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November 25, 1997 (&Tws <)
VIA: FAX ONLY

Doug Witmer
Nationwide Insurance Company

Re: Berg v. Lindgren

Dear Mr. Witmer:

On November 12, 1997, I wrote you a letter rzquesting certain
information. To date I have not had the privilege of a response.

Please give me a call at your most earliest comvenience.

Very truly yours,

Bew Mayerson

BJIM/bs

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 50 (Page 1 of 16)

334 R. 2916a
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JRNEYS
10 VIAYERSON

MARGARET R CONNORS

EXHIBIT

M-8

THE MAYERSON LAW OFFICES, P.C.

123 WEST MAIN STREET BUSINESS MANAGER
TRAPPE, PA. 19426 MARK DEZURA

TEL (610) 489 -2800 15T PARTY /MEDICAL PARALEGAL

PLAINTIFF'S

ALL-STATE® [NTERNATIONAL

ERIC BUSCH* FAX (610) 489 -2366 JANICE SUDZINA
<

BENSAMIN L. MAYERS,‘ON OFFICES ALSO AT

MICHAEL G. MOYER SPRING CITY, PA 19475

* st membet of New farey bee

December 2, 1997

VIn: FAX ONLY

Doug Witmer
Nationwide Insurance Company

Re:

Berg v. Lindgren

Dear Mr. Witmer:

on November 3, 1997, I wrote you a letter requesting certain

information. On November 25, 1997, I wrote}again after no response

to my letter as well as jgeyeral

homn

ssages. I 1éft another

‘message this afternoon and’trust thgxéémbination of this fax and my
previous reguests will invoke a responding telephone call from you
at your most earliest convenience.

The Unfair Claims Settlement Practices Act, Title 31 section

146.5 titled, Failure to Acknowledge Pertinent Information, states

at section (c), “An appropriate reply shall be made within 10
working. days _on ... - communications from a claimant which
réedsonably “suggest that a-responsetis expected.” It has riow been

a month and you

ve not responded to my initial regquest, my second

réquest nor-any of my numerous phone messages.

Please favor me with an immediate phone call.

Very truly yours,

—
/

Ber Mayerson

BIM/bs

cC:

Dan Berg

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 50 (Page 2 of 16)

335

R.2917a
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PLAINTIFF'S |
EXHIBIT
PosT & ScHELL, P.C.

ATTORNEYS AT Law M

ALL-STATE® BTERUTIOMAL
1 8O0 Jorn F. Kenneoy BoutLevaro
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103-7480
(2151 587-i000
FACSIMIE: (21 S) 537-1 444
ADAMS PLACE - SURE 2 ATH FLOGR 237 M. PRINCE STREST 240 GRANDVIEN AVEN(E “nE BERXS - SUTTE 24
7O WHITE HORSE ROAD 801 HAMILTON MALL LANCASTER, PA | 7800 CAMPHILL, PA 17C1 550| WAS:D‘%TGN 5"»—%"5
VOQRHEES, 8J 08043 ALLENTOWN, PA 18101 {7171 294-4532 T 73-1070 READING. PA | ey )
{5QV 827-8900 18101 4330193 FAX: (717) 291-1 809
FAX: {8Q%) 627-445§

FAX ITU7V 731 i 585 81013752253
FAX: (810f 4323972 FAX: (81C) 752255

MATHEWN STCCt. Esseaac
215 5873820
June 1; 1998 HEo @Porrtere oo

Benjamin Mayerson, Esquire
123 Main Street
Trappe, PA 19426

RE: Bergv. Lindgren, et al.
CCP, Berks County, No. 98-813

Dear Mr. Mayerson:

In response to our conversation of May 8, 1998 during which you advised that your clients
intend to dispose of or sell the vehicle which is at isste in this case, please be advised that we do
wish to have an expert inspect the vehicle. EitherI or the expert will be in touch with youto arrange
a time for this inspection. We therefore expect that the vehicle will be maintained in its present
condition until our inspection is comnplete.

Thank you.
Very truly yours,
POST & SCHELL, P.C.
/_ o /. o
LS T D
Matthew Stool
MS:jam
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THE MAYERSON LAW OFFICES, P.C.

