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DECLARATION OF BRIAN DEVINE 
ISO MOTION FOR AWARD OF ATTORNEYS FEES, COSTS, AND INCENTIVE AWARD 

 

Kenneth M. Seeger (State Bar No. 135862)
Brian J. Devine (State Bar No. 215198) 
SEEGER DEVINE LLP 
4040 Civic Center Dr., Suite 200 
San Rafael, CA 94903 
Telephone: (415) 981-9260 
Facsimile: (415) 981-9266 
bdevine@seegerdevine.com  

Class Counsel 

 

 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
 
 
JONATHAN SPIRO and SIMONE 
KAPLAN, individually and on behalf of all 
others similarly situated, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

TRINITY MANAGEMENT SERVICES, 
1188 MISSION STREET LP, 1890 
CLAY STREET LP, 2240 GOLDEN 
GATE AVE LLC, CRYSTAL TOWER 
PARTNERS LLC, SANGIACOMO 
FAMILY LP, TRINITY G2 HOLDING 
LLC, JAMES SANGIACOMO, SUSAN 
SANGIACOMO, and DOES 1-50, 
inclusive, 

Defendants. 

Case No. CGC-17-562293 
 

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DEVINE IN 
SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ 
FEES, COSTS AND INCENTIVE 
AWARDS 

 
 
 
 
Date:     July 20, 2023 
Time:    10:00 a.m. 
Place:    Department 613 
 
 
 
 
The Honorable Andrew Y.S. Cheng 

  
 
I, Brian Devine, declare as follows: 
 

1. I am an attorney at law and partner in the law firm Seeger Devine LLP, 

attorneys in this action for Plaintiffs Jonathan Spiro and Simone Kaplan individually and on 

behalf of all others similarly situated. I have personal knowledge of the matters stated in this 

declaration and I could and would competently testify to them if called as a witness.  



S
E

E
G

E
R

 D
E

V
IN

E
 L

L
P

 
 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
  - 2 -

DECLARATION OF BRIAN DEVINE 
ISO MOTION FOR AWARD OF ATTORNEYS FEES, COSTS, AND INCENTIVE AWARD 

 

2. To my knowledge, no case has ever confronted the issue at the heart of this 

case: whether the San Francisco Rent Ordinance (“SFRO”) prohibits a landlord from passing on 

estimated portions of building-wide water and trash bills to tenants.   I am not aware of any other 

Trinity tenant filing any claim (either in court or with the Rent Board) asserting that Trinity 

violated the SFRO by allocating water and trash charges to them.   

3. After Plaintiffs first contacted me, my firm and I spent a significant amount 

of time researching the SFRO, the accompanying regulations, and Rent Board’s interpretation of 

the SFRO as stated in various publications and Rent Board hearings.  It was only through this 

hard work that we were able to prove—for the first time—that a landlord’s lease violated the 

SFRO because it impermissibly passed on water and trash charges in addition to the agreed-upon 

“base rent.” 

4. Both Plaintiffs and Trinity engaged in significant discovery throughout this 

case.  Plaintiffs served Trinity with four sets of requests for production (consisting of 61 

requests), special and form interrogatories, and requests for admission.  Plaintiffs also responded 

to Trinity’s discovery consisting of 120 special interrogatories.  To obtain responses to their 

discovery, we had to engage in extensive meet and confer efforts and two Informal Discovery 

Conferences with the Court (in June 2022 and October 2022) and negotiate a Protective Order.   

5. Through this discovery, we were able to determine and prove the amount 

of water and trash charges that Trinity illegally billed Class Members, and we were able to 

evaluate Trinity’s ability to pay a judgment in this case and identify related parties that needed to 

be added to this lawsuit.  In addition to this discovery, we also prepared a final round of extensive 

discovery that would have been served if this case had not settled, including discovery directed 

toward the newly added parties and establishing alter ego relationships.  
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6. We requested, and this Court approved, class certification in March 2020.  

To save costs to the Class, rather than use a costly administrator, we provided the Court-approved 

notice to the Class in-house, and we updated the Court regarding the notice campaign and the 

response by Class Members. 

