------~---~~---------------~~----+W~o~r~ko-n~T~-I~t~im-e-.---------------------------------------------------------------1 

6/2212004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.90 
6/22/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 

~==:....:....~c:::.:.=-+=__=~:...:.:.::.:-=:E..::.:.=-----~--'-=-'-'---+:c:-.::.:.~~~:..::.:...--_----... . ______________________ ---1 

~~I:~~eSn~u~~~ ~~:~i~~i~~~S:~~en.:..fr:..:e:.::w:..:.---.---------.---------~ 
6/22/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.1 
6/22/2004 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.6 

6/2212004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
6/22/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
6/22/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

6/23/2004 4673 IG William Austin 

i i 
! 5133 I Alexis Applegate 

I I 

6/23/2004 

i 

2.1 

0.4 
0.1 

7.70 

7.50 

Telcoms. Zacks re same. 
Telcom. Ms. Cobell re same. 

--- -----------------------I 

Conference with co-counsel Keith Harcpce::-:-r-:-:re-::-ga:-::rd:;C:in:-::-g-;;C2/;;;c25OC;I0;-;;-Occre-cviccse-:Cd -;-;-HL~IP;:;-q:-u--;ot--e ccon--:l-;:.5--:Cb-:C:rie7f (;-;.5c;;c0)c-; -I 
conference with Alexis Applegate regarding this matter (.50); participate in meeting with Mark Levy 
and Elliott Levitas regarding 28U) issues and other matters (.70);-participate in conference call with 
Elliott Levrtas, David Zacks and co-counsel regarding June 25 meeting with Judge Renfrew (1.50); 
review of 1.5 brief with JA cites added (4.0); review IT security materials (.50) 

!Review media coveragearlddockels per Elliott Levitas' request (40); conference with Bill Austin 

I 
regarding HLiP quote (.50); research regarding HLiP quote (1.70); conference with team regarding 

1

28j (.50); final review of 1.5 brief With edits and JA cites (380); research regarding senate 
appropriations actions (.50). 
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I-~-,D=-=a=-=t::::e~_ (I Initials~ame _____________ -jl_--'Hc;-=0;::u"'rs=----j�-;:D::-e=-so;.c:;:r"'ip"-t:;-io=-n"--:---;_-;c-_____________________________ . ____ _ 
6/23/2004 5307 l~on_L.cHaider _ __ ___ _ 1.1 0 Draft Levitas declaration. 

t--"6:-;/2C:-3;c1=2coOco04c-+, ---;;::64"'4"'7:0--1 Mark I. Levy -----t-I-l;--.c:-00;o--r.R~e-a-d:-m-a-:-te-r-:-ia7IS-re-g-a-r"d;--in-g'Cl-n:-te-rC'io-r-a-p-p-ro-p-r"'iaiions--:-b'CCill:-; -0C:ffcic--e-c-o-n-ofe-r-e-n-ce-w"it7h'CE:C-. L:-e-v~it:-a-s--a-;'-dB:--
I I 1 Austin regarding Rule 28 U)letter on Norton v. Southern Utah and Interior appropriations bill. 

6/23/2004 ~I 8800 ~Elliott -H Levltas : 
i 

I I I 

3.80 

I 
Various telephone conferences with Dennis Gingold-,-;D~a·-v-.-id7-::;Z:-a'-c;--ks-,--;K'7e'Ci:7th--c-cH-a-rp-e-r-, B=ill:-A'-u"'scti'.-n-------­

regarding mediation process and preparation for meeting with Judge Renfrew (30); meeting with 
IBm Austin and Mark Levy regarding Rule 28U)letter regarding Southern Utah decision and 
I appropriations bill Committee report language on IT security and absence of midnight rider 
I .. 

~ii04 1-8913 -f6avld MZacks-- I 

, I 

3.00 

Ilanguage (.3) review media coverage_(::) _________ on _____ __ __ _ _____ _ 

Preparation for meeting with Judge Renfrew, to include telephone conferences with Elliott Levitas; 
review of materials; outline of concept points and extensive telephone conference with Bill Austin, 

Elliott Levitas, Keith Harper, Dennis Geingold and Geoffrey Rempe\. I I 

! I 

1-~6-c/2cc3.-.-/2c.-0:-0;--4-+1 _G=-=R__ l Geoitr:(;LRemp~ _____ _ 
6/23/2004 I GR I Geoffrey Rempel 

----:=-=;---+-----:;-~___.__;______::--__;_ ----·---c--.-.--.-:---c---c:--.-.--.--'c ------- -- ----------; 
I 3.50 Draft, edit motion for enlargement re statements to b_e=--n-=e=--fi-=c-=ia_cr:..:ie-=s-= . .-----.---.-----_____ --;:--;;-----:_-

I

I 4.70 I Review Statements of Account material (notice to beneficiaries). Includes review of discovery to -
SMM re what is an accounting. 

-----i-.-----.---:----I-:::---:--------;:-c=---;-:=----"-.----.-.-----:-:--------- -------- . ,,-
t--,,6;--/2::-3::-/=2-=-0-=-04.-----+_=D-:-M~G .iDennis M. ~ingold_ I 1.1 Conference call Rempel, Zacks, Levitas, Har~er:re mediation issues. __________ _ 

t----:6:.--/2c.-3c.-/,=-2-=-0-=-04.-----+--,:-D-=M-=G=_ _W€>l1nis M. Gingold _____ +-_-'0-'-.3=---_+R=-e,:cv-=i::::e.:.:w __ /r-=e"v-=is-=e-=le,:ct::.te::..r_t-=o--'S",p,-0,-0"n-=e"r"r,:ce-,c-=0 __ m2P"Ii"a __ n::::c,:ce-=w-=it-=h---=5/-=2-=8-=/O:_4,--o::..r-=d:..:e-;-r,--. -.-_____ --_=_ _____ ~ 
1--=6::./2=-3'--1=-20'-04=----+I_-=D~~lg..e.nnis M. GingoIE_______ 1.3 Telcoms. Harper re Attachment C; opp to defs'_motion_to. compel re Attachment C _______ _ 

6/23/2004 DMG: Dennis M Gingold i 0.3 Telcoms. Austin re mediation. ______________________________ _ 
t----:;6:-;/2;::3::c/c:-20;::0;c4:-+-~D"'M-oG~ r Dennis---;-M;--__ -;GO'--in~Jl~0"'ld7_-_-_----J+-_-__ ~0:-J;--_--t:T;--e"'lc-o-m-."'L-e-v"'ita-s-r-e-s-a-m-e-.--

6/23/20.Q4 I DMG : Dennis M. G_in_"'g,:-0.-I,dcc _____ -----.-'--:'--7"'.6o---+lw:=-'--0-rk-o--n--.-Tc..--l..cticcm-=e-'.-. -----__._---c__._--------------------
6/24/2004 3304: Hilliard Barnett:...H-=-=ar-=d::,m"a:::n-'-__ -+,_---=6:.:.5:.:0'---+-=R:..:e"s::::ea:::.r-=c--;h __ co::=,:-n"c-=e __ rn-=in",g"-,,g::::o::::ve=-r:,:-n::.m:,:-e:::n:.:t-=m=is-=c-=o __ nd-=u:::cI=. c-:-.-c- --____ --____ -----:--;-cc.---;=----j 

6/24/2004 4673 i G. William Austin I 5.50 Review draft of "final" 1.5 brief (1.5); e-mail to Katie Nowell regarding execution of brief (.20); 
i I conference with Dennis Gingold and Mark Levy regarding Supreme Court's decision in In re 
i i Cheney (AD); review of Cheney decision (1.0); conference with Elliott Levitas (AO); review of IT 

f---c.--~~~--+~,-~.L ____________ L_--:-:;-;;-_+.s;:-e__;c-u__;rit-y-m-a-t-te-r"'s-c-ite-d-in_b"'r_ie"'f_(2_c·_0)__;.-:--:---c=-;:;-:----;--;----;;---::::--------------------
6i24/2004 6441 i Mark I. Levy I 1.00 Telephone conference with B. Austin and D. Gingold regarding Cheney decision; read Cheney 

__, I decision. 
t--"6"'/2::'-47 /=2-=-0-=-0-'4-t-

j 

88OOlE
1 
Elliott H Levitas--------+-----::3--:.2c:O,---+::T-eC'le-p"'h-o-n-e-co-n-:-ference with Mark Levy regarding Cheney decision, mandamus issue and analysis 

of impact on Cobell case (.3); initial review of Cheney decision (.5); conference with Ron Raider 
! i ! regarding EAJA fee application (A); further review of significant brief (.5); telephone conference 
! with David Zacks regarding preparation for mediator meeting with Charles Renfrew, review of 

issues (A); telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding Joint Appendix issues, revised HLiP 
2002 (A); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold and Geoff Rempel regarding mediation 
meeting and preparation (.3); review "bad faith" language (A) 

f--:;6-'-:/2'--:4-'-:/2;'-:0-:;0-'4 --t--8800ElliOttH~-L-ev-it-as- - 1.00 I Review, analyze and annotate U.S. Supreme Court decisio-':;-on Cheney (.6); telephone conference­
,with Bill Austin regarding analysis of same as it relates to Cobell case (A). 

6/24/2004 8913-Toavid M. Zacks 

! 

10.50 
I. . ... . . '. . .. . 
I Drafting and Prioritizing bullet pOints on disappOintments In mediation process and solutions for 
! success; travel from Atlanta to New York for meeting with Judge Renfrew; conference call with 
i Keith Harper and Dennis Geingold; meeting with Judge Renfrew discussing issues; dictation of 
,memo regarding same. 

--~---+--;:;0-;;.8:-;::0---t:::C-;;:C-W--;I-;;DC::G;-,-;-;K;-;H--'re~E-;:-A-;-JA:---------------------------------- ---

0.20 CC wi EL, DG re mediation. 

6.90 Review Statements of Account material (notice to beneficiaries). Includes review of discovery to -­

SMM re what is an accounting 

6/24/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2AO Review, edit, serve motion for enlargemen"t.:-.-_____________ _ 

t--~6cc/2::--4:-o/2;:c0;:c0:_4,_+__;:D._:_M_:._G=__+D;::-e--n--ni~-M:_._:G::ci-ng"-0--:I__;d ____ ----1_----;0~.8::--+C;co-n_;f.__er-e-n-ce-ca_;:_" Harper, Rempel re bad faith--'~sue-"c _______________ --1 
----------

1-'C6.-.-/2c.-47/,=-2-=0-=-0-,4_f---=-D7M,-G=__+::D-e-rl~i~-M. Gingold 0.8 Conference calls Zacks, Harper re mediation: Ren_f_re_w_is_s_u_e_s_. --------------1 
f--=6.:..:/2=-4::./2=-0,-0,--4_+-~D--;M-;-G=-+D=--=ennis M. Gingold 0.2 Conference call Rempel, Levitas re mediation 

6/24/2004 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Reviewlrevise pills' motion for enlargement to file comments to defs' submissions in compliance 
! with 5/28/04 order. 

f-~6cc/2::--4:-0/2;:C0;:C0:-4'-+--;:D'-:-M-:'-G=---+D;::-e-n-n-'is--cM. Gingold 8.0 Work on T-l time. 

6/24/2004 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 0.7 Conference call Levy, Austin re appellate issues; mandamus; discovery orders. 

1--=6::,/2=-4-=1::::2::::0::::04~+---=D_cM-"G=-- ~_n"-i_s M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Austin e appellate issues; mediation. 
6/24/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Harper re mediation. 

=~~~:;----+-----::-:7--+;::::;-:=-;-=:.!:..:C...:-=-:c.:::::::~~------------------------------l 
6/24/2004 DMG Denn_i_s~~M_._G_in~g~07Id'~----+--70~.I~-r.T~e-lc-o-m-.7L-e-v-ita-s~r~e-a~p~p-e-lIa-t-e-is--s7u-e~s-. _~~ ____________________ _ 
6/25/2004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 4.50 Research regarding government misconduct 

6/25/2004 4673 G. William Austin 8.00 Review of e-mails (1.0); participate in conference calls With co-counsel (2.0); finalize IT security 

~~~~-;:---j-~~-+~,--_-;:----;----;~~~~~-+~~~~rb.--:ri.--:e.--:f(~5--;.0~)~. -:-~-:-:--;--c--------__ -.---c-------~~---------~~-------------
6/25/2004 5133, Alexis Applegate 3.30 review media and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30) Preparation and finalization of the 

6/25/2004 5307 Ron L Raider 
f--=6-=/2'-'5-=/2:..:0-=-0-4----1---'6-=2-=8-';-2+Katie D. Nowell 

6/25/2004 6282 Katie D. Nowell 

1.20 

1.30 

2.00 

Phase 1.5 brief (1.70); conference call with Cobell team regarding mediation (1.30); 

Review time records. 

Conference with Bill Austin and co-counsel regardlngtinalization of 1.5 brief a-nd otheroutstanding 
issues. 
Finalization of Phase 1.5 brief. 
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6/23/2004 I GR lGeoitr:€>LRemp~ ___ . __ _ 
6/23/2004 I GR I Geoffrey Rempel 

I 
Various telephone conferences with Dennis Gingold-, David Zacks, Keith Harper, Bill Austin---- .­

regarding mediation process and preparation for meeting with Judge Renfrew (30); meeting with 
IBm Austin and Mark Levy regarding Rule 28U) letter regarding Southern Utah decision and 
I appropriations bill Committee report language on IT securrty and absence of midnight rider 
I .. 
Ilanguage (.3) review media coverage_(::) __ . ____________ .. __ __ . _____ _ 

Preparation for meeting with Judge Renfrew, to include telephone conferences with Elliott Levitas; 
review of materials; outline of concept points and extensive telephone conference with Bill Austin, 

Elliott Levitas, Keith Harper, Dennis Geingold and Geoffrey Rempel. 

---~--+~~~--~---.----------~-.-------- --_._------j 
Draft, edit motion for enlargement re statements to beneficiaries. 

I Review Statements of Account material (notice to beneficiaries). Includes review of discovery to -
SMM re what is an accounting. 

--+-----+-=--c-------,,__---,-....'O.-----cc-------- --.----.. 
1-...:6::./2::.3::/.::2.::0.::0-,-4_1-.=D"M.:..G::...lDennis M. ~ingold_ Conference call Rempel, Zacks, Levitas, Har~e!re mediation issues. ____ . ____ _ 

t--:6"/2;c3;;-/;;::2-;::0-;::0-;-4_t-"D-;;-M,,,G;::-_W€>l1nis M. Gingold _____ +-_--;-c:-_+.R;;:-;evc-i_e_w_/r_e.,..vc-is_e_l_et_te_r..,t:-;o.,-S-'p':-o_0_n_e-:r-:r=-e_c_o_m~pc-l_ia-;-n-:c",e",w_i_th-;:-5/_2..,.8_/0._4_0_r_d_e-;-r_. -;.".---,-_-;-"" _____ _ 
1--::6-;::/2:::3-;::/2:::0'CC04~-+I_-::D~...S'....l.D..e.nnis M. GingoIE __ ._.__ Telcoms. Harper re Attachment C; opp to defs' motion to. compel re Attachment C _______ _ 

6/23/2004 DMG: Dennis M Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Austin re mediation. ___________________________ .. __ 
1--:6-"/2""3C'C/2""0""0c-4-+--=DC'CM"-G=- r Denni·s-""M"" .. "CGOci--n,,""90.:..I-"d-_-_----+J_-__ -0--___ "'1-_ -+T=-e--Ic-'-o--m----. L-e-'v"':it-"a-s -'-re':"':'sa-"m"'e=. '-'--'-

6/23/2004 I DMG : Dennis M. Gingold i 7.6 I Work on T-1 time. 
3304 : Hilliard Barn-et"'tC-H·:a-r-:d-m-a-n---,.----c6=-.-=5:::0-·--T:R:ce-s-e-a-r"'chc-co-nc-e-r-n"-in-g-g-o-v-e-r-n-m-e-n-:-t -m-,is-c-o-n--d.,..u-ct-:-.---_-._~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~;~~~~;;;~~~~~-j 6/24/2004 

6/24/2004 

6/24/2004 

4673 i G. William Austin i 5.50 Review draft of "final" 1.5 brief (1.5); e-mail to Katie Nowell regarding execution of brief (.20); 
i I conference with Dennis Gingold and Mark Levy regarding Supreme Court's decision in In re 
i i Cheney (.40); review of Cheney decision (1.0); conference with Elliott Levitas (.40); review of IT 
I l security matters cited in brief (2.0). 

6441 . ~ark I~ Le-v-y--------·-I---1C".0=-0:--C:T"'e-;-le-p-:h-o-n-e-co-n-:fe-r-e-n-c-e-w-'it"'h-B=-. A-C-u-st-:-in-a-nd-:-:D:-.-G:::CiC"n-g-o"-ld;-r-e-g-a-rd"'i-ng·-:C:-:h'-e-n-e-y--de-c-is-io-n-; readCheney--

._. I decision. 
1--:6:;-;/"24"-/:::2-::0-::0-'4-1--

1 

88OOlE
1 
Elliott H Levitas-------+--3-.2-0~-+=T-e-:le-p-:h-o-n-e-co-n~ference with Mark Levy regarding Cheney deCision, mandamus issue and analysis 

of impact on Cobell case (.3); initial review of Cheney decision (.5); conference with Ron Raider 
! i I regarding EAJA fee application (.4); further review of significant brief (.5); telephone conference 
! with David Zacks regarding preparation for mediator meeting with Charles Renfrew, review of 

issues (.4); telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding Joint Appendix issues, revised HLiP 
2002 (.4); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold and Geoff Rempel regarding mediation 
meeting and preparation (.3); review "bad faith" language (.4) 

I Review, analyze and annotate-U.S. Supreme Court decisio-non Cheney (.6); telephone conference­
,with Bill Austin regarding analysis of same as it relates to Cabell case (.4). 
I. . ... . . '. . .. . 
I Drafting and Prioritizing bullet pOints on disappOintments In mediation process and solutions for 
I success; travel from Atlanta to New York for meeting with Judge Renfrew; conference call with 
i Keith Harper and Dennis Geingold; meeting with Judge Renfrew discussing issues; dictation of 
,memo regarding same. 

----+--~,---+.:C-::Cc-w--cl-=D-::Gc-, "'KH:-:-re-cE::-AC"J:-:-A---·---------------------------- .. -
-=-=:...-:.'-=----'-"-=c-____ +--"'~-t_:_::____':--:...:'_'=_=_'_.:....=.--=-c-'-:---- -- .. 

CC wi EL, DG re mediation. 

Review Statements of Account material (notice to beneficiaries). Includes review of discovery to -­

SMM re what is an accounting 

----------Review, edit, serve motion for enlargemen"tC". c--------------

---'_=-== _____ I-_='-_fCC"'o:...n __ fe"'r..:ec..n"'c.:ce...:ca=1I Harper, Rempel re bad faithJ~sue.sc __________ . -------1 
Conference calls Zacks, Harper re mediation; R_e_n._f_re_w_is_s_u_e_s_. --------------1 
Conference call Rempel, Levitas re mediation 

Reviewlrevise pitts' motion for enlargement to file comments to defs' submissions in compliance 
with 5/28/04 order. 

Work on T-1 time. 
!--;~=-:-t--::;~---s=~~~:;----+--~-t':C:-=on':';:fe"='re:""'n':""ce'--c"'ali~L'-eV-y,-;-A-us-:Ctin-r-e a-pp-e-;;-:lIaC:-:te-c-isC-:-su--:Cec-s;--:-m:-an-cdcccamc--u-s;--:Cdc-isc-o-v-e-ry-o-rd:-er-s.--- -----

Telcoms. Austin e appellate issues; mediation. 
7;--::c-~~----r--::-::c---t~---c7--~~~--~-------------------------­

Telcom. Harper re mediation. 
-:---:-.c~-"--C-:------+----C:-=--+-;::-:C-~-'----C--C~----'--'----------------------l 
c~.~~~-"C:~ ________ ~ __ ~~ __ -f;:T...:ec..lc~o:...m~'c-L::.e~v:...it~a~s~r~e~a~p~p.:ce---,lIa~t~e-"isc:s~u~e.::s~. __ ~~ ________________________________________ _ 

Research regarding government misconduct 

Review of e-mails (1.0); participate in conference calls With co-counsel (2.0); finalize IT security 
brief (5.0). 

1-7:::::-7:-=-:---+----=c-:-::;--i~'C-:.".--;--_cc_-----+---=-=_=_-+-___:--'--'---:-:----c~~.,__---:::-:c-~-. .,_-~----c----=-:;-;-:----c-:------ ------­
review media and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30) Preparation and finalization of the 

-----.----+---;--;::::--t;:;:-=-:-~:c:e-W-\;-:-i~-:r-~e-:-'c~'-1r-c:c-~.:..)~; c_o_n_ference call with Cabell team regarding mediation (1.30); 

Conference with Bill Austin and co-counsel re-gardlngtinalization of 1.5 brief a-nd otheroutstanding 

issues. 
Finalization of Phase 1.5 brief. 
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Date Initials Name I Hours I Description 
6/25/2004 

I 
8800 Elliott H. Levitas 6.20 Several telephone cC;iiferences with David Zacks, Dennis Gingold, Geoff Rempel, Bill Austin 

regarding report on meeting with Charles Renfrew, analysis and status of mediation, development 
of mediation positions, discussion of strategy for pursuing settlement and issues that must be 
addressed prior to resolution and procedures and schedule for future mediation (1.3) several follow 
i up telephone conferences with Dennis Gingold regarding same (.8); telephone conference with 
i Dennis Gingold and David Zacks regarding same (5); telephone conference wrth John Bickenman 
I regarding problems with mediation process. Bickerman's suggestions for modification and 
I improvement. including regular meetings and reports. meetings with Congressional Committees, 
I mediation agreement. problems with GAO, future meetings. retreat, etc (6); telephone conference 
!with Dennis Gingold regarding report on discussion with Bickerman, schedule, approach to take 
IWith mediators (7); telephone conference with telephone conference with Ron Raider regarding 
I revisions to declaration, clarification of questions regarding EAJA fee application (3); review, analyz 

6/25/2004 
I 

8913 I David M. Zacks 6.00 I Continued work on memo regarding' Renfrew meeting; extensive conference call with trial team; 

I I return travel from New York to Atlanta. 
~-~--. 

___ u_ ~~~ _____________ 

6/25/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 0.70 Conference call with trial team regarding implications of conference with Judge Renfrew and John 
Bickerman followup call. 

---- -- - ----- ----

6/25/2004 GR I Geoffrey Rempel 1.20 CC wi DG, DZ, EL, BA, KH re mediation 
.-. - ----

6/25/2004 I GR ,Geoffrey Rempel 0.60 Discuss Mediation wi DG. 
.- - ----- ---- --

I 
i Geoffrey Rempel 

I 
Includes review of discovery to 6/25/2004 GR 7.10 Review Statements of Account material (notice to beneficiaries). 

i SMM re what is an accounting 
------ ...... _--

6/25/2004 DMG iDennis M. Gingold 0.2 r Meet and confer Cynthia Alexander re motion for enlarqement 
6/25/2004 DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Revise motion for enlargement to file comments ondefs' 1 st submissions per 5/28/04 order re 

historical statements of account. 
----

6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.7 Work on T-1 time. 
----- -- ----

6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcoms. Austin re mediati.~; d,,~rred appendix re HLiP 2/251 v 2/28. 
6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Conference call Levitas, Zacks re mediation issues 

6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Conference call Harper, Levitas re Renfrew letter. 
6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Conference call Rempel. Austin:t=ia'ipef, Zacks, Levrtas re meeting with Renfrew; mediation 

I issues. 
.- - ----

6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.7 ~"Icoms f:iarE.er.re_~ierce_~ue~_me<li.a~icln; Renfre", . ----_._ .. __ .------
6/25/2004 ! DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Review Zacks memo re Renfrew 

---- --
6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Levitas re mediation 

-.---~-------

I 6/26/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.00 ,Receive and initial review of Law Review article regarding Lambert; telephone conference with 
I 

II Dennis Gingold regarding same and regarding dissemination and notation of Law Review article to 
iCobell Team (1.0). 

--.- .----
6/26/2004 8913 I David M. Zacks 0.50 ;Communicating with Elliott Levitas and Dennis Gingold regarding issues in coordination for work 

I iwith mediators, 
--.- -------

6/26/2004 DMG iDennis M. Gingold 7.7 ; Work on T-1 time. 
.. -.--

6/26/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 ITelcoms. Harper re Treasury issues_. __ ._ 
--'-----

6/26/2004 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 0.3 !Telcom. Levitas re Pierce. ____ 
6/26/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Levitas, Zacks re Renfrew. -----_._- -~--------
6/27/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 2.50 I Further review and analysis of Law Review article regarding Judge Lamberth (1.6); telephone 

iconference with Dennis Gingold regarding same, confidentiality, release of article to Lamberth and 

I lothers, strategic use of article (5), telephone conference with David Zacks regarding mediation 

! process, involvement of Carter Center (2); telephone conference with David Zacks regarding Law 

I Review article and utilization of the article, providing road maps for Judge Renfrew and others (.2) . 

----, _._-- . _---
6/27/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 2.00 Outlining th9.u.g.ht~ for mediati0nprogr,,~s and discussion of same with Dennis Gingold. 
6/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.6 Work on T-1 time. 

6/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.6 Telcoms. Levitas re Am. Admin. L. Rev; Pierce re Lamberth. _._-
6/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcom. Zacks re same; mediation -_ .... _----
6/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Harper re R-17; Admin. L. Rev. 

6/27/2004 TH Thaddeus Holt 4.1 Preparing affidavit f()r interim fee application; detailed review of individual time entries 
6/28/2004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 2.20 Research concerning go.".ernment misconduct 
6/28/2004 4673 G. William Austin 8.50 Review of e-mails re mediation (1.0); review of Pierce L Review article (1.0); partiCipate in 

conference call with Messrs. Levitas, Zacks, Gingold, Harper and Rempel (1.50); review of the 

I 

government's 28U)letters (30); conference with Dennis Gingold and Keith Harper regarding 28U) 
letters and Appellees' response (50); e-mail to Mark Le.vy regarding drafting of responses (20); 

1 conference with Elliott Levitas and David Zacks. 
----_. 

6/28/2004 5133 jAlexis Applegate 3.50 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (30); review law review article 
I I ,(90); perform edits on 28J submissions and prepare for filing (50); review of correspondence 
" i regarding mediation (1.20); review Thad Holt's fee application materials (60); 
I 
i - -_. --.. --_.- . __ .- --------- -_. 

6/28/2004 6282 'TKa!;e-D~oweli' 2.50 Finalize, file, and served Final Phase 1.5 briefs ._--
6/28/2004 6282 Katie D. Nowell 0.80 Scanned our brief to route electronically to co-counsel. 

6/28/2004 6447 Mark I. Levy 0.30 Read government's 28 U) letters regarding Norton v. Southern Utah. 
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Date Initials Name I Hours I Description 
6/25/2004 

I 
8800 Elliott H. Levitas 6.20 Several telephone cC;iiferences with David Zacks, Dennis Gingold, Geoff Rempel, Bill Austin 

regarding report on meeting with Charles Renfrew, analysis and status of mediation, development 
of mediation positions, discussion of strategy for pursuing settlement and issues that must be 
addressed prior to resolution and procedures and schedule for future mediation (1.3) several follow 
i up telephone conferences with Dennis Gingold regarding same (.8); telephone conference with 
i Dennis Gingold and David Zacks regarding same (5); telephone conference wrth John Bickenman 
I regarding problems with mediation process. Bickerman's suggestions for modification and 
I improvement. including regular meetings and reports. meetings with Congressional Committees, 
I mediation agreement. problems with GAO, future meetings. retreat, etc (6); telephone conference 
!with Dennis Gingold regarding report on discussion with Bickerman, schedule, approach to take 
IWith mediators (7); telephone conference with telephone conference with Ron Raider regarding 
I revisions to declaration, clarification of questions regarding EAJA fee application (3); review, analyz 

6/25/2004 
I 

8913 I David M. Zacks 6.00 i Continued work on memo regarding' Renfrew meeting; extensive conference call with trial team; 

I I return travel from New York to Atlanta. 
~-~--. 

___ u_ ~~~ _____________ 

6/25/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 0.70 Conference call with trial team regarding implications of conference with Judge Renfrew and John 
Bickerman followup call. 

---- -- - ----- ----

6/25/2004 GR I Geoffrey Rempel 1.20 CC wi DG, DZ, EL, BA, KH re mediation 
.-. - ----

6/25/2004 I GR ,Geoffrey Rempel 0.60 Discuss Mediation wi DG. 
.- - ----- ---- --

I 
i Geoffrey Rempel 

I 
Includes review of discovery to 6/25/2004 GR 7.10 Review Statements of Account material (notice to beneficiaries). 

i SMM re what is an accounting 
------ ...... _--

6/25/2004 DMG iDennis M. Gingold 0.2 r Meet and confer Cynthia Alexander re motion for enlarqement 
6/25/2004 DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Revise motion for enlargement to file comments ondeiS: 1 st submissions per 5/28/04 order re 

historical statements of account. 
----

6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.7 Work on T-1 time. 
----- -- ----

6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcoms. Austin re mediati.~; d,,~rred appendix re HLiP 2/251 v 2/28. 
6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Conference call Levitas, Zacks re mediation issues 

6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Conference call Harper, Levitas re Renfrew letter. 
6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Conference call Rempel. Austin. Haipef, Zacks, Levrtas re meeting with Renfrew; mediation 

I issues. 
---- ----

I 6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.7 ~"Icoms f:iarE.er.re_~ierce_~ue~_me<li.a~icln; Renfre", ---- . ----_._ .. _-_.--
6/25/2004 ! DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Review Zacks memo re Renfrew --
6/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold i 0.2 Telcom. Levitas re mediation 

-.---~-------

6/26/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.00 ,Receive and initial review of Law Review article regarding Lambert; telephone conference with 
I 

II Dennis Gingold regarding same and regarding dissemination and notation of Law Review article to 

l iCobell Team (1.0). 
--.- .----

6/26/2004 8913 I David M. Zacks 0.50 ;Communicating with Elliott Levitas and Dennis Gingold regarding issues in coordination for work 
I iwith mediators, 

--.- -------

6/26/2004 DMG iDennis M. Gingold 7.7 ; Work on T-1 time. 
.. -.--

6/26/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 ITelcoms. Harper re Treasury issues_. __ ._ 
--'-----

6/26/2004 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 0.3 !Telcom. Levitas re Pierce. ____ 
6/26/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Levitas, Zacks re Renfrew. -----_._- -~--------
6/27/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 2.50 I Further review and analysis of Law Review article regarding Judge Lamberth (1.6); telephone 

iconference with Dennis Gingold regarding same, confidentiality, release of article to Lamberth and 

I lothers, strategic use of article (5), telephone conference with David Zacks regarding mediation 

! process, involvement of Carter Center (2); telephone conference with David Zacks regarding Law 

I Review article and utilization of the article, providing road maps for Judge Renfrew and others (.2) . 

--------------, _._-- . _---
6/27/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 2.00 Outlining th9.u.g.ht~ for mediation progress and discussion of same with Dennis Gingold. _. 
6/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.6 Work on T-1 time. 

6/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.6 Telcoms. Levitas re Am. Admin. L. Rev; Pierce re Lamberth. _._-
6/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcom. Zacks re same; mediation -_ .... _----
6/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Harper re R-17; Admin. L. Rev. 

6/27/2004 TH Thaddeus Holt 4.1 Preparing affidavit f()r interim fee application; detailed review of individual time entries 
6/28/2004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 2.20 Research concerning go.".ernment misconduct 
6/28/2004 4673 G. William Austin 8.50 Review of e-mails re mediation (1.0); review of Pierce L Review article (1.0); partiCipate in 

conference call with Messrs. Levitas, Zacks, Gingold, Harper and Rempel (1.50); review of the 

I 

government's 28U)letters (30); conference with Dennis Gingold and Keith Harper regarding 28U) 
letters and Appellees' response (50); e-mail to Mark Le.vy regarding drafting of responses (20); 

I 
conference with Elliott Levitas and David Zacks. 

----_. -----
6/28/2004 5133 jAlexis Applegate 3.50 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (30); review law review article 

I I ,(90); perform edits on 28J submissions and prepare for filing (50); review of correspondence 
" i regarding mediation (1.20); review Thad Holt's fee application materials (60); 
! 
I - -_. --.. --_.- . __ .- --------- -_. 

6/28/2004 6282 'TKa!;e-D~oweli' 2.50 Finalize, file, and served Final Phase 1.5 briefs ._--
6/28/2004 6282 Katie D. Nowell 0.80 Scanned our brief to route electronically to co-counsel. 

6/28/2004 6447 Mark I. Levy 0.30 Read government's 28 U) letters regarding Norton v. Southern Utah. 
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t---;;-::;:D:;:ao;:tc;e=_t-'-;;n-;;it-;;ia:;:'~s_ L~a_m_e _____________ +-~H:::o::u:::rs""----t;:D:.:;e::s::cC'ri:o:p::ti::o"n'--c;_--__cc:__:;___c__=c_____;_;_c;::__~=____;-O-;-~_;_;_----~--~c--~.-.--
6/28/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 6.10 Telephone conference with Dennis Gingold, David Zacks, Keith Harper regarding mediation 

I-==-=:-:--c-l---=-=--c=---- --
6/28/2004 8913: David M. Zacks 2.50 

process (.8); review memo from John Bickerman regarding response to 6/21 letter to mediators 
(A); review John Bickerman memo to the Hill regarding 716 meeting and update on mediation 
progress (A); various telephone calls with Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper and David Zacks 
regarding Bickerman letters regarding mediation process and analysis and discussion of response 
to same (.6); review and revise draft declaration for EAJA fee application (.3); review and analyze 
I David Zacks memo regarding Renfrew meeting regarding mediation process (.3); telephone 
I conference with David Zacks, Dennis Gingold, Geoff Rempel and Bill Austin regarding mediation 
,issues, Bickerman letters regarding mediation, scheduling and agenda items for meeting (1 5); 
Itelephone conference with David Zacks, Dennis Gingold, Geoff Rempel and Bill Austin regarding 
Pierce Law Review article, distribution and road map (.3); telephone conference with John 
Bickerman, David Zacks, Geoff Rempel and Bill Austin regarding mediation issues, scheduling and 

I ~nF>nrl~ fm ./II/V h mpplinn ' H\' Ip/pnhnnp cnnferencawjjh Bill Allstin reaardina mprli~tinn ~chprltJ!inr 
Conference call with team regarding letter to Hill; telephone conferences with Elliott Levitas and 

I Dennis Gingold regarding response; review of Bickerman letter to uS and Hill; conference call 
! i I regarding Bickerman's communications and continuation of mediation. 

t--::6-::/2:::8-::/2:-:0:::0--c4----j--::G:::R;-J-:;:G:-e_-off;-;_!:·-~.-Y._-::_~-e-m-p-elc-_-_~~~~~_~~_~_~:;~~-=-0:---::.-=-8-::c0=-_-_-__1+_::C:c_::C:;:--W~/:D:G:'_::,7K:H:_r-e2~Q~u-a;;p;;a;;w2~~~~~~~~~-------------~---~-.--
1---,6--=/2:.::8--=/2:.::0--=O_4~_-=G",R,-: Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 CC wi TH, DG re EAJA. 

--------------------~--. --- ---

6/28/2004 GR' Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 CC wi DG, KH re mediation. 

6/28/2004 GR! Geoffrey Rempel I 0.10 Discuss EAJA wi Laura ~ PWC. 
t---::6:::/2O:8:-:/2::-0::C0:--4;-+---=G-::R:- [Geoffrey R<:rrlP:,1 0.10 Left msg. Laura - PWC, 

---- -------- -- - ---~----.--

-------------------

6/28/2004 I GR I Geoffrey RempeC',----------+ il---cl.-::5-::C0-+lc:-:c:--w-=-l-'rt'---ea-m-r-e-m-e-d'C'ia-=t--'io-n-. -------------------.--------.. -~ 

1--:::6c:;/2o-;:8C;;/2:-;0:-;:0--;4--i __ G,;coRo-7' Geoffrey Remp~ _________ --+_--:1:,;,0=-;0;----;-;C~C;o-:.:W,;-1 OoD~G"c' ;;-T",H.:.., r:..:e-=E",A-:;J::.A",. _____________________ _ 

6/28/2004 GR :G~e,0=-ff;o:r-=e'-y~Ro_=e"'m"'p:..:e:;-'-----+-c:_0:_:;.5:::;0-+C"'C=---=W::./:=B_'cA~,:=DC'Gc-:-=re'-'m=e=-di=a:.::tio=n"'.-------~ ______________ ~ ___ ~_~ __ _ 
t--:;-6/c:;2c;:8/c;;2-:;:00=-4:--+---;G"'Rc::-~Geoffrey Rempel 3.20 Compile EAJA hours, 

6/28/2004 !i GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.20 I Review Statements of Account material (notice to beneficiaries), Includes review of discovery to 
!SMM re what is an accounting, 

I-~~--l--·---~-~~-------+---__+-~------~--~c~~~~--~----------
6/28/2004 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.6 'Conference call Rempel, Harper, Austin, Zacks, Levitas re mediation. 

~=~66~/122;88~/122:00;=00;44c-----1+---;:D"'Mc-G::--.- DenniS M Gingold OA Conference call Levitas, Zacks, Austin, Harper re same·. ____________ ~ ______ -_-I 
1---===-=--c_t--=D-=-M-cG=-.. : Dennis M. Gingold 0,8 Conference call Harper, Rempel, Zacks re Renfrew. 

6/28/2004 DMG, Dennis M. Gingold _____ --+_---c:l-'c,O'-_fCC"'o--'n"'fe:..cr.:.e--'nc"'e=-c"'a::.:',-1 R--=-=-em.=p.:cel:-., _H--=o.:.:'t..:.re.:cc-T-=--l=---=is.:.s:--ue_s:..c,-c-____ ~ ____ ~_ ~______ _ _______ _ 
1-.,:6.:.:/2O-:8'-/2=-0=--0=-4'-+--=D--'Mc~G=--_:_DenniSMGingoicl~- - 0.7 Conference call Austin, Harper re 28J; So. Ute. _________________________ _ 

1---:6",/2;;-8;;-1;;;2-;;0:;:0-:-4_t-__ ",DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold I 2.0 Telcoms. Austin re mediation issues. ~ ___ _~~ 

I---::"';~;;-:=-;;;;~-::~:;:~-:-:-t--::~c;-~-c-~-o.- ~6:~~:: '~-.-~::--:~~~'-~C':~c------t-' _---=-~--'.~;-_I-:~;;_:__:_:~-~-~-:-.-,~,_~-~_:_i,_:-r-~e-e-~-:r-::_:-=:_c:~-~_~_;iS_:_~_~_~a_t_io_n_'_e_tt_er_;_B_i_c_ke_r_m_a_n_t_e_'c_o_m_. ____ ~ _______ -__ --_ 

1---=6--=/2o-:8,-/2=-0=--0=-4,-+-~=DM~ Dennis~c;irlgold_ _ _ _ i' ___ 0"'.=2_---+T"'e""--=c"__om=s"'. L=-e-=v-=it",a::..s,-re=----=m--=e--=d.:.:iacc.ti",o.c.n,-. --- -----------~--- ~-
6/28/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.0 Work on T-1 time. 

6/28/2004 TH Thaddeus Holt 2.2 Preparing affidavit for interim fee application, detailed review of individual time entries ... ___ _ 
t--:6"'/2:;:8::-/;;;2c;0:;:0-:-4-t-~T:CH---' Thaddeus Holt 1 Telcon GingOld, Rempel re specific matters to be excluded or included in interim fee application 

------
6/28/2004 TH' Thaddeus Holt 0.2 Telcon Blake re possible affidavit re market rates for interim fee application 

1--~6~/2~9=/~2"'0.:.0~4--}-~3~3cO~4-;Hmii~~~B·ca~rn-ce=t=t~H-a-r-d~m--a-n----~----1=.4=0:---~~R~e~s~e~a~rc=-h~r~e=g~a::..ro~i~n~g=g~o~v~e=rn~m:.:::.::en~t~m::..=-is~c~o~n~d::..u~ct--=.--=c.'--'-:..cc.--=c.'---''-''--=c.~:..cc.:.::::..''--~----------------

6/29/2004 4673, G. William Austin 8,80 I Conference with David Zacks, Elliott Levitas and co-counsel regarding mediation developments, 
the proposed contract w~h the Carter Center, etc. (1.50), review of Mark Levy's draft 280) letter 
(.50); e-mail regarding comments (.30); review and respond to comments of Elliott Levitas and 
Mark Levy (,50); review of 1.5 materials (4.0). 

-.- ---;---;---:------+----;:~_t~:_________c:___--______c,--;-~-~___:;_;_-------;;_____c_-~-;:::7--;--____;;~~~-j 
6/29/2004 

6/29/2004 
6/29/2004 

6/29/2004 

6/29/2004 

5133 Alexis Applegate 5AO Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); conference call with David 

~-----

6282 ~ Katie D. Nowell 

6447 1 Mari(TLevy-' 
I 
i 

8800 Elliott H. Levitas 
I 

0.80 

6.00 

4.00 

Zack, Bill Austin and Elliott Levitas regarding mediation (1.50); review draft 28j letter (.30); pull 
case law and research in preparation for oral argument per Elliott LEvitas' request (1.90) research 
regarding Kieffer and his appointment per Elliott Levitas' request (lAO). 

Scanned opposing briefs to be electronically routed to co-counsel. ~_ 

Draft and revise response to government's 28 U) letters regarding Norton v. Southern Utah; 
telephone conference w~h E. Levitas and B. Austin regarding response; review revised draft from 
E. Levitas, 

Telephone conference with Thad Ho~ regarding EAJA fee application, criteria for including or 
excluding activities in application, expert affidavit (.5); telephone conference with David Zacks 
regarding mediation issues (,2); telephone conference With Bill Austin and Keith Harper regarding 
mediation issues, Carter involvement in mediation as consultant and Bickerman response 
regarding meetings (.6); telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding mediation issues, 

I 

response to Bickerma. n letter and IT settlement process (.6); conference with Alexis Applegate 
regarding ; telephone conference with Keith Harper and Alexis 
Applegate regarding same (.8); telephone conference with Bill Austin and Mark Levy regarding 

128U) submiSSion; review same (.8); review media coverage (.5). 

8913- -·D-av-id-M~-Z;;-a-c-,k-s--------+-~2~.3~0:---~I"'·T~e~le-p--:-h-o-n-e-c-o-n-=-fe-r-e-n-c-e-wiihEiiiOti Levitas; telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding~­
icarter Center approach; strategy conference with Keith Harper, Elliott Levitas, and Bill Austin 
regarding communication to Bickerman and mediation next steps; telephone conference with Bill 
Austin regarding meeting with Congressional aides. 

1-~6~/2~9~/2~0~0~4--i--'~G-R--~IG~eo~ff'r-e-y~R~e-m-p-e~I----------+-~O-,l~D'----+CL-e~ft-m-s-g~f-or~E~C~.-----------------------------------------------------­
t-~6~/2~9~/2~0C;;0~4-1--::Gc;;R:- --1 Geoffrey Rempe=,--·------+----=0:.:..2-"0=---+C::-:C'--=W"-/:c-E'ccCc:re:....::P-=R:-,C~G~.-~~ -- ------------- - - -- ----------- ------

6/29/2004 GR--; Geoffrey Rempel 3.20 Draft, edit reply re enlargement fo-r-E-A-JA-.-

6/29/2004 GR' Geoffrey Rempel OAO Discuss wi DG re mediation. 
1-7=~~-4-~~~-~~~~:__----+-:-:-~-+~---=-=~~----=~c-c-~---=---=:__~-~~~--------.-------
1--~6::./2=9=/~2c:0~0-'4_}_-=-'G~-... ! Geoffrey Rempel 4.10 Compile EAJA hours. Eliminate duplication from prior decisions, 

6/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 ,Work on T-1 time. 
---:6O:/::;-29;::-1;:;2-;:00::-4-:-+--;D~cMG~Dennis M. Gingold 0,7 !Review/Comment reply re EAJA 

-----
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Exhibit 10

1---::-c=-D",a,=t~e~-I--I,=n,=it,=ia'C's.c.L~a-m~e--... __ ~ _____ +_~H",-o:cu,=rs-,--+=-D-,e,-,s,-,c:,-ri:.o:p,-,t:..:ioccn,--c----c-c--cc----c---cocc---c-c-=----c-c=--c-cc-=-c-c-----cc---~c_--.-.--
6/28/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 6.10 Telephone conference with Dennis Gingold, David Zacks, Keith Harper regarding mediation 

1---::6C:;/2C:8:::/2:::0C:OC04--cf-c8:O:9C:1C03-··- 'DaVid M. Zacks 2.50 

process (.8); review memo from John Bickerman regarding response to 6/21 letter to mediators 
(A); review John Bickerman memo to the Hill regarding 716 meeting and update on mediation 
progress (A); various telephone calls with Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper and David Zacks 
regarding Bickerman letters regarding mediation process and analysis and discussion of response 
to same (.6); review and revise draft declaration for EAJA fee application (.3); review and analyze 
I David Zacks memo regarding Renfrew meeting regarding mediation process (.3); telephone 
I conference with David Zacks, Dennis Gingold, Geoff Rempel and Bill Austin regarding mediation 
,issues, Bickerman letters regarding mediation, scheduling and agenda items for meeting (1 5); 
Itelephone conference with David Zacks, Dennis Gingold, Geoff Rempel and Bill Austin regarding 
Pierce Law Review article, distribution and road map (.3); telephone conference with John 
Bickerman, David Zacks, Geoff Rempel and Bill Austin regarding mediation issues, scheduling and 

I ~n.,nrl~ f'" 1"1,, Ii mp.p.tinn ( H\ 'hM, cnnferencawjjb Bill Austin reaardina mprli~tiM 
Conference call with team regarding letter to Hill; telephone conferences with Elliott Levitas and 

I Dennis Gingold regarding response; review of Bickerman letter to uS and Hill; conference call 
! i I regarding Bickerman's communications and continuation of mediation. 

1---=6"'/2C-C8-c/2~0-=0~4--j~-=G-=Rc-J-=G~e~~off".!:~~.~y'-=_~-e~m~p~e~1_~._~~~~~~_~.~:;~~-:o0~.~8-:o0o-~~~~-1+-;;c~-;;7C;W;;I;D;G~,-;:,-cK;H;.:..r~e:;;Q~u~,?a~p~a:;w;;~~~~~~~~~_~ ____________ .~ ___ ._~ __ -; 

1---::6c:;/2::;8c;:/2::;0::;0-;-4--1 _ _::G::;R:--: Geoffrey Rempel ! 0.20 CC wi TH, DG re EAJA. ----------_._-----_. - -~. --- .. -

6/28/2004 GR' Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 CC wi DG, KH re mediation. 
1---=6C:I2:C8:-:/720=-0=-4c-+-~G-=Rc--+!-G'::-e--:off;:ey Rempel I 0.10 Discuss EAJA wi Laura - PWC. 

_ .. - ------_. ~- - --.--~~-.--

6/28/2004 GR i GeoffreY Remp'-'e'c,-----+--"0'-'.1-=0--+L'-'e"'ft"m=sg-'."'L-'a='u'-ra.:.::..-7p:CW:"'CCC.--'.~=----.-- --.--

6/28/2004 ! GR I, Geoffrey Rempel-----~+ !!--::1CC.5~0;--fIC~C~W'C1 "'rtec.a:='m=re-=-m':"e-:-di:..ca'C'tio~n~.-----------·--------·------.. -~ 

1---::6c:;/2c:8:c:/2;:_:0",0-;-4-r---G,ccRc--c'Geoffrey Remp~ __ . __ ~ __ --+_-=,1.-=OO:---rC=C~w_c/_::D::-:G,-,,-=T_::Hc',~re-E~A.'::JA_:.:-____________ . ____ ~ ____ ~~. 
6/28/2004 GR: ~G-e,.0~ffccr-'e'-y_::Rc'e'-m ... p'-'eccl-----+-~0:..:.5-=0-+C:-C"--w_:/:_B_:A""' .:::Dc'G'-'-re'-m=e.=.d"'iac=ti"on-'. ____ ~_~ _______________________ ._. 

1--=6/-=2-=8/-=2-=00~4c-+--cG:-R='-~Geoffrey Rempel 3.20 !Compile EAJA hours. 

6/28/2004 !I GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.20 I Review Statements of Account material (notice to beneficiaries). Includes review of discovery to 
!SMM re what is an accounting. 

I-~~~~--=~:~--:_~~~~~---_r-~-_t~:__--~---=~~~~c-c~:--~~--~~--------~ 
1--_:6C./728",-/.:::2:..:0-,,0-,4-+- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 'Conference call Rempel, Harper, Austin, Zacks, Levitas re mediation. 

1---,6::,1::::28,,/..:2:::0..:0_,4_+-ccDccMcG=- _, DenniS M Gingold OA Conference call Levitas, Zacks, Austin, Harper re same'~ _________________ ~1 
6/28/2004 DMG' Dennis M Gingold 0,8 Conference call Harper, Rempel, Zacks re Renfrew. 

1---;6'"'/:028:0/"'2"'0-=O-o4-t---=D"M-cGo;:°"; Dennis M: Gingold 1,0 Conference call Rempel, Holt re T-1 issues, ~ _______ --= 
1--:61::::28;:C/::C20::-:0:-:4~--=DcoM~G::-:DenniSMGingciid-- ·-----+-~0~7::---+C;;-n~f ----,lIccA:--:t:'-· --:-:H------=-28=-J~SO--c-Ucc-t ----- .- -.-- - .~---~ 

1---:6:-/728",-1"2,,,0-,0_,4_+-__ :=cDMG ,Dennis M. Gingold I 20 T~'C:~eSn~U~~in r~~:~ia~;:.,ei~~:es; . e. ~-~-~------------.----. -- __ _ 

1---,6",/2::::8"lcc2:::0.::0=,4_+-ccDccMcc· G= __ l~enni~.Mc.,~. 7G.cin.:-g"'0'c'd=--_____ +_ i_.:::2",.1,--_+T=-e:c,.=.c.:.om=s,-. :_Hc:aC2rp,-,e"r-,r.:::e-,s:..:a",mcce:c;-,2:.:8:.:J";.:.mc.e,-,d"i::::at,-io,,n~le:..:tt:..:e.:.r;,-B=icc:k.::.e:crm,-a=n~te:..:'",co:cm:,-,-, _________ -_._-_-~. _._ 

1---;6,",I:028;o1;:2:;;0-=0-o4_t--=D~~ __ +_~en~.iS M_,-. G~in",g,::o",'d:;-____ -i-: _--:e0,-;.3;--_t:T;,e:.;lc"0"m=s."H,.:0.::.':.:t,.:re::,.:..R"e",n,,fr.::e:.;w";c'T_-.c1.cis:.:s:.:u:.:e:::s". ________________________ ~ 
1---;6:cc/2;o:8,",/2;oO::c0;;-4:--+-_D;::M~ Dennis~c;irlgold_. __ i' __ ~0:c.-::2_-t;c;Tec-'~c;-om_s-::. L;-e:-v""it~a~s~re_m~e~d~ia~ti~o.n_~. ---- ~----------~-----

6/28/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.0 Work on T-1 time. 

1---:6:-/728",-1"2",0,,,0-c4_+--:=T_H __ . Thaddeus Holt 2.2 Preparing affidavit for interim fee application, detailed review of individual time entries ... __ ._ 
6/28/2004 TH Thaddeus Holt 1 Telcon Gingold, Rempel re specific matters to be excluded or included in interim fee application 

1---::6C";/2:::8:::/2C:0:::OC04--1f---cTH- - C'-, T''-h~a·dcd-'-e~u~s-cHcoo-c':;-t ~-·-~----+--:C0.-=2'----+:;:Te~I'-c~on-::;Bc-la-'-k~e~r~e~p~0~sS"Ci;-b;-'e~a-;ffocidc-a~vC:it~r~e~m~a~r;-ke-ct'-r~a;-te~s-cf;-o~r :-in-'-te-r'im-;fe-e-a~p-cplc-ic~a""ti~on---- .. --~-
1---;6C:/:C29:C/;:2;:0;:0~4--+--=3~30°-c4-;Hmii~c-::B:-a-rn--e:-t:-t;-H;-a-r·d7m--a-n------f--,--1;-.470;;--,--r-R;-e-s-e-a-rc-.-h-r-e-g-a-ro~i,-n-g-g-o-v-e-rn-m--e-nt;-m-;-is-c-o-n"Cd-u-ct;-.--------------~~--~-----------------

6/29/2004 4673, G. William Austin 8.80 I Conference with David Zacks, Elliott Levitas and co-counsel regarding mediation developments, 
the proposed contract w~h the Carter Center, etc. (1.50), review of Mark Levy's draft 280) letter 
(.50); e-mail regarding comments (.30); review and respond to comments of Elliott Levitas and 
Mark Levy (.50); review of 1.5 materials (4.0). 

6/29/2004 

6/29/2004 
6/29/2004 

6/29/2004 

6/29/2004 

-.- -.-:--~-------_+--=:-cc:__+~~-~----_:_:-c-c_:__-~~_;__-.-c-_;__---:--:c::cc___:--~c__cc_::::__c_;____j 
5133 Alexis Applegate 5AO Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); conference call with David 

--,---
6282 ~ Katie D. Nowell 

6447 1 Mari(TLevy-' 
I 

i 

8800 Elliott H. Levitas 
I 

0.80 

6.00 

4.00 

Zack, Bill Austin and Elliott Levitas regarding mediation (1.50); review draft 28j letter (.30); pull 
case law and research in preparation for oral argument per Elliott LEvitas' request (1.90) research 
regarding Kieffer and his appOintment per Elliott Levitas' request (1AO). 

Scanned opposing briefs to be electronically routed to co-counsel. 

Draft and revise response to government's 28 U) letters regarding Norton v. Southern Utah; -­
telephone conference w~h E. Levitas and B. Austin regarding response; review revised draft from 
E. Levitas. 

Telephone conference with Thad Ho~ regarding EAJA fee application, criteria for including or 
excluding activities in application, expert affidavit (.5); telephone conference with David Zacks 
regarding mediation issues (.2); telephone conference With Bill Austin and Keith Harper regarding 
mediation issues, Carter involvement in mediation as consultant and Bickerman response 
regarding meetings (.6); telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding mediation issues, 

I 

response to Bickerma. n letter and IT settlement process (.6); conference with Alexis Applegate 
regarding ; telephone conference with Keith Harper and Alexis 
Applegate regarding same (.8); telephone conference with Bill Austin and Mark Levy regarding 

128U) submiSSion; review same (.8); review media coverage (.5). 

8913- -·D~av~id-M~·Z=a-c~k-s-·-----~+--;2;-.3:c0;;---I"'·T;-e7Ie-p-.-h-o-n-e-c-o-n-:fe-r-e-n-c-e-w· 'iCCth-=Ecclli:o-cti Levitas; t·-e7'e-p-'-h-o-n-e-c-·o-n-:f-er-e-n-c-e-w"CiCCth--"O-en--ni,-s-,G""icn·-g-o'ld-,-r-e-g-a-rd"in--g---­

icarter Center approach; strategy conference with Keith Harper, Elliott Levitas, and Bill Austin 
regarding communication to Bickerman and mediation next steps; telephone conference with Bill 
Austin regarding meeting with Congressional aides. 

6/29/2004 GR I Geoffrey Rempel 0.10 Left msg for EC. 
1---=6C:/2-=9c'/2C-OO-=0~4--1--=G-=R:- -·1 Geoffrey Remp-:el.---·----~~+---c0:-.2:c0:--+C:cC::--W-;-/c:E'::Cc-re--:OP:'.:R;:-:C;:-:G:c.--- .--~----~------ .... ---~--~ ~--~ ---~--

6/29/2004 GR--; Geoffrey Rempel 3.20 Draft, edit reply re enlargement fo~r~E~A~JA-.-
6/29/2004 GR' Geoffrey Rempel DAD Discuss wi DG re mediation. 

~~~~~~~~c~~~~----+_~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~.---~~~~-~-----~~.------
1---,6;-/:c29:c/;:2.-::0.-::0-c4_+-=G~_ ... ~ Geoffrey Rempel 4.1 ° Compile EAJA hours. Eliminate duplication from prior decisions. 

6/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 ,Work on T-1 time. 
--:6:;-1:=29:-/"2-:C0:C04c-+"CD=ccMG~Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Review/Comment reply re EAJA 

--~~.-
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Date : Initials, Name I Hours I Description 
I ------ .. ------ ------ ----

6/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Zacks re mediation; Pierce. 
-~.----. ----------- --- - -----. 

6/29/2004 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcoms. Harper re Pierce; mediation 
--

I DMG 1 Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 6/29/2004 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re same. 
--t--- ------~ - ------- ------

6/29/2004 DMG IDennis M. Gingold -+--_Q:! Telcom Austin re same 
~9/2004 .. l'H-tTh-addeus Holt 

... -------- - -- --
I 1.5 I Finalizing affidavit and exhibits for Interim fee application 

6/30/2004 
I 

4673 iG. William Austin I 8.00 Prepare for and participate In meeting with Elliott Levltas regarding oral argument on June 15 In 
I I 11.5 appeal (2.50); review of IT security appeal materials and outline points for September 14 oral 

I 
i 

I 
I argument (1.50); conference with David Zacks regarding Carter Center appointment on July 14, 

i 2004 (.30); conference with Messrs. Levitas and Gingold regarding this issue (.60); meeting with 
I i I I Messrs. Levitas, Levy and co-counsel regarding 280) oppositions (.60); participate in conference 

i 

I 
I call with Elliott Levitas and John Bickerman (1.0); conference with Keith Harper and Geoffrey 

I 
I 

Rempel following the conference call (.80); conference with Keith Harper regarding changes to 

1 280) submissions (.05); conference with Alexis Applegate regarding changes to submissions (.20). 

I 1 
I I 
1 1 ------- --_ .. _-_. ----------_. -------- .-.-.- .. -.----~ 

6/30/2004 5133 i AlexiSApplegate-- --1 1.70 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.40); finalize, file and serve both 
I 

I 28j submission (1.30). I _._--- - __ ' 

6/30/2004 6447 :Mark I. Levy 

I 
2.50 Read law review article on Cobell from B Austin; draft e-mail memorandum regarding same; 

1 telephone conference with E. Levitas and B. Austin regarding 280) letter on Norton v. Southern 

I 
Utah; edit draft of letter; telephone conference with E. Levitas, B. Austin, K. Harper, and D. Gingold 

I regarding response to government's 280) letters. 

6/30/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 3.60 I Review andreviSe-dratt28U)letier by Mark Levy (.8); telephone conference with Keith Harper, 

I IMark Levy, Bill Austin, Alexis Applegate regarding finalizing 280) response (.4); telephone 
I conference with John Bickerman regarding mediation agenda for 7/6/04 mediation meeting, 
I 
! 

problems with mediation letter to Hill (.5); telephone conference with John Bickerman, Bill Austin 
I regarding direction of mediation, global or broader Issues, reduction of number of accounts (.9); 

I conference with Bill Austin regarding Court of Appeals oral arguments (.5); review media coverage 
: i(5) 

6/30/2004 8913 I David M. Zacks 1.00 !Telephone conference with Ca'rter Center regarding July 14 meeting; briefing Dennis Gingold, 
I ,Elliott Levitas and Bill Austin regarding same; discussion with Bill Austin concerning material to 
i 

!Ieave with President Carter L- --__ , __ , 
6/30/2004 GR T Geoffrey Rempel 0.30 ICC wi TH, DG re EAJA. 

... _--
6/30/2004 GR ,Geoffrey Rempel 0.40 ,CC wi PRCG, EC re contract. 

--------

6/30/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.30 CC wi EL re mediation. 

6/30/2004 , GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.50 CC wi EL, DZ, KH re mediation 
6/30/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 6.20 Compile EAJA hours _ Elin1ir1.a~,,~uell_cation from prior decisions. 
6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 'Review Ho~ affidavit re T-1 time. 

._. -- --------
6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 9.4 Work on T-1 time. 

-----

6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Austin, Levitas re 28J 
-

6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Conference call Levy ,~s,-,".:J-""vitas,_f:l"rper re 28J. 
6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re mediation 
6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Austin re 28J; opp brief. 

6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Harper re APA; 28J; response to Pierce. 
6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re 28J. 

-- ----

6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Zacks re Jimmie Carter/mediation. 
"---

7/1/2004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 4.40 Research concerning government misconduct. 
7/1/2004 4673 G. William Austin 5.20 Conference with co-counsel Dennis Gingold (.50); conference with Elliott Levitas (.30); review of 

280) submissions filed on June 30 (.30); review of IT security materials (3.8); review of John 
Bickerman's e-mail re July 6 meeting (.30). 

"----

7/1/2004 5133 Alexis Applegate 2.00 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); conference call regarding 
mediation (1.00); disburse appellate filings to team (.20); research regarding treasury 
appropriations (.50) 

.-_._---- - --- - -
7/1/2004 6282 Katie D. Nowell 2.00 Document review and management of Court of Appeals pleadings files. 

7/1/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 0.40 Telephone conference with David Zacks regarding preparation for conference call regarding 
mediation issues (.4) ____ , 

7/1/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.50 Telephone conference with David Zacks, Geoff Rempel, Keith Harper, Dennis Gingold (briefly), 
Alexis Applegate (briefly) regarding mediation issues (1.5). 

7/1/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 1.50 Telephone conference with Elliott Levitas regarding his conversations with John Bickemnan; joint 
conference call with group in preparation for meeting with mediators and Congressional staff on 
July 6. 

7/1/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 4.50 Compile EAJA hours.~'!1-'-""teduplication from prior decisions. 
7/1/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 3.20 Draft, edit opp to compel A~.a.chrTler1~c:.. 

. __ ._-----
7/1/2004 I GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.10 Discuss mediation wi DG. 

- --
DMG lDennis M. Gingold 10.2 Work on T-1 time. 7/1/2004 

I --

7/1/2004 DMG iDennis M. Gingold 2.0 ,Telcoms. Harper re mediation 
7/1/2004 DMG 'Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Meet with Austin re mediation issues .. _-_.---
7/112004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re mediation. 

- ------
7/1/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Infield re retaliation issue. 
7/2/2004 r---s779 Miles J. Alexander 0.50 (7/2-5/04) - Start on Judge Lambeth's article "Reign of Terror at the Justice Department" and 

consider counter steps. 
-------- --" -

3.10 
-.---- ---c---- .-" .---------.---

7/2/2004 
I 

8800 iElliott H. Levitas Telephone conference with DaVid Zacks regarding agenda for 7/6 mediation meeting (.5); 

I ! ,telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding mediation issues, preparation for 7/6 

I I 
Imediation meeting (1.2); review, analyze and revise draft declaration for EAJA fee application 
i (1.4) 

7/2/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 0.50 I Conference with Elliott Levitas In preparation for his meeting with Congressional staff. 
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Date : Initials, Name I Hours I Description 
I ------ .. ------ ------ ----

6/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Zacks re mediation; Pierce. 
-~.----. ----------- --- - -----. 

6/29/2004 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Telcoms. Harper re Pierce; mediation 
--

I DMG 1 Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 6/29/2004 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re same. 
--t--- ------~ - ------- ------

6/29/2004 DMG IDennis M. Gingold -+--_Q:! Telcom Austin re same 
~9/2004 .. l'H-tTh-addeus Holt 

... -------- - -- --
I 1.5 I Finalizing affidavit and exhibits for Interim fee application 

6/30/2004 
I 

4673 iG. William Austin I 8.00 Prepare for and participate In meeting with Elliott Levltas regarding oral argument on June 15 In 
I I 11.5 appeal (2.50); review of IT security appeal materials and outline points for September 14 oral 

I 
i 

I 
I argument (1.50); conference with David Zacks regarding Carter Center appointment on July 14, 

i 2004 (.30); conference with Messrs. Levitas and Gingold regarding this issue (.60); meeting with 
I i I I Messrs. Levitas, Levy and co-counsel regarding 280) oppositions (.60); participate in conference 

i 

I 
I call with Elliott Levitas and John Bickerman (1.0); conference with Keith Harper and Geoffrey 

I 
I 

Rempel following the conference call (.80); conference with Keith Harper regarding changes to 

1 280) submissions (.05); conference with Alexis Applegate regarding changes to submissions (.20). 

I 1 
I I 
1 1 ------- --_ .. _-_. ----------_. -------- .-.-.- .. -.----~ 

6/30/2004 5133 i AlexiSApplegate-- --1 1.70 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.40); finalize, file and serve both 
I 

I 28j submission (1.30). I _._--- - __ ' 

6/30/2004 6447 :Mark I. Levy 

I 
2.50 Read law review article on Cobell from B Austin; draft e-mail memorandum regarding same; 

1 telephone conference with E. Levitas and B. Austin regarding 280) letter on Norton v. Southern 

I 
Utah; edit draft of letter; telephone conference with E. Levitas, B. Austin, K. Harper, and D. Gingold 

I regarding response to government's 280) letters. 

6/30/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 3.60 I Review andreviSe-dratt28U)letier by Mark Levy (.8); telephone conference with Keith Harper, 

I IMark Levy, Bill Austin, Alexis Applegate regarding finalizing 280) response (.4); telephone 
I conference with John Bickerman regarding mediation agenda for 7/6/04 mediation meeting, 
I 
! 

problems with mediation letter to Hill (.5); telephone conference with John Bickerman, Bill Austin 
I regarding direction of mediation, global or broader Issues, reduction of number of accounts (.9); 

I conference with Bill Austin regarding Court of Appeals oral arguments (.5); review media coverage 
: i(5) 

6/30/2004 8913 I David M. Zacks 1.00 !Telephone conference with Ca'rter Center regarding July 14 meeting; briefing Dennis Gingold, 
I ,Elliott Levitas and Bill Austin regarding same; discussion with Bill Austin concerning material to 
i 

!Ieave with President Carter L- --__ , __ , 
6/30/2004 GR T Geoffrey Rempel 0.30 ICC wi TH, DG re EAJA. 

... _--
6/30/2004 GR ,Geoffrey Rempel 0.40 ,CC wi PRCG, EC re contract. 

--------

6/30/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.30 CC wi EL re mediation. 

6/30/2004 , GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.50 CC wi EL, DZ, KH re mediation 
6/30/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 6.20 Compile EAJA hours _ Elin1ir1.a~,,~uell_cation from prior decisions. 
6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 'Review Ho~ affidavit re T-1 time. 

._. -- --------
6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 9.4 Work on T-1 time. 

-----

6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Austin, Levitas re 28J 
-

6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Conference call Levy ,~s,-,".:J-""vitas,_f:l"rper re 28J. 
6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re mediation 
6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Austin re 28J; opp brief. 

6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Harper re APA; 28J; response to Pierce. 
6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re 28J. 

-- ----

6/30/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Zacks re Jimmie Carter/mediation. 
"---

7/1/2004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 4.40 Research concerning government misconduct. 
7/1/2004 4673 G. William Austin 5.20 Conference with co-counsel Dennis Gingold (.50); conference with Elliott Levitas (.30); review of 

280) submissions filed on June 30 (.30); review of IT security materials (3.8); review of John 
Bickerman's e-mail re July 6 meeting (.30). 

"----

7/1/2004 5133 Alexis Applegate 2.00 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); conference call regarding 
mediation (1.00); disburse appellate filings to team (.20); research regarding treasury 
appropriations (.50) 

.-_._---- - --- - -
7/1/2004 6282 Katie D. Nowell 2.00 Document review and management of Court of Appeals pleadings files. 

7/1/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 0.40 Telephone conference with David Zacks regarding preparation for conference call regarding 
mediation issues (.4) ____ , 

7/1/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.50 Telephone conference with David Zacks, Geoff Rempel, Keith Harper, Dennis Gingold (briefly), 
Alexis Applegate (briefly) regarding mediation issues (1.5). 

7/1/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 1.50 Telephone conference with Elliott Levitas regarding his conversations with John Bickemnan; joint 
conference call with group in preparation for meeting with mediators and Congressional staff on 
July 6. 

7/1/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 4.50 Compile EAJA hours.~'!1-'-""teduplication from prior decisions. 
7/1/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 3.20 Draft, edit opp to compel A~.a.chrTler1~c:.. 

. __ ._-----
7/1/2004 I GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.10 Discuss mediation wi DG. 

- --
DMG lDennis M. Gingold 10.2 Work on T-1 time. 7/1/2004 

I --

7/1/2004 DMG iDennis M. Gingold 2.0 ,Telcoms. Harper re mediation 
7/1/2004 DMG 'Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Meet with Austin re mediation issues .. _-_.---
7/112004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re mediation. 

- ------
7/1/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Infield re retaliation issue. 
7/2/2004 r---s779 Miles J. Alexander 0.50 (7/2-5/04) - Start on Judge Lambeth's article "Reign of Terror at the Justice Department" and 

consider counter steps. 
-------- --" -

3.10 
-.---- ---c---- .-" .---------.---

7/2/2004 
I 

8800 iElliott H. Levitas Telephone conference with DaVid Zacks regarding agenda for 7/6 mediation meeting (.5); 

I ! ,telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding mediation issues, preparation for 7/6 

I I 
Imediation meeting (1.2); review, analyze and revise draft declaration for EAJA fee application 
i (1.4) 

7/2/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 0.50 I Conference with Elliott Levitas In preparation for his meeting with Congressional staff. 
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1--_- Date __ l~als_L_N"",~ _ __~_ Hours Description ~--~-~--.~-c---;--c--,--~~-~------
7/2/2004 GR : Geoffrey Rempel 4~20 Compile EAJA hours. Eliminate duplication fmlll p_r_io_r_d_ec_i_si_o_ns_. __ ~ ____ ~_ 
7/2/2004 GRGeaffreyRempei- 3.90 Draft, edit opp to compel Attachment C __________ _ 
7/2/2004 GR--;-GeoffreyR-empel-- 2.70 Review material in preparation for mediation. 
7/2/2004 DMG; Dennis M Glng-oC-ldc-~~~~+--~C:7-=.8C---1CCw:-Co-rc'k-o-n-=TcC--c'1--Cti-m-ec'.-'-

7/2/2004 j DMG IDennis M. Gingold 1A I Reviewlrevise opp t-o-m-o-t~io-n-t-o-c-o~m--p-e-I_-re-m-o-v-ac-I-o~f r-_~~fe-r-~-nc-e-s-t-o-A-tt-a-c~h-m-e-n-t~~fr-o-:-=~I~~~~e _-b~-it-e~ 

f-_7~/c::2~/2:_:0c:0~4~-I--:D:-:M-:G::-~nn~M Gingold 0~6 Telcoms. Harper same; Pierce. 

f-_7~/:==2..:=/2,-:0-:0_c_4~-+--~:D:-:M-:-:G _ L[)~~js!-1 ~in",g,,-0~.ld'c--~~~~1----~0c:-.-=1~-+T=ec:-l.:.co.:cm,~. ::.Le"_v:.:.it=-asrey~m,,,_ _ _ ~ _______ _ 
f-~7=-1=2/-=2,,_00=-4,---;i--=D'-cM:.:.G= j Dennis M. Gingold I 0.5 ITelcoms. Lewis re further ~a_v_a~jo_a~p~p_ra_i_s_al~p_r_o_bl_e_m_s_. ~~~~~~ __ ~~~~ ___ ~~ __ ~~_ 

f---::7/;;:3-;;/2::;0c:0-:4~-t:_:5,~3_0:;cl~"-r:L~id_ec_r~;--;----~~~--j--~--c4=_Ac:0~-+wD-:ccroa--crftk-L-oen-vC=Titc-~1S;-t;cd,.m-ec-el-a. r_a_ti_o_n. ________ _ 
f--c7:c/~3/=2c:c00=_4:__+__;D:cM-:G::-.~. enniS. M. Gingold 8.3 _ _ __________ _ ______________ _ 

----~-------------._-------

~------

f-_7~/c.:3_:'/2:_:0c.:0_c_4~_+_-oD:-:M.-:-::G-j ~enniS M ~inJ10_:_ldc_-------~+_~0"."2~_+=T"el,,c-=-om=. _H:.::a,-,rpc:e"_r-=-re"---:pc'ie,,_rc,,e:,;-,IT~s-,,e_=_cu=cr,i~tLY. _~ _______ ~ ______ _ 
7/3/2004 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re Pierce; mediation. 

f--7~/-"4-=/2C:0-"0-4-·-+,-.cD-cMc-G=-lOe;:;;;;SMG~~----t------C9;C.-:-1~-+w~0-crk=on'--::T"--1"'t:=imc:..:.e,,-. ~====='''------------.----------- - --~-.. -
7/4/2004 ! DMG iDenniS~-M~-GI;'~go--clC:d-----~-I~----;0=-.8;o--t:1 T~e-'lco-m-.--cH-'-a-rp-e-r-re--s-am-e-. ---------~--- ------~---- --__ -=~_--_~_~~ __ ~------

f---::7/:-;:5-::/2:-:0C:0-'4-i--
I
, 4673 Tc;"-William-":uSiin - ~-l 4.10 Review of e-mails regarding July 6th mediation meeting (.50); review and reply to Elliott Levitas' 

i I message regarding scheduling change (.30), review of John Bickerman's e-mails (.50); review of 

f---===:__--jl--::= ~_~_ ~ ___________ t---=-=-=c---t:1c_.5--::-m:_att-e-,r:__s-(2__;.-8)__;.-c:_----------________ ~ ______ ~ _______ _ 
f---::7/:-;:5-::/2:_:0c:0-,4~-+--5c=3c:0c_7~rR=~ _on--c~ ;:-L_. R_a-=icd_~e __ r __=----~_+_-=_1.c:8c:0--,f_::Dc_r-aft----'CL-=-ev_=i-ta--'s-d-e_:c-l-a;cra--t-io_n __ -:c ___ -:-;--,-______ _ ._~ ____ ~ __ _ 

7/5/2004 GR __ LC;_e.o_ffr~LRerl1E.<:!. ____ .__ 2.30 Prepare for mediation - meeting with team. ~ __________ ~ _______ _ 
f---cc7/-=5-=/2c:0-,,0_4_-I-_ccGR ! G.e()ffr_et.Rempel_ . 3.80 Compile EAJA hours. Eliminate duplication from prior decisi()~_~ ______________ _ 

7/5/2004 I DMG I Dennis M. Gingold II 9.5 I Work on T-1 time. 
7/5/2004 ii DMG : Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 !Telcoms: Harper re same; EAJA bad faith. 
7/6/2004 3304 : Hilliard Barnett Hardman 2.20 iResearch regarding government misconduct. 