BNEYS 123 WEST MAIN STREET BUSIVESS MANAGER

MAYERSON TRAPPE, PA, 19426 HARK DEZRA
MARGARET R. CONNORS y age

TEL (610) 489 - 2800 IST PARTY / MEDICAL PARALEGAL

BENIAMIN J. MaYERSON FAX (610) 489 - 2366 IANICE SUDZVA

MICHAEL G. MOYER®

*ilsa member of New Jesey bar

OFFICES ALSC AT
SPRING CITY, PA 19473

June 12, 1998

Matthew Stool, Esquire

Post & Schell, pP.C.

1800 John F. Kennedy Blvd.
Philadelphia, PA 19103-7480

Re:

Berg v. Lindgren, et al
Berks County, No. 98-813

Dear Mr. Stool:

additional thirty (30) days. Please schedule another appointm
with the Bergs at your earliest opportunity. You should be aw
that the longer the vehicle is maintained the greater will k= ou

Please be advised that we will maintain the wvehicle for a-
wen

xa

T

actual damanges due to lease payments and insurance.

Very truly yours,
2

Benjamin J. Mayerson

BJM/bs

cC:

Mr. and Mrs. Dan Berg
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337

R. 2919a



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

From: Dolan & Mayacson PLFax: +1 {610} 806-1575 To: Michael Nelson, Frank  Fax: +1 {215) 358-5101 Page 230f) 335/2‘41201:!&2'3“% R

POST & ScHELL, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AT Law

1 800 JoHs F. Kenneoy BouLEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PA 191Q3-7480

{2151 587-1000
Facaming: (213) 587-1 444

\DAMS PLACE » SUMTE 3 237 N, PRISCE STREET Z40 GAAMVIEW A I 2eRUSuALE - ST e
Q) WHITE HCRS £ ROAD 801 NAMLTDN MALL LANCASTER, PA | 7803 CAMP HILL P4 l70l v P D
(QORKEES. K] QB0 AULENTOWN, P& 18101 7171 201-a832 ITI31-1010
{go%) 8 27-8900 (8401 4330103 FAX 17171 2911009 FAXIITIN 7351063
ax; 16091 427-243 3 FA%: 18101 433.2072 FIX: (2100 3TEDZAN
MaTTgx SToc, Satumen
. ' 215 2ar-s922
~Tuly 6, 1998 - : e

SENT VIA TELEFAX (610) 489-2366 & REGULAR VAT

Hy Mayerson, Esquire

Mayerson Law Offices
" 123 West Main Street

Trappe, PA 19426

RE: Bergv. Lindgren, Chrysler Plymouth, Inc. and Nationwide ¥utual Fire Insuran‘ce
Company, et al., Berks County CCP, No. 98-813

Dear Mr. Mayerson:

This will confirm our conversation of today.  You agreed that you have no objection ©
Nationwide dnd its representatives pecforming an initiat inspection of the Berg's vehicle while reserving
our right to have an automotive expert perform 2 SEEaNd mspection. We sgreed that [ would coordinate
the details of the mspechon including the time, place and persons performing the inspection, and advise
you of these matiers in advance. You also asked that a representative of your choosing be presentat
each of the inspections to be performed on behalfoantlonwxde Mutual Insurance Compan\

{ also agreed that I would advise you as scon as possible regarding the dcposmon oer Doug
Van of Crawford after my discussions with my client and the attomeys forLindgren Chuysleg Pl»moud:-_
Please (et me know immediately if this letter does ot aceurately repressnt Our agrezments.

Thank you!
Very truly yours, ‘ ‘
POST & SCHEEL P, C
Mok 2
Matthew Stool
MS:jam se0a sz

—_—

790,

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 50 (Page 5 of 16)
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AUG 28 1998 15:16 FR