7. In preparation for trial, both Plaintiffs and Trinity extensively briefed the 

key legal issues.  Each party filed an opening trial brief, and each party also filed a responsive 

trial brief.  After trial was concluded, the Court issued a Proposed Statement of Decision and 

invited additional briefing by the parties.  We provided additional briefing supporting the Court’s 

proposed decision and responding to Trinity’s objections to the Court’s proposed Statement of 

Decision.  In addition to prevailing at trial, Plaintiffs prevailed in every one of the motions that 

were brought in this case: they prevailed in obtaining disputed discovery from Trinity, prevailed 

at obtaining a hotly contested Writ of Attachment, and prevailed at obtaining disputed leave to 

amend the Complaint to add the Sangiacomo family members and several of their related parties 

as defendants in this case. 

8. Although Plaintiffs prevailed on the liability issue at trial, Trinity notified 

the Court that it intended to seek a Writ of Mandate against this Court.  (Trinity’s Response and 

Objection to Proposed Statement of Decision, 2/25/2022 at 5:17-22.)  We objected to Trinity 

seeking a Writ of Mandate, and we preemptively drafted a brief that would have been filed with 

the Court of Appeal if Trinity followed through with its threat to file a Petition for Writ of 

Mandate against this Court.  Trinity also stated numerous times that it planned to appeal this 

Court’s decision.  With the knowledge that this case likely would be subjected to appellate 

scrutiny, we undertook meticulous research and analysis to ensure that this Court’s decisions 

were well-supported, procedurally correct, and would be affirmed by the Court of Appeal. 

9. Following trial, we became aware that Trinity had sold its only asset (an 

apartment building worth $13.3 million), and we became concerned that Trinity might be moving 
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or hiding its assets so that it would not have the resources to satisfy a judgment in this case.  After 

trying to informally resolve these concerns with Trinity’s counsel, we saw no other option than to 

attach Trinity’s assets to ensure a fund was available to pay Class Member’s damages.  We 

successfully petitioned this Court for a Writ of Attachment, and we worked with the Sheriff’s 

office to execute the Writ.  We then worked with Trinity’s counsel to informally implement the 

Writ of Attachment to secure funds for Class Members.  Later, we had to navigate several issues 

related to the attachment, including an emergency transfer of the attached funds just prior to the 

collapse of First Republic Bank.  

10. After we discovered that Trinity sold its only asset and that it might not 

have the resources to pay a judgment in this case, we spent a significant amount of time 

investigating a vast web of Trinity’s related limited liability companies, partnerships, and trusts 

through with it held ownership of most of the assets of the operation.  This included a detailed 

and painstaking investigation of property ownership records at the San Francisco Recorder’s 

Office and cross-referencing the ostensible “owners” of those properties to untangle and reveal 

the true owners of the properties.  We then successfully moved this Court for an Order allowing 

the amendment of the Complaint to add these new related parties.  Three and a half  weeks after 

the Amended Complaint was filed and the Writ of Attached was entered, the parties were able to 

resolve this case through settlement.  

11. We spent significant time preparing for the second phase of the bifurcated 

trial, which was scheduled to begin on March 9, 2023.  For example, we compiled documents 

proving damages (which, as produced, were more than 26,000 pages) into a manageable format 

that could be presented to the Court for determination.  We also researched and began briefing 

several legal issues that they anticipated would be in contention at trial. 

12. To reduce the burden of protracted litigation to the Court and the parties, 

we first attempted to resolve this case during an in-person mediation with Judge Mary Wiss in 
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November 2018.  Trinity, however, informed us and the Court that it believed the key 

impediment to settlement was that it needed the Court to determine the key liability issue 

(whether or not its charges for water and trash services were prohibited under the Rent 

Ordinance) in a bifurcated trial.  Following the bifurcated trial, Class Counsel requested to 

resume settlement efforts.  The parties returned to Judge Wiss and attended numerous telephonic 

and video mediation sessions spanning three months (between September and December 2022).  

It was only after an in-person mediation session that lasted all day and went into the early evening 

that the parties were finally able to reach a settlement in December 2022.   

13. We drafted and negotiated the Settlement Agreement with Trinity and 

prepared the motion requesting that this Court grant preliminary approval of the proposed 

settlement.  We also drafted a detailed Notice package to inform Class Members of their rights.  

To ensure the best value to the Class, we interviewed three potential claims administrators, and 

worked with the chosen administrator to set up a claims administration process that will be able to 

quickly deliver cash payments to Class Members upon final approval by this Court. 

14. The common fund created by the settlement is $3,150,000, from which all 

class member benefits, attorneys’ fees and costs, administrative costs, and incentive awards will 

be paid.  (Amended and Restated Class Action Settlement Agreement (“Settlement Agreement”) 

attached as Exhibit A.  (“Settlement Agreement”) at ¶¶ 2.2 and 2.3.)   