7/6/2004 !I' 4673 ; G. William Austin !I 11.50 ! Prepare for and attend meeting on the Hill with mediators, plaintiffs' representatives and~ .--. 

I
government (3.50); conference With Elliott Levltas and co-counsel upon returning from the meeting 

i (1.50); review of 5/4/04 mediation document (.50); review of IT security brief (1.50); review of IT + t isecurity matters (3.50). . __ 

7/6/2004 I 513-:j-Alexls Apple9ate ! 6.90 I Review media coverage per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); preparation for meeting with mediators 
I I' I and co-counsel prior to meeting on the Hill (1.50); preparation for and meeting with mediators, 
i government, and staffers (4.10); compilation of notes from meeting (1.00) 

~ - ~ ------.--- --~------f_____==_::_::_-b--__,;_---:----;c-c:---::-_:_:_:c----c;------;_,___c~___:c__"o_____c__c_:_-_:::_:__:_--~___c'__ccc_- --i 8800 'Elliott H. Levltas [ 6.30 Preparation for mediation meeting (.3); conference with Judge Renfrew, John Bickerman, Keith 
. ! Harper, Alexis Applegate regarding scope of mediation, mediation agreement and experts, and 
! i mediato~s role (1.6); mediation session with Judge Renfrew, John Bickerman, Cason, et aI., Boyle 
i I et aI., Moorhead et aI., Keith Harper, Dennis Gingold, Geoff Rempel (3.8); follow up discussions 

7/6/2004 

i I I regarding mediation meetings, strategy (1.6). 
-7/6/2Ci04---+---GR ~ GeOffrey -Rempe;- -- -- ---- i 6.50 Mediation 
f--==-C::==-~-+-~=-~-+-:C~c-'-'-==-~'-"'-----'---c-:-.:-::--+~="c"-----c~--~--,--:------------~~~--~ - ------~---------

7/6/2004 --t- _GH l(3~offrey_ Remeel _______ ~_+I~---=-3c::.0~0~+D:.ci"-sc::..:u:.:s.:.s-'m~e.:cd::cia:ct:.:io"-nc.:m=ee::..:t",in",g,-w"-I __ tc::e,,,accm::.. ~ ________ ~ __ ~ ____________ _ 

~;~;~~~~ I -6N~ -~ ~:~~::-:~7.-:~;;::c-~.~~~-::-:~~~~~-I;~----;~=-371-_+':~~e-:r~c-~-~-dc-T~-:-~7;;-re-cKo-r-es-s-e-.---~------------------- - ----. - -

7/6/2004 DMG Dennis M Gin~ i 0.2 Review opp to defs' motion !~~--.:---:--:-----:-c;__---c-~~~~------------- ___ _ 
7/6/2004 DMG i Dennis M Gingold 0.1 Review opp to defs' motion for expediated consideration. 

f--7='lcC6-:'/2CCOc.:0-c4--+-cCDccM-cG=- I Dennis-cM-=-. G=---in~g,'-oc'ldc-----1-----0::":.C:8--+MCC'-ec'et-=-w~ith=A--u"st--in'::,c'L-e--vi-=ta--s-=-,'=R--e--m--p"-e"l-"re=mc'ec'd--iaC:ti--on'::.===~-------~~------------

7/6/2004-DMG ·[Dennis M~-Gingold , 0.9 Telcoms. Harper re mediation; Lewis appraisal issues; T-1 time. 
f--7~/"'6-;;/2;:;0C:0-:4~+--~"'DC:M·~G;C:- r Dennis "Mc.-~Gccin'g~07Idc-----+---C:0-:.1C---1C:T:-ec-lco-m-. 7L-e--cvic;'ta-s-r-e-:A"tt;-a-cc-h-m-e-n:-t "'C-. -~~----~---------- .. -------

7/6/2004 DMG [Dennis M. Gingold I 0.2 T I A r d r--~ ---
~==7~/~6_:,/=2~0c.:0:--c4==--=-~-=-~D-cM-cc;=--+Io=-=en,,-n __ is'--c-M;--~-cG,~_in--,-g,,-0:.:.ld,,-____ +-_-=0-=-.1c-_",T=,: __ I:=~ __ s-,~,-e:.:.~",Sp,=I::cI:-rr:,-m_,T_~ __ t __ l~c"-"o-en'-c.-.==========================---_-~_-=-=-=_=-~=-=--=-_--_-. __ -_-~ ______ _ 

7/6/2004 DMG IDennis M. Gingold : 0.4 Telcoms beneficiaries re land sale issues; case status. 
7/7/2004 4673 I G. William Austin I 8.80 Prepare for and attend follow-up mediation meeting regarding IT security (2.50); conference with 

7/7/2004 

! I co-counsel and Elliott Levitas following the meeting (3.80); conference with co-counsel regarding 
oral argument preparation (1.50); review of 1.5 trial testimony (2.0). 

5133 !AlexisApplegate 6.70 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); preparation for mediation ~-­
meeting at Interior and meeting regarding expert discussion (2.30); follow-up meeting with co­
counsel (.60); compilation of notes per Elliott Levitas' request (1.60); document management per 
Elliott Levitas' request (1.40); review GAO report per Elliott Levitas' request (.50). 

, 
f-~~~_=__t--=~~~Ti:::c~:-c-~c------------------+----c:_:::_:;___+.=_---~---~------_=_~~------~----:-:-;__;__------_::c_------~:--:--:---c--:----c-:----;__---------

7/7/2004 8800 i Elliott H. Levitas 2.20 Preparation for expert selection meeting; telephone conference with Alexis Applegate regarding 
same (A); Meeting with Geoff Rempel, Keith Harper, Bill Austin, Dennis Gingold, Alexis Applegate 
regarding expert selection meeting and preparation for next mediation session (.6); telephone 
conference with Bill Austin regarding strategy for involving Treasury and mediators (.5); telephone 
conference with Dennis Gingold regarding same (.2); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold 

iand Bill Austin regarding same (.5) 

7
711771122000044---GG-RF< ~_eo_ff_ret~ernpel 0.90 , CC BA, KH re mediation ____ _ _______ ~________ __ -=-=~_ 

Geoffrey Rempel 2.50 ,Review Hammond Tr re mediation. 
7/7/2004 GR Geaffi-e'''y-C:RO'e:cm'''pc:e'CI-------1I--c:1'-'.3;.;0C--+.M-::e''d7i''at:.:-io''n=m''e:.:.et:cin--g=-. .c--=--=~------------~------- ---~~----~- ---

f-~7::/=7/:==2=-00=,4:__+_--GR Geoffrey Re<:,pel 0.20 CC wi Nelson re IT Sec experts - media __ t_i_o~_n_. __________ ~ __________ _ 

f---cc7/"'7-=/2CC0_:'o-c4-_+_----=G-=R Geoffrey Rempel I 2.10 Discuss mediation wi DG . _~ ________ .~ _ 
1-~7/-',7-=/2c:0c:0_4_+-_G=-',R__ Geoffrey Rempel 0.30 CC wi DG, EL, BA, __ Ac.A-',r-=e:-m---=-ed::..:i"'at __ io::..:n __ .____________ . _______ ._ 

f---::7/;o7:;;/2o;:O;:;0c:4---t .~.<:;~_ ~<:y~empel -------L OAO CC wi Foundstone re IT Sec ----
L..~7/;o7-::/2:::0;:;0_c4~_+_-_'.-G:~H.---.i Geoffrey Rempel i 1.20 Research IT Sec firms for -med-ia-t-ion-- - ------------------~----~~-------
, ~::----------=---.-----------~-----------~ -
f-~7/"'7c:/2:_:0;:;0_c4-_+_ DMG I Dennis M. Gingold I 3.1 I Review Quawpaw docs; Berry attempt to compromise class. 

f---cc7/",7_:,/2'-c0cC0-:4~_+_-::D:-:M-:-:G IDennis M. Gingold I 11.5 IWOrk on T-1 time. 
7/7/2004 DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 ,Telcoms. Austin re mediation issues. 

1---c7--1=7/-=2':'0-=-04~-+--=D-c'MG - 'Dennis M. Gingold 1A !Telcoms. Harper re same; T-1 time. 
.-----~-~--~~-----l 
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Exhibit 10

1--_- Date __ l~als_L_N"",~ _ __~_ Hours Description ~--~-~--.~-c---;--c--,--~~-~------
7/2/2004 GR : Geoffrey Rempel 4~20 Compile EAJA hours. Eliminate duplication fmlll p_r_io_r_d_ec_i_si_o_ns_. __ ~ ____ ~_ 
7/2/2004 GRGeaffreyRempei- 3.90 Draft, edit opp to compel Attachment C __________ _ 
7/2/2004 GR--;-GeoffreyR-empel-- 2.70 Review material in preparation for mediation. 
7/2/2004 DMG; Dennis M Glng-oC-ldc-~~~~+--~C:7-=.8C---1CCw:-Co-rc'k-o-n-=TcC--c'1--Cti-m-ec'.-'-

7/2/2004 j DMG IDennis M. Gingold 1A I Reviewlrevise opp t-o-m-o-t~io-n-t-o-c-o~m--p-e-I_-re-m-o-v-ac-I-o~f r-_~~fe-r-~-nc-e-s-t-o-A-tt-a-c~h-m-e-n-t~~fr-o-:-=~I~~~~e _-b~-it-e~ 

f-_7~/c::2~/2:_:0c:0~4~-I--:D:-:M-:G::-~nn~M Gingold 0~6 Telcoms. Harper same; Pierce. 

f-_7~/:==2..:=/2,-:0-:0_c_4~-+--~:D:-:M-:-:G _ L[)~~js!-1 ~in",g,,-0~.ld'c--~~~~1----~0c:-.-=1~-+T=ec:-l.:.co.:cm,~. ::.Le"_v:.:.it=-asrey~m,,,_ _ _ ~ _______ _ 
f-~7=-1=2/-=2,,_00=-4,---;i--=D'-cM:.:.G= j Dennis M. Gingold I 0.5 ITelcoms. Lewis re further ~a_v_a~jo_a~p~p_ra_i_s_al~p_r_o_bl_e_m_s_. ~~~~~~ __ ~~~~ ___ ~~ __ ~~_ 

f---::7/;;:3-;;/2::;0c:0-:4~-t:_:5,~3_0:;cl~"-r:L~id_ec_r~;--;----~~~--j--~--c4=_Ac:0~-+wD-:ccroa--crftk-L-oen-vC=Titc-~1S;-t;cd,.m-ec-el-a. r_a_ti_o_n. ________ _ 
f--c7:c/~3/=2c:c00=_4:__+__;D:cM-:G::-.~. enniS. M. Gingold 8.3 _ _ __________ _ ______________ _ 

----~-------------._-------

~------

f-_7~/c.:3_:'/2:_:0c.:0_c_4~_+_-oD:-:M.-:-::G-j ~enniS M ~inJ10_:_ldc_-------~+_~0"."2~_+=T"el,,c-=-om=. _H:.::a,-,rpc:e"_r-=-re"---:pc'ie,,_rc,,e:,;-,IT~s-,,e_=_cu=cr,i~tLY. _~ _______ ~ ______ _ 
7/3/2004 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re Pierce; mediation. 

f--7~/-"4-=/2C:0-"0-4-·-+,-.cD-cMc-G=-lOe;:;;;;SMG~~----t------C9;C.-:-1~-+w~0-crk=on'--::T"--1"'t:=imc:..:.e,,-. ~====='''------------.----------- - --~-.. -
7/4/2004 ! DMG iDenniS~-M~-GI;'~go--clC:d-----~-I~----;0=-.8;o--t:1 T~e-'lco-m-.--cH-'-a-rp-e-r-re--s-am-e-. ---------~--- ------~---- --__ -=~_--_~_~~ __ ~------

f---::7/:-;:5-::/2:-:0C:0-'4-i--
I
, 4673 Tc;"-William-":uSiin - ~-l 4.10 Review of e-mails regarding July 6th mediation meeting (.50); review and reply to Elliott Levitas' 

i I message regarding scheduling change (.30), review of John Bickerman's e-mails (.50); review of 

f---===:__--jl--::= ~_~_ ~ ___________ t---=-=-=c---t:1c_.5--::-m:_att-e-,r:__s-(2__;.-8)__;.-c:_----------________ ~ ______ ~ _______ _ 
f---::7/:-;:5-::/2:_:0c:0-,4~-+--5c=3c:0c_7~rR=~ _on--c~ ;:-L_. R_a-=icd_~e __ r __=----~_+_-=_1.c:8c:0--,f_::Dc_r-aft----'CL-=-ev_=i-ta--'s-d-e_:c-l-a;cra--t-io_n __ -:c ___ -:-;--,-______ _ ._~ ____ ~ __ _ 

7/5/2004 GR __ LC;_e.o_ffr~LRerl1E.<:!. ____ .__ 2.30 Prepare for mediation - meeting with team. ~ __________ ~ _______ _ 
f---cc7/-=5-=/2c:0-,,0_4_-I-_ccGR ! G.e()ffr_et.Rempel_ . 3.80 Compile EAJA hours. Eliminate duplication from prior decisi()~_~ ______________ _ 

7/5/2004 I DMG I Dennis M. Gingold II 9.5 I Work on T-1 time. 
7/5/2004 ii DMG : Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 !Telcoms: Harper re same; EAJA bad faith. 
7/6/2004 3304 : Hilliard Barnett Hardman 2.20 iResearch regarding government misconduct. 

7/6/2004 !I' 4673 ; G. William Austin !I 11.50 ! Prepare for and attend meeting on the Hill with mediators, plaintiffs' representatives and~ .--. 

I
government (3.50); conference With Elliott Levltas and co-counsel upon returning from the meeting 

i (1.50); review of 5/4/04 mediation document (.50); review of IT security brief (1.50); review of IT + t isecurity matters (3.50). . __ 

7/6/2004 I 513-:j-Alexls Apple9ate ! 6.90 I Review media coverage per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); preparation for meeting with mediators 
I I' I and co-counsel prior to meeting on the Hill (1.50); preparation for and meeting with mediators, 
i government, and staffers (4.10); compilation of notes from meeting (1.00) 

~ - ~ ------.--- --~------f_____==_::_::_-b--__,;_---:----;c-c:---::-_:_:_:c----c;------;_,___c~___:c__"o_____c__c_:_-_:::_:__:_--~___c'__ccc_- --i 8800 'Elliott H. Levltas [ 6.30 Preparation for mediation meeting (.3); conference with Judge Renfrew, John Bickerman, Keith 
. ! Harper, Alexis Applegate regarding scope of mediation, mediation agreement and experts, and 
! i mediato~s role (1.6); mediation session with Judge Renfrew, John Bickerman, Cason, et aI., Boyle 
i I et aI., Moorhead et aI., Keith Harper, Dennis Gingold, Geoff Rempel (3.8); follow up discussions 

7/6/2004 

i I I regarding mediation meetings, strategy (1.6). 
-7/6/2Ci04---+---GR ~ GeOffrey -Rempe;- -- -- ---- i 6.50 Mediation 
f--==-C::==-~-+-~=-~-+-:C~c-'-'-==-~'-"'-----'---c-:-.:-::--+~="c"-----c~--~--,--:------------~~~--~ - ------~---------

7/6/2004 --t- _GH l(3~offrey_ Remeel _______ ~_+I~---=-3c::.0~0~+D:.ci"-sc::..:u:.:s.:.s-'m~e.:cd::cia:ct:.:io"-nc.:m=ee::..:t",in",g,-w"-I __ tc::e,,,accm::.. ~ ________ ~ __ ~ ____________ _ 

~;~;~~~~ I -6N~ -~ ~:~~::-:~7.-:~;;::c-~.~~~-::-:~~~~~-I;~----;~=-371-_+':~~e-:r~c-~-~-dc-T~-:-~7;;-re-cKo-r-es-s-e-.---~------------------- - ----. - -

7/6/2004 DMG Dennis M Gin~ i 0.2 Review opp to defs' motion !~~--.:---:--:-----:-c;__---c-~~~~------------- ___ _ 
7/6/2004 DMG i Dennis M Gingold 0.1 Review opp to defs' motion for expediated consideration. 

f--7='lcC6-:'/2CCOc.:0-c4--+-cCDccM-cG=- I Dennis-cM-=-. G=---in~g,'-oc'ldc-----1-----0::":.C:8--+MCC'-ec'et-=-w~ith=A--u"st--in'::,c'L-e--vi-=ta--s-=-,'=R--e--m--p"-e"l-"re=mc'ec'd--iaC:ti--on'::.===~-------~~------------

7/6/2004-DMG ·[Dennis M~-Gingold , 0.9 Telcoms. Harper re mediation; Lewis appraisal issues; T-1 time. 
f--7~/"'6-;;/2;:;0C:0-:4~+--~"'DC:M·~G;C:- r Dennis "Mc.-~Gccin'g~07Idc-----+---C:0-:.1C---1C:T:-ec-lco-m-. 7L-e--cvic;'ta-s-r-e-:A"tt;-a-cc-h-m-e-n:-t "'C-. -~~----~---------- .. -------

7/6/2004 DMG [Dennis M. Gingold I 0.2 T I A r d r--~ ---
~==7~/~6_:,/=2~0c.:0:--c4==--=-~-=-~D-cM-cc;=--+Io=-=en,,-n __ is'--c-M;--~-cG,~_in--,-g,,-0:.:.ld,,-____ +-_-=0-=-.1c-_",T=,: __ I:=~ __ s-,~,-e:.:.~",Sp,=I::cI:-rr:,-m_,T_~ __ t __ l~c"-"o-en'-c.-.==========================---_-~_-=-=-=_=-~=-=--=-_--_-. __ -_-~ ______ _ 

7/6/2004 DMG IDennis M. Gingold : 0.4 Telcoms beneficiaries re land sale issues; case status. 
7/7/2004 4673 I G. William Austin I 8.80 Prepare for and attend follow-up mediation meeting regarding IT security (2.50); conference with 

7/7/2004 

! I co-counsel and Elliott Levitas following the meeting (3.80); conference with co-counsel regarding 
oral argument preparation (1.50); review of 1.5 trial testimony (2.0). 

5133 !AlexisApplegate 6.70 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); preparation for mediation ~-­
meeting at Interior and meeting regarding expert discussion (2.30); follow-up meeting with co­
counsel (.60); compilation of notes per Elliott Levitas' request (1.60); document management per 
Elliott Levitas' request (1.40); review GAO report per Elliott Levitas' request (.50). 

, 
f-~~~_=__t--=~~~Ti:::c~:-c-~c------------------+----c:_:::_:;___+.=_---~---~------_=_~~------~----:-:-;__;__------_::c_------~:--:--:---c--:----c-:----;__---------

7/7/2004 8800 i Elliott H. Levitas 2.20 Preparation for expert selection meeting; telephone conference with Alexis Applegate regarding 
same (A); Meeting with Geoff Rempel, Keith Harper, Bill Austin, Dennis Gingold, Alexis Applegate 
regarding expert selection meeting and preparation for next mediation session (.6); telephone 
conference with Bill Austin regarding strategy for involving Treasury and mediators (.5); telephone 
conference with Dennis Gingold regarding same (.2); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold 

iand Bill Austin regarding same (.5) 

7
711771122000044---GG-RF< ~_eo_ff_ret~ernpel 0.90 , CC BA, KH re mediation ____ _ _______ ~________ __ -=-=~_ 

Geoffrey Rempel 2.50 ,Review Hammond Tr re mediation. 
7/7/2004 GR Geaffi-e'''y-C:RO'e:cm'''pc:e'CI-------1I--c:1'-'.3;.;0C--+.M-::e''d7i''at:.:-io''n=m''e:.:.et:cin--g=-. .c--=--=~------------~------- ---~~----~- ---

f-~7::/=7/:==2=-00=,4:__+_--GR Geoffrey Re<:,pel 0.20 CC wi Nelson re IT Sec experts - media __ t_i_o~_n_. __________ ~ __________ _ 

f---cc7/"'7-=/2CC0_:'o-c4-_+_----=G-=R Geoffrey Rempel I 2.10 Discuss mediation wi DG . _~ ________ .~ _ 
1-~7/-',7-=/2c:0c:0_4_+-_G=-',R__ Geoffrey Rempel 0.30 CC wi DG, EL, BA, __ Ac.A-',r-=e:-m---=-ed::..:i"'at __ io::..:n __ .____________ . _______ ._ 

f---::7/;o7:;;/2o;:O;:;0c:4---t .~.<:;~_ ~<:y~empel -------L OAO CC wi Foundstone re IT Sec ----
L..~7/;o7-::/2:::0;:;0_c4~_+_-_'.-G:~H.---.i Geoffrey Rempel i 1.20 Research IT Sec firms for -med-ia-t-ion-- - ------------------~----~~-------
, ~::----------=---.-----------~-----------~ -
f-~7/"'7c:/2:_:0;:;0_c4-_+_ DMG I Dennis M. Gingold I 3.1 I Review Quawpaw docs; Berry attempt to compromise class. 

f---cc7/",7_:,/2'-c0cC0-:4~_+_-::D:-:M-:-:G IDennis M. Gingold I 11.5 IWOrk on T-1 time. 
7/7/2004 DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 ,Telcoms. Austin re mediation issues. 

1---c7--1=7/-=2':'0-=-04~-+--=D-c'MG - 'Dennis M. Gingold 1A !Telcoms. Harper re same; T-1 time. 
.-----~-~--~~-----l 
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1-~~Dc::ac::te'o-:-~+-I-::nc=it,:-ia:=ls-+:=N_a_m-ce----;-:--::-;----c-;-~~~~+-_ Hours I Description __ ~ ~ __ ~_ um ____ ~ ____ ~ __ ~ __ ~ ____ ~~~ _____ • __ 

717/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcoms. Armat re 11M Quawpaw issue_sec'_ ~~~~~~~~--~-.~~~~~----~~~~-1 

1---c7:;-/",7/,;;:2~0",0-;4~+_-.::D:;;M,:;G;;-+D;:;-::-en;,;n-;ois~M~.-.::Gccin",g",0"ld=---~~~~-+-~.;:0:;;.6'.::-~r;C,",0"n,,-fe=re_nce call~~e-'!l}'~'::Ia.':e."r_re s."-m."e,-,;-,-m"e::.:d::cia=:t",io,,n,,-.:-c---;:o:-:~~---;c-;:~~-:c~c-:c:-:c=:-c-,.,--j 
7/8/2004 4673 G. William Austin 9.00 Review of revised Mediation Agreement proposed by John Bickerman (1.50); e-mail to co-counsel 

regarding proposed changes (1.50); review proposed revisions to draft letter to Bickerman 
regarding expert selection (.70); review of 1.5 trial transcript (4.50); e-mail to Elliott Levitas and 
David Zacks regarding proposed global settlement to mediation issues (1.0); further review of 
5/4/04 mediation document signed by client (.50); exchange e-mails regarding proposed July 14 
meeting regarding oral argument preparation (.30). 

~~~~-4--::~~~--c-~~~-----+-~~-+~~-~---
7/8/2004 5133 IAlexis Applegate ! SAO IReview media coverage per Elliott Levitas' request (.20), conference call with co-counsel regarding 

I 

fee appllcallons (.70); conference call with mediation team regarding understandings from 
yesterday's meeting (.30); preparation for 3-day mediation conference and conference with Bill 
Austin regarding same (1.90); review of correspondence regarding fee applications (AO); 
document management per Elliott Levitas' request (1.90); 

1---c:===-:--+---;:==-+'::---:-=-cc-~~~~~~--+i~-:C2.-::7C:C0~-+:icc-o-n-:f-e-r-en-cewithE II iott Le\iitaS:-D-e-n-niS-Gingold, Thad Holt, Geoff Rempel and M-a-r'k-cB:=r-o-w-n~~~-j 7/8/2004 I 5307 Ron L. Raider 
I I regarding the EAJA fee application; research market rates; review EAJA decisions from the DC 

Circuit. I 
7/8/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 

~-:;c:==c:-:---+----;;=~=~-;-;----c---------i--------~ 
2AO Conferen-ce call with i"had Holt~ DenniS Gingold, Geoff Rempel, Keith Harper, Ron Raider and 

Alexis Applegate regarding EAJA fee application criteria and issues (.7); mediation follow up on I 
i 

I 
I 
I 
I I 

""- -~-----------

I 
meeting with mediators and government on experts; review and revise draft letters regarding 
mediation (.5); review proposed mediation agreement (A); discussions regarding preparation for 

loral argument (~8) ~ ~_~ _ 

7/8/2004 
-, -~ -GR 

Geoffrey Rempel 
7/8/2004 GR Ge()ffrey ReiTlpel 

1---='7"~-'--+~~:-t~~-,-,===c:--~~~~-+~_0"-~,-,3_=_0~+C=-Co---.cwc,I-=T"-H __ r-=-e-=E::cA-,,J,,-A"-a~IPC.!p=-lcica-cti()~C __ -----.---~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~-l 
0~30 CC wi Barbin re IT Sec - mediation 

7/8/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 3.20 Draft letter to Bickerman~ 
-~~~~--

7/8/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel-

7/8/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 

- ~ - ----1-:O0--~ CCwiKH,~ DGremediation 
1---C:===-:--+~=:-+:::---';;--'-'=:--'---;-~~~~--+~--:-1.-::2-:C0~-+':1 Dccis-c-u-s-s-m-'-e-dCCia--ctC-io-n-w-locD:=GC::-.- ---~----~~~~~~~~~---~~~~~~~~~~--I 

------;-~-~------~~----------------------_1 
71812004 GR Geoffrey Rempei 

7/8/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 
; .10 I CC wi team re EAJA application ,,~d(::o_rnl"'nc:s:.::a:.::b __ Ie=-t,,-im=e __ . ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--l 
1.00 ICC wi Rob Stevens re IT Sec 

7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.3 ,Work on T-1 time. --
7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re mediation 
7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

-~------~----~------------------------l 

1---c:=7"~-:--+---;:c=':-~+'::~-c-~~~~~~~~--+~--=0_.9:-~~T __ e~lco:-m __ s __ ._H __ a~rp~e_r_~_s __ a~m __ e __ ;_T.~-_1_ti __ m_e __ ~ __ ~_~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-1 
1.0 Telcom. Austin re mediation issues 

7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

---~~~,-,------------------------l 

1-~==-:--+---;:-::-";;--E==~~=:';':;-~~~~---f~-.:;0"c~8:-~I-OC,",0"n-;fe::cr-=-e,-,nc=_e=ca=:lo-l H7-'-0I:,t",L"e\l~as,_~e_mp~f-larper re EAJA issues. 

1-~==-:--+----;:==-+.::~-c--:-;--=~-;-;-~~~~--+~---;:1:-0:-~ic;C:-o-;-n_fe_r_e~n_c<:~~I~ustin,_ Hareer."~m}',,lr,,-T __ -_1 _ti_m_e_~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--l 
r---c:===~-t--::c=-;-=-+:.::c~-c--:-;-~~-;-;-~~~~--+~~0~.4~~~Tc-e-;-lco~m_s~._F~e~rr_e __ 1I_~~_T_re_as.u~_~sues -----~----~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_i 
1---='7"~-:---+---,=-:-t-,-:-::-=-____ --=--==~~~~--+~-,-:-::°-c·1=-~~'T __ ecclco:c.:.mc-=ctrC'usc-tccb:ceccn.::e __ flc,=lC'ar"y_re.lan(j-,-~-"",~_cac __ s"-e:..ccst __ acctu __ s:,-.-:-:-~~~~~=~---,,----~~--,:-:-~--l 

7/9/2004 4673 

I 

G. William Austin 10.50 I Review of Geoffrey Rempel's comments regarding mediation agreement (~30); conference with co­
I counsel regarding the proposed agreement and changes thereto (1.20); conference with mediator 

I

JOhn Bickerman regarding thiS issue (1.50); conference wrth Elliott Levitas and c.o-counsel Dennis 
Gingold and Keith Harper regarding contract with the mediator (1 ,0); preparation of e-mail to the 
mediator regarding piaintiffs' comments regarding the draft mediation agreement (3.50). 

r---c7~/~9~/2~0~0~4~+-~5~1~3~3-tA~I~e-xi~s~A:-p-p-;-le-g-a~te~~~~~-i~~4~.0~0~-r.R~e-v~ie-w~m-e-cdc-ia-a-n-d~d~0-c~~ket"pe-r-E-liio-tt-L-e-v-itas-;-'-re-q-u-e-s~t~(.3~O~)-;~doc~u-m-e-n~t-m-a-n-a-g-e-m-e-n~t-pe-r~E~I~lio~t~t~~1 

Levitas' request (1.90); review of mediation correspondence and conference call regarding same 
(1,20); review Elliott's fee affidavit (,60) 

~~~~-4~~-4~~~--~---------+--~~-+~~----~--~----------------'~--~~------------------~ 
1---c7~/~9~/2~0~0~4~+-~6~2~8~2-+K~a~t~ie~Dc-:-~ N~o_w-::-el_1 ~~~~~--+~-:c2-o.3c:0~-+.:D~0_c~u_m_e_n_t ~re_v_iec-w~a_nd_m ,._a.cnagement of Court of Appeals pleadings files. 

7/9/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 3.10 Review and revise mediation agreement; propose changes; telephone conference with Bill Austin 
regarding same and regarding expert selection and accounting; review Bill Austin and Keith Harper 
proposed changes to mediation agreement (1.1); review mediation agreement changes and 
confidentiality issues (~8); discussion regarding EAJA fee application, EAJA cost of living 
adjustment (1,2), 

7/9/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 3.00 Review of various status reports and e-mails on progress (or lack of progress) of mediation; review 
of reign of terror article; analysis of Bill Austin's e-mail regarding goals of mediation rather than 

7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.60 

focus on 1.1. security issues 

CC wi BA, DG re mediation. 
- ~----~ ------~~~ ~ ----~---~----------------I 

7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0,10 CC wi Foundstone re IT S~cc_~~ ____ ~ __ 
7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0,30 CC wi KH re mediation (2 callsL _______________________ --\ 
7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey R_ernpel 0,20 Left msgs. For Bickerman (2) 

7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0,30 CC wi John Kerr re IT Sec 
1--7~/~9';;:/2~0~0~4~+-~G~R~+G~eo=-ff~r2e~y~R~e~m2p~e~I~~~~~~~~1~~1~O~-ED~i~SC.::uC,s~s~m~e--d~ia~t'-'io--n~w/D~G~--------~---~---~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

~------ ~- ----------------------------1 
7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0,20 ICC wi BA re IT appeal 

~==7~/~9~/2~0~0=4==!== c~GccR:=-----++cG~-=-e-o;'ff~r-=-e~.'-y'--cc:=R;;e;;m~p;;e~1 ;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;:;;;;;;ccO~-:.cc8c::0C:-_-_-_:~C;C~ __ W~c-1 ~Bc-A~-, ~~D~G;;,~K:H'--r-e--;I':::CT Sec mediation. 
1---c7:;-/~9,;;:/2~0~0~4~+_~G~R:-+G~eO~ff~r-=-e.'-y:;;R~e __ m2p~e~I~~~~~~~~0~~3~0~_EC~C~w~/-:v~e~ri~si~g~n~re~ITsec-media~0~~-~ __________ ~~ __ ~~~~~~~~~_ 

7/9/2004 GR ,Geoffrey Rempel 0~30 CC wi Red Cliff~~___ ~-----~---------------------l 
7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.80 Review IT Security materialIor mediation. 

1--7=-1=9~/2~0~0~4~+- ::G:::Ro--t::G:-e-off:Or-e-'-y~R~e-m-'p-e~I~~~~~-+-~C:2-:0~0:--+'R;;-e-v-cie-w~a-n~d-e-cdCCit-Cd'--e--ccl:-a-ration and time sch-e-odu -I~e-s-cin~p-re-p-a-ra'"'t;-io-n-:fo-r--cE=-A~J-;-A:-a-p--cpl;;-ic-a-C:ti-on-~~~~~~---I 

---------------------~----------j 

7/9/2004 DMG Dennis M, Gingold 10.1 Work on T-1 time, 
~~~~--+----=~'-+~~--'-:'~-"'-'-:-'------+-----;-c~-+;:-;---'--.----'--= -~- ------------~---;c--cc-------------------_l 

7/9/2004 DMG Dennis M, Gingold 1,3 Telcoms. Austin re Bickerman discussion; me=-d=-iC'at __ io:.cn __ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--\ 
7/9/2004 DMG Dennis M, Gingold 0.5 Telcom~ Harper re T-1--'i~e ~ ___ ~ 
7/9/2004 DMG Dennis M, Gingold 0~5 ITelcom, Levitas re mediation 
7/9/2004 i DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0,5 Conference call Austin,:C:H~a:Cr'pc'e-r-, R;;;-e-m~p-e;-I r-e-m--e-d-;Ci-at"io-n~ag-r-e-e-m-e-n-:-t.~~~~~~~~~~~--l 

7/1 0/2004 46=-73°-+-G=-,-:Wi=III;;-ia-m---CA-u~st':-in~~~~~-+~~3~,~0=-0~-+::Rc-e-v~ie-w-o~f;-1;-~5=-Ctr-a-n~s-c-r;-ip';-t -(;=-250)~yiew of rep;-IY'-c-to:-e---cm_a_i_ls-,(_,5_0-,-).~~~~~~~~~~~~~-\ 
1-__ 7 __ /1,-,0,,-/2:c0=-0=-4:-+---::D __ M __ G-:-+':cD __ en __ n __ i __ s __ M-,-~ __ G=-i __ ng,<-0=-1d-=-~~~~-i:~ ____ 0c:-~7-;-~i:-IT __ e:,-lc __ o,,-m:,-s=-=H __ a-"rpc-e_r_re~T_-~1_tcime, cl"-~C:C:rl!.iTlun_ic __ at __ io=-n_s_i __ s_su_e=-s_~ ~~~~~~~ __ ~~~~~~-\ 
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1-~~Dc::ac::te'o-:-~+-I-::nc=it,:-ia:=ls-+:=N_a_m-ce----;-:--::-;----c-;-~~~~+-_ Hours I Description __ ~ ~ __ ~_ um ____ ~ ____ ~ __ ~ __ ~ ____ ~~~ _____ • __ 

717/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcoms. Armat re 11M Quawpaw issue_sec'_ ~~~~~~~~--~-.~~~~~----~~~~-1 

1---c7:;-/",7/,;;:2~0",0-;4~+_-.::D:;;M,:;G;;-+D;:;-::-en;,;n-;ois~M~.-.::Gccin",g",0"ld=---~~~~-+-~.;:0:;;.6'.::-~r;C,",0"n,,-fe=re_nce call~~e-'!l}'~'::Ia.':e."r_re s."-m."e,-,;-,-m"e::.:d::cia=:t",io,,n,,-.:-c---;:o:-:~~---;c-;:~~-:c~c-:c:-:c=:-c-,.,--j 
7/8/2004 4673 G. William Austin 9.00 Review of revised Mediation Agreement proposed by John Bickerman (1.50); e-mail to co-counsel 

regarding proposed changes (1.50); review proposed revisions to draft letter to Bickerman 
regarding expert selection (.70); review of 1.5 trial transcript (4.50); e-mail to Elliott Levitas and 
David Zacks regarding proposed global settlement to mediation issues (1.0); further review of 
5/4/04 mediation document signed by client (.50); exchange e-mails regarding proposed July 14 
meeting regarding oral argument preparation (.30). 

~~~~-4--::~~~--c-~~~-----+-~~-+~~-~---
7/8/2004 5133 IAlexis Applegate ! SAO IReview media coverage per Elliott Levitas' request (.20), conference call with co-counsel regarding 

I 

fee appllcallons (.70); conference call with mediation team regarding understandings from 
yesterday's meeting (.30); preparation for 3-day mediation conference and conference with Bill 
Austin regarding same (1.90); review of correspondence regarding fee applications (AO); 
document management per Elliott Levitas' request (1.90); 

1---c:===-:--+---;:==-+'::---:-=-cc-~~~~~~--+i~-:C2.-::7C:C0~-+:icc-o-n-:f-e-r-en-cewithE II iott Le\iitaS:-D-e-n-niS-Gingold, Thad Holt, Geoff Rempel and M-a-r'k-cB:=r-o-w-n~~~-j 7/8/2004 I 5307 Ron L. Raider 
I I regarding the EAJA fee application; research market rates; review EAJA decisions from the DC 

Circuit. I 
7/8/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 

~-:;c:==c:-:---+----;;=~=~-;-;----c---------i--------~ 
2AO Conferen-ce call with i"had Holt~ DenniS Gingold, Geoff Rempel, Keith Harper, Ron Raider and 

Alexis Applegate regarding EAJA fee application criteria and issues (.7); mediation follow up on I 
i 

I 
I 
I 
I I 

""- -~-----------

I 
meeting with mediators and government on experts; review and revise draft letters regarding 
mediation (.5); review proposed mediation agreement (A); discussions regarding preparation for 

loral argument (~8) ~ ~_~ _ 

7/8/2004 
-, -~ -GR 

Geoffrey Rempel 
7/8/2004 GR Ge()ffrey ReiTlpel 

1---='7"~-'--+~~:-t~~-,-,===c:--~~~~-+~_0"-~,-,3_=_0~+C=-Co---.cwc,I-=T"-H __ r-=-e-=E::cA-,,J,,-A"-a~IPC.!p=-lcica-cti()~C __ -----.---~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~-l 
0~30 CC wi Barbin re IT Sec - mediation 

7/8/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 3.20 Draft letter to Bickerman~ 
-~~~~--

7/8/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel-

7/8/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 

- ~ - ----1-:O0--~ CCwiKH,~ DGremediation 
1---C:===-:--+~=:-+:::---';;--'-'=:--'---;-~~~~--+~--:-1.-::2-:C0~-+':1 Dccis-c-u-s-s-m-'-e-dCCia--ctC-io-n-w-locD:=GC::-.- ---~----~~~~~~~~~---~~~~~~~~~~--I 

------;-~-~------~~----------------------_1 
71812004 GR Geoffrey Rempei 

7/8/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 
; .10 I CC wi team re EAJA application ,,~d(::o_rnl"'nc:s:.::a:.::b __ Ie=-t,,-im=e __ . ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--l 
1.00 ICC wi Rob Stevens re IT Sec 

7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.3 ,Work on T-1 time. --
7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re mediation 
7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

-~------~----~------------------------l 

1---c:=7"~-:--+---;:c=':-~+'::~-c-~~~~~~~~--+~--=0_.9:-~~T __ e~lco:-m __ s __ ._H __ a~rp~e_r_~_s __ a~m __ e __ ;_T.~-_1_ti __ m_e __ ~ __ ~_~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-1 
1.0 Telcom. Austin re mediation issues 

7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
7/8/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

---~~~,-,------------------------l 

1-~==-:--+---;:-::-";;--E==~~=:';':;-~~~~---f~-.:;0"c~8:-~I-OC,",0"n-;fe::cr-=-e,-,nc=_e=ca=:lo-l H7-'-0I:,t",L"e\l~as,_~e_mp~f-larper re EAJA issues. 

1-~==-:--+----;:==-+.::~-c--:-;--=~-;-;-~~~~--+~---;:1:-0:-~ic;C:-o-;-n_fe_r_e~n_c<:~~I~ustin,_ Hareer."~m}',,lr,,-T __ -_1 _ti_m_e_~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--l 
r---c:===~-t--::c=-;-=-+:.::c~-c--:-;-~~-;-;-~~~~--+~~0~.4~~~Tc-e-;-lco~m_s~._F~e~rr_e __ 1I_~~_T_re_as.u~_~sues -----~----~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_i 
1---='7"~-:---+---,=-:-t-,-:-::-=-____ --=--==~~~~--+~-,-:-::°-c·1=-~~'T __ ecclco:c.:.mc-=ctrC'usc-tccb:ceccn.::e __ flc,=lC'ar"y_re.lan(j-,-~-"",~_cac __ s"-e:..ccst __ acctu __ s:,-.-:-:-~~~~~=~---,,----~~--,:-:-~--l 

7/9/2004 4673 

I 

G. William Austin 10.50 I Review of Geoffrey Rempel's comments regarding mediation agreement (~30); conference with co­
I counsel regarding the proposed agreement and changes thereto (1.20); conference with mediator 

I

JOhn Bickerman regarding thiS issue (1.50); conference wrth Elliott Levitas and c.o-counsel Dennis 
Gingold and Keith Harper regarding contract with the mediator (1 ,0); preparation of e-mail to the 
mediator regarding piaintiffs' comments regarding the draft mediation agreement (3.50). 

r---c7~/~9~/2~0~0~4~+-~5~1~3~3-tA~I~e-xi~s~A:-p-p-;-le-g-a~te~~~~~-i~~4~.0~0~-r.R~e-v~ie-w~m-e-cdc-ia-a-n-d~d~0-c~~ket"pe-r-E-liio-tt-L-e-v-itas-;-'-re-q-u-e-s~t~(.3~O~)-;~doc~u-m-e-n~t-m-a-n-a-g-e-m-e-n~t-pe-r~E~I~lio~t~t~~1 

Levitas' request (1.90); review of mediation correspondence and conference call regarding same 
(1,20); review Elliott's fee affidavit (,60) 

~~~~-4~~-4~~~--~---------+--~~-+~~----~--~----------------'~--~~------------------~ 
1---c7~/~9~/2~0~0~4~+-~6~2~8~2-+K~a~t~ie~Dc-:-~ N~o_w-::-el_1 ~~~~~--+~-:c2-o.3c:0~-+.:D~0_c~u_m_e_n_t ~re_v_iec-w~a_nd_m ,._a.cnagement of Court of Appeals pleadings files. 

7/9/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 3.10 Review and revise mediation agreement; propose changes; telephone conference with Bill Austin 
regarding same and regarding expert selection and accounting; review Bill Austin and Keith Harper 
proposed changes to mediation agreement (1.1); review mediation agreement changes and 
confidentiality issues (~8); discussion regarding EAJA fee application, EAJA cost of living 
adjustment (1,2), 

7/9/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 3.00 Review of various status reports and e-mails on progress (or lack of progress) of mediation; review 
of reign of terror article; analysis of Bill Austin's e-mail regarding goals of mediation rather than 

7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.60 

focus on 1.1. security issues 

CC wi BA, DG re mediation. 
- ~----~ ------~~~ ~ ----~---~----------------I 

7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0,10 CC wi Foundstone re IT S~cc_~~ ____ ~ __ 
7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0,30 CC wi KH re mediation (2 callsL _______________________ --\ 
7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey R_ernpel 0,20 Left msgs. For Bickerman (2) 

7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0,30 CC wi John Kerr re IT Sec 
1--7~/~9';;:/2~0~0~4~+-~G~R~+G~eo=-ff~r2e~y~R~e~m2p~e~I~~~~~~~~1~~1~O~-ED~i~SC.::uC,s~s~m~e--d~ia~t'-'io--n~w/D~G~--------~---~---~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

~------ ~- ----------------------------1 
7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0,20 ICC wi BA re IT appeal 

~==7~/~9~/2~0~0=4==!== c~GccR:=-----++cG~-=-e-o;'ff~r-=-e~.'-y'--cc:=R;;e;;m~p;;e~1 ;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;:;;;;;;ccO~-:.cc8c::0C:-_-_-_:~C;C~ __ W~c-1 ~Bc-A~-, ~~D~G;;,~K:H'--r-e--;I':::CT Sec mediation. 
1---c7:;-/~9,;;:/2~0~0~4~+_~G~R:-+G~eO~ff~r-=-e.'-y:;;R~e __ m2p~e~I~~~~~~~~0~~3~0~_EC~C~w~/-:v~e~ri~si~g~n~re~ITsec-media~0~~-~ __________ ~~ __ ~~~~~~~~~_ 

7/9/2004 GR ,Geoffrey Rempel 0~30 CC wi Red Cliff~~___ ~-----~---------------------l 
7/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.80 Review IT Security materialIor mediation. 

1--7=-1=9~/2~0~0~4~+- ::G:::Ro--t::G:-e-off:Or-e-'-y~R~e-m-'p-e~I~~~~~-+-~C:2-:0~0:--+'R;;-e-v-cie-w~a-n~d-e-cdCCit-Cd'--e--ccl:-a-ration and time sch-e-odu -I~e-s-cin~p-re-p-a-ra'"'t;-io-n-:fo-r--cE=-A~J-;-A:-a-p--cpl;;-ic-a-C:ti-on-~~~~~~---I 

---------------------~----------j 

7/9/2004 DMG Dennis M, Gingold 10.1 Work on T-1 time, 
~~~~--+----=~'-+~~--'-:'~-"'-'-:-'------+-----;-c~-+;:-;---'--.----'--= -~- ------------~---;c--cc-------------------_l 

7/9/2004 DMG Dennis M, Gingold 1,3 Telcoms. Austin re Bickerman discussion; me=-d=-iC'at __ io:.cn __ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--\ 
7/9/2004 DMG Dennis M, Gingold 0.5 Telcom~ Harper re T-1--'i~e ~ ___ ~ 
7/9/2004 DMG Dennis M, Gingold 0~5 ITelcom, Levitas re mediation 
7/9/2004 i DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0,5 Conference call Austin,:C:H~a:Cr'pc'e-r-, R;;;-e-m~p-e;-I r-e-m--e-d-;Ci-at"io-n~ag-r-e-e-m-e-n-:-t.~~~~~~~~~~~--l 

7/1 0/2004 46=-73°-+-G=-,-:Wi=III;;-ia-m---CA-u~st':-in~~~~~-+~~3~,~0=-0~-+::Rc-e-v~ie-w-o~f;-1;-~5=-Ctr-a-n~s-c-r;-ip';-t -(;=-250)~yiew of rep;-IY'-c-to:-e---cm_a_i_ls-,(_,5_0-,-).~~~~~~~~~~~~~-\ 
1-__ 7 __ /1,-,0,,-/2:c0=-0=-4:-+---::D __ M __ G-:-+':cD __ en __ n __ i __ s __ M-,-~ __ G=-i __ ng,<-0=-1d-=-~~~~-i:~ ____ 0c:-~7-;-~i:-IT __ e:,-lc __ o,,-m:,-s=-=H __ a-"rpc-e_r_re~T_-~1_tcime, cl"-~C:C:rl!.iTlun_ic __ at __ io=-n_s_i __ s_su_e=-s_~ ~~~~~~~ __ ~~~~~~-\ 
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:"--ccc-=--:-:------t-' _c..H,:::o..cuOCr-'Cs_+:, ~De~~iptiO~_ _ _____________________________________ ~ 
0.7 Telcoms. Levitas r_"e_T'__-_1,..ct,icm-'-ec.._~------------------------------1 

Date _Initials L~.!.lT1e 
7/13/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

0.3 Telcom. Rempel re_l11ed~~!i-".rl_i_Syu_,,~, ___________ ~ ___ ~ __ ~ __ ~ _______ _ 
f----=;-;:~;;:::~-t-~~-t-;:;-:-;-:;:-;0-'=~~=-----t------01-:O:0'--.1;-;0;--+.R:::e"v-=:i::cew"'--0'-ofc:d;-:ra-"ft"'s"-'Of Geoffrey Rempel's letter to the mediator regarding the failure of the 

7/13/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

7/14/2004 4673 G. William Austin 

7/14/2004 

7/14/2004 

7/14/2004 I 
i 

7/14/2004 

I 

7/14/2004 

7/14/2004 

7/14/2004 

7/14/2004 

i 

, 

: 
i 
I 

5133 IAlexls Applegate 3.70 

: 
I 
I 
I 

government to comply with the parties' June 7 agreement regarding IT security (1.0); conference 
with mediator John Sickerman on several occasions regarding this issue (1.50); review of the 
government's June 23 letter deciding to comply (.30); review of the government's June 24 letter 

I 
regarding five names rather than 3 (50); conference with co-counsel regarding this development 
(.50); review of Geoffrey Rempel's drafts regarding the govemment's further non-compliance (.60); 

1 conference with Keith Harper regarding mediation tasks (.50); review of It security materials for 

119/14/04 oral. argument (4.50); conference with Elliott Levitas and David Zacks regarding mediation 
issues (.70) 

Review media coverage per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); review materials relating to IT mediation 
!experts and conference call regarding same (1.30); review of further correspondence regarding 
!same (.90); document management per Elliott Levitas request (.60); compilation of mediation 
!documents per Elliott Levitas' request (.70). 

5307 iRon L. Raider 
8800 :Elliott H. Levitas 

,.--_+==-=-'-"='-'---______ -+ __ 1'--._"3-=0 __ ~search regardin£l_~q':."~A~c"~sJ.0_:J,,u_=s_"ti_"ce=_A_"ct"___Cc=_as_=:ec.s,,. __ -,---c--~-----cc_--__,---cccc__l 
4.20 i Review and comment on letter from plaintiffs' to government and mediators regarding experts (.3); 

I 

i , , 

I 
8913 I David M. Zacks 4_20 

I 
i 

I 
I I 

GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.80 

GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.50 

GR Geoffrey Rempel 4.30 

GR Geoffrey Rempel ! 0.10 

!
:review and analyze government's letters to mediators and plaintiffs' regarding experts (.4); meeting 
,with David Zacks and Dr. John Hardman regarding mediation process (1.0); preparation for and 

l
'telePhone conference with David Zacks, Dennis Gingold and Sill Austin regarding Carter Center, 
mediation, experts (1.2); review Geoff Rempel draft letter to mediators regarding expert selection 

I problems (.3), preparation for oral argument (.5), review memos regarding expert selection, bad 

Ifalth (.4); 

!prepare-iOr-meeting-wiihJOhn-Hardman; travel-to the Carter Center and conference with Hardman 

I 

and Elliott Levitas; private meeting with John Hardman at conclusion of same; review and respond 
to various e-mails regarding mediation process and Government's conduct with respect to naming 
experts; telephone conference with Dennis Gingold, as weB as Bill Austin throughout day; 

I 

conference call with entire team in planning next steps with Carter Center and discussing 
mediation process for next week; e-mail group regarding Eloise Cobell's presence at meeting with 
President Carter. 

~-.----------- --- ----------------1 
CC wi SA re mediation (5:; _ _'_C::::alc:ls"-) _____________________________ _ 
Discuss mediation wi DG. 

--~ --------------------------j 
Draft letter to mediators (2 letters). 

ICC wi Red Cliff re IT Sec. --.--------------------------1 
CC wi Rolf Mouton re IT -Sec-- - ---- ----------------~.----- ------.-

I--'-'--'--"-==--=--'--+----=-cc'-+=-=--=--::.::.!.~==-=-=-------+--..::c:"-_+-_O_:C--=_='="--------- --- -- --- ------- ------------------
CC wi EC re EAJA._aEpllcatl~r1_ 

1--7/14/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 

7/1412004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.10 

7/14/2004 GR 0.10 Left message for Defs' proposed ITSe-cex-pe-rt-. ----------------------

1-=:--:--·-::-::-:::--:----t-=---t=-------=-----'--::----'----c:--------+--;;--;:-;;---+C;;cC:--w/-;cMcoa-ry-"c-;-K-en-d:--ac-ll ----:-IG's office re IT Sec experts. 
1-=:--:-c=c--:-----+-=-+::-::--'--:::----'--c------t-~-:-::---+C:-cC=-w--;-/-:--M::-it:--re'---re-:::IT=--=Sec· -- -- -- -------.-------~---.----­
I-~~~___t--~___t~~~~~--------_+--~~_+~~~~~~--~---~-------:--~~----~--,;--~~--__,;___:__----------1 
I--';-~==__'__+_-="'_'_'=___t==='--'-'~='---c-----+_-.:..c:::"--c-t-R-ce-=:v:...i-'Cew.c...:a==no-:d'--e-=:d::-'i-'-t -=dce_cc..laraticmand time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. __ 

Work on T-l time. 
f--~~;;:::~--t-~~-t~c..c:~~~~~----------+---~~--t.R:::eC:v'--i-'-se~le~t~te~r~to~S~ic~k-e-r-man~------------------------------------------------------

Geoffrey Rempel I 
7/14/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 

7/14/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.10 
7/14/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 3.20 

7/14/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 13.1 

7/14/2004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 
Conference call Levitas, Zacks, Austin re mediation. 

Conference call Austin, Rempel re same. 
7/14/2004 

I 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 

7/14/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 

1--,;-~==__,__+_-=-c~__t=c..c:,-=--=-=-c~=-----+_-~,---+:T::-e:.:l=-co,-m,--=-s,~-a.r:eer re bad fa~h_;PWi_s~~es; EAJA; mediation; "midnight rider." __________ _ 

f--~~~~_t__:O:~~~~c:-=:~~~~--------~--_,_O~--~T~e~lc~o~m~.~R~e~m~p~e::cl-'-b-=a-=d_ffi.~it~h;me~ation --------------------------------------------1 
Telcom_ Levitas re mediation. 

7/14/2004 i DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.7 

7/14/2004 ! DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.2 

7/14/2004 ! DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 

0.1 Telcom. Holmes re mediati~------------------------------

I--=cc==-=~-+-=-=-=---t-=----,---:-:-~-:"'--------+--::--::-::--+:T::-e--:I-e--cph:--o-n-e-ca--clccl-w-;cit:--h--:--Austin regarding _r-'Cec..sec_a"r..:c...,h_n,:::e:_=e..:.d_s_;c. ________________ -1 

Research regarding government ~c_i-"s-=co_=:n_'_d::.u"c:.:t..:.in-'--'C"o.::b:_=e'--II--=c_"accs=_e'__. --c:-------,:----,--:--cc------,----j 

7/14/2004 DMG Dennis M, Gingold 

7/15/2004 2821 Leetra J. Harris 0.20 

7/15/2004 3304 Hilliard Samett Hardman 2.10 
f----=;-;~;;:::~-t-~~-t~~c;--==~-'-':o==='----t----;~,:-;;--t.P::-r::.e=-p:.:a"re~fo:--r:a''':n::cd:''a"tt-Ce'--n"'-:d:-meetlng with Elliott Levrtas, Alexis Applegate and Katie Nowell regarding 7/15/2004 4673 G. William Austin 13_50 

7/15/2004 5133 Alexis Applegate 

7/15/2004 5307 Ron L. Raider 

7/15/2004 6282 

5.40 

oral argument preparation (3.50); prepare Agenda for use at the meeting (1.0); review of July 16 
draft of Mediation Agreement received from John Sickerman (.50); participate in conference calls 
with John Sickerman and Geoffrey Rernpel regarding expert list exchange (.70); review of Geoffrey 
Rempel's draft of plaintiffs' objections (.60); prepare for and participate in conference call with 
Keith Harper, Elliott Levitas and David Zacks regarding July 19-21 mediation proceedings and 
plaintiffs' positions therein (1.0); conference with co-counsel Dennis Gingold regarding these 
issues (.50); review of July 15 draft (.50); preparation of e-mail to mediators (5.0). 

Review media coverage per Elliott Levitas' request (20); preparation and participation in meeting-­
regarding upcoming oral arguments (3.40); review correspondence from inspector general (.20); 
review further correspondence regarding IT expert for mediators (.40); review response to 
government's IT expert agreement (.60): preparation for upcoming mediation meetings (.60) 

._-
0.90 Review draft declaration 

iKatie D. Nowell 

I 
7/15/2004 8800 ! Elliott H. Levitas ~

80 Meeting With Sill Auslln, Elliott Levltas and AleXIS Applegate to diSCUSS necessary preparation and 

-+~~~-T.~~-:--:--~~------------__t re_s_ea_r_c_h_f_o_r~~ptemberO!al~~_m __ e_n_t __ ~~ __ ~~___,~~~-----------C--C~~----------~ 
260 Telephone conference With Keith Harper, Sill Austin, David Zacks regarding mediation Issues, 

, 
I 

! 
I , 

7/15/2004 i GR ! Geoffrey -Rempel 

7/15/2004 : GR , Geoffrey Rempel 
-7/15/2004 - t-GR . -t Geoffrey Rempel 

Carter role ( 8), telephone conference With Keith Harper, Sill Austin regarding mediation Issues, 

I 
1 

mediation agreement breach of agreement by govemment, e g naming of experts, preparallon for 
mediation meeting (1 8) 

I 0 70 I CC wi Rolf Mouton, ~G SG re IT Sec 
r-~~~~c--:---+--~:---+=--::--'--::;---'--c---------~--~0~.5~0:----+,C~C=-w~/~M::-it:--re--re-:::IT~S~ec ------------------------------------------------------1 

~__::___'__;::_-'-_:_----+___=__::_::-t~_=c_:__;_:,.__:;____cc;___-c__:__------------------------- ---
0.90 ICC wi SA re IT Sec (4 calls). 
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Exhibit 10

:"--ccc-=--:-:------t-' _c..H,:::o..cuOCr-'Cs_+:, ~De~~iptiO~_ _ _____________________________________ ~ 
0.7 Telcoms. Levitas r_"e_T'__-_1,..ct,icm-'-ec.._~------------------------------1 

Date _Initials L~.!.lT1e 
7/13/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

0.3 Telcom. Rempel re_l11ed~~!i-".rl_i_Syu_,,~, ___________ ~ ___ ~ __ ~ __ ~ _______ _ 
f----=;-;:~;;:::~-t-~~-t-;:;-:-;-:;:-;0-'=~~=-----t------01-:O:0'--.1;-;0;--+.R:::e"v-=:i::cew"'--0'-ofc:d;-:ra-"ft"'s"-'Of Geoffrey Rempel's letter to the mediator regarding the failure of the 

7/13/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

7/14/2004 4673 G. William Austin 

7/14/2004 

7/14/2004 

7/14/2004 I 
i 

7/14/2004 

I 

7/14/2004 

7/14/2004 

7/14/2004 

7/14/2004 

i 

, 

: 
i 
I 

5133 IAlexls Applegate 3.70 

: 
I 
I 
I 

government to comply with the parties' June 7 agreement regarding IT security (1.0); conference 
with mediator John Sickerman on several occasions regarding this issue (1.50); review of the 
government's June 23 letter deciding to comply (.30); review of the government's June 24 letter 

I 
regarding five names rather than 3 (50); conference with co-counsel regarding this development 
(.50); review of Geoffrey Rempel's drafts regarding the govemment's further non-compliance (.60); 

1 conference with Keith Harper regarding mediation tasks (.50); review of It security materials for 

119/14/04 oral. argument (4.50); conference with Elliott Levitas and David Zacks regarding mediation 
issues (.70) 

Review media coverage per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); review materials relating to IT mediation 
!experts and conference call regarding same (1.30); review of further correspondence regarding 
!same (.90); document management per Elliott Levitas request (.60); compilation of mediation 
!documents per Elliott Levitas' request (.70). 

5307 iRon L. Raider 
8800 :Elliott H. Levitas 

,.--_+==-=-'-"='-'---______ -+ __ 1'--._"3-=0 __ ~search regardin£l_~q':."~A~c"~sJ.0_:J,,u_=s_"ti_"ce=_A_"ct"___Cc=_as_=:ec.s,,. __ -,---c--~-----cc_--__,---cccc__l 
4.20 i Review and comment on letter from plaintiffs' to government and mediators regarding experts (.3); 

I 

i , , 

I 
8913 I David M. Zacks 4_20 

I 
i 

I 
I I 

GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.80 

GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.50 

GR Geoffrey Rempel 4.30 

GR Geoffrey Rempel ! 0.10 

!
:review and analyze government's letters to mediators and plaintiffs' regarding experts (.4); meeting 
,with David Zacks and Dr. John Hardman regarding mediation process (1.0); preparation for and 

l
'telePhone conference with David Zacks, Dennis Gingold and Sill Austin regarding Carter Center, 
mediation, experts (1.2); review Geoff Rempel draft letter to mediators regarding expert selection 

I problems (.3), preparation for oral argument (.5), review memos regarding expert selection, bad 

Ifalth (.4); 

!prepare-iOr-meeting-wiihJOhn-Hardman; travel-to the Carter Center and conference with Hardman 

I 

and Elliott Levitas; private meeting with John Hardman at conclusion of same; review and respond 
to various e-mails regarding mediation process and Government's conduct with respect to naming 
experts; telephone conference with Dennis Gingold, as weB as Bill Austin throughout day; 

I 

conference call with entire team in planning next steps with Carter Center and discussing 
mediation process for next week; e-mail group regarding Eloise Cobell's presence at meeting with 
President Carter. 

~-.----------- --- ----------------1 
CC wi SA re mediation (5:; _ _'_C::::alc:ls"-) _____________________________ _ 
Discuss mediation wi DG. 

--~ --------------------------j 
Draft letter to mediators (2 letters). 

ICC wi Red Cliff re IT Sec. --.--------------------------1 
CC wi Rolf Mouton re IT -Sec-- - ---- ----------------~.----- ------.-

I--'-'--'--"-==--=--'--+----=-cc'-+=-=--=--::.::.!.~==-=-=-------+--..::c:"-_+-_O_:C--=_='="--------- --- -- --- ------- ------------------
CC wi EC re EAJA._aEpllcatl~r1_ 

1--7/14/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 

7/1412004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.10 

7/14/2004 GR 0.10 Left message for Defs' proposed ITSe-cex-pe-rt-. ----------------------

1-=:--:--·-::-::-:::--:----t-=---t=-------=-----'--::----'----c:--------+--;;--;:-;;---+C;;cC:--w/-;cMcoa-ry-"c-;-K-en-d:--ac-ll ----:-IG's office re IT Sec experts. 
1-=:--:-c=c--:-----+-=-+::-::--'--:::----'--c------t-~-:-::---+C:-cC=-w--;-/-:--M::-it:--re'---re-:::IT=--=Sec· -- -- -- -------.-------~---.----­
I-~~~___t--~___t~~~~~--------_+--~~_+~~~~~~--~---~-------:--~~----~--,;--~~--__,;___:__----------1 
I--';-~==__'__+_-="'_'_'=___t==='--'-'~='---c-----+_-.:..c:::"--c-t-R-ce-=:v:...i-'Cew.c...:a==no-:d'--e-=:d::-'i-'-t -=dce_cc..laraticmand time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. __ 

Work on T-l time. 
f--~~;;:::~--t-~~-t~c..c:~~~~~----------+---~~--t.R:::eC:v'--i-'-se~le~t~te~r~to~S~ic~k-e-r-man~------------------------------------------------------

Geoffrey Rempel I 
7/14/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 

7/14/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.10 
7/14/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 3.20 

7/14/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 13.1 

7/14/2004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 
Conference call Levitas, Zacks, Austin re mediation. 

Conference call Austin, Rempel re same. 
7/14/2004 

I 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 

7/14/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 

1--,;-~==__,__+_-=-c~__t=c..c:,-=--=-=-c~=-----+_-~,---+:T::-e:.:l=-co,-m,--=-s,~-a.r:eer re bad fa~h_;PWi_s~~es; EAJA; mediation; "midnight rider." __________ _ 

f--~~~~_t__:O:~~~~c:-=:~~~~--------~--_,_O~--~T~e~lc~o~m~.~R~e~m~p~e::cl-'-b-=a-=d_ffi.~it~h;me~ation --------------------------------------------1 
Telcom_ Levitas re mediation. 

7/14/2004 i DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.7 

7/14/2004 ! DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.2 

7/14/2004 ! DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 

0.1 Telcom. Holmes re mediati~------------------------------

I--=cc==-=~-+-=-=-=---t-=----,---:-:-~-:"'--------+--::--::-::--+:T::-e--:I-e--cph:--o-n-e-ca--clccl-w-;cit:--h--:--Austin regarding _r-'Cec..sec_a"r..:c...,h_n,:::e:_=e..:.d_s_;c. ________________ -1 

Research regarding government ~c_i-"s-=co_=:n_'_d::.u"c:.:t..:.in-'--'C"o.::b:_=e'--II--=c_"accs=_e'__. --c:-------,:----,--:--cc------,----j 

7/14/2004 DMG Dennis M, Gingold 

7/15/2004 2821 Leetra J. Harris 0.20 

7/15/2004 3304 Hilliard Samett Hardman 2.10 
f----=;-;~;;:::~-t-~~-t~~c;--==~-'-':o==='----t----;~,:-;;--t.P::-r::.e=-p:.:a"re~fo:--r:a''':n::cd:''a"tt-Ce'--n"'-:d:-meetlng with Elliott Levrtas, Alexis Applegate and Katie Nowell regarding 7/15/2004 4673 G. William Austin 13_50 

7/15/2004 5133 Alexis Applegate 

7/15/2004 5307 Ron L. Raider 

7/15/2004 6282 

5.40 

oral argument preparation (3.50); prepare Agenda for use at the meeting (1.0); review of July 16 
draft of Mediation Agreement received from John Sickerman (.50); participate in conference calls 
with John Sickerman and Geoffrey Rernpel regarding expert list exchange (.70); review of Geoffrey 
Rempel's draft of plaintiffs' objections (.60); prepare for and participate in conference call with 
Keith Harper, Elliott Levitas and David Zacks regarding July 19-21 mediation proceedings and 
plaintiffs' positions therein (1.0); conference with co-counsel Dennis Gingold regarding these 
issues (.50); review of July 15 draft (.50); preparation of e-mail to mediators (5.0). 

Review media coverage per Elliott Levitas' request (20); preparation and participation in meeting-­
regarding upcoming oral arguments (3.40); review correspondence from inspector general (.20); 
review further correspondence regarding IT expert for mediators (.40); review response to 
government's IT expert agreement (.60): preparation for upcoming mediation meetings (.60) 

._-
0.90 Review draft declaration 

iKatie D. Nowell 

I 
7/15/2004 8800 ! Elliott H. Levitas ~

80 Meeting With Sill Auslln, Elliott Levltas and AleXIS Applegate to diSCUSS necessary preparation and 

-+~~~-T.~~-:--:--~~------------__t re_s_ea_r_c_h_f_o_r~~ptemberO!al~~_m __ e_n_t __ ~~ __ ~~___,~~~-----------C--C~~----------~ 
260 Telephone conference With Keith Harper, Sill Austin, David Zacks regarding mediation Issues, 

, 
I 

! 
I , 

7/15/2004 i GR ! Geoffrey -Rempel 

7/15/2004 : GR , Geoffrey Rempel 
-7/15/2004 - t-GR . -t Geoffrey Rempel 

Carter role ( 8), telephone conference With Keith Harper, Sill Austin regarding mediation Issues, 

I 
1 

mediation agreement breach of agreement by govemment, e g naming of experts, preparallon for 
mediation meeting (1 8) 

I 0 70 I CC wi Rolf Mouton, ~G SG re IT Sec 
r-~~~~c--:---+--~:---+=--::--'--::;---'--c---------~--~0~.5~0:----+,C~C=-w~/~M::-it:--re--re-:::IT~S~ec ------------------------------------------------------1 

~__::___'__;::_-'-_:_----+___=__::_::-t~_=c_:__;_:,.__:;____cc;___-c__:__------------------------- ---
0.90 ICC wi SA re IT Sec (4 calls). 
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Date ~_Initials l!Jarne ____ -o _____ ~H_:::_0:cu=_rs-__i'c;D:_:e=_s-c_:r_,ip'=t,_iO="-__:_;:__:c__:c_-________ _ 
7/15/2004 GR TGeoffrey Rempel 0.90 CC wi JB, BA re Mediatio". 

-----------------------

7/15/2004 G£<_ 1 Geoffr-"--'--L-=~-':..-m-'-p-elc--_-_-__ =====1===0=.2~0~==:c~c~=w=1 ~E~c~r=e=m=e=d=ia~ti=o=".==========_-__ -__ -_-=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=_-__ -_-__ -__ =_-_-~_-__ -_---_-_-__ ---_-_-_-_-_- --=-

7/15/2004 GR I Geoffrey,..:.:R-"em=pe"'I _____ f-----=0"'.2::-:0'---+C::-:C=--:.:w.:..1 '-'H-=a:.:."se="'-'r-=-e.:.IT'-'-=S-=-ec"'._~------------------------ _______ _ 
--=-~15/2004 --~R jGeOffrey ~em~_ 2.50 Draft letter to mediators re I]:_S~~ __ ---;---;-;-c------:c--

7/15/2004-+ __ ~e-o_,ff;:-r-e-y~c;R:-e-m-p'-e_,I-----__t--__=5_:.6:_:0:___t-=Rc-e-v-ie-w--;ca:-"d:-c-e,_d-it-d_,ec-c-lac-rc-at-io-"--;-:a;:-"-::d-ti-m_e_sc_h_e_d __ u_le_s_i"-,-pr_e .... p_a_ra_t_io_n __ f_o_r_E_A_J_A_ap,-p,-I_ic_a_tio __ n_. _______ _ 
7/15/2004 , GR ,Geoffrey Rempel 0.80 Discuss EAJA application wi DG. 