TO 91518469236 P.E2 e
PLAINTIFF'S
PosT & ScHeLL, P.C. EXHIBIT
ATTORNETS AT Law /V-/?
1 80C JoHN F. KENNEDT BOULEVARD ALL-STATED IKTERRATIONAL
PHILADELPHIA, PA 1 9103-7480
TS 3871000
Facsmact: {215} SE7-1 444
Al AalE . 8UMT 3 ATH FLOCR 237 N. PRINCE STREET 240 GPANTYEIW AvErLE THE BERKSHME « 8UITE 208
7Q WHITL HGRSE AQAD B3| HAHILTTH MALL. LANCASTER, PA | 7803 CAMF HILL PR 17Q11 BQ |} WASHBTDN T
VCORHEES, Ml Q83T ALLENTOWN, mA 181a] 717 2014532 17171 731-197¢C RLADING, FA | DCOD
18Q0) 82 7-a O, A3CT IR FAX; (2171 ZQ-) 3CQ P I7171 73141985 G101 I75-22%8
. FAX: 1840 822-4481 FAX: (5)0) 43733072 FAY: (8101 375-2283
MICHADL A S0 S5CH, ESCURE
. .. . 2151 337 475
August 20, 1998 .
VIAFAX & REGULAR MAIL
Ben Mayerson, Esquire

Mayerson Law Offices
123 West Main Sweet
Trappe, PA 19426

RE: Bergv, Lindgren, Chrysier Plymouth, Ine. and Nationwide Mutual Fire Insurance
Company, et al., Berks County CCP, No. 98.813

Dear Me. Mayerson:

This will confirm that the inspection of the subject vehicle will taks place on-Angust 21,
1998, Mr. Berg has requested that the vehicle be picked up at his house and driven to the inspection
at Lindgren Chrysler Plymouth. This will also confirm your agreement that this inspection will not
preclude Defendants from requesting.an additional inspection at a later date. '

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any quesions, Thank you for your
cooperation.
Very truly yours,
POST & SCHELL, P.C.

i

. NELSON
MRN/Tab

cc: Eric A. Vogel, Esquire

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 50 (Page 6 of 16)
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From: Dolas & Mayarsan PCFax: +1 (610) 906-1575 To: Michael Nelson, Fraak ! Fax: +1 {215) 358-5101 Page 2daf 335/24/2013 323 xmy.

oo

PosT & ScHew, P.C.

ATTORNEYS AT Law

1800 JoHM F. Kenneoy BouLevaro
PHILDELPHA, PA {91 03-7480

(2151 587-1000
Facamns: (215) 587-1aaa

Trappe, PA 19426

RE:  Berg v. Lindgren, Chrysler Plymouth, Inc. and Nationwide Murnal Fice
) Insurance Company, et al, Berks County CCP, No. 93-813

Dear Mr. Mayerson:
As you are aware, 2 preliminacy inspestion of your client’s vehicle occured on August 21,

1998 at the Lindgren Chryslér Plymouth Dealership. This inspection lasted approximately oce howr
and visual observations and superficial hand measurements wece made of the vehicle,

I have been told that, in order to properly measure this vehicle to detérmine if it wes

improperly repaired, the vehicle will need to be disassembled and placed on a frame measuring:
instrument. Lindgrea Chrysler Plymouth has such an instrument and [ am proposing to them, as well

as you, that your client’s vehicle be taken to Lindgren Chrysler Plymouth, where the vehicle be

disassembied and that the front end structural components be properly measured. It iy mv
understanding that only then can a three dimensional measurement for critical points be wken
accurately. Irisalso my understanding that a direct-compagson of all dimensionswill ba-essential
for a comprehensive vehicle evaluation. This activity will require the removal and reigstallation of
numerous components that are retained by mechanical fasteners such ag screws, bolts, azdor
specialized clips. The removal will likely include, but not be limited to, tices, racker panel moldings,
skid plates, splash shields, bumper cover, grill, header panel, and lamps. The carpeting in the
passenger compartment may also need to be lifted to inspect the repairs. It has been estimared that
the time to disassemble and reassemble the vehicle will take approdimately two davs. [ am
proposing that a Lindgren Collision Repair technician perform al] aspects of the disassembly..
measuring and reassembling of this vehicle. Appropriate persous on behalf of plaintffs and
Mationwide (and, of course, Lindaren) could be present during this pracess. Would vou please
comespond with me as soon as practical as fo whether or not your client is willing to go forward with