15. The Settlement Agreement and Notice documents provide for attorneys’ 

fees and costs not to exceed $1,400,000, and Trinity does not oppose this amount.  (Settlement 

Agreement at ¶5.1; Class Notice at p. 11, question no.  20 (“Class Counsel intends to request that 

the Court approve an amount not to exceed $1,400,000 for the attorneys’ fees incurred in 

researching, preparing for, prosecuting and litigating this Lawsuit, and for reimbursement of 

reasonable costs and expenses incurred in the Lawsuit.”)   
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16. Based on the records Trinity provided in discovery, I calculate that the 

$3.15 million that Trinity will pay into the common fund represents 76.4 percent of the total 

amount that Trinity charged Class Members for water and trash services.  If this Court approves 

the attorneys’ fees and costs, the administrative costs, and the incentive award, Class Members 

will receive average benefits of at least $500 per apartment, Class Members who resided in a 

Trinity apartment for a year or more will receive an average of at least $1,000 per apartment, and 

the largest award to a single Class Member will exceed $3,300. The proposed settlement also 

provides significant benefit to Class Members because the settlement proceeds will be distributed 

before the end of the summer 2023, as opposed to waiting years for a likely appeal to be decided, 

and without the risk of a less favorable final result. 

17. In addition to the $3.15 million that Trinity will pay into the common fund, 

all Class Members who still reside in a Trinity apartment will never have to pay Trinity for water 

and trash services for the duration of their lease.  (Settlement Agreement at ¶3.2.)  

18. Additionally, following the settlement, Trinity discontinued charging water 

and trash bills to its tenants, even those tenants who moved in after the Class Period and are not 

Class Members.  For example, see Exhibit B, which is a letter from Trinity to its tenants (even 

tenants who were not Class Members) dated December 19, 2022 stating that “Effective 

immediately, you will no longer be charged for water, trash, sewer, and trash services pursuant to 

the Ratio Utility Billing Service (RUBS) Addendum to your current lease.”  Based on the data 

that Trinity provided to us in discovery, I estimate that Trinity was charging its tenants between 

$85,000 and $100,000 per month in charges for water and trash bills at the time they discontinued 

these charges. 

19. To date, the attorneys in my firm and I have worked more than 1,816 hours 

on this case.  The following is a breakdown of the hours each attorney works and the attorney’s 
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usual hourly rate.  We are prepared to provide any additional details that the Court might request 

about the work we performed:  

Attorney Hours Hourly Rate Lodestar 
Ken Seeger 
(Senior Partner) 
 

755 $1,100 $830,500

Brian Devine 
(Senior Partner) 
 

987 $950 $937,650

Isaac Walrath 
(Associate) 
 

74 $400 $29,600

TOTAL 1,816  $1,797,750

20. In addition to the more than 1,800 hours we already have invested in this 

case, my firm and I will continue to devote significant time to this case to ensure the settlement is 

successfully implemented and Class Members receive the benefits to which they are entitled. 

21. My usual hourly rate is $950 per hour, Ken Seeger’s is $1,100, and Isaac 

Walrath’s is $400 per hour.  Ken Seeger and I have billed these rates in all of the cases on which 

we have recently worked.   Ken Seeger and I recently received these rates in a private settlement 

of a class action case in the Northern District of California involving Kaiser’s illegally charging 

for COVID tests.  (See Getubig v. Kaiser Foundation Health Plan, Inc., Case No. 22-cv-04834-

SK, N.D. Cal. 2022).  Additionally, in a complex Multi-District Litigation product liability case 

in which I was recently awarded fees for work performed in 2018, the federal judge overseeing 

the case adopted the Special Master’s recommendation that attorneys with 10 or more years of 

experience have a lodestar rate of $950 per hour.  The Court filed its motion under seal, so I am 

unable to publicly describe more specifics, but I am able to share specifics about this case to the 

Court in chambers or under seal if the Court wishes. 

22. Ken Seeger and I are senior partners of Seeger Devine with 34 years’ and 

21 years’ experience, respectively.  We both have national reputations in class action and 
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complex mass tort cases.  For example, this Court appointed Ken Seeger as Liaison Counsel in 

the Judicial Council Coordinated Proceeding for DePuy Pinnacle Hip Systems Cases (JCCP No. 