7/15/2004 DMG-Ioe-nnis M. Gingold 0.7 Conference call Rempel, defs' IT security expert 
:':':::",~~=----+-----=-'=--Ecc.:.:-,-"-,-=-,,-=-'-'-='~=c.:..=--=-,-,~--=-=-=,-,--,,,=,,-,,--------------

7/15/2004 DMG I Dennis M. 'Gingold . ____ --t_----::0:'-.7':--_lTo=e:;:lc:.::o::cm.::..-:-R-::a:.:s::ck"_in:.cr_=e'-'P-'i::..er-=c~e...:.r.:.e::..bu=:t=:ta::o.1. _______________________ . ___ _ 
7/15/2004 ---l-- DMG IDennis M. Gingold I 0.4 ITelcom. Harper re records problems. _. __ ._.__ ____________ _ ______ . ____ _ 

7/15/2004 DMG Dennlsc-:M,_.-::G:-:-'n.."g'-0-,-ldc-----+----::-0_,.2--t-=T-e,--lc-om-.-oL-ev.c.'c-ta_s_r_e_m_e_d_'a_t_'o_n_. ________________ . _________ _ 
7/15/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Austin re same. 

7/15/2004 DMG .g~nnis. ~_ Ging~lc!._ _ _ __ -+_----'0c..5=----_+T.:..e=:I"'c::..om=. -,-M.::.rt.::.r::..e.::.T..:e:.::c",h...:.r,e~curit¥ mediation issues. 
7/15/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 11.3 Work on T-l time. 

7/16/2004 I 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 
f-=-=,c-=-=-c--+-~-=-=----+-::---C-C--- -- - ----.. 

7/16/2004 i 4673 IG. William Austin 

i 

I 
7/16/2004 I 

I 

I 

i 

i 
I 

5133 IAlexis Applegate 

I I 

I i 

i 

I 

I 

2.80 Research regarding government misconduct. _ __ __ 

12.60 Review of John Bickerman's e-mail to counsel of 7/15/04 (.50); conference with Elliott Levitas and 
co-ccunsel regarding this correspondence and outline of plaintiffs' response (1.50); conference 
with David Zacks (.30); conference with Geoffrey Rempel regarding draft of plaintiffs' objections to 
the government's IT security experts (.70); preparation of draft letter to John Bickerman regarding 
plaintiffs' good faith (6.0); e-mail to co-counsel circulating draft (.20); conference with Elliott Levitas 

4.90 

I
, and co-counsel regarding changes to draft (1.0); finalize the letter to the mediator ( .. 50); review of 
Geoffrey Rempel's letter regarding expert assignment (.50); review of draft letter regarding 

'historical accounting (.30); conference with Keith Harper and Elliott Levitas regarding the draft 
iletter (.30); review of draft "expert" agreement (.50); e-mail to Geoffrey Rempel,et 31. regarding the 

I latest draft received from Mediator Bickemnan (.30). 

I 

I 

Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); review accounting sta.tement 
per Geoff Rempel's request (.50); review correspondence relating to mediation ( 80); review 
revised mediation agreement (.70); document management per Elliott Levitas' request (.90), 
caselaw research per Bill Austin's request (1.30); review letter to John Bickerman (40); 

7/16/2004-t

11 

- 8800 -fEii;-ott-H-~L-e-vi-ta-s-------t,il---,-3-=. 7"'0--+R:-e-v-'-ie-w-m'-e-m-o-tC-o-m-e-d,cia-:-to-r-s-r-e-ga-r-dC-in-g-r-e-s-po-n-s-e-t-o-:-tC-he--:i-r :-ba-dC-C-fa"CitC-h-a-s-se-rt-ciC"o-n C2j;telep-,h-o-n-e-----­

conference with Bill Austin regarding same (.8); discussions with co-counsel regarding same (9); 
discussions with co-counsel regarding Carter Center involvement, review infomnation regarding 

I I same (.9); review draft submission to mediators regarding statement on historical acccunting (3); 

I

I i discussions regarding same (.4); review letter from DOJ regarding Geoff Rempel contact wrth DOJ 
personnel (.2); 

f-~~-::--::-~~~~~:_:_:_:_cc--,-~-----_+--~~~~-:-:~~~~-~~-___,--~--~-~-~~--_;_-~-------
7/16/2004 i 8800 I Elliott H Levitas 1.70 I(add 1.1 to the first part of the previous entry regarding review of draft memos to Bickerman, 

i I Itelephone ccnference wrth Bill Austin regarding mediation and IT security issues and accounting 
i imethodology); telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding mediation (.3); telephone 

; I iconference with David Zacks regarding mediation issues, Bickerman memo (.3) 

7/16/2004 -; -8'-=9-:-1-=3--tI-=Dc-a-vccid·- M. Zacks 3.20 Review of various e-mails and ccrrespondence regarding mediation agreement; examination of Bill 
I Austin's proposed changes; responding with respect to allegations that we are also part of the 
: problem in getting an agreement signed; telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding response 

to mediator Bickerman's letter on our failure to sign a mediation agreement which we have already 
signed; telephone conference with Bill Austin; telephone conference with Elliott Levitas; review of 
communication and correspondence between team and John Bickerman; prepare for mediation. 

f-~~-::--::-,---.;..--=------+--.-----------;------+---::-::-::-_t=----;=~--:--:::---::-:------------------------------

f-_=7:-:-/l~6~/2~0~0~4~-'--.~G~R,--~I~G~eo~ff~r~ey~R~em~pe~I----------+-__ 0~.7~0~_+C~C-'--w-I-D~G~,~B~A~(-3-ca-I-IS~).~------------------------__________________________ _ 
7/16/2004 , GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.60 Discuss wi DG re mediation. 

f_-=7:,:/l-::6/:;:2-::00:o-4:-+-i----:G:;.;R~tG.:.eo=:ff:-re=-'y'-:R~e::.:.m:.:!p::..:e::-I----_+_-:0-,-:.1-::0_tC.::C..;,W:.;/-.:;Jc=-B.:.re=-c-:-IT--,S::..:e:-=;cc-::, -;-____________________________ . ___ _ 

1-~7,:,/.:.16:=:/~20:::0:::4:...-+_~G~R:_tG:.::e.:.off~r-=e"-y-'cR~e"-m:.:!p::.:e::.:.I----_+_-=-I:.:.I,;:O:----+.D:-:r:::ao:ft-::le:.:tt;-:e::.rs=:;-:to;-;m-::.:.e=:dic=a;-:to::.r~s.'-------______________________ .. __ ._ 
7/16/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.70 Draft letter to Warshawsky. 

f-~~~~--~~~~~:__~~--------_t--~~_t::__~-:-cc--~--~~~:-c-:---~~--------------------------------~ 
7/16/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.70 Conduct due diligence for mediation -IT Sec. 

r--:7",1-;c16;:c/c;c20;c:0:;-4-;-_i' ...S'.~ __ +G=eo.::.ff::cr-=e-,-y...:.R.:.e:.:m=p::..el-'--____ --t __ 4c..0.::.0=------t-=R:.:e:.:v-,-ie:..:w:..,.a.nd edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. ______ _ 

1--:7::/::-l::6/~2c:0c:0-:-4_+--oDc:M:;-G~tD:-=e::.n",n"-,is:..M07-' -oG~inC'g",o:.;l::;d _____ +-_-::l:,-.O:;--_+R"e::..v:..:i.:.ew~/r_=e-=-v:.:is:.::e-:-l::..ett;;.e=:r.,-t:-=o--;B:;-i",c",ke.::.rc.m-=-a=:n.:..::.re=--ITc.::.,se-=;-c,-;u:.;r;;.it!..,y..:e:..:x",p.::.e:..:rt.::.s.:.fo:..:r.::.m=e-=d:.:ia",ti.::.o"n:..:. __________ . 
7/16/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Review/revise letter to Bickerman re good faith. 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~------+--77--+~~~~~~~~~c~~~~------------------------------
7/1612004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Bardnell re PWT-l time. 

7/1612004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Raskin re Pierce rebuttal. 
1---:7::/::-l';;:6/:::2:-':0C:;0"'4-+--;D"M~Gc-l-;D:-=e'~n--n--is M. Gingold 1.0 Conference call Austin, Rempe re mediation. ~~-.-==-= 
1---:7°Clcol-=6/C:2:00:00"'4-t-- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Review/revise Levitas markup of R:..:a::.s:..:k"in.:..::.re.::.b.::.u::.:t"'tacc. ______________________ ._ 

7/16/2004 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom Rempel re Bickerman I~!!er: ____ . ____________ . _______________ _ 

7/16/2004 DMG Dennis M. G"'in:..:g,-.0-,I-,d _____ t-_-::0c-4-;-_+T:;-e-:l_co_m_s_. ",H._a.."rp.,-e_r_r_e_m_e_d_i_a.,-ti;;-o;-n-;-is_s_u_e_s_. -;-;;---;::-;-:---;-:-:-c:----------------------

1--::7;.;/::16:::/.:::2.;;:0.;;:04-'-+_DDMMG~'_ D~~ennnnIISs--MM.GG,-,-I'nn-=-gg"-00:":1l.:..dd _____ t-_.::.0_4c-_+T=-e-:l_co_m_s_ . .,.L_evitas re same; Bickerman letter; Raskin rebuttal. __ .__ .. _~~ __ ._ .. _ 
7/16/2004 0.6 Telcoms. Austin re same. ------------
7/16/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.3 Work on T-l time. _. __ 

7/17/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.40 Draft letter to mediators re IT_~'::. _____ . ____ :----:----:----~ ______________ _ 

1---:7oc/-:17=,/~2~0-c-04_-+-__ G=R:- ~_eoffrey Rempel 2.10 Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 
7/17/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 Discuss EAJAapp!;cation wi DG. --------

711712004_~~_r2-~~ey RemJ)8_I_ 
7/17/2004 !i DMG IDennis M. Gingold 
7/17/2004 DMG !Dennis M. Gingold 

7/17/2004 -=- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
7/17/2004 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 

7/17/2004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

0.40 CC wi DG, KH re mediation IT Sec. ..------

5.5 

0.8 

0.2 

0.4 

0.1 

Iwork on T-l time. 

Prepare letter to Bickerman re defs' non-objection to pltfs' recommendation on IT securitr. __ _ 

Telcom. Levitas re same. 

iConference call Harper et al. r,,_m_e __ d_i_at_io_n_. ____________________ _ 

Telcom. Harper re same. 
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Date ~_Initials l!Jarne ____ -o _____ ~H_:::_0:cu=_rs-__i'c;D:_:e=_s-c_:r_,ip'=t,_iO="-__:_;:__:c__:c_-________ _ 
7/15/2004 GR TGeoffrey Rempel 0.90 CC wi JB, BA re Mediatio". 

-----------------------

7/15/2004 G£<_ 1 Geoffr-"--'--L-=~-':..-m-'-p-elc--_-_-__ =====1===0=.2~0~==:c~c~=w=1 ~E~c~r=e=m=e=d=ia~ti=o=".==========_-__ -__ -_-=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=_-__ -_-__ -__ =_-_-~_-__ -_---_-_-__ ---_-_-_-_-_- --=-

7/15/2004 GR I Geoffrey,..:.:R-"em=pe"'I _____ f-----=0"'.2::-:0'---+C::-:C=--:.:w.:..1 '-'H-=a:.:."se="'-'r-=-e.:.IT'-'-=S-=-ec"'._~------------------------ _______ _ 
--=-~15/2004 --~R jGeOffrey ~em~_ 2.50 Draft letter to mediators re I]:_S~~ __ ---;---;-;-c------:c--

7/15/2004-+ __ ~e-o_,ff;:-r-e-y~c;R:-e-m-p'-e_,I-----__t--__=5_:.6:_:0:___t-=Rc-e-v-ie-w--;ca:-"d:-c-e,_d-it-d_,ec-c-lac-rc-at-io-"--;-:a;:-"-::d-ti-m_e_sc_h_e_d __ u_le_s_i"-,-pr_e .... p_a_ra_t_io_n __ f_o_r_E_A_J_A_ap,-p,-I_ic_a_tio __ n_. _______ _ 
7/15/2004 , GR ,Geoffrey Rempel 0.80 Discuss EAJA application wi DG. 

7/15/2004 DMG-Ioe-nnis M. Gingold 0.7 Conference call Rempel, defs' IT security expert 
:':':::",~~=----+-----=-'=--Ecc.:.:-,-"-,-=-,,-=-'-'-='~=c.:..=--=-,-,~--=-=-=,-,--,,,=,,-,,--------------

7/15/2004 DMG I Dennis M. 'Gingold . ____ --t_----::0:'-.7':--_lTo=e:;:lc:.::o::cm.::..-:-R-::a:.:s::ck"_in:.cr_=e'-'P-'i::..er-=c~e...:.r.:.e::..bu=:t=:ta::o.1. _______________________ . ___ _ 
7/15/2004 ---l-- DMG IDennis M. Gingold I 0.4 ITelcom. Harper re records problems. _. __ ._.__ ____________ _ ______ . ____ _ 

7/15/2004 DMG Dennlsc-:M,_.-::G:-:-'n.."g'-0-,-ldc-----+----::-0_,.2--t-=T-e,--lc-om-.-oL-ev.c.'c-ta_s_r_e_m_e_d_'a_t_'o_n_. ________________ . _________ _ 
7/15/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Austin re same. 

7/15/2004 DMG .g~nnis. ~_ Ging~lc!._ _ _ __ -+_----'0c..5=----_+T.:..e=:I"'c::..om=. -,-M.::.rt.::.r::..e.::.T..:e:.::c",h...:.r,e~curit¥ mediation issues. 
7/15/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 11.3 Work on T-l time. 

7/16/2004 I 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 
f-=-=,c-=-=-c--+-~-=-=----+-::---C-C--- -- - ----.. 

7/16/2004 i 4673 IG. William Austin 

i 

I 
7/16/2004 I 

I 

I 

i 

i 
I 

5133 IAlexis Applegate 

I I 

I i 

i 

I 

I 

2.80 Research regarding government misconduct. _ __ __ 

12.60 Review of John Bickerman's e-mail to counsel of 7/15/04 (.50); conference with Elliott Levitas and 
co-ccunsel regarding this correspondence and outline of plaintiffs' response (1.50); conference 
with David Zacks (.30); conference with Geoffrey Rempel regarding draft of plaintiffs' objections to 
the government's IT security experts (.70); preparation of draft letter to John Bickerman regarding 
plaintiffs' good faith (6.0); e-mail to co-counsel circulating draft (.20); conference with Elliott Levitas 

4.90 

I
, and co-counsel regarding changes to draft (1.0); finalize the letter to the mediator ( .. 50); review of 
Geoffrey Rempel's letter regarding expert assignment (.50); review of draft letter regarding 

'historical accounting (.30); conference with Keith Harper and Elliott Levitas regarding the draft 
iletter (.30); review of draft "expert" agreement (.50); e-mail to Geoffrey Rempel,et 31. regarding the 

I latest draft received from Mediator Bickemnan (.30). 

I 

I 

Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); review accounting sta.tement 
per Geoff Rempel's request (.50); review correspondence relating to mediation ( 80); review 
revised mediation agreement (.70); document management per Elliott Levitas' request (.90), 
caselaw research per Bill Austin's request (1.30); review letter to John Bickerman (40); 

7/16/2004-t

11 

- 8800 -fEii;-ott-H-~L-e-vi-ta-s-------t,il---,-3-=. 7"'0--+R:-e-v-'-ie-w-m'-e-m-o-tC-o-m-e-d,cia-:-to-r-s-r-e-ga-r-dC-in-g-r-e-s-po-n-s-e-t-o-:-tC-he--:i-r :-ba-dC-C-fa"CitC-h-a-s-se-rt-ciC"o-n C2j;telep-,h-o-n-e-----­

conference with Bill Austin regarding same (.8); discussions with co-counsel regarding same (9); 
discussions with co-counsel regarding Carter Center involvement, review infomnation regarding 

I I same (.9); review draft submission to mediators regarding statement on historical acccunting (3); 

I

I i discussions regarding same (.4); review letter from DOJ regarding Geoff Rempel contact wrth DOJ 
personnel (.2); 

f-~~-::--::-~~~~~:_:_:_:_cc--,-~-----_+--~~~~-:-:~~~~-~~-___,--~--~-~-~~--_;_-~-------
7/16/2004 i 8800 I Elliott H Levitas 1.70 I(add 1.1 to the first part of the previous entry regarding review of draft memos to Bickerman, 

i I Itelephone ccnference wrth Bill Austin regarding mediation and IT security issues and accounting 
i imethodology); telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding mediation (.3); telephone 

; I iconference with David Zacks regarding mediation issues, Bickerman memo (.3) 

7/16/2004 -; -8'-=9-:-1-=3--tI-=Dc-a-vccid·- M. Zacks 3.20 Review of various e-mails and ccrrespondence regarding mediation agreement; examination of Bill 
I Austin's proposed changes; responding with respect to allegations that we are also part of the 
: problem in getting an agreement signed; telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding response 

to mediator Bickerman's letter on our failure to sign a mediation agreement which we have already 
signed; telephone conference with Bill Austin; telephone conference with Elliott Levitas; review of 
communication and correspondence between team and John Bickerman; prepare for mediation. 

f-~~-::--::-,---.;..--=------+--.-----------;------+---::-::-::-_t=----;=~--:--:::---::-:------------------------------

f-_=7:-:-/l~6~/2~0~0~4~-'--.~G~R,--~I~G~eo~ff~r~ey~R~em~pe~I----------+-__ 0~.7~0~_+C~C-'--w-I-D~G~,~B~A~(-3-ca-I-IS~).~------------------------__________________________ _ 
7/16/2004 , GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.60 Discuss wi DG re mediation. 

f_-=7:,:/l-::6/:;:2-::00:o-4:-+-i----:G:;.;R~tG.:.eo=:ff:-re=-'y'-:R~e::.:.m:.:!p::..:e::-I----_+_-:0-,-:.1-::0_tC.::C..;,W:.;/-.:;Jc=-B.:.re=-c-:-IT--,S::..:e:-=;cc-::, -;-____________________________ . ___ _ 

1-~7,:,/.:.16:=:/~20:::0:::4:...-+_~G~R:_tG:.::e.:.off~r-=e"-y-'cR~e"-m:.:!p::.:e::.:.I----_+_-=-I:.:.I,;:O:----+.D:-:r:::ao:ft-::le:.:tt;-:e::.rs=:;-:to;-;m-::.:.e=:dic=a;-:to::.r~s.'-------______________________ .. __ ._ 
7/16/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.70 Draft letter to Warshawsky. 

f-~~~~--~~~~~:__~~--------_t--~~_t::__~-:-cc--~--~~~:-c-:---~~--------------------------------~ 
7/16/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.70 Conduct due diligence for mediation -IT Sec. 

r--:7",1-;c16;:c/c;c20;c:0:;-4-;-_i' ...S'.~ __ +G=eo.::.ff::cr-=e-,-y...:.R.:.e:.:m=p::..el-'--____ --t __ 4c..0.::.0=------t-=R:.:e:.:v-,-ie:..:w:..,.a.nd edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. ______ _ 

1--:7::/::-l::6/~2c:0c:0-:-4_+--oDc:M:;-G~tD:-=e::.n",n"-,is:..M07-' -oG~inC'g",o:.;l::;d _____ +-_-::l:,-.O:;--_+R"e::..v:..:i.:.ew~/r_=e-=-v:.:is:.::e-:-l::..ett;;.e=:r.,-t:-=o--;B:;-i",c",ke.::.rc.m-=-a=:n.:..::.re=--ITc.::.,se-=;-c,-;u:.;r;;.it!..,y..:e:..:x",p.::.e:..:rt.::.s.:.fo:..:r.::.m=e-=d:.:ia",ti.::.o"n:..:. __________ . 
7/16/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Review/revise letter to Bickerman re good faith. 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~------+--77--+~~~~~~~~~c~~~~------------------------------
7/1612004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Bardnell re PWT-l time. 

7/1612004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Raskin re Pierce rebuttal. 
1---:7::/::-l';;:6/:::2:-':0C:;0"'4-+--;D"M~Gc-l-;D:-=e'~n--n--is M. Gingold 1.0 Conference call Austin, Rempe re mediation. ~~-.-==-= 
1---:7°Clcol-=6/C:2:00:00"'4-t-- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Review/revise Levitas markup of R:..:a::.s:..:k"in.:..::.re.::.b.::.u::.:t"'tacc. ______________________ ._ 

7/16/2004 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom Rempel re Bickerman I~!!er: ____ . ____________ . _______________ _ 

7/16/2004 DMG Dennis M. G"'in:..:g,-.0-,I-,d _____ t-_-::0c-4-;-_+T:;-e-:l_co_m_s_. ",H._a.."rp.,-e_r_r_e_m_e_d_i_a.,-ti;;-o;-n-;-is_s_u_e_s_. -;-;;---;::-;-:---;-:-:-c:----------------------

1--::7;.;/::16:::/.:::2.;;:0.;;:04-'-+_DDMMG~'_ D~~ennnnIISs--MM.GG,-,-I'nn-=-gg"-00:":1l.:..dd _____ t-_.::.0_4c-_+T=-e-:l_co_m_s_ . .,.L_evitas re same; Bickerman letter; Raskin rebuttal. __ .__ .. _~~ __ ._ .. _ 
7/16/2004 0.6 Telcoms. Austin re same. ------------
7/16/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.3 Work on T-l time. _. __ 

7/17/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.40 Draft letter to mediators re IT_~'::. _____ . ____ :----:----:----~ ______________ _ 

1---:7oc/-:17=,/~2~0-c-04_-+-__ G=R:- ~_eoffrey Rempel 2.10 Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 
7/17/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 Discuss EAJAapp!;cation wi DG. --------

711712004_~~_r2-~~ey RemJ)8_I_ 
7/17/2004 !i DMG IDennis M. Gingold 
7/17/2004 DMG !Dennis M. Gingold 

7/17/2004 -=- DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
7/17/2004 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 

7/17/2004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

0.40 CC wi DG, KH re mediation IT Sec. ..------

5.5 

0.8 

0.2 

0.4 

0.1 

Iwork on T-l time. 

Prepare letter to Bickerman re defs' non-objection to pltfs' recommendation on IT securitr. __ _ 

Telcom. Levitas re same. 

iConference call Harper et al. r,,_m_e __ d_i_at_io_n_. ____________________ _ 

Telcom. Harper re same. 
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Date Initials, Name i Hours L Description 
~~-~-~-

711812004 8913 David M. Zacks 4.00 Review materials in preparation-for mediat;On;traveifrom Atlanta to Washington, D.C. 

711812004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 3.50 Review and edit declaraiion~and -time s-,,~~u.les in preparation for EAJA application ---_._--
711812004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Ha~pe,!e n1ed_ia~on __ 
711812004 DMG Dennis M. Gi~0l<l~ _______ 7.1 WorkonT~1time. 

~~711912004 
-~ ~~-~~~-f=--~~ - ~ ~ .------~~~~-~~-- ~~ 

3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 1.10 'Research concerning government misconduct. 
~~ 

711912004 I 4673 G. William Austin 12.00 ; Prepare for and attend day-of Joint 'mediation meetings (9.0); review and reply to mediator 
! I 

I 

'Bickerman's e~mails in advance of the meetings (.50); e~mails to other team members analyzing 
I I Ithe proposed IT security expert agreement ( 50); conference with Elliott Levitas and co-counsel 
I I I I 

~~ I i 
i(10) 

---- ----------- ---- ~----------------.--

5133 I AleXIS Applegate 9.80 Preparation, participation and recap of mediation meeting with government, mediators and 

5307 iRon L. Raider 

plaintiffs. 

711912004 1.40 Draft declarationJor E~iott_L_evltas and fact research regarding various issues. --
711912004 6282 Katie D. Nowell 2.90 Document review of 8111103 001 submissions in preparation for oral argument. 
711912004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 10.50 Mediation session (6.8): conference with Keith Harper, Bill Austin, David Zacks, Geoff Rempel and 

I I I Dennis Gingold regarding matters covered during mediation meeting and preparation for follow up 
Imeeting, including expert agreement, confidential, mediation agreement (1.2); meeting with David 
IZacks, John Bickerman and Charles Renfrew regarding mediation issues and proposals (2.5). 

i 
711912004 8913 David M. Zacks 12.00 !Participate in mediation on behal(of client; preparation of communication and information to be 

i I I 
iforwarded to former President Carter; working dinner meeting with Judge Renfrew and John 
Bickerman. 

711912004 J GR J Geoffrey Rempel I 0.20 iCC wi PRCG, DZ re mediation 
c----mgiiOO4 GR ~i Geoffrey Rempel i 10.20 'Mediation meetinjL 

-~--. 

711912004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.9 'Work on T~1 time. 
.-~ ._-----

Dennis M. Gingold I 711912004 DMG 0.3 I Review mediation languare re_ 2 ag~_m_~~,wntr~ct~o retain e~perts. 
~~ 

_._- -

711912004 DMG !Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 Revise reply re motion for additional enlargement. 

711912004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.4 In mediation, meet with mediators re settlement. 
7/1912004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0,1 !Teicom. Harper ~~ _r:n~9!~io.~_: ______ 
712012004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 1.30 I Research concerning government misconduct. 
712012004 4673 G. William Austin 11.00 Prepare for and attend second day of JOint mediation session (8.70); review of plaintiffs' 116103 

I I accounting plan and the district court's 9125103 accounting opinion (2.0); review of Keith Harper's 

I 

7116104 letter regarding plaintiffs' settlement proposal as to the accounting Issue (.30). 

! 
-~- -~ --"-_ .. _.-

712012004 5133 AleXIS Applegate 8.90 !Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); document management per 

I 'I ~'liott Levrtas' request (.90) Preparation, participation and recap of mediation meeting wrth 

i government. mediators and plaintiffs (7.70). 
~ -~--------

712012004 5307 Ron L. Raider 1.20 I ReView and revise the draft Levitas declaration. 
712012004 6282 Katie D. Nowell 3.20 I Document review of DOl's Submissions and certifications in compliance to Preliminary Injunction in 

'preparation for Oral Argument. 
~-~ 

I 

------------ --~ -

712012004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 0.80 :Telephone conference with Dennis Gingold and Bill Austin regarding mediation, settlement issues 
:(8) --_. __ . ------

712012004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas I 0.70 ITelePhone conference with David Zacks regarding mediation issues, preparation for next 
I 

i I mediation meeting (.4); telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding preparation for next 

I mediation meeting and mediation agreement (.3). 
-~---." 

712012004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 0.40 Review time entires for February and March 2001 for applicable time to be included in EAJA fee 
application (.4) 

---------~ 

712012004 8913 David M. Zacks 12.00 Conference with trial team outlining proposals from mediators; participate in day 2 of mediation; 
I private conference with Bickerman and Renfrew communicating offer subject to approval of client; I 
'I conference wrth Dennis Gingold and trial team; telephone conferences wrth Bill Austin; 
I communicate with Elliott Levitas regarding message to Carter; telephone conference with John 

Hardman; return travel from D.C. to Atlanta. 

GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.10 'Left msg EC re EAJA application. 
~ ~ 

712012004 

712012004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 CC wi Red Cliff re IT Sec. 

712012004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2.50 ! ~iscuss mediation ~with ieam 

712012004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 3.00 'Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 
~~~-~ -~~------~~~-

712012004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 5.5 i Work on mediation issues; meet with Levitas, Zacks, Austin, and Rempel re same, including 
ireview of transcripts. findings and conclusions re same. 

~---

712012004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.8 iWork on T~l time. --_. 
Dennis M. Gingold 712012004 DMG 0.2 ITelcom. Harper re mediation 

712012004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Austin re same 

712012004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.5 I Revise opptodefs; motion to seaL 

712112004 

I 
2821 ,Leetra J. Harris 0.20 ITelephone call with Applegateregardln9 status of case summary information and other case 

\ management issues 
--------- --

712112004 I 3304 I Hilliard Barnett Hardman 1.10 Research concerning government misconduct. 

712112004 ! 4673 IG. William Austin 8.80 Preparation of draft letter withdrawing the suggestion of "bad faith" as to plaintiffs (1.0); e~mail 
I 

j I transmitting draft to mediator John Bickerman (1.20); review of notes regarding the oral withdrawal 

i 
I of Mr. Bickerman's July 15 statement during the mediation session of July 19 (.50); review of oral 
I argument materials (3.0); conference with David Zacks regarding mediato~s concerns about July , 
I I I 20 motion for enlargement (.30); conference with co-counsel regarding the motion and footnotes , , 

Itherein (1.0); e-mail to David Zacks (.50); review of Keith Harpe~s draft letter regarding this issue 1 I 

, ! ,(.30); conference with Elliott Levitas and co~counsel (1.0). 
, 

I 
I I 

! I 
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Date Initials, Name i Hours L Description 
~~-~-~-

711812004 8913 David M. Zacks 4.00 Review materials in preparation-for mediat;On;traveifrom Atlanta to Washington, D.C. 

711812004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 3.50 Review and edit declaraiion~and -time s-,,~~u.les in preparation for EAJA application ---_._--
711812004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Ha~pe,!e n1ed_ia~on __ 
711812004 DMG Dennis M. Gi~0l<l~ _______ 7.1 WorkonT~1time. 

~~711912004 
-~ ~~-~~~-f=--~~ - ~ ~ .------~~~~-~~-- ~~ 

3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 1.10 'Research concerning government misconduct. 
~~ 

711912004 I 4673 G. William Austin 12.00 ; Prepare for and attend day-of Joint 'mediation meetings (9.0); review and reply to mediator 
! I 

I 

'Bickerman's e~mails in advance of the meetings (.50); e~mails to other team members analyzing 
I I Ithe proposed IT security expert agreement ( 50); conference with Elliott Levitas and co-counsel 
I I I I 

~~ I i 
i(10) 

---- ----------- ---- ~----------------.--

5133 I AleXIS Applegate 9.80 Preparation, participation and recap of mediation meeting with government, mediators and 

5307 iRon L. Raider 

plaintiffs. 

711912004 1.40 Draft declarationJor E~iott_L_evltas and fact research regarding various issues. --
711912004 6282 Katie D. Nowell 2.90 Document review of 8111103 001 submissions in preparation for oral argument. 
711912004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 10.50 Mediation session (6.8): conference with Keith Harper, Bill Austin, David Zacks, Geoff Rempel and 

I I I Dennis Gingold regarding matters covered during mediation meeting and preparation for follow up 
Imeeting, including expert agreement, confidential, mediation agreement (1.2); meeting with David 
IZacks, John Bickerman and Charles Renfrew regarding mediation issues and proposals (2.5). 

i 
711912004 8913 David M. Zacks 12.00 !Participate in mediation on behal(of client; preparation of communication and information to be 

i I I 
iforwarded to former President Carter; working dinner meeting with Judge Renfrew and John 
Bickerman. 

711912004 J GR J Geoffrey Rempel I 0.20 iCC wi PRCG, DZ re mediation 
c----mgiiOO4 GR ~i Geoffrey Rempel i 10.20 'Mediation meetinjL 

-~--. 

711912004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.9 'Work on T~1 time. 
.-~ ._-----

Dennis M. Gingold I 711912004 DMG 0.3 I Review mediation languare re_ 2 ag~_m_~~,wntr~ct~o retain e~perts. 
~~ 

_._- -

711912004 DMG !Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 Revise reply re motion for additional enlargement. 

711912004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.4 In mediation, meet with mediators re settlement. 
7/1912004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0,1 !Teicom. Harper ~~ _r:n~9!~io.~_: ______ 
712012004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 1.30 I Research concerning government misconduct. 
712012004 4673 G. William Austin 11.00 Prepare for and attend second day of JOint mediation session (8.70); review of plaintiffs' 116103 

I I accounting plan and the district court's 9125103 accounting opinion (2.0); review of Keith Harper's 

I 

7116104 letter regarding plaintiffs' settlement proposal as to the accounting Issue (.30). 

! 
-~- -~ --"-_ .. _.-

712012004 5133 AleXIS Applegate 8.90 !Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); document management per 

I 'I ~'liott Levrtas' request (.90) Preparation, participation and recap of mediation meeting wrth 

i government. mediators and plaintiffs (7.70). 
~ -~--------

712012004 5307 Ron L. Raider 1.20 I ReView and revise the draft Levitas declaration. 
712012004 6282 Katie D. Nowell 3.20 I Document review of DOl's Submissions and certifications in compliance to Preliminary Injunction in 

'preparation for Oral Argument. 
~-~ 

I 

------------ --~ -

712012004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 0.80 :Telephone conference with Dennis Gingold and Bill Austin regarding mediation, settlement issues 
:(8) --_. __ . ------

712012004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas I 0.70 ITelePhone conference with David Zacks regarding mediation issues, preparation for next 
I 

i I mediation meeting (.4); telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding preparation for next 

I mediation meeting and mediation agreement (.3). 
-~---." 

712012004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 0.40 Review time entires for February and March 2001 for applicable time to be included in EAJA fee 
application (.4) 

---------~ 

712012004 8913 David M. Zacks 12.00 Conference with trial team outlining proposals from mediators; participate in day 2 of mediation; 
I private conference with Bickerman and Renfrew communicating offer subject to approval of client; I 
'I conference wrth Dennis Gingold and trial team; telephone conferences wrth Bill Austin; 
I communicate with Elliott Levitas regarding message to Carter; telephone conference with John 

Hardman; return travel from D.C. to Atlanta. 

GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.10 'Left msg EC re EAJA application. 
~ ~ 

712012004 

712012004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 CC wi Red Cliff re IT Sec. 

712012004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2.50 ! ~iscuss mediation ~with ieam 

712012004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 3.00 'Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 
~~~-~ -~~------~~~-

712012004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 5.5 i Work on mediation issues; meet with Levitas, Zacks, Austin, and Rempel re same, including 
ireview of transcripts. findings and conclusions re same. 

~---

712012004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.8 iWork on T~l time. --_. 
Dennis M. Gingold 712012004 DMG 0.2 ITelcom. Harper re mediation 

712012004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Austin re same 

712012004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.5 I Revise opptodefs; motion to seaL 

712112004 

I 
2821 ,Leetra J. Harris 0.20 ITelephone call with Applegateregardln9 status of case summary information and other case 

\ management issues 
--------- --

712112004 I 3304 I Hilliard Barnett Hardman 1.10 Research concerning government misconduct. 

712112004 ! 4673 IG. William Austin 8.80 Preparation of draft letter withdrawing the suggestion of "bad faith" as to plaintiffs (1.0); e~mail 
I 

j I transmitting draft to mediator John Bickerman (1.20); review of notes regarding the oral withdrawal 

i 
I of Mr. Bickerman's July 15 statement during the mediation session of July 19 (.50); review of oral 
I argument materials (3.0); conference with David Zacks regarding mediato~s concerns about July , 
I I I 20 motion for enlargement (.30); conference with co-counsel regarding the motion and footnotes , , 

Itherein (1.0); e-mail to David Zacks (.50); review of Keith Harpe~s draft letter regarding this issue 1 I 

, ! ,(.30); conference with Elliott Levitas and co~counsel (1.0). 
, 

I 
I I 

! I 
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Date 
-------

l_nitia!S ,~ame _____ _ 
7/21/2004 5133 jAlexis Applegate 

Description _____ _ ________ _ Hours 
5AO 

I 

Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (AO); review draft of affidavit to 
adjoin the EAJA filing (AO); document management per Elliott Levitas' request (1.50); compilation 
of mediation documents per Elliott Levitas' request (.50); compilation of notes from mediation 

i meetings (2.S0). 

7/2-1-1-2-004 --S2-8-2--Katie D~ Nowe-II-- ------+-11 ---5=-.-::0-::0--+[ D=-o-c-u-m-en-tc-r-e-v'-ie-w-of DOl's submissions and certifications iri-compiiancetoPrelirninary Injunction in 

I preparation for Oral Argument. 

7/21/2004 7125 ~A Step~~n~_~la-,y ______ -+-! _-::o,-:.3:;:0o---rlc;:--on_f_e-,re:-:n_c,-e_w,-it_h_D. Zacks regarding settlement issues. ___ ~~_-==~-~ ---== 
7/21/2004 ' 8800 'Elliott H Levitas I 0.70 I Several telephone conferences with David Zacks regarding "footnote 3" mediation issues, Carter 

I tCenter issues (J); .________ _ _____ _ 

I
, 2.S0 ITelePhone conference with Bill Austin regarding draft memo to John Bickerman regarding ex parte 

mediation communication (A); review draft of memo (.2) review response from mediators 
1 regarding "bad faith" comment (.2); further discussions with Cobell team and co-counsel regarding 

7/21/2004 8800 ,Elliott H. Levitas 

I [mediation issues, bad faith, mediation agreement (1.8) 
---m1I2004~Da~'d -f'XZa--c-:k-S-------+--4:-.::cSO:::--t:;!TO'e-:le-p-:h-o-n-e-c-o-n-;f-er-e-n-c-e-s-w-;rtC;h-J-;-u-d-;-g-e--;:;R-e-nf;-r-ew-a-n-d~Jo:-:h:-:n-;;Bc-icc-k-e-rm-a-n-r-eg-a-r-dC-in-g-t;-;Ch-e-~ir-~fC-u;-tu-Crcce-ro~ 

7/21/2004 

7/22/2004 

7/22/2004 

I 

7/22/2004 
i 

8913 

i 
I 

i mediators; diSCUSSion with respect to footnote 3 issues in our recent filing with Federal Court; 
Idiscussion of same with Bill Austin and Elliott Levitas; telephone conference with John Hardman 
i regarding deferral of request for assistance of President Carter; continued diSCUSSions with Carter 
I Center; working telephone conferences with Dennis Gingold and Bill Austin; extensive telephone 
I conference with Elliott Levitas regarding future plans for mediation and preparing for same; 

'I discussion with trial team regarding proposed response to Bickerman's qUestion. s regarding putting 
his retraction in writing; coordinate with Elliott Levitas plans for Carter response 

1 __ -

---

-;-;-c----cc------+-;o-;::;~t;T:-cel:-ep-;-ho-ne conference with Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper, David Zacks, Bill Austin, Geoff R~ 
regarding Lamberth complaint resolution (A); telephone conference regarding report on mediators 
meeting (7/21) wrth government and response, mediation agreements, conflicts (1.S); telephone 
conference with David Zacks and Charles Renfrew regarding mediation issues and report on 
meeting with government on mediation and Bickerman letter (.5). 

4.S0 
----:-::-::c-:c--:--::--:::--c---=--,-,--::--::-:::-----:-:-:---::c- -- ----:,----1 

Telephone conference with Bill Austin, Dennis Gingold, Geoff Rempel, Kerth Harper regarding 
various mediation issues, mediation strategy, anonymous information regarding IT security (1A); 
telephone conference wrth Bill Austin, et al. and David Zacks regarding same (1.0), follow up 
discussions with Bill Austin regarding same (.8); telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding 
preparation for oral argument (A); telephone conference wrth Dennis Gingold. Ron Raider, Keith 
Harper regarding EAJA fee application, fee rates (.3); further telephone conference with Bill Austin 
regarding conversation with John Bickerman's office, footnote 3 issues (A); further telephone 
conference with Bill Austin regarding conversation with John Bickerman (.3) 

'David M. Zacks 2.70 I Conference call with trial team discussing Carter involvement, anonymous infOrmationregardi,;g-­
Department of Interior system security issues and footnote 3 matters; team conference call 
regarding mediation issues; extensive discussion with Dennis Gingold regarding global settlement 
issues. 

I 
I 

I I 1 --'-- -- ----+-~~_+::-_,_--,---,--.-,-------=-__=_--c-__,_----- --------- - ---- --- - --­
7/22/2004 GR : Geoffrey Rempel 

7/2212004 ! GR Geoffrey Rempel 

I 2.50 

0.80 

Review defendants' response to GAO application. 
f--=,~=O:CO-;-t---o:~~~:.:c:=~==:;------+--::-::::::--+D~is-'-c:::u-'-ss'-=;d:Ce-;-fs';' "'re=s"p:::o-n:':s:::e-"'w:::i"th~D~Gc-.======"--------------- ---- --- -------

7/22/2004 ' GR c;eoffrey Rempel +----
7/22/2004 , GR Geoffrey Rempel 

0.10 
0.20 

CC wi KH -------
---+----::-:-::,---*C-=C-w/:K:~H--:, D::-:G"'.--- ------------ --- ------------

7/22/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2AO CC wi team re mediation. ---------------- -- -
----

7/22/2004 ! GR Geoffrey Rempel 

7/22/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 

0_20 

0.30 
______ ~~=~_+L7e~ft~m:::s~g~.f:::o~r~R:::a"'b=en"h~0~r"'st:.:r:::e:.:E=A~J~A~a~p~p~li:::ca=t~io~n~(~2:.:m~e",ss:ca~g~e:::s~). _________ _ 

CC wi DG, EC, KH re EAJA 

7/22/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 

7/22/20041 GR Geoffrey Rempel 
; DMG iDennis M. Gingold 

--
7/2212004 
7/2212004 I DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 

____ +-_=-L:-:2-;:0_-+.:R,~eo-v-ie_:w:_PwC EAJA application time_ --;-:--_______ _ 
__ _+--0-;.-;1::-0--+.:C:-C,--W~-I-LiS" Smith (potential expert re billing rates) re EAJA application _ __ 

~~==~=,,-_~~~-+~~:::c.~~~= ____ -+' ___ -;:1~.7:--_+C~0=n"f:.:e-re'-n'-c~e-c'-a'-II'-Z=a'-c'-k~s~._;:A'-u:.:s'-tin,-.,-H,-a=r~p,-e,-r,,-R,-,-em~p:.:e,-I,-re~m,-e,-d_ia,-t,-io,-n_i:.:s,-su=e=s'-. ______ _ 
0.3 Telcoms. Bardnell re T-1 time. 

7/2212004 ~G Dennis M. Gingold 

7/22/2004 DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 
___ +-_-;:0c-:.5O-_f.-R:-:e:.:v:.:ie~w,,-/,,:m;cac;rk,::u:!::p-,d:::e~fs=-'-=G:::A,-O::.:.:O-=b!.:je:::ct=io::cn~s~. ___________________ _ 

SJ WorkonT-1time. 

7/2212004 : DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Telcoms. Harper re defs' GAO objections; mediation issues. 
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Date 
-------

l_nitia!S ,~ame _____ _ 
7/21/2004 5133 jAlexis Applegate 

Description _____ _ ________ _ Hours 
5AO 

I 

Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (AO); review draft of affidavit to 
adjoin the EAJA filing (AO); document management per Elliott Levitas' request (1.50); compilation 
of mediation documents per Elliott Levitas' request (.50); compilation of notes from mediation 

i meetings (2.S0). 

7/2-1-1-2-004 --S2-8-2--Katie D~ Nowe-II-- ------+-11 ---5=-.-::0-::0--+[ D=-o-c-u-m-en-tc-r-e-v'-ie-w-of DOl's submissions and certifications iri-compiiancetoPrelirninary Injunction in 

I preparation for Oral Argument. 

7/21/2004 7125 ~A Step~~n~_~la-,y ______ -+-! _-::o,-:.3:;:0o---rlc;:--on_f_e-,re:-:n_c,-e_w,-it_h_D. Zacks regarding settlement issues. ___ ~~_-==~-~ ---== 
7/21/2004 ' 8800 'Elliott H Levitas I 0.70 I Several telephone conferences with David Zacks regarding "footnote 3" mediation issues, Carter 

I tCenter issues (J); .________ _ _____ _ 

I
, 2.S0 ITelePhone conference with Bill Austin regarding draft memo to John Bickerman regarding ex parte 

mediation communication (A); review draft of memo (.2) review response from mediators 
1 regarding "bad faith" comment (.2); further discussions with Cobell team and co-counsel regarding 

7/21/2004 8800 ,Elliott H. Levitas 

I [mediation issues, bad faith, mediation agreement (1.8) 
---m1I2004~Da~'d -f'XZa--c-:k-S-------+--4:-.::cSO:::--t:;!TO'e-:le-p-:h-o-n-e-c-o-n-;f-er-e-n-c-e-s-w-;rtC;h-J-;-u-d-;-g-e--;:;R-e-nf;-r-ew-a-n-d~Jo:-:h:-:n-;;Bc-icc-k-e-rm-a-n-r-eg-a-r-dC-in-g-t;-;Ch-e-~ir-~fC-u;-tu-Crcce-ro~ 

7/21/2004 

7/22/2004 

7/22/2004 

I 

7/22/2004 
i 

8913 

i 
I 

i mediators; diSCUSSion with respect to footnote 3 issues in our recent filing with Federal Court; 
Idiscussion of same with Bill Austin and Elliott Levitas; telephone conference with John Hardman 
i regarding deferral of request for assistance of President Carter; continued diSCUSSions with Carter 
I Center; working telephone conferences with Dennis Gingold and Bill Austin; extensive telephone 
I conference with Elliott Levitas regarding future plans for mediation and preparing for same; 

'I discussion with trial team regarding proposed response to Bickerman's qUestion. s regarding putting 
his retraction in writing; coordinate with Elliott Levitas plans for Carter response 

1 __ -

---

-;-;-c----cc------+-;o-;::;~t;T:-cel:-ep-;-ho-ne conference with Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper, David Zacks, Bill Austin, Geoff R~ 
regarding Lamberth complaint resolution (A); telephone conference regarding report on mediators 
meeting (7/21) wrth government and response, mediation agreements, conflicts (1.S); telephone 
conference with David Zacks and Charles Renfrew regarding mediation issues and report on 
meeting with government on mediation and Bickerman letter (.5). 

4.S0 
----:-::-::c-:c--:--::--:::--c---=--,-,--::--::-:::-----:-:-:---::c- -- ----:,----1 

Telephone conference with Bill Austin, Dennis Gingold, Geoff Rempel, Kerth Harper regarding 
various mediation issues, mediation strategy, anonymous information regarding IT security (1A); 
telephone conference wrth Bill Austin, et al. and David Zacks regarding same (1.0), follow up 
discussions with Bill Austin regarding same (.8); telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding 
preparation for oral argument (A); telephone conference wrth Dennis Gingold. Ron Raider, Keith 
Harper regarding EAJA fee application, fee rates (.3); further telephone conference with Bill Austin 
regarding conversation with John Bickerman's office, footnote 3 issues (A); further telephone 
conference with Bill Austin regarding conversation with John Bickerman (.3) 

'David M. Zacks 2.70 I Conference call with trial team discussing Carter involvement, anonymous infOrmationregardi,;g-­
Department of Interior system security issues and footnote 3 matters; team conference call 
regarding mediation issues; extensive discussion with Dennis Gingold regarding global settlement 
issues. 

I 
I 

I I 1 --'-- -- ----+-~~_+::-_,_--,---,--.-,-------=-__=_--c-__,_----- --------- - ---- --- - --­
7/22/2004 GR : Geoffrey Rempel 

7/2212004 ! GR Geoffrey Rempel 

I 2.50 

0.80 

Review defendants' response to GAO application. 
f--=,~=O:CO-;-t---o:~~~:.:c:=~==:;------+--::-::::::--+D~is-'-c:::u-'-ss'-=;d:Ce-;-fs';' "'re=s"p:::o-n:':s:::e-"'w:::i"th~D~Gc-.======"--------------- ---- --- -------

7/22/2004 ' GR c;eoffrey Rempel +----
7/22/2004 , GR Geoffrey Rempel 

0.10 
0.20 

CC wi KH -------
---+----::-:-::,---*C-=C-w/:K:~H--:, D::-:G"'.--- ------------ --- ------------

7/22/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2AO CC wi team re mediation. ---------------- -- -
----

7/22/2004 ! GR Geoffrey Rempel 

7/22/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 

0_20 

0.30 
______ ~~=~_+L7e~ft~m:::s~g~.f:::o~r~R:::a"'b=en"h~0~r"'st:.:r:::e:.:E=A~J~A~a~p~p~li:::ca=t~io~n~(~2:.:m~e",ss:ca~g~e:::s~). _________ _ 

CC wi DG, EC, KH re EAJA 

7/22/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 

7/22/20041 GR Geoffrey Rempel 
; DMG iDennis M. Gingold 

--
7/2212004 
7/2212004 I DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 

____ +-_=-L:-:2-;:0_-+.:R,~eo-v-ie_:w:_PwC EAJA application time_ --;-:--_______ _ 
__ _+--0-;.-;1::-0--+.:C:-C,--W~-I-LiS" Smith (potential expert re billing rates) re EAJA application _ __ 

~~==~=,,-_~~~-+~~:::c.~~~= ____ -+' ___ -;:1~.7:--_+C~0=n"f:.:e-re'-n'-c~e-c'-a'-II'-Z=a'-c'-k~s~._;:A'-u:.:s'-tin,-.,-H,-a=r~p,-e,-r,,-R,-,-em~p:.:e,-I,-re~m,-e,-d_ia,-t,-io,-n_i:.:s,-su=e=s'-. ______ _ 
0.3 Telcoms. Bardnell re T-1 time. 

7/2212004 ~G Dennis M. Gingold 

7/22/2004 DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 
___ +-_-;:0c-:.5O-_f.-R:-:e:.:v:.:ie~w,,-/,,:m;cac;rk,::u:!::p-,d:::e~fs=-'-=G:::A,-O::.:.:O-=b!.:je:::ct=io::cn~s~. ___________________ _ 

SJ WorkonT-1time. 

7/2212004 : DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Telcoms. Harper re defs' GAO objections; mediation issues. 
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Date 
7/2212004 
7/22/2004 
7/22/2004 

Initials I Name I Hours : Description ___ u _ --------------------------1 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re mediation, _ ----------------------1 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Zacks re sarT1~_______________ .. ---------------1 
DMG Denni=s-'M:~.'_G=in:.;gc:o'-'ld=--____ +--=-O:.:.I~-c:T:.:e'-lc:=0rT1-,-'::."v~t~s re same. _____ --------------

7/23/2004 2821 Leetra J. Harris 1.60 iConference with Levitas regarding the proper format for the case summaries being prepared for 

i I II i use at oral arguments; review case briefs In preparation of drafting case summaries. 

7/23/2004 3304! Hilliard Barnett Hardman 2.90 I Research concerning government ;;:;;Sconduct 
f-~7;.;/:02='3/=2=0=0:.:4-+-.=4=6~7-=-3--fi-O:G;::.:;-WiO:;,"'II'-ia=-m::..:,Ac::u.:.:st:'-in==='---+; -'-6='.=8=0--+,coOo=-n=-fC:e=-re--"n'-c:':eC::w''':-ith E',-,'i-ott Levitas, David Zacks and co-counsel regarding status of mediation (1.0); 

I I iconference with Alexis Applegate (.30); review of IT securrty materials in preparation for oral 
i largument on 9/14/04 (3.0); review of John Bickerman's e-mails (.50); messages to team members 
i Itransmitting Bickerman's messages (.50); conference with Elliott Levitas, David Zacks and co-

I i counsel regarding the necessity for further responses (1.50). 

7i23/20-0-4- -'5133 ,Alexis AP-·p-Cl-e-ga-t-e------I-I--C5~.4-C0C--fc!R~e-v-Cie-w-m--e--cii'a coverage-;u;ddockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); conference with Leetra --

I I, Harris and Elliott Levitas regarding oral argument preparation and forwarding of essential 

i idocuments (.80); preparation of trial notebooks for oral argument per Elliott Levitas' request (2.20); 
I !compilation of mediation documents (1.20); review correspondence related to mediation (.50); 

I !document management per Elliott Levitas' request (.50). 

--~~~~~~~~--~~~-~----------~ 
1--,_7c../::23:::/-=2c::0__,,0-,4_+-.:6-=2__,,8::2-+,=K:.::acctic.e.:D"'c..Nc.0,-wc.e:::Ic.1 ______ +----'2=_.-'1'=0_~ID,,0c.c'-u=-m=e'-nt'-'-review of 8/11/03 DOl submissions in preparation for oral argument 

7/23/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 2.90 I Conference with Letra Harris and Alexis Applegate regarding preparation for oral argument (.5); 
,telephone conference wrth Alexis Applegate regarding oral argument, mediation (.3); telephone 

7/23/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.00 

I conference with Dennis Gingold regarding response to Pierce article, support for bad faith by 
!government, and support for EAJA filing (.4); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding 
imediation issues, anonymous call from government regarding IT issues, strategy (.5); telephone 
iconference with Bill Austin and David Zacks regarding mediation agreement, issues and 
lanonymous call regarding IT issues (1.2) 
I 
I 
jTelephone conference with Judge Renfrew regarding IT security issues and information regarding 

I ,government's actions, David Zacks discussion (.7); preliminary review of judicial misconduct order 

I--=~~~+~~-+=-~~-=--c------.-L---- land related paper~l3~___ . __ 
7/23/2004 8913 David M. Zacks I 3.00 iConferencewlth John Hardman regarding President Carter issue; various conference calls wrth 

I
, ,team regarding footnote 3, I.T security communication issue, and further communication with 

! mediators regarding mediation agreement and confidentialrty issues. 
f--c==--:--+--:=:---+::--::c--;;:-----;------+-::-:-::-t--c::------'- .. -. -------
1--'_7'-/2=_3=-1=20'-0'-4_+-~G'=R'-~G-e-off=r-e~y~R~e-m~p'-e'-I-----~,--'=O'-.I'=O--+L~e~ft-m~es~s-a:g~~wC~E=-A.:.:J_~A'-a~p~,p~li=c~at~io=-n.:. _____________________ ~ 
f_-'7~/2~3~/2~0.:0-'4_~:.:G'-R'--+=G::::eo:::ff=-r::::ey~R::e'-m~p:::el-----+--'-0~.2:::0'--LC'-C~w'-I'-p'-w-'C'-r_'-e~E:A~J~A:.:a~p~p~lic,~a~t,i~0n,~. __ ~~ __________________ ~ 
1--,_7.:.:/2::3=-/::20=_0=_4,_+---=G,-R,_+-=G.:e__"off,_r::::e~y-,R.:.:e,_m~p~e,_I _____ ~i---=0:.:.1::::0--+i'L:::e,-ft,-m=sg~.-,f=-or,-L~is~Smith~~~A~~applica,,-,-ti:.o,-n:.. __________________ ~ 

7/23/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel ,0.30 ,CC wi Lisa Smith re EAJA application 
f--c7::-/:02'-"3/=2C:0=0'-4-+-~G~R~tG;':e=o:Off;-re=-y"-,c;R:=e'-'m"p=e:;-I------+--=-4:':.6=0'---+IR;;:-e"-vi'-e'-w=a=ndecJrt declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 

1---,7~/2~3~/2:::0.:0_4_~:.:G,=R,--~G::::eo,-:ff=-r-,-ey~R::::em=p,-el:-----+---:0~.2:::0:--+IC:o-C:::-W-;-/-.::P:-R_C_G:=-c:re_-,:,on~<:t:-:-_=~_-_-_____________________ --1 
7/23/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.10 ,CC wi Eva re Lannan update. 

1---'7':':/2:::3'-/::20=-O'-4'-41':-D::::M'-G'--+=D-=e-'-nn'-i::::s~M'-.':':G=-i~ng'-0:'1-;-d----~---=1:.:.0:::::.-~iR"e'-v~ie-w~p.:ie-rC.ce~mc:a"t=e~ria:.:l~s=. ~=---------------------------~ 
1---'7':':/2::3'-1=20=-0=-4'-~I--=D'-M'-G=-+-=D--"e'-nn~i~s~M~.~G~i'-ng~0~1~d--------~'----0~.5~--~T~e~lc'-0~mC.sC..'-A'-u.::.:sti~n'-'re:~s.:.:am'-'-e---------- ----------------------------------------------__f 

7/2312004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ! 0.5 !Conference call Le-v-=-itc-a-s-,-A-;-u-s-ctC-in--r-e~P::cie-r-c-e-. ---------.-

7/23/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 iTelcoms. Harp~r re~~c=e;:.:b=a~d~fa""i~th"fc::e-=e __ s.'-:-___________________ ~ 
1---'7"'/2=-3='=1=20"0'-4-+--=D'--M'-G-=-+=-D'-e'-nn-"i-'-s-='M-=-.-cGOci'-ng"-0=-I-'=-d----~----'0:..3=---+:T:;-e~lco-m-.-cB::-ramwell re IT security mediation issue. __ 

1---,7.:.:/2::3=-1=20=_0=_4,_:_+-:.:D,_M,-G=-~D__"e~nn~i=_s~M~.,_G~i~ng~0~I~d ________ ~---'-'0'-.6=----+:T~e=--lc:::o'-m'-s'--.-=L~e~v'-ita~s-:r~e~s~a,m,~ec.. _____ . ________________________________________ . ______ ~ 
f-~7;..:12~3~/2:o0~0~4'--+_~D~M:;_G:;::__+=D--"e'-nn~i=s-::M:;:.-:G:o:i'-ng~0:.;I-'7d ____ --1_--=0".'-I_--+:,T::-:e:;_lc::.:o'-m:.::·7R.::a~d:.;e~r re T:_1-;f_ee_s-;-.--;-c ____ --:---:-__________________ ---1 
1---::7",/2"3:./-o-20=-0,,,4,--+-,=Dc,M,-G-=-+:::D_e_nn_ci,-s-=,M-;-'_cGOci,-n,,-g0-cI-;-d ____ ~'---:-O-=-.-::I--+T-;-ec-lc-;-o-m-b=e_cne-:f-=-ic-i-a--r __ y-re-la--n_d_s __ al~issuescGase status_. ______________ _ 

7/23/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.3 Work on T-1 time. 
.-

1---'7':':/2=-4=-1=20'-0=-4--+-:':D'--M~G-=-+=-D'::e'-nn'-i-'-s-:M~.:-G"i=-n"-go=-l-'=-d--------~r--'-1-'-.67---~IT~e~lc-o-m-.-cF~a-s-~dre~-m-e:-d:-ia-:t·i,-on--d:-a-=-ta-.-----------------------------------------------l 
1--c..:::~:=:-'---I~~~~~'-'-'-~~'-"-'-------_4--~~~~'-'-'-~~'-'- .. -------=~----------------------------------------4 

7/24/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 12.0 IWork on T-1 time 

7/25/2004 4673 G. William Austin 3.50 ! Preparation of e-mail to' mediator John Bickerman regarding status of Mediation Agreement 

!I' negotiations (1.5); review of Judge Lamberth's response to the Pierce complaint and Judge 
,Statelle's dismissal thereof (1.50); review of co-counsel's e-mails and Elliott Levitas' responses 

:(50) 

7/25/2004 I 8800 I i Review and analyze Notice regarding Response to Defendants' Notice of Corrected Objections to 
: Plaintiffs' Statement of Fees and Expenses Filed June 21, 2004 (2616) with attachments and 

i I 
!proposed order (5); memo to Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper, David Zacks and Cobell team 

I-------l-----I------------+---r--+] r~e'-g-a-rd:_i-nc.g-m-e-d--i-atlon agreement and process (.6). 1 8800 Elliott H. Levitas I 1.20 ITelephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding mediation process and consideration of 

I--~-r-~-+-I r-r-~+:::-:--ccc-=--r_------_+I-__::_=-- 'changes, use of ,nformation on government misconduct (1.2). :=---
7/25/2004 8913 David M. Zacks I 0.50 TReview e-mails regarding mediation strategies responding to Bickerman; review matters on iT 

, security issues. 
1--7-/2-5-1-2-0-0-4-+--D-M-G-+-D-e-n-n-is-M-. -G-in-g-o-ld------+--0-.1~-+T~e-l-co-m---. -=-A-u-st-in--re mediation~ ---------------~ --------- --- ------I 

7/25/2004 

Elliott H. Levitas 1.10 

7/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Prepare memorandum to litigati:.:o,::n.::t~e~am=r-=e:..:m=e __ d::ia:.:ti=o,-,n~i=ss::.:u=e=s,-. _______________ ~ 

1---,7,-,/2::.:5:c/2=_0:::0:.4,--+_-=D:.::M:cG=-+D=-c.en,-n~i,-s .:.:M.:c.~G",i:.cng~0:.ld=--____ +_~0~.1=-_I-Tc:e:-lc~0-m-.:-L=-evitas re same. _ ---------------------------1 

1--.::7~/2~5,,/2::0::.:0:.4'_:_+_-=D'-M:cG=-+D:::::cen~n~i=-s~M.:c.:.:G=-i:.cng~0'--ld=-________ + __ :.:8:.::.9~--+:W~or'-k'-0:.n:.Tc.-~1~time.-----------------r_r_---------------------------------------1 
7/26/2004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 4.40 Research concerning govemment misconduct. 
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Date 
7/2212004 
7/22/2004 
7/22/2004 

Initials I Name I Hours : Description ___ u _ --------------------------1 
DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re mediation, _ ----------------------1 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.7 Telcoms. Zacks re sarT1~_______________ .. ---------------1 
DMG Denni=s-'M:~.'_G=in:.;gc:o'-'ld=--____ +--=-O:.:.I~-c:T:.:e'-lc:=0rT1-,-'::."v~t~s re same. _____ --------------

7/23/2004 2821 Leetra J. Harris 1.60 iConference with Levitas regarding the proper format for the case summaries being prepared for 

i I II i use at oral arguments; review case briefs In preparation of drafting case summaries. 

7/23/2004 3304! Hilliard Barnett Hardman 2.90 I Research concerning government ;;:;;Sconduct 
f-~7;.;/:02='3/=2=0=0:.:4-+-.=4=6~7-=-3--fi-O:G;::.:;-WiO:;,"'II'-ia=-m::..:,Ac::u.:.:st:'-in==='---+; -'-6='.=8=0--+,coOo=-n=-fC:e=-re--"n'-c:':eC::w''':-ith E',-,'i-ott Levitas, David Zacks and co-counsel regarding status of mediation (1.0); 

I I iconference with Alexis Applegate (.30); review of IT securrty materials in preparation for oral 
i largument on 9/14/04 (3.0); review of John Bickerman's e-mails (.50); messages to team members 
i Itransmitting Bickerman's messages (.50); conference with Elliott Levitas, David Zacks and co-

I i counsel regarding the necessity for further responses (1.50). 

7i23/20-0-4- -'5133 ,Alexis AP-·p-Cl-e-ga-t-e------I-I--C5~.4-C0C--fc!R~e-v-Cie-w-m--e--cii'a coverage-;u;ddockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); conference with Leetra --

I I, Harris and Elliott Levitas regarding oral argument preparation and forwarding of essential 

i idocuments (.80); preparation of trial notebooks for oral argument per Elliott Levitas' request (2.20); 
I !compilation of mediation documents (1.20); review correspondence related to mediation (.50); 

I !document management per Elliott Levitas' request (.50). 

--~~~~~~~~--~~~-~----------~ 
1--,_7c../::23:::/-=2c::0__,,0-,4_+-.:6-=2__,,8::2-+,=K:.::acctic.e.:D"'c..Nc.0,-wc.e:::Ic.1 ______ +----'2=_.-'1'=0_~ID,,0c.c'-u=-m=e'-nt'-'-review of 8/11/03 DOl submissions in preparation for oral argument 

7/23/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 2.90 I Conference with Letra Harris and Alexis Applegate regarding preparation for oral argument (.5); 
,telephone conference wrth Alexis Applegate regarding oral argument, mediation (.3); telephone 

7/23/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.00 

I conference with Dennis Gingold regarding response to Pierce article, support for bad faith by 
!government, and support for EAJA filing (.4); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding 
imediation issues, anonymous call from government regarding IT issues, strategy (.5); telephone 
iconference with Bill Austin and David Zacks regarding mediation agreement, issues and 
lanonymous call regarding IT issues (1.2) 
I 
I 
jTelephone conference with Judge Renfrew regarding IT security issues and information regarding 

I ,government's actions, David Zacks discussion (.7); preliminary review of judicial misconduct order 

I--=~~~+~~-+=-~~-=--c------.-L---- land related paper~l3~___ . __ 
7/23/2004 8913 David M. Zacks I 3.00 iConferencewlth John Hardman regarding President Carter issue; various conference calls wrth 

I
, ,team regarding footnote 3, I.T security communication issue, and further communication with 

! mediators regarding mediation agreement and confidentialrty issues. 
f--c==--:--+--:=:---+::--::c--;;:-----;------+-::-:-::-t--c::------'- .. -. -------
1--'_7'-/2=_3=-1=20'-0'-4_+-~G'=R'-~G-e-off=r-e~y~R~e-m~p'-e'-I-----~,--'=O'-.I'=O--+L~e~ft-m~es~s-a:g~~wC~E=-A.:.:J_~A'-a~p~,p~li=c~at~io=-n.:. _____________________ ~ 
f_-'7~/2~3~/2~0.:0-'4_~:.:G'-R'--+=G::::eo:::ff=-r::::ey~R::e'-m~p:::el-----+--'-0~.2:::0'--LC'-C~w'-I'-p'-w-'C'-r_'-e~E:A~J~A:.:a~p~p~lic,~a~t,i~0n,~. __ ~~ __________________ ~ 
1--,_7.:.:/2::3=-/::20=_0=_4,_+---=G,-R,_+-=G.:e__"off,_r::::e~y-,R.:.:e,_m~p~e,_I _____ ~i---=0:.:.1::::0--+i'L:::e,-ft,-m=sg~.-,f=-or,-L~is~Smith~~~A~~applica,,-,-ti:.o,-n:.. __________________ ~ 

7/23/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel ,0.30 ,CC wi Lisa Smith re EAJA application 
f--c7::-/:02'-"3/=2C:0=0'-4-+-~G~R~tG;':e=o:Off;-re=-y"-,c;R:=e'-'m"p=e:;-I------+--=-4:':.6=0'---+IR;;:-e"-vi'-e'-w=a=ndecJrt declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 

1---,7~/2~3~/2:::0.:0_4_~:.:G,=R,--~G::::eo,-:ff=-r-,-ey~R::::em=p,-el:-----+---:0~.2:::0:--+IC:o-C:::-W-;-/-.::P:-R_C_G:=-c:re_-,:,on~<:t:-:-_=~_-_-_____________________ --1 
7/23/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.10 ,CC wi Eva re Lannan update. 

1---'7':':/2:::3'-/::20=-O'-4'-41':-D::::M'-G'--+=D-=e-'-nn'-i::::s~M'-.':':G=-i~ng'-0:'1-;-d----~---=1:.:.0:::::.-~iR"e'-v~ie-w~p.:ie-rC.ce~mc:a"t=e~ria:.:l~s=. ~=---------------------------~ 
1---'7':':/2::3'-1=20=-0=-4'-~I--=D'-M'-G=-+-=D--"e'-nn~i~s~M~.~G~i'-ng~0~1~d--------~'----0~.5~--~T~e~lc'-0~mC.sC..'-A'-u.::.:sti~n'-'re:~s.:.:am'-'-e---------- ----------------------------------------------__f 

7/2312004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ! 0.5 !Conference call Le-v-=-itc-a-s-,-A-;-u-s-ctC-in--r-e~P::cie-r-c-e-. ---------.-

7/23/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 iTelcoms. Harp~r re~~c=e;:.:b=a~d~fa""i~th"fc::e-=e __ s.'-:-___________________ ~ 
1---'7"'/2=-3='=1=20"0'-4-+--=D'--M'-G-=-+=-D'-e'-nn-"i-'-s-='M-=-.-cGOci'-ng"-0=-I-'=-d----~----'0:..3=---+:T:;-e~lco-m-.-cB::-ramwell re IT security mediation issue. __ 

1---,7.:.:/2::3=-1=20=_0=_4,_:_+-:.:D,_M,-G=-~D__"e~nn~i=_s~M~.,_G~i~ng~0~I~d ________ ~---'-'0'-.6=----+:T~e=--lc:::o'-m'-s'--.-=L~e~v'-ita~s-:r~e~s~a,m,~ec.. _____ . ________________________________________ . ______ ~ 
f-~7;..:12~3~/2:o0~0~4'--+_~D~M:;_G:;::__+=D--"e'-nn~i=s-::M:;:.-:G:o:i'-ng~0:.;I-'7d ____ --1_--=0".'-I_--+:,T::-:e:;_lc::.:o'-m:.::·7R.::a~d:.;e~r re T:_1-;f_ee_s-;-.--;-c ____ --:---:-__________________ ---1 
1---::7",/2"3:./-o-20=-0,,,4,--+-,=Dc,M,-G-=-+:::D_e_nn_ci,-s-=,M-;-'_cGOci,-n,,-g0-cI-;-d ____ ~'---:-O-=-.-::I--+T-;-ec-lc-;-o-m-b=e_cne-:f-=-ic-i-a--r __ y-re-la--n_d_s __ al~issuescGase status_. ______________ _ 

7/23/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.3 Work on T-1 time. 
.-

1---'7':':/2=-4=-1=20'-0=-4--+-:':D'--M~G-=-+=-D'::e'-nn'-i-'-s-:M~.:-G"i=-n"-go=-l-'=-d--------~r--'-1-'-.67---~IT~e~lc-o-m-.-cF~a-s-~dre~-m-e:-d:-ia-:t·i,-on--d:-a-=-ta-.-----------------------------------------------l 
1--c..:::~:=:-'---I~~~~~'-'-'-~~'-"-'-------_4--~~~~'-'-'-~~'-'- .. -------=~----------------------------------------4 

7/24/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 12.0 IWork on T-1 time 

7/25/2004 4673 G. William Austin 3.50 ! Preparation of e-mail to' mediator John Bickerman regarding status of Mediation Agreement 

!I' negotiations (1.5); review of Judge Lamberth's response to the Pierce complaint and Judge 
,Statelle's dismissal thereof (1.50); review of co-counsel's e-mails and Elliott Levitas' responses 

:(50) 

7/25/2004 I 8800 I i Review and analyze Notice regarding Response to Defendants' Notice of Corrected Objections to 
: Plaintiffs' Statement of Fees and Expenses Filed June 21, 2004 (2616) with attachments and 

i I 
!proposed order (5); memo to Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper, David Zacks and Cobell team 

I-------l-----I------------+---r--+] r~e'-g-a-rd:_i-nc.g-m-e-d--i-atlon agreement and process (.6). 1 8800 Elliott H. Levitas I 1.20 ITelephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding mediation process and consideration of 

I--~-r-~-+-I r-r-~+:::-:--ccc-=--r_------_+I-__::_=-- 'changes, use of ,nformation on government misconduct (1.2). :=---
7/25/2004 8913 David M. Zacks I 0.50 TReview e-mails regarding mediation strategies responding to Bickerman; review matters on iT 

, security issues. 
1--7-/2-5-1-2-0-0-4-+--D-M-G-+-D-e-n-n-is-M-. -G-in-g-o-ld------+--0-.1~-+T~e-l-co-m---. -=-A-u-st-in--re mediation~ ---------------~ --------- --- ------I 

7/25/2004 

Elliott H. Levitas 1.10 

7/25/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Prepare memorandum to litigati:.:o,::n.::t~e~am=r-=e:..:m=e __ d::ia:.:ti=o,-,n~i=ss::.:u=e=s,-. _______________ ~ 

1---,7,-,/2::.:5:c/2=_0:::0:.4,--+_-=D:.::M:cG=-+D=-c.en,-n~i,-s .:.:M.:c.~G",i:.cng~0:.ld=--____ +_~0~.1=-_I-Tc:e:-lc~0-m-.:-L=-evitas re same. _ ---------------------------1 

1--.::7~/2~5,,/2::0::.:0:.4'_:_+_-=D'-M:cG=-+D:::::cen~n~i=-s~M.:c.:.:G=-i:.cng~0'--ld=-________ + __ :.:8:.::.9~--+:W~or'-k'-0:.n:.Tc.-~1~time.-----------------r_r_---------------------------------------1 
7/26/2004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 4.40 Research concerning govemment misconduct. 
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Description Date ,,_i Initials Name 
7/26/2004 I 4673 G. William Austin 

I , 

Hours 
7.60 Review of draft of Geoffrey Rempel's letter to John Bickerman regardinglT'securityexp'ert (.50); ,­

review of Elliott Levitas' revised draft (.30), participate in conference call with Elliott Levitas and 
I 

! 

team members regarding the draft (.90); e,mail to Elliott Levitas regarding revised draft (AO): 

review letter re,drafted by Dennis Gingold and signed by Keith Harper (.30); e-mail to Elliott Levitas 

I 

(AO); review of Judge Lamberth's response to the Pierce complaint (1.50); review of IT security 

, I! matters (3.0); exchange e-mails with Katie Nowell regarding review of the government's 8/11/03 

I __ ,"C"-;--;-_c-_____ +' _-;;-=_-il",sc-ub_m,--is_s_io_n_cs,_in_the IT security a
pp
eaIS(_30).___ ' __ "'_" 

7/2'6/2004 -, 5133 "I Ai . A It! 6.70 I Review media coverage per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); compilation of mediation meeting notes 

I
' ::: I I: eXls pp ega e and correspondence (3.80); further research in preparation for oral argument (1.60); document 
i management per Elliott Levitas' request (1.10) 

7/26/2004 5307 Ron L. Raider 0.70 Interview possible expert on market rates for lawyers with De-n;;;S-Gingold; Geoff Harper:'and Keith 

I 
Harper. 