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 50 (Page 7 of 16)
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AQAMS PLACE « SUME 3 AT RLooR 237 n, <
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vmES KT IR FEBEED SRt -
FAX: 1800) 627-445 1 FAX 16(0Y 4222073 FAITIT 20141800 FAG 74D T31- 1805
September 16, 1998 - S
Hy Mayerson, Esquire )
Mayerson Law Offices
123 West Main Street
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f 335024/2013 3:23
Dolan & Mayesson BCF a2 +1 (§10) 9061675 To: Michaet Nolson, Frank t Fax: +1 (215) 358-5101 Page 250l
Fram: Colan 1 3
. :
H
- Hy Mayerson, Esquire ]
June 24, 1998
Page 2

this process. If you will nat willingl

y go forward thh this approach, T wifl consul with my clieat
‘about the pussibility of fillng aviotic

0t Conipe s chsassembly andTaspéction. T T T

‘thhae[ R, Nelson
MRNsms
ce: Eric Vogel, Esquire

231a
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EYS
1. .AYERSOM
VARGARET R. COMNORS
DONALD S. LiTvaAN*
IENIAMIN J. MAYERSON
DAvID E. SCHREI(BER

“Master of Foreruic Sciences
Alsa Admiited DC, MD, & VA

THE MAYERSON LAW OFFICES, P.C.

123 WEST MAIN STREET
TRAPPE, PA. 19426
TEL (610) 439 - 2800
FAX (610) 489 - 2366

OFFICES ALSO AT
SPRING CITY, PA 19475

BUSINESS MANAGR
MARK DEZLRA

157 RARTY / MEDICAL PARATEGAL
IANICE SUDZINA
LESLIE WEIE

VIA:

Décember L1, 1598

FAYX AND CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT

William D. Longo, Esquire
Margolis Edelstein

The Curtis Center, 4th Floor
Independence Mall West
Philadelphia, PA 19100

Michael Nelson, Esquire

Post & Schell, P.C.

1800 J.F.X. Blvd., 19th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Frederick McGavin, Esquire
527 Elm Street

PO Box 399
PR 19603

Reading,

REQUESTED

Re: Berg v. Lindgren Chrysler-Plymouth, Inc., et al
Berks County, No. 98-813

Gentlemen:

Please be advised that the Berg’'s lease will terminate next
week and they will need to turn in the vehicle.

Upon your receipt of this letter kindly contact me immediately
to advise of your position on the disposition of this vehicle.

BJIM/bs

Very truly yours,

;Ziiz;ji/;. Mayerson

cc: Mr. and Mrs. Daniel Berg

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 50 (Page 9 of 16)
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Post & ScHett, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AT Law

1 800 JoHn F. KeNNEDY BOULEYARD
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103-7480

{2151 587-1000
Facsimie: (2 1 5) 587-1444

ADAMS PLACE - SUITE 3 4TH FLOOR 237 N, PRINCE STREET 240 GRANDVIEW AVENUE THE BERKSHIAE - SUNE 205
7O | WHITE HORSE ROAD B0 | HAMILTON MALL LANCASTER, PA 17603 CAMF HILL, PA 17011 SQ1 WASHINGTON STREET
VOORHEES, Nd 08043 ALLENTOWN. PA 1810} (717Y291-4532 T 731970 REAQING, BA | 9603
16091 627-8900 (6101 4330193 FAX: (7171 291-1602 FAX 7171 731-1985 6101 375-2258
FAX: 16OD) 827-4451 FAX: (61 Q1 433-3972 FAX: (6101 375-2263

JULIE A, CIARK

O o ~N O

(215) S87-6630
December 24 1998 - JCLanx@PostSemtr.con
>
FILE NO. 292-1 00492

Via Fax qnd First Class Mail
Benjamin J. Mayerson, Esyatre
123 West Main Street

Trappe, PA 19426

RE: Bergv.Lindgren Chrysler-Plymouth, Inc.