4662), which was successfully resolved and terminated after ten years of litigation.  This Court 

also appointed Ken Seeger to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee in the Judicial Council 

Coordinated Proceeding for DePuy ASR Hip Systems Cases (JCCP No. 4662).  Both Ken Seeger 

and I have been appointed as Class Counsel and to leadership positions in other cases in 

California and across the country, including:   

 In re: Philips Recalled CPAP, Bi-Level PAP, and Mechanical Ventilator 
Products Litigation (MDL No. 3014, Judge Joy Flowers Conti, Western 
District of Pennsylvania) – I was appointed to the Science Committee where I  
have a leading role in developing the medical and scientific issues on behalf of 
thousands of victims of Philips' recalled CPAP and BiPAP machines. 
 

 In re: Allergan Biocell Textured Breast Implant Liability Litigation (MDL No. 
2921, Judge Brian Martinotti, District of New Jersey) – I was appointed to 
serve as co-chair of the Science Committee where I have a leading role in 
developing the medical and scientific issues on behalf of thousands of women 
who suffered lymphoma and other injuries that were caused by their recalled 
textured breast implants. 

 
 In re: Stryker V40 Femoral Head Products Liability Litigation (MDL 

No.2768, Judge Indira Talwani, District of Massachusetts) - Judge Talwani 
appointed me to the Plaintiff's Steering Committee where I have a leading role 
in developing the medical and scientific issues on behalf of hundreds of 
victims of the Stryker V40 hip implant. 

 
 DePuy Pinnacle Hip Systems Cases (JCCP Case No. 4662, Judge Andrew Y.S. 

Cheng, San Francisco Superior Court) – Ken Seeger was appointed lead 
counsel for a California Coordination Proceeding involving hip implants. 
 

 In Re: DePuy Orthopedics Pinnacle Hip Implant Products Liability Litigation 
(MDL No. 2244, Judge Ed Kinkeade, United States District Court, Northern 
District of Texas) – Judge Kinkeade appointed Ken Seeger to the Plaintiff’s 
Steering Committee and me to the Science Committee in a case involving 
allegations that a metal-on-metal hip implant was defective. 
 

 In Re: DePuy Orthopedics ASR Hip Implant Products Liability Litigation 
(MDL No. 2197, Judge David A. Katz, United States District Court, Northern 
District of Ohio) – Judge Katz appointed both me and Ken Seeger to the 
Settlement Oversight Committee where they helped negotiate and implement 
three global settlements that have provided more than $4 billion in 
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compensation and benefits to 9,000 victims of a metal-on-metal hip implant. 
Judge Katz had earlier appointed me and Ken Seeger to the Science Committee 
in the same case. 
 

 DePuy ASR Hip System Cases (JCCP 4649, Judge Richard Kramer, San 
Francisco Superior Court) – Ken Seeger was appointed to serve on the 
Plaintiff’s Steering Committee in this California Judicial Council Coordination 
Proceeding involving recalled hip implants. 

 
 Anderson v. CitiApartments, Inc., et al. (San Francisco Superior Court) –Ken 

Seeger and I were appointed Class Counsel in four related lawsuits in which 
they represented hundreds of tenants whose security deposits were illegally 
withheld by San Francisco’s largest landlord.  

 
  

23. Since 2016, I have served on several judicial roundtables and other 

meetings organized by Emory Law School’s Institute for Complex Litigation.  At these meetings, 

I have collaborated with defense counsel, in-house counsel and the federal judiciary to develop 

practices and procedures to make complex litigation more efficient, including proposing and 

responding to amendments to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.  I also served on the Sedona 

Conference’s working group on mass tort litigation and I have frequently spoken and published 

regarding complex litigation issues.  For example, I recently published a law review article 

analyzing a proposed change to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure regarding interlocutory 

appeals in complex cases.  (Joshua P. Davis and Brian J. Devine, Procedural Self-Inflicted 

Wounds?, 24 Lewis & Clark L. Rev. 497, June 2020.)   

24. My partner Ken Seeger authored the updates to the Continuing Education 

of the Bar publications “California Tort Guide” and “California Tort Damages Guide,” and he 

also frequently publishes and lectures on class action and complex litigation topics. 