7/26/2004 1-_ 6282 tKatieD:''Noweil-' -, ---1
I
-"""3"'.OccO--+, D"'o-c.'.u-m-e-n-t -re-v"'ie-w-o"'f 8=-1:-1"1 "'IOcc3-s-u-'-b-m"is-s"io-n-s-f:-ro-m-th'-e~D~O:-'''in-pr-e-p-a-ra-ti""'o-n:-fo"r' Ora I Arg u-me-."-t~-_~~~ -::: 

7/26/2004 I 8800 Elliott H. Levitas I 3.90 Discussions regarding supplemental authority (A); review media coverage (.5); extensive 

I I

I discussions with co-counsel and KS Cobell team regarding IT securitylmediation issues, mediation 
agreement, mediation strategy (3.0) _,_ 

7/26/2004 i-8800_ I E;:;:'"" iO=;tt;.,.-H",. :;;LeC:cv:.:.it=a.::.s-;-____ -+_'C1;:.~4~0--SPcore?p:..:a:;.ra;:;t~io;.'_n';:fC'0:....r ",or:c:a;:.' ;=a:-,rg",u,,;;mOCe::n':Ct,,-,c:..:o,,:n:::ti:,n:;.ue;.:d::...:..:re:.cvc.:ie:..:w~o:....f =brc::e",if=.s .::a",nd=-c::c.:::a=se::..:s:..:rc::e .... g.:::ar:..::d",in",g,-s::..:a::m:.:.e, .'..( 1"4,,,-) __ 
7/26/2004 , GR lGeoffrey Rempel 0.70 ,CC wi DG, EL, KH, Lisa Smith re EAJA application. -

7/26/2004 r GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.10 CC wi PwC re EAJA application. --------- ""-

7/26/2.0()41,GB.lc;~offr.ex Rempel,_ 3AO !Draft letter to mediators re IT Sec 
7/26/2004 I GR I Geoffrey Rempel I 0.90 Icc wi BA, DG, KH, EC re IT Sec. 

~o04-~'TGeoffrey Rempel---'---+-"'3-'-0"-0'---+=-R-=ev-i-"ew-=a-"n'-'d=-e='d'-it'-'d"'e.'.c=,a-=-ra-'t-=-io-'n"'a-=nc::d-=t"im-e-s-ch-e·-du;,-e-s"'in-p-re-p-a-ra"'t:-io-n-:f'-or'CEocA:-:JAapplicat;C)n-_~'- " -

7/26/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.0 Work on T-1 time.---
r-C:7~/2~6~/2~0~0~4c-t-"'D~M~G~+Doce-n-n"is"7MC'.~G~in~g~0-cld7"----+--~0-:.9~~~T,-e~lc-o-m-s-.-cA-u'Cst~in-r-e-m-ed-:i,-at~io-n-:-is-s-ue-s-.----------------------------

,,--

7/26/2004 DM~_ D=-e_n-'.n:....is-:-M,_.-=Gccin-'g'-0-c'd..,-----+--__ 1:.....0:--~-=M:....e:..::e:....t-"w-"it-h_A-'u-'sc.,tin-'-'-re:.....:.csaccm=e". __ ",-_-,'-,---, ________ ,. __ " . __ ,, __ ' "' __ 
f---=7:..::/2:..:6:..:/2:c0:..:0,-4_+--=D..cMc.,G=-tD=-e",nc:.n",is::...c.:M:.:,. -=G:.:.in"'g"'0:.:.ld=-____ +-_-'1"'.0'----'c=C:..::o"'n:..::fe:.:.r=.en:.:.c::..:e:..c:.:a::',:..::L::..:e:..:v.:.:it=as:.:,~Ha.rper, Rempel, Austin re same. 

~c:7~/2~6~/2~0~0~4~t'~D~M~G~-+D~e=nc:.n"'ls~M~.~G~'n"'g"'0~'d7-____ +-_~1~.1~~I~R=e~v='e:.:.w:..:/r~e~v=is;=e-"e=t~te::r-'to~B~'c::k=e.:.:rm.:.:a=n:..:.:.:re=--'T-s=e::..:c=u:..:n.t~y:.:..------------"----__ '_' __ _ 
~004 j DMG _, Den_n __ is"7MC'.~G~in~g"-0_cldc-----+---:0-:.2::--f::T:-e""c-o-m-._cZ'"a_c_ks_re_m_e_d'C:ia~tio:-n-.-----,--. , _________ _ 

7/26/2004 rDMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Harper re mediaiton. 
f--c:7~/2~6~/2~0~0~4---+I~D~M~G~tID~e'-n-n--IS-;-M~G~,n~g'-0-C,d7"----+---:0-.1:----,~T,-e~lc-o-'.m-.-cL-e~vi~ta:....s-r:.:.e-m:....e-d~i:....at~io:....n~.--------------------------------- --,---, 

7/26/2004 ~ IDennis M Gingold 0.7 Conference call Rempel, Rader, Harper re T-1 rate issues. 
7/27/2004 3304 -+1';= HHc;'II;Cha:':'r':7d""BC'a-rn=e"'tt;"HCoa-=r--d:-m-a-n---f--~2:":.1c;;0~-t.R::-e:':s"-e=aC::rc"'h-=-co=-=n=c'-e"'rn=in"'g=g02v"ce':':r:"::nm=e-'nt"'m=is"'co"'n:"::d':-u'-ct-'-.:.:.=:=c:=="------' ----------

,-,-

7/27/2004 I' 4673 f Wilham Austin 5.80 ,Conference with David Zacks regarding August 3 mediation (.30); conference with ElliottLe;;jas' --
, ! 1(.50); conference with Elliott Levitas and Dennis Gingold regarding mediation issues (.50); review 
I ! 10f e-mails regarding IT security (.50); review of IT security materials for oral argument (3.0); 

I 
conference with co-counsel Dennis Gingold (1.0). 

7/2'712004 -- - 5133-t,A,exis Applegate i 4.00 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request'[30);review draft of mediation 
! r memo regarding IT security and monitor comments regarding same (.80); research memorandum 

I 

I r sent by Bickerman per David Zacks request (AO); research and compilation of documents in 
I ! preparation of oral argument (1.90); research House version of Interior Appropriations and 

I i conference with Elliott Levitas regarding same (.60). 

f-I--:==-c;",;~=c;=c;;=c~~",~=-: __ -_"+r~~~~~;~",~=-_-++A=-K-:-a-:~'C'i~-:eD=-Ph-:' ~:-:~-;-~-:::;-~-y------':--~=-.-:~::-~--+':~'-~-~-~;-r-:-~t--t:-~-V'C'i~-:-c°-::CCs8:C:e':-1g':-1~:::C~-::-~-i~-~"bsm-e':-;~-,:':-~-~-~"':-ro-m~th-e"""DC:O':-I':-in-p-r-e-p-ar-a"'ti-on-:for-OraIArg-ument=:'-_= 
7/27/2004 II 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas I 1.40 Review and analysis of Judicial Complaint against Judge Lamberth, response, ruling and"e;,hibits;-

! i preparation for oral argument (1.0); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding trust 

1-~==:-:--+1-C8C:8-::0-::-0-+il-:;;ECCIII'-ott:C-CH".':-L-e"'vl'tCa'-s-------'i_---:c=_-+.:rec_f~o-rm.,__is-s-u-e-fo-:rc_0-r-a-' a_r..:.g-,um~e=-nt_(".4",)=' --,--=---c-~-.....-:---~-=c-c---cc-'----.-" __ 
7/27/2004 ! 6.70 Telephone conference with David Zacks and Dennis Gingold regarding Bickerman/Renfrew and IT 

I ! security letter (.3); review memos regarding same (.8); review draft letter from Pombo to Taylor 
I I (4); review and analyze Lamberth disqualification proceedings (1.8); preparation for oral argument 
i , (2.2); telephone conference with Abe Eisenberg and Dennis Gingold regarding EAJA application, 

f--~~~ ___ ~-L-_""",~~-:-__________ -+ __ ~~ __ +m~a_rk __ e_tr_a-:-te-,s __ ,_ex_p_e __ rt_S_(1_._2) __ ; __ ~--, _____ ~ ____ ~ __ ~ __________________________ , __ 

7/27/2004 I 8913 I David M Zacks I 2.50 Continued discussions and review of materials regarding IT security issues; draft response to 
' I John Bickerman regarding same; communicate with team members on topic; conference call with I . I 

L
' ' Dennis Gingold and Elliott Levitas regarding communication on IT security to mediators; 

I-~==~_ ,,~-=,--~ __ --, ______ -+! _'C:-~_+r=-e::-d __ ra_ft-.,inc_g=-s",a"Cm __ e-.--c--c=-c-cc---:--=---'-------'------___________ _ 

~=7/~2~7~/2~0~04-:--~~G~Rf--+'G~e~0~ff~re~y~R~e~m~pe~'----------t-~0~.3~0:__~C~C~w'-/D~G~,~K~H~(p~a;.:rt~)~re~E:...A=JAc:....::a~p~pl~iC=a~ti0:.cn.c..~~~----~--~~~--~-~--------,--,-
7/27/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 6.10 Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 
7/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.5 Work on T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. 

7/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Telcoms. Austin re mediation issues; appellate issues. 

7/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Telcoms. Levitas re rider; oral argument appellate issues. 

7/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Conference call Zacks, Levitas re mediation. 
f---ymj2~0:::0:-:4-t-';;D'CM::G::-f.D::-e::':n.c.n:.cis'-:'Mc-. -::G"'in"'g"'O"'ld::------+--..;;O.:.:. 7;----1.:;:Tc::e.;c,c~0c:.m=s~. :-CH'-a::":rpcce-=r::":re=m.::'e'CdC'ia:":ti':':o=n=-. :..:::..===:.:.:.:."--------------.. ,, ------1 
f--==~_+__;;:~_+~__;_=_-~__;---_+--::-;:;-_+.::-:-:---;;---;'--:--;-;cc----:-_;_--;-~-~-::o-~;---'-' .. ,,"',,--_.-- ---

7/28/2004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 6.10 Put together list of all government misconduct found in Cobell case. 

7/28/2004 4673 G. William Austin 4.70 

I 

i 

Review of John Bickemnan's e-mail regarding David Zacks' July 27 e-mail (.30); partiCipate in 
conference call with David Zacks, Elliott Levitas, Alexis Applegate and co-counsel (.30); review of 
IT security materials (.50); conference with Elliott Levitas and Dennis Gingold regarding APA 
related issues (.50); e-mail to Mark Levy regarding proposed notice of supplemental authority (.20); 
conference with Geoffrey Rempel regarding GAO report (.20); review of proposed draft to John 
Bickerman and further suggested changes (.30); conference with David Zacks (.20); review of IT 
security materials (2.50) 
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Description Date ,,_i Initials Name 
7/26/2004 I 4673 G. William Austin 

I , 

Hours 
7.60 Review of draft of Geoffrey Rempel's letter to John Bickerman regardinglT'securityexp'ert (.50); ,­

review of Elliott Levitas' revised draft (.30), participate in conference call with Elliott Levitas and 
I 

! 

team members regarding the draft (.90); e,mail to Elliott Levitas regarding revised draft (AO): 

review letter re,drafted by Dennis Gingold and signed by Keith Harper (.30); e-mail to Elliott Levitas 

I 

(AO); review of Judge Lamberth's response to the Pierce complaint (1.50); review of IT security 

, I! matters (3.0); exchange e-mails with Katie Nowell regarding review of the government's 8/11/03 

I __ ,"C"-;--;-_c-_____ +' _-;;-=_-il",sc-ub_m,--is_s_io_n_cs,_in_the IT security a
pp
eaIS(_30).___ ' __ "'_" 

7/2'6/2004 -, 5133 "I Ai . A It! 6.70 I Review media coverage per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); compilation of mediation meeting notes 

I
' ::: I I: eXls pp ega e and correspondence (3.80); further research in preparation for oral argument (1.60); document 
i management per Elliott Levitas' request (1.10) 

7/26/2004 5307 Ron L. Raider 0.70 Interview possible expert on market rates for lawyers with De-n;;;S-Gingold; Geoff Harper:'and Keith 

I 
Harper. 

7/26/2004 1-_ 6282 tKatieD:''Noweil-' -, ---1
I
-"""3"'.OccO--+, D"'o-c.'.u-m-e-n-t -re-v"'ie-w-o"'f 8=-1:-1"1 "'IOcc3-s-u-'-b-m"is-s"io-n-s-f:-ro-m-th'-e~D~O:-'''in-pr-e-p-a-ra-ti""'o-n:-fo"r' Ora I Arg u-me-."-t~-_~~~ -::: 

7/26/2004 I 8800 Elliott H. Levitas I 3.90 Discussions regarding supplemental authority (A); review media coverage (.5); extensive 

I I

I discussions with co-counsel and KS Cobell team regarding IT securitylmediation issues, mediation 
agreement, mediation strategy (3.0) _,_ 

7/26/2004 i-8800_ I E;:;:'"" iO=;tt;.,.-H",. :;;LeC:cv:.:.it=a.::.s-;-____ -+_'C1;:.~4~0--SPcore?p:..:a:;.ra;:;t~io;.'_n';:fC'0:....r ",or:c:a;:.' ;=a:-,rg",u,,;;mOCe::n':Ct,,-,c:..:o,,:n:::ti:,n:;.ue;.:d::...:..:re:.cvc.:ie:..:w~o:....f =brc::e",if=.s .::a",nd=-c::c.:::a=se::..:s:..:rc::e .... g.:::ar:..::d",in",g,-s::..:a::m:.:.e, .'..( 1"4,,,-) __ 
7/26/2004 , GR lGeoffrey Rempel 0.70 ,CC wi DG, EL, KH, Lisa Smith re EAJA application. -

7/26/2004 r GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.10 CC wi PwC re EAJA application. --------- ""-

7/26/2.0()41,GB.lc;~offr.ex Rempel,_ 3AO !Draft letter to mediators re IT Sec 
7/26/2004 I GR I Geoffrey Rempel I 0.90 Icc wi BA, DG, KH, EC re IT Sec. 

~o04-~'TGeoffrey Rempel---'---+-"'3-'-0"-0'---+=-R-=ev-i-"ew-=a-"n'-'d=-e='d'-it'-'d"'e.'.c=,a-=-ra-'t-=-io-'n"'a-=nc::d-=t"im-e-s-ch-e·-du;,-e-s"'in-p-re-p-a-ra"'t:-io-n-:f'-or'CEocA:-:JAapplicat;C)n-_~'- " -

7/26/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.0 Work on T-1 time.---
r-C:7~/2~6~/2~0~0~4c-t-"'D~M~G~+Doce-n-n"is"7MC'.~G~in~g~0-cld7"----+--~0-:.9~~~T,-e~lc-o-m-s-.-cA-u'Cst~in-r-e-m-ed-:i,-at~io-n-:-is-s-ue-s-.----------------------------

,,--

7/26/2004 DM~_ D=-e_n-'.n:....is-:-M,_.-=Gccin-'g'-0-c'd..,-----+--__ 1:.....0:--~-=M:....e:..::e:....t-"w-"it-h_A-'u-'sc.,tin-'-'-re:.....:.csaccm=e". __ ",-_-,'-,---, ________ ,. __ " . __ ,, __ ' "' __ 
f---=7:..::/2:..:6:..:/2:c0:..:0,-4_+--=D..cMc.,G=-tD=-e",nc:.n",is::...c.:M:.:,. -=G:.:.in"'g"'0:.:.ld=-____ +-_-'1"'.0'----'c=C:..::o"'n:..::fe:.:.r=.en:.:.c::..:e:..c:.:a::',:..::L::..:e:..:v.:.:it=as:.:,~Ha.rper, Rempel, Austin re same. 

~c:7~/2~6~/2~0~0~4~t'~D~M~G~-+D~e=nc:.n"'ls~M~.~G~'n"'g"'0~'d7-____ +-_~1~.1~~I~R=e~v='e:.:.w:..:/r~e~v=is;=e-"e=t~te::r-'to~B~'c::k=e.:.:rm.:.:a=n:..:.:.:re=--'T-s=e::..:c=u:..:n.t~y:.:..------------"----__ '_' __ _ 
~004 j DMG _, Den_n __ is"7MC'.~G~in~g"-0_cldc-----+---:0-:.2::--f::T:-e""c-o-m-._cZ'"a_c_ks_re_m_e_d'C:ia~tio:-n-.-----,--. , _________ _ 

7/26/2004 rDMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Harper re mediaiton. 
f--c:7~/2~6~/2~0~0~4---+I~D~M~G~tID~e'-n-n--IS-;-M~G~,n~g'-0-C,d7"----+---:0-.1:----,~T,-e~lc-o-'.m-.-cL-e~vi~ta:....s-r:.:.e-m:....e-d~i:....at~io:....n~.--------------------------------- --,---, 

7/26/2004 ~ IDennis M Gingold 0.7 Conference call Rempel, Rader, Harper re T-1 rate issues. 
7/27/2004 3304 -+1';= HHc;'II;Cha:':'r':7d""BC'a-rn=e"'tt;"HCoa-=r--d:-m-a-n---f--~2:":.1c;;0~-t.R::-e:':s"-e=aC::rc"'h-=-co=-=n=c'-e"'rn=in"'g=g02v"ce':':r:"::nm=e-'nt"'m=is"'co"'n:"::d':-u'-ct-'-.:.:.=:=c:=="------' ----------

,-,-

7/27/2004 I' 4673 f Wilham Austin 5.80 ,Conference with David Zacks regarding August 3 mediation (.30); conference with ElliottLe;;jas' --
, ! 1(.50); conference with Elliott Levitas and Dennis Gingold regarding mediation issues (.50); review 
I ! 10f e-mails regarding IT security (.50); review of IT security materials for oral argument (3.0); 

I 
conference with co-counsel Dennis Gingold (1.0). 

7/2'712004 -- - 5133-t,A,exis Applegate i 4.00 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request'[30);review draft of mediation 
! r memo regarding IT security and monitor comments regarding same (.80); research memorandum 

I 

I r sent by Bickerman per David Zacks request (AO); research and compilation of documents in 
I ! preparation of oral argument (1.90); research House version of Interior Appropriations and 

I i conference with Elliott Levitas regarding same (.60). 

f-I--:==-c;",;~=c;=c;;=c~~",~=-: __ -_"+r~~~~~;~",~=-_-++A=-K-:-a-:~'C'i~-:eD=-Ph-:' ~:-:~-;-~-:::;-~-y------':--~=-.-:~::-~--+':~'-~-~-~;-r-:-~t--t:-~-V'C'i~-:-c°-::CCs8:C:e':-1g':-1~:::C~-::-~-i~-~"bsm-e':-;~-,:':-~-~-~"':-ro-m~th-e"""DC:O':-I':-in-p-r-e-p-ar-a"'ti-on-:for-OraIArg-ument=:'-_= 
7/27/2004 II 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas I 1.40 Review and analysis of Judicial Complaint against Judge Lamberth, response, ruling and"e;,hibits;-

! i preparation for oral argument (1.0); telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding trust 

1-~==:-:--+1-C8C:8-::0-::-0-+il-:;;ECCIII'-ott:C-CH".':-L-e"'vl'tCa'-s-------'i_---:c=_-+.:rec_f~o-rm.,__is-s-u-e-fo-:rc_0-r-a-' a_r..:.g-,um~e=-nt_(".4",)=' --,--=---c-~-.....-:---~-=c-c---cc-'----.-" __ 
7/27/2004 ! 6.70 Telephone conference with David Zacks and Dennis Gingold regarding Bickerman/Renfrew and IT 

I ! security letter (.3); review memos regarding same (.8); review draft letter from Pombo to Taylor 
I I (4); review and analyze Lamberth disqualification proceedings (1.8); preparation for oral argument 
i , (2.2); telephone conference with Abe Eisenberg and Dennis Gingold regarding EAJA application, 

f--~~~ ___ ~-L-_""",~~-:-__________ -+ __ ~~ __ +m~a_rk __ e_tr_a-:-te-,s __ ,_ex_p_e __ rt_S_(1_._2) __ ; __ ~--, _____ ~ ____ ~ __ ~ __________________________ , __ 

7/27/2004 I 8913 I David M Zacks I 2.50 Continued discussions and review of materials regarding IT security issues; draft response to 
' I John Bickerman regarding same; communicate with team members on topic; conference call with I . I 

L
' ' Dennis Gingold and Elliott Levitas regarding communication on IT security to mediators; 

I-~==~_ ,,~-=,--~ __ --, ______ -+! _'C:-~_+r=-e::-d __ ra_ft-.,inc_g=-s",a"Cm __ e-.--c--c=-c-cc---:--=---'-------'------___________ _ 

~=7/~2~7~/2~0~04-:--~~G~Rf--+'G~e~0~ff~re~y~R~e~m~pe~'----------t-~0~.3~0:__~C~C~w'-/D~G~,~K~H~(p~a;.:rt~)~re~E:...A=JAc:....::a~p~pl~iC=a~ti0:.cn.c..~~~----~--~~~--~-~--------,--,-
7/27/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 6.10 Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 
7/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.5 Work on T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. 

7/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 Telcoms. Austin re mediation issues; appellate issues. 

7/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Telcoms. Levitas re rider; oral argument appellate issues. 

7/27/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Conference call Zacks, Levitas re mediation. 
f---ymj2~0:::0:-:4-t-';;D'CM::G::-f.D::-e::':n.c.n:.cis'-:'Mc-. -::G"'in"'g"'O"'ld::------+--..;;O.:.:. 7;----1.:;:Tc::e.;c,c~0c:.m=s~. :-CH'-a::":rpcce-=r::":re=m.::'e'CdC'ia:":ti':':o=n=-. :..:::..===:.:.:.:."--------------.. ,, ------1 
f--==~_+__;;:~_+~__;_=_-~__;---_+--::-;:;-_+.::-:-:---;;---;'--:--;-;cc----:-_;_--;-~-~-::o-~;---'-' .. ,,"',,--_.-- ---

7/28/2004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 6.10 Put together list of all government misconduct found in Cobell case. 

7/28/2004 4673 G. William Austin 4.70 

I 

i 

Review of John Bickemnan's e-mail regarding David Zacks' July 27 e-mail (.30); partiCipate in 
conference call with David Zacks, Elliott Levitas, Alexis Applegate and co-counsel (.30); review of 
IT security materials (.50); conference with Elliott Levitas and Dennis Gingold regarding APA 
related issues (.50); e-mail to Mark Levy regarding proposed notice of supplemental authority (.20); 
conference with Geoffrey Rempel regarding GAO report (.20); review of proposed draft to John 
Bickerman and further suggested changes (.30); conference with David Zacks (.20); review of IT 
security materials (2.50) 
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I--:;c::-D::-a:::t::;:e-::-:: __ +-[ _�-;:nc:it::;:ia::-�_s-t,'-;N-,-a_m_e-:---;--_c-_____ -+_-'-H':-o-:;:u.-=r~_JJ:>_ECscriptio-"--__ ___ _ _ _ __ _ __~_ _ __ . _____________ _ 
7/28/2004 5133 AlexIs Applegate I' 4.80 Review press materials and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); review of Phase 1.5 trial 

.1

' transcripts and conference with Elliott Levitas regarding same (.80); preparation for upcoming 
mediation meetings per Elliott Levitas' request (90); conference with team regarding 
correspondence with mediators and creation of memorandum to mediator per David Zacks' 

I

I i I' irequest (1.40); compilation of caselaw for both appeals in preparation for oral argument (1.40). 

f-===-:-+--;;;=--+I co-;c-;:;--:-:----;-;~~~~~_+~--:-c=-~t;[ ::-~~c-"C--- - - - -- .. ------ --------c-~~____;c_-:---::o----c-_=_~___,c--------.-- ~---
1--:7;-;/::-28",1;;;2::;:0::;:0",4_t---;:Sc:2",8,,2---t-:-K-;-a_ti;-e-,-D--;._N_o_w_e_I_1 ______ t--_';:-.:::5::;:0_-+iD;:-0"c;-u_m_en __ t--:r...:e_view of 8/11103 DOl Submissions in preparation for Oral Argument. 

1--:7::c/2;::8:-;/2::cO;::O:-4:--+--:64=4::-7---+:oM",a_rkc-I-;-. ;-Le-;-v--'y'c;-______ +-__ 0-,-. ..,5:::0--,c'O:_ff-,-icc.ec...c.coc.n...:f-=-erc..:e-n,cc.ce.-,w",itchc..:Ecc·_: Levitas -,egcacr_cd"inc,g,_a=~p,-,pc.ce""lI-=-a-=-te;-accr,"g,--um=e __ nt __ .--:-;-_----;:--_--'--C-;---;;---;--'---C;-

7/28/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas i 4.40 ;Telephone conference with Dennis Gingold and Bill Austin regarding oral argument, jurisdiction of 
[the court, SUA APA case, trust as part of complaint (.8); telephone conference With AleXIS 
:Applegate regarding materials from joint appendix concerning Langbein testimony (.3); complete 
: review and analysis of Judicial Complaint and preparation for oral argument (.8); review memo 
I from John Bickenman regarding experts, discussions with co-counsel regarding response (.8); 
ipreliminary review of GAO report (.3); review and discussion of bullet points for discussion with 
i mediators (.2); discussions and review of response memo to mediators regarding IT security 
! issues (1.2). 

7/28/200~·4:-+---;::88-=0:CO;:-+E=lIi-otC:-t-'-H;-.-'-L-e-v;-it-a-s ------f-----;,;-.3-=0;:--f.:T:-e--:le-PhOneconferencewith Char18s-R-e-n-f-re-wand John Bickerman and David Zacks regarding 

I mediation seSSion, IT security, exerts. other mediation issues (9); telephone conference with Mark 
:Levy regarding supplemental authority, SUWA, APA issue and Cobell VI (.4). 

1--:7"/2;;-8::-/:::2:::0:::0"'4-+-1 ----;;8:::9--:,"'3---+I:::D----;"'dccMc:-"Z----;k----;------t--- -iso - -! Extensive-team conference call; reviewing e-mail from John Bic-kenman; discussions with respe-ct---

I

I I aVI . ac s :to response to same; discussions with Elliott Levitas regarding efforts to reach Judge Renfrew on 

_. __
_ I ; I.T. security topics; preparation for and participating in conference call with mediators and Elliott 

_ ILevitas. 
r--=-b--=-~=--c__---__+-_::_:c::-~::=-----;cc--~---;_c_----- -- --- --------~--------------__j 

7/28/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel O.SO ;CC wi team re mediation. ________________________ ~ 

7/28/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.30 I Review IT Security report (GAOJ _________________ ~ _______ __l 

f--:7:-i2=-8:::ic::2--::0--::0..:.4_+--_G~R=----__f.=G:.:e:.:o.::ff..:.re'-'y'-R:c:=e..:.m:o:p:.:e-'-i _____ -+ __ 3=-.-=5-=0_-+,: R..:.::e~.,ew NIST.standards. research and write up memorandu::.:m..:...... _________ . ___ ~ _______ . __ _ 

f--:7cC/2::8:::/2::cO::O:-4:-+---:::Go:R:-tG~e.:.off:;;-r-=e!..Yo:Rc=e",m-"p:.:e:.;-I _____ +-_-::-'.:.:;S-::O_---c':' D:-r=aft,:,-"n-=o",tic::e=:-t:.::o,-,c::ocu,,,,rt,-,r:ce repo_rt . _____ -c--;-:--:---:--:---::---:::-o--;-:------;c-c-:------__j 

1--:7;-;/2;;-8::-/;;;2-::0::-0-,-4_t--_G=R----;+-G;-e_o-::ff,-re __ y_R:::-e_m-'-p_e-,-I _____ -+ __ 2;:-.:::':::0 __ :-:: R;:-e_v-;cice_w_and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 

1-:::7;-c:/2;::8"'/2;:cO:c0:-4----;+--;::-:G--:R:::-tG-=-eo_ff--:r_e.;-y:-R-:e::;m..!p_e--:I-:-____ +__0-,-.,:,-s:::0_--L:1D",r_aft-:-m_ec.cd""ia=toinITbUiiet pciints------
f--:7"/2:-8",1",2:::0-c-0..,4-+--,,,D--:M--:G=--tD..:.e-=-n __ n,.:is...,M,,--,. "'G.c.in..:"g"'0'-ld=----____ -+ __ '..,I"'.=2_---'-: W-,-=o",rkc..c0,-n..:T_-_,..:.ti.:.:m-=-e:.-,..:.in,-c:cl=uding exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. 

f--:7:-/2=-8:::/=2-=-0-=-0_4_+---=D..:.M:.:.G=--+=D-=e.:.:n"'n:::is..:M..:...... c::G-=-in.:.'g'-'o:.:.ld=---____ -+_--=o-=-.S'---_"C~o=-n.cf.=e:..re:~~."~"-11 Austin, Levitas re appellate oral argument. 
7/28/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 :Telcoms. Austin re same; APA. 

1--:7::c/2::-:8",/2;:-:0;::0",4:--+--:D::;M-::G-::-+:-D_en",n_is-;-M-=-.;-G_in..,g,,-0_ld _____ +_---:O...,.2-::--f-:: T:-e_lc",o_m_._H __ a_r,p_e_r ~ samec _ 
7/29/2004 2821 Leetra J. Harris 4.40 I Draft case summaries for use at oral arguments for the Structural Injunction. 
7/29/2004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 770 --Rese8rChconcernin990ver;'ment~~-- --------------~----------~ 

1--=7"'/2:-:9"'/2c-O"'O:-4:--+--4-=S-=7-=-3-+G-:::'-. :-:Wi"'II-c-lia-=-m----cA--'u-'-stCCin~c:....----+--8c-.-=7-=-0~ ! Review of GAO report (S/28/04) (I.S); e-mail to Dennis Gingold and Geoffrey Rempel (1.8); review 

lof Dennis Gingold's message (.30); e-mail to Mark Levy regarding Committee Report/Harry Dell as 
128j candidates (.80); conference with co-counsel regarding 28j submissions on IT security and I.S 

7/29/2004 S133 Alexis Applegate 4.10 

I appeal (1.0); conference with co-counsel and Elliott Levitas regarding e-mails from John 
'Bickerman (.SO); review of draft contract received from john Bickerman (.SO); review of iT security 
1 materials (2.S) 

! Review media c-o-ve-r-ag-e-p-e-r "'Elcclio--ctt=-=L-e"CviC--ta"Cs,c-re-q-u-e"Cst---;(--=.2-=C0)-; p-a"Crt::-ic-'-ip-at:-Cio-n--cin-c-o-n-:-fe-re-n-ce-c-a-==lI-wCCith:-C-te-am--l 

I(.so) preparation of materials for both oral arguments (1.20); compilation of notes from mediation 
I meetings (2.10). 

f--=7c;;/2::-:90'0/2::-:0::-:0O'C4:--+-"'64=4"'7-+M;-:--a--;rk-cI-. ;-Le-v-y-------+--3-=.--=0:::0-tRea-d House-re-'-p-o-rt;-a-n-dC--:bci'''1I-0--n'''2C::0c;;0-;:-S'''ln--:t-e'''rio-r-a-p-p-r-op-r-=-ia--:t:-io-n-s;-r-e-vi'-e-w-c-o-m-p--:la"Ci=-nt:-f~o-r-=E=-. -;-Le-v...,it;-a-s----1 

i 1 regarding APA; draft e-mail regarding same; read Judge Lambarth's response to judicial 
i misconduct complaint. 

I-==-=-==-c=-c---+----=-=-=---+=---c--:~-----:------+--=--=c:----l------ .. ----'------cc--~--__c_---c--·~---c:----c-:--~----cc=----:--c=--:--:c-:---cc-~-----l 
7/29/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 2.90 [Review memo regarding complaint with respect to the issue of the APAlSUWA, discussions 

[regarding same (.7); further review of GAO report (.S); preparation for oral argument, review 
I materials, case summary (1.3); discussions regarding supplemental authority (.3); 

I-==-=-==-c=-c---+----=-=-=---+=---c--:~-----:-----------+-------:c:--_+~-----
7/29/2004 1 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.30 !Telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding mediation, Treasury (.3); telephone 

I
I iconference with David Zacks regarding preparation for report on mediation (.3); telephone 

I conference with Dennis Gingold, David Zacks, Keith Harper, Geoff Rempel, Bill Austin and Alexis 

I
i iApplegate regarding report on mediation meeting, proposals and procedures, Treasury role and 

jprOpOSal, preparation for mediation meeting (.7). 

f---:7;-:/2::-:9::-:/:::2C::OC::04-::--+-![ ----;;8c::9-:-, ::-:3-+"D=-a-v"id;-;Mc:-. ::;Z-ac--:k=-s-------+-:--2"'.-::0c::O--+..E=-x--;t-e-ns"Ci-ve---cte"Cl-ephone conference with trial team outlining conference call with Renfrew and 

i Bickerman; extensive telephone conference with Elliott Levitas regarding same. 

7/29/2004 ! 8913 David M. Zacks O.SO Receipt and review of e-mail from Bickerman regarding hiring of I.T. experts; discussion with group 
I regarding response; communicate response to Bickerman. 

f--=7c;;/2::-:90'0/2::-:0::-:0O'C4:--+----::;G"'R:--tGO;::-eo-cff"'r-e-y-=R"'e-m-p-e-=-I-----+--0-=.-=7::::0-+-C:CCo-w-=-l;-te--=a-m--'re--m--e"Cd:"ia"'ti-o-n--- --'-----------------------~~--j 
1-~~~~+--~;:--~----=~~--'~~~~~-+~--=O~.90;:--·~~~~~~-~c--~---;-------~------~~~~~~~~--~~~~~~-I 

1--=7~/2_=9~/2_=0_::0__:_4~i~_=G_=R;--tG=-eo---;ff"'re~y~R~e-m~pe..,I~~~~~+_--;:~;__~C:_C~w-I-B-A,c-D-G:..-~-I-T-a~p~pe-a-I-. --:~-;-___c_~~;__~_:_~~~~~~~~~~~---~~ 
1-_=7cc/2:-:9",/2c-0",0:-4:--+i _""G:::R:--tG=--eo_ff=-r-'-e'-y_=R--'e-m..!p-e-=-I-----+_-S:...-=S-=O-J.D~ft memor.a!1dum and research material for IT appeal notice. 

7/29/2004 i GR Geoffrey Rempel I.S0 !Discuss IT security notice with DG. 

f--:7.c/2=-9::/c::2-=0.::0..:.4_·_-+--I-=G=R-:::'-+=G:.:e:.::o.::ff..:.re'-'y:..R~e..:.m:o:p:.::e-'-1 ____ -----+--':...-=9-=0--fCRcec-v:ci=-ew"-:and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 
1---=7c;;/2::-:9"'/2;:-:0;::0"'4:--+--:;D::-:M-:-Go;-tDo;-en_n"'is---:-M;-.-;:Go-:in~g"-0_:ld__:_--__ -+-_--;'--;.0:;--___ C0r1ference:~~IIAustin~ -Remp~Tsecur~ _ _ ---------~~ 

7/29/2004 ! DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 ,Telcoms Austin re same; mediation. 

7/29/2004 +..,D=-M:':-::G=---'-:;:D,-e-n-n:-is--:M__:_.-G::::-in"'g-0:-cld:------+---O=-. ..,I-~$~ference call ~stin, Rernpel re PI appeal. __ ---------------------J 
7/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 __ iConference call Austin, H'~rper~..§ick_'_e::..r,::.m:::a:..n:... -----cc--;----- ____ ~~~_ 
7/29/2004 DMG_ Dennis Mc;ingold il- 0.7 I Conference call Austin, Zacks Harper, Levitas re mediation. 
7/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 !Telcoms. Harper re mediation. 
7/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.1 .Telcom. Zacks-r-e-m-e-d;-ia--:t-;-io-n-. ---------------------------j 

7/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 iTelcom. Ms. Cabell re same. ------- ----------------
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I--:;c::-D::-a:::t::;:e-::-:: __ +-[ _�-;:nc:it::;:ia::-�_s-t,'-;N-,-a_m_e-:---;--_c-_____ -+_-'-H':-o-:;:u.-=r~_JJ:>_ECscriptio-"--__ ___ _ _ _ __ _ __~_ _ __ . _____________ _ 
7/28/2004 5133 AlexIs Applegate I' 4.80 Review press materials and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); review of Phase 1.5 trial 

.1

' transcripts and conference with Elliott Levitas regarding same (.80); preparation for upcoming 
mediation meetings per Elliott Levitas' request (90); conference with team regarding 
correspondence with mediators and creation of memorandum to mediator per David Zacks' 

I

I i I' irequest (1.40); compilation of caselaw for both appeals in preparation for oral argument (1.40). 

f-===-:-+--;;;=--+I co-;c-;:;--:-:----;-;~~~~~_+~--:-c=-~t;[ ::-~~c-"C--- - - - -- .. ------ --------c-~~____;c_-:---::o----c-_=_~___,c--------.-- ~---
1--:7;-;/::-28",1;;;2::;:0::;:0",4_t---;:Sc:2",8,,2---t-:-K-;-a_ti;-e-,-D--;._N_o_w_e_I_1 ______ t--_';:-.:::5::;:0_-+iD;:-0"c;-u_m_en __ t--:r...:e_view of 8/11103 DOl Submissions in preparation for Oral Argument. 

1--:7::c/2;::8:-;/2::cO;::O:-4:--+--:64=4::-7---+:oM",a_rkc-I-;-. ;-Le-;-v--'y'c;-______ +-__ 0-,-. ..,5:::0--,c'O:_ff-,-icc.ec...c.coc.n...:f-=-erc..:e-n,cc.ce.-,w",itchc..:Ecc·_: Levitas -,egcacr_cd"inc,g,_a=~p,-,pc.ce""lI-=-a-=-te;-accr,"g,--um=e __ nt __ .--:-;-_----;:--_--'--C-;---;;---;--'---C;-

7/28/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas i 4.40 ;Telephone conference with Dennis Gingold and Bill Austin regarding oral argument, jurisdiction of 
[the court, SUA APA case, trust as part of complaint (.8); telephone conference With AleXIS 
:Applegate regarding materials from joint appendix concerning Langbein testimony (.3); complete 
: review and analysis of Judicial Complaint and preparation for oral argument (.8); review memo 
I from John Bickenman regarding experts, discussions with co-counsel regarding response (.8); 
ipreliminary review of GAO report (.3); review and discussion of bullet points for discussion with 
i mediators (.2); discussions and review of response memo to mediators regarding IT security 
! issues (1.2). 

7/28/200~·4:-+---;::88-=0:CO;:-+E=lIi-otC:-t-'-H;-.-'-L-e-v;-it-a-s ------f-----;,;-.3-=0;:--f.:T:-e--:le-PhOneconferencewith Char18s-R-e-n-f-re-wand John Bickerman and David Zacks regarding 

I mediation seSSion, IT security, exerts. other mediation issues (9); telephone conference with Mark 
:Levy regarding supplemental authority, SUWA, APA issue and Cobell VI (.4). 

1--:7"/2;;-8::-/:::2:::0:::0"'4-+-1 ----;;8:::9--:,"'3---+I:::D----;"'dccMc:-"Z----;k----;------t--- -iso - -! Extensive-team conference call; reviewing e-mail from John Bic-kenman; discussions with respe-ct---

I

I I aVI . ac s :to response to same; discussions with Elliott Levitas regarding efforts to reach Judge Renfrew on 

_. __
_ I ; I.T. security topics; preparation for and participating in conference call with mediators and Elliott 

_ ILevitas. 
r--=-b--=-~=--c__---__+-_::_:c::-~::=-----;cc--~---;_c_----- -- --- --------~--------------__j 

7/28/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel O.SO ;CC wi team re mediation. ________________________ ~ 

7/28/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.30 I Review IT Security report (GAOJ _________________ ~ _______ __l 

f--:7:-i2=-8:::ic::2--::0--::0..:.4_+--_G~R=----__f.=G:.:e:.:o.::ff..:.re'-'y'-R:c:=e..:.m:o:p:.:e-'-i _____ -+ __ 3=-.-=5-=0_-+,: R..:.::e~.,ew NIST.standards. research and write up memorandu::.:m..:...... _________ . ___ ~ _______ . __ _ 

f--:7cC/2::8:::/2::cO::O:-4:-+---:::Go:R:-tG~e.:.off:;;-r-=e!..Yo:Rc=e",m-"p:.:e:.;-I _____ +-_-::-'.:.:;S-::O_---c':' D:-r=aft,:,-"n-=o",tic::e=:-t:.::o,-,c::ocu,,,,rt,-,r:ce repo_rt . _____ -c--;-:--:---:--:---::---:::-o--;-:------;c-c-:------__j 

1--:7;-;/2;;-8::-/;;;2-::0::-0-,-4_t--_G=R----;+-G;-e_o-::ff,-re __ y_R:::-e_m-'-p_e-,-I _____ -+ __ 2;:-.:::':::0 __ :-:: R;:-e_v-;cice_w_and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 

1-:::7;-c:/2;::8"'/2;:cO:c0:-4----;+--;::-:G--:R:::-tG-=-eo_ff--:r_e.;-y:-R-:e::;m..!p_e--:I-:-____ +__0-,-.,:,-s:::0_--L:1D",r_aft-:-m_ec.cd""ia=toinITbUiiet pciints------
f--:7"/2:-8",1",2:::0-c-0..,4-+--,,,D--:M--:G=--tD..:.e-=-n __ n,.:is...,M,,--,. "'G.c.in..:"g"'0'-ld=----____ -+ __ '..,I"'.=2_---'-: W-,-=o",rkc..c0,-n..:T_-_,..:.ti.:.:m-=-e:.-,..:.in,-c:cl=uding exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. 

f--:7:-/2=-8:::/=2-=-0-=-0_4_+---=D..:.M:.:.G=--+=D-=e.:.:n"'n:::is..:M..:...... c::G-=-in.:.'g'-'o:.:.ld=---____ -+_--=o-=-.S'---_"C~o=-n.cf.=e:..re:~~."~"-11 Austin, Levitas re appellate oral argument. 
7/28/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 :Telcoms. Austin re same; APA. 

1--:7::c/2::-:8",/2;:-:0;::0",4:--+--:D::;M-::G-::-+:-D_en",n_is-;-M-=-.;-G_in..,g,,-0_ld _____ +_---:O...,.2-::--f-:: T:-e_lc",o_m_._H __ a_r,p_e_r ~ samec _ 
7/29/2004 2821 Leetra J. Harris 4.40 I Draft case summaries for use at oral arguments for the Structural Injunction. 
7/29/2004 3304 Hilliard Barnett Hardman 770 --Rese8rChconcernin990ver;'ment~~-- --------------~----------~ 

1--=7"'/2:-:9"'/2c-O"'O:-4:--+--4-=S-=7-=-3-+G-:::'-. :-:Wi"'II-c-lia-=-m----cA--'u-'-stCCin~c:....----+--8c-.-=7-=-0~ ! Review of GAO report (S/28/04) (I.S); e-mail to Dennis Gingold and Geoffrey Rempel (1.8); review 

lof Dennis Gingold's message (.30); e-mail to Mark Levy regarding Committee Report/Harry Dell as 
128j candidates (.80); conference with co-counsel regarding 28j submissions on IT security and I.S 

7/29/2004 S133 Alexis Applegate 4.10 

I appeal (1.0); conference with co-counsel and Elliott Levitas regarding e-mails from John 
'Bickerman (.SO); review of draft contract received from john Bickerman (.SO); review of iT security 
1 materials (2.S) 

! Review media c-o-ve-r-ag-e-p-e-r "'Elcclio--ctt=-=L-e"CviC--ta"Cs,c-re-q-u-e"Cst---;(--=.2-=C0)-; p-a"Crt::-ic-'-ip-at:-Cio-n--cin-c-o-n-:-fe-re-n-ce-c-a-==lI-wCCith:-C-te-am--l 

I(.so) preparation of materials for both oral arguments (1.20); compilation of notes from mediation 
I meetings (2.10). 

f--=7c;;/2::-:90'0/2::-:0::-:0O'C4:--+-"'64=4"'7-+M;-:--a--;rk-cI-. ;-Le-v-y-------+--3-=.--=0:::0-tRea-d House-re-'-p-o-rt;-a-n-dC--:bci'''1I-0--n'''2C::0c;;0-;:-S'''ln--:t-e'''rio-r-a-p-p-r-op-r-=-ia--:t:-io-n-s;-r-e-vi'-e-w-c-o-m-p--:la"Ci=-nt:-f~o-r-=E=-. -;-Le-v...,it;-a-s----1 

i 1 regarding APA; draft e-mail regarding same; read Judge Lambarth's response to judicial 
i misconduct complaint. 

I-==-=-==-c=-c---+----=-=-=---+=---c--:~-----:------+--=--=c:----l------ .. ----'------cc--~--__c_---c--·~---c:----c-:--~----cc=----:--c=--:--:c-:---cc-~-----l 
7/29/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 2.90 [Review memo regarding complaint with respect to the issue of the APAlSUWA, discussions 

[regarding same (.7); further review of GAO report (.S); preparation for oral argument, review 
I materials, case summary (1.3); discussions regarding supplemental authority (.3); 

I-==-=-==-c=-c---+----=-=-=---+=---c--:~-----:-----------+-------:c:--_+~-----
7/29/2004 1 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.30 !Telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding mediation, Treasury (.3); telephone 

I
I iconference with David Zacks regarding preparation for report on mediation (.3); telephone 

I conference with Dennis Gingold, David Zacks, Keith Harper, Geoff Rempel, Bill Austin and Alexis 

I
i iApplegate regarding report on mediation meeting, proposals and procedures, Treasury role and 

jprOpOSal, preparation for mediation meeting (.7). 

f---:7;-:/2::-:9::-:/:::2C::OC::04-::--+-![ ----;;8c::9-:-, ::-:3-+"D=-a-v"id;-;Mc:-. ::;Z-ac--:k=-s-------+-:--2"'.-::0c::O--+..E=-x--;t-e-ns"Ci-ve---cte"Cl-ephone conference with trial team outlining conference call with Renfrew and 

i Bickerman; extensive telephone conference with Elliott Levitas regarding same. 

7/29/2004 ! 8913 David M. Zacks O.SO Receipt and review of e-mail from Bickerman regarding hiring of I.T. experts; discussion with group 
I regarding response; communicate response to Bickerman. 

f--=7c;;/2::-:90'0/2::-:0::-:0O'C4:--+----::;G"'R:--tGO;::-eo-cff"'r-e-y-=R"'e-m-p-e-=-I-----+--0-=.-=7::::0-+-C:CCo-w-=-l;-te--=a-m--'re--m--e"Cd:"ia"'ti-o-n--- --'-----------------------~~--j 
1-~~~~+--~;:--~----=~~--'~~~~~-+~--=O~.90;:--·~~~~~~-~c--~---;-------~------~~~~~~~~--~~~~~~-I 

1--=7~/2_=9~/2_=0_::0__:_4~i~_=G_=R;--tG=-eo---;ff"'re~y~R~e-m~pe..,I~~~~~+_--;:~;__~C:_C~w-I-B-A,c-D-G:..-~-I-T-a~p~pe-a-I-. --:~-;-___c_~~;__~_:_~~~~~~~~~~~---~~ 
1-_=7cc/2:-:9",/2c-0",0:-4:--+i _""G:::R:--tG=--eo_ff=-r-'-e'-y_=R--'e-m..!p-e-=-I-----+_-S:...-=S-=O-J.D~ft memor.a!1dum and research material for IT appeal notice. 

7/29/2004 i GR Geoffrey Rempel I.S0 !Discuss IT security notice with DG. 

f--:7.c/2=-9::/c::2-=0.::0..:.4_·_-+--I-=G=R-:::'-+=G:.:e:.::o.::ff..:.re'-'y:..R~e..:.m:o:p:.::e-'-1 ____ -----+--':...-=9-=0--fCRcec-v:ci=-ew"-:and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 
1---=7c;;/2::-:9"'/2;:-:0;::0"'4:--+--:;D::-:M-:-Go;-tDo;-en_n"'is---:-M;-.-;:Go-:in~g"-0_:ld__:_--__ -+-_--;'--;.0:;--___ C0r1ference:~~IIAustin~ -Remp~Tsecur~ _ _ ---------~~ 

7/29/2004 ! DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 ,Telcoms Austin re same; mediation. 

7/29/2004 +..,D=-M:':-::G=---'-:;:D,-e-n-n:-is--:M__:_.-G::::-in"'g-0:-cld:------+---O=-. ..,I-~$~ference call ~stin, Rernpel re PI appeal. __ ---------------------J 
7/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 __ iConference call Austin, H'~rper~..§ick_'_e::..r,::.m:::a:..n:... -----cc--;----- ____ ~~~_ 
7/29/2004 DMG_ Dennis Mc;ingold il- 0.7 I Conference call Austin, Zacks Harper, Levitas re mediation. 
7/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.3 !Telcoms. Harper re mediation. 
7/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.1 .Telcom. Zacks-r-e-m-e-d;-ia--:t-;-io-n-. ---------------------------j 

7/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 iTelcom. Ms. Cabell re same. ------- ----------------
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Date . L Initials: Name , Hours i Description _____ .~ _____ n ____ _ ------
7/29/2004 _ DM£ j'?~.n..l2~~c GingOIeJ.. _____ + ~l!c'-e.,.:lc_'o_"m'--s__c. ~L_'__ev,.,i,.:ta--'-s_r_'__e_s_a_m_e_. ~~~~~~~~~~~ _______ _ 
7/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 'Telcom. Rempel re same. 

7t29t200'1- - DMG~ Dennis M. Gingold ____ . ___ ~-- _1,~_lReview/revise scope, notice of supp authority re 3/04 PI; GAO report--- ---~--- __ -:-=: __ ~ __ _ 
_ _ :,?_9j2004 Dr.II<3+[)ennis.rvL.S'il1(JO~~ I 0.5 p:eJcoms bE,"efi~a~Elsrela~_~e is.sues; case status'----______ _ ___ ~ ____ _ 

7/29/2004 I DMG IDennis M. Gingold I 10.9 ,Work on T-l time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. 
7/30/2004 i821·--tLeetra J. Harris i 2.80 iOraft case summaries for use at oral arguments for the Structurallnjunct;onappeal~- -- . -----
7/30/2004 ~_~04 iBWiar(j-sarnettHardman ) 7.10 IPuttOgetheriist of all government misconduct fouj,"d in Cabell n:_ate~~~ ____ ~~ __ -- _ ---
7/30/20041 46731G. William Austin i 640 'Conference with Elliott Levitas regarding moot court arrangements (40); conference with Alexis 

i I I IApplegate (.20); conference with co-counsel regarding IT security issues (.50); e-mails to Mark 
I "Levy regarding Rule 28m materials (.50), review and reply to Mark Levy ( 30); review of cases 

_~~~~_I_~_.L I jCited in IT security brief (4.50). 

7/30/2004 1 5133 I Alexis Applegate I 5.10 I Review media coverage per Elliott Levitas' request (.20) review new GAO report (.80) compile and 

I

!I I review documents in preparation for oral argument (3.20); review transcripts from Phase 1.5 trial 
i (.90) 

1--7-/3-0-1-20-0-4~ h307!RonL~Raider - ---I-i60-TRe-s-'-e-a-r-c-h-r-e--ce-n-t-ca~se~la-w~up-w-a-r--cd~ly-a-dCCju-s--tCi-n-g-t'-he~lo-d~esiarinci8ssaction lawsultS"nd -discuss' 

I! I I retention of Linda Smith with Elliott Levitas. 

7/30/2004 I 6447 :Mark L Levy 5.00 jRead GAO report and NIST guide on information security; read and dra:.e-~a~r:gardlng same __ 

7/30/20D4i-SsOO1Elliott H. Levitas ! 3.60 !Telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding moot court arrangements, preparation for oral 

,I

' I argument (4); arrangements for moot court in preparation for oral argument (.4); conference with 
Ron Raider regarding EAJA fee application (.2); review Bickerman memo regarding update on IT 

I I Contract with Red Cliff, discussions with co-counsel regarding same, review draft Red Cliff contract 
I and discussions regarding same; review revised Red Cliff contract and diSCUSSions regarding 

I
same (2.1); scheduling of mediation meetings (.2); discussions regarding scheduling of moot court 

I i in preparation for oral argument (.3) 

1--7-/3-0-1-20-0-4~~' --8-9--13~+; D-a-v-ld~M-.-Z-acks--- - ~--~~+-~;-:-;;--~i-;;;c:-o-n:-fe-re-n-c-e-w--::Cith-;::Ec;;IIi-ot;Ct-;-L-e-viC-ta--:s:-r:-e-:-g-:-a-rd;cin--:g-i:-n-:-q-ui'-ry---::-a-:-nd-:-:-re--:s:-p-o:-ns:-e~-tco:--;B:;Ci'cC-;-ke~man regarding IT experts; 

! I extensive telephone conference With DenniS Gingold regarding hiS diSCUSSions With Treasury 

I 

~:::~~n~otlce wi DG _ _ __ --=--- -- ----= -- -~ _-~ I-~--______,-~--t~-~____cc__- -----
GR I Geoffrey Rempel 7/30/2004 

-
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/31/2004 

I-"':":"=='::"":'--i---,D",M=G-+' Dennis M. Gingold 

! 4673 ! G. William Austin 

1-...2/3112004 
811/2004 

8/1/2004 

8/1/2004 
8/1/2004 
8/2/2004 

8/2/2004 

I ! 

I 

1 

DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 

4673 I G. William Austin 

I 

8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 
DMG IDennis M. Gingold 
DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 
2821 i Leetra J. Harris , 

4673 : G. William Austin 

CC wi DZ re mediation 

Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for E~-0_ae!'!ic,,-t~on _________ _ 

-- -----

----

Telcom. Harper re me~.ation_. _ __ _ ___ _ 
E-mail to Elliott Levitas regarding August 3-5 mediation schedule (.50); e-mail to Dennis Gingold 
regarding contact with Treasury (.30); review of Dennis Gingold's reply (.20); further e-mail to 

I DenniS Gingold (.50); review of NiST pubiication (1.8); review of e-maii from Mark Levy regarding 
28j(.20). 

Work on T-l time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in 0.r:d_e~______ --~:~_-
Review of draft contract with Red Cliff (.30); e-mail to Messrs. Levitas and Zacks regarding the 

!draft expert contract (.50); review of July 20, 2004 expert retention agreement (.30); e-mail to 
! Dennis Gingold regarding July 19 meeting agreement points (.40); review of IT security materials 

1(250) 

._--

-------

-.----~ 

------
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Date . L Initials: Name , Hours i Description _____ .~ _____ n ____ _ ------
7/29/2004 _ DM£ j'?~.n..l2~~c GingOIeJ.. _____ + ~l!c'-e.,.:lc_'o_"m'--s__c. ~L_'__ev,.,i,.:ta--'-s_r_'__e_s_a_m_e_. ~~~~~~~~~~~ _______ _ 
7/29/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 'Telcom. Rempel re same. 

7t29t200'1- - DMG~ Dennis M. Gingold ____ . ___ ~-- _1,~_lReview/revise scope, notice of supp authority re 3/04 PI; GAO report--- ---~--- __ -:-=: __ ~ __ _ 
_ _ :,?_9j2004 Dr.II<3+[)ennis.rvL.S'il1(JO~~ I 0.5 p:eJcoms bE,"efi~a~Elsrela~_~e is.sues; case status'----______ _ ___ ~ ____ _ 

7/29/2004 I DMG IDennis M. Gingold I 10.9 ,Work on T-l time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. 
7/30/2004 i821·--tLeetra J. Harris i 2.80 iOraft case summaries for use at oral arguments for the Structurallnjunct;onappeal~- -- . -----
7/30/2004 ~_~04 iBWiar(j-sarnettHardman ) 7.10 IPuttOgetheriist of all government misconduct fouj,"d in Cabell n:_ate~~~ ____ ~~ __ -- _ ---
7/30/20041 46731G. William Austin i 640 'Conference with Elliott Levitas regarding moot court arrangements (40); conference with Alexis 

i I I IApplegate (.20); conference with co-counsel regarding IT security issues (.50); e-mails to Mark 
I "Levy regarding Rule 28m materials (.50), review and reply to Mark Levy ( 30); review of cases 

_~~~~_I_~_.L I jCited in IT security brief (4.50). 

7/30/2004 1 5133 I Alexis Applegate I 5.10 I Review media coverage per Elliott Levitas' request (.20) review new GAO report (.80) compile and 

I

!I I review documents in preparation for oral argument (3.20); review transcripts from Phase 1.5 trial 
i (.90) 

1--7-/3-0-1-20-0-4~ h307!RonL~Raider - ---I-i60-TRe-s-'-e-a-r-c-h-r-e--ce-n-t-ca~se~la-w~up-w-a-r--cd~ly-a-dCCju-s--tCi-n-g-t'-he~lo-d~esiarinci8ssaction lawsultS"nd -discuss' 

I! I I retention of Linda Smith with Elliott Levitas. 

7/30/2004 I 6447 :Mark L Levy 5.00 jRead GAO report and NIST guide on information security; read and dra:.e-~a~r:gardlng same __ 

7/30/20D4i-SsOO1Elliott H. Levitas ! 3.60 !Telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding moot court arrangements, preparation for oral 

,I

' I argument (4); arrangements for moot court in preparation for oral argument (.4); conference with 
Ron Raider regarding EAJA fee application (.2); review Bickerman memo regarding update on IT 

I I Contract with Red Cliff, discussions with co-counsel regarding same, review draft Red Cliff contract 
I and discussions regarding same; review revised Red Cliff contract and diSCUSSions regarding 

I
same (2.1); scheduling of mediation meetings (.2); discussions regarding scheduling of moot court 

I i in preparation for oral argument (.3) 

1--7-/3-0-1-20-0-4~~' --8-9--13~+; D-a-v-ld~M-.-Z-acks--- - ~--~~+-~;-:-;;--~i-;;;c:-o-n:-fe-re-n-c-e-w--::Cith-;::Ec;;IIi-ot;Ct-;-L-e-viC-ta--:s:-r:-e-:-g-:-a-rd;cin--:g-i:-n-:-q-ui'-ry---::-a-:-nd-:-:-re--:s:-p-o:-ns:-e~-tco:--;B:;Ci'cC-;-ke~man regarding IT experts; 

! I extensive telephone conference With DenniS Gingold regarding hiS diSCUSSions With Treasury 

I 

~:::~~n~otlce wi DG _ _ __ --=--- -- ----= -- -~ _-~ I-~--______,-~--t~-~____cc__- -----
GR I Geoffrey Rempel 7/30/2004 

-
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/30/2004 
7/31/2004 

I-"':":"=='::"":'--i---,D",M=G-+' Dennis M. Gingold 

! 4673 ! G. William Austin 

1-...2/3112004 
811/2004 

8/1/2004 

8/1/2004 
8/1/2004 
8/2/2004 

8/2/2004 

I ! 

I 

1 

DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 

4673 I G. William Austin 

I 

8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 
DMG IDennis M. Gingold 
DMG ,Dennis M. Gingold 
2821 i Leetra J. Harris , 

4673 : G. William Austin 

CC wi DZ re mediation 

Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for E~-0_ae!'!ic,,-t~on _________ _ 

-- -----

----

Telcom. Harper re me~.ation_. _ __ _ ___ _ 
E-mail to Elliott Levitas regarding August 3-5 mediation schedule (.50); e-mail to Dennis Gingold 
regarding contact with Treasury (.30); review of Dennis Gingold's reply (.20); further e-mail to 

I DenniS Gingold (.50); review of NiST pubiication (1.8); review of e-maii from Mark Levy regarding 
28j(.20). 

Work on T-l time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in 0.r:d_e~______ --~:~_-
Review of draft contract with Red Cliff (.30); e-mail to Messrs. Levitas and Zacks regarding the 

!draft expert contract (.50); review of July 20, 2004 expert retention agreement (.30); e-mail to 
! Dennis Gingold regarding July 19 meeting agreement points (.40); review of IT security materials 

1(250) 

._--

-------

-.----~ 

------
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Date i Initials Name , Hours Descr"ip"t=-io'-cn'--c __ -c--c--c-___ c--.,.-____ :-c-____ -c--c-c--_,--.. _________ .J 
8/2/2004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.8 Work on T-l time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. 

r-~~~·~+D~~~G~~~------~~~~~~· 
t---:;;:8/-;;2:-:/2=-0=-0=-4:--+_~~~t=_.:.e:..;nn"i.:.s_:_M":.c,="-in:.;gc::o.:.:ld=------+-_::_0:o.I~ ___ ~lcom~eneficiary ~~'!!:1~ sale issues; case status.______ __ 

8/3/2004 : 2821 Leetra J. Harris 6.00 Review cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 

__ --l_---L:-:-::oc--c---cc--------f- _______ suml11aries;~~aft c~e_ s.':'ml11an"s for use at oral argument _. ___ .. _. _ __ 
8/3/2004 I 4673 !G. William Austin I 3.00 IReview of e-mails regarding mediation (.50); e-mails to co-counsel and David Zacks (.50); review 

I i I of NIST 800-37 publication (2.0). 

8/3/2004 ! 5133 IAlexis Applegate : 6.50 I Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); preparation for and 
: I I participation in meeting with mediators (3.00); post-mediation conference with team members 

i 1(1.10); assisted in preparation of fee application affidavit per Elliott Levitas' request (2.10). 
I I 

I 

! 

-t--s:5o --I=reiePh-oneconierence with Dennis Gingold, David Zacks, Geoff Rempel regarding--preparation for-' 
i mediation session (.4); telephone conference with Miles Alexander regarding misconduct report 
i 1(.2); preparation for oral argument, telephone conference with Dennis Gingold and Keith Harper 

8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 

1 

8/3/2004 

I regarding same and regarding Trust vs. APA issue (.7); mediation session with mediators, Geoff 
I 
I 
1 

! I Rempel, David Zacks, Keith Harper and Alexis Applegate (2.9); follow up meeting with Dennis 

I 

IGingold, Keith Harper, David Zacks (.8); conference with Alexis Applegate regarding documents 
: and charts for oral argument (.5). 

I 
! 
I 
I 

I 

8/3/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 5.00 ! Preliminary meeting with trial team; 'attend mediation before Judge Renfrew and John Bickerman 
: on behalf of client 

--

8/4/2004 4673 G. William Austin 

I 
! 

5133 iAlexis Applegate 
I 

I 
I 
I 

6282 Katie D. Nowell 

6447 Mark I. Levy 

8800 Elliott H. Levitas 

i 
8/4/2004 1.60 - I Review a";d-a-n-a-Iy-z-e-m-e-m-o-ra-n-d-u-m~f-or-o-r-a-I-ac-.-r-"g-.:,u-:.:m-:.:-e;n::t~p~r-e;;p;a;r=a-t;io;;n;-,-(~I; . .:.6~)-.;;;;_-_-;_-::-::-;-----.-----.-----1 

t--=-8/cc4cc/2"'0"'0c:4--t----::=---t:::---::---:=----:-------+---:OO-o.2c:0c--+.D=-i-sc-w-c/c:;D:-:Go-r-e-cE=A-;-J7A:-a-pp-clication. -

1-----"8/ __ 4.:.:/2:..:0:..:0_4_-t---::-='---t-=-"~..:..'..-='-==-----+--:-0-:.4"'0--+D::-i--':scu~s~ediatoin wi DG q 
f---o;8714c:I:020~0~4:---+---::~:::-+.::-=-=::.c..~~c?=,-.--____ -+_--,:I;=.2;c0_-+,R~e __ vi;,,ew and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 

f---o;8,:-14c:I:020~0~4:---+--o:::;':O--+':==7.~?,,-,,:::--____ -+_--:7,:..9~_+w~0 __ rk:;-.:.ocn._ T-l time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. -------
1----::8-;-/4:-;/=-20=-0::-4:--+--:::-:-:-:::--t:::---:--c:-::-:::-:-'''--;-.--____ -+_--':I;-.3;:-_+Cc;:-c0;-nf.e_-re.n_c-o-e,_c.a-;;I,I. Ac-uc;st_in, .Levitas re me~~~ion;appellate issues. -----------------

8/4/2004 0.2 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re same. 
I--~~~--+_~~~--~~~~~--------t---=-~~~~--~------------------------------------------------.-----

8/4/2004 0.4._ Telco~~_f-Ia_crcP_e-r-r-e-s-a-cmc-ec_ .. --;-____________________ . __ --------1 
8/4/2004 0.1 Telcom. ~u~tin re appellate issues. 

8/5/2004 5.10 : Review cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 
: summaries; draft case summaries for use at oral argument. 

~/cc2':-:0:-:0c:4:--+-4-;-6=:7=-3:-+G:::-. :-:Wi=-,I"'Ii-am-A::-u-s-,tC-in------r---;8;-.=-20;:--t-oCo-o-n-ofe-r-e-nce with co-counsel regarding oral argument preparation (1.0); e-mail to Elliott Levitas 

(.30); participate in conference call wrth Keith Harper and Elliott Levitas (.07); review and reply to 
Elliott Levitas (.30); review and revise Mark Levy's draft 28j letter regarding GAO report, etc. (.50); 

,conference with Mark Levy (.30); review of later draft (.30); e-mails to Messrs. Levy and Levitas 
i(1.0); conference with Alexis Applegate regarding mock argument (.30); e-mail to Keith Harper 
1(.50); conference with Dennis Gingold (1.0); review of IT security materials (2.0). 
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Date i Initials Name , Hours Descr"ip"t=-io'-cn'--c __ -c--c--c-___ c--.,.-____ :-c-____ -c--c-c--_,--.. _________ .J 
8/2/2004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.8 Work on T-l time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. 

r-~~~·~+D~~~G~~~------~~~~~~· 
t---:;;:8/-;;2:-:/2=-0=-0=-4:--+_~~~t=_.:.e:..;nn"i.:.s_:_M":.c,="-in:.;gc::o.:.:ld=------+-_::_0:o.I~ ___ ~lcom~eneficiary ~~'!!:1~ sale issues; case status.______ __ 

8/3/2004 : 2821 Leetra J. Harris 6.00 Review cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 

__ --l_---L:-:-::oc--c---cc--------f- _______ suml11aries;~~aft c~e_ s.':'ml11an"s for use at oral argument _. ___ .. _. _ __ 
8/3/2004 I 4673 !G. William Austin I 3.00 IReview of e-mails regarding mediation (.50); e-mails to co-counsel and David Zacks (.50); review 

I i I of NIST 800-37 publication (2.0). 

8/3/2004 ! 5133 IAlexis Applegate : 6.50 I Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); preparation for and 
: I I participation in meeting with mediators (3.00); post-mediation conference with team members 

i 1(1.10); assisted in preparation of fee application affidavit per Elliott Levitas' request (2.10). 
I I 

I 

! 

-t--s:5o --I=reiePh-oneconierence with Dennis Gingold, David Zacks, Geoff Rempel regarding--preparation for-' 
i mediation session (.4); telephone conference with Miles Alexander regarding misconduct report 
i 1(.2); preparation for oral argument, telephone conference with Dennis Gingold and Keith Harper 

8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 

1 

8/3/2004 

I regarding same and regarding Trust vs. APA issue (.7); mediation session with mediators, Geoff 
I 
I 
1 

! I Rempel, David Zacks, Keith Harper and Alexis Applegate (2.9); follow up meeting with Dennis 

I 

IGingold, Keith Harper, David Zacks (.8); conference with Alexis Applegate regarding documents 
: and charts for oral argument (.5). 

I 
! 
I 
I 

I 

8/3/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 5.00 ! Preliminary meeting with trial team; 'attend mediation before Judge Renfrew and John Bickerman 
: on behalf of client 

--

8/4/2004 4673 G. William Austin 

I 
! 

5133 iAlexis Applegate 
I 

I 
I 
I 

6282 Katie D. Nowell 

6447 Mark I. Levy 

8800 Elliott H. Levitas 

i 
8/4/2004 1.60 - I Review a";d-a-n-a-Iy-z-e-m-e-m-o-ra-n-d-u-m~f-or-o-r-a-I-ac-.-r-"g-.:,u-:.:m-:.:-e;n::t~p~r-e;;p;a;r=a-t;io;;n;-,-(~I; . .:.6~)-.;;;;_-_-;_-::-::-;-----.-----.-----1 

t--=-8/cc4cc/2"'0"'0c:4--t----::=---t:::---::---:=----:-------+---:OO-o.2c:0c--+.D=-i-sc-w-c/c:;D:-:Go-r-e-cE=A-;-J7A:-a-pp-clication. -

1-----"8/ __ 4.:.:/2:..:0:..:0_4_-t---::-='---t-=-"~..:..'..-='-==-----+--:-0-:.4"'0--+D::-i--':scu~s~ediatoin wi DG q 
f---o;8714c:I:020~0~4:---+---::~:::-+.::-=-=::.c..~~c?=,-.--____ -+_--,:I;=.2;c0_-+,R~e __ vi;,,ew and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 

f---o;8,:-14c:I:020~0~4:---+--o:::;':O--+':==7.~?,,-,,:::--____ -+_--:7,:..9~_+w~0 __ rk:;-.:.ocn._ T-l time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. -------
1----::8-;-/4:-;/=-20=-0::-4:--+--:::-:-:-:::--t:::---:--c:-::-:::-:-'''--;-.--____ -+_--':I;-.3;:-_+Cc;:-c0;-nf.e_-re.n_c-o-e,_c.a-;;I,I. Ac-uc;st_in, .Levitas re me~~~ion;appellate issues. -----------------

8/4/2004 0.2 Telcoms. Ms. Cobell re same. 
I--~~~--+_~~~--~~~~~--------t---=-~~~~--~------------------------------------------------.-----

8/4/2004 0.4._ Telco~~_f-Ia_crcP_e-r-r-e-s-a-cmc-ec_ .. --;-____________________ . __ --------1 
8/4/2004 0.1 Telcom. ~u~tin re appellate issues. 

8/5/2004 5.10 : Review cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 
: summaries; draft case summaries for use at oral argument. 

~/cc2':-:0:-:0c:4:--+-4-;-6=:7=-3:-+G:::-. :-:Wi=-,I"'Ii-am-A::-u-s-,tC-in------r---;8;-.=-20;:--t-oCo-o-n-ofe-r-e-nce with co-counsel regarding oral argument preparation (1.0); e-mail to Elliott Levitas 

(.30); participate in conference call wrth Keith Harper and Elliott Levitas (.07); review and reply to 
Elliott Levitas (.30); review and revise Mark Levy's draft 28j letter regarding GAO report, etc. (.50); 

,conference with Mark Levy (.30); review of later draft (.30); e-mails to Messrs. Levy and Levitas 
i(1.0); conference with Alexis Applegate regarding mock argument (.30); e-mail to Keith Harper 
1(.50); conference with Dennis Gingold (1.0); review of IT security materials (2.0). 
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i 
I 

8800 !Elliott H Levitas 

! 

c.-c:~-+.-:----c---c----;------c-----t-----;;-~-+::----c-------cc--------;-c--;-c------:::=-c.,-:--.---- ______ . 
Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); preparation, filing and 
service of 28J letter in IT security appeal (2.10); further research of infomnation for Elliott levitas' 
declaration in fee application (1.10); conference with Elliott levitas regarding further research for 
oral argument preparation and research regarding same (1.90) further review of pierce law review 
article (.50). 