Dear Mr. Mayerson:

On Wednesday, December 23, 1998, Nationwide Mutual Insurance

Company’

to buy the Jeep Grand Cherokee curréhtly leased by the Bergs.
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J4Clhs
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[ “PLAINTIFFS
EXHIBIT

N-32

ALLSTATE® INTERMATIONAL

THE MAYERSON LAW OFFICES, P.C. e

. NEYS

Hy MAYERSON
MARGARET R. CONNORS
DONALD S. LITMAN*

123 WEST MAIN STREET BUSIVESS MaNAGER
TRAPPE, PA. 19426 ARK DEZURA,
TEL (610) 489 - 2800 157 PARTY / MEDICAL PARALEGAL

FAX (610) 489 - 2366 JANICE SUDZDSA

BENJIAMIN I, MAYERSON LESLIE WHITS

DAvID E. SCHREIBER OFFICES ALSO AT

SPRING CITY, PA 19473

*Master af Facensie Scicnces
Alse Admined OC, MD, & YA

VIA: FAX AND FIRST CLASS MAIL

William D. Longo, Esquire
Margolis Edelstein

The Curtis Center, 4th Floor
Independence Mall West
Philadelphia, PA 19100

Michael Nelson, Esquire

Post & Schell, P.C. .. .
1800 J.F.K. Blvd., 19th Floor ’

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Re: Berg v. Lindgren Chrysler-Plymouth, Inc., ef &l
Berks County, No. 98-813

Gentlemen:

As you are aware, we have been attempting toc wmaks appropriate

arrangements for a proper expert inspection of this vehicle for
both defendants. Previously, Nationwide = to make
arrangements for the inspectiomn to take place at Lindgren’s body
shop and requested to maintain possession of the vehicle over night
at the Lindgren facility. After we expressed concern of Defendants
maintaining possession of the vehicle over night ws attempted to
make arrangements for th nspection to take place at a neutral
location.

5

&

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 50 (Page 11 of 16)
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Berg v. Lindgren
December 28, 1998
Page 2

Please advise if we are in agreement on this poinz., W= would
welcome any suggestions regarding an appropriate facility

Very truly yours,

Ben Mayerson

cc: Dan Berg
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. -ORNEYS

HY MAYERSON
MARGARET R. CONNORS
DoNALD S. LITMAN*
BENIAMIN J. MAYERSON
DAVID E. SCHREIBER

“Master of Foseasic Seiences
Also Admined 0C, MD, & VA

THE MAYERSON LAW OFFICES, P.C.

123 WEST MAIN STREET
TRAPPE, PA. 19426
TEL (610) 489 - 2800
FAX (610) 489 - 2366

QFFICES ALSO AT
SPRING CITY, PA 19475

1st_PARTY / MEDICAL PARALEGAL
JANICE SUDZINA
LESLIE WHITE

uary. 6, 1999

VIA: FAX & FIRST CLASS MAIL

William D. Longo, Esquire
Margolis Edelstein

The Curtis Center, 4th Floor
Indepandence Mall West
philadelphia, PA 19100

Michael Nelson, Esquire

post & Schell, P.C.

1800 J.F.K. Blvd., 1%th Flooxr
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Frederick McGavin, Esquire
527 Elm Street

PO Box 399

Reading, PA 19603

Re: Berg v. Lindgren Chrysler-Plymouth, Inc., et al
Berks County, No. 98-813

Gentlemen:

d to the Berg vehicle.

I attempted to contact Mr. Longo and Mr. Nelson today without
success. Upon your receipt of this letter please contact me SO
that we may make appropriate arrangements in the best interest of

all parties.

Very truly yours,

é s r T - )//VVM/ < /égj;_

Benjgpin J. Mayerson

BJM/bs
cec: Mr. and Mrs. Daniel Berxrg

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 50 (Page 13 of 16)
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FPosTt & ScHEewL, P.C,
ATTORNEYS AT Law

ALLSTATE® INTERMATI R0y
1800 JoHN F. KENNEDY BouLevAaRD

PHILADELPHIA, PA |91 03-7480

(2151 587-1000
FACSIMILE: (2151 587-1444

ADAMS PLACE « SUMTE 3 FLOOR 2:17 N. PRINCE STREET 24C SPANCVIEW AVENUE THE BERKSHIRE - sur= 205
701 WHITE HORSE RQAQ 801t HAMILTDN MatL LANCASTER, PA |7sa:1 CAMP =t Ay 1701 ' SO WASNINGTEN STRESw
VOORHEES, My 08043 ALLENTOWN, PA 18101 “197 READING. PA | 603
180 627-8900 (8101 4330193 FAX T 7Y 291 |ua9 FAX: (7t 7Ty 731 1955 (8101 3752253
FAX: (809) 827-445 ¢ FAX: (6101 433.3972 FAX: 18401 3752257

