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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

 
IN RE PAYMENT CARD 
INTERCHANGE FEE AND MERCHANT 
DISCOUNT ANTITRUST LITIGATION 
 
This Document Applies to:   
 

  
 

No. 05-md-01720 (BMC) (JAM) 

 
Barry’s Cut Rate Stores, Inc., et al. v. Visa, 
Inc., et al., No. 05-md-01720 (E.D.N.Y.) 
(BMC) (JAM), also now known as DDMB, 
Inc., et al. v. Visa, Inc., et al., No. 05-md-
01720 (E.D.N.Y.) (BMC) (JAM). 
 

  

 

DECLARATION OF KEVIN B. LOVE FILED ON BEHALF OF CRIDEN & LOVE, P.A. 

IN SUPPORT OF EQUITABLE RELIEF CLASS PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 

ATTORNEYS’ FEES, EXPENSES, AND SERVICE AWARDS 

 

I, Kevin B. Love, declare as follows: 

1. I am a partner with the law firm Criden & Love, P.A. (the “Firm”). I am admitted 

to practice law in the State of Florida. I have personal knowledge of the matters stated herein 

and, if called upon, I could and would competently testify thereto. I am submitting this 

declaration in support of the Equitable Relief Class Plaintiffs’ Motion for Attorneys’ Fees, 

Expenses, and Service Awards in connection with services rendered in this litigation (the 

“Action”). 

2.  This declaration is intended to assist the Court in assessing the litigation efforts 

the Firm engaged in, which contributed to the resolution for the Class as set forth in Equitable 

Relief Class Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Approval of Amended Settlement Agreement, as 

granted by this Court (ECF No. 9884). 

3. The information in this declaration regarding the Firm’s time and fees and 

expenses is based upon contemporaneously prepared time and fee and expense reports and 
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supporting documentation prepared and/or maintained by the Firm in the ordinary course of 

business.  

4. I am the partner who oversaw and/or primarily conducted the Firm’s work in the 

Action. During the pendency of the Action, I regularly reviewed the detailed time entries of 

every timekeeper for purposes of ensuring accuracy and reasonableness. I conducted a review of 

the time and fee and expense reports (and back-up documentation where necessary or 

appropriate) in connection with the preparation of this declaration. I also worked with others at 

the Firm to review the time and fees and expenses submitted herein. The purpose of this review 

was to confirm both the accuracy of the entries as well as the necessity for, and reasonableness 

of, the time and fees and expenses committed to the Action. As a result of this review, I am 

confident that the time reflected in the Firm’s lodestar calculation and the fees and expenses for 

which payment is sought herein are reasonable and were necessary for the effective and efficient 

prosecution and resolution of the Action.  

5. I applied current rates to all timekeepers. The hourly rates applied for each 

professional are the Firm’s current rates in contingent cases set by the Firm. The Firm’s regular 

rates are set based on periodic analysis of rates charged by firms performing comparable work 

both on the plaintiff and defense side. Different timekeepers within the same employment 

category (e.g., counsel, associates, paralegals, etc.) may have different rates based on a variety of 

factors, including, but not limited to, years of practice and the rates of similarly experienced 

peers at this Firm or other firms.  

6. The Firm’s claimed lodestar for purposes of this Motion is 571.55 hours, 

representing $560,612.50. The Firm has not been paid for this lodestar, which has been incurred 

on an entirely contingent basis. I have provided timekeeper charts showing the hours incurred, the 
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categories of work performed, and the rates charged for each professional as Exhibit A. 

7. The expenses claimed by the Firm in connection with the Motion are $3,378.18. 

All of these expenses were actually incurred and have been entirely unreimbursed. I have provided 

a chart of the expenses incurred and the categories for such expenses as Exhibit B. 

8. The fees and expenses pertaining to this case are reflected in the books and 

records of this Firm. These books and records are prepared from receipts, expense vouchers, 

check records, and other documents and are an accurate record of the fees and expenses. 

I hereby declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America 

that the foregoing is true and correct. 
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EXHIBIT A 

 

In re Payment Card Interchange Fee and Merchant Discount Antitrust Litigation 

Case No. 05-MD-1720 (BMC) 

Criden & Love, P.A. 

Time Report at Current Rates – December 13, 2016 through June 30, 2026 

 

NAME POSITION HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

Love, Kevin B. Partner 485.05 $1,000.00 $485,050.00 

Grossman, Lindsey C. Partner 43.75 $750.00 $32,812.50 

Criden, Michael E. Partner 42.75 $1,000.00 $42,750.00 

TOTAL  571.55  $560,612.50 
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EXHIBIT B 

 

In re Payment Card Interchange Fee and Merchant Discount Antitrust Litigation 

Case No. 05-MD-1720 (BMC) 

Criden & Love, P.A. 

Expenses – June 1, 2016 through June 30, 2026 

 

CATEGORY AMOUNT 

Travel, Hotel, Meals $2,099.93 

Filing Fees $150.00 

Legal Research $129.60 

FedEx and Courier Services $170.96 

Outside Photocopies $791.72 

Telephone Tolls $35.97 

TOTAL $3,378.18 
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