5.00 
------ ----- -- ------

Edit Rule 280) letters regarding GAO and NIST reports; read and draft e-mails regarding same; 
read materials regarding judicial compliant for Rule 280) letter; review revised draft of Rule 28(j) 
letter regarding GAO and NIST reports; telephone conferences with Geoffrey Remple regarding 
judicial misconduct; office conferences with B. Austin regarding Rule 280) letters 

1.80 Telephone conference with Bill Austin, Dennis Gingold and Geoff Rempel (Keith Harper on part of 
conversation) regarding 28j letter to be filed in various proceedings before the Court of Appeals 
and the District Court relating to the filing of judicial complaint as supplemental authority and 
implications of such a filing (1.3); review media coverage (.5) 

~~~--~-~~--~--------~--~0~.3~0--~C~C~W~/~M~L-r-e-2~8~J~a-p-p-e-a~ln~o-t~ic-e-.--------------~---------------------------------

0.30 CC wi EC, DG re status of case. 
=---j-=----;;---"--:=----'--:-------+---=O-,A~O--tC:::-C=--w-:-1 B=-A:-',--=D=-=G:-r-e--=2=-8J-:-a-p-p-ea-:I-. ---------------------- ------------

~~~~~~--~~~~~~~~~--------_4----1.~370--~C~C~w~/~te~a~m~re~2~8~J~a~p~p~e~a~L~~~--~--------------.------------ _____________ _ 
~-=-~c:..:.~___;_~=-~+=~=~'7'~~--------_4-----'c1 .~5~0 __ _+_R:..:e~v~ie'-'w~m~ac.:te"-r:.::ia::..1 "_in~s:..:u:o:p_"p~0~rt-=0c.f-=2~8J=__=a'=-p"-pe:..:a=I'__. ____________ ~---------- ____ _ _________ _ 

3.6 Work on T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order 
t---=-::::;o;;=--:---+--o;~:--tc:::---:--:-:---;;c-~;-;-----+--;-;o----t:;:-;------;----;c--'-;;-;o;-;~-~-=~-:----~--------- ----.-- -

1.0 Telcoms. Austin re 28j, IT security; PI appeaL_ _ __ 
0.3 Conference call Austin, Rempel re 28j. ._ ... ---------

~-=-~~~--~~~_+~~~~~~~----------+_--70-.4~--~M~eec.:t~w:c.:.::ith~A-=u~Sc.:ti::..n~,R:..cc.:em::..:o:p~e~l~re~sa~m~ec.:;-=m-=e~d-=ia=tc.:io"-n::...-------------. _______________________ ~ 
0.6 Revise draft II, 28j re NIST/GAO report. 
0.2 Discuss same with Rempel. 
3.1 ReviewlRevise opp to defs' motion to communicate directly with class 

::-:::-=:-:--t--=:-:-::::-+.::---:--:-:-:::c-"--:--,-----+--:-::---+.:----;,--------;:7--'---:c--;-;---c::----:---:---:c---~'---,__----- -------
1.3 Conference call Levitas, Harper, Rempel, Austin re mediation issues. 

.. --_._-

0.3 Conference call Rempel, Ms. Cobell re mediation. 
-----------

~-=--=-=~~--l---~~_+-=-==~==~~----------+_---=0.:.:.2=----~T:..:e::.:lc.:co=m=s:..:. Z=a=-c::.:k.:.:s:..:r--=e:..:m=e_=d:.::ia",ti:.::o-=n.c.. ____________________________ _ 
1.1 I Telcoms. Harper re above. 

- .. _----.-f--_-=-==~---t---:=o:-+=_;_;=--__:___"C-----------t-----=-0-=.6:-;:----f:IR:-e-v_:_is-e-d-r:__aft--1V:-',_2:-8c-j. ____ --:---:;:---:---:-__ -:--:-__ ~------:-.-----------
2.50 'Review of materials regarding September 14 oral argument 
8.1 TWork on T-1 time,including exclusions pursuant to-scc;pesetiO-rttJinOrder- --- ----

----------------

0.1 'Telcom. Harper re same. 

2.20 ]Review, anlayze and approve 28j letter on IT security for 1.5 appeal (.6); telephone conference 
Iwith Dennis Gingold regarding 28j letter on Pierce complaint (.3); preparation for oral argument 
(1.3) 

~8/2004 __ ~-8:~9:..:1~3--j-=D:..:a:..:v--'id:,-:.:M"-.-=Z:.:a:.:c--'k=-s.~----.---___ ~ __ R_e_v_iew ___ o_fe-mails and correspondence regarding mediation iss~es. _________ _ 
8/8/2004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcom. Raskin re Pierce rebuttal. 

__ 8/8/2004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.9 Work on T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in or~e~ _______________ __ 

----- --

8/9/2004 I 2821 Leetra J. Harris i 6.90 iReview cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 

j

l I il 'summaries; draft case summaries for use at oral argument; draft e-mail to Levitas and Austin 
i ; attaching case summaries for their review. 
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i 
I 

8800 !Elliott H Levitas 

! 

c.-c:~-+.-:----c---c----;------c-----t-----;;-~-+::----c-------cc--------;-c--;-c------:::=-c.,-:--.---- ______ . 
Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); preparation, filing and 
service of 28J letter in IT security appeal (2.10); further research of infomnation for Elliott levitas' 
declaration in fee application (1.10); conference with Elliott levitas regarding further research for 
oral argument preparation and research regarding same (1.90) further review of pierce law review 
article (.50). 

5.00 
------ ----- -- ------

Edit Rule 280) letters regarding GAO and NIST reports; read and draft e-mails regarding same; 
read materials regarding judicial compliant for Rule 280) letter; review revised draft of Rule 28(j) 
letter regarding GAO and NIST reports; telephone conferences with Geoffrey Remple regarding 
judicial misconduct; office conferences with B. Austin regarding Rule 280) letters 

1.80 Telephone conference with Bill Austin, Dennis Gingold and Geoff Rempel (Keith Harper on part of 
conversation) regarding 28j letter to be filed in various proceedings before the Court of Appeals 
and the District Court relating to the filing of judicial complaint as supplemental authority and 
implications of such a filing (1.3); review media coverage (.5) 

~~~--~-~~--~--------~--~0~.3~0--~C~C~W~/~M~L-r-e-2~8~J~a-p-p-e-a~ln~o-t~ic-e-.--------------~---------------------------------

0.30 CC wi EC, DG re status of case. 
=---j-=----;;---"--:=----'--:-------+---=O-,A~O--tC:::-C=--w-:-1 B=-A:-',--=D=-=G:-r-e--=2=-8J-:-a-p-p-ea-:I-. ---------------------- ------------

~~~~~~--~~~~~~~~~--------_4----1.~370--~C~C~w~/~te~a~m~re~2~8~J~a~p~p~e~a~L~~~--~--------------.------------ _____________ _ 
~-=-~c:..:.~___;_~=-~+=~=~'7'~~--------_4-----'c1 .~5~0 __ _+_R:..:e~v~ie'-'w~m~ac.:te"-r:.::ia::..1 "_in~s:..:u:o:p_"p~0~rt-=0c.f-=2~8J=__=a'=-p"-pe:..:a=I'__. ____________ ~---------- ____ _ _________ _ 

3.6 Work on T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order 
t---=-::::;o;;=--:---+--o;~:--tc:::---:--:-:---;;c-~;-;-----+--;-;o----t:;:-;------;----;c--'-;;-;o;-;~-~-=~-:----~--------- ----.-- -

1.0 Telcoms. Austin re 28j, IT security; PI appeaL_ _ __ 
0.3 Conference call Austin, Rempel re 28j. ._ ... ---------

~-=-~~~--~~~_+~~~~~~~----------+_--70-.4~--~M~eec.:t~w:c.:.::ith~A-=u~Sc.:ti::..n~,R:..cc.:em::..:o:p~e~l~re~sa~m~ec.:;-=m-=e~d-=ia=tc.:io"-n::...-------------. _______________________ ~ 
0.6 Revise draft II, 28j re NIST/GAO report. 
0.2 Discuss same with Rempel. 
3.1 ReviewlRevise opp to defs' motion to communicate directly with class 

::-:::-=:-:--t--=:-:-::::-+.::---:--:-:-:::c-"--:--,-----+--:-::---+.:----;,--------;:7--'---:c--;-;---c::----:---:---:c---~'---,__----- -------
1.3 Conference call Levitas, Harper, Rempel, Austin re mediation issues. 

.. --_._-

0.3 Conference call Rempel, Ms. Cobell re mediation. 
-----------

~-=--=-=~~--l---~~_+-=-==~==~~----------+_---=0.:.:.2=----~T:..:e::.:lc.:co=m=s:..:. Z=a=-c::.:k.:.:s:..:r--=e:..:m=e_=d:.::ia",ti:.::o-=n.c.. ____________________________ _ 
1.1 I Telcoms. Harper re above. 

- .. _----.-f--_-=-==~---t---:=o:-+=_;_;=--__:___"C-----------t-----=-0-=.6:-;:----f:IR:-e-v_:_is-e-d-r:__aft--1V:-',_2:-8c-j. ____ --:---:;:---:---:-__ -:--:-__ ~------:-.-----------
2.50 'Review of materials regarding September 14 oral argument 
8.1 TWork on T-1 time,including exclusions pursuant to-scc;pesetiO-rttJinOrder- --- ----

----------------

0.1 'Telcom. Harper re same. 

2.20 ]Review, anlayze and approve 28j letter on IT security for 1.5 appeal (.6); telephone conference 
Iwith Dennis Gingold regarding 28j letter on Pierce complaint (.3); preparation for oral argument 
(1.3) 

~8/2004 __ ~-8:~9:..:1~3--j-=D:..:a:..:v--'id:,-:.:M"-.-=Z:.:a:.:c--'k=-s.~----.---___ ~ __ R_e_v_iew ___ o_fe-mails and correspondence regarding mediation iss~es. _________ _ 
8/8/2004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcom. Raskin re Pierce rebuttal. 

__ 8/8/2004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.9 Work on T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in or~e~ _______________ __ 

----- --

8/9/2004 I 2821 Leetra J. Harris i 6.90 iReview cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 

j

l I il 'summaries; draft case summaries for use at oral argument; draft e-mail to Levitas and Austin 
i ; attaching case summaries for their review. 

612 of 1206 



Date Initials: Name Hours Description 
B/9/2004 4673 

IG 
William Austin 5.40 I Review ofDennis~Gin-g(lId's e--mail regarding Rider information for Professor Raskin article (.20); e-

mails to Mark Levy (.30); review of Mark Levy's reply and proposed attachment (.30); review of 

I 
draft 2Bj for 1.5 appeal (.30); review of e-mails regarding this matter (.30); exchange e-mails with 

! Mark Levy regarding Piece material regarding proposed 2Bj (.50); review of IT security materials 

i e_~~tember 140ra."'rgument (3.50). 

B/9/2004 5133 I Alexis Applegate 4.40 !Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); further preparation of 

I 

I 

I Idocuments per Elliott Levitas' request (.50); preparation, filing and service of 2BJ letter in Phase 

1 1 
11.5 appeal (1.10); forward filings to the team (.20); review memorandum regarding government 

I I I imisconduct (2.10); review Mark Levy's correspondence regarding further 2BJ letters (.20); 

1-8/9/2004 l--I~f:--- -- ~ 
--

62B2 Katie D. Nowell B 60 Document review and research In preparation for oral argument 
B/9/2004 6447 Mark I. Levy 5 30 Read e-malls regarding Rule 2BU) letter, read IG report regarding Department of Intenor 

misconduct draft e-mail memorandum regarding same, read and draft e-malls regarding Rule 

I I 
2BU)letter, prepare matenals for Professor Raskin regarding midnight rider legal research 

I I 1 I regarding judicial misconduct procedures. 

8/9/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 5.80 -ITelePhone confererlce''';''ith Dennis Gingold regarding Indian political issues (.4); telephone 
I conference With Alexis Applegate regarding information for meeting with Congressional staff, 

i 
I materials for oral argument, discussion with Keith Harper (.3); telephone conference with Alexis 
,Applegate regarding 28 letters (.2); telephone conference with Keith Harper and Alexis Applegate 

I 
Iregarding Indian political issues and oral argument (.3); further preparation for oral argument (1.4); 

I review and comment on draft press release; telephone conference with Keith Harper, Dennis 

I I Gingold and David Zacks (separately) regarding same (.6), lelephone conference with Dennis 
I Gingold, Geoff Rempel, Keith Harper, Mr. Haggler regarding same (.4); review, revise draft EAJA 
! application (2.2) 
I 

8/9/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 1.00 ! Extensive telephone conference with Elliott Levitas and Dennis Gingold regarding appellate 
: argument, and strategies and tactics during interim. 

8/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 8.30 'Review-and edit dec~-~ration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 

8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.7 ..;,:,,~rk orl T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth In order. 
8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 'Reviewlrevise bad faith memo. 

8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 'Telcoms. Harper re bad faith issues; mediation, 
---_. 

8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 !Conference call Zacks, Levitas re mediation. 
8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 1 Conference call Ms~Coiiell, Harper re BRDF invoices re Cobell litigaiton. 

8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 :Telccm. Levitas re mediation; opp to Quaw Paw intervention, 
8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 jTelcoms. Zacks re mediation. 

-- - --

8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 I Rev~/revise 28L ____________________ ~ ___ 
8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 ~"-~-"-~':..c~~.'P~ Rempel, Levitas, Kawahara re mediation. 

8/10/2004 2821 Leetra J. Harris 8.40 ! ReView cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and In preparation of drafting case 
*ummaries; draft case summaries for use at oral argument. 

8/10/2004 4673 G. William Austin 6.70 Conference with MarkLevy regarding Pierce ccmplaint and Section 455 issues related theretO--
1(.50); review of Mark Levy's e-mail (.20); review of draft of Professor Raskin response to Pierce 
I (1.5); conference with co-counsel (.20); review of IT security materials for September 14 oral 

I 
I argument (3.50); review and reply to Leetia Harris regarding summary of key cases (.20); review of 

f:esearch (.60). 

8/10/2004 5133 Alexis Applegate 4.90 Review media coverage per Elliott Levrtas' request (.20); compilation of documents In preparation 
for oral argument per Elliott Levitas' request (2.80); preparation for meeting with co-counsel 
I regarding oral argument (.BO); prepare and forward mediation notes to John Bickerman's office 
(.30); research regarding Elliott Levitas' declaration for the fee application (80). 

I 

8/10/2004 6282 Katie D. Nowell B.60 I Docum-ent review and-research in preparation for oral argument per Elliott Levitas' request. 

B/10/2004 6447 Mark I. Levy 1.00 ! Office conference with Bill Austin regarding judicial misconduct proceeding and 28U) letter in 

-- ---- ---- -
I structural injunction appeal; draft e-mail memorandum regarding same. 

8/10/2004 6779 Miles J. Alexander 1.10 Review James Raskin's refutation of Pierce "Reign of Error" article on Judge; follow-up on Gingold 
loutline. 

B/10/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.30 ~Telephone ccnference with Dennis Gingold e mediation issues (.5), and regarding EAJA fee 

I : application (.2); review draft of Raskin article (.6) 

8/10/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.50 ~C wi Ron Raider~S), DG, KH re EAJA application. 
B/10/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 5.20 I Edit DG time and application in preparation for EAJA application. 

j_._. . 

B/10/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 4.20 1 Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 
--

8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.0 I Work on T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. ._. 

8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Conference call Harper, Rader, Rempel re T-1 time. 
8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Reviewlrevise motion to reopen re bad faith. 

-- -~ .... 

8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Harper re T-1 issues; bad faith. 
.. -

8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rader re T-1 fees. 
- --

8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Holt re T-1 time. 

8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Review memo re market rate issues. 
8/11/2004 2B21 Leetra J. Harris 3.60 

f:::--- .-----
Review cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 
I summaries; draft case summaries for use at oral argument. 

-8/11/2004 4673 G. William Austin 5.00 :ReView and reply to Mark Levy regarding Raskin draft article (.40); conference with Mark Levy 
: regarding selected points (.20); conference with Elliott Levitas regarding proposed footnoted 

i jadditions to the draft article (.30); review of Alexis Applegate's e-mail regarding changes (.20); 

I 

!reviewof proposed contempt findings and other IT securrty materials for September 14 oral 
I argument (2.50); review of e-mail received from Bickerman's office regarding proposed August 23 
,meeting regarding IT security (.20); review of notes of mediation sessions in July 2004 (1.20). 

I I 
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Date Initials: Name Hours Description 
B/9/2004 4673 

IG 
William Austin 5.40 I Review ofDennis~Gin-g(lId's e--mail regarding Rider information for Professor Raskin article (.20); e-

mails to Mark Levy (.30); review of Mark Levy's reply and proposed attachment (.30); review of 

I 
draft 2Bj for 1.5 appeal (.30); review of e-mails regarding this matter (.30); exchange e-mails with 

! Mark Levy regarding Piece material regarding proposed 2Bj (.50); review of IT security materials 

i e_~~tember 140ra."'rgument (3.50). 

B/9/2004 5133 I Alexis Applegate 4.40 !Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); further preparation of 

I 

I 

I Idocuments per Elliott Levitas' request (.50); preparation, filing and service of 2BJ letter in Phase 

1 1 
11.5 appeal (1.10); forward filings to the team (.20); review memorandum regarding government 

I I I imisconduct (2.10); review Mark Levy's correspondence regarding further 2BJ letters (.20); 

1-8/9/2004 l--I~f:--- -- ~ 
--

62B2 Katie D. Nowell B 60 Document review and research In preparation for oral argument 
B/9/2004 6447 Mark I. Levy 5 30 Read e-malls regarding Rule 2BU) letter, read IG report regarding Department of Intenor 

misconduct draft e-mail memorandum regarding same, read and draft e-malls regarding Rule 

I I 
2BU)letter, prepare matenals for Professor Raskin regarding midnight rider legal research 

I I 1 I regarding judicial misconduct procedures. 

8/9/2004 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas 5.80 -ITelePhone confererlce''';''ith Dennis Gingold regarding Indian political issues (.4); telephone 
I conference With Alexis Applegate regarding information for meeting with Congressional staff, 

i 
I materials for oral argument, discussion with Keith Harper (.3); telephone conference with Alexis 
,Applegate regarding 28 letters (.2); telephone conference with Keith Harper and Alexis Applegate 

I 
Iregarding Indian political issues and oral argument (.3); further preparation for oral argument (1.4); 

I review and comment on draft press release; telephone conference with Keith Harper, Dennis 

I I Gingold and David Zacks (separately) regarding same (.6), lelephone conference with Dennis 
I Gingold, Geoff Rempel, Keith Harper, Mr. Haggler regarding same (.4); review, revise draft EAJA 
! application (2.2) 
I 

8/9/2004 8913 David M. Zacks 1.00 ! Extensive telephone conference with Elliott Levitas and Dennis Gingold regarding appellate 
: argument, and strategies and tactics during interim. 

8/9/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 8.30 'Review-and edit dec~-~ration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 

8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.7 ..;,:,,~rk orl T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth In order. 
8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 'Reviewlrevise bad faith memo. 

8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 'Telcoms. Harper re bad faith issues; mediation, 
---_. 

8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 !Conference call Zacks, Levitas re mediation. 
8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 1 Conference call Ms~Coiiell, Harper re BRDF invoices re Cobell litigaiton. 

8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 :Telccm. Levitas re mediation; opp to Quaw Paw intervention, 
8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 jTelcoms. Zacks re mediation. 

-- - --

8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 I Rev~/revise 28L ____________________ ~ ___ 
8/9/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 ~"-~-"-~':..c~~.'P~ Rempel, Levitas, Kawahara re mediation. 

8/10/2004 2821 Leetra J. Harris 8.40 ! ReView cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and In preparation of drafting case 
*ummaries; draft case summaries for use at oral argument. 

8/10/2004 4673 G. William Austin 6.70 Conference with MarkLevy regarding Pierce ccmplaint and Section 455 issues related theretO--
1(.50); review of Mark Levy's e-mail (.20); review of draft of Professor Raskin response to Pierce 
I (1.5); conference with co-counsel (.20); review of IT security materials for September 14 oral 

I 
I argument (3.50); review and reply to Leetia Harris regarding summary of key cases (.20); review of 

f:esearch (.60). 

8/10/2004 5133 Alexis Applegate 4.90 Review media coverage per Elliott Levrtas' request (.20); compilation of documents In preparation 
for oral argument per Elliott Levitas' request (2.80); preparation for meeting with co-counsel 
I regarding oral argument (.BO); prepare and forward mediation notes to John Bickerman's office 
(.30); research regarding Elliott Levitas' declaration for the fee application (80). 

I 

8/10/2004 6282 Katie D. Nowell B.60 I Docum-ent review and-research in preparation for oral argument per Elliott Levitas' request. 

B/10/2004 6447 Mark I. Levy 1.00 ! Office conference with Bill Austin regarding judicial misconduct proceeding and 28U) letter in 

-- ---- ---- -
I structural injunction appeal; draft e-mail memorandum regarding same. 

8/10/2004 6779 Miles J. Alexander 1.10 Review James Raskin's refutation of Pierce "Reign of Error" article on Judge; follow-up on Gingold 
loutline. 

B/10/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.30 ~Telephone ccnference with Dennis Gingold e mediation issues (.5), and regarding EAJA fee 

I : application (.2); review draft of Raskin article (.6) 

8/10/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.50 ~C wi Ron Raider~S), DG, KH re EAJA application. 
B/10/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 5.20 I Edit DG time and application in preparation for EAJA application. 

j_._. . 

B/10/2004 GR Geoffrey Rempel 4.20 1 Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA application. 
--

8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 8.0 I Work on T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. ._. 

8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Conference call Harper, Rader, Rempel re T-1 time. 
8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Reviewlrevise motion to reopen re bad faith. 

-- -~ .... 

8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Harper re T-1 issues; bad faith. 
.. -

8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rader re T-1 fees. 
- --

8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Holt re T-1 time. 

8/10/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Review memo re market rate issues. 
8/11/2004 2B21 Leetra J. Harris 3.60 

f:::--- .-----
Review cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 
I summaries; draft case summaries for use at oral argument. 

-8/11/2004 4673 G. William Austin 5.00 :ReView and reply to Mark Levy regarding Raskin draft article (.40); conference with Mark Levy 
: regarding selected points (.20); conference with Elliott Levitas regarding proposed footnoted 

i jadditions to the draft article (.30); review of Alexis Applegate's e-mail regarding changes (.20); 

I 

!reviewof proposed contempt findings and other IT securrty materials for September 14 oral 
I argument (2.50); review of e-mail received from Bickerman's office regarding proposed August 23 
,meeting regarding IT security (.20); review of notes of mediation sessions in July 2004 (1.20). 

I I 
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t-~c'D--:-ac:tc:e_::_;--+-! --clnitial~j Name,_-:-_:_----.-~ Hours 
8/11/2004 I 5133 IAlexis Applegate 5.20 

I I 

! 

I 

Description 
Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levita;;-request{30j;cOnierence-with Elliott - .. -­
Levitas regarding Jamin Raskin' article and revisions regarding same (1.20): review testimony of 
langbein in Trial 1.5 per Elliott Levitas' request (.50); review case summaries prepared by Leetra 
Harris (.60); compile further information for mock argument participants (.50), further research on 
history of trust reform in preparation for oral argument per Elliott Levitas' request (2.10) 

! -,---------+I~~_+=___c__------~c__c_-~--.----.----
a/11/200.j--J. 5307 'Ron L. Raider 2.20 Review the Levitas Declaration and Exhibit B (time entries) thereto_ .. __ _ _____ . __ ._ 
8J~ 1---6282 I Katie D. Nowell 3.70 Document review and research for Oral Argument per Elliott Levitas' request _____ . _______ _ 

---.£l~!y2004_1.--6447 iMark I. Levy I 1.00 IRead draft of article by Professor Raskin; draft e-mail regardirlg_~am_e _____ . __ _ 
8/11/2004 I 8800 i Elliott H. Levitas 6.00 Preparation for oral Argument (3.9); review draft declaration for EAJA fee application (.3); review 

draft of Raskin article, telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding analysis and comment 

+ : -: ___ -,-_____ t--::-::-:::-_I-:0:cn::-s_a_,m-c:-:e--c, a-,n:;:-d-::;:--u_se-::;:-in-:-,:-p-,-reparation for oral argument (1.8) 
-8/11/2004 - GR -TGeoffrey Rempel 0.60 CC wi KH, DG re EAJA application. 

-------~--

8/11/2004 I GR I Geoffrey Rempel 7.30 I Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparai-io;;iorEAJA~e£lication--=-=-::::-- == 
8/11/2004 I GR iGeoffrey Rempel I 3.20 I Review, edit Raskin law review article. 

8I11/2004f DMG I ~ennis M. Gingold I 5.0 I Work on T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. 
8/1112004 i DMG ; Dennis M. Gingold I 0.3 ITelcoms. Harper re EAJA issues; T-1 time; GAO time _________ .__ ___ . m. ____ _ 

t-~:~;~~~~;~~~~~~:~+'~~~~~~=-~:=~~:~~~~:~:~~~.~~~:~~~~~~:=~----~;-~~~.~~-~$~;~~~~~~~e~nA=c~~S-,~~~~r:e~e~:~~R~pe~e~~la~;e=e~~~~:~u:~:~m~e~.------------------------------
t-~8~/1~1~/2=0:c0~4~~I-~D~M~G-:::-~D-e-nn-,i-s~M:--.~G~i-ng~0-'1~d----~'--:0~.1~-r.T~e~lc-o-m-.~H~0~lt~r-e-'G:;:-A:--O~t:--im-e-;~T~-:--1~ti-m-e-.----·-· ---------­
r-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~---r-~--r-~-~~--~~------------------ -

8/11/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcorn. Zacks re mediation. 
---~-

f--=-cc~~--'-----c~'----I-=--'--~~C--=-c"-------+----:c-c-=--+=--,-----:-:-::----,::---c-,--:---cc__--:-:-____ ----:---c---'~c-'-----
8/12/2004 I 2821 1 Leetra J. Harris 1 2 10 1 Review cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 

t-~===-C-' -:=-;;--tI==c;:--_--;---;c _____ I·_·-:~·=--l__;is:;_u-m~m:_a-ri-es-';'-d-r:;;a-ft:__c:-a_s;-e~s-u-m-m-a-ri-es~fo-r-u;::s:__e-a-t-o-r-a-l-a__crg'-;u-m;-e_n_t:;-. ~--:-;c--;;---c:-.--"--:-- ___ _ __ 
8/12/2004 I 4673 I, 'G. William Austin 8.50 I Conference with Mark Levy regarding Pierce complaint and Sentelle involvement (.02); e-mail to 

! !co-COunsel Dennis Gingold regarding the issue (.20); review of 1.5 order and opinions (2.50); 

I I I 

review of Keith Harper's "introductory" material regarding trust case (.50); prepare for and 
participate in prep session with Elliott Levitas and co-counsel (4.50), conference with Messrs. 

, Levitas and Gingold regarding mediators' proposal to meet on ,t:.,ugust 23 regarding !T security 

1 t-
jj 

(.40); review and reply to David Zack's message (.20). 
t-·~8~/-1 :--2/~2~0~O:--4-Tl-:5-1~3~3-1 "Ioe,xis Applegate 7 .io~-i-=R'-e-v"-ie-w-m-e-d"ia-c-o-ve-r-a-g-e-p-e-r--cE=CI"liO-tt~L-e-vi'-ta-s--c'-re-q-u-e-s:--t-:(--c.2"0'-)-;r-e-vcie--w-a-n·dmake changes iO-Jamin 

I Raskin's response to the Pierce article per Elliott Levitas' request (3.20); review Information on the 
! ,elements of trust cases prepared by Keith Harper (.60): partiCipation in oral argument preparation 
I I meeting (3.30); conference with Elliott Levitas relating to documents for his review ( 40). 

i 1 I! 
8/1212004 ! 5307 Ron L. Raider I 0.30 Ii Telephone ccnference with Keith Harper regarding the fee~applicaiio-n-reque-st ----------1 

--8/12120D"l~--:6:2:~8~2~~~K~a~tie~D~.7N~0~w~e~II------------~~1~.8~0~-+R~e~s~e~a~rc~h~in=p~r~e~pa~r~a~tio~n~fo~r~O~r~a~IA~r~g~u~m~e~n~t.~~~~~~~~~~ .. ~ __ ~ __ ~.c_. 

8/12/2004 ! 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas I', 6.40 'Review and finalizing draft declaration, review further time entries and determination of market 
1,1 rates (2.4); meeting with Cobell team regarding preparation for oral argument, review of issues, 

~~=== __ i-~~-4~ __ -,-~~ __ ~ __________ +i __ ~~ __ -t.r~e~c-o~rd~,-a~r~gu~m--;-e~n~ts-a-n-d--c-ita-t-io-n-S-(~4-.0-,)-.---------------------.---------_____ .. ___________ __ 
8/1212004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.4 WorkonT-1 brief. ____ ___ _ ___ _ 
8/1212004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.4 Work on T-1 time; review Treasury mediationlsettlement issues 

t-·~8:-:-/1C-:21:-C2=0::C0;:--4~+-~D~M~G:=:--~D-e-nn-;i-s--;-M:--.-'GOci-ng"-0-'I~d-----1--:0~.4-:--+:T~e~lc-o-m. Raskin re Pierce rebuttal. 

t-~8~/1~2~/2~0~0~4 __ +i~D~M~G=_+=D~e~nn~i~s~M~.~G~i~ng~0~1~d ________ -1 __ ~0~.5~ __ +:T~e~lc~0~m~s~.~H~a~r~pe~r~r~e-T~-~1~ti~m~e~;~s~et~tl~e~m~e~n~t~is~s~ue~s_. ________ ~ __ . __ . ________ .-----.------------1 
8/12/2004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re T-1 time. 

I-----:=~-:--~~--E:=~~~_c__~~_+~~~.t:::_=_:~::...:_:_.c.:_;;:~~~;-;:-~~~~~~--.. -- .-.-- - .. 
8/1212004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re mediation. 

-----------­

.-----
8/12/2004 ! DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Austin re appellate issues. 

r-:--c-=~--t---=:-:'-:-:'_t_=_-~~~-"-_:_:_----_+---:-=---+:--;-_:_~:---;-:--;--_'_c:__=:______:c_____:_::__-~-----.-----.--- -- -- -------I 
8/12/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.0 Meet with Levitas, Austin, Rempel re settlement issues. . ______ . __ ... ____ _ 
8/13/2004 2821 Leetra J. Harris 3.60 Review cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 

summaries; draft case summaries for use at oral argument. 

8/13/2004 

8/13/2004 

1 4673 

i 

5133 

G. William Austin 

Alexis Applegate 

4.20 

1.00 

Conference with Alexis Applegate (.20); conference with Elliott Levitas (.50); e-mails regarding the 
proposed August 23 mediation session (.50); review of IT security materials for September 14 oral 

argument (3.0). _____________ _ 
Conference with Elliott Levitas regarding law review article, review of article and conference with 
Jamin Raskin. 

f-~=~c__+-~=-+=-~=__c__------+--~~~_+::c--c---:-;----:=__c_~-_;_--~-~__:_:__-------- --- - - -----
8/13/2004 5307 Ron L. Raider 0.80 Finalize the Declaration and supporting exhibits. __ .. ____ .. ___ _ 
8/13/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 0.40 Discussions regarding scheduling of next meeting with mediator~t~L __ . _ . ____ ._. ___ ~ 
8/13/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.9 Work on T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order; affidavit issues. 

t-~8:-C/~1-::3/C:2-=0-=0~4-+--=D:-:M~G-;;--t,-=D~e-n-n-'-is-:M~.~Gccin-g-o-;l~d-----+,----C1-.5:::--+T:;:-e-:l~c-om--s-.~H~a-rp-e-r-r-e-s-a-m-e-;-m-e~d~ia~ti'-o-n-.-------------·--~·-·-~-------------

8/13/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re mediation issues. 
f--~=-=-=--c--t~~'-t-=--=-~~~:.:==-----+-~=---+="c-=-=-:'-'-;-'--'-c-=-:"::'~--=-C:~~'----'--=---------- --- ---

8/13/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Levitas re same. 
~-:8"'1";'14=/:::2:00c;0-:4-+--::D:-:M:;G~tD:-=e~n~n~is:CM~. -::G"in"g"-0:.:I-=;d-----+---:0".6;;--+T"'e=-:lc'-c=om=s--=. ::'H"'arper re caseslauthorities re T-1 time 
I-----:~~-:-~~--E:=~~~_c__~~_+~~~E~·~~~-=::-:~==-:.=::=~~·~~:- ----------- .--.--

8/14/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.1 Work on T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set fo~h.i,,-()r~~,- _____ __ _ __ 

8/15/2004 6282 +=K~a~tie~D:-,-._N=-0,-w_e~I,-I_:_-----+--c2cc.-=0-=-0 Document review and research of government reports in prepara~o~or_().r.ali\r!lulllen~_ . ____ _ 
8/15/2004 - f--.GR"' Geoffrey Rempel 2.00 Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparation for EAJA applica~on ______ -1 

1_-:8:::/1o-:5~/2~O:oc04~-4-;D:-:M:;G~£D~e~nnc:i=s-::M:;:.-:G~i,--,n",-go=-:l.::;d_----1_--:00'.7;0-__ Prepare affidavit in support of T-1 time. _. _ ._. _______ ... _ . ____ ._ 
8/15/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.2 Continue preparation of bad faith memo re specific conduc~ ____ ._._. ____ ._ 
8/15/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 

'-8CC/:-:-1-=-6/C:2-=0-=04--:-~1i-2:C8:':2:-'1-''Leetra J. Harris c--- 0.50 

-8/16/2004T-·4-6-7-3-+i~G·-. -Wi-;'I-;lia-m~A-u-st~in----' ---- i-- 7.50 

Telcoms. Harper re T-1 time; bad faith incidents. .__ _ _. _____ _ 
Review cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 
summaries; draft case summaries for use at oral argument. 

-- -

I 
Review of case summaries and briefs regarding the IT security appeal to be argued -(7 0); review-of 
e-mails regarding case developments (.50). 
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t-~c'D--:-ac:tc:e_::_;--+-! --clnitial~j Name,_-:-_:_----.-~ Hours 
8/11/2004 I 5133 IAlexis Applegate 5.20 

I I 

! 

I 

Description 
Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levita;;-request{30j;cOnierence-with Elliott - .. -­
Levitas regarding Jamin Raskin' article and revisions regarding same (1.20): review testimony of 
langbein in Trial 1.5 per Elliott Levitas' request (.50); review case summaries prepared by Leetra 
Harris (.60); compile further information for mock argument participants (.50), further research on 
history of trust reform in preparation for oral argument per Elliott Levitas' request (2.10) 

! -,---------+I~~_+=___c__------~c__c_-~--.----.----
a/11/200.j--J. 5307 'Ron L. Raider 2.20 Review the Levitas Declaration and Exhibit B (time entries) thereto_ .. __ _ _____ . __ ._ 
8J~ 1---6282 I Katie D. Nowell 3.70 Document review and research for Oral Argument per Elliott Levitas' request _____ . _______ _ 

---.£l~!y2004_1.--6447 iMark I. Levy I 1.00 IRead draft of article by Professor Raskin; draft e-mail regardirlg_~am_e _____ . __ _ 
8/11/2004 I 8800 i Elliott H. Levitas 6.00 Preparation for oral Argument (3.9); review draft declaration for EAJA fee application (.3); review 

draft of Raskin article, telephone conference with Dennis Gingold regarding analysis and comment 

+ : -: ___ -,-_____ t--::-::-:::-_I-:0:cn::-s_a_,m-c:-:e--c, a-,n:;:-d-::;:--u_se-::;:-in-:-,:-p-,-reparation for oral argument (1.8) 
-8/11/2004 - GR -TGeoffrey Rempel 0.60 CC wi KH, DG re EAJA application. 

-------~--

8/11/2004 I GR I Geoffrey Rempel 7.30 I Review and edit declaration and time schedules in preparai-io;;iorEAJA~e£lication--=-=-::::-- == 
8/11/2004 I GR iGeoffrey Rempel I 3.20 I Review, edit Raskin law review article. 

8I11/2004f DMG I ~ennis M. Gingold I 5.0 I Work on T-1 time, including exclusions pursuant to scope set forth in order. 
8/1112004 i DMG ; Dennis M. Gingold I 0.3 ITelcoms. Harper re EAJA issues; T-1 time; GAO time _________ .__ ___ . m. ____ _ 

t-~:~;~~~~;~~~~~~:~+'~~~~~~=-~:=~~:~~~~:~:~~~.~~~:~~~~~~:=~----~;-~~~.~~-~$~;~~~~~~~e~nA=c~~S-,~~~~r:e~e~:~~R~pe~e~~la~;e=e~~~~:~u:~:~m~e~.------------------------------
t-~8~/1~1~/2=0:c0~4~~I-~D~M~G-:::-~D-e-nn-,i-s~M:--.~G~i-ng~0-'1~d----~'--:0~.1~-r.T~e~lc-o-m-.~H~0~lt~r-e-'G:;:-A:--O~t:--im-e-;~T~-:--1~ti-m-e-.----·-· ---------­
r-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~---r-~--r-~-~~--~~------------------ -

8/11/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcorn. Zacks re mediation. 
---~-

f--=-cc~~--'-----c~'----I-=--'--~~C--=-c"-------+----:c-c-=--+=--,-----:-:-::----,::---c-,--:---cc__--:-:-____ ----:---c---'~c-'-----
8/12/2004 I 2821 1 Leetra J. Harris 1 2 10 1 Review cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 

t-~===-C-' -:=-;;--tI==c;:--_--;---;c _____ I·_·-:~·=--l__;is:;_u-m~m:_a-ri-es-';'-d-r:;;a-ft:__c:-a_s;-e~s-u-m-m-a-ri-es~fo-r-u;::s:__e-a-t-o-r-a-l-a__crg'-;u-m;-e_n_t:;-. ~--:-;c--;;---c:-.--"--:-- ___ _ __ 
8/12/2004 I 4673 I, 'G. William Austin 8.50 I Conference with Mark Levy regarding Pierce complaint and Sentelle involvement (.02); e-mail to 

! !co-COunsel Dennis Gingold regarding the issue (.20); review of 1.5 order and opinions (2.50); 

I I I 

review of Keith Harper's "introductory" material regarding trust case (.50); prepare for and 
participate in prep session with Elliott Levitas and co-counsel (4.50), conference with Messrs. 

, Levitas and Gingold regarding mediators' proposal to meet on ,t:.,ugust 23 regarding !T security 

1 t-
jj 

(.40); review and reply to David Zack's message (.20). 
t-·~8~/-1 :--2/~2~0~O:--4-Tl-:5-1~3~3-1 "Ioe,xis Applegate 7 .io~-i-=R'-e-v"-ie-w-m-e-d"ia-c-o-ve-r-a-g-e-p-e-r--cE=CI"liO-tt~L-e-vi'-ta-s--c'-re-q-u-e-s:--t-:(--c.2"0'-)-;r-e-vcie--w-a-n·dmake changes iO-Jamin 

I Raskin's response to the Pierce article per Elliott Levitas' request (3.20); review Information on the 
! ,elements of trust cases prepared by Keith Harper (.60): partiCipation in oral argument preparation 
I I meeting (3.30); conference with Elliott Levitas relating to documents for his review ( 40). 

i 1 I! 
8/1212004 ! 5307 Ron L. Raider I 0.30 Ii Telephone ccnference with Keith Harper regarding the fee~applicaiio-n-reque-st ----------1 

--8/12120D"l~--:6:2:~8~2~~~K~a~tie~D~.7N~0~w~e~II------------~~1~.8~0~-+R~e~s~e~a~rc~h~in=p~r~e~pa~r~a~tio~n~fo~r~O~r~a~IA~r~g~u~m~e~n~t.~~~~~~~~~~ .. ~ __ ~ __ ~.c_. 

8/12/2004 ! 8800 I Elliott H. Levitas I', 6.40 'Review and finalizing draft declaration, review further time entries and determination of market 
1,1 rates (2.4); meeting with Cobell team regarding preparation for oral argument, review of issues, 

~~=== __ i-~~-4~ __ -,-~~ __ ~ __________ +i __ ~~ __ -t.r~e~c-o~rd~,-a~r~gu~m--;-e~n~ts-a-n-d--c-ita-t-io-n-S-(~4-.0-,)-.---------------------.---------_____ .. ___________ __ 
8/1212004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 3.4 WorkonT-1 brief. ____ ___ _ ___ _ 
8/1212004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.4 Work on T-1 time; review Treasury mediationlsettlement issues 

t-·~8:-:-/1C-:21:-C2=0::C0;:--4~+-~D~M~G:=:--~D-e-nn-;i-s--;-M:--.-'GOci-ng"-0-'I~d-----1--:0~.4-:--+:T~e~lc-o-m. Raskin re Pierce rebuttal. 

t-~8~/1~2~/2~0~0~4 __ +i~D~M~G=_+=D~e~nn~i~s~M~.~G~i~ng~0~1~d ________ -1 __ ~0~.5~ __ +:T~e~lc~0~m~s~.~H~a~r~pe~r~r~e-T~-~1~ti~m~e~;~s~et~tl~e~m~e~n~t~is~s~ue~s_. ________ ~ __ . __ . ________ .-----.------------1 
8/12/2004 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Holt re T-1 time. 

I-----:=~-:--~~--E:=~~~_c__~~_+~~~.t:::_=_:~::...:_:_.c.:_;;:~~~;-;:-~~~~~~--.. -- .-.-- - .. 
8/1212004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re mediation. 

-----------­

.-----
8/12/2004 ! DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Austin re appellate issues. 

r-:--c-=~--t---=:-:'-:-:'_t_=_-~~~-"-_:_:_----_+---:-=---+:--;-_:_~:---;-:--;--_'_c:__=:______:c_____:_::__-~-----.-----.--- -- -- -------I 
8/12/2004 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.0 Meet with Levitas, Austin, Rempel re settlement issues. . ______ . __ ... ____ _ 
8/13/2004 2821 Leetra J. Harris 3.60 Review cases chiefly relied on by both parties for content and in preparation of drafting case 

summaries; draft case summaries for use at oral argument. 

8/13/2004 

8/13/2004 

1 4673 

i 

5133 

G. William Austin 

Alexis Applegate 

4.20 

1.00 

Conference with Alexis Applegate (.20); conference with Elliott Levitas (.50); e-mails regarding the 
proposed August 23 mediation session (.50); review of IT security materials for September 14 oral 

argument (3.0). _____________ _ 
Conference with Elliott Levitas regarding law review article, review of article and conference with 
Jamin Raskin. 

f-~=~c__+-~=-+=-~=__c__------+--~~~_+::c--c---:-;----:=__c_~-_;_--~-~__:_:__-------- --- - - -----
8/13/2004 5307 Ron L. Raider 0.80 Finalize the Declaration and supporting exhibits. __ .. ____ .. ___ _ 
8/13/2004 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 0.40 Discussions regarding scheduling of next meeting with mediator~t~L __ . _ . ____ ._. ___ ~ 
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1 PRO C E E DIN G S 

2 COURTROOM DEPUTY: This is Civil Action Number 96-1285, 

3 Cobell et al. versus Gover. 

4 If counsel who will be arguing would please identify 

5 themselves for the record. 

6 MR. KIRSCHMAN: Your Honor, Robert Kirschman, 

7 Department of Justice, for defendants. Also arguing today on 

8 the motion to vacate the 2001 consent order will be 

9 John Warshawsky, and arguing the attorneys' fees issues will be 

10 Michael Quinn. Both gentlemen are with the Department of 

11 Justice. 

12 MR. GINGOLD: Your Honor, my name is Dermis Gingold. 

13 I'm counsel for plaintiffs. With me is Keith Harper of 

14 Kilpatrick Stockton; Bill Dorris, Kilpatrick Stockton; Elliott 

15 Levitas, Kilpatrick; Jeffrey Rempel, our expert; and David Smith 

16 of Kilpatrick Stockton. 

17 THE COURT: Okay. In my organization of this 

18 proceeding today, we have three basic topic headings to cover, 

19 the fee issues, the consent order issue, and the October 

20 hearing. 

21 I want to start with the fee issue. I've lost my 

22 innocence in this case. I don't think we're going to put it 

23 behind us. The purpose of my short omnibus order recently was 

24 to try to put all this behind us. I have to say, I clearly, 

~5 obviously, did not find in the morass that is the docket of this 

·.a'·"' •• >,.··. 
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1 case all of the memoranda and objections to fees that were 

2 lurking there. 

3 But I have to say at the same time that I'm frankly 

4 disappointed in both parties on this particular issue. I had, 

5 as you all know, two ex parte meetings, one with plaintiffs, one 

6 with the defendants, to try to orient myself in this case. And 

7 I was reminded by plaintiffs of these outstanding fee matters, 

8 and resolved to take them up, discuss them -- I thought I 

9 discussed them with defendants, and the discussion we had was 

10 kind of a shrug on the part of the defendants, which led me into 

11 the erroneous belief that the defendants really v"eren' t making a 

··12 substantive opposition to the fee petitions. 

13 Now, obviously, there is a very substantive set of 

14 oppositions to it. And again, as you all know, these fee 

15 matters can eat up an enormous amount of time and energy on 

16 everybody's part, and the Court of Appeals requires detailed 

17 rulings on these subjects. And I suppose what I've done is to 

18 sentence myself to sit down on a couple of weekends and crawl 

19 through these billing statements. I don't really want to do 

20 that, but it appears that I have to do it. 

21 I asked the parties to respond on the defense'S motion 

22 for reconsideration. I asked the plaintiffs to respond to a few 

23 points. And let me tell you where I am so far on this subject. 

24 Unless I am very much mistaken, the plaintiffs have put in 

25 billing statements of something like 83 hours, or $28,000, just I , 
il 

United States District Courtkingreporter2@verizon.net 
For the District of Columbia (202) 354-3249 

Rebecca Stonestreet, CRR 
Official Court Reporter 

OOf3d835-3adf-4204-9d67 -adc214a49178 



Elouise Pepion Cobell, et al. v. CA 96-1285 
Department of the Interior, et al. 

May 14, 2007 

1 

Page 5 I,; 

I;' 
for scheduling the December 20th, 2002 deposition, at which the 

2 claim of privilege was made that was later held by 

3 Judge Lamberth to be improper. 

4 They can't claim that money here. That was before 

5 these events happened, and I can't understand why the plaintiffs 

. . ~ 
6 made that clalm. There may be other dollar flgures in this bill I 

7 

8 

for actually taking that December 20th, 2002 deposition. 

I can't understand why that was billed. 

Again, 11 

I: 

9 There is a substantial amount of money claimed for the 

10 Singer deposition. The relationship of the Singer deposition to !i 

11 the Erwin deposition escapes me. 

12 And there's a very substantial claim made for preparing 

13 something called a "Report on the Status of the Evidence," that 

14 wasn't asked for, and I don't know how it can be billed under 

15 Judge Lamberth's order, which allowed "reasonable fees and 

16 expenses incurred in making plaintiffs' motion to compel the 

17 deposition of Donna Erwin, to respond to the question as to 

18 which privilege was improperly asserted, and as a result of I~ 
If 

19 having to re-depose Ms. Erwin." I~ I) 

20 So those are at least four elements of the claims in 

21 the Erwin deposition that I'm going to disallow, and there's a 

22 substantial amount of money involved in them. 

23 There are a number of other objections that have been 

24 made by the government that I'm going to overrule. They've 

25 objected to Mr. Rempel's fee of $225. It's too :ate in the day 
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for me to mess around with that. 

Page 6 

Judge Lamberth approved that 

on previous occasions. I don't care what particular work 

3 Mr. Rempel was doing in this area or in the Sapienza area. His 

4 fees, the rate of his fees, have been previOUSly approved. I'm 

5 not going to change that. 

6 Nor am I going to sustain the government's objection 

7 generally to the scope of the second Erwin deposition, or to the 

8 fact that parts of the deposition were taken much later in 2004. 

9 I understand that Judge Lamberth sua sponte ordered that. 

10 Nor am I going to get into deciding whether it was 

11 proper for both Mr. Brown and Mr. Gingold to review a motion to 

12 compel, or to what I consider frankly kind of flyspeck 

13 objections like Mr. Brown's spending two and a quarter hours 

14 reviewing a ruling of the Court, or to time spent preparing the 

15 fee petition, with one exception: 

16 The latest filing made by the plaintiffs today, I 

17 think, indicates that they've cranked up the clock and there's 

18 another $129,000. No, sir. That time is not going to be 

19 compensated, not out of this Court. 

20 The only reason we're compensating the earlier time is 

21 because it was all done under the rubric of Judge Lamberth's 

22 order. But I think responding to this motion for 

23 reconsideration, frankly, counsel, is a kind of a self-inflicted 

, 
t 

j 

;; 

24 wound. You've made some very dramatic over-claims for fees, and? 

25 having to respond to that motion for reconsideration, I do not 

•. u. 
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1 consider compensable. 

2 Now, on the Sapienza affidavit, that's a much broader 

3 order of Judge Lamberth. The order allows "reasonable expenses 

4 incurred by plaintiffs as a result of opposing the claims set 

5 forth in the Sapienza affidavit." That is a much broader fee 

6 award, concept of a fee award, than was the Erwin deposition. 

7 But I think the government is correct that no fees 

8 should be granted for work performed in June and July 2000, 

9 before the third motion for summary judgment was even filed, 

I: 
I; 
Ii 
It 

Il 
II 
!: 
11 
!i 

:! 

! 
10 that contained the affidavit of Sapienza that was the subject of " 

11 all of this Sturm and Drang. 

12 And I think the government is correct tt.at the 

13 plaintiffs cannot properly collect fees that were rejected on 

14 prior occasions concerning efforts to hold the Secretary and the 

15 Assistant Secretary in contempt, or for the Mona Infield matter. 

16 I am not worried about inconsistencies between the bills of 

17 Mr. Gingold, Mr. Harper, Mr. Brown. 

: 
1 

". 

:i 

! 
18 I am, frankly, quite concerned about the assertion made: 

19 ln the government's motion, and I want a specific response from 

20 the plaintiffs. I don't think -- now, you're going to tell me I 

21 got this a long time ago, and if I did, then I've missed it 

22 again. But I don't think I've had a response yet to the 

23 suggestion in the government's "Corrected Objections to 

24 Statement of Fees and Expenses," filed on April 26th, that 

25 Mr. Gingold rewrote time entries to fit the Sapienza fee award . 

... ..... .... , ~=-. 

! 

li 
:: 
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1 MR. QUINN: Good afternoon, Your Honor. I would not 

2 have, I think, much to add beyond the four corners of the brief. 

3 I think that the thrust of the government's argument and the 

4 concern here is that the government not be billed twice for the 

5 same work. 

6 Plaintiffs ln their response brief seem to make the 

7 assertion that it doesn't matter if they billed twice if it was 

8 billed toward a contempt action; and now, because they didn't 

9 recover on that fee petition, can re-bill it here. 

10 THE COURT: Are you saying that, Mr. Gingold? 

11 MR. GINGOLD: It doesn't matter if it can fit ln both 

12 categories, Your Honor. It matters -- if we were paying, we 

13 would have no right to bill and collect for it. If the matter 

14 is within the scope of two other matters for example, Your 

15 Honor, let me give you an illustration. I don't want to talk 

16 about this too much, because we're dealing with ---

17 THE COURT: I want to talk about it a lot. 

18 MR. GINGOLD: Okay. We're dealing, for example, with 

19 the Enfield situation. When we sat down and we talked, and both 

20 the government and we accepted the Special Master as the 

21 arbitrator in that dispute, the Special Master sat down with us 

22 specifically ex parte, and with the government ex parte, to 

23 resolve it in what he felt was a mutually acceptable manner. 

24 We raised with the Special Master matters that we had 

25 filed with regard to contempt, the show cause motion that was 
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1 vacated by the Court of Appeals, matters that were raised in 

2 other issues. And the Master said, "I don't know where this is 

3 going to come out. Put them in and I will decide how to resolve 

4 it." 

5 We explicitly had that discussion with the Master, and 

6 he said he wasn't going to make any decisions on it. He said it 

7 was appropriate to put it in, and we did, Your Honor. How he 

8 was going to come out with it, we have no idea. If we were paid 

9 for it, we wouldn't have submitted it. But we ha.d that specific 

10 discussion before even filing that, Your Honor. 

11 THE COURT: All right, look. I said I want to talk a 

12 lot about it, but actually it won't bear a lot of discussion. 

13 Here's the ruling on that point: 

14 I'm not going to go back and undo what ~Tudge Lamberth 

15 has said about your rewriting time records, not in the past. 

16 But from this point forward, a time record is a time record. 

17 It's not something that is embroidered, added to, subtracted 

18 from, categorized, et cetera, later on. A time record is a time 

19 record. If it's sufficiently clear, you may collect on it. If 

20 it's not, you won't. But there's not going to be any -- from 

21 this point forward, don't come to me with any ed:_ted time 

22 records. 

23 Second: With respect to any time that you have 

24 previously asked to be reimbursed and have been rejected, take 

25 it out of this bill. I don't care whether you can re-categorize 

United States District Courtkingreporter2@verizon.net 
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4 MR. GINGOLD: One of the bills that we submitted and 

5 were paid, for example, was the interim fee award for equal 

6 access to justice. The Court denied time, not because it was 

7 denied on the merits, but because it didn't fit within the scope 

8 of that fee award. And he explicitly stated that: time could be 

9 resubmitted in other matters. 

10 THE COURT: If you're going to resubmit that time, flag 

11 it carefully so that we can all understand which hours you're 

12 talking about. 

13 MR. GINGOLD: But we had situations like that. For 

14 example, in each fee award, the Court indicated t:hat time did 

15 not fit within that category, it wasn't within the scope of that 

16 award. Because sometimes the orders weren't as clear as we 

17 would have liked. And we submitted the fees, and decisions were 

18 made not on the merits, but with respect to what the Court felt 

19 were the scope of the particular award. 

20 Therefore, what the Court said is, within his scope it 

21 wasn't appropriate. He did not say it wasn't appropriate to 

22 otherwise submit. And Your Honor, that is a situation in every 

23 one of the contentions made by the government. 

24 THE COURT: All I'm saying is, if you're going to 

25 resubmit time that has previously been submitted and rejected, 
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3 THE COURT: Now, just let me review the bidding here. 

4 On the Erwin deposition, no fees for the December 20th, 2002 

5 deposition, either scheduling it or taking it; no fees for the 

6 Singer deposition, anything having to do with the Singer 

7 deposition; no fees for the report on status of the evidence. 

8 As far as this Laffey rate thing is concerned, I 
I; 

9 understand the government's objection to your clc_iming the later 

10 Laffey rate for preparing a fee petition at a later time than it 

11 was expected. But by the same token, if they had prepared it 

12 earlier, they arguably would have had to pay it earlier. So I'm 

13 not worried about that. 

14 I'm not worried about Rempel's fee. I'm not worried 

15 about the scope of the Erwin deposition, or the length of it, or 

16 even that it took place in October 2004. 

17 I'm not worried about two or three people reviewing the 

18 same material, or inconsistencies in the time between who -- you 

19 know, it doesn't bother me if one person claimed time meeting 

20 with -- if A claims time meeting with Band C, and there's no 

21 claim by Band C for the same time. Life isn't perfect and 

22 neither is billing, and I'm not going to worry about that. 

23 Nor, except for the latest claim for fees relating to 

24 the preparation of a fee petition, am I going to worry about 

25 that, because that's classically and typically compensable. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ELOUISE PEPION COBELL, et aI., 
on their own behalf and on behalf of 
all persons similarly situated, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

DIRK KEMPTHORNE, Secretary of 
the Interior, et aI., 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No. 96CV1285 
(Judge Robertsolll) 

PLAINTIFFS' RESPONSE TO THIS COURT'S ORDER, DATED APRIL 27, 2007, 
DIRECTING A RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS'OBJECTIONS TO BOTH 

PLAINTIFFS' STATEMENT OF FEES AND EXPENSES IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
THE COURT'S MARCH 11,2003 ORDER (DATED JUNE 21, 2004) AND PLAINTIFFS' 

REQUEST FOR ATTORNEYS' FEES WITH RESPECT TO DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE'S MISREPRESENTATIONS TO THIS COURT ON DECEMBER 13 AND 

DECEMBER 17, 2002 (DECEMBER 22, 2004) 

The government cannot litigate tenaciously and then be heard to complain about the 

time necessarily spent by the plaintiff in response. 1 

I Copelandv. Marshall, 641 F.2d 880, 904 (D.C. Cir. 1980) (en bane). 
US19009179433.1 



Exhibit 12

Case 1 :96-cv-01285-JR Document 3320 Filed 05/10/2007 Page 29 of 32 

is restated in its entirety and, but for a brief note below, plaintiffs will not discuss that reply 

further. 

In that regard, the Erwin Fee Application too is supported by sworn affidavits under 

penalty of peIjury. Again, in conflict with standards set forth by this Court that govern 

objections to fee applications in this litigation, defendants' objections are not. Nor do 

defendants' objections provide other detailed countervailing evidence. Thus, here too, their 

objections are ineffective with respect to factual issues they purport to dispute, including the 

reasonableness of stated hours and hourly rates that have been attested to by plaintiffs. See, e.g., 

--,~_National Ass 'n of Concerned Veterans, 675 F.2d at 1326 ("Once the fee applicant has provided 

support for the request rate, the burden falls on the government to go forward with evidence that 

the rate is erroneous. And when the Government attempts to rebut the case for a requested rate, 

it must do so by equally specific countervailing evidence.") (emphasis added). 

IV. FEES 

In order to make plaintiffs' whole for the time and resources spent in opposmg 

defendants' false claims regarding the GAO settlement of accounts and defendants' misconduct 

regarding the Erwin incident - matters for which sanctions were granted by this Court in 

February and March 2003, [1898] and [1772] - the sum of $649,207.91 is requested for 

payment. This represents the amount that plaintiffs' had documented and submitted in their fee 

applications in June and November 2004, [2596] and [2762] ($519,565.64) as well as fees for the 

additional time spent by plaintiffs in the instant response to defendants' objections 

($129,642.27). Such additional time is also documented by affidavit in accordance with 

standards set forth by this Court. 72 

72 See Plaintiffs' Exhibit 14 at 3-4, 'jI8; Plaintiffs' Exhibit 15 at 5, 'jI14; Plaintiffs' Exhibit 16 'jI7; 
and Plaintiffs' Exhibit 17 at 4-5, 'jI'jI 5-6; Plaintiffs' Exhibit 18 (Affidavit of David Smith) at 1-2, 
'jI'jI2-3; and Plaintiffs' Exhibit 19 (Affidavit of Justin Guilder) at 1-2, 'jI2-3. With respect to the 
hourly rate applied to the time spent by plaintiffs' counsel, plaintiffs employed the revised 

29 
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v. CONCLUSION. 

Defendants' objections lack merit. At best, given the complete absence oflegal authority 

and requisite affidavits, declarations or other detailed countervailing evidence, the objections are 

little more than unsupported personal attacks on opposing counsel. 73 However they are 

construed by this Court, they should be rejected because they do not comply with explicit 

standards set forth by this Court that govern objections to fee awards in this litigation. 

Accordingly, plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court order defendants forthwith to pay 

plaintiffs the fees and expenses detailed in their fee applications in addition to the total of such 

fees and expenses incurred in opposing defendants' objections to the GAO fee application, such 

that the total award to plaintiffs should be $649,207.91. 

Laffey Matrix that has been adopted by this Court. See Smith v. District of Columbia, 466 F. 
Supp. 2d 151, 156 (D.D.C. 2006) (fmding "the use of the updated Laffey Matrix is reasonable 
and consistent with previous precedent from our Court of Appeals, as well as from this Court ... 
, it [is] also more accurate"); Salazar v. District of Columbia, 123 F. Supp. 2d 8, 15 (D.D.C. 
2000) ("[T]he Court concludes that the updated Laffey matrix more accurately reflects the 
prevailing rates for legal services in the D.C. community."). See also Interfaith Cmty. Org. v. 
Honeywell Intern., Inc., 426 F.3d 694, 710 (3d Cir. 2005) (fmding that the District Court's 
reliance on the updated Laffey Matrix was "not clearly erroneous"). But see ]'viR.S. Enters., Inc. 
V. Sheet Metal Workers' Int'l Ass'n, No. 05-1823, 2007 WL 950071, at *4 (D.D.C. Mar. 29, 
2007) (Facciola, Mag.) (despite applying the USAO Laffey rates, the court concluded that prior 
applications of "the updated Laffey rate w[ ere] not unreasonable or clearly erroneous"). 
73 Defendants' repeated cry that plaintiffs' GAO application is "outrageously unreasonable" is 
puzzling. Scores of Justice, Interior and Treasury Department attorneys have prepared papers for 
hearings, status conferences, and trials held by this Court in this litigation. This army of 
government attorneys does not even include more than fifty-four law firms paid for by 
defendants to represent the personal interests of officials implicated in sanctionable conduct. 

The government's defense of the Erwin incident is a perfect example. In addition to 
various government counsel who defended Erwin in her official capacity, defendants paid a local 
law finn, Howrey & Simon, to represent both Ms. Erwin and Ms. Singer personally. Defendants 
do not explain how their "outrageously unreasonable" claim or their "overstaffmg" claim should 
be construed as serious where, as here, the government defended its misconduct in the Erwin 
incident with more attorneys than plaintiffs have on their combined trial and appellate teams. 
In light of defendants' allegation that plaintiffs have "outrageously" overstaffed this litigation, it 
is also important to note that the Department of Justice alone (excluding Interior and Treasury) 
has spent more than $300 million defending the conduct of the government as well as the 
behavior of its officials in this litigation. See, e.g., Plaintiffs' Exhibit 20. (March 29, 2007 
Global Gazette). 
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IN THE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ELOUISE PEPION CaBELL, et al., on ) 
their own behalf and on behalf of ) 
all persons similarly situated, ) 

) 
Plaintiffs, ) 

) Civil Action 
~ ) No. 96-1285 (JR) 

) 
DIRK KEMPTHORNE, Secretary of the ) 

Interior, et al., ) 
) 

Defendants. ) 

SECOND AFFIDAVIT OF DENNIS M. GINGOLD 

1. My name is Dennis M. Gingold. I am a member of the Bar of this Court and 

lead attorney for plaintiffs in this action. I make this affidavit in support of plaintiffs' request for 

fees and expenses in connection with certain sanctionable conduct of defendants as outlined in 

this Court's March 11, 2003 Memorandum and Order and reaffirmed in its May 25, 2004 

Memorandum and Order (collectively the "Orders"). 

2. I have again reviewed that facts attested to in my June 21, 2004 affidavit ("First GAO 

Gingold Affidavit") that plaintiffs filed with this Court in support of their fee application 

referenced in ,. 1 above. I hereby restate that facts stated therein on June 21, 2004, including 

1 
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without limitation those attested to in 1111 2-3 therein were true and correct at that time and are 

true and correct today. 

3. I have reviewed my time records and found nothing that indicates I have been paid 

or compensated for time or expenses in opposing false claims set forth in the Sapienza Affidavit. 

4. I have reviewed the items that defendants have identified in their objections as 

inconsistent with the time submitted by Messrs. Rempel, Harper and Browo. (collectively the 

"Declarants"). I have compared my time entries with theirs and again conclude that many 

differences in our time entries reflect errors in omission. 

5. With respect to time that had been omitted in statements of any of the Declarants, 

there are no inconsistencies between their time and that which I recorded and submitted in 

support of plaintiffs' GAO fee application. In our review of plaintiffs' statement of fees and 

expenses prior to its submission to this Court, Messrs. Rempel, Harper and I had discussed in 

detail-- in fact -- line~by-line. that certain of our time entries were not identical and coextensive 

and concluded and agreed that each of the differences in omitted time reflected either the 

inadvertent omission of corresponding time entries or the inability to conclude with sufficient 

certainty the meaning of particular entries or the precise relationship certain entries had to the 

GAO fee application. As an abundance of caution and to avoid charges of manipulation or 

orchestration of our billing statements, we decided not to correct such omissions or correct and 

restate such entries unless they were material to the fee application and supported fairly in the 

records of each declarant whose time had been omitted. 

2 
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5. None of the Declarants had been involved in, or worked on, anything during the 

periods reflected in time entries questioned by defendants that was, or is" inconsistent with 

anyone else's affinnative time entries. In fact, each of us concluded that affirmative entries were 

accurate and, as a result of various omissions, time had been understated in the GAO fee 

application. 

6. The time that I spent on tasks reflected in time entries submitted to this Court is 

both reasonable and necessary given my responsibility as lead counsel for plaintiffs in this 

litigation; the complexity and importance of the false claims issue to the integrity of this 

litigation; the research involved; the documents reviewed; the devastating impact such false 

claims, if accepted by this Court, would have had on plaintiffs; defendants' r(''Peated requests for 

reconsideration of this Court's decisions related thereto, and defendants' repeated reassertion and 

re-litigation of such false claims notwithstanding this Court's admonition and decisions in that 

regard. 

7. Mr. Rempel, a certified public account, is retained by plaintiffs and plaintiffs' 

counsel, and relied on by plaintiffs' counsel, as an expert litigation consultant because of his 

expertise and his experience with regard to the most critical issues in this litigation. He is not 

employed as a paralegal. All work that he has performed regarding the GAO fee application was 

necessary and had been rendered as an expert litigation consultant. 

8. Since this Court entered its April 27, 2007 Order requesting that plaintiffs respond to 

defendants' objections, with Geoffrey Rempel and the assistance of Justin Guilder, an associate 

in the Washington, D.C. office of Kilpatrick Stockton, and the careful review and comments of 

3 
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Messrs. Harper and Smith, partners in Kilpatrick Stockton. In accordance with the Order, I 

focused my efforts on the preparation of a timely response to defendants' objections, including 

without limitation, a review of this Court's orders, a review of defendants' objections, reviews of 

documents, fee applications, affidavits, and decisions referenced in defendants' objections; legal 

research; the preparation and revision of each section of each of the fifteen drafts of plaintiffs' 

response; the preparation and revision of a second affidavit; preparation of the time spent to 

prepare the response and second affidavit in support thereof; the review and comment on draft 

affidavits prepared by Messrs. Rempel and Harper; and telephone conversations and meetings 

with co-counsel and Mr. Rempel related thereto. The hours attributable to the preparation of 

plaintiffs' response and my second affidavit are as follows: Attachment A: 118.4 hours; Fees 

calculated in accordance with the adjusted Laffey Matrix that has been approved by this Court 

- (http://laffeymatrix.com/see.html), given that I have been a member of the bar for thirty-three 

years, at $614.00 per hour, are $72,697.60. 

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

May 10, 2007. 

lsi 
DENNIS M. GINGOLD 

4 
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4.25.07 

4.26.07 

4.27.07 

4.28.07 

4.29.07 

4.30.07 

5.1.07 

5.2.07 

5.3.07 

5.4.07 

ATTACHMENT A 

Time Entries For Preparation of Response to Objections Re: GAO Fees 

Telcom. Harper re defs' motion for reconsideration of Order re award 
of GAO and Erwin fees 

Discussion with Rempel re Order and GAO response 

Review/markup Order entered by Court instructing plaintiffs' to respond 
to defendants' objections. 
Discussion Rempel and conf. with litigation team re same. 
Discussions Remple re defs' motion re reconsideration/scope 

Begin review/markup of documents, affidavits, time sheets referenced 
in defs' objections for preparation of response. 
Conference call Rempelllitigation team re same 

Continue review/markup docs, decisions, referenced sanctions orders, 
fufield settlement agreement, dairy entries, motions, opps, replies. 
Conf call Rempelllit team re scope 

Continue said doc/decision/filing review/comments and begin drafting 
Intro to response to objections. 
Telcom. Harper re same. 
Telcom. Bill Dorris re same. 
Discussions Rempel re same 

Prepare draft II ofIntro and continue docs/filings/decisions re scope, 
inconsistencies, previously submitted fees, review/markup Rempel 
draft re background for inclusion in draft response. 
Telcoms. Harper re same. 
Discussions Rempel same 

Prepare drafts III and IV of response~ continue filings review 
Telcoms. Harper re same. 
Discussions Rempel re same 

Prepare draft V of response. 
Telcom. Cobell re same. 
Telcoms. Harper re same. 

Prepare/revise 1 st consolidated draft of response. 
Discussions Rempel re same 
Conf Harper re same 

.3 hrs. 

.4 hrs. 

.3 hrs. 

2.7 hrs. 
.5 hrs. 

5.6 hrs. 

.4 hrs. 

5.3 hrs. 

.3 hrs. 

10.7 hrs. 

.2 hrs. 

.3 hrs . 

. 4hrs. 

13.9 hrs. 

.5 hrs. 

.4 hrs. 

2.7 hrs. 
.3 hrs. 
.6 hrs. 

7.6 hrs. 
.3 hrs. 
.4 hrs. 

12.5 hrs. 
.4 hrs. 
.3 hrs. 
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5.5.07 

5.6.07 

5.7.07 

5.8.07 

5.9.07 

5.10.07 

Total Hours 

Prepare/revise drafts IV, V, and VI of consolidated draft response. 
Discussions Rempel re same 

Revise draft VI of consolidated response. 
Discussion Rempel re same 
Conf Harper re same 

Revise drafts VII, vm, IX & X of consolidated response 
Telcom. Guilder re scope issues 
Telcom. Harper re status of draft same 
Discussions Rempel re above 

Draft proposed order; prepare drafts 1-3 0 f second affidavit, prepare 
and revise drafts XI & XII of consolidated response 

-Telcoms. Harper re second draft affidavit/review same 
Telcoms. Guilder re same/scope issues 
Discussion Rempel re above 

Revise drafts XII, XIII & XN and refine consolidated response; 
revise drafts IV & V of second affidavit. 
Prepare time for preparation of response. 
Adjust time to include omissions per HarperlRempel 
Review time for consistency with Rempel 
Review Mark Brown second Affidavit 
Review Harper Affidavit 
Conference call Harper/Guilder re response issues 
Discussions Rempel re same 
Telcoms. Harper re above 

Review Brown's revised affidavit and comment 
Prepare/revise fee insert as new section IV of brief 
Telcoms. Harper re Harper affidavit/revised Laffey Matrix 
Telcoms. Guilder re fee insert/district court decisions re revised 
Laffey Matrix and Guilder affidavit; Infield Settlement Agreement; 
draft II re proposed order 
Review and discuss Rempel affidavit re supported hourly rate 
Meet with Guilder & Rempel for final review 
Review and finalize draft response for filing 

Hourly Rate (per adjusted Laffey Matrix): 

Fees: 

6.2 hrs. 
.3 hrs. 

8.8 hrs. 
.2 hrs. 
.4 hrs. 

10.8 hrs. 
.2 hrs. 
.4 hrs. 
.4 hrs. 

8.3 hrs. 

.6 hrs 

.4 hrs. 

.4 hrs. 

6.4 hrs. 

1.5 hrs. 
.5 hrs. 

.1 hrs . 

. 1 hrs. 

.1 hrs. 

.2 hrs. 

.5 hrs. 

.2 hrs. 
1.3 hrs. 
.2 hrs. 
.7 hrs. 

.3 hrs. 

.2 hrs. 
1.4 hrs. 

118.4 hrs. 