T STOCC ESSRE
{2151 5875920
January 8’ 1999 Moo @Pam S oo

FILE NO. 55583
Via Fax and First Class Mail

Benjamin J. Mayerson, Esquire
The Mayerson Law Offices, P.C.
123 West Main Street

Trappe, PA 19426

RE: Bergv. Lindgren Plymouth, Inc. and Nationwide Mut. Fire Ins. Co., et al.
Berks County CCP, No. 98-813

Dear Mr. Mayerson:

In response to you: letter dated Ji anuary 6, 1999
Ifisurance:Co

thenext ten blisiness'davy

possession:of the-vehicle. ,
al possessions fromg the and to leave’
peration, maintentance, and repair (such as the

easefurther instrict your clients {6 remove all pe
with the vehicle all documents pertaining to its o
owner’s manual and warranty information).

The vehicle wﬂl be_stored at Egan Self Storaoe in Kenhorst PA.

Very truly yours,

Haed _see

Matthew Stool

MS/jac
cc: William D. Longo, Esquire
Frederick McGavin, Esquire

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 50 (Page 14 of 16)
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RNEYS

HAYERSON
MARGARET R. CONNORS
DOMALD S. LITMAN®
BEMJIAMIN . MAYERSON
DAVID E. SCHRE{BER

"Master of Forensic Scieaces
Alss Admiced B, MD, & VA

THE MAYERSON LAW OFFICES,

123 WEST MAIN STREET
TRAPPE, PA. 19426
TEL (610) 489 - 2800
FAX (610) 489 - 2366

OFFICES ALSO AT
SPRING CITY, PA 19475

P.C.

IsT_PARTY / MEDICAL PARALEGAL
1L PARTY ! MEDICAL PARAIEGAL
JANICE SUDZINA.

LESUIE WiITE

Farmary-12;-1999

VIA: FAX & FIRST CLASS MAIL

Matthew Stool, Equire

Post & Schell, P.C.

1800 JF.K. Blvd., 19th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Re:  Berg v. Lindgren Chrysler-Plymouth, Inc., et al

Dear Mr. Stool:

Please allow this letter to confirm your telephone conversation with Attorney Donald
Litman at 8:30 this morning. Therein, we made it clear that we must resol

ve the storage issue
as noted in our lewters of December 28, 1998 and January 11, 1999 today.

If either Defendant requires more than 30 days a reasonable extension will be granted.
As the record clearly reflects our efforts over the past several months to facilitate an inspection
by Defendants’ experts, this last minute delay in responding to our reasonable requests merely
impedes resolution of our mutual evidentiary concerns.

Please respond to this letter by 3:00 PM today.

Very truly yours,
/

Ben Mayerson
cc: William D. Longo, Esquire

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 50 (Page 15 of 16)
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. 27of 33502412043 323
Frem: Dolan & Mayarsen PCFax: +1 (610) 906-1575 To: Michae! Nefson, Frank F Fax: +1 (215} 3585101 Page 270l FLNNJEPS .
: EOiET - |
POsT & Schewl, p.c, HETY
ATTORNEYS AT Law A
' 1800 Jonn F, KENNEDY BOULEVARD o
o

PHLACELPHIA, PA |19 103-7480

(215) %387-1000 -
Freamie: (215) $87-1 444

ADAMA PLACE - SUFE 3 124% s, CEDAR CREST BoUtEVARD 237 N, PRINCE STREET 240 GAMNCVEY avOL D
701 WHITE HORSE AQAD 3UrTE 300 ICASTER, PA }7003 P HLL Pa 1705 1
VOORHEES, HJ 08043 12103

. PA
101 4330183

211 731-1970
FAX:.tBIQN 4330972

71N Z29(-a832
FAX: {717V 291000 FAX: (7071 7211 gag
FAX: 180D 02 7-443)

Ay e i,

2131 237-5920
»EDC SR So et A

January 13, 1999 ‘

. FLINC. 100255

Donald Litman, Esquire
Mayerson Law Offices
123 West Main Street
Trappe, PA 19426

RE: Bergv. Lindgren Chrysler-Plymouth and Nationwide Mutual Tusarance Co.
Dear Mr. Litman:

With regard to the storage of the subject vehicle, the Company is willing @ cardfe that it -
will provide your office with at least 48 hours notice of intent fo | the
storage site. The:Comparvisaliasnii rhify that it will pigvi g
the storage facility With 48 hours notice of your inteut to inspect the vehicle.