25. We were required to advance all expenses in this litigation without any 

assurance they would be reimbursed.  We have incurred $11,490.48 in costs in this case.  An 

itemization of each cost item is attached as Exhibit C.  In summary, the totals for each category 

of costs are as follows: 
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Category Amount 
Filing and Service Costs $  4,730.17
Court Reporter Fees $  4,537.50
Hearing and Trial Costs $  1,245.21
Class Notice Costs (2021 Certification) $     497.52
Fact and Legal Research Costs $     480.08
 
TOTAL  $ 11,490.48

 

26. In addition to taking a substantial risk in this litigation, Class 

Representatives discharged all of their obligations to the Class with dedication, persistence, and 

care.  They provided crucial documents and records necessary to investigate and bring this case, 

including their lease agreement, all of the bills Trinity sent them for water and trash, their 

communications with Trinity and its billing agents, and communications with their property 

manager.  They responded to Trinity’s discovery (consisting of 60 special interrogatories directed 

to each of the two Class Representatives), they actively participated in the litigation and regularly 

monitored the progress of this case.  Both Class Representatives monitored the settlement efforts 

and this case, analyzed the proposed Settlement Agreement and provided me with their input 

regarding the Settlement.  Both Class Representatives worked hard to obtain a significant benefit 

for Class Members, despite the fact that that they had to take a huge financial risk and stand to 

gain only $627 on their individual claims.  

27. Trinity does not object to an incentive award in the amount of $10,000 to 

each of the Class Representatives.  (Settlement Agreement at ¶5.2.)  
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of California that the foregoing is 

true and correct. 

Executed on June 13, 2023. 

  

By 
Brian J. Devine 
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EXHIBIT A 



Settlement Agreement Settlement
Trinity )

“Parties.”

Action Jonathan Spiro, et al. v. Trinity 
Management Services, et al.

Administration Funds

Allocated Utility Charges

Apportioned Utility Charges

Attached Account

Business Day

Claims Administrator

Class Counsel

Class Members



Class Representatives

Court Trial Court

Final Judicial Approval

Net Benefit Funds

Notice

Opt-Out Deadline

Opt-Out Right

Parties

Preliminary Approval

Released Parties

Settled Claims



Settlement Agreement

Settlement Class

Settlement Class Members

Settlement Payment

Trinity

Writ of Attachment





Administration Fund

Net Benefit Fund



Opt-Out Right

Example: if the total Allocated Utility Charges for apartment A is $1,600 and 
Trinity’s records show that two Settlement Class Members were tenants in 
apartment A, the Apportioned Utility Charges for each of those two Settlement 
Class Members is $800.  If only one tenant lived in apartment A, their 
Apportioned Utility Charges are $1,600.

pro rata

Example: In the event that: (a) the Net Benefit Fund is $1,680,000; (b) Jane 
Smith’s Apportioned Utility Charges are $1,600 and (c) the total Apportioned 
Utility Charges for all Settlement Class Members is $4,100,000, then Jane 
Smith’s Settlement Payment is $655.61.





cy pres
cy pres





Notice







4/10/2023
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Spiro v. Trinity Management Services

Seeger Devine LLP - Costs Incurred

Date Description Category Amount

11/3/2017 Filing Fee: Complaint Filing and Service Costs 450.00$                

11/15/2017 Messenger: Filing Complaint Filing and Service Costs 52.50$                   

12/6/2017 Service of Summons Filing and Service Costs 120.00$                

1/2/2018 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 7.00$                     

4/1/2018 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 14.00$                   

7/2/2018 File & Serve - Complex Fee Filing and Service Costs 1,074.00$             

7/21/2018 Lexis Nexis - Complex Civil Litigation Fact and Legal Research Costs 133.00$                

8/2/2018 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 32.40$                   

11/1/2018 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 56.60$                   

2/1/2019 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 40.90$                   

3/12/2019 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 40.60$                   

4/4/2019 Scanlan Stone Court Reporter Fees 508.00$                

5/24/2019 Scanlan Stone Court Reporter Fees 565.00$                

6/4/2019 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 122.70$                

7/10/2019 Scanlan Stone Court Reporter Fees 476.00$                

10/1/2019 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 15.00$                   

11/1/2019 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 40.80$                   

12/1/2019 Scanlan Stone Court Reporter Fees 374.00$                

1/6/2020 Copying Filing and Service Costs 100.80$                

1/6/2020 Postage Filing and Service Costs 8.30$                     

2/18/2020 Postage Filing and Service Costs 9.20$                     

2/21/2020 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 133.80$                

3/1/2020 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 117.40$                

3/4/2020 NameCheap.com (Class Website Registration) Class Notice - 2021 Certification 18.12$                   