$614.00 

$72,697.60 



Exhibit 12

Case 1 :96-cv-01285-JR Document 3320-16 Filed 05/10/2007 Page 1 of 15 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ELOUISE PEPION COBELL, et al., ) 
) 

Plaintiffs, ) 
) 

~ ) 
) 

DIRK KEMPTHORNE, et al., ) 
) 

Defendants. ) 
) 
) 

----------------------------------- ) 

Civil Action 

No. 1:96 CV 01285 JR 

AFFlDA VIT OF GEOFFREY REMPEL 

1. My name is Geoffrey Rempel. I am a Certified Public Accountant (inactive) and I am engaged as a 

member of plaintiffs' litigation team. I have been involved in this matter for over ten years, 

including almost three-and-one-half years at PricewaterhouseCoopers L.L.P. On April 2 7, 2007, 

this Court "encouraged" plaintiffs to file a reply in support of their application for fees and 

expenses incurred as a result of opposing the claims contained in the false Sapienza Affidavit. This 

affidavit is made in support of that reply. 

2. My June 21, 2004 affidavit is a critical component of plaintiffs' application and this reply. In the 

interest of efficiency, this affidavit will not reiterate matters already testified to in that affidavit. 

1 
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false Sapienza Affidavit preceded this Court's March 11, 2003 sanctions order by two-and-one-

half years). 

12. Plaintiffs' editing of records is considered helpful by this Court, which considered such 

objections to be "meritless.,,6 However, in order to further facilitate this Court's review, I have 

compiled a schedule of the "inconsistent claims" identified by defendants 011 page 13 of their 

Objections. 111at schedule is attached hereto as Attachment D. Again, the only reason to 

supplement these entries was to facilitate this Court's review. 

13. I have incurred an additional 83.3 hours ($24,990.00) in preparing the inst2l1t reply. That 

schedule is attached hereto as Attachment D. 

14. Plaintiffs are seeking an award for my time in the amount of $105,225.00 to include: (1) the 

fees claimed in my June 21, 2004 affidavit ($75,375.00); (2) the fees included in my November 

15,2004 affidavit ($4,860.00), and (3) the fees incurred in filing the instant reply ($24,990.00). 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on May 10, 

2007. 

/s/ 

GEOFFREY REMPEL 

6 Coben v. Norton, 407 F.Supp.2d 140, 155 ("The Court finds defendants' objections to plaintiffs' 
practice of transferring records from one medium to another and clarifying records to facilitate judicial 
review, meritless."). 

5 
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Attachment A 
Date Task Time Rate Total 
April 26, 2007 Disc. Mot reconsideration wi DG. 0.4 $300.00 $120.00 
April 27, 2007 Disc granting of reconsideration wi DG 2.7 $300.00 $810.00 

and team (multiple). 
April 27, 2007 Disc. Mot reconsideration wi DG. 0.5 $300.00 $150.00 
April 28, 2007 CC wi DG re reconsideration and fee 0.4 $300.00 $120.00 

reply. 
April 28, 2007 Review material in preparation for 1.7 $300.00 $510.00 

response to court order re granting of 
sanctions reconsideration. 

April 29, 2007 CC wi DG re reconsideration and fee 0.3 $300.00 $90.00 
reply. 

April 29, 2007 Review material in preparation for 2.2 $300.00 $660.00 
response to court order re granting of 
sanctions reconsideration. 

April 30, 2007 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per 8.9 $300.00 $2,670.00 
court order). 

April 30, 2007 Disc. wi DG re Reply. 0.4 $300.00 $120.00 
May 1, 2007 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per 6.7 $300.00 $2,010.00 

court order). 

May 1, 2007 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 0.4 $30C.00 $120.00 
May 2,2007 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per 4.8 $30C.00 $1,440.00 

court order). 

May 2,2007 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 0.6 $30C.00 $180.00 
May 3,2007 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per 6.9 $30C.00 $2,070.00 

court order). 
May 4, 2007 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 0.4 $30(0.00 $120.00 
May 4,2007 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per 7.5 $30C.00 $2,250.00 

court order). 
May 5,2007 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 0.3 $300.00 $90.00 
May 5,2007 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per 5.2 $300.00 $1,560.00 

court order). 
May 6,2007 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 0.2 $300.00 $60.00 
May 6,2007 Review Reply draft. 0.4 $300.00 $120.00 
May 7,2007 Begin drafting affidavit. 1.2 $300.00 $360.00 
May 7,2007 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per 6.5 $300.00 $1,950.00 

court order). 
May 7,2007 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 0.4 $300.00 $120.00 
May 8,2007 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per 8.3 $300.00 $2,490.00 

court order). 

May 8,2007 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 0.4 $300.00 $120.00 

1 of 2 
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Attachment A 
Date 

May 9,2007 

May 9,2007 
May 9,2007 
May 10, 2007 
May 10, 2007 

May 10, 2007 

Subtotal 

Task 
Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per 
court order). Estimate one hour to 
finalize draft. 
Disc. wi DO Ie fee response. 
Draft affidavit. 
Finalize edits in meeting wi JO, DO. 
Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per 
court order). 
Finalize affidavit. 

June 21, 2004 Affidavit 

November 15, 2004 Affidavit 

Total Application 

Filed 05/10/2007 Page 7 of 15 

Time 
6.5 

0.2 
2.2 
0.2 

1.3 

5.2 

83.3 

Rate 
$300.00 

$300.00 
$300.00 
$300.00 
$300.00 

$300.00 

Total 

$1,950.00 

$60.00 
$660.00 
$60.00 
$390.00 

$1,560.00 

$24,990.00 

$75,375.00 

$4,860.00 

$105,225.00 

2 of 2 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ELOUISE PEPION COBELL, et at, ) 
) 

Plaintiffs, ) 
) 

vs. ) Civil Action 
) No. 1:96 CV 01285 (JR) 

DIRK KEMPTHORNE, Secretary of ) 
the In terior, et at, ) 

) 
Defundan~. ) 

) 

AFFIDAVIT OF KEITH M. HARPER 

1. My name is Keith M. Harper. I am a member of the Bar of this Court and a partner at 

Kilpatrick Stockton LLP. I am class counsel for plaintiffs in this action and have been 

counsel since the inception of this case in 1996. I make this affidavit in support of 

plaintiffs' request for fees and expenses in connection with certain sanctionable conduct 

of defendants as outlined in this Court's March 11,2003 Memorandum and Order and 

reaffirmed in its May 25,2004 Memorandum and Order (collectively the "Orders"). 

2. I have again reviewed the facts stated in my June 21, 2004 affidavit ("First GAO Harper 

Affidavit") that plaintiffs filed with this Court in support of their fee application 

referenced in paragraph 1 above. I again state with certainty that the f,lCts stated therein 

on June 21, 2004 were true and correct at that time and they remain tnte and correct 

today. 

3. I have not been paid or compensated in any manner for the time I spent or the expenses I 

incurred in opposing false claims set forth in the Sapienza Affidavit. 

US2000 9977748.1 
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4. I have reviewed the items that defendants have identified in their objections as 

inconsistent with the time submitted by Messrs. Rempel, Gingold and Brown. I have 

compared my time entries with theirs and again conclude that the differences in our time 

entries reflect errors in omission. 

5. There are numerous instances when I have omitted time, even though it would be 

relevant to the conduct for which defendants and their counsel were sanctioned. This 

occurs for a number reasons. First, if 1 entered time but the description was somewhat 

ambiguous or unclear, I did not claim the time for the GAO Fee Statement, even if it 

more likely than not was claimable. If a colleague had a description that was more clear, 

then they very well may have claimed that time, even if I did not. Second, often times, 

especially during the many busy periods of this litigation, I would sim:Jly not record time 

I spent on a matter. Although such time would be compensable, since I did not record it, 

I did not claim it. Accordingly, if a more diligent colleague may record time that 

describes an interaction with me but for which I have no recorded time. Accordingly, 

any "inconsistency" in time between me and a colleague is not the result of trying to 

claim time not expended; rather it reflects an appropriately cautious approach of only 

claiming fees when the particular recorder has assurance that the time fits the scope and 

is suppOlted by sufficiently clear contemporaneous records. 

6. I maintain contemporaneous, daily records of the time I work on a particular task or 

activity categorized by a specific billing code designated for that case or matter. On 

weekly or monthly basis, I enter this time onto a computer database (Carpe Diem). The 

time expended is broken down and recorded in 111 oth of an hour increments (i.e., six 

minute intervals). The time I have expended on this case has been compiled in this 

2 
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manner and these records are the primary basis for the time Kilpatrick Stockton LLP is 

claiming as set forth in Paragraph 7 below. Time entered is identifiable by date, type of 

activity, and a description ofthe work perfonned. 

7. I have worked additional hours to develop a reply in support of plaintiffs' fee request and 

this affidavit. This time was necessary to properly respond to defendants opposition to 

our fee statement. The total hours expended are: 22.10 ( see Attachment A to this 

Affidavit. The appropriate Laffey Rate for my time is $509 per hour (see Attachment B 

to this Affidavit) since I have over 11 years experience as a litigator. Accordingly, I am 

claiming a total additional award of $ 11.248.90. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

~.~~ 
Keith M. Harper 

Executed on May 10, 2007. 

3 
US20009977748.1 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Date j Total I DescriQtion of work [!erformed related to GAO 
I Fee Statement 

04/25/07 .30 
I 
! Confer with Dennis Gingold re: defendants' motion 

for reconsideration of Order re: award of GAO and 
Erwin fees 

.. 
I 

04/27/07 2.20 I Research case law on motion for reconsideration fee 
order (.6); meet with Justin Guilder on Opposition 
to motion for reconsideration (A); review Order of 
District Court District of Columbia denying motion 
to compel and granting defendants' motion for 
reconsideration of fees (.3); conference with Dennis 
Gingold, David Smith, Justin Guilder on need to file 
briefre GAO fee award (.9). 

04/30107 1.80 Review Defendant's original objections regarding 
GAO Fee Statement (1.3); conference with Dennis 
Gingold on GAO sanctions reply (2 calls) (.5). 

05/01/07 1.30 Conference with Dennis Gingold on Reply Brief in 
Support of GAO Fee Application and issues related 
to Mark Brown submissions (.5); review my 

i original affidavit and fee statement (.8) 

05/02/07 l.10 Review preliminarily defendant's objection to 
Reply Brief in SuppOli of GAO Fee Application 
related objections and Schedule of Fees and discuss 
with Dennis Gingold (1.1). 

05/03/07 AO Confer with Dennis Gingold re: draft V of response. 
i 

05/04/07 0.50 Conference with Dennis Gingold on Reply Brief in 
Support of GAO Fee Application (.3); review email 
exchange on Reply Briefin Support of GAO Fee 
and respond (.2). 

05/06/07 2.30 Conference with Dennis Gingold on Reply Brief in 
Support of GAO Fee Statement (A); review 
defendant's original objection to Reply Brief in 
Support of GAO Fee Application Schedule of Fees 
and scope issues, and commence draft of responses 

i to objections (l.9). 
.--------~ 
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05/07/07 1.50 Review draft 9 of Reply Brief in Support of GAO 
Fee, and make limited revisions and discuss with 
Dennis Gingold 0.1); discuss with Dennis Gingold 
Reply Brief in Support of GAO Fee affidavits' 
contents (A). 

05/08/07 SAO Review two drafts of Dennis Gingold Affidavit and 
provide comments (.7); review draft 12 of Reply 
Brief in Support of GAO Fee Application 

I completed and make revisions (1. 9); conference 
I with Justin Guilder on Reply Brief in Support of 

GAO Fee Application (.3); conference with Dennis 
Gingold on Reply Brief in Support of GAO Fee 
Application including scope issues (2 ca1ls) (.6); 
draft Harper Affidavit (2 drafts) (1.6); review 
Affidavit of Mark Brown (.3). 

05109/07 5.30 Finish Harper Affidavit regarding Reply Brief in 
Support of GAO Fee (1.1); revievv', edit and revise 
Reply Brief in Support of GAO Fee Application 
(3.6); conference with Dennis Gingold on Reply 
Briefin Support of GAO Fee Application (.3); 
review draft proposed order for Reply Brief in 
Support of GAO Fee Application (.1); review 
Affidavit of Rempe1 (.2). 

Total 22.10 

2 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ELOUISE PEPION COBELL, et ai., ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Plaintiffs, 
Civil Action 

v. No. 1:96 CV 01285 (JR) 

GALE NORTON, et ai., 

Defendants. 

SUPPLEMENT AL AFFIDAVIT OF MARK KESTER BROWN IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFFS' RESPONSE RE THEIR FEE APPLICATION WITH RESPECT TO THE 

COURT'S MARCH 11, 2003 ORDER re DEFENDANTS' THIRD MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT - PURSUANT TO COURT ORDER OF APRIL 27, 2007 
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1. I am a member of the Bar of this Court, and am one of the attorneys representing 

plaintiffs in this action. I have been an attorney specializing in litigation for the last 26 

years. I make this affidavit in support of plaintiffs' Response (the "Response") filed 

concurrently herewith re their fee application (the "GAO Fee Application") with respect 

to the Court's March 11,2003 order re defendants' third motion for prutial summary 

judgment filed September 19, 2000 (the "MSJ" or the "Motion"). 

2. This affidavit is made pursuant to this Court's order of April 27, 2007 in which it 

requested that plaintiffs and their counsel be prepared to address the GAO Fee 

Application at the status conference originally set for May 9,2007 (and now rescheduled 

for May 14, 2007). This affidavit supplements my earlier declaration filed with respect to 

the GAO Fee Application, which was executed on June 18,2004 and filed on or about 

that date. 

3. As to the specifics of how I record my time contemporaneously and prepare fee 

applications for submission to this Court, and how I exercised business judgment in the 

process, I have set forth such specifics in my earlier June 18, 2004 declaration. Such 

specifics remain true today and apply to the preparation of this Supplemental Affidavit. 

1 
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reasons set forth in plaintiffs' accompanying Response memorandum of points 

and authorities - and in plaintiffs' previously filed Reply with respect to the 

accompanying Erwin Fee Application, including the case of Hudson v. Moore 

Business Forms, Inc., 898 F.2d 684 (9th Cir. 1990) - I respectfully request that 

there be no deduction because Defendants' "outside the scope" argument is not 

well-taken. 

5. I have compared the time entries that I submitted as part of the Mona Infield fee 

application with those time entries I submitted with respect to the instant GAO fee 

application. Based on that review, I have submitted no time in the instant GAO fee 

application that was previously submitted (and perforce none that was paid) pursuant to 

the Infield fee application. 

FURTHER PROOF FEES 

I have incurred the following fees in preparing this Affidavit and the accompanying Response. 

04/29/07 Review Court's 4127 Order and Erwin and 3.250 $1,995.50 
GAO Attorney's Fees filings; e-mail to 

DMG/KH 

05103/07 Prepare MKB Supplemental Affidavit re 2.250 $1,38l.50 
GAO Fee Response 

05/07/07 Revise Response brief re GAO fees 2.666 $1,636.92 

4 
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05/08/07 Revise Reply brief re GAO fees; Prepare 2.916 $1,790.42 
MKB Supplemental Affidavit 

05/09/07 Final revisions to MKB Supplemental 0.666 $408.92 
Affidavit 

TOTAL 11.748 $7,213.27 

6. According to the currently published Laffey Matrix, my time set forth in the prior table is 

compensable at the rate of $614 per hour. See http://www.laffeymatrix.com/see.html. 

7. None of my entries directly or indirectly contain any travel time. 

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

affidavit was executed on May 10, 2007 and that the foregoing is true and correct. 

MARK KESTER BROWN 

5 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ELOUISE PEPION COBELL et al.. on 
their own behalf and on behalf of 
all persons similarly situated, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

DIRK. KEMPTHORNE, Secretary of the 
Interior, et aI., 

Defendants. 

Case No. 96 - 1285 
(Judge Robertson) 

AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID C. SMIrn 

David C. Smith, being first duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 

1. I am an attorney duly licensed to practice law in the State of North 

Carolina. I have been practicing law since 1984 and am currently a partner with the law 

finn of Kilpatrick Stockton LLP. I have been admitted pro hac vice to represent the 

plaintiffs in this matter along with my co-counsel, Dennis Gingold, and other members 

of my firm. I make this affidavit in support of plaintiffs' request for fees and expenses in 

connection with certain sanctionable conduct of defendants as outlined i.n this Court's 

March 11, 2003 Memorandum and Order and reaffirmed in its May 25, 2004 

Memorandum and Order. 

2. According to the Updated Laffey Matrix, the reasonable and customary rate for my 

services is $614 per hour. 
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3. I spent one and one-half hours reviewing and revising plaintiffs' response to this 

Court's order dated April 27,2007, for total fees incurred of $921.00. 

I declare under penalty of peIjury that the foregoing is true and con-ect. 

Executed on May 9, 2007 

L 

DAVID C. SMITH 

2 
US2000 9972376.1 38321-314233 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

ELOUISE PEPION COBELL, et aI., ) 
) 

Plaintiffs, ) 
) 

ft. ) Civil Action 
) No. 1:96 CV 01285 (JR) 

DmK KEMPTHORNE, Secretary of ) 
the Interior, et al., ) 

) 
Defendants. ) 

) 

AFFIDAVIT OF JUSTIN M. GUILDER 

1. My name is Justin M. Guilder. My application to the Bar of this Court's jurisdiction is 

currently pending. I am an attorney duly licensed to practice law in the State of Virginia. 

I have been practicing law since 2006 and am an associate at Kilpatrick Stockton LLP 

and a member of the Cobelliitigation team. I have been admitted pro hac vice to 

represent the plaintiffs in this matter. I make this affidavit in support of plaintiffs' 

request for fees and expenses in connection with certain sanctionab1e conduct of 

defendants as outlined in this Court's March 11, 2003 Memorandum and Order and 

reaffirmed in its May 25, 2004 Memorandum and Order (collectively the "Orders"). 

2. I maintain contemporaneous, daily records of the time I work on a particular task or 

activity categorized by a specific billing code designated for that case or matter. On 

daily or weekly basis, I enter this time onto a computer database (Carpe Diem). The time 

expended is broken down and recorded in 1/1Oth of an hour increments (i.e., six minute 

intervals). The time I have expended on this case has been compiled in this manner and 

these records are the primary basis for the time Kilpatrick Stockton LLP is claiming in 



Case 1 :96-cv-01285-JR Document 3320-20 Filed 05/10/2007 Page 2 of 5 

Plaintiffs' Statement of Fees and Expenses. Time entered is identifiable by date, type of 

activity, and a description of the work performed. 

3. I have worked additional hours to develop a reply in support of plaintiffs' fee request and 

this affidavit. This time was necessary to properly respond to defendants opposition to 

our fee statement. The total hours expended are: 49.30, as set forth in Attachment A to 

this Affidavit. The appropriate Laffey Rate for my time is $255 per hOUI. Accordingly, I 

am claiming $12,571.50. 

I declare under penalty ofpeIjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Ju M. GUilder 

Executed on May 10, 2007. 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Date Total DescriRtion of work Rerformed related to GAO 
Fee Statement 

Research meaning of forthwith to determine 
04/24/07 1.50 meaning of "now" in April 20 memorandum order 

granting fees 

04127107 
Review fee applications, objections and replies in 

.80 order to draft opposition to motion for 
reconsideration (2); conference with D. Smith, K. 
Harper, G. Rempel and D. Gingold to discuss 
opposition to motion for reconsideration (.2); 
conference with D. Smith, K. Harper, G. Rempel 
and D. Gingold to discuss order granting 
defendants' motion for reconsideration (.4) 

Review statement of fees for Erwin deposition, 
04/28/07 3.00 defendants' objections thereto, and our reply in 

order to ensure that we addressed every objection in 
light ofDkt # 3317, order by Robertson directing us 
to reply to objections and draft correspondence 
detailing review (3). 

04/29/07 5.00 . 
'Research regarding objections to fee applications 
and the requirement for affidavits (2.5); review 
research and draft correspondence discussing 
findings (1.5); review correspondence related to fee 
issue and trial issues (1) 

05/02/07 .80 Research the scope of fees awarded under Rule 
56(g) 

05/03/07 5.20 Research Rule 56 fees scope issue (3); research 
Rule 37 scope (2.2). 

05/04/07 7.00 . Research Rule 56 fees scope issue 

05/07/07 4.00 Research requirements for affidavits in objecting to 
attorney's fees (3); discuss cases requiring affidavits 
in objecting to attorney's fees with Dennis Gingold 
and Geoffrey Rempel 

US1000 9977605.1 
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OS/08/07 S.80 Research scope of Rule 37 sanctions (1.2); research 
requirements for objections to attorneys fees (1.6); 
draft and revise section of brief detailing the 
requirements for objections to attorneys fees (2.7); 
review prior affidavits of K. Harper to assist the 
completion of the reply on fees (.3) 

OS/09/07 6.S0 Revise and review reply to defendants' objections 
to reply to GAO fees (6); prepare affidavit (.4); 
research current Laffey matrix (.1) 

OS110/07 9.70 Finalize exhibits, affidavits, and brief for filing 
(7.S); research use of updated Laffey matrix (1); 
draft section regarding updated Laffey matrix (.2) 
review time associated with defendants' objections 
to reply to GAO fees (.8); conference with Dennis 
Gingold and Geoffrey Rempel to finalize edits of 
reply to defendants' objections to reply to GAO fees 
(.2) 

Total 49.30 

USlOOO 9971605.1 



Date 1 Initials I Name ___ -1 __ Hours I Description 
------ --

4/23/2007 

I 

1801 I Justin M. Guilder 
I 

7.90 Review witness correspondence regarding security at BIA (.1); review wrtness correspondence 

i 
regarding efforts to reconnect (.2); review potential accounting witness' cv (.3); discuss with K. 

I 
I Harper documents sent by trust beneficiary, and potential contacts that could assist and allottee 

I 

, 
association formation (.4); draft memorandum listing issues mentioned at strategy session that I 

I 
, , 

imust be discussed further (.4); conference with K. Harper, D. Smith, D. Gingold. and G. Rempel to 
I 

, 
I I 
I ! !draft, revise, and file motion to compel February 12 RFP in light of the district court's April 20 order 
i 1(5.2); conference with K. Harper, D. Smith, D. Gingold. and G. Rempel to strategically plan case 
I I I direction and issues that must be resolved in light of the district coul's April 20 order (.8); call with 

, ; Itrust beneficiary regarding allottee association (.5) 

i , 
1 
--- . ;.---- .. -- - ------ - - ----

8.00 
----.--~--- ._--

4/23/2007 3871 IDavid C. Smith E-mails regarding conference call on may 9 hearing .2; review CV for expert .2; conference call 

I 

I regarding motion to compel 2.1; prepare status report for Mr. Garland .75; e-mail to Mr. Dorris 

I ! regarding May 9 hearing .1, e-mails regarding experts .3; work on response to motion to vacate 
1 I 4.3. 

I 
, I 

4/23/2007 5133 AlexIs Applegate ! 2.90 1 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); research various deposition 

I 

I transcripts and obtain copies from NARF per Justin Guilder's request (.90); answer Cobell 
'Beneficiary Line per Keith Harper's request (1.70). 

-- --------- - ---

4/23/2007 9330 Daniel R. Taylor, Jr. 1.00 Further services relative to identification of expert witnesses. 
4/23/2007 

I 
9444 ; Lynn M Charbonneau 

i 
0.50 Conference related to assistance at trial. 

4/23/2007 GR I Geoffrey Rempel 5.50 Motion to Compel, final edits and meeting. 
.~ 

4/2312007 GR Geoffrey Rempel -!- 2.20 Disc wi DG re order and next steps. 
4/23/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel I 0.20 I Contact experts re upcomlnghearing. 
4/23/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1 0.20 CC wi KH, DG re mediators. 
4/23/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.40 PR 
4/23/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 Review all issues raised in 4/23 order; review Smith memorandum re 5/9 deadlines re same. 

_._. 
4/23/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.0 Confer Rempel, Smith, Guilder, Harper re same. --_ .. 
4/23/2007 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.7 Telcom. Tyler re motion to compel. 

---

4/23/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingol~_ 0.3 Telcoms. Rice re affidavits. 
- - -----r-4/23/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Infield re motion to compel. -- -_._-- ------

4/23/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.3 Telcom. Smith re above. 
- -----, DMG 4/23/2007 Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Guilder re same. 

DMG 
--- --i- 0.6 Telcom trust beneficiary re land sale issues. 4/23/2007 Dennis M. Gingold "--_ .. 

I 
4/24/2007 ; 4673 G. William Austin 0.80 Review of articles regarding October 10 trial date (.30); exchange e-mails with David Zacks 

I I 

regarding proposed follow-up with mediator John Bickerman regarding $7-9 billion valuation 
testimony (.20); conference with Justin Guilder regarding Trustee-Delegates' possible strategies to 

i 
delay the scheduled accounting trial (.30). 

-
4/24/2007 8800 

I 
080 Conference with Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper, David Smith, Geoff Rempel regarding Oct. 10trial Elliott H. Levitas 

and issues involving expert witnesses for trial (.8) 
---- ---- .. 

4/24/2007 1385 MarieT. Perry I 1.00 Communication with case paralegal regarding preparation for May 9th hearing 
--

4/24/2007 1701 Keith Harper 
, 

5.00 Prepare update for presentation to ITCA (1.7); deliver remarks to ITCA rei Cobell update (1.1); 

I I conference call Dennis Gingold, Bill Dorris, David Smith, Geoffrey Rempel, Justin Guilder on 
, Court's Order of 4/20 setting trial date (2.0); call R. Kirschman - motion for reconsideration (.2); 
I 

---
4/24/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 7.70 Conference call wrth D. Smith, K. Harper, D. Gingold, and G. Rempel discussing April 20 

memorandum order and upcoming work (2.4); review correspondence to witnesses regarding new 
affidavits (.1); review correspondence regarding a potential witness that knows the Lenexa facility 
(.1); research meaning of forthwith to determine meaning of "now" in April 20 memorandum order 
granting fees (1.5); research various issues related to case management, discovery schedules, 

i 
trial dates, and continuances (3.6). 

4/24/2007 3871 David C. Smith 7.70 Review resumes of proposed experts .6; e-mails with Mr. Taylor regarding experts .3; e-mail to Mr. 
I Guilder regarding Special Master research .2; discussions with Ms. Charbonneau and Ms. 

I 1 Applegate regarding documents .5; telephone conversation with Ms. Applegate .2; e-mail to Mr. 
, 

Harper regarding Introspect database .3; e-mail with Ms. Applegate regarding confidentiality 
agreement for people working on trial .2; e-mails regarding Lenexa site visit .2; e-mail regarding 
paralegal to work on trial .2; conference call regarding May 9 hearing 1.75; work on response to 
motion to vacate consent order 3.2. 

-~-

4/24/2007 5133 IAlexis Applegate 2.20 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); answer Cobell Beneficiary 
, Line per Keith Harper's request (1.50); research confidentialrty agreement and forward to David 

I I 
Smith per his request (50). 

4/24/2007 9444 'Lynn M. Charbonneau 
----,-

1.00 Conferences with IT department related to specifications for production of documents. 
--

4/24/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel --f 2.30 CC wi team re strategy for upcomign hearingltrial. ------.-------.. -----~--
4/24/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.20 Draft, edit discovery. 
4/24/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel I 0.50 CC wi DG, DS re upcoming hearing and related. 

--
Review Cobell V in preparation for upcoming hearing. 4/24/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel ! 1.80 

4/24/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1"- 0.80 Disc DG re upcoming hearing (multiple). -----
4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 Prepare for 9:00AM conference call re 5/9 status conferen~e an~10/!~...!'ial.~~ __ ~ __ ~_ 
4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.2 Conference call re same with Harper, Rempel and Smith 

4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.6 Telcoms. Harper re same _________ 
4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Conference call Dwight Duncan, Rempel re expert testimony....t?.':..2~t()b:r tri~_ --
4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.5 ,Telcoms. Tyler re motion to compel; affidavits. -- .. ---- --- ~- - -- -- - - - - -- . - -

4/2412007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.2 iTelcoms. Infield re same. 
---- ---+ 

4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ---t 0.4 'Telcom. Rice re same. ---------- ------_._--
4/24/2007 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Conference call litigation team re above. 
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Exhibit 13

Date 1 Initials I Name ___ -1 __ Hours I Description 
------ --

4/23/2007 

I 

1801 I Justin M. Guilder 
I 

7.90 Review witness correspondence regarding security at BIA (.1); review wrtness correspondence 

i 
regarding efforts to reconnect (.2); review potential accounting witness' cv (.3); discuss with K. 

I 
I Harper documents sent by trust beneficiary, and potential contacts that could assist and allottee 

I 

, 
association formation (.4); draft memorandum listing issues mentioned at strategy session that I 

I 
, , 

imust be discussed further (.4); conference with K. Harper, D. Smith, D. Gingold. and G. Rempel to 
I 

, 
I I 
I ! !draft, revise, and file motion to compel February 12 RFP in light of the district court's April 20 order 
i 1(5.2); conference with K. Harper, D. Smith, D. Gingold. and G. Rempel to strategically plan case 
I I I direction and issues that must be resolved in light of the district coul's April 20 order (.8); call with 

, ; Itrust beneficiary regarding allottee association (.5) 

i , 
1 
--- . ;.---- .. -- - ------ - - ----

8.00 
----.--~--- ._--

4/23/2007 3871 IDavid C. Smith E-mails regarding conference call on may 9 hearing .2; review CV for expert .2; conference call 

I 

I regarding motion to compel 2.1; prepare status report for Mr. Garland .75; e-mail to Mr. Dorris 

I ! regarding May 9 hearing .1, e-mails regarding experts .3; work on response to motion to vacate 
1 I 4.3. 

I 
, I 

4/23/2007 5133 AlexIs Applegate ! 2.90 1 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); research various deposition 

I 

I transcripts and obtain copies from NARF per Justin Guilder's request (.90); answer Cobell 
'Beneficiary Line per Keith Harper's request (1.70). 

-- --------- - ---

4/23/2007 9330 Daniel R. Taylor, Jr. 1.00 Further services relative to identification of expert witnesses. 
4/23/2007 

I 
9444 ; Lynn M Charbonneau 

i 
0.50 Conference related to assistance at trial. 

4/23/2007 GR I Geoffrey Rempel 5.50 Motion to Compel, final edits and meeting. 
.~ 

4/2312007 GR Geoffrey Rempel -!- 2.20 Disc wi DG re order and next steps. 
4/23/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel I 0.20 I Contact experts re upcomlnghearing. 
4/23/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1 0.20 CC wi KH, DG re mediators. 
4/23/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.40 PR 
4/23/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 7.0 Review all issues raised in 4/23 order; review Smith memorandum re 5/9 deadlines re same. 

_._. 
4/23/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.0 Confer Rempel, Smith, Guilder, Harper re same. --_ .. 
4/23/2007 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.7 Telcom. Tyler re motion to compel. 

---

4/23/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingol~_ 0.3 Telcoms. Rice re affidavits. 
- - -----r-4/23/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Infield re motion to compel. -- -_._-- ------

4/23/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.3 Telcom. Smith re above. 
- -----, DMG 4/23/2007 Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Guilder re same. 

DMG 
--- --i- 0.6 Telcom trust beneficiary re land sale issues. 4/23/2007 Dennis M. Gingold "--_ .. 

I 
4/24/2007 ; 4673 G. William Austin 0.80 Review of articles regarding October 10 trial date (.30); exchange e-mails with David Zacks 

I I 

regarding proposed follow-up with mediator John Bickerman regarding $7-9 billion valuation 
testimony (.20); conference with Justin Guilder regarding Trustee-Delegates' possible strategies to 

i 
delay the scheduled accounting trial (.30). 

-
4/24/2007 8800 

I 
080 Conference with Dennis Gingold, Keith Harper, David Smith, Geoff Rempel regarding Oct. 10trial Elliott H. Levitas 

and issues involving expert witnesses for trial (.8) 
---- ---- .. 

4/24/2007 1385 MarieT. Perry I 1.00 Communication with case paralegal regarding preparation for May 9th hearing 
--

4/24/2007 1701 Keith Harper 
, 

5.00 Prepare update for presentation to ITCA (1.7); deliver remarks to ITCA rei Cobell update (1.1); 

I I conference call Dennis Gingold, Bill Dorris, David Smith, Geoffrey Rempel, Justin Guilder on 
, Court's Order of 4/20 setting trial date (2.0); call R. Kirschman - motion for reconsideration (.2); 
I 

---
4/24/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 7.70 Conference call wrth D. Smith, K. Harper, D. Gingold, and G. Rempel discussing April 20 

memorandum order and upcoming work (2.4); review correspondence to witnesses regarding new 
affidavits (.1); review correspondence regarding a potential witness that knows the Lenexa facility 
(.1); research meaning of forthwith to determine meaning of "now" in April 20 memorandum order 
granting fees (1.5); research various issues related to case management, discovery schedules, 

i 
trial dates, and continuances (3.6). 

4/24/2007 3871 David C. Smith 7.70 Review resumes of proposed experts .6; e-mails with Mr. Taylor regarding experts .3; e-mail to Mr. 
I Guilder regarding Special Master research .2; discussions with Ms. Charbonneau and Ms. 

I 1 Applegate regarding documents .5; telephone conversation with Ms. Applegate .2; e-mail to Mr. 
, 

Harper regarding Introspect database .3; e-mail with Ms. Applegate regarding confidentiality 
agreement for people working on trial .2; e-mails regarding Lenexa site visit .2; e-mail regarding 
paralegal to work on trial .2; conference call regarding May 9 hearing 1.75; work on response to 
motion to vacate consent order 3.2. 

-~-

4/24/2007 5133 IAlexis Applegate 2.20 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); answer Cobell Beneficiary 
, Line per Keith Harper's request (1.50); research confidentialrty agreement and forward to David 

I I 
Smith per his request (50). 

4/24/2007 9444 'Lynn M. Charbonneau 
----,-

1.00 Conferences with IT department related to specifications for production of documents. 
--

4/24/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel --f 2.30 CC wi team re strategy for upcomign hearingltrial. ------.-------.. -----~--
4/24/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.20 Draft, edit discovery. 
4/24/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel I 0.50 CC wi DG, DS re upcoming hearing and related. 

--
Review Cobell V in preparation for upcoming hearing. 4/24/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel ! 1.80 

4/24/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1"- 0.80 Disc DG re upcoming hearing (multiple). -----
4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 Prepare for 9:00AM conference call re 5/9 status conferen~e an~10/!~...!'ial.~~ __ ~ __ ~_ 
4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.2 Conference call re same with Harper, Rempel and Smith 

4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.6 Telcoms. Harper re same _________ 
4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Conference call Dwight Duncan, Rempel re expert testimony....t?.':..2~t()b:r tri~_ --
4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.5 ,Telcoms. Tyler re motion to compel; affidavits. -- .. ---- --- ~- - -- -- - - - - -- . - -

4/2412007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.2 iTelcoms. Infield re same. 
---- ---+ 

4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ---t 0.4 'Telcom. Rice re same. ---------- ------_._--
4/24/2007 I DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 Conference call litigation team re above. 
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l----ccc:D,:-,a=-te=:_+--1 n:::it-oia:;::l.:cs-+:::N~accm-ce----cc---;oc----c-:- ~ __ ~ 
4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

Hours 
4.9 

0~80 

I Description ~ _______ ~_~ ________________ --j 
Review issueslexperts re October 10 trial. 

4/25/2007 4673 G. William Austin Conference with Elliott Levitas regard:--in-g-'I~T~a-cn-d; -o-cth;~-e-~r~i-ss-u-e-s-;(-;:.5C:0c-); conference w~h Elliott Levitas 

and Keith Harper regarding JB issues (~30). 

4/25/2007 5133 Alexis Applegate 1.00 
~ ~---- ~~~------~ - --.---:-::----;---;--~-;-::---:-----I 

File management in preparation for documents coming from the Native American rights fund~ 

f-~~=-=--t--:~:-l=--cc~--c---~---+----,--=~-+~-c----~---,-:-----,-:--~---~--~~~--------~---,----c-~---,-:----c-l 

4/2512007 8800 II Elliott H. Levitas I 1.70 I ~~:~~~::~ea:~~~n~:~t~~~~~:~~~~~u:~~~ ~;i~~d~n:r:~~~~~a~o;o~~~~~:~;:~i:;d~~~ ~~v~~ion of 

412512007 

4/25/2007 

4/25/2007 

4/25/2007 

I

i I Bickerman meeting and review of his work papers (.5); review media coverage (.5) 

i L 
1701 Keith Harper 6.60 Research anddraft brief setting forth approp~;lte~Phase II-tr;al~ schedule brief for May 9 Hearing 

1801 I Justin M~ Guilder 
I 

I 

I 

I 
3871 /David C. Smith 

7.80 

3.50 

(5~5); discuss Phase II trial scheduling brief with Dennis Gingold (.3); Conference with Justin 
Guilder on Administrative Procedures Act for pre-trial scheduling brief (~5); call with Austin Nunez 
re: update (.3)~ 

I Research the effect of the resignation or replacement of a special master (2); review APA 
I memorandum in preparation for meeting with K. Harper (.8); discuss remedies available to a 
district court in the APA context with K. Harper for road map brief (.5); review draft global discovery 
order by G. Rempel (~2); review prior evidence related to ZANT AZ that is relevant to various 
current issues (.4); research effect of denial of continuance of trial date, especially in the 'rocket 
docket: in preparation for government's motion for continuance (3.9)~ 

i 

I I 
!Work on reply to motion to vacate 3 .. review Ross Swimmer docu-ment from Mr. Harper .2; review 
I draft global discovery order .3. 

I 

5133 Alexis Applegate 1.70 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); conference with vendor 
regarding document management (~20); research Griffin Report per Geoffrey Rempel's request 

(.30); answer Cobell Beneficiary Line per Ke_it_h,_H_~a __ r.cp_e_c-r's-c:re:-qc-u_e_st_(c-l_~O_O-,-)_. ---~--------1 

1--_4-,-/2=--5=-1,=-20=-0Cc7:_+---94=4:--4-+,=Ly~n-,-nccM-,-. C'=-ha_r-'b_0c-n-'-ne=-a:cu'--__ -j_-=-0'::.8,.:0_+D=-rc:a-'ft,.:d~0=_cu'-'m-'--'-e'=nt,--,p::..:r-,,0ccdu,,-c::.:t::.:io-,-n_,s",p-,e-,-c,_'fic-cations; send same to IT for rev:ci~e_w~. __________ -] 

1----;4'::/2o-;5';;/2o-;0"'0-:;7--t_-;:G;;:R~+G~eO~ff:o-r~ey~R~em=pe.c,'-----+_____:0cc·3;;.;0~-+.C::cC=---,-w",1 ",M=-' ,-re=-a=ffccid=a::cvc.:.:its. (2 calls). ____ _ ___________________ -] 
4/25/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.20 Disc DG re upcoming hearing an_d~~ocuments ~ _____ ~ _________________ --I 
4/25/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 Disc. Mot reconsideration wi DG. 

f-~~=-=--t-~--t~~~~~:___---_+-~~-+.~-~-~---,----~~~---,----
4/25/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 6.40 Document review in preparation for hearing _~ ____ ~ _________ --j 

1--_4-,-/2::.:5=-1,=-20=-0Cc7:_+--=D:--::M-,-G=-+=D~e-,-nn-,i=-s-,M-,~-,GCci-,-ng"-0=-'d,--____ +_-;:l-'-.O=--_lcR"'"e::.:v-'ie::..:w-'l=-re::..:v~is::..:e-cd::..:r~a:=_ft 1I.,_proposed discovei)'_order'-~~ ___ ~ __ ' _____ ' _______ -l 
4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Confer Rempel, Harper restitutionary iss~.es re Bowen. 

4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 telcom. Harper re defs' motion for reconsideration of GAO_/~E __ rw_in_s_an_c_t_io_n_s_. ________ --j 
4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Discussion Rempel re same. 

4/2-512007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 5.0 ~eview/review draft II, second Tyler affidavit. 
--_. ----------] 

4/2512007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Infield re same. 
f-~=_=--t--=~:___+~-'=-=~--::-:--"-'-c':------,---=--,=----,-~,-,--,-'-'--''-'--'--=~=-:c':-~~- -. ~----- --~------'-------l 

4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Rempel, Infield re same; discovery order 
4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re above. ~~ - ~~------
4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Guilder re same. ------------------1 

1---c4~/2~5~/~20~0:::7:-+--;:D:::M~G:;::-+:::D-e-nn-;i-s7M~.-;:G~i-'-ng~0-;,d~----+--;:0:--.1~-~T:-e~lc-o-m-.-;:T:-y7Ie-r-r-e-a~b-o-ve-.---~--­
f-~=_~--t__:~:-l~-7~~~~---_+-~~-+.~-~~~~~--------------------------, 

4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Smith re above. 

4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Telcom. Duncan expert testimony for October trial, IncludinQ_T,.~r"_ea:cs::.:u"-ry'--'is-=sc::uc=ces::.:. ____ ~c--__I 
1--,4c;/2~6"'I;o20~0"'7;-+--':4c;6-==7~3--+G:::=-. ;.:;Wi~""'liaccm~ACCu'-s~ti':'n =-------tI-~1-'.;.3:::0--+.R~ec.:v:::=iec.:w=of0'9::co::.:v~e:.:.rn...:m=en'Ct-C-'s-'-m=0tc'io::.:n-'-ff:o~r~"'re-c~-o"'n:.::s";id"'--~ration (1.0); conference with Elliott Levitas (.30). 

4/26/2007 1701 Keith Harper 

4/2612007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 

4/26/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 

4/2612007 3871 David C. Smith 

I 
4/2612007 5133 Alexis Applegate 

4/26/2007 

9.10 

4.90 

1.50 

7.00 

2.70 

Draft pre-trial schedule brief for submission to Court before May 9 Hearing(7.5): Conference with 
Dennis Gingold on introduction of trial schedule brief (2 times) (6); review motion for 
reconsideration of fees and discuss with Dennis Gingold our response. 
Research elements of jurisdiction against Unit-edC-SCOt;-at:-e-s-;-fo-r~ ~K-;. H7a-rp-e-rC-to-p-uC-t ,;-·n-ro-a-:d-m-a-p7b-:rie-:fcc(.-;05o-);--1 

research the effect of resignation of special master (1); discuss special master issue for opposition 
to defendants' motion to vacate w~h D. Smith (.3); review affidavits for opposition to defendants' 
motion to vacate (.4); discuss opposition to defendant's motion for reconsideration with K. Harper 
(.3); research various issues related to case management, discovery schedules, trial dates, and 
continuances (2.4). 

Review cases cited by defendants in their motion for reconsideration of fees for reply (1,5). 

Work on reply to motion to vacate 5.2; telephone conversation with Mr. Gingold .6; telephone 
conversation with Mr. Harper regarding motion .2; telephone conversation with Mr. Guilder 
regarding Special Master research .3; review motion for reconsideration of attorneys fees. 7. 

Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); answer Cobell Beneficiary 
Line per Keith Harper's request (2.50). 

9444 Lynn ~,-Charbonneau ,0.50 Continued refinement of document production specifications 
-4126/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.40 toiSc.Mot recon-slderation wI DG. --

f-~-=-==--t-~--t'::---,-~~:---'--c;-----_+--::;-;c:--+';::--c----;::--c----;----;---;------~~- ~~- -----------j 
1--_4-,-/2=-6=-1,=-20=-0Cc7:--+-~G~R:---+=G.:ce~off~r-,e~y-=R:--e_m~p_e~'----------+ __ ~7~.4~0 __ -r.R~e_v_ie~w~,_e_d:--it_o-,-p-,-P_,t:--o_v_a_ca_t_e_c;-o_n-;se_n_t_o~rd=-e~r_.~ ___________ ~_ 

4/26/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.30 Disc. Opp to vacate consent order wi DG. 

1--,4c;12~6I~20~0",7;-+-~D~M~G~~D~e~nnc.:i,,-s~M~.~G~i:.:.ng~0~'d~----____ ~--~5~.4~--fR~e~v~ie:::=wcc/~re~v-c-is:::=e~d~r~a:.:.ft-'v:.:.I~,0~P~p:::=o:.::s-,iti:.::o:.:.n-,to-,--"d~ef:.::s_'o",b~j~ec",t:.:.io,-n,s,-,r.:ce~R,F~~P~_,. ______________ ~ ____________ __I 
4/26/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Harper re same. 

f--:-=~=-=--t__:~::c_+~__;_~_=~~---_+-__::_~_+:;;-;----:;-;''--~---;:-~·c:--~--~~-~-
4/26/2007 DMG~ Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Tyler re IT security affidavits. 

4/26/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Infield re same. 
f-~=_=--t__:~:___+~--'-:-~~~c_c_----+-_::_=----t.;;:-c--;cc;-----::~--:c:cc--;c----------~~~ -~~-------------1 

4/26/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Rice re Rice affidav~. 
f-~="-'-=--t--=~:___+~-'=-=:=-=---::-:--"-cc-----+---:'=--'-+=-~-'-=c-----:::=-=-~-"----,----,---;------,-----,~~~~-~ -~-----------------__1 
1--_4::.:/2::.:6=-1=-20::c0:::=7:--+-,.:D:.:.M,=G-=-+=-D~e~nnc.:i"_s-"M,,, . ...:G::..:i:.:.ng~0::..:'d~c-___ ~ _.--+ 6.0 Revise Rice affidavit pertelcom data/docs. ~ ____ ~-~-".~-c--c---:--:---c-----,--I 

4/27/2007 I 4673 G. William Austin I', 4.20 Review of April 27 order of district court (.30); conference with Elliott Levitas regarding the court's 
I order regarding IT issues (.40); preparation of e-mail to co-counsel Dennis Gingold regarding this 

I I
, I i matter (2.30); conference with DenniS Gingold (10); exchange e-mails regarding order with David 

i I Smith (.20). 
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l----ccc:D,:-,a=-te=:_+--1 n:::it-oia:;::l.:cs-+:::N~accm-ce----cc---;oc----c-:- ~ __ ~ 
4/24/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

Hours 
4.9 

0~80 

I Description ~ _______ ~_~ ________________ --j 
Review issueslexperts re October 10 trial. 

4/25/2007 4673 G. William Austin Conference with Elliott Levitas regard:--in-g-'I~T~a-cn-d; -o-cth;~-e-~r~i-ss-u-e-s-;(-;:.5C:0c-); conference w~h Elliott Levitas 

and Keith Harper regarding JB issues (~30). 

4/25/2007 5133 Alexis Applegate 1.00 
~ ~---- ~~~------~ - --.---:-::----;---;--~-;-::---:-----I 

File management in preparation for documents coming from the Native American rights fund~ 

f-~~=-=--t--:~:-l=--cc~--c---~---+----,--=~-+~-c----~---,-:-----,-:--~---~--~~~--------~---,----c-~---,-:----c-l 

4/2512007 8800 II Elliott H. Levitas I 1.70 I ~~:~~~::~ea:~~~n~:~t~~~~~:~~~~~u:~~~ ~;i~~d~n:r:~~~~~a~o;o~~~~~:~;:~i:;d~~~ ~~v~~ion of 

412512007 

4/25/2007 

4/25/2007 

4/25/2007 

I

i I Bickerman meeting and review of his work papers (.5); review media coverage (.5) 

i L 
1701 Keith Harper 6.60 Research anddraft brief setting forth approp~;lte~Phase II-tr;al~ schedule brief for May 9 Hearing 

1801 I Justin M~ Guilder 
I 

I 

I 

I 
3871 /David C. Smith 

7.80 

3.50 

(5~5); discuss Phase II trial scheduling brief with Dennis Gingold (.3); Conference with Justin 
Guilder on Administrative Procedures Act for pre-trial scheduling brief (~5); call with Austin Nunez 
re: update (.3)~ 

I Research the effect of the resignation or replacement of a special master (2); review APA 
I memorandum in preparation for meeting with K. Harper (.8); discuss remedies available to a 
district court in the APA context with K. Harper for road map brief (.5); review draft global discovery 
order by G. Rempel (~2); review prior evidence related to ZANT AZ that is relevant to various 
current issues (.4); research effect of denial of continuance of trial date, especially in the 'rocket 
docket: in preparation for government's motion for continuance (3.9)~ 

i 

I I 
!Work on reply to motion to vacate 3 .. review Ross Swimmer docu-ment from Mr. Harper .2; review 
I draft global discovery order .3. 

I 

5133 Alexis Applegate 1.70 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); conference with vendor 
regarding document management (~20); research Griffin Report per Geoffrey Rempel's request 

(.30); answer Cobell Beneficiary Line per Ke_it_h,_H_~a __ r.cp_e_c-r's-c:re:-qc-u_e_st_(c-l_~O_O-,-)_. ---~--------1 

1--_4-,-/2=--5=-1,=-20=-0Cc7:_+---94=4:--4-+,=Ly~n-,-nccM-,-. C'=-ha_r-'b_0c-n-'-ne=-a:cu'--__ -j_-=-0'::.8,.:0_+D=-rc:a-'ft,.:d~0=_cu'-'m-'--'-e'=nt,--,p::..:r-,,0ccdu,,-c::.:t::.:io-,-n_,s",p-,e-,-c,_'fic-cations; send same to IT for rev:ci~e_w~. __________ -] 

1----;4'::/2o-;5';;/2o-;0"'0-:;7--t_-;:G;;:R~+G~eO~ff:o-r~ey~R~em=pe.c,'-----+_____:0cc·3;;.;0~-+.C::cC=---,-w",1 ",M=-' ,-re=-a=ffccid=a::cvc.:.:its. (2 calls). ____ _ ___________________ -] 
4/25/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.20 Disc DG re upcoming hearing an_d~~ocuments ~ _____ ~ _________________ --I 
4/25/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 Disc. Mot reconsideration wi DG. 

f-~~=-=--t-~--t~~~~~:___---_+-~~-+.~-~-~---,----~~~---,----
4/25/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 6.40 Document review in preparation for hearing _~ ____ ~ _________ --j 

1--_4-,-/2::.:5=-1,=-20=-0Cc7:_+--=D:--::M-,-G=-+=D~e-,-nn-,i=-s-,M-,~-,GCci-,-ng"-0=-'d,--____ +_-;:l-'-.O=--_lcR"'"e::.:v-'ie::..:w-'l=-re::..:v~is::..:e-cd::..:r~a:=_ft 1I.,_proposed discovei)'_order'-~~ ___ ~ __ ' _____ ' _______ -l 
4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Confer Rempel, Harper restitutionary iss~.es re Bowen. 

4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 telcom. Harper re defs' motion for reconsideration of GAO_/~E __ rw_in_s_an_c_t_io_n_s_. ________ --j 
4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Discussion Rempel re same. 

4/2-512007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 5.0 ~eview/review draft II, second Tyler affidavit. 
--_. ----------] 

4/2512007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Infield re same. 
f-~=_=--t--=~:___+~-'=-=~--::-:--"-'-c':------,---=--,=----,-~,-,--,-'-'--''-'--'--=~=-:c':-~~- -. ~----- --~------'-------l 

4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Conference call Rempel, Infield re same; discovery order 
4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re above. ~~ - ~~------
4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Guilder re same. ------------------1 

1---c4~/2~5~/~20~0:::7:-+--;:D:::M~G:;::-+:::D-e-nn-;i-s7M~.-;:G~i-'-ng~0-;,d~----+--;:0:--.1~-~T:-e~lc-o-m-.-;:T:-y7Ie-r-r-e-a~b-o-ve-.---~--­
f-~=_~--t__:~:-l~-7~~~~---_+-~~-+.~-~~~~~--------------------------, 

4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Smith re above. 

4/25/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Telcom. Duncan expert testimony for October trial, IncludinQ_T,.~r"_ea:cs::.:u"-ry'--'is-=sc::uc=ces::.:. ____ ~c--__I 
1--,4c;/2~6"'I;o20~0"'7;-+--':4c;6-==7~3--+G:::=-. ;.:;Wi~""'liaccm~ACCu'-s~ti':'n =-------tI-~1-'.;.3:::0--+.R~ec.:v:::=iec.:w=of0'9::co::.:v~e:.:.rn...:m=en'Ct-C-'s-'-m=0tc'io::.:n-'-ff:o~r~"'re-c~-o"'n:.::s";id"'--~ration (1.0); conference with Elliott Levitas (.30). 

4/26/2007 1701 Keith Harper 

4/2612007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 

4/26/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 

4/2612007 3871 David C. Smith 

I 
4/2612007 5133 Alexis Applegate 

4/26/2007 

9.10 

4.90 

1.50 

7.00 

2.70 

Draft pre-trial schedule brief for submission to Court before May 9 Hearing(7.5): Conference with 
Dennis Gingold on introduction of trial schedule brief (2 times) (6); review motion for 
reconsideration of fees and discuss with Dennis Gingold our response. 
Research elements of jurisdiction against Unit-edC-SCOt;-at:-e-s-;-fo-r~ ~K-;. H7a-rp-e-rC-to-p-uC-t ,;-·n-ro-a-:d-m-a-p7b-:rie-:fcc(.-;05o-);--1 

research the effect of resignation of special master (1); discuss special master issue for opposition 
to defendants' motion to vacate w~h D. Smith (.3); review affidavits for opposition to defendants' 
motion to vacate (.4); discuss opposition to defendant's motion for reconsideration with K. Harper 
(.3); research various issues related to case management, discovery schedules, trial dates, and 
continuances (2.4). 

Review cases cited by defendants in their motion for reconsideration of fees for reply (1,5). 

Work on reply to motion to vacate 5.2; telephone conversation with Mr. Gingold .6; telephone 
conversation with Mr. Harper regarding motion .2; telephone conversation with Mr. Guilder 
regarding Special Master research .3; review motion for reconsideration of attorneys fees. 7. 

Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); answer Cobell Beneficiary 
Line per Keith Harper's request (2.50). 

9444 Lynn ~,-Charbonneau ,0.50 Continued refinement of document production specifications 
-4126/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.40 toiSc.Mot recon-slderation wI DG. --

f-~-=-==--t-~--t'::---,-~~:---'--c;-----_+--::;-;c:--+';::--c----;::--c----;----;---;------~~- ~~- -----------j 
1--_4-,-/2=-6=-1,=-20=-0Cc7:--+-~G~R:---+=G.:ce~off~r-,e~y-=R:--e_m~p_e~'----------+ __ ~7~.4~0 __ -r.R~e_v_ie~w~,_e_d:--it_o-,-p-,-P_,t:--o_v_a_ca_t_e_c;-o_n-;se_n_t_o~rd=-e~r_.~ ___________ ~_ 

4/26/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.30 Disc. Opp to vacate consent order wi DG. 

1--,4c;12~6I~20~0",7;-+-~D~M~G~~D~e~nnc.:i,,-s~M~.~G~i:.:.ng~0~'d~----____ ~--~5~.4~--fR~e~v~ie:::=wcc/~re~v-c-is:::=e~d~r~a:.:.ft-'v:.:.I~,0~P~p:::=o:.::s-,iti:.::o:.:.n-,to-,--"d~ef:.::s_'o",b~j~ec",t:.:.io,-n,s,-,r.:ce~R,F~~P~_,. ______________ ~ ____________ __I 
4/26/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Harper re same. 

f--:-=~=-=--t__:~::c_+~__;_~_=~~---_+-__::_~_+:;;-;----:;-;''--~---;:-~·c:--~--~~-~-
4/26/2007 DMG~ Dennis M. Gingold 0.6 Telcoms. Tyler re IT security affidavits. 

4/26/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Infield re same. 
f-~=_=--t__:~:___+~--'-:-~~~c_c_----+-_::_=----t.;;:-c--;cc;-----::~--:c:cc--;c----------~~~ -~~-------------1 

4/26/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Rice re Rice affidav~. 
f-~="-'-=--t--=~:___+~-'=-=:=-=---::-:--"-cc-----+---:'=--'-+=-~-'-=c-----:::=-=-~-"----,----,---;------,-----,~~~~-~ -~-----------------__1 
1--_4::.:/2::.:6=-1=-20::c0:::=7:--+-,.:D:.:.M,=G-=-+=-D~e~nnc.:i"_s-"M,,, . ...:G::..:i:.:.ng~0::..:'d~c-___ ~ _.--+ 6.0 Revise Rice affidavit pertelcom data/docs. ~ ____ ~-~-".~-c--c---:--:---c-----,--I 

4/27/2007 I 4673 G. William Austin I', 4.20 Review of April 27 order of district court (.30); conference with Elliott Levitas regarding the court's 
I order regarding IT issues (.40); preparation of e-mail to co-counsel Dennis Gingold regarding this 

I I
, I i matter (2.30); conference with DenniS Gingold (10); exchange e-mails regarding order with David 

i I Smith (.20). 
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Date Initials I Name 
, Hours I Description ---- I - ---- ---------- .. ----.~ 

412712007 7125 A. Stephens Clay 0.20 Fee application. . __ . _____ . ___________ 
412712007 8800 Elliott H Levitas 1.70 I Review, analyze and annotate 4127 Order; telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding same; 

,telephone conference w~h Bill Dorris (2) regarding same (1.2); review media coverage (.5) 

I ------------_. ---

412712007 8913 David M. Zacks 
I 

0.50 Discussion with Elliiott Levitas on scheduled hearing and ~s irrlpact on a legislative solution. 

412712007 I 1701 r Keith Harper 2AO Research caselaw on motion for reconsideration fee order (.6); meet with Justin Guilder on 
I 
I I Opposition to motion for reconsideration (A); review Order of District Court District of Columbia 

I I denying motion to compel and granting defendants' motion for reconsideration of fees (.3); 

i I Conference with Dennis Gingold, David Smith, Justin Guilde, on motion for reconsideration (.9); 

IJustin M. 

I Conference with Justin Guilder on witness (.2). 

4127/2007 1801 Guilder 8.90 Review and draft correspondence, and research related to drafting, regarding OMB Circular A-130 
for opposition to defendants' motion to vacate (.8); research effect of special master's resignation 
on the validity of the consent order (2.5); draft correspondence detailing special master research 

I 
I (.6); review fee applications, objections and replies in order to draft opposition to motion for I , I reconsideration (2); research various issues related to case management, discovery schedules, I 

i 
jtrial dates, and continuances (2); conference with D. Smith, K. Harper, G. Rempel and D. Gingold 
to discuss oppos~ion to motion for reconsideration (.2); conference with D. Sm~h, K. Harper, G 

I 
I Rempel and D. Gingold to discuss order granting defendants' motion for reconsideration (A) call 

-4/27/2007 
I 

I Dakota Legal services for beneficiary (A). 

_.-
3871 IDavid C. Smith 9.10 I Review e-mail from Mr. Austin regarding April 27 order .3; review -April 27 order of Judge 

I 

I Robertson .3; conference with Mr. Gingold 1.2; review replies to attorneys fees requests 
mentioned in order .3; telephone conversation with clerk regarding order .3; review Tyler affidavit 
.3; e-mails with Mr. Guilder regarding research on resignation of Special Master and affect on 

I Iconsent order for motion to vacate A; work on response to motion to vacate 6. 

J --------- _____ .L 
4/27/2007 5133 I AleXIS Applegate I 3.20 iReview media coverage and dOCkets per cHio!! Levitas' request (.20); answer Cobeii Beneiiciary 

I Line per Keith Harper's request (3.00). 

4/27/2007 GR GeoffreYF<Elm~ 
---_ .. I 270 Disc granting of reconsideration wi DG and team (multiple). 

-------

--t------- ----_.-
4/27/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.50 Disc. Mot reconsideration wi DG. 

--

4/27/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 4.70 ,Review, edit opp to vacate consent order. 
4/27/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

.-
1.2 ;Meet with Bill Austin re all issues for 10/10 trial. 

4127/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold --+ 1.3 I Reviewlverify additional averments re Tyler affidavit 
--------

DMG I Reviewlrevise new govemment order (4/27) re reconsideration of GAOIErwin fees. 4/2712007 Dennis M. Gingold 
.. -.-~ 

4127/2007 DMG Gingold Revise Smith draft II, oppositioin to defs' motion to vacate consent order. 
--------

Dennis M. . ____ +-__ .2.1 
412712007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.1 IRevise draft III intro, background and facts; draft IV & VII same. 
412712007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

--
OA 

--- ----- I Telcoms. Tyler re above. _. __ ._._------_._---
412712007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA ITelcom. Dorris re above. 

412712007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Smith re same. 
-- -

412712007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Guilder re same. 
--- - -

4127/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold __ . 1.2 Conference call litigation team re above. 

412812007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 
! 

3.00 Review statement of fees for Erwin deposition, defendants' objections thereto, and our reply in 

i order to ensure that we addressed every objection in light of Dkt # 3317, order by Robertson 

i 
!directing us to reply to objections and draft correspondence detailing review (3). 

_. ---+- ---
412812007 3871 David C Smith 

--~ 
Work on response to motion to vacate consent order. 

4128/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel OAO CCwIDG. 
412812007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.70 Review material in preparation for response to court order re granting of sanctions reconsideration. 

I 

I Per 4127 order, work on GAO fee reply. 412812007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
_. I 

5.5 - --
4128/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.3 'Telcom. Rempel re same. 
412812007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold --~T 0.1 Telcom. Harper re same. 

4129/2007 1701 Keith Harper 2AO Draft case management brief (1.9); Conference with Dennis Gingold on case management brief. 

---- I 
Research regarding objections to fee applications and the requirement for affidav~s (2.5); review-412912007 1801 Justin M. Guilder I 5.00 

i ,research and draft correspondence discussing findings (1.5); review correspondence related to fee 

I 
I issue and trial issues (1) --

4129/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 

----~t 
0.10 i Research cases discussing 36 CFR 1234.26 (.1). 

.-
412912007 3871 David C. Smith 6.00 Work on response to motion to vacate consent order 

412912007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 
-

0.30 CCwIDG. ! 

412912007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2.20 ! Review material in preparation for response to court order re granting of sanctions reconsideration 
I 

412912007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I SA Conduct doc review per 4127 order re GAO fee reply; defs' objections re same; continue drafting 
I reply. 

------_. _. 
DMG Gingold 0.8 ITelcoms. Harper re same, MSJ's, motion in limine, etc. re 10110 trial. 412912007 Dennis M. 

4/3012007 4673 G. William Austin : 0.70 I :eview of draft web site posting (.20); review of Elliott Levitas' suggested changes (.20); review of 

I David Zacks' e-mail regarding Thad Holt's comments (.10); review of Holt e-mail received from 
I Elliott Lev~as (.20). ____ 1-

413012007 8800 Elliott H. Levitas I 0.90 !Review and revise draft letter for website; email same to Bill McAllister (.4); review media coverage 

L ](5) 
413012007 1350 William E. Dorris 1.30 Working on response to Court's order regarding argument on the IT issues in the case; telephone 

conference with Dennis Gingold. 
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Date Initials I Name 
, Hours I Description ---- I - ---- ---------- .. ----.~ 

412712007 7125 A. Stephens Clay 0.20 Fee application. . __ . _____ . ___________ 
412712007 8800 Elliott H Levitas 1.70 I Review, analyze and annotate 4127 Order; telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding same; 

,telephone conference w~h Bill Dorris (2) regarding same (1.2); review media coverage (.5) 

I ------------_. ---

412712007 8913 David M. Zacks 
I 

0.50 Discussion with Elliiott Levitas on scheduled hearing and ~s irrlpact on a legislative solution. 

412712007 I 1701 r Keith Harper 2AO Research caselaw on motion for reconsideration fee order (.6); meet with Justin Guilder on 
I 
I I Opposition to motion for reconsideration (A); review Order of District Court District of Columbia 

I I denying motion to compel and granting defendants' motion for reconsideration of fees (.3); 

i I Conference with Dennis Gingold, David Smith, Justin Guilde, on motion for reconsideration (.9); 

IJustin M. 

I Conference with Justin Guilder on witness (.2). 

4127/2007 1801 Guilder 8.90 Review and draft correspondence, and research related to drafting, regarding OMB Circular A-130 
for opposition to defendants' motion to vacate (.8); research effect of special master's resignation 
on the validity of the consent order (2.5); draft correspondence detailing special master research 

I 
I (.6); review fee applications, objections and replies in order to draft opposition to motion for I , I reconsideration (2); research various issues related to case management, discovery schedules, I 

i 
jtrial dates, and continuances (2); conference with D. Smith, K. Harper, G. Rempel and D. Gingold 
to discuss oppos~ion to motion for reconsideration (.2); conference with D. Sm~h, K. Harper, G 

I 
I Rempel and D. Gingold to discuss order granting defendants' motion for reconsideration (A) call 

-4/27/2007 
I 

I Dakota Legal services for beneficiary (A). 

_.-
3871 IDavid C. Smith 9.10 I Review e-mail from Mr. Austin regarding April 27 order .3; review -April 27 order of Judge 

I 

I Robertson .3; conference with Mr. Gingold 1.2; review replies to attorneys fees requests 
mentioned in order .3; telephone conversation with clerk regarding order .3; review Tyler affidavit 
.3; e-mails with Mr. Guilder regarding research on resignation of Special Master and affect on 

I Iconsent order for motion to vacate A; work on response to motion to vacate 6. 

J --------- _____ .L 
4/27/2007 5133 I AleXIS Applegate I 3.20 iReview media coverage and dOCkets per cHio!! Levitas' request (.20); answer Cobeii Beneiiciary 

I Line per Keith Harper's request (3.00). 

4/27/2007 GR GeoffreYF<Elm~ 
---_ .. I 270 Disc granting of reconsideration wi DG and team (multiple). 

-------

--t------- ----_.-
4/27/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.50 Disc. Mot reconsideration wi DG. 

--

4/27/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 4.70 ,Review, edit opp to vacate consent order. 
4/27/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

.-
1.2 ;Meet with Bill Austin re all issues for 10/10 trial. 

4127/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold --+ 1.3 I Reviewlverify additional averments re Tyler affidavit 
--------

DMG I Reviewlrevise new govemment order (4/27) re reconsideration of GAOIErwin fees. 4/2712007 Dennis M. Gingold 
.. -.-~ 

4127/2007 DMG Gingold Revise Smith draft II, oppositioin to defs' motion to vacate consent order. 
--------

Dennis M. . ____ +-__ .2.1 
412712007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.1 IRevise draft III intro, background and facts; draft IV & VII same. 
412712007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

--
OA 

--- ----- I Telcoms. Tyler re above. _. __ ._._------_._---
412712007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA ITelcom. Dorris re above. 

412712007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Smith re same. 
-- -

412712007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Guilder re same. 
--- - -

4127/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold __ . 1.2 Conference call litigation team re above. 

412812007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 
! 

3.00 Review statement of fees for Erwin deposition, defendants' objections thereto, and our reply in 

i order to ensure that we addressed every objection in light of Dkt # 3317, order by Robertson 

i 
!directing us to reply to objections and draft correspondence detailing review (3). 

_. ---+- ---
412812007 3871 David C Smith 

--~ 
Work on response to motion to vacate consent order. 

4128/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel OAO CCwIDG. 
412812007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.70 Review material in preparation for response to court order re granting of sanctions reconsideration. 

I 

I Per 4127 order, work on GAO fee reply. 412812007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
_. I 

5.5 - --
4128/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.3 'Telcom. Rempel re same. 
412812007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold --~T 0.1 Telcom. Harper re same. 

4129/2007 1701 Keith Harper 2AO Draft case management brief (1.9); Conference with Dennis Gingold on case management brief. 

---- I 
Research regarding objections to fee applications and the requirement for affidav~s (2.5); review-412912007 1801 Justin M. Guilder I 5.00 

i ,research and draft correspondence discussing findings (1.5); review correspondence related to fee 

I 
I issue and trial issues (1) --

4129/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 

----~t 
0.10 i Research cases discussing 36 CFR 1234.26 (.1). 

.-
412912007 3871 David C. Smith 6.00 Work on response to motion to vacate consent order 

412912007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 
-

0.30 CCwIDG. ! 

412912007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2.20 ! Review material in preparation for response to court order re granting of sanctions reconsideration 
I 

412912007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I SA Conduct doc review per 4127 order re GAO fee reply; defs' objections re same; continue drafting 
I reply. 

------_. _. 
DMG Gingold 0.8 ITelcoms. Harper re same, MSJ's, motion in limine, etc. re 10110 trial. 412912007 Dennis M. 

4/3012007 4673 G. William Austin : 0.70 I :eview of draft web site posting (.20); review of Elliott Levitas' suggested changes (.20); review of 

I David Zacks' e-mail regarding Thad Holt's comments (.10); review of Holt e-mail received from 
I Elliott Lev~as (.20). ____ 1-

413012007 8800 Elliott H. Levitas I 0.90 !Review and revise draft letter for website; email same to Bill McAllister (.4); review media coverage 

L ](5) 
413012007 1350 William E. Dorris 1.30 Working on response to Court's order regarding argument on the IT issues in the case; telephone 

conference with Dennis Gingold. 
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Date Initials Name I Hours I Description -- ,-------- ----
4/30/2007 1701 I Keith Harper 9.30 Draft brief setting forth proposed trial schedule (7.1); review GAO original objections and Court 

Order to identify reply issues (1.3); Conference with Dennis Gingold and Geoffrey Rempel on 
Phase II trial (.4); Conference with Dennis Gingold on GAO sanctions reply (.5). 

------_. -- ------ --
1801 Guilder 0.30 4/30/2007 Justin M. Research cases discussing 36(~:F~ 22_3426 (:3) __ 

------
4/30/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 

I 
6.60 Research diversity actions of trust law to develop arguments on the equitable powers of federal 

I 
:courts (3); review appellate briefs in IT secunty injunction appeal to develop arguments for road 

l_J ______ 
I imap brief regarding 36 CFR 123426 and FRE 803(8) and draft correspondence to K, Harper 

I discussing research (1); research various issues related to case management, discovery 
I . . 
jschedules, tnal dates, and continuances (2.6). 

4/30/2007 1 3871 IDavid C. Smith 10.40 
--------- ---------'. -~ 

Work on reply to motion to vacate 9.7; review requirements for electronic production .2; e-mail 

I 
j regarding format for electronic production .1; e-mail draft motion to vacate .1; e-mail regarding 

accounting expert .3. 
----------

4/30/2007 5133 Alexis Applegate 5.90 ,ReView media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); answer Cobell Beneficiary 
I I Line per Keith Harpe~s request (5.70) 
I I ------.:.------- --

4/30/2007 9444 Lynn M. Charbonneau I 1.00 I Review of document production specifications; fo':Ward same to David Smith. --
4/30/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 8.90 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per:.""u_rt order) 

----- --"--- ------
4/30/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.40 Disc. wi DG re Reply. 

-----

1 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 5.5 4/30/2007 Continue exhibit redaction revlew/comments/obJectlons re exhs. IT security trial per order, 
I ,including Rempel's reviewlcomments re allocated exhs. 

-4/3012007 
i i 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 iTelcom. Harper re"ame. 
---------------- -

4/30/2007 

i 
DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 

i 
11.7 ! Continue work on GAOl Erwin fee reply per 2/27 -order; doc review related thereto; prepare draft I in 

4130/2007 
I I context of F&C's. _ 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Harper re same. 
----

4/30/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Dorris re 5/9 hearing issues. 

5/1/2007 

I 
4673 G. William Austin 0.70 !Conference with Keith Harper regarding reschedu'li-ng of May 9 hearing before Judge Robertson 

1(.03); exchange messages with Elliott Levitas (.20); conference with Elliott Levrtas regarding Thad 

i Ho~'s e-mail pOints (.20) 
---

5/1/2007 1350 William E. Dorris 1.10 ReVieWing draft of case management pian brief and emaiis regarding same. 
5/1/2007 1701 Keith Harper 7.20 Conference with Dennis Gingold, Geoffrey Rempel on motion to vacate (.5); draft case 

management brief (6.7). 
--- -------

5/1/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 9.80 Draft and revise opposition to defendants' motion to vacate (9); review and draft correspondence 

I 
.dealing with appealability of a denial of a motion to vacate a consent order (.8). 
I 

---_. -
5/1/2007 3871 David C. Smith 5.50 Travel to DC 3; review Mr. Harper's case management plan 2.5. 