4/1/2020 Scanlan Stone Court Reporter Fees 436.00$                

8/1/2020 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 50.20$                   

11/1/2020 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 110.00$                

2/14/2021 SendGrid (Class Notice Emails) Class Notice - 2021 Certification 8.04$                     

2/16/2021 Postage Class Notice - 2021 Certification 79.44$                   

3/1/2021 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 22.00$                   

3/2/2021 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 70.20$                   

3/5/2021 SendGrid (Class Notice Emails) Class Notice - 2021 Certification 15.00$                   

3/11/2021 Melissa Data (NCOA Updates) Class Notice - 2021 Certification 50.00$                   

4/4/2021 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 22.00$                   

5/1/2021 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 50.00$                   

6/1/2021 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 48.40$                   

7/1/2021 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 96.00$                   

8/3/2021 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 20.00$                   

9/2/2021 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 47.80$                   

9/4/2021 Wix (Class Website Hosting) Class Notice - 2021 Certification 149.00$                

9/9/2021 Postage Filing and Service Costs 7.95$                     

10/14/2021 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 22.00$                   

10/29/2021 Postage Filing and Service Costs 8.70$                     

11/2/2021 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 51.80$                   

11/17/2021 Trial Travel Expenses Hearing/Trial Expenses 556.97$                

11/28/2021 Scanlan Stone Court Reporter Fees 557.50$                

12/3/2021 Postage Filing and Service Costs 8.70$                     

1/1/2022 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 71.80$                   

2/26/2022 Postage Filing and Service Costs 8.95$                     

3/2/2022 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 48.20$                   

3/31/2022 NameCheap.com (Class Website Registration) Class Notice - 2021 Certification 14.16$                   

4/4/2022 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 22.00$                   

5/6/2022 San Francisco Recorder's Office Fact and Legal Research Costs 73.50$                   

6/9/2022 CourtCall - B. Devine Hearing/Trial Expenses 94.00$                   

6/9/2022 CourtCall - K. Seeger Hearing/Trial Expenses 94.00$                   

7/1/2022 First Legal Filing and Service Costs 22.75$                   

9/2/2022 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 13.00$                   

9/4/2022 Wix (Class Notice Website) Class Notice - 2021 Certification 149.00$                

10/4/2022 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 48.60$                   

10/13/2022 Scanlan Stone Court Reporter Fees 424.00$                

11/2/2022 First Legal Filing and Service Costs 109.50$                

11/2/2022 Uber Hearing/Trial Expenses 14.67$                   

11/3/2022 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 355.00$                

11/18/2022 Uber Hearing/Trial Expenses 20.85$                   

11/28/2022 Surety Authority Filing and Service Costs 350.00$                

11/29/2022 SF Superior Filing and Service Costs 40.00$                   



Spiro v. Trinity Management Services

Seeger Devine LLP - Costs Incurred

11/29/2022 Sheriff's Office Filing and Service Costs 40.00$                   

11/29/2022 USPS Filing and Service Costs 9.90$                     

11/29/2022 Postage Filing and Service Costs 9.00$                     

11/29/2022 Parking Hearing/Trial Expenses 12.00$                   

12/2/2022 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 114.60$                

12/5/2022 ImPark Hearing/Trial Expenses 6.00$                     

12/6/2022 Scanlan Stone Court Reporter Fees 597.00$                

12/14/2022 Uber Hearing/Trial Expenses 41.72$                   

12/14/2022 ImPark Hearing/Trial Expenses 29.00$                   

1/30/2023 File & Serve Filing and Service Costs 14.34$                   

2/2/2023 NameCheap - website domain Class Notice - 2021 Certification 14.76$                   

2/10/2023 Exibit Tabs for filing Filing and Service Costs 13.44$                   

2/14/2023 Postage Filing and Service Costs 10.45$                   

5/5/2023 File Serve Filing and Service Costs 138.89$                

6/3/2023 Scanlan Stone Court Reporter Fees 600.00$                

6/13/2023 San Francisco Recorder's Office Fact and Legal Research Costs 273.58$                

6/13/2023 File and Serve Filing and Service Costs (estimate for 6/13/23 Motion) 109.00$                

6/27/2023 File and Serve Filing and Service Costs (estimate for 6/27/23 Motion) 109.00$                

9/15/2023 CourtCall - B. Devine Hearing/Trial Expenses 94.00$                   

9/15/2023 CourtCall - K. Seeger Hearing/Trial Expenses 94.00$                   

10/17/2023 CourtCall - B. Devine Hearing/Trial Expenses 94.00$                   

10/17/2023 CourtCall - K. Seeger Hearing/Trial Expenses 94.00$                   

TOTAL 11,490.48$   
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