5/1/2007 i 5133 Alexis Applegate 2.10 Review media coverage and dockeisp;:;rElliott LevitaS'request (.20); answer Cobell Beneficiary 
Line per Keith Harper's request 170). 

5/1/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 6.70 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per court order).. 
5/1/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.40 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 
5/1/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 4.80 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per court-order)~-

-----,-- -

5/1/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.8 Prepare draft II, response re GAO fees, including consideration of scopelconsistency re prior 
submissions. 

-------_. 
5/1/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 5.5 Review background informationldocumentation re same. 

.-
5/1/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcoms. Harper re same. 

5/1/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Telcoms. Dorris re 5/9 hearing issues; opposition to ~_e!s' motion to vacate consent order. 

5/1/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Infield re motion to vacate consent order. 
5/2/2007 4673 G. William Austin 0.20 Conference with Alexis Applegate (.10); review of articles on Indian.com regarding rescheduling of 

May 9 hearing before Judge Robertson (.10). 

5/2/2007 7125 A. Stephens Clay 0.30 Conference with Boies, Sullivan attorney and P Verkuil regarding Indian Irtigation. 
5/2/2007 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 0.50 Review media coverage (.5) 

---
5/2/2007 1701 Keith Harper 4.20 Research appeal as of right, email exchange (.5); review motion to vacate opposition (3.7). 

5/2/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 9.00 Draft and revise opposition to defendants' motion to vacate (1); conference with K. Harper, D. 
Gingold, and D. Smith to discuss strategy for the opposition to motion to vacate (1); research 
whether the appOintment of a special master to enforce a consent order is appealable as a 
modification of an injunction (3.5); research related to Frew v. Hawkins and the ability of a federal 
court to enforce consent orders despite subsequent change in the law (2); call attorney to assist a 
trust beneficiary who is providing helpful evidence (.2); research the scope of fees awarded under 
Rule 56(g) (.8); correct dates and docket numbers on motion (.5). 

----
5/2/2007 3871 David C. Smith 6.60 Review Rice affidavit for motion to vacate .4; e-mail to Mr. Gingold regarding Rice affidavit .1; 

! 
telephone conversation with Mr. Harper regarding opposition to motion to vacate .2; conference 
with Mr. Harper, Mr. Guilder and Mr Gingold regarding opposition motion to vacate 1.1; review 
changes to opposition .4; conference with Mr. Guilder regarding research on effect of resignation 
of Special Master .3; review cases on effect of resignation of Special Master .5; work on opposition 

I to motion to vacate 3; work on memorandum on scheduling order .6. 

5/2/2007 5133 Alexis Applegate 2.00 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); conferences with David 
Smith and Sarah Bazen regarding box removal (.30); answer Cobell Beneficiary Line per Kerth 
Harpe~s request (1.50). 

5/2/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.60 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 
--- --------

5/2/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.8 Prepare draft III & IV, reply re GAO fees. 
'--

5/2/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.7 Reviewlrevise all supporting affidavits re oppostion to defs' motion to vacate consent order. 

5/2/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 : Meet with Harper, S~th re opposlton to motion to_ vacate consent order. 
5/2/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Harper re above. 
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Date Initials Name I Hours I Description -- ,-------- ----
4/30/2007 1701 I Keith Harper 9.30 Draft brief setting forth proposed trial schedule (7.1); review GAO original objections and Court 

Order to identify reply issues (1.3); Conference with Dennis Gingold and Geoffrey Rempel on 
Phase II trial (.4); Conference with Dennis Gingold on GAO sanctions reply (.5). 

------_. -- ------ --
1801 Guilder 0.30 4/30/2007 Justin M. Research cases discussing 36(~:F~ 22_3426 (:3) __ 

------
4/30/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 

I 
6.60 Research diversity actions of trust law to develop arguments on the equitable powers of federal 

I 
:courts (3); review appellate briefs in IT secunty injunction appeal to develop arguments for road 

l_J ______ 
I imap brief regarding 36 CFR 123426 and FRE 803(8) and draft correspondence to K, Harper 

I discussing research (1); research various issues related to case management, discovery 
I . . 
jschedules, tnal dates, and continuances (2.6). 

4/30/2007 1 3871 IDavid C. Smith 10.40 
--------- ---------'. -~ 

Work on reply to motion to vacate 9.7; review requirements for electronic production .2; e-mail 

I 
j regarding format for electronic production .1; e-mail draft motion to vacate .1; e-mail regarding 

accounting expert .3. 
----------

4/30/2007 5133 Alexis Applegate 5.90 ,ReView media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); answer Cobell Beneficiary 
I I Line per Keith Harpe~s request (5.70) 
I I ------.:.------- --

4/30/2007 9444 Lynn M. Charbonneau I 1.00 I Review of document production specifications; fo':Ward same to David Smith. --
4/30/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 8.90 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per:.""u_rt order) 

----- --"--- ------
4/30/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.40 Disc. wi DG re Reply. 

-----

1 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 5.5 4/30/2007 Continue exhibit redaction revlew/comments/obJectlons re exhs. IT security trial per order, 
I ,including Rempel's reviewlcomments re allocated exhs. 

-4/3012007 
i i 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.8 iTelcom. Harper re"ame. 
---------------- -

4/30/2007 

i 
DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 

i 
11.7 ! Continue work on GAOl Erwin fee reply per 2/27 -order; doc review related thereto; prepare draft I in 

4130/2007 
I I context of F&C's. _ 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Harper re same. 
----

4/30/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Dorris re 5/9 hearing issues. 

5/1/2007 

I 
4673 G. William Austin 0.70 !Conference with Keith Harper regarding reschedu'li-ng of May 9 hearing before Judge Robertson 

1(.03); exchange messages with Elliott Levitas (.20); conference with Elliott Levrtas regarding Thad 

i Ho~'s e-mail pOints (.20) 
---

5/1/2007 1350 William E. Dorris 1.10 ReVieWing draft of case management pian brief and emaiis regarding same. 
5/1/2007 1701 Keith Harper 7.20 Conference with Dennis Gingold, Geoffrey Rempel on motion to vacate (.5); draft case 

management brief (6.7). 
--- -------

5/1/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 9.80 Draft and revise opposition to defendants' motion to vacate (9); review and draft correspondence 

I 
.dealing with appealability of a denial of a motion to vacate a consent order (.8). 
I 

---_. -
5/1/2007 3871 David C. Smith 5.50 Travel to DC 3; review Mr. Harper's case management plan 2.5. 

5/1/2007 i 5133 Alexis Applegate 2.10 Review media coverage and dockeisp;:;rElliott LevitaS'request (.20); answer Cobell Beneficiary 
Line per Keith Harper's request 170). 

5/1/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 6.70 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per court order).. 
5/1/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.40 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 
5/1/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 4.80 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per court-order)~-

-----,-- -

5/1/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 4.8 Prepare draft II, response re GAO fees, including consideration of scopelconsistency re prior 
submissions. 

-------_. 
5/1/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 5.5 Review background informationldocumentation re same. 

.-
5/1/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcoms. Harper re same. 

5/1/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.0 Telcoms. Dorris re 5/9 hearing issues; opposition to ~_e!s' motion to vacate consent order. 

5/1/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Infield re motion to vacate consent order. 
5/2/2007 4673 G. William Austin 0.20 Conference with Alexis Applegate (.10); review of articles on Indian.com regarding rescheduling of 

May 9 hearing before Judge Robertson (.10). 

5/2/2007 7125 A. Stephens Clay 0.30 Conference with Boies, Sullivan attorney and P Verkuil regarding Indian Irtigation. 
5/2/2007 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 0.50 Review media coverage (.5) 

---
5/2/2007 1701 Keith Harper 4.20 Research appeal as of right, email exchange (.5); review motion to vacate opposition (3.7). 

5/2/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 9.00 Draft and revise opposition to defendants' motion to vacate (1); conference with K. Harper, D. 
Gingold, and D. Smith to discuss strategy for the opposition to motion to vacate (1); research 
whether the appOintment of a special master to enforce a consent order is appealable as a 
modification of an injunction (3.5); research related to Frew v. Hawkins and the ability of a federal 
court to enforce consent orders despite subsequent change in the law (2); call attorney to assist a 
trust beneficiary who is providing helpful evidence (.2); research the scope of fees awarded under 
Rule 56(g) (.8); correct dates and docket numbers on motion (.5). 

----
5/2/2007 3871 David C. Smith 6.60 Review Rice affidavit for motion to vacate .4; e-mail to Mr. Gingold regarding Rice affidavit .1; 

! 
telephone conversation with Mr. Harper regarding opposition to motion to vacate .2; conference 
with Mr. Harper, Mr. Guilder and Mr Gingold regarding opposition motion to vacate 1.1; review 
changes to opposition .4; conference with Mr. Guilder regarding research on effect of resignation 
of Special Master .3; review cases on effect of resignation of Special Master .5; work on opposition 

I to motion to vacate 3; work on memorandum on scheduling order .6. 

5/2/2007 5133 Alexis Applegate 2.00 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); conferences with David 
Smith and Sarah Bazen regarding box removal (.30); answer Cobell Beneficiary Line per Kerth 
Harpe~s request (1.50). 

5/2/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.60 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 
--- --------

5/2/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 6.8 Prepare draft III & IV, reply re GAO fees. 
'--

5/2/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.7 Reviewlrevise all supporting affidavits re oppostion to defs' motion to vacate consent order. 

5/2/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.1 : Meet with Harper, S~th re opposlton to motion to_ vacate consent order. 
5/2/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Harper re above. 

946 of 1206 



~-=cc=Dc=:a_Ccte,==---, l_lniti~t>l~m~ _____ _ Hours 

1.2 
I Description _______ _____ __ 
Confer Rempel re issues opposition to defs' motion to vacate consent order vis-a-vis CObell XII. 5/2/2007 ! DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 

1----::5-;::/2cc/2:-;:0-:c07::---~-QM9- -i D~nnis_~::'G~~29ld _ 
5/3/2007 I 4673 : G William Austin 

i : 

~~5~/3~/~20~0~7~-r1701TKerth Harper-

- ------

5/3/2007 i i 8.50 Research the enforceability of consent order (1); review 29th status report (1); research Rule 56 1801 [Justin M. Guilder 

I I I fees scope issue (3); research the scope of sanctions under Rule 37 (2.2); draft and revise 

I 
correspondence discussing the effect that the special maste(s resignation may have on the 

~~~~~-+~=-c-+_---------- consentorder(1.3)..--:--
5/3/2007 3871 I David C. Smith 7.80 Prepare section of response to Motion to Vacate on Maste(s resignation 1.6; research on Maste(s 

! resignation 1; research regarding AAA and consent order 2.2; conference with Mr. Harper 

i I Ii I regarding expert witnesses .25; conference with Mr. Gingold regarding expert witness .5; work on 

[
' I , 'response to Motion to Vacate 2.3. 

r--;:5/:::3C::/2:C0:C0'"'7°--+l -;:5·1c;:::3~3-iAlexis Applegate----------L--.C3::-.~6;:::0---t:IR:-e-v~ie-w--m-e-dc:i-a-c-o-v-e-ra-g-e-a-n-d-;-;d-o~ckc-e~t-s-p-e-r~EOCIIC-io-Ctt:-L:-e-v-;i~ta-s~' --req·uest (30); conference with Dennis 

!! ,I IGingold (.20); review and organize files and conference with vendor regarding same (1.50); 
, ,answer Cobell Beneficiary Line per Keith Harpe(s request (1.60). 
; il i' 

t---;:5/:::3~/2:c0:c0,",7o--+--9o::3_;;3:_0-+_;;Dc-a~lel R. Taylor, Jr. 1.00 [Various discussions with Steve O'Brien and David Smith regarding experts. 
5/3/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel .l 160 [Meet wi KH, DG re experts in upcoming hearing. 

~==5~/~3/~2~0:0:7==:==G~~R==-"+·~G;e--?-::f!-~-'x.~R:-e-m-_'-~e~-,----__ ~= .=~_-=-__ --+r_ -_-_--:'6-c·-.-;9;~0===i-::Ic=D~r=a~ft:.:: -.,--e=d=it=R~e=p=IY==in=s=u=p=p=O=rt=o=f=fe~e=s=(:-."-p=e'"r,--c~o=u~rt=::'o=r:d=e=r)=. ==~_--- --__ -_-_-._-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-::._ --_-_-_-_-_-::.::._---j-

~~5::./3~/=-20=-0~7~4_~G.:..R7_+G=-e=-0~ff::.re~y'--R~e=m~pe~I~---___+--~0~.4~0~_f.D~i.::SC=.~W::./~D~G~r~e~f.::ee~re=s~p-=on~s~e~.~-----------------
r-~5;cc/;:::3/:::2~0~0~7--t_~D~M7G;::_+D=_e-n-n~is_;_M;__.~G~in~g~0_cld~--______ ~1---2.0 Prepare draft V, reply re GAO fees. 

5/3/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 5.6 Review/revise/comment current draft Rice affidavit 
5/3/2007 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold --- T 1.6 Meet with Hareper, Rempel re issues in May 14th statu-s-c-o-n-:fe-r-e-n-c-e-; O-=--cC-to-Cb-e-r·C"1: O-iri-a-I,-inclUding --­

expert proofs. 

~~5~/~3/~2~0~0~7 __ +-~D~M~G~+D~en~n~is~M~.~G~in~g~0~ld7---- ___ ~ __ ~0~.37---~T~e~lco~m~.~M~s~.~C~0~b~e~lI~r.::e~a=b.::ov~e~. ________________________________________________ __ 
5/3/2007 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Harper re same. 

~-5"'/~4/c=:2':'0_:c0=7--+_~8~8~0c:c0__+E=I'cclio~~'--H~. ccL-=ev_it,_,ac's __ . ________ -+ ___ 2:_.8"'0c--_4ccR..:.e.:..vi..:.ew=-, .:..an,--a,--IY,,-z::..e,--a.:..n:__d~an ___ n-o-ta __ t-e-:2-9t~h~S:cta:c.tu:::.s~R..:.e'C.pO.:.rt..:..-.(2::...~3,-,);~re,--v __ ieccw,--mc-e_d_i_a __ co--:v--:e_ra~g,,-:e_-,,(.5Cc)'-----c=---
5/4/2007 1350 William E. Dorris 1.30 Working on time of arguments for the May 14 hearing regarding the need for discovery of IT 

~-;:===---t-==---+;-;--;;;-7;------------- _______ .L __ ::;--:c;:-__ +s;::e_c'-:u.,.-r __ ity'-. ____ ---;--;--;-c~__;____;c_--cc__:__--__::__--__:_:__--=------------------ --------- ---
5/4/2007 1701 Keith Harper 7.50 Draft case mgmt. brief including duties section and law of the case. 

5/4/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder i 8.80 Research Rule 56(g) fees scope issue (8); draft and review correspondence regarding scope of 

--------~' __ ~_c___+r~u-le--:5-6~(g~)~(.-8)~.~_c__~---:~--~----,___--------__ -_,__--~___:___:~--~--_,__--~ 
5/4/2007 3871 DaVid C. Smith 

I 

9.70 Conference with Mr. Gingold regarding motion to vacate and review affidavit of Rice .4; e-mail to 

I 
I 

Mr. Guilder regarding research on Frew v. Hawkins 1., conference with Mr. Harper and Mr. Gingold 
regarding Frew v. Hawkins .3; review second Rice affidavit 4; conference with Mr. Guilder 

I 

regarding Frew research .4; conference with Mr. Guilder regarding revision to response to motion 

I I to vacate .2; reviewlrevise response to motion to vacate 9. 

r---,5"'/:-:-4/~2~0~0=7---j---::5:-:-1~3:c3--+A-:-I:-e-xi:--s~A:--p-p-:-le-g-a-:-te------ -. --I-----;2:-.5~Oo---+I-;;R-e-vi:--e-w-m-e-d-;ci-a-c-o-ve-r-a-g-e-a-n~d--,dc-o-ckc-e~t-s-p-e-r =E"'IIi-otCCt~L-e-v""ita-s-C'-re-q-u-e·s~tcc(--;.2O:0c)--; a-n-s-w-e-r-::C,--oc'b-eccll=B-e-ne-f:c-ic"Cia-ry----J 

II Line per Keith Harpe(s request (1.10); conference with vendor regarding document retention (.20); 
review recent filings per Bill Austin's request (1.00). 

I---:::-;-:-:=;--t-----:::;-:::-----t-:.:--;:c---;:------;------ ---.. -----+----:o-=-f:::---:;--=-:;~--,-::----'-----:-~_______;----c'---~-----
~-5::-/:_:_4/-:::2:::0-::0=7--+_~G_;;R:--+G_=__e~off::-r-e'-y~R,__e-m-'p-e"CI--------____ I _ 7.50 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per court order). 

5/4/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.30 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 
-------------1 

5/4/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Review 36 CFR 1234 in preparation for 5/14 status conference. 

5/4/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Infield re same. 

r-~5~/~4/~2~0~0~7--t_~D~M7G~+ID=-en-n~is~M~.~G~in~g~0~ld~--________ ; __ ~0~.2~--~T~e~lco~m~.~G=u~il~d=e~r~re~s=a~m~e=.----______________________________________________ ____ 

r-~5~/~4/~2~0~0~7--t_~D~M7G=_+D~en~n~is~M.~.~G~in~g~0~ld~--______ +_--~0~.7~--~T~e~lco--m~s~-~H~a~rp-e-r-re--s-a-m~e~.~~~~~ __ ~--~------~~-------------------------
5/4/2007 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Smith re opposition to defs' motion to vacate consent order. 

~-5~/~4/=2~0~0=7--+_=D~M~G=_+D~en~n~is~M~.~G~in~g~0~ld~----_-__ --._-_--_-~~~~-7--_4~R~e~vi~ew~d=e~fs~'=0~p~Po~s=t~io~n~t~o~m~o~t-io~n~fo-r=G~A=O~s=a~n~c~ti~on~s~.--~----________________________ ~ 
5/4/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ________ -+' __ --:1--:1;;.:.9o-----+R~ev.:-:i.::ew=/r.::ev.:-:i=-se=--::.co=-n.:.:s"'0~li_o:dac:_t:.::e-=d~d::.ra:::ft.:...:;;"'-' G=-A=O~f=e-=e/:.::s=a.:_:n.::ct__:io~n'-'r:.::e"';p"-ly.:..-~c-;----------;-----;-;--------___t 
5/5/2007 1350 William E. Dorris i 1.80 Revising response to Government's motion to vacate and emails to co-counsel regarding 

i

l suggested rev
6
is) ions (1.2); working on plans for assistance from paralegals and associates for trial 

preparation (. . 

5/5/2007 1701 Keith Harper 5.20 Draft case management brief (3.1); review and edit motion to vacate (2.1). 

5/5/2007 3871 David C. Smith 
! 

5.00 Travel to Winston-Salem from DC 3; telephone conversation with Mr. Harper regarding preparation 

1----::-::cc:-;:-:c::----t_=---t-=---:c;--_--=--_--,--____ ------ti _____ ~:_=_--+·f=-0-rt-:cria-I_:.3_::_.=__;__,___-_____;_._;_:,.____:_----:---;--:---- ---------------------J 
~-5~/_Cc5c=:/2':'0_Cc0=7--+_~G~R:__+Gc=_=e~off ___ r..:.e'-y_::R'-'e~m-'p---e"CI----------__ ~__;:5__;.2':'0--_+D~r---a::.ft~,~ed'--i~t~R-e~pl'-y---in.:..::.su-'p-'p-o-rt-o-f_f_ee_s~(p~e.:..r~c_o_u:::.rt~o'_'rd ___ e ___ r __ ). ___________ . _______________________ __ 

5/5/2007 DGMRG Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 Disc. wi DG re fee response. _____________ _ 

r---,5;cclco5/-:::2::;0:::0:;7---t-==--+=_D-e-nn~i-s-;-M;__.~Goci-ng~0_:_ld-- - -~:~-~-=r- 0'-6.~·52'----fo::R=e~vi:=-se=-=d.c:ra:::.ft=-V-=cI::-,-=s~ec:.ct~io"-n=a:'-1 G-=--:A:.::O'--r ___ e.'::p-'Iy:--____ --;--~------ ____________________________ ---j 

5/5/2007 DMG Dennis M Gingold [ Revise opposition to motion to vacate conse_n_t_o_r._d_e_r. ___________________________________ --J 
5/5/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.8 Telcoms. Dorris re discovery; Cobell XII. 

5/5/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingoldi 0.2 Telcom. Smith re opposition to defs' motion to vacate conse_n~t--:o-rd-e-r-. -------;--=--=---:__:-------1 
5/6/2007 1350 William E Dorris i 9.80 Reviewing and revising our response to the motion to vacate the consent order (7.7); reviewing 

and making suggestions for revisions of the draft response to the Government's opposition to our 

+' fee proposals on the GAO and false affidavit issue (2.1) 
t----::-5/~6c:/2::-0:c0:-:7°--+---;1-=7=0-:-1-+--:Kc-e--:it:-h-:-Hc-a-r-pe-r----------- -.-- 4.70 Review, edit, research and draft motion to vacate opp-o-s--:lt~lo--n-;:(3:-. 7=):--; -m-e-e--:t--:Boci""l1 =D:--o-rn-c·s-a--nd--:-=D'--e-n-n---:is~ 

~~~~~--+-~~-4----~~:--:------ _________ L-_~:--c----~G--:i-n~go-l-d-o-n-m--o-ti-o-n-to--v-a-ca-t-e~a-n-d-t__:r-ia-l-b-ri--:ef--:( ___ 1-.0-)'-------__:------------:__---------------
5/6/2007 1801 IJustin M. Guilder i 0.50 I Draft and review correspondence to and from K. Harper diSCUSSing research issues related to ----

t----::-~::-::-=_--+-~~__+_:::__--;-~_=---;-:----------- ____ .l ___ :-:-__ ~I=c:--o_:_urt-'_:_s ___ p-o-w-e-r-t-o-d-e-te_:_rrn:__i-n~e__:tr_u~s~t-d~ut-ie-s~(.-5'-).--~---------__;_--__;_~~-----:--~:__--~~~__1 
5/6/2007 3871 David C. Smith i 1.00 Telephone conversation with Mr. Harper regarding response to motion to vacate .25; e-mail to Mr. 

, Dorris regarding changes in response to vacate. 75 
~--,5cclc-6/cc-2-c-00cc7=--+----cG"'Rc--+cG-eo--,ffC-r-ey-=R-em-pe~I--- ------+il ---c0-.4

ccO--+R--:e-v.,-iew--R"'-e-p--,IY--"dr'--a7ft-. -"------'-------------------.---------------------j 

947 of 1206 

~-=cc=Dc=:a_Ccte,==---, l_lniti~t>l~m~ _____ _ Hours 

1.2 
I Description _______ _____ __ 
Confer Rempel re issues opposition to defs' motion to vacate consent order vis-a-vis CObell XII. 5/2/2007 ! DMG I Dennis M. Gingold 

1----::5-;::/2cc/2:-;:0-:c07::---~-QM9- -i D~nnis_~::'G~~29ld _ 
5/3/2007 I 4673 : G William Austin 

i : 

~~5~/3~/~20~0~7~-r1701TKerth Harper-

- ------

5/3/2007 i i 8.50 Research the enforceability of consent order (1); review 29th status report (1); research Rule 56 1801 [Justin M. Guilder 

I I I fees scope issue (3); research the scope of sanctions under Rule 37 (2.2); draft and revise 

I 
correspondence discussing the effect that the special maste(s resignation may have on the 

~~~~~-+~=-c-+_---------- consentorder(1.3)..--:--
5/3/2007 3871 I David C. Smith 7.80 Prepare section of response to Motion to Vacate on Maste(s resignation 1.6; research on Maste(s 

! resignation 1; research regarding AAA and consent order 2.2; conference with Mr. Harper 

i I Ii I regarding expert witnesses .25; conference with Mr. Gingold regarding expert witness .5; work on 

[
' I , 'response to Motion to Vacate 2.3. 

r--;:5/:::3C::/2:C0:C0'"'7°--+l -;:5·1c;:::3~3-iAlexis Applegate----------L--.C3::-.~6;:::0---t:IR:-e-v~ie-w--m-e-dc:i-a-c-o-v-e-ra-g-e-a-n-d-;-;d-o~ckc-e~t-s-p-e-r~EOCIIC-io-Ctt:-L:-e-v-;i~ta-s~' --req·uest (30); conference with Dennis 

!! ,I IGingold (.20); review and organize files and conference with vendor regarding same (1.50); 
, ,answer Cobell Beneficiary Line per Keith Harpe(s request (1.60). 
; il i' 

t---;:5/:::3~/2:c0:c0,",7o--+--9o::3_;;3:_0-+_;;Dc-a~lel R. Taylor, Jr. 1.00 [Various discussions with Steve O'Brien and David Smith regarding experts. 
5/3/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel .l 160 [Meet wi KH, DG re experts in upcoming hearing. 

~==5~/~3/~2~0:0:7==:==G~~R==-"+·~G;e--?-::f!-~-'x.~R:-e-m-_'-~e~-,----__ ~= .=~_-=-__ --+r_ -_-_--:'6-c·-.-;9;~0===i-::Ic=D~r=a~ft:.:: -.,--e=d=it=R~e=p=IY==in=s=u=p=p=O=rt=o=f=fe~e=s=(:-."-p=e'"r,--c~o=u~rt=::'o=r:d=e=r)=. ==~_--- --__ -_-_-._-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-::._ --_-_-_-_-_-::.::._---j-

~~5::./3~/=-20=-0~7~4_~G.:..R7_+G=-e=-0~ff::.re~y'--R~e=m~pe~I~---___+--~0~.4~0~_f.D~i.::SC=.~W::./~D~G~r~e~f.::ee~re=s~p-=on~s~e~.~-----------------
r-~5;cc/;:::3/:::2~0~0~7--t_~D~M7G;::_+D=_e-n-n~is_;_M;__.~G~in~g~0_cld~--______ ~1---2.0 Prepare draft V, reply re GAO fees. 

5/3/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 5.6 Review/revise/comment current draft Rice affidavit 
5/3/2007 DMG I Dennis M. Gingold --- T 1.6 Meet with Hareper, Rempel re issues in May 14th statu-s-c-o-n-:fe-r-e-n-c-e-; O-=--cC-to-Cb-e-r·C"1: O-iri-a-I,-inclUding --­

expert proofs. 

~~5~/~3/~2~0~0~7 __ +-~D~M~G~+D~en~n~is~M~.~G~in~g~0~ld7---- ___ ~ __ ~0~.37---~T~e~lco~m~.~M~s~.~C~0~b~e~lI~r.::e~a=b.::ov~e~. ________________________________________________ __ 
5/3/2007 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.4 Telcoms. Harper re same. 

~-5"'/~4/c=:2':'0_:c0=7--+_~8~8~0c:c0__+E=I'cclio~~'--H~. ccL-=ev_it,_,ac's __ . ________ -+ ___ 2:_.8"'0c--_4ccR..:.e.:..vi..:.ew=-, .:..an,--a,--IY,,-z::..e,--a.:..n:__d~an ___ n-o-ta __ t-e-:2-9t~h~S:cta:c.tu:::.s~R..:.e'C.pO.:.rt..:..-.(2::...~3,-,);~re,--v __ ieccw,--mc-e_d_i_a __ co--:v--:e_ra~g,,-:e_-,,(.5Cc)'-----c=---
5/4/2007 1350 William E. Dorris 1.30 Working on time of arguments for the May 14 hearing regarding the need for discovery of IT 

~-;:===---t-==---+;-;--;;;-7;------------- _______ .L __ ::;--:c;:-__ +s;::e_c'-:u.,.-r __ ity'-. ____ ---;--;--;-c~__;____;c_--cc__:__--__::__--__:_:__--=------------------ --------- ---
5/4/2007 1701 Keith Harper 7.50 Draft case mgmt. brief including duties section and law of the case. 

5/4/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder i 8.80 Research Rule 56(g) fees scope issue (8); draft and review correspondence regarding scope of 

--------~' __ ~_c___+r~u-le--:5-6~(g~)~(.-8)~.~_c__~---:~--~----,___--------__ -_,__--~___:___:~--~--_,__--~ 
5/4/2007 3871 DaVid C. Smith 

I 

9.70 Conference with Mr. Gingold regarding motion to vacate and review affidavit of Rice .4; e-mail to 

I 
I 

Mr. Guilder regarding research on Frew v. Hawkins 1., conference with Mr. Harper and Mr. Gingold 
regarding Frew v. Hawkins .3; review second Rice affidavit 4; conference with Mr. Guilder 

I 

regarding Frew research .4; conference with Mr. Guilder regarding revision to response to motion 

I I to vacate .2; reviewlrevise response to motion to vacate 9. 

r---,5"'/:-:-4/~2~0~0=7---j---::5:-:-1~3:c3--+A-:-I:-e-xi:--s~A:--p-p-:-le-g-a-:-te------ -. --I-----;2:-.5~Oo---+I-;;R-e-vi:--e-w-m-e-d-;ci-a-c-o-ve-r-a-g-e-a-n~d--,dc-o-ckc-e~t-s-p-e-r =E"'IIi-otCCt~L-e-v""ita-s-C'-re-q-u-e·s~tcc(--;.2O:0c)--; a-n-s-w-e-r-::C,--oc'b-eccll=B-e-ne-f:c-ic"Cia-ry----J 

II Line per Keith Harpe(s request (1.10); conference with vendor regarding document retention (.20); 
review recent filings per Bill Austin's request (1.00). 

I---:::-;-:-:=;--t-----:::;-:::-----t-:.:--;:c---;:------;------ ---.. -----+----:o-=-f:::---:;--=-:;~--,-::----'-----:-~_______;----c'---~-----
~-5::-/:_:_4/-:::2:::0-::0=7--+_~G_;;R:--+G_=__e~off::-r-e'-y~R,__e-m-'p-e"CI--------____ I _ 7.50 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per court order). 

5/4/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.30 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 
-------------1 

5/4/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Review 36 CFR 1234 in preparation for 5/14 status conference. 

5/4/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcoms. Infield re same. 

r-~5~/~4/~2~0~0~7--t_~D~M7G~+ID=-en-n~is~M~.~G~in~g~0~ld~--________ ; __ ~0~.2~--~T~e~lco~m~.~G=u~il~d=e~r~re~s=a~m~e=.----______________________________________________ ____ 

r-~5~/~4/~2~0~0~7--t_~D~M7G=_+D~en~n~is~M.~.~G~in~g~0~ld~--______ +_--~0~.7~--~T~e~lco--m~s~-~H~a~rp-e-r-re--s-a-m~e~.~~~~~ __ ~--~------~~-------------------------
5/4/2007 DMG Dennis M Gingold 0.2 Telcom. Smith re opposition to defs' motion to vacate consent order. 

~-5~/~4/=2~0~0=7--+_=D~M~G=_+D~en~n~is~M~.~G~in~g~0~ld~----_-__ --._-_--_-~~~~-7--_4~R~e~vi~ew~d=e~fs~'=0~p~Po~s=t~io~n~t~o~m~o~t-io~n~fo-r=G~A=O~s=a~n~c~ti~on~s~.--~----________________________ ~ 
5/4/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold ________ -+' __ --:1--:1;;.:.9o-----+R~ev.:-:i.::ew=/r.::ev.:-:i=-se=--::.co=-n.:.:s"'0~li_o:dac:_t:.::e-=d~d::.ra:::ft.:...:;;"'-' G=-A=O~f=e-=e/:.::s=a.:_:n.::ct__:io~n'-'r:.::e"';p"-ly.:..-~c-;----------;-----;-;--------___t 
5/5/2007 1350 William E. Dorris i 1.80 Revising response to Government's motion to vacate and emails to co-counsel regarding 

i

l suggested rev
6
is) ions (1.2); working on plans for assistance from paralegals and associates for trial 

preparation (. . 

5/5/2007 1701 Keith Harper 5.20 Draft case management brief (3.1); review and edit motion to vacate (2.1). 

5/5/2007 3871 David C. Smith 
! 

5.00 Travel to Winston-Salem from DC 3; telephone conversation with Mr. Harper regarding preparation 

1----::-::cc:-;:-:c::----t_=---t-=---:c;--_--=--_--,--____ ------ti _____ ~:_=_--+·f=-0-rt-:cria-I_:.3_::_.=__;__,___-_____;_._;_:,.____:_----:---;--:---- ---------------------J 
~-5~/_Cc5c=:/2':'0_Cc0=7--+_~G~R:__+Gc=_=e~off ___ r..:.e'-y_::R'-'e~m-'p---e"CI----------__ ~__;:5__;.2':'0--_+D~r---a::.ft~,~ed'--i~t~R-e~pl'-y---in.:..::.su-'p-'p-o-rt-o-f_f_ee_s~(p~e.:..r~c_o_u:::.rt~o'_'rd ___ e ___ r __ ). ___________ . _______________________ __ 

5/5/2007 DGMRG Geoffrey Rempel 0.20 Disc. wi DG re fee response. _____________ _ 

r---,5;cclco5/-:::2::;0:::0:;7---t-==--+=_D-e-nn~i-s-;-M;__.~Goci-ng~0_:_ld-- - -~:~-~-=r- 0'-6.~·52'----fo::R=e~vi:=-se=-=d.c:ra:::.ft=-V-=cI::-,-=s~ec:.ct~io"-n=a:'-1 G-=--:A:.::O'--r ___ e.'::p-'Iy:--____ --;--~------ ____________________________ ---j 

5/5/2007 DMG Dennis M Gingold [ Revise opposition to motion to vacate conse_n_t_o_r._d_e_r. ___________________________________ --J 
5/5/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 0.8 Telcoms. Dorris re discovery; Cobell XII. 

5/5/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingoldi 0.2 Telcom. Smith re opposition to defs' motion to vacate conse_n~t--:o-rd-e-r-. -------;--=--=---:__:-------1 
5/6/2007 1350 William E Dorris i 9.80 Reviewing and revising our response to the motion to vacate the consent order (7.7); reviewing 

and making suggestions for revisions of the draft response to the Government's opposition to our 

+' fee proposals on the GAO and false affidavit issue (2.1) 
t----::-5/~6c:/2::-0:c0:-:7°--+---;1-=7=0-:-1-+--:Kc-e--:it:-h-:-Hc-a-r-pe-r----------- -.-- 4.70 Review, edit, research and draft motion to vacate opp-o-s--:lt~lo--n-;:(3:-. 7=):--; -m-e-e--:t--:Boci""l1 =D:--o-rn-c·s-a--nd--:-=D'--e-n-n---:is~ 

~~~~~--+-~~-4----~~:--:------ _________ L-_~:--c----~G--:i-n~go-l-d-o-n-m--o-ti-o-n-to--v-a-ca-t-e~a-n-d-t__:r-ia-l-b-ri--:ef--:( ___ 1-.0-)'-------__:------------:__---------------
5/6/2007 1801 IJustin M. Guilder i 0.50 I Draft and review correspondence to and from K. Harper diSCUSSing research issues related to ----

t----::-~::-::-=_--+-~~__+_:::__--;-~_=---;-:----------- ____ .l ___ :-:-__ ~I=c:--o_:_urt-'_:_s ___ p-o-w-e-r-t-o-d-e-te_:_rrn:__i-n~e__:tr_u~s~t-d~ut-ie-s~(.-5'-).--~---------__;_--__;_~~-----:--~:__--~~~__1 
5/6/2007 3871 David C. Smith i 1.00 Telephone conversation with Mr. Harper regarding response to motion to vacate .25; e-mail to Mr. 

, Dorris regarding changes in response to vacate. 75 
~--,5cclc-6/cc-2-c-00cc7=--+----cG"'Rc--+cG-eo--,ffC-r-ey-=R-em-pe~I--- ------+il ---c0-.4

ccO--+R--:e-v.,-iew--R"'-e-p--,IY--"dr'--a7ft-. -"------'-------------------.---------------------j 
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Date Initials Name I Hours I Description __ ____ . ____ ---------------t 
5/6/2001DMG DenniS M Gingold S.S Continue draft VI GAO reply revisions _ .. _.__ _ __ 
5/7/2007 4673 G Wilham Auslln 0.50 Review of Elliott Levitas' e-mail regarding the 29th Quarterly Report filed by the government 

~=:;;--=: regarding trust reform (.30); e-mail to Elliott Levitas(. 'c,-20~);-. -.----;--.-~.~-~-------l 
5/7/2007 -SSOO Elliott H Levrtas-- ,3.00 I Further review and analysis of 29th Status Report; telephone conference with Geoff Rempel 

I: [. regarding accounting questions; draft and revise memo to Cobell team regarding status report 
i I (2.5); review media coverage (.5) 

5/7/2007 Ii 1350 II Willia.m E. Dorris I 1.30 Preparing for May 14 hearing, including identifying additional discovery that is needed and 
. . _ ~ ____ . . additional briefing that would be appropriate. 

5/7/2007 I 1701 I Keith Harper I 4AO '!Review material on GAO Sumn·;:-Judgmerli-i.nd fees T6); review GAO fees draft - make revisions , 1 I 1(1.2); review edit and aid finalization of mol/On to vacate opposition (2.6) 
5/7/2007 ~ jusiin~-C;G:-u-cil;-d'-e-r -------+--c9c-.-=7-=0--T.IID:cr-a-;ft,.-c·-0-r-re-s-p-0-n-dence to"K Harperthatdiscusses the Cobell V and Cobell VI sections regarding 

I I['the duty to account (.5); review and forward fax from Elouise Cobell regarding Senate questions 
I I (.5); review, revise and finalize memorandum in opposition to defendants' motion to vacate 
I I consent order (4); draft correspondence to K. Harper that discusses the GAO summary judgment 
I I Idecision (.2); draft correspondence to G. Rempel that discusses the equal access to justice fee 

i 'I I decision (.2); review correspondence from E. Levltas that discusses defendants' 29th quarterly 
i report (.3); research requirements for affidavits in objecting to attorney's fees (3); discuss cases 

I 
'I requiring affidavits in objecting to attomey's fees With D Gingold and G. Rempel (1). 

i I 
I David C. Smith I 7.00 iWClrk on motion to vacate. 5/7/2007 3S71 

5/7/2007 !Alexis Applegate II 4.50 !Review media coverage and dockets per ElliottLevitas' request (.30); review Plaintiffs' opposition 
I Ito motion to vacate information security consent order per Elliott Levitas' request (2AO) draft e-mail 

5133 

I I Ito Bill Austin regarding 29th Quarterly Report ( 1.0); answer. Cobell Beneficiary Line and return 
Jmessages per Keith Harper's request (1.70). 

5/7/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.20 IBegin drafting affidavit. . -. - -----__ 

~-5:c/=7~/2~0~0_:;7-+-~G~R,.--~G-e-off~r-eLy=R~e-m~p-e~'-----1__76~.5~0_-r.D~r_a_ft~,e~d~it~R:ce~p~ILy-i-n-s-u~p~P-O-~Offees(perc~~order) ____ -_-_-_-_------------~ 
5/7/2007 _-c~G~R-=--EG.:.e-'-off~r-eLyo_R-:e~m~p-e-c'_:__-----'--c_0o_A.::O---+:Dc-i.:.sc-:._:w"'I_D,-G~re"_"_fe:..:e_r_e.:.s'-po_n-:s:..:e_'_. ~--c-- .___ _ _____ . _______________ --j 

1--_--5:.:/=7:.:/2:.:0.::0"'7_+--=D"'M"'G=-+=-D.::.en"'n-:i.:.s-:M.c,.-=G"'in"'g"-0:,.ld"--____ -+I_---',11-: . ..c4_+'P.:.r.::.e"'pa:.:r.::e-:d:::.r=.aft"'s:,..::V"'II,'-V.:.'e,:II.-:a:::.n:.:d-:I.:...X,-G=='AO reply .. ______________________ ._~ 
5/7/2007 DMG ,Dennis M: Gingold 0.3 Telcoms._Harper re same and IT security affidavits 

~--:o5-;:/7c::12=-0=-0:::7:---+~D:-:M-;G;:c--tI-;:'D,-e-n-n,-is~M;-:-. -;:G;-in~g,-0-;ld-:--____ -+_~0c:.9:---T.T:ce-;'-co-m-s-. -;:S,.-m-;it-;h_r_e_s_a=m-;e:::,;-R_-3_7_i.ssues, opposition to defs' motion to vacate consent order. 
5/7/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Guilder re R-37 scope issues; opposition to defs' motion to vacate consent order. 

I--~~~~~~~~~~~-~----+-~--+~~~---~~-------------
5/7/2007 DMG iDennis M. Gingold 0.2 Review final opp. Brief. . __ 

5/7/2007 DMG !,Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 ,Telcoms. Rice re IT security affidavits. 

5/S/2007 [! SSOO I Elliott H. Levitas I 1.70 (Review, analyze and annotate Plaintiffs' Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Vacate Consent 

- .. _-----------------1 

. I Order regarding_,T Security (1.7) __ . _ _____ __ -----:-::c-c---::--:-:-~_=__--:-----:c-__I 
5/S/2007 1701 1 Keith Harper I 4.60 I Review and edit GAO Statement of Fees and reply bnef, prepare Affidavit (1.1); Conference with 

,I 

! Dennis Gingold on GAO fees issue (.3); Conference with Justin Guilder on GAO fees issue (.2); 
1 'research Cobell X- law of the case, decided issues in the litigation (3.0). 

i I--~~=-~-,~c-l-,---c-~-=--c,.-,.-------+--c-=_c_-+~-__ ----c-=c-c--=c----cc----,--=----'---- -:--:--:--__ -...,----..-,,------c----j 
5/S/2007 1S01! Justin M. Guilder 6.S0 Research scope of Rule 37 sanctions (1.6); research requirements for objections to attorneys fees 

I 
(1.6); draft and revise section of brief detailing the requirements for objections to attorneys fees 
(2.7); review prior affidavits of K. Harper to assist the completion of the reply on fees (.3); review 
correspondence from M. Brown discussing fee application (.2); draft and review correspondence to 

I 

and from G. Rempel that discusses the equal access to justice fee decision (.2); draft and revise 

Iee application (.2). 
I 

[

correspondence to Cobell team discussing helpful language found during research that applies to 

1----:05/"'S::/2=-0=-0:::7:---+--;;3c;::Sc;::7-;-1--1-;:D:-a-v,-id:-C;::-S;::-m-cit""h-------+--:;1-;:5-:.6~0;:---+', D::-rC::iv-e--:-to~D=C;-6;o.=5-; -re-v-"-ie-w---:fe-e--:-is-s-u-e-'-s-:1cc.3:C;-p-r-e-p-a--re affidavit 1.2; review e-mailsfromMr.Guilder 

5/S/2007 

5/S/2007 
5/S/2007 

5/S/2007 
5/S/2007 

I regarding quotes from Cobell decision on findings of unreasonable delay .2; review Messana and 
Maloney depositions in preparation for hearing 6.4 

5133 Alexis Applegate 

GR Geoffrey Rempel 

GR Geoffrey Rempel 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

DMG Dennis M. 

5.70 

S.30 

0.40 

3.2 
0.3 

Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); further review Plaintiffs' 
opposition to motion to vacate information security consent order per Elliott Levitas' request (.90); 
draft e-mail to David Smith regarding IT security documents (.10); review Maloney Deposition and 
forward to David Smith per his request (.60); answer Cobell Beneficiary Line and update list per 
Keith Harpe~s request (1.70); prepare for removal of IT security documents and speak to vendor 
regarding same (1.20); begin draft of overview of case for possible use with beneficiaries who call 
in (.90). 

..---- - ----------------i 
Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per court order) _ .. 

Disc. wi DG re fee response. ___________________ _1 

Prepare draft I, II, & III affidavit in support of GAc:J...br'~fc· .--------------------1 
Prepare draft proposed order. 

~-===:---j-_;:;;=__+;::____,__:_;:__o:...__"__;_;-----+-~~-t::::---':--..-..--~'--:-'--;;-;:--;-;-o__::-------- -- ---- -----------------l 
Review Harper draft II affidavit 

I--'cc:~=-~~:-:-:-::__t_:::__~~_=-"-:_:_---__t--cc-:__--t=__----:--'::-=-c~,,-----..----;---..--..-------- --. ----

Gingold 

5/S/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 

5/S/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 5.6 Prepare draft XI & XII; revise factslscope ---._._---------1 
5/S/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

5/9/2007 4673 G. William Austin 

Telcoms. Guilder re above. 
I-~~~~--=~:__t~~~~~~---_+-~_c_-+~~~~~~~~~~-~-~-c- -------~~--~---~~--_1 

Review and reply to David Smith regarding district court determinations of unreasonable delay 

0.4 

O.SO 

5/9/2007 SSOO Elliott H. Levitas 

(.50); e-mail to Elliott Levitas (.30) 
I--=:::c:=c=---t--==:__t=-;c-:-;-c----,,---------t--;;-;:-::---t;:--;-'-;-----:----:::--=::-:----;c------;· - --- -- --c---..---::--c-:-----;---;-:c--:--;--;-------t 

Telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding APA project, motion to vacate (A); telephone 2.90 

I 
I 
I 

I 
i i I 

conference with Dennis Gingold regarding motion to vacate, APA project, accounting trial 
preparation (.6); telephone conference with Mark Levy regarding APA project (A); telephone 

I

conference with Keith Harper regarding same (.4); telephone conference with David Smith 
regarding same (A); telephone conference with David Zacks regarding same, and regarding 
motion to vacate and accounting trial preparation (.5); telephone conference with Justin Guilder 

iregarding APA project (.5) 

948 of 1206 

Date Initials Name I Hours I Description __ ____ . ____ ---------------t 
5/6/2001DMG DenniS M Gingold S.S Continue draft VI GAO reply revisions _ .. _.__ _ __ 
5/7/2007 4673 G Wilham Auslln 0.50 Review of Elliott Levitas' e-mail regarding the 29th Quarterly Report filed by the government 

~=:;;--=: regarding trust reform (.30); e-mail to Elliott Levitas(. 'c,-20~);-. -.----;--.-~.~-~-------l 
5/7/2007 -SSOO Elliott H Levrtas-- ,3.00 I Further review and analysis of 29th Status Report; telephone conference with Geoff Rempel 

I: [. regarding accounting questions; draft and revise memo to Cobell team regarding status report 
i I (2.5); review media coverage (.5) 

5/7/2007 Ii 1350 II Willia.m E. Dorris I 1.30 Preparing for May 14 hearing, including identifying additional discovery that is needed and 
. . _ ~ ____ . . additional briefing that would be appropriate. 

5/7/2007 I 1701 I Keith Harper I 4AO '!Review material on GAO Sumn·;:-Judgmerli-i.nd fees T6); review GAO fees draft - make revisions , 1 I 1(1.2); review edit and aid finalization of mol/On to vacate opposition (2.6) 
5/7/2007 ~ jusiin~-C;G:-u-cil;-d'-e-r -------+--c9c-.-=7-=0--T.IID:cr-a-;ft,.-c·-0-r-re-s-p-0-n-dence to"K Harperthatdiscusses the Cobell V and Cobell VI sections regarding 

I I['the duty to account (.5); review and forward fax from Elouise Cobell regarding Senate questions 
I I (.5); review, revise and finalize memorandum in opposition to defendants' motion to vacate 
I I consent order (4); draft correspondence to K. Harper that discusses the GAO summary judgment 
I I Idecision (.2); draft correspondence to G. Rempel that discusses the equal access to justice fee 

i 'I I decision (.2); review correspondence from E. Levltas that discusses defendants' 29th quarterly 
i report (.3); research requirements for affidavits in objecting to attorney's fees (3); discuss cases 

I 
'I requiring affidavits in objecting to attomey's fees With D Gingold and G. Rempel (1). 

i I 
I David C. Smith I 7.00 iWClrk on motion to vacate. 5/7/2007 3S71 

5/7/2007 !Alexis Applegate II 4.50 !Review media coverage and dockets per ElliottLevitas' request (.30); review Plaintiffs' opposition 
I Ito motion to vacate information security consent order per Elliott Levitas' request (2AO) draft e-mail 

5133 

I I Ito Bill Austin regarding 29th Quarterly Report ( 1.0); answer. Cobell Beneficiary Line and return 
Jmessages per Keith Harper's request (1.70). 

5/7/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.20 IBegin drafting affidavit. . -. - -----__ 

~-5:c/=7~/2~0~0_:;7-+-~G~R,.--~G-e-off~r-eLy=R~e-m~p-e~'-----1__76~.5~0_-r.D~r_a_ft~,e~d~it~R:ce~p~ILy-i-n-s-u~p~P-O-~Offees(perc~~order) ____ -_-_-_-_------------~ 
5/7/2007 _-c~G~R-=--EG.:.e-'-off~r-eLyo_R-:e~m~p-e-c'_:__-----'--c_0o_A.::O---+:Dc-i.:.sc-:._:w"'I_D,-G~re"_"_fe:..:e_r_e.:.s'-po_n-:s:..:e_'_. ~--c-- .___ _ _____ . _______________ --j 

1--_--5:.:/=7:.:/2:.:0.::0"'7_+--=D"'M"'G=-+=-D.::.en"'n-:i.:.s-:M.c,.-=G"'in"'g"-0:,.ld"--____ -+I_---',11-: . ..c4_+'P.:.r.::.e"'pa:.:r.::e-:d:::.r=.aft"'s:,..::V"'II,'-V.:.'e,:II.-:a:::.n:.:d-:I.:...X,-G=='AO reply .. ______________________ ._~ 
5/7/2007 DMG ,Dennis M: Gingold 0.3 Telcoms._Harper re same and IT security affidavits 

~--:o5-;:/7c::12=-0=-0:::7:---+~D:-:M-;G;:c--tI-;:'D,-e-n-n,-is~M;-:-. -;:G;-in~g,-0-;ld-:--____ -+_~0c:.9:---T.T:ce-;'-co-m-s-. -;:S,.-m-;it-;h_r_e_s_a=m-;e:::,;-R_-3_7_i.ssues, opposition to defs' motion to vacate consent order. 
5/7/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Guilder re R-37 scope issues; opposition to defs' motion to vacate consent order. 

I--~~~~~~~~~~~-~----+-~--+~~~---~~-------------
5/7/2007 DMG iDennis M. Gingold 0.2 Review final opp. Brief. . __ 

5/7/2007 DMG !,Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 ,Telcoms. Rice re IT security affidavits. 

5/S/2007 [! SSOO I Elliott H. Levitas I 1.70 (Review, analyze and annotate Plaintiffs' Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Vacate Consent 

- .. _-----------------1 

. I Order regarding_,T Security (1.7) __ . _ _____ __ -----:-::c-c---::--:-:-~_=__--:-----:c-__I 
5/S/2007 1701 1 Keith Harper I 4.60 I Review and edit GAO Statement of Fees and reply bnef, prepare Affidavit (1.1); Conference with 

,I 

! Dennis Gingold on GAO fees issue (.3); Conference with Justin Guilder on GAO fees issue (.2); 
1 'research Cobell X- law of the case, decided issues in the litigation (3.0). 

i I--~~=-~-,~c-l-,---c-~-=--c,.-,.-------+--c-=_c_-+~-__ ----c-=c-c--=c----cc----,--=----'---- -:--:--:--__ -...,----..-,,------c----j 
5/S/2007 1S01! Justin M. Guilder 6.S0 Research scope of Rule 37 sanctions (1.6); research requirements for objections to attorneys fees 

I 
(1.6); draft and revise section of brief detailing the requirements for objections to attorneys fees 
(2.7); review prior affidavits of K. Harper to assist the completion of the reply on fees (.3); review 
correspondence from M. Brown discussing fee application (.2); draft and review correspondence to 

I 

and from G. Rempel that discusses the equal access to justice fee decision (.2); draft and revise 

Iee application (.2). 
I 

[

correspondence to Cobell team discussing helpful language found during research that applies to 

1----:05/"'S::/2=-0=-0:::7:---+--;;3c;::Sc;::7-;-1--1-;:D:-a-v,-id:-C;::-S;::-m-cit""h-------+--:;1-;:5-:.6~0;:---+', D::-rC::iv-e--:-to~D=C;-6;o.=5-; -re-v-"-ie-w---:fe-e--:-is-s-u-e-'-s-:1cc.3:C;-p-r-e-p-a--re affidavit 1.2; review e-mailsfromMr.Guilder 

5/S/2007 

5/S/2007 
5/S/2007 

5/S/2007 
5/S/2007 

I regarding quotes from Cobell decision on findings of unreasonable delay .2; review Messana and 
Maloney depositions in preparation for hearing 6.4 

5133 Alexis Applegate 

GR Geoffrey Rempel 

GR Geoffrey Rempel 

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

DMG Dennis M. 

5.70 

S.30 

0.40 

3.2 
0.3 

Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.30); further review Plaintiffs' 
opposition to motion to vacate information security consent order per Elliott Levitas' request (.90); 
draft e-mail to David Smith regarding IT security documents (.10); review Maloney Deposition and 
forward to David Smith per his request (.60); answer Cobell Beneficiary Line and update list per 
Keith Harpe~s request (1.70); prepare for removal of IT security documents and speak to vendor 
regarding same (1.20); begin draft of overview of case for possible use with beneficiaries who call 
in (.90). 

..---- - ----------------i 
Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per court order) _ .. 

Disc. wi DG re fee response. ___________________ _1 

Prepare draft I, II, & III affidavit in support of GAc:J...br'~fc· .--------------------1 
Prepare draft proposed order. 

~-===:---j-_;:;;=__+;::____,__:_;:__o:...__"__;_;-----+-~~-t::::---':--..-..--~'--:-'--;;-;:--;-;-o__::-------- -- ---- -----------------l 
Review Harper draft II affidavit 

I--'cc:~=-~~:-:-:-::__t_:::__~~_=-"-:_:_---__t--cc-:__--t=__----:--'::-=-c~,,-----..----;---..--..-------- --. ----

Gingold 

5/S/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 

5/S/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 5.6 Prepare draft XI & XII; revise factslscope ---._._---------1 
5/S/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

5/9/2007 4673 G. William Austin 

Telcoms. Guilder re above. 
I-~~~~--=~:__t~~~~~~---_+-~_c_-+~~~~~~~~~~-~-~-c- -------~~--~---~~--_1 

Review and reply to David Smith regarding district court determinations of unreasonable delay 

0.4 

O.SO 

5/9/2007 SSOO Elliott H. Levitas 

(.50); e-mail to Elliott Levitas (.30) 
I--=:::c:=c=---t--==:__t=-;c-:-;-c----,,---------t--;;-;:-::---t;:--;-'-;-----:----:::--=::-:----;c------;· - --- -- --c---..---::--c-:-----;---;-:c--:--;--;-------t 

Telephone conference with Bill Austin regarding APA project, motion to vacate (A); telephone 2.90 

I 
I 
I 

I 
i i I 

conference with Dennis Gingold regarding motion to vacate, APA project, accounting trial 
preparation (.6); telephone conference with Mark Levy regarding APA project (A); telephone 

I

conference with Keith Harper regarding same (.4); telephone conference with David Smith 
regarding same (A); telephone conference with David Zacks regarding same, and regarding 
motion to vacate and accounting trial preparation (.5); telephone conference with Justin Guilder 

iregarding APA project (.5) 
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Date I Initials lJ!~l11e_ 
, 

Hours I Description 
-- -- ---~~"---

._.1 ----- --.-~ 

5/9/2007 8913 I David M. Zacks 0.70 Extensive telephone conference with Elliott Levitas regarding current status of matter in 
preparation for hearing for before Judge Robertson and seeking advice regarding staffing and 
other issues. 

-------- -_. . __ .-
5/9/2007 1350 VViliiam E. Dorris 1.60 Working on discovery issues which may be raised at the May 14 hearing. 
5/9/2007 1701 Keith Harper 3.20 Prepare GAO fees submission, review and edit (2.7); review and edit my affidavit - make revis~ 

--I 
research case law on power of court sitting in equity for Case Management Brief (.5). 

--tWo'- jJUstin M. 
- -- --- .-.-_._.---

5/9/2007 Guilder 8.50 Discuss summer associate assignment with E. Levitas (.5); review prior cobell deciSions for 

I I Ilanguage regarding continuing unreasonable delay for road map brief APA argument (1); revise 

I i i iand review reply to government's fee objections (6.5); prepare affidaVit for reply (A) review current , 
! , 

i I "",,, m"" I" 
5/9/2007 I 3871 !David C. Smith 8.90 Conference with Me. Harper regarding May 14 hearing .2; prepare revised affidavit on fees .5; e-

! I 
I 

mail to Mr. Austin regarding opinions from Judge Lamberthon subsequent undue delay .3; 
I I I conference with Mr. Guilder regarding bench memorandum .2; review response on GAO fees 1.2; I ! I 
I I I Ie-mall to Mr. Dorris on issues to handle for May 14 hearing .1, review Marshall affidavit for 

l--L----- ! 
largument at May 14 hearing .3; prepare argument for bench memorandum 6.1. 

I i 
----.~ 

I Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); monitor removal-';TIT-5/9/2007 I 5133 I AleXIS Applegate 
i 

5.70 
! security documents per David Smith's request (2.70); conference with David Smith regarding same 

I i 

I 

I (.20); correspond with Justin Guilder regarding Cobell docket (.20); answer Cobell Beneficiary Line 
) 

, per Keith Harper's request (lAO); file management of previous trial documents per David Smith's 

I i I Irequest (1.00) 
"---

5/9/2007 GR Geott:r"y Rempel ___ I 7.50 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per court order). 
5/9/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 

I 
0.20 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 

5/9/2007 DMG flannis M. Gingold ___ 0.9 Revise draft III & VI DMG affidavit in support of GAO brief. 
5/9/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Discussion Smith re 5/14 status conference issues. 
5/9/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.3 Revise drafts XIII and IV re GAO reply. 

---- .. __ .-
5/9/2007 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Harper re draft XII re same. 

-
5/9/2007 DMG 'Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Harper re second affidavit in support of same. 
5/9/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Tyler re IT security affidavits. 
5/9/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

-_.- j. 

0.1 Infield re same. 
------ --

I Telcom. 
--

5/9/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold_. 0.5 Telcom. Dorris re above. 
5/10/2007 4673 G. William Austin I 2.10 Review of plaintiffs' opposition to motion to set aside 12/17/01 Consent Order (1.0); e-mail to co-

I I 
counsel Dennis Gingold PO); message to co-counsel regarding brief in opposition (.20); e-mail to 
David Smith PO); exchange messages with Elliott Levitas PO). 

5/10/2007 1701 I Keith Harper-- --~- 2.50 Draft Case Management Brief and discuss remedies with Dennis Gingold. 
5/10/2007 1801 ! justin M. Guilder 

I 
1060 

.:----:--
Research use of updated Laffey Matrix (1); draft section applying updated laffey matrix (.2); draft 
and review correspondence to and from Cabell team regarding use of updated laffey matrix (.3); 

Idraft and revise correspondence to and from A. Applegate regarding the cabell docket available 
I Ithrough the fimn (.2); review correspondence from witness (.1); review GAO summary judgment for 

I pincite (.2); draft and review correspondence to and from K. Harper detailing results of research 
regarding GAO summary Judgment (.1); finalize exhibits, affidavits, and brief for filing (7.5); review 
time associated with defendants' objections to reply to GAO fees (.8); conference with D. Gingold 
and G. Rempel to finalize edits of reply to defendants' objections to reply to GAO fees (.2). 

---- ------
1--- 0.10 5/10/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder Send D. Gingold and G. Rempel finalized version of brief (.1). 

5/10/2007 3871 David C. Smith i 7.20 Work on bench memorandum. 

5/10/2007 5133 Alexis Applegate ! 6.70 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); research and review earlier 
I filed affidavits per David Smith's request (.90); monitor removal of IT security document's per 

David Smith's request (3.50); review Plaintiffs' Response to court's 4/27/07 Order and review 
4/27/07 order per Elliott Levitas' request (2.10). 

5/10/2007 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.50 Review Plaintiffs' Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Vacate Consent Order Regarding 
Information Technology Security 

5/10/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel I 0.20 Finalize edits in meeting wi JG, DG. 
--"--

5/10/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.30 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per court order). 

5/10/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel I 4.20 Finalize affidavit 
.. _--

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.2 Prepare insert and finalize brief. 
--

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Telcoms. Guilder re same; issues for 5/14 status conference. 
5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 02 Meeting Rempel, Guilder re same. 
5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcoms. Harper re above and Harper second affidavit 

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 1.0 Telecom and discussion Smith re insert in final reply; status conference issues for 5/14. 

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
--·-t~--

Conference Guilder, Smith re final insert, reply brief. , 0.2 
---- ------_.-

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rempel re Rempel affidavit 
5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 02 Review Brown affidavit re same. 

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 02 Telcoms. Infield re It security affidavits. 

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.3 Prepare for 5/14 status conference. 
5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 05 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re above. 

5/11/2007 4673 G. VViliiam Austin 

-1 
lAO Conference with Elliott Levitas regarding May 14 hearing, May 15 meeting to discuss APAItrusiTaW 

research project and other issues (AD); review of filings in district court (1.0). 

----~--.--

5/11/2007 7125 A. Stephens Clay I 0.20 Regarding fee application issues. 

5/11/2007 8800 I Elliott H Levitas i 1.30 Review REPLY regarding Order on Motion to Compel, Order on Motion for Reconsideration (.8); 
I 

review media coverage (.5); 
.-

! 5/1112007 

I 
1350 VViliiam E. Dorris 

I 
3AO Studying government's Bench Memorandum (0.9); outlining responsive brief (0.8); begin preparing 

response (1. 7). 
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Date I Initials lJ!~l11e_ 
, 

Hours I Description 
-- -- ---~~"---

._.1 ----- --.-~ 

5/9/2007 8913 I David M. Zacks 0.70 Extensive telephone conference with Elliott Levitas regarding current status of matter in 
preparation for hearing for before Judge Robertson and seeking advice regarding staffing and 
other issues. 

-------- -_. . __ .-
5/9/2007 1350 VViliiam E. Dorris 1.60 Working on discovery issues which may be raised at the May 14 hearing. 
5/9/2007 1701 Keith Harper 3.20 Prepare GAO fees submission, review and edit (2.7); review and edit my affidavit - make revis~ 

--I 
research case law on power of court sitting in equity for Case Management Brief (.5). 

--tWo'- jJUstin M. 
- -- --- .-.-_._.---

5/9/2007 Guilder 8.50 Discuss summer associate assignment with E. Levitas (.5); review prior cobell deciSions for 

I I Ilanguage regarding continuing unreasonable delay for road map brief APA argument (1); revise 

I i i iand review reply to government's fee objections (6.5); prepare affidaVit for reply (A) review current , 
! , 

i I "",,, m"" I" 
5/9/2007 I 3871 !David C. Smith 8.90 Conference with Me. Harper regarding May 14 hearing .2; prepare revised affidavit on fees .5; e-

! I 
I 

mail to Mr. Austin regarding opinions from Judge Lamberthon subsequent undue delay .3; 
I I I conference with Mr. Guilder regarding bench memorandum .2; review response on GAO fees 1.2; I ! I 
I I I Ie-mall to Mr. Dorris on issues to handle for May 14 hearing .1, review Marshall affidavit for 

l--L----- ! 
largument at May 14 hearing .3; prepare argument for bench memorandum 6.1. 

I i 
----.~ 

I Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); monitor removal-';TIT-5/9/2007 I 5133 I AleXIS Applegate 
i 

5.70 
! security documents per David Smith's request (2.70); conference with David Smith regarding same 

I i 

I 

I (.20); correspond with Justin Guilder regarding Cobell docket (.20); answer Cobell Beneficiary Line 
) 

, per Keith Harper's request (lAO); file management of previous trial documents per David Smith's 

I i I Irequest (1.00) 
"---

5/9/2007 GR Geott:r"y Rempel ___ I 7.50 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per court order). 
5/9/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 

I 
0.20 Disc. wi DG re fee response. 

5/9/2007 DMG flannis M. Gingold ___ 0.9 Revise draft III & VI DMG affidavit in support of GAO brief. 
5/9/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Discussion Smith re 5/14 status conference issues. 
5/9/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.3 Revise drafts XIII and IV re GAO reply. 

---- .. __ .-
5/9/2007 DMG IDennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Harper re draft XII re same. 

-
5/9/2007 DMG 'Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Harper re second affidavit in support of same. 
5/9/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.3 Telcom. Tyler re IT security affidavits. 
5/9/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 

-_.- j. 

0.1 Infield re same. 
------ --

I Telcom. 
--

5/9/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold_. 0.5 Telcom. Dorris re above. 
5/10/2007 4673 G. William Austin I 2.10 Review of plaintiffs' opposition to motion to set aside 12/17/01 Consent Order (1.0); e-mail to co-

I I 
counsel Dennis Gingold PO); message to co-counsel regarding brief in opposition (.20); e-mail to 
David Smith PO); exchange messages with Elliott Levitas PO). 

5/10/2007 1701 I Keith Harper-- --~- 2.50 Draft Case Management Brief and discuss remedies with Dennis Gingold. 
5/10/2007 1801 ! justin M. Guilder 

I 
1060 

.:----:--
Research use of updated Laffey Matrix (1); draft section applying updated laffey matrix (.2); draft 
and review correspondence to and from Cabell team regarding use of updated laffey matrix (.3); 

Idraft and revise correspondence to and from A. Applegate regarding the cabell docket available 
I Ithrough the fimn (.2); review correspondence from witness (.1); review GAO summary judgment for 

I pincite (.2); draft and review correspondence to and from K. Harper detailing results of research 
regarding GAO summary Judgment (.1); finalize exhibits, affidavits, and brief for filing (7.5); review 
time associated with defendants' objections to reply to GAO fees (.8); conference with D. Gingold 
and G. Rempel to finalize edits of reply to defendants' objections to reply to GAO fees (.2). 

---- ------
1--- 0.10 5/10/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder Send D. Gingold and G. Rempel finalized version of brief (.1). 

5/10/2007 3871 David C. Smith i 7.20 Work on bench memorandum. 

5/10/2007 5133 Alexis Applegate ! 6.70 Review media coverage and dockets per Elliott Levitas' request (.20); research and review earlier 
I filed affidavits per David Smith's request (.90); monitor removal of IT security document's per 

David Smith's request (3.50); review Plaintiffs' Response to court's 4/27/07 Order and review 
4/27/07 order per Elliott Levitas' request (2.10). 

5/10/2007 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 1.50 Review Plaintiffs' Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Vacate Consent Order Regarding 
Information Technology Security 

5/10/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel I 0.20 Finalize edits in meeting wi JG, DG. 
--"--

5/10/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.30 Draft, edit Reply in support of fees (per court order). 

5/10/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel I 4.20 Finalize affidavit 
.. _--

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.2 Prepare insert and finalize brief. 
--

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.9 Telcoms. Guilder re same; issues for 5/14 status conference. 
5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 02 Meeting Rempel, Guilder re same. 
5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcoms. Harper re above and Harper second affidavit 

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 1.0 Telecom and discussion Smith re insert in final reply; status conference issues for 5/14. 

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 
--·-t~--

Conference Guilder, Smith re final insert, reply brief. , 0.2 
---- ------_.-

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Telcom. Rempel re Rempel affidavit 
5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 02 Review Brown affidavit re same. 

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 02 Telcoms. Infield re It security affidavits. 

5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 10.3 Prepare for 5/14 status conference. 
5/10/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold I 05 Telcom. Ms. Cobell re above. 

5/11/2007 4673 G. VViliiam Austin 

-1 
lAO Conference with Elliott Levitas regarding May 14 hearing, May 15 meeting to discuss APAItrusiTaW 

research project and other issues (AD); review of filings in district court (1.0). 

----~--.--

5/11/2007 7125 A. Stephens Clay I 0.20 Regarding fee application issues. 

5/11/2007 8800 I Elliott H Levitas i 1.30 Review REPLY regarding Order on Motion to Compel, Order on Motion for Reconsideration (.8); 
I 

review media coverage (.5); 
.-

! 5/1112007 

I 
1350 VViliiam E. Dorris 

I 
3AO Studying government's Bench Memorandum (0.9); outlining responsive brief (0.8); begin preparing 

response (1. 7). 
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Date I Initials I Name I Hours I Description 
---- ----------

5/11/2007 I 1701 Keith Harper 7AO Draft case management brief concentrating on-s-ection regarding duties deterred and law of the 

! case as well as jurisdiction (5.3); conference call Bill Dorris, David Smrth, Geoffrey Rempel, Dennis 

i Gingold, Justin Guilder on case management brief and general trial strategy (1.0); review 
! government's bench memorandum (1.4). 

5/11/2007 ! 1801 !Justin M. Guilder 1.50 Conference call wrth D. Smith, B. DorriS, K. Harper, G. Rempel and D. Gingold to discuss trial 
I I strategy -- -----------

5/11/2007 

I 
3871 iDavid C Smith 9.10 iDriveto Winston-Salem from DC 6.5; conference call regarding employee retaliation .3; 

! [conference call regarding May 14 hearing 1, review scheduling order .6; conference call regarding 

I i I scheduling order and plans for May 14 hearing .7. 
--

5/11/2007 GR c;eoff!ey Rempel 2.90 CC wi team re upcoming tria~t2..<'!,I~sL _____ 
.0 ___ -

5/11/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.50 CC wlteam re Tyler retaliation 
5/11/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.90 Review Opp to Vacate.~onsen~_~d_e~nd reply. 
5/11/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 4.50 Review Trial brief. 
5/11/2007 

I 
DMG Dennis ~ Gingold 2.3 Reviewlrevise Tyler draft affidavit re retaliation; review documents related thereto. 

5/11/2007 DMG Dennis M Gingold 1.7 !Conference call Dorris, Harper:Smith, Guilder, Rempel re same; 5/14 status conference; 10/10 

trial. 
---

5/11/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Tyler re retaliation. 
--~.-. 

Conference call Dorris, Smith: Rempe;:--Harper re 5/14 status conference issues. 5/11/2007 : DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 
5/11/2007 , DMG IDennis M Ging()~_ , 0.5 Telcoms. Smith re above. 

-. -5/11/2007 i -"_.-._-------

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Dorris re same. 
5/11/2007 i DMG ! Dennis M. Gingold 

i 
0.1 Telcom. Holt re 5/14 status conference. 

5/11/2007 DMG [Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 [Telcoms. Infield re Tyler retaliation. 
5/11/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcoms. Harper re above. 

- ---
5/11/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcoms corroborating witness re Tyler retaliation. 

5/11/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.2 Meet with Homan re 5/14 status conference issues. 
5/11/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Meet & confer Kirschman re Tyler r~taliation issues. 

5/1212007 4673 G. William Austin 1.80 Review of plaintiffs' reply regarding motion to compel (1.0); review of exhibrts thereto (.80). 

5/12/2007 I 1350 William E. Dorris 8.20 Continued preparation of response to government's bench memorandum. 

5/12/2007 1701 Keith Harper 9AO Conference call on case management brief (7); draft pre-status conference brief - case 

! management brief including section on imputed yields and law of the case. Also edit introduction 

i 
I and Administrative Procedures Act and revise Statute of limitations perks (8.1); Conference with 
[DenniS Gingold and Geoffrey Rempel on case management brief (.6). 

---
5/12/2007 3871 David C. Smith 6.50 Drive to DC. 

----"-" -
GR 7.40 5/1212007 Geoffrey _RerTlpel Review Trial brief. 

-------

5/12/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.50 CC wi JT re notice and retaliation. 

5/12/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.80 Update notice and affidavit based on CC with JT. 

5/12/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.10 CC wi KH, BD (two calls) re Trial Brief 
-- .-

5/13/2007 1350 William E. Dorris 7AO Completed preparing responsive brief to defendants bench memorandum. 

5/13/2007 1701 Keith Harper 3.10 Review Bill Dorris's version shortened of pre-trial brief (1.1); draft and revise shortened pre-status 

I conference brief (1.3); review material on Tyler filing (.7). 

5/13/2007 
I 

1801 Justin M. Guilder 5.30 Review affidavit from witness regarding retaliation (.3); research notice pleading and draft 
correspondence to K. Harper discussing research results as it relates to original Cobell complaint 
(2); revise and review response to defendants' bench memorandum (3). 

"---
5/13/2007 3871 David C. Smith 4.10 Prepare for May 14 hearing with Judge Robertson. 

---

5/13/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2.30 Review Trial brief. ._-----
5/13/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.40 CC wi KH re Trial Brief. 
5/13/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel OAO CC wi JT re notice and retaliation 

--
5/13/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1AO Update notice and affidavit based on CC with JT. 

5/14/2007 4673 G. William Austin 6.80 Review of the parties filings regarding issues to be addressed by the Court; attend hearing before 
Judge Robertson regarding fee, IT security and October 10 issues (2.50); return to office for follow-
up conferences with other Cobell team members (1AO); e-mail to Bill Dorris regarding document 
request issue (.60); conference with Elliott Levitas regarding hearing and other issues (.30). 

I 

5/14/2007 5133 Alexis Applegate 1.20 re\llEl\y .settlement and mediation files per Elliott Levitas' request 
- -

5/14/2007 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 7.30 Revise press release and telephone conference with Bill McAllister (.3); preparation for hearing 
status conference; review motions, filings, outline questions and issues diverse with co-counsel 

I 

I (2.5); attending hearing before Judge Robertson (2.3); conference with Cobell team, Dennis 
Gingold, Bill DorriS, Justin Heineman; task aSSignments regarding strategy (1.5); review of 

I 
document and telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding Notice of Protection of Joan Tyler 
Under May 21, 1999 Anti-Retaliation Order (.7) 

5/14/2007 1350 William E. Dorris 9.50 Preparing for and attending hearing before Judge Robertson; team meeting to plan work which 
has to be done as a result of the hearing. 

--
5/14/2007 1701 Keith Harper I 11.10 iFinish pre-hearing brief; edit and finalize (2.1); Conference with Dennis Gingold, Bill Dorris, David 

! Smith, Justin Guilder on status conference (1.0); prepare for status conference especially 
presentation of accounting issues, eXClusive and proceed on pre-trial (2.8); status conference with 
Judge Robertson pre October trial (2.5); draft and review scheduling or-der (.8); Conference with co-
counsel to debrief after status conference (1.5); Conference with Elouise Cobell on status 

!conference (.4). 
._-"----- --

5/14/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 

I 

10.60 Review, revise and finalize brief in response to defendants bench memorandum (4.6); pre-hearing 
I strategy session with Cobell team (1); attend status conference (3); strategy and debriefing 

i session wrth Cobell team regarding hearing (2). 
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Date I Initials I Name I Hours I Description 
---- ----------

5/11/2007 I 1701 Keith Harper 7AO Draft case management brief concentrating on-s-ection regarding duties deterred and law of the 

! case as well as jurisdiction (5.3); conference call Bill Dorris, David Smrth, Geoffrey Rempel, Dennis 

i Gingold, Justin Guilder on case management brief and general trial strategy (1.0); review 
! government's bench memorandum (1.4). 

5/11/2007 ! 1801 !Justin M. Guilder 1.50 Conference call wrth D. Smith, B. DorriS, K. Harper, G. Rempel and D. Gingold to discuss trial 
I I strategy -- -----------

5/11/2007 

I 
3871 iDavid C Smith 9.10 iDriveto Winston-Salem from DC 6.5; conference call regarding employee retaliation .3; 

! [conference call regarding May 14 hearing 1, review scheduling order .6; conference call regarding 

I i I scheduling order and plans for May 14 hearing .7. 
--

5/11/2007 GR c;eoff!ey Rempel 2.90 CC wi team re upcoming tria~t2..<'!,I~sL _____ 
.0 ___ -

5/11/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.50 CC wlteam re Tyler retaliation 
5/11/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.90 Review Opp to Vacate.~onsen~_~d_e~nd reply. 
5/11/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 4.50 Review Trial brief. 
5/11/2007 

I 
DMG Dennis ~ Gingold 2.3 Reviewlrevise Tyler draft affidavit re retaliation; review documents related thereto. 

5/11/2007 DMG Dennis M Gingold 1.7 !Conference call Dorris, Harper:Smith, Guilder, Rempel re same; 5/14 status conference; 10/10 

trial. 
---

5/11/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 Telcoms. Tyler re retaliation. 
--~.-. 

Conference call Dorris, Smith: Rempe;:--Harper re 5/14 status conference issues. 5/11/2007 : DMG Dennis M. Gingold 1.5 
5/11/2007 , DMG IDennis M Ging()~_ , 0.5 Telcoms. Smith re above. 

-. -5/11/2007 i -"_.-._-------

DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcom. Dorris re same. 
5/11/2007 i DMG ! Dennis M. Gingold 

i 
0.1 Telcom. Holt re 5/14 status conference. 

5/11/2007 DMG [Dennis M. Gingold 0.2 [Telcoms. Infield re Tyler retaliation. 
5/11/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold OA Telcoms. Harper re above. 

- ---
5/11/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.5 Telcoms corroborating witness re Tyler retaliation. 

5/11/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 2.2 Meet with Homan re 5/14 status conference issues. 
5/11/2007 DMG Dennis M. Gingold 0.1 Meet & confer Kirschman re Tyler r~taliation issues. 

5/1212007 4673 G. William Austin 1.80 Review of plaintiffs' reply regarding motion to compel (1.0); review of exhibrts thereto (.80). 

5/12/2007 I 1350 William E. Dorris 8.20 Continued preparation of response to government's bench memorandum. 

5/12/2007 1701 Keith Harper 9AO Conference call on case management brief (7); draft pre-status conference brief - case 

! management brief including section on imputed yields and law of the case. Also edit introduction 

i 
I and Administrative Procedures Act and revise Statute of limitations perks (8.1); Conference with 
[DenniS Gingold and Geoffrey Rempel on case management brief (.6). 

---
5/12/2007 3871 David C. Smith 6.50 Drive to DC. 

----"-" -
GR 7.40 5/1212007 Geoffrey _RerTlpel Review Trial brief. 

-------

5/12/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.50 CC wi JT re notice and retaliation. 

5/12/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.80 Update notice and affidavit based on CC with JT. 

5/12/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1.10 CC wi KH, BD (two calls) re Trial Brief 
-- .-

5/13/2007 1350 William E. Dorris 7AO Completed preparing responsive brief to defendants bench memorandum. 

5/13/2007 1701 Keith Harper 3.10 Review Bill Dorris's version shortened of pre-trial brief (1.1); draft and revise shortened pre-status 

I conference brief (1.3); review material on Tyler filing (.7). 

5/13/2007 
I 

1801 Justin M. Guilder 5.30 Review affidavit from witness regarding retaliation (.3); research notice pleading and draft 
correspondence to K. Harper discussing research results as it relates to original Cobell complaint 
(2); revise and review response to defendants' bench memorandum (3). 

"---
5/13/2007 3871 David C. Smith 4.10 Prepare for May 14 hearing with Judge Robertson. 

---

5/13/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 2.30 Review Trial brief. ._-----
5/13/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 0.40 CC wi KH re Trial Brief. 
5/13/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel OAO CC wi JT re notice and retaliation 

--
5/13/2007 GR Geoffrey Rempel 1AO Update notice and affidavit based on CC with JT. 

5/14/2007 4673 G. William Austin 6.80 Review of the parties filings regarding issues to be addressed by the Court; attend hearing before 
Judge Robertson regarding fee, IT security and October 10 issues (2.50); return to office for follow-
up conferences with other Cobell team members (1AO); e-mail to Bill Dorris regarding document 
request issue (.60); conference with Elliott Levitas regarding hearing and other issues (.30). 

I 

5/14/2007 5133 Alexis Applegate 1.20 re\llEl\y .settlement and mediation files per Elliott Levitas' request 
- -

5/14/2007 8800 Elliott H. Levitas 7.30 Revise press release and telephone conference with Bill McAllister (.3); preparation for hearing 
status conference; review motions, filings, outline questions and issues diverse with co-counsel 

I 

I (2.5); attending hearing before Judge Robertson (2.3); conference with Cobell team, Dennis 
Gingold, Bill DorriS, Justin Heineman; task aSSignments regarding strategy (1.5); review of 

I 
document and telephone conference with Keith Harper regarding Notice of Protection of Joan Tyler 
Under May 21, 1999 Anti-Retaliation Order (.7) 

5/14/2007 1350 William E. Dorris 9.50 Preparing for and attending hearing before Judge Robertson; team meeting to plan work which 
has to be done as a result of the hearing. 

--
5/14/2007 1701 Keith Harper I 11.10 iFinish pre-hearing brief; edit and finalize (2.1); Conference with Dennis Gingold, Bill Dorris, David 

! Smith, Justin Guilder on status conference (1.0); prepare for status conference especially 
presentation of accounting issues, eXClusive and proceed on pre-trial (2.8); status conference with 
Judge Robertson pre October trial (2.5); draft and review scheduling or-der (.8); Conference with co-
counsel to debrief after status conference (1.5); Conference with Elouise Cobell on status 

!conference (.4). 
._-"----- --

5/14/2007 1801 Justin M. Guilder 

I 

10.60 Review, revise and finalize brief in response to defendants bench memorandum (4.6); pre-hearing 
I strategy session with Cobell team (1); attend status conference (3); strategy and debriefing 

i session wrth Cobell team regarding hearing (2). 
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Years Out of Law School * 

Year 
Adjustmt
Factor** 

Paralegal/
Law 
Clerk 1-3 4-7 8-10 11-19 20 +

6/01/10- 5/31/11 1.0337 $161 $294 $361 $522 $589 $709

6/01/09- 5/31/10 1.0220 $155 $285 $349 $505 $569 $686

6/01/08- 5/31/09 1.0399 $152 $279 $342 $494 $557 $671

6/01/07-5/31/08 1.0516 $146 $268 $329 $475 $536 $645 

6/01/06-5/31/07 1.0256 $139 $255 $313 $452 $509 $614 

6/1/05-
5/31/06 1.0427 $136 $249 $305 $441 $497 $598

6/1/04-
5/31/05 1.0455 $130 $239 $293 $423 $476 $574

6/1/03-
6/1/04 1.0507 $124 $228 $280 $405 $456 $549

6/1/02-
5/31/03 1.0727 $118 $217 $267 $385 $434 $522

6/1/01-
5/31/02 1.0407 $110 $203 $249 $359 $404 $487

6/1/00-
5/31/01 1.0529 $106 $195 $239 $345 $388 $468

6/1/99-
5/31/00 1.0491 $101 $185 $227 $328 $369 $444

6/1/98-
5/31/99 1.0439 $96 $176 $216 $312 $352 $424

6/1/97-
5/31/98 1.0419 $92 $169 $207 $299 $337 $406

6/1/96-
5/31/97 1.0396 $88 $162 $198 $287 $323 $389

6/1/95-
5/31/96 1.032 $85 $155 $191 $276 $311 $375

6/1/94-
5/31/95 1.0237 $82 $151 $185 $267 $301 $363

  

The methodology of calculation and benchmarking for this Updated Laffey Matrix has been 

Page 1 of 2matrix
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approved in a number of cases. See, e.g., McDowell v. District of Columbia, Civ. A. No. 
00-594 (RCL), LEXSEE 2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 8114 (D.D.C. June 4, 2001); Salazar v. 
Dist. of Col., 123 F.Supp.2d 8 (D.D.C. 2000).  

* “Years Out of Law School” is calculated from June 1 of each year, when most law 
students graduate. “1-3" includes an attorney in his 1st, 2nd and 3rd years of practice, 
measured from date of graduation (June 1). “4-7" applies to attorneys in their 4th, 5th, 6th 
and 7th years of practice. An attorney who graduated in May 1996 would be in tier “1-3" 
from June 1, 1996 until May 31, 1999, would move into tier “4-7" on June 1, 1999, and tier 
“8-10" on June 1, 2003. 

** The Adjustment Factor refers to the nation-wide Legal Services Component of the 
Consumer Price Index produced by the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the United States 
Department of Labor.  
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administrative process should be allowed for the trust administra-
tion class. Would you please explain why the ability to opt out of 
the class to pursue the claims individually is not sufficient? 

Mr. FINLEY. Well, the real reason why is that we tried to get out 
to people who fell through the cracks. Our hope is that the parties 
would recognize the problem and rectify it, and making the money 
available for this third option that we proposed within our sugges-
tions and in the written testimony that you have. 

And so I guess it being an emotional issue, people want emo-
tional closure. I think that would give them an opportunity to be 
heard, and to hopefully see some compensation for their losses that 
they incurred over the years. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are you aware of the Equal Access Justice Act 
being used in other litigation settlements against the United 
States? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes. Offhand, I don’t really know of any others other 
than the one that was previously done in this case. We have heard 
that individuals would prefer that the attorney fees come from 
some other means? 

I think a lot of the concerns that we have heard throughout 
Indian Country, and it has been mentioned here today, that people 
have a problem with that large amount of money coming out of the 
settlement itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. All right. Let me ask Chairman Nunez. Upon 
Congressional enactment of the proposed legislation the Depart-
ment of the Interior will begin implementation of the Secretarial 
Commission on Trust Reform. Do you have any recommendations 
as to how the Commission should operate? 

Mr. NUNEZ. Yes, sir. It certainly should include Indian trust 
landowners, if at all possible, and to make sure that there is cer-
tainly transparency, and that continual education and information 
be provided to the landowners. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you for that. Professor Monette, you testi-
fied that the United States has spent approximately a hundred-mil-
lion dollars per year on attorney costs to litigate this matter. 

Yet, you question the Plaintiffs’ attorneys’ fees, in the range of 
50 to a hundred million dollars, and that is what you question, for 
the same 14 years. Why do you think the United States spent 14 
times more for attorneys’ fees than the Plaintiffs? 

Mr. MONETTE. I am sorry, I don’t understand the question, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, according to your testimony, you say that 
the United States has spent approximately a hundred-million dol-
lars per year on attorney costs to litigate this matter. 

And yet you are questioning the Plaintiffs’ attorney fees in the 
range of 50 to a hundred-million dollars. Is that correct? 

Mr. MONETTE. Well, it is not correct. I have not really questioned 
the attorneys’ fees, although I share the concerns that the other 
panelists have raised. The hundred-million dollars that the Depart-
ment has told us is that what they have spent for doing this special 
trustee work every year out of the money that they have otherwise 
gotten. 

And so what I pointed out is that it is a hundred-million dollars 
for 14 years, which adds up to $1.4 billion, which is the exact 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S4919 June 15, 2010 
amendment does not void the agree-
ment; it does not void the settlement. 
Plaintiffs have the ability to void the 
settlement if they don’t believe the 
changes are in the best interests of the 
class members. The administration can 
void it if they don’t believe there 
should be financial standards for selec-
tion of the bank that will hold and 
manage $1.4 billion of settlement funds. 
By passing this amendment, we will 
not void the agreement. 

Congress has the obligation to never 
rubberstamp an agreement and to not 
rubberstamp this agreement. 

Adopting my amendment is the right 
thing to do. 

I yield the floor. 
EXHIBIT 1 

NATIONAL CONGRESS 
OF AMERICAN INDIANS, 

Washington, DC, June 11, 2010. 
Re Cobell Settlement and Senator Barrasso’s 

Amendment 4313 to the American Jobs 
and Closing Tax Loopholes Act of 2010. 

Hon. BYRON DORGAN, 
Chair, Committee on Indian Affairs, U.S. Sen-

ate, Washington, DC. 
Hon. JOHN BARRASSO, 
Vice Chair, Committee on Indian Affairs, U.S. 

Senate, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN DORGAN AND VICE CHAIR-

MAN BARRASSO: As you know, a very impor-
tant vote may soon occur in the Senate. Cur-
rently the Senate is considering H.R. 4213, 
the American Jobs and Closing Tax Loop-
holes Act of 2010. For Indian people across 
the country the most important provision in 
the legislation is Section 607, which would 
authorize the settlement of the Cobell v. 
Salazar litigation over federal mismanage-
ment of Indian trust funds. Senator Barrasso 
has proposed an amendment that would ad-
dress some concerns about the settlement 
that have been raised by tribal leaders and 
Indian people. These are legitimate concerns 
that have come from the grassroots in Indian 
country, and it is our hope that the parties 
and the Senate try to find common ground 
on these concerns. 

The National Congress of American Indi-
ans has long supported a settlement of this 
litigation because it is time to bring justice 
to Indian people and because the contentious 
litigation has distracted from efforts to ad-
dress the many other issues that Indian 
country faces. When the settlement was first 
announced in December of 2009, there was a 
general feeling of elation and relief through-
out Indian country. We are extremely grate-
ful to the Administration and to Eloise 
Cobell and her team for working so hard on 
this settlement and bringing it to the brink 
of resolution. 

However, we also believe that Ms. Cobell 
described it well when she said that this is a 
‘‘bittersweet victory’’ for Indian country. 
There is no doubt that the injuries to Indian 
people have been much greater than the 
compensation they will receive. In addition, 
over the past several months, Indian tribes 
and Indian people have had an opportunity 
to more closely examine the details of the 
settlement. Hearings have been held in Con-
gress, and meetings have taken place on res-
ervations across the country. As might be 
expected with a class action settlement of 
this size and complexity, the details have 
generated considerable discussion and some 
disagreements. 

Senator Barrasso has solicited the views of 
tribal leaders on the details of the settle-
ment and has filed a proposed amendment. 
The Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians 
and the Great Plains Tribal Chairman’s As-

sociation, two large and well respected re-
gional tribal organizations, have both passed 
resolutions favoring Senator Barrasso’s 
amendment. A similar resolution has been 
submitted to NCAI for consideration during 
our Midyear Session during the week of June 
20. However, NCAI’s consideration of the res-
olution may happen after Congress has 
voted. 

As you know, both the Administration and 
the Cobell plaintiffs have raised concerns 
that any amendments to the Cobell settle-
ment legislation would render the settle-
ment null and void. We understand the need 
for the parties to a difficult settlement to 
adopt this posture. However, we have little 
doubt that if Congress were to make modest 
and reasonable adjustments, the parties will 
readily amend the settlement agreement to 
conform to the implementing legislation. 

NCAI’s interest is that Congress passes a 
settlement that is responsive to legitimate 
concerns raised by tribal leaders and mem-
bers of the class, and that a contested floor 
vote on these issues may not be conducive to 
our shared goal of settling the litigation. I 
will briefly address the elements of Senator 
Barrasso’s amendment. Amendment 4313 
would: 

1. Cap attorneys’ fees at $50 million and in-
centive awards at expenses up to $15 million. 
The settlement was accompanied by a side 
agreement that the federal government 
would not contest an award of attorney’s 
fees in a range between $50 to $100 million. 
These attorneys’ fees have generated consid-
erable discussion. Most account holders will 
receive an award in the range of $1500, which 
is less than what was expected. Over the 
years, the Cobell plaintiffs have frequently 
estimated the size of the damages in the 
hundreds of billions, so disappointment at 
the size of the award has combined with 
views about the size of the attorneys’ fees. 
This is a difficult issue because we also rec-
ognize that the Cobell attorneys have 
worked very hard on the litigation for the 
last 14 years, and class action attorneys in 
Indian law cases should be fairly com-
pensated on a par with similar class actions. 
We suggest that the numbers are not far 
apart, and an accommodation could be 
reached. 

2. Require that a special master select the 
bank that will handle the $1.4 billion award. 
The settlement agreement indicates that the 
award will be deposited in a bank selected by 
the plaintiffs and approved by the court. 
Senator Barrasso’s amendment would re-
quire that court should consider certain cri-
teria for experience in the handling of large 
deposits, compliance with banking laws, and 
competitiveness of fees. This appears to be a 
reasonable provision to ensure competent 
and efficient management of the funds. 

3. Allow tribes to participate in the land 
consolidation program that will occur on 
their reservations. NCAI strongly supports 
Senator Barrasso’s proposal to permit tribes 
to participate in the land consolidation pro-
gram that will be funded by the settlement. 
Land consolidation is critical for addressing 
trust management problems created by frac-
tionation and preventing future mismanage-
ment. However, Indian tribes have had con-
cerns about the ability of the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs to administer the land consoli-
dation program on the scale and in the time-
frame required by the settlement. Since 1975, 
Indian tribes have been able to contract with 
the BIA to manage BIA programs on their 
reservations. The Indian Land Consolidation 
Program is one of the few programs that 
does not allow tribal participation in this 
way. We believe that allowing tribal govern-
ments to participate in land consolidation 
will greatly benefit the program because 
tribes have the greatest interest in its suc-

cess, and because tribes know the local con-
ditions on their reservations much better 
than a centrally-located BIA. 

4. Set aside a $50 million fund for class 
members who may not be fairly compensated 
by the formula distribution. The inclusion of 
natural resource mismanagement claims 
within the settlement has been controversial 
within Indian country because it was not a 
part of the original Cobell claim, and be-
cause the formula would be unfair to some 
landowners. Although the resource mis-
management settlement allows an opt-out, it 
would be extraordinarily difficult for Indian 
landowners to pursue mismanagement 
claims on their own. Senator Barrasso’s 
amendment would set-aside $50 million out 
of the settlement to make equitable adjust-
ments for certain landowners who would not 
be adequately compensated by the formula. 
So long as it does not substantially slow 
down the operation of the formula distribu-
tion, we believe it is reasonable to set aside 
a small portion of the settlement to smooth 
out some of the inequities of the formula 
system. 

Thank you very much for considering our 
views on this important issue. We greatly ap-
preciate the enormous efforts that all of you 
have put into resolving the Indian trust 
funds litigation. 

Sincerely, 
JEFFERSON KEEL, 

NCAI President. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. KAUFMAN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

ARTHUR S. FLEMMING AWARDS 2009 
Mr. KAUFMAN. Madam President, I 

rise today once again to recognize 
some of our Nation’s great Federal em-
ployees. 

This week, the Trachtenberg School 
at the George Washington University 
announced the winners of the annual 
Arthur S. Flemming Awards. These 
distinguished awards for public service 
have been bestowed upon outstanding 
Federal employees for the past 61 
years. The Flemming Awards recognize 
career Federal employees, both civilian 
and military, who have served between 
3 and 15 years in government. Nomi-
nees come from across the many de-
partments, agencies, and service 
branches. Notable winners include 
former Senators Elizabeth Dole and 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan, Defense Sec-
retary Robert Gates, former Federal 
Reserve Chairman Paul Volcker, astro-
naut Neil Armstrong, among others. 

The awards are named for Arthur S. 
Flemming, who had a long and exem-
plary career in public service which 
spanned from 1939 until his death in 
1996. He served in a number of impor-
tant roles, including Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare under 
President Eisenhower. 
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The National Congress of American Indians 

Resolution #RAP-10-037 
 

TITLE: Supporting the Cobell v. Salazar Settlement and Requesting Additional 

Considerations 
 

WHEREAS, we, the members of the National Congress of American Indians 
of the United States, invoking the divine blessing of the Creator upon our efforts and 
purposes, in order to preserve for ourselves and our descendants the inherent sovereign 
rights of our Indian nations, rights secured under Indian treaties and agreements with 
the United States, and all other rights and benefits to which we are entitled under the 
laws and Constitution of the United States, to enlighten the public toward a better 
understanding of the Indian people, to preserve Indian cultural values, and otherwise 
promote the health, safety and welfare of the Indian people, do hereby establish and 
submit the following resolution; and 
 

WHEREAS, the National Congress of American Indians (NCAI) was 
established in 1944 and is the oldest and largest national organization of American 
Indian and Alaska Native tribal governments; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the national class action case of Cobell v. Salazar has been 
pending since 1996 and the Plaintiffs have demonstrated gross mismanagement of 
Indian trust fund accounts; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Plaintiffs and the United States have entered into a settlement 
agreement  in the amount of $3.4 billion representing the best achievable resolution 
for plaintiffs’ accounting, restitution and damages claims after considering the risks 
associated with litigation, and the decision by the Court of Appeals in Cobell XXII to 
require the government to provide only for “the best accounting possible, in a 
reasonable time, with the money that Congress is willing to appropriate,” and 
concluding that “our precedents do not clearly point to any exit from this complicated 
legal morass;”  and  
 
 WHEREAS, $1.4 billion of the $3.4 billion total settlement amount will be set 
aside for the resolution of the historical accounting and trust mismanagement claims 
of the individual landowners; and 

 
 WHEREAS, $2 billion of the $3.4 billion total settlement amount will be set 
aside to address the longstanding challenge of the increasing fractionation of 
individual Indian lands through the purchase of fractionated lands that will be restored 
to the land of the Indian tribe, thus placing additional funds in the hands of individual 
Indians and allowing the land to be put to more productive use; and 
 
 WHEREAS, a $60 million scholarship fund will be created from the $2 billion 
set aside for land consolidation, which will support post-secondary academic and 
vocational scholarships for Indian youth; and 
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WHEREAS, a Secretarial Commission will be created to recommend additional trust 
reforms and to perform an audit of the Trust, which provides a mechanism that will minimize the 
possibility of future mismanagement of the accounts; and 

 
WHEREAS, the policy of the NCAI since 2006, as unanimously adopted in Resolution 

SAC-06-033, has been to support a global settlement of the Cobell litigation; and 
 
WHEREAS, tribal leaders strongly desire to achieve greater justice for account holders, 

and move past the embattled litigation; and  the Cobell Settlement is the first step in resolving 
longstanding trust mismanagement claims and moving forward on substantive reforms to the 
future of the trust land system; and 

 
WHEREAS, tribal governments greatly appreciate the Senate Committee on Indian 

Affairs and the House Natural Resources Committee for working with tribal leaders to identify 
areas where action by Congress and the Administration can ensure greater fairness for Indian land 
owners and improve Indian land management. 

 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the NCAI strongly supports the 

settlement and urges Congress to immediately pass the authorizing legislation that will implement 
the Cobell settlement; and  

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that NCAI desires to see the following changes 

incorporated in the settlement agreement by the appropriate forum, whether it is Congress, the 
Administration and the Plaintiffs, or the federal courts: 
 

• Tribal participation in planning, designing, and implementing the $2 billion land 
consolidation program including allowing tribes to contract or compact program 
funds without any time limit for the expense of this money;  

• Oversight to assure that Indian land owners are treated fairly and equitably under 
the distribution and to consider additional action if necessary. 

• Qualifications of the bank to administer the distribution; 

• Fairness in attorney fees and incentive payments to ensure that they do not unduly 
diminish the restitution to individual account holders; 

• Consideration of environmental damages to Indian lands and remediation of 
environmental damages;  

• Impartial administration of the scholarship fund and concurrence with tribal 
leaders on the appointment of the Board of Trustees;  

• Separate legislation to restore tribal control over land management and land 
consolidation, to diminish delays in land transactions, and to strengthen the federal 
trust responsibility to support economic development; and 

 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that this resolution shall be the policy of the NCAI until 

it is withdrawn or modified by subsequent resolution. 
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CERTIFICATION 

 
The foregoing resolution was adopted by the General Assembly at the 2010 Mid-Year Session of 
the National Congress of American Indians, held at the Rushmore Plaza Civic Center in Rapid 
City, South Dakota on June 20-23, 2010, with a quorum present. 
 
  
              

President   

ATTEST: 

 
       
Recording Secretary 

 
 
 



 
 
 

2010 Mid-Year Conference 
Grand Ronde, Oregon 

 
RESOLUTION #10 - 19 

 
“SUPPORTING CHANGES TO THE PROPOSED COBELL V. SALAZAR SETTLEMENT” 

 

PREAMBLE 
 
 We, the members of the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians of the United States, 
invoking the divine blessing of the Creator upon our efforts and purposes, in order to preserve 
for ourselves and our descendants rights secured under Indian Treaties and benefits to which we 
are entitled under the laws and constitution of the United States and several states, to enlighten 
the public toward a better understanding of the Indian people, to preserve Indian cultural values, 
and otherwise promote the welfare of the Indian people, do hereby establish and submit the 
following resolution: 
 
 WHEREAS, the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians (ATNI) are representatives of 
and advocates for national, regional, and specific tribal concerns; and 
 
 WHEREAS, ATNI is a regional organization comprised of American Indians/Alaska 
Natives in the states of Washington, Idaho, Oregon, Montana, Nevada, Northern California, and 
Alaska; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the health, safety, welfare, education, economic and employment 
opportunity, and preservation of cultural and natural resources are primary goals and objectives 
of ATNI; and 
 
 WHEREAS, at its 2010 Winter Session, ATNI enacted Resolution #10-07, which 
demanded transparency and time for Indian country to understand the proposed Cobell v. Salazar 
settlement and demanded that Congress conduct hearings to ensure that Indian country has time 
to consider the fairness of the proposed implementing legislation; and  
 
 WHEREAS, on March 10, 2010, the House Committee on Natural Resources held an 
oversight hearing on the proposed settlement and all of the tribal witnesses at that hearing 
expressed questions and concerns about the fairness of proposed settlement; and  
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AFFILIATED TRIBES OF NORTHWEST INDIANS                         RESOLUTION #10 - 19 
 
 

 
2010 MID-YEAR CONFERENCE  PAGE 2 

 
 WHEREAS, on April 27, 2010, Senator John Barrasso, Vice-Chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Indian Affairs, sent a letter to tribal leaders that proposed five changes to the 
Cobell v. Salazar settlement that address many of the questions and concerns that have been 
raised by Indian country, specifically: 
 

(1) capping pre-settlement dates attorneys fees, expenses and costs at $50 million;  
 
(2) limiting any “incentive awards” under the settlement to named plaintiffs to actual, 
unreimbursed out-of-pocket expenses incurred by that plaintiff;  
 
(3) having the court-appointed Special Master, after receiving recommendations from the 
parties and subject to the Court’s approval, select the bank that the settlement proposes 
for holding the settlement funds based on the bank’s experience, institutional capacity to 
administer large deposits of this nature, competitive rates of interest, and other relevant 
factors;  
 
(4) require the Department of the Interior to consult with Indian tribes in planning, 
designing, and setting the priorities for the $2 billion fractional interest acquisition 
program under the settlement and to allow Indian tribes to participate or assist in 
implementing the program;  
 
(5) setting aside $50 million from the $1.412 billion settlement monies as a reserve fund 
and authorize the Special Master to increase settlement payments to the members of the 
new “Trust Administration Class” that would be created pursuant to the settlement, to 
address specific instances where the Special Master determines the formula payment is 
insufficient or unfair. 
 
; and 

 
 WHEREAS, these changes, if incorporated into the Cobell v. Salazar settlement, will 
free up more funds to flow to Indian beneficiaries and ensure that beneficiaries that may not be 
treated fairly under the settlement as proposed have an opportunity to have their particular 
circumstances considered; now  
 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that ATNI supports these five changes to the 
proposed Cobell v. Salazar settlement and hereby requests that Congress take whatever steps 
necessary to ensure that they are incorporated prior to passage of the settlement by the U.S. 
House of Representatives and the U.S. Senate; and 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that ATNI specifically requests that if these changes 

are not included in the Cobell vs. Salazar settlement prior to consideration of the settlement by 
the full United States Senate, that the Senate delegations of each state that represents ATNI 
member tribes sponsor or co-sponsor an amendment to incorporate the changes. 
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CERTIFICATION 
 
 The foregoing resolution was adopted at the 2010 Mid-Year Conference of the Affiliated 
Tribes of Northwest Indians, held at the Spirit Mountain Casino, Grand Ronde, Oregon, May 17-
20, 2010 with a quorum present. 
 

    
______________________________  ______________________________ 
Brian Cladoosby, President    Norma Jean Louie, Secretary 



 

 

 

 

 

 

GREAT PLAINS TRIBAL CHAIRMAN’S ASSOCIATION (GPTCA) 

Resolution No. 29-05-26-10 

To Support Amendments to the Cobell Settlement to fix and improve the proposed Cobell v. 
Salazar settlement agreement and as included in the Tax Extender package. (H.R. 4213)  

 
 
WHEREAS, the Great Plains Tribal Chairman’s Association (hereafter “GPTCA”) is   
                     composed of the elected Chairs and Presidents of the federally recognized sovereign 
                     Indian Tribes and Nations within the Great Plains Region of the Bureau of Indian 
                     Affairs; and 
 
WHEREAS,  the Great Plains Tribal Chairman’s Association was formed to promote the common   
                     interests of the Sovereign Tribes and Nations who are members of the GPTCA; and 
 
WHEREAS,  the United States has obligated itself to ensure the well-being of sovereign Tribes and 

Nations of the Great Plains Region both through Treaties and federal statutes, 

including the Snyder Act of 1921 as amended, the Indian Self-Determination Act of 

1976 as amended, and the Indian Health Care Improvement Act of 1976 as amended; 

and 

WHEREAS,  the GPTCA recognizes its responsibility to act to advance the goals of the Tribes and 

their Members and to promote improvements to the health, safety welfare, education, 

economic development and preservation of the spiritual, cultural and natural 

resources of its member Tribes and Nations; and 

WHEREAS,  on December 7, 2009 a settlement was announced between the US and Eloise Cobell, 

the lead Plaintiff in the class action suit brought on behalf of Individual Indian Money 

(IIM) account holders, (not including Tribes) regarding the lawsuit Eloise Cobell filed in 

federal court in Washington DC, in 1996; and 

WHEREAS, to be effective, the proposed settlement has to be approved by Congress and the Court; 

and  

WHEREAS, in a series of hearings and meeting held in the Great Plains and elsewhere, the 

Great Plains Tribes have demanded transparency regarding the proposed 
settlement in the Cobell case so that individual Land Owners and IIM account 
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                   holders could be educated about the contents of the proposed settlement; and  

 
WHEREAS, Ms. Cobell and her attorneys held several meetings on several of the Reservations  

                   in the Great Plains Region and in Rapid City, SD; and 
 

WHEREAS, on March 10, 2010, the House Committee on Natural Resources held an oversight                   
hearing on the proposed settlement and all of the tribal witnesses at that hearing                   

expressed questions and concerns about the fairness of proposed settlement; and 
 
WHEREAS, on April 27, 2010 the Vice-Chairman of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs,                   

Senator John Barrasso of Wyoming sent a Dear Tribal Leader letter to Tribal                   
Leaders proposing five Amendments to the Settlement, which included: 

 
(1) capping pre-settlement dates attorneys fees, expenses and costs at $50 

million;  
(2) limiting any “incentive awards” under the settlement to named plaintiffs to  

 actual, unreimbursed out-of-pocket expenses incurred by that plaintiff;  
(3) having the court-appointed Special Master, after receiving recommendations 

from the parties and subject to the Court’s approval, select the bank that 
the settlement proposes for holding the settlement funds based on the 

bank’s experience, institutional capacity to administer large deposits of this 
nature, competitive rates of interest, and other relevant factors;  

(4) require the Department of the Interior to consult with Indian tribes in 
planning, designing, and setting the priorities for the $2 billion fractional 

interest acquisition program under the settlement and to allow Indian tribes 
to participate or assist in implementing the program;  

(5) setting aside $50 million from the $1.412 billion settlement monies as a 
reserve fund and authorize the Special Master to increase settlement 

payments to the members of the new “Trust Administration Class” that 
would be created pursuant to the settlement, to address specific instances 

where the Special Master determines the formula payment is insufficient or 
unfair; and  
 

WHEREAS,  on May 24, 2010, House Natural Resources Committee Ranking Member Doc                    
Hastings (WA-04) seeking to also improve the Cobell Settlement authorized in Section                    
607 of H.R. 4213, delivered the following statement before the Rules Committee                    
regarding his amendment to Cobell v. Salazar settlement agreement: " The                   
amendment addresses a number of concerns expressed by Indians and will help                  
ensure that they receive the most from this settlement. My amendment makes 
these five improvements.” which are the Amendments as proposed by Sen. John 
Barrasso; and 
 

WHEREAS, the GPTCA believes these changes and amendments will improve the settlement by                   
allowing more funds for the Individual Indian account holders, provide a better                   

opportunity for fair treatment and greater consideration of the individual 
circumstances of individual account holders.   

 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the GPTCA supports these five changes to the                   

proposed Cobell v. Salazar settlement and hereby requests that Congress and the                   
Courts take whatever steps necessary to ensure that the best interests of the                   

Individual Indian Account holders are met in the final Cobell settlement and that 
their interests are considered a priority; and  



 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IF FURTHER RESOLVED, the GPTCA requests the Congressional                   

Delegations of ND, SD & Nebraska support these amendments and co-sponsor                   
amendments incorporating these changes, and 

 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that this resolution shall be the policy and 

recommendations of the Great Plains Tribal Chairman’s Association until otherwise                    
amended or rescinded or until the goals of this resolution have been accomplished. 

 

Resolution No. 29-05-26-10              

CERTIFICATION 

This resolution was enacted at a special called meeting of the Great Plains Tribal Chairman’s 

Association held at the Holiday Inn, Rapid City, SD on May 26, 2010, in which official action 

was taken with a vote of 8 Tribal Chairman voting in favor and 0 voting against.  

 

  

 
 

 
Theresa Two Bulls, President, Oglala Sioux Tribe 
Chairperson,  
Great Plains Tribal Chairman’s Association 
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The lawyers su ing the go'·ernment in the Indian trust litigalion in federal district court in Washington agreed to a 

range of legal fees that is well below the norm for class actions in hope of making the deal more palatable to the 
class, a lead attorney for the plaintiffs sa id. 

The Justice Depa l1men t earlier this month reached a tentati\·e settlement with the plain tiffs in Cabell u. Salazal", a 

suit that has dragged on for more than 13 years with no end in sight. The more than 300,000 class members are 
seeking an historica l accounting of the goyernment's handling of billions of dollars in roya lties flowing from 
Indian land . 

The S 1.41 billion settlement, 11 far cry from the billions the plaintiffs had been seeking, requires authorization fron] 
Congress- and, ultimately, approval from the presiding triaijudge. James Robeli son, in the U.S. District Court for 
the District of Columbia. Justice attorneys and counsel fo r the plaintiffs say Robertson was integral in supervising 
settlement negotiations, which ramped up in July following an appellate court ruling th at kicked the case back to 

Ihe trial cou rt. 

The plaintiffs lawyers, including a team of Kilpatrick Stockton attorneys and D.C. solo practitioner De nnis 
Gingold , agreed to argue for fees in the range of $50 million to nearly $ 100 million- roughly between abou l 3 and 

7 percent of the S 1.4 billion sett lemen t. The lawyers in the case declined to say whether Ihey asked for more than 
$100 million. Class action lawyers in Wash ington have said that the Cobell case-based rm the length and 

complexity of the litigation-could have earned the lawyers more than S100 millioll. 

Sen. John Barrasso (R-WY) raised th e question oflegal fees at yesterday'S Senate Indian Affairs Committee 
oversight hea ring. Co nvincing the class members to support hundreds of millions in attorney fees cou ld ha'·e 
proven a challenge. 

·· 1 think all paliies unde rstand that the norm award in most class actions would be higher than the range. The 
parties had discussions about it and agreed to this range. We think that the interest of the class is served by it," 

sa id Kilpatrick Stockton partner Keith Harper, a lead attorn ey in th e case (picturcd abo\e, next to lead plaintiff 
Elouise Cobell). "Obviously th ere is conce rn about attorneys fees. I think it's fair to say this is well below the norm. 
But we fclt it was important to make sure that nothing held up the deal for the class. That's got to be ou r singular 

foclls. That has always been our focus. " 
Harper said there has been a "great risk for a large fi nn to put in this much money of an ill,·estmcnt over this kind 
of length of time.·· Kilpalrick partners have said that the tirm has invested tens of millions of dollars in the case. 

http: //lega ltimes.typepad.comlbltJ2009/ 12/attomeys- fees-in-cobeil-casc-weJJ-below- the-no... 21 I 7/20 I t 



Attorneys Fees in Cobell Case 'Well Below the Norm ' in Class A ctions - The BLT: The 8. .. Page 2 of 3 

"I think we made a commitment to Ms. Cobell and we 

made a commitment to the class that we going see this to 

the end," Harper said in an interview. "rye not had a single 

one of my pa ltners ever ask me whether or not we should 

abandon it or anything like that. They'\'e all been 

unanimously supportive. I'm happy to be with this firm 

because of that. We made a commitment and we carried it 

out." 

Cobell's lawyers and the Justice Depa l1ment negotiating 

tealn, including Associate Attorney General Thomas 

Perrelli, did IIot ultimately agree on attorneys fees. Perrelli 

acknowledged Barrasso's concern about fees but said that litigating the case any longer potentially exposed the 

gO\'ermnent to paying a greater dollar amount. 

"Wc agreed on a process for litigating it, but the judge has 

discretion to do what he wants," Perrelli (pictu red to the 

left ) said in an interview after the hearing. "The court can 

choose whatever fcc it wishes to choose, and individ ual 

pla inti ffs in the class can come in and say whatever they 

wallt. " 

The payment of legal fees was U a cent ral issue of concern 

for us as we drove down to the final goai li ne on reaching 

this sett lcme nt,~ Interior Depa rtment Secretary Ke n 

Salazar said at the hearing. 

Cobell has called the dollar amount in the settlement 

unfair. But she has repeatedly said tha t lhe class feels com pelled to settle now, rather than con tinuing the 

litigation to acllic\'c a potentially greater monetary vict01)" because the class is growing smaller as elders die. The 

suit has been simmering--boiling at times--since 1996. 

At yesterday's oversight heari ng, which lasted abollt 90 minutes, Cobell said she was skeptical that the opposing 

sides could reach a settlement. Setllement talks ove r the yea rs ha\'e repeated failed as the sides remained far apart 

on dollars and cents . In July, the U.S. COUl1 of Appeals for the D. C. Circuit rejected a $455.6 million deal and 

tossed the case back to the trial court . 

Senate Indian Affairs Chairman Byron Dorgan CD-NO) asked Cobell about the reaction fro m the plaintiffs to the 

settlement. "I assume there are differences of opinion. How significant a re those differences?" he said. 

"Well, I think out of evel)' 10 peoplc that 1 hea r from it's maybe one tha t is negativc," Cobell responded . By and 

large, she sa id, people she's talked with ha\'e been supportive. "Everybody's been ecstatic. I go into the grocery 

storc and everybody I'lIllS and shakes my hand and than ks me for fighting for justice for them." 

Beyond the issue of attorneys fees, Cobell's lawyers say they are "cautiously optimistic" that Congress will pass 

legislat ion by Dec. 31 to authorize the settlement. The House has gone into recess, and the Senate is consumed in 

debate 0 11 health eare reform. 

''('m a little concerned about going back home and telling everybody again, well , sorl'y, we're go ing to be delayed 

aga in," Cabell sa id. "People just get tired of that." 
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Dorgan said in a brief interview after the hearing that he does not know yet how the legislation will be introduced. 

"We've got to fi nd a vehicle. My hope is that it can be done. I hope this can be done by the end of the year," Dorgan 
said. ~Tha t will be the responsible th ing to do." 

Cobell·s lawyers and the J ustice attorneys can mutually agree to extend thc co ngress ional authorization deadline. 

Kilpatrick's Harper defended the squeeze on Congress, saying tha t the pla in tiffs did not want to put off approval of 
the deal months down the road. Harper noted that a petition fo r cert iorari-challenging the recent D.C. Circuit 
opinion- is due next week. 

~We wanted to send the message the further you go out the calculus changes. New things can occur," Harper said. 
~We want to emphasize to all parties that th is deal was based on a certain til1leline. If there is a change in the 
timeline then there may have to be .. . some pieces that get ncgotiated dependi ng on how far out we go.·' 

Posted by Mike Scarcella on December 18, 2 0 0 9 at 10:01 A::\1 in Current Affa irs, J ustice Depal1ment , Politics and 
Government I Permalink 
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say, We’re Democrats. I do recall say-
ing to somebody yesterday with pride 
that we are Democrats, and I am proud 
that we are Democrats. We are the peo-
ple who are trying to take care of the 
people without jobs in this country and 
to make the climate right to create 
more. 

Now, before I yield to my next speak-
er, I want to let Members know that I 
will be offering an amendment to the 
rule at the end of the debate. The 
amendment makes three changes to 
the text that has been posted on the 
Rules Committee Web site since Thurs-
day, May 20. It strikes two sections 
from the House amendment—section 
511, section 516—and it changes the ef-
fective date and the carried interest 
provision making it effective on De-
cember 31, 2010, instead of the date of 
enactment. 

The amendment provides for a sepa-
rate vote on section 523, which is the 
SGR, the so-called doc fix, and a vote 
on the remainder of the modified House 
amendment. This does not add money, 
Mr. Speaker. It subtracts it. 

I am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PALLONE). 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the chairwoman of the Rules 
Committee for yielding, and I urge sup-
port for the rule, as amended. 

For far too long, Members on both 
sides of the aisle have talked about the 
need to reform the way we pay physi-
cians under Medicare and provide them 
with a fair and reliable reimbursement. 
Today, unless we act, physicians are 
facing a 21 percent cut in their reim-
bursement, and such a drastic cut will 
drive physicians out of the Medicare 
program and make it harder for seniors 
to see a doctor. 

Mr. Speaker, if we fail to act, people 
will be harmed. I’ve already seen it 
take place back in my district. I’ve had 
patients call me to say that their doc-
tors will no longer take Medicare be-
cause of the cuts they are faced with. 
House Democrats have tried to prevent 
this from happening. Last year, we 
passed a bill that would have perma-
nently repealed the flawed formula 
that results in these annual cuts and 
replaced it with a more stable payment 
system. But that bill passed the House 
with only the support of one Repub-
lican, and, unfortunately, the Senate 
was not able to find the support for a 
permanent fix. 

So we’ve been forced back to legis-
lating by patchwork, a 6-month exten-
sion here, a 60-day extension there. But 
if our Senate colleagues cannot find 
the votes for a permanent repeal, then 
we need to provide the longest relief 
that we can. This bill will provide doc-
tors with a positive update for the rest 
of this year and next year that will 
help doctors cover their growing costs 
and continue to serve Medicare pa-
tients, and it will give those of us in 
Congress more time to work with the 
physician community to find a work-
able solution that can pass both the 

House and the Senate, hopefully with 
Republican support. 

The policy in this bill is not every-
thing I hoped for. I know the physician 
community wanted more, but it’s im-
portant to pass this to make sure we do 
no harm, by preventing those drastic 
cuts from taking effect. 

So I urge my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle to vote ‘‘yes.’’ This is a 
very important piece of legislation. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time I yield 3 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Pasco, Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS). 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank my good 
friend from Texas for yielding me the 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I am disappointed that 
Democrat leaders have decided not to 
allow the House to vote on my amend-
ment to improve the proposed Cobell 
Indian settlement, a settlement that 
benefits individual Indians across the 
country. 

The amendment I offered was simple 
and addressed improvements requested 
of Congress by individual Indians, trib-
al leaders, and an association of more 
than 50 federally recognized tribes in 
the Northwest. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to make it very 
clear, a settlement on this issue is long 
overdue, but the agreement negotiated 
by the Obama administration and the 
plaintiffs’ lawyers can be improved by 
Congress to benefit individual Indians. 
And let me explain why. 

While most of the Indians will get be-
tween a $500 and a $1,000 check, the 
lead plaintiff could receive $15 million 
or more as an incentive award. A hand-
ful of lawyers could be paid over $100 
million, which is almost one-third of 
the value of the claims that they liti-
gated. 

Two months ago, the plaintiffs’ at-
torneys were asked to provide Congress 
with documents to justify their large 
fees and expenses. After repeated in-
quiries, Mr. Speaker, the attorneys 
have provided no information to this 
date. Instead of responding with docu-
ments to justify how much they should 
be paid, the attorneys have instead 
threatened to kill the entire deal if 
they are denied the ability to get the 
$100 million. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to emphasize 
this. Every dollar paid to the lawyers 
is a dollar taken out of the pockets of 
individual Indians. My amendment 
caps attorneys’ fees at $50 million, and 
by doing so, it reduces the payments to 
lawyers to increase payments to indi-
vidual Indians. My amendment would 
also benefit individual Indians by cor-
recting several other flaws that were 
identified by Indian country. The com-
mittee has the ability to fix these flaws 
on a bipartisan basis. 

The settlement has been changed by 
the administration and the plaintiffs 
four times already. While the House 
won’t be allowed to vote on this 
amendment to improve the settlement 
to better benefit individual Indians, 

Mr. Speaker, I am hopeful that the 
Senate will act to make the improve-
ments that Indians, tribal leaders, and 
respected tribal organizations are ask-
ing Congress to make. 

Congress should be afforded the op-
portunity to fix the settlement in re-
sponse to requests from our Indian con-
stituents. By refusing to make my 
amendment in order, Democrat leaders 
have turned their back on these re-
quests. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS). 

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ANDREWS. I thank the gentle-
lady for yielding. 

So here’s one of the issues before the 
House today. Say you have an Amer-
ican company that owners live here 
and they decide that they can make 
more money by sending their jobs to 
Asia or south of the border, out of the 
country, and they do. And they bring 
the money home and enjoy it here, but 
the jobs go overseas. And they figure 
out a way to game the tax laws so they 
don’t pay taxes for that business to the 
United States Treasury. So the profits 
come home, the jobs go overseas, and 
the tax revenue doesn’t flow into the 
Treasury. This bill closes that loop-
hole. It says, if you outsource our jobs 
from this country, you don’t get off the 
hook when it comes to the IRS. 

Now, what does it use the money for? 
Well, if an American business goes into 
a bank today and the bank says, you 
know, we would make this loan to you 
to expand your business but we just 
need a little more collateral, a little 
more guarantee, this bill says the 
Small Business Administration can 
step in and make that loan happen and 
create those jobs. Or a woman running 
a software company or a biosciences 
company says, I’ve got a real oppor-
tunity here to hire more scientists and 
researchers, but I just can’t quite find 
the capital. 

b 0945 

This bill says she can hire five sci-
entists for the price of four because of 
the research and development tax cred-
it, or the mayor and council of a town 
is saying we could fix our antiquated 
clean water system. We could build a 
new water treatment system and have 
cleaner water and more jobs for people 
in our town, but the interest rates are 
just a little bit too high for us. If we 
could borrow the money just a little 
bit less expensively, we could create 
more jobs. 

This bill says that they can do that. 
This bill creates jobs, and it pays for 
the creation of those jobs by saying 
that those who outsource our jobs can’t 
get off the hook and have to pay their 
fair share of taxes. Now I know this 
discomforts some on the minority side. 
I know it goes against their philosophy 
that whatever corporate America does, 
it is okay. We think if you outsource 
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we are obligated to do our best getting 
relief to those who deserve it. It is time 
to make these claimants right and 
move forward into a new era of civil 
rights in the Department of Agri-
culture. 

I look forward to the time we can get 
this done. I plead with my colleagues, 
as the Senator from Arkansas pleaded, 
to get this done right now. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Louisiana. 
Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I 

add my voice in support of coming to 
closure on this important issue. I 
thank Senator DORGAN and Senator 
LINCOLN for their extraordinary leader-
ship for the Pigford and Cobell claim-
ants. We are very close to settling a 
grave injustice that has gone on in two 
communities, one the Native-American 
community and the other the African- 
American community. I surely hope we 
can find a way forward in the next few 
hours, before we leave, to get this done; 
if not, that it would be one of the first 
orders of business when we return. 

Explanations have been made beau-
tifully on both sides. I represent 1,000 
African-American farmers. I am going 
to fight for them and advocate for 
them and continue to bring their cases 
before this body until we get justice. 

People in Louisiana generally, of 
many different races, understand sys-
tematic injustice. Talking about oil 
moneys not coming the way they 
should, there are many people in Lou-
isiana right now shaking their heads in 
great sympathy with the stories the 
Senator from North Dakota shared 
with us about Native Americans. 

I support the Pigford settlement. I 
support the Cobell settlement. I hope 
we can find the $5 billion, approxi-
mately, so that it does not affect the 
deficit, paid for in a responsible way to 
end this discrimination and to provide 
some hope and support to these fami-
lies. 

I was proud to send Clarence Haw-
kins’ name to run the USDA in Lou-
isiana, the first African-American ad-
ministrator to do so, former mayor of 
Bastrop. The President appointed him 
at my suggestion. We are making some 
headway in Louisiana to rectify past 
injustices. 

Again, I thank Senators DORGAN and 
LINCOLN for their leadership. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota. 
Mr. DORGAN. Madam President, 

Senator BARRASSO and I, as chairman 
and vice chairmen of the Indian Affairs 
Committee, have been working on this 
issue for a long while. Senator KYL, 
Senator BAUCUS—we have had discus-
sions. Senator KYL had to leave the 
floor, but I believe he will return. He 
very much wants to find a way to re-
solve these issues, as do I and others. 

This is not complicated. This is a 
case where the Federal Government 
said to American Indians in the late 
1800s: We are going to break up these 

tribal lands and give you personal own-
ership of these lands. And then we will 
manage the lands for you and take care 
of it for you in trust, and the income 
that comes off those lands will be 
yours. We will manage your trust ac-
counts. 

The fact is, they took control of the 
lands and created trust accounts. And 
the Indians got bilked, looted. Grand 
theft occurred. 

Let me show one more photograph. 
This fellow is still alive. His name is 
James Kennerly. He is a Blackfeet In-
dian, standing in front of his rather 
humble home. He is hoping that Con-
gress will resolve this by approving the 
settlement. His father was a World War 
I veteran, wounded, disabled in combat. 
The family lives on land that has con-
siderable oil and gas leases. Thousands 
of barrels a week were pumped off that 
land. Years later, the oil wells still 
continue to pump, but all the lease 
documents have disappeared. This fam-
ily lives in a humble home despite hav-
ing had oil interests on their property. 

Another person waiting for justice, 
Johnson Martinez, a Navajo Indian in 
his seventies, lives in a rundown trailer 
house near Bloomfield, NM. He has no 
running water and no electricity. At 
night, he builds a fire to keep himself 
and his dogs warm. He lives yards away 
from where the gas pipelines cross his 
family’s land. He lives off the right-of- 
way fees for the gas pipeline. One 
month, he got a check for $80. Some-
times he gets a check for a few cents. 
A court-appointed investigator found 
that non-Indians were receiving 20 
times more than Navajo Indians such 
as Johnson Martinez were receiving in 
the same circumstances. 

And then there is Esther and Sam 
Valdez—Navajo Indians—they live 100 
feet from natural gas wells. They have 
been producing natural gas for a long 
while. Yet this family has trouble put-
ting food on the table. They receive 
checks for $6 and $8. Sometimes the 
checks come, sometimes they don’t. 
The Federal Government can never ex-
plain to them what happens to the 
money. This is grand theft. 

For more than a century, American 
Indians were cheated. Yes, there is 
some incompetence here. That is the 
comfortable word. But there is also 
looting and theft involved in having 
these folks cheated. 

The lawsuit was filed 15 years ago. 
Ten years ago, the Federal court said 
the Federal Government is completely 
without merit and violated its trust. 
The court found in favor of the plain-
tiffs, saying that they have been 
bilked. That was 10 years ago. But, the 
case continued in Federal court with 
more and more money spent on law-
yers. 

Finally, at long last, Interior Sec-
retary Salazar and Attorney General 
Holder, and the plaintiffs in this case 
negotiated an agreement, and the Fed-
eral judge in the case said: This looks 
like justice to me. This settlement was 
sent to the Congress for approval and 

to provide the funding for this agree-
ment. 

I came to the floor to offer a unani-
mous consent request to see if at long 
last we might put the Cobell litigation 
behind us and do the fair thing. I un-
derstand a unanimous consent request 
would be objected to at this moment 
because of what is called the ‘‘pay-for.’’ 
So we have a disagreement about that. 
But I also understand from discussions 
we have held that there is the possi-
bility and the potential that this after-
noon we might find a way to reach 
agreement on the ‘‘pay-for’’ portion of 
this and have the Senate finally ap-
prove the Cobell settlement, and also 
the Pigford settlement so that we can 
move beyond on this. 

In the situation that led to the 
Cobell case, there are people who 
should hang their head in shame, many 
of them now departed, who have bilked 
the Indians out of so much money over 
so many years. 

I would finally say this about the 
Cobell matter and the American Indi-
ans involved. This is a chart that shows 
the 10 poorest counties in America, the 
10 counties with the most significant 
poverty in our country. Madam Presi-
dent, 8 of the 10 counties have Indian 
reservations in them—8 of them. We 
know that. We know what is going on. 

Then I talk about these people, 
American Indians, who live in humble 
homes with no money, with six oil 
wells on their land. Somebody is get-
ting the money, but the Indians are 
not. Who is cheating them? Who cheat-
ed them a decade ago, five decades ago, 
ten decades ago? Will we ever settle 
our account here? Will this country 
ever deal responsibly with what I call a 
shame? 

Well, my colleague, Senator 
BARRASSO, and I have worked on this a 
long while. He has had some concern 
about certain aspects of the settle-
ment, but I do not think there is a dis-
agreement between us at all about the 
need to move forward to resolve this 
issue. My hope is we can do that very 
soon. 

As I said, I was intending to seek a 
unanimous consent request, but I think 
I will stop short of that at this moment 
because there is the potential, perhaps 
later this afternoon, for us to reach 
agreement on the ‘‘pay-for’’ and a cou-
ple of other elements and get a unani-
mous consent request agreed to, which 
would be a very significant achieve-
ment in this body today. 

I know Senator BARRASSO from Wyo-
ming wishes to seek recognition. Let 
me yield the floor so that might hap-
pen. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BURRIS). The Senator from Wyoming is 
recognized. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the hard work done by my col-
league from North Dakota and his com-
mitment as chairman of the Indian Af-
fairs Committee to try to come to a so-
lution in the Cobell settlement. 

He is absolutely right. We still need 
to work on some policy issues, as well 
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judges who have actually presided over the 
14–year history of this case. 

Mr. BARRASSO. So there are issues 
of policy dealing with transparency, 
dealing with the production of records 
by the attorneys who are involved in 
this. When you read one of these edi-
torials, the one in today’s Hill, ‘‘Un-
conscionable Cobell,’’ written by a law 
professor at the University of Wis-
consin-Madison: 

Number of published court opinions in the 
case: 80-plus 

Amount awarded to plaintiffs by courts at 
present: $0 

Amount to attorneys under settlement: 
$100 Million. . . . 

Amount to each account holder under 
[this] settlement: 

We are talking now about those who 
have been affected by this— 
$1,000.00 

What an incredible disparity. 
Well, if we were all to take the time 

to look through these two editorials, 
the changes to the settlement I have 
been proposing would not only seem 
reasonable, they would be absolutely 
necessary. They point out several real 
problems with the settlement, includ-
ing the way the attorneys’ fees are 
handled. I am continuing to work with 
my colleagues on dealing with that. 
These are the blunt facts. 

So I agree with my colleague from 
North Dakota, the problems with the 
Cobell settlement are by no means in-
surmountable. They can and they must 
be resolved. In fact, I do not think it 
would be difficult to resolve the dif-
ferences we have regarding the Cobell 
settlement. We can sit down, and we 
plan to do that, to discuss the issues 
directly. I think we can get beyond this 
impasse, and that is what I am com-
mitted to do. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota is recognized. 
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, as I in-

dicated, I intend to withhold the unani-
mous consent request because it would 
clearly be objected to. There are some 
people who disagree with the method 
by which this settlement would be paid 
for. 

But I also wish to mention that I 
have some hope that later today, fi-
nally at long last, we may be able to 
come to the floor of the Senate with an 
agreement that would be able to with-
stand the unanimous consent request. 
If we do that before we break, we would 
have resolved a very longstanding 
issue, not just 15 years of litigation, or 
a century of mismanagement, but also 
since last December, when this agree-
ment was reached and the Congress 
was given time to approve it, but then 
that deadline had to be extended six 
times. At long last, perhaps we will be 
able to decide we can do this together. 

I very much appreciate the work Sen-
ator BARRASSO is doing and Senator 
KYL and Senator BAUCUS and others. 
My hope is that later this afternoon I 
will be able to come to the floor with 
such a unanimous consent request. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to talk about the Pigford II set-
tlement pending full action by the U.S. 
Senate. 

We all know that farming is a dif-
ficult occupation. The hours are long, 
the weather is unpredictable, and the 
challenge of competing in a global 
marketplace is intense. Tens of thou-
sands of Black farmers have had to face 
all those normal challenges. Trag-
ically, they have also had to deal with 
a challenge that was unique to them 
based solely on race. The U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture, USDA, was dis-
criminating against them. 

More than 12 years ago, Black farm-
ers across America brought a class ac-
tion suit against the USDA for racial 
discrimination. The history of that dis-
crimination is a sad one, and it is well 
documented. Farmers, like all busi-
nesses, need access to loans. They need 
to borrow money for expensive equip-
ment and they need funding to help 
them when droughts strike or when 
markets collapse. The Congress has 
recognized this need for decades, and 
we have established special loan pro-
grams in the USDA to support these 
special needs. But when it came to 
lending, tens of thousands of Black 
farmers were the victims of systemic 
discrimination. During the 1980s and 
1990s, the average processing time for a 
loan application by White farmers was 
30 days; the average time for a loan ap-
plication by Black farmers was 387 
days. Black farmers had to wait 12 
times as long to receive a loan. This 
discrimination earned the USDA the 
regrettable nickname ‘‘the Last Plan-
tation.’’ 

Black farmers finally sought justice 
through a class action lawsuit in 1997. 
More than 20,000 farmers initiated 
claims citing racial discrimination in 
the USDA farm loan programs. Two 
years after the action was initiated, 
the U.S. District Court for the District 
of Columbia entered a consent decree 
approving a class action settlement to 
compensate these farmers for years of 
racial discrimination by the USDA. 
Each farmer who could prove discrimi-
nation was entitled to damages. Out of 
the initial 20,000 farmers, 15,000 were 
meritorious in the claims they 
brought. 

As the legal process continued, addi-
tional farmers began to join the class 
action and filed their own claims. Ap-
proximately 80,000 farmers eventually 
brought claims. Unfortunately, many 
of these farmers did not know about 
the class action suit, and by the time 
they learned of its existence, the filing 
deadline had passed. 

In 2008, Congress recognizing the in-
justice of stopping 80 percent or more 
of the farmers who potentially suffered 
discrimination by our government—de-
cided to take action and created a new 
cause of action for farmers previously 
denied access to justice. In the 2008 
farm bill, with bipartisan support, Con-
gress included $100 million for pay-
ments and debt relief as a downpay-

ment to satisfy the claims filed by de-
serving claimants denied participation 
in the original settlement because of 
timeliness issues. 

After years of litigation and negotia-
tion between the Department of Jus-
tice, which represented the USDA, and 
lawyers for the farmers, a settlement 
was finally reached in February 2010. 
The Pigford II settlement agreement 
will provide $1.25 billion, which is con-
tingent on appropriation by Congress, 
to African-American farmers who can 
show they suffered racial discrimina-
tion in USDA farm loan programs. 
Once the money is appropriated farm-
ers can pursue their individual claims 
through the same nonjudicial process 
used in the first case. 

To address this funding need, Presi-
dent Obama included $1.15 billion in ad-
ditional funding for his fiscal year 2010 
and fiscal year 2011 budgets. Both 
Chambers of Congress have worked to 
pass appropriations to fulfill the settle-
ment agreement since February. The 
House of Representatives has passed 
funding language for the Pigford case 
twice; once as part of the war supple-
mental and the other on a tax extend-
ers bill. But the Senate has not been 
able to do the same. Despite the major-
ity leader’s efforts in finding ways to 
pay for the legislation and move the 
legislation for full Senate consider-
ation, we have been unable to proceed 
to a rollcall vote. This bill has come 
before the Senate a half dozen times. 
There are no known objections to the 
settlement, yet we have failed to pass 
the funding therefore denying the proc-
ess for funding to these farmers who 
were discriminated against by our own 
government. 

We must move to appropriate these 
funds. The settlement that was reached 
is only valid until August 18, 2010. Fail-
ure to appropriate the money by then 
could cause the agreement to be void-
ed. William Gladstone once said that 
‘‘justice delayed is justice denied.’’ Let 
us not be in the business of delaying 
and denying justice for African-Amer-
ican farmers. Let us be in the business 
of allowing the justice system to work 
and provide them with adequate re-
dress. I urge my colleagues to support 
this funding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut is recognized. 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I think my 
friends and colleagues on the other side 
have blocked out some time. If they 
would not mind, I would be very grate-
ful if I could take 5 or 6 minutes to 
make some comments about the Kagan 
nomination. I see heads nodding af-
firmatively, so I appreciate it. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF ELENA KAGAN TO 
BE AN ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF 
THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 
UNITED STATES—Resumed 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ate will proceed to executive session to 
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Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, 
the tax extenders bill includes a settle-
ment that involves a class action law-
suit that is known as Cobell v. Salazar. 
The total cost of this settlement is 
about $3.4 billion. This settlement will 
affect hundreds of thousands of Indian 
people across the United States who 
are class members in this lawsuit. It 
was signed last December by the 
Obama administration with the lead 
plaintiffs and their attorneys. Part of 
the settlement provides $1.4 billion to 
individual Indians whose trust assets 
have been mismanaged by the Federal 
Government for over 100 years. An-
other $2 billion would be used by the 
Department of the Interior to consoli-
date Indian land ownership to prevent 
a repeat of these claims. 

On Wednesday, June 9, 2010, Attorney 
General Holder and Secretary Salazar 
sent letters to the Senate leaders op-
posing an amendment I filed on Tues-
day, June 8. My amendment corrects 
serious flaws in the settlement. I am 
going to respond to their letter as well 
as explain my amendment. 

The Attorney General and the Sec-
retary argue that the amendment 
makes material changes to the settle-
ment that would render it void. To 
begin with, I must point out that the 
parties have changed their settlement 
in material ways several times—sev-
eral times—since it was announced 
that the agreement had been reached. 
Whenever they deem fit, they change 
it. For the reasons I am about to go 
into, they should change it again. If 
they don’t, then Congress should act. 

In their letter to leadership, the At-
torney General and Secretary Salazar 
say: 

The nature of any settlement agreement is 
that no one gets everything they asked for. 

I know the Cobell case has waged on 
and on in the courts for 14 years. It has 
been up and down on appeal many 
times—too many times. In fact, it is on 
appeal right now. So I support settling 
this case. I support providing fair com-
pensation to people harmed by decades 
of Federal mismanagement. I support 
consolidating the fractionated owner-
ship of land to prevent the recurrence 
of problems that led to this court case. 
But I cannot support the settlement as 
drafted by the administration. It has 
flaws, and I believe some of them are 
very serious. All of them can and 
should be fixed without making major 
changes to its overall structure. Lead-
ers in Indian country agree. 

I ask unanimous consent that a let-
ter dated June 11, 2010, from the Na-
tional Congress of American Indians to 
Senator DORGAN and to me be printed 
in the RECORD following my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 
Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, 

the National Congress of American In-

dians’ letter states that the changes in 
my amendment address legitimate con-
cerns that have been raised by tribal 
leaders and Indian people. The NCAI 
letter references resolutions passed by 
the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indi-
ans and the Great Plains Tribal Chair-
men’s Association supporting my 
amendment. 

So what does my amendment do? It 
addresses five significant weaknesses 
in the settlement. The first issue is at-
torneys fees. This settlement was 
signed by the Department of Justice 
and two of the plaintiffs on December 
7, 2009. Originally, the settlement said 
that Congress had to approve it in 24 
days—by New Year’s Eve. Well, sup-
porters said there was no time for a 
hearing; Congress had to act imme-
diately. I disagreed. Any $3.4 billion 
settlement paid for by taxpayers that 
affects the lives of hundreds of thou-
sands of people should have a hearing 
before Congress. 

I requested that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs hold a hearing on the 
settlement. Chairman DORGAN sched-
uled one nearly 6 months ago and that 
hearing was December 17, 2009. During 
the hearing, it was disclosed that the 
parties had entered into a separate 
agreement covering attorneys fees. In 
the side agreement, the plaintiffs’ law-
yers agreed not to ask the court for 
more than $99.9 million in 
presettlement attorneys’ fees and 
costs, and the administration agreed 
not to argue that the attorneys should 
get anything less than $50 million. So, 
in effect, the two parties quietly agreed 
that the plaintiffs’ attorneys should be 
paid between $50 million and $100 mil-
lion. 

This separate agreement also pro-
vided that when attorneys asked the 
court for presettlement fees, the attor-
neys must provide contemporaneous 
time records, but they said only 
‘‘where available.’’ This is a very re-
markable agreement, especially for a 
court case that was pretty much all 
about inadequate government record-
keeping in the first place. 

What the government has done is 
agreed not to demand contempora-
neously prepared time records when 
the attorneys ask the court for their 
fees—fees that will be taken directly 
out of the funds that are supposed to be 
distributed to the class members in the 
suit. This settlement should be about 
compensating the individual Indians 
who were harmed by government mis-
management. My amendment requires 
production of contemporaneous records 
and it caps the fees at $50 million. 
Fifty million dollars is an amount that 
both parties agreed would not be ap-
pealed. It is their number, so it must 
be fair. 

Besides the issue of attorneys fees, 
there have been other concerns raised 
about the settlement—about the possi-
bility of a multimillion dollar incen-
tive award to named plaintiffs; about 
the qualification of the bank where the 
money will be deposited; about the role 

of Indian tribes and the land consolida-
tion aspect of the settlement; and 
about the formula for distributing the 
money. My amendment addresses each 
of these issues. 

The amendment would also require 
that any ‘‘incentive awards’’ to named 
plaintiffs be justified by documented 
expenses. Leading the case of Indian 
landowners against the government for 
14 years has undoubtedly been an ex-
hausting burden and an expensive bur-
den. The named plaintiffs should be al-
lowed to ask the court to have those 
expenses reimbursed. My amendment 
would limit any such award to an ag-
gregate amount of $15 million and only 
for the expenses incurred by the class 
representatives. This is the amount the 
plaintiffs told us is their total esti-
mated out-of-pocket expenses. The 
amendment would allow full reim-
bursement of these expenses. 

My amendment also addresses the se-
lection of the bank that will hold the 
$1.4 billion in settlement funds. The 
settlement is especially lax in setting 
standards to ensure the safety of these 
funds—lax, I believe, to the point of 
being irresponsible. My amendment 
simply requires the court to consider 
certain factors when approving a pro-
posed bank: experience, a history of 
regulatory compliance, plus competi-
tive interest rates and fees. These fac-
tors are important because if anything 
happens to the money, then the class 
members bear the risk of the loss. I 
cannot fathom why asking the court to 
simply consider these commonsense 
protections will void the settlement. 

The amendment I have offered will 
require the Secretary of the Interior to 
consult with Indian tribes on imple-
mentation of the Indian land consolida-
tion program. In order for this $2 bil-
lion consolidation program to succeed, 
the tribal governments should be part-
ners in implementation. The amend-
ment would require that to happen. 

Finally, my amendment would pro-
vide relief for certain class members 
for whom the pro rata formula used in 
the settlement does not work. This for-
mula is simple and will be easy to use. 
That is why the administration likes 
it. In many cases, the formula won’t 
work and will lead to unfair results. It 
is necessary that we create a system 
for individual class members with 
unique circumstances to petition the 
court for a nonstandard settlement 
payment. 

Under my amendment, the court 
would be provided with broad flexi-
bility to make discretionary awards in 
appropriate cases. 

In closing, I urge Members of the 
Senate to support this amendment to 
the Cobell settlement provisions in this 
measure. My amendment doesn’t 
change the structure of the settlement. 
It does improve, however, the agree-
ment for the hundreds of thousands of 
class members covered by the settle-
ment. 

What my amendment doesn’t do is 
void the agreement. Let me repeat, my 
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