‘ pas
cysito.the facility.  Of course, all reasoaable meansSall ba jad 1w
¢ tegrity of the evidence.

y -

cle or visit the

i contract with Sumiil Bank for i

“:Please let me know ifthis storage aﬁangeiueﬁﬁ is
agceptahlz to you

Very truly yours,

Maithesv Stogl, Esquire

MS/mas

Anen

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 50 (Page 16 of 16)
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ExwisR 1

" PosT & SCHELL, P.C.
ATTORNEYS: AT LAW

1 8OO JoHn F.. KERNEDY Bou:.zw}nn
PrnabELPHIA, PA 18103-7480

121 51 $87-1000
Facsme: L2151 SB7-1aa4

ADAMS PLACE.- SUIE 3 <V FU
FOV WHITE ORaE RBAD " a0 wmw:cn st

 2ain ERINCE: sv—u-r
: PA
VOORKEES, K2 O8C4D ALLENTOWN, PA unol i

no:

(S0P 827-8 G101 A33-Q1D; se
FRCAE D) DT S-R2E3

000
FAX: 1800) 6272451 FAX: 16 1 OF 433+ 397:

Mazmgw SToaL, EsTuTs
12153 S57-5920
B

Tupe 1, 1998

Benjamin Mayerson, Esauire
123 Main Street
Trappe, PA 19426

RE: Berg v. Lindgren, et al.
CCP, Berks County, 0. 98-813

" Dear Mr. Mayerson:

i . JInresponseto pur.conversation.of May:8, 1938 during whicti you advised that your clizois
intend to dispose of or sell the vehicle which is: at issug in this case, please be advised that we do -
wish to have an expert inspect the vehicle. ‘EitherT orthe expert will be i totich with youto arrznge
a time for this inspection. We therefore expect that the vehicle will be maintained inis present

12
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condition until otir inspection is compleéie, .

“Thank you,

MSjam

PHOTOCOPY OF DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO.

Very truly yours,

POST & SCHELL, P.C.

)
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g

Matthew Stool

EXHIBIT
O
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[N]L
FIEE Nelson Levine
de Luca & Hamilton ..

Focused on the Business of insurance™

Frank McKnight, IV : 518 Township Line Road

Assaciate Suite 300

D; 215.358.5197 Blue Bell, PA 19422

C: 215.696.6285 P: 215.358.5100

fmcknight@nldhlaw.com F:215.358.5101
June 27, 2013

Via FedEx Qvernight Delivery

Benjamin J. Mayerson, Esquire
Dolan & Mayerson, P.C.

1800 High Street, Suite 150
Pottstown, PA 19464

Re: Daniel and Sheryl Berg v. Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
No. 98-813

Dear Mr. Mayerson:

Enclosed are Defendant Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company’s Answers and
Objections to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories Served May 28, 2013 and Answers and Objections to
Plaintiffs’ Request for Production of Documents Served May 28, 2013.

Very truly yours,

NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HAMILTON
b & e '}ﬁ'm%i* T

G. Frank McKnight, IV

GFM/jtm
Enclosure

g EXHIBIT
% No. 82
& RO (ali7]3

www.nidhlaw.com

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 52 (Page 1 of 10)
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NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HAMILTON ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT
G. FRANKLIN MCKNIGHT, ESQUIRE NATIONWIDE MUTUAL
IDENTIFICATION NO.: 85701 INSURANCE COMPANY
518 TOWNSHIP LINE ROAD, SUITE 300
BLUE BELL, PA 19422
(215) 358-5100
DANIEL BERG and SHERYL BERG
Plaintiffs, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
v. BERKS COUNTY

NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE CO.

CIVIL ACTION NO.: 98-813

Defendants,

DEFENDANT NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY’S
ANSWERS AND OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’
INTERROGATORIES SERVED MAY 28,2013

Defendant, Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company (hereinafter “Nationwide™) through
its undersigned counsel, Nelson Levine de Luca & Hamilton, LLC, hereby answers and objects
to the Interrogatories propounded by Plaintiffs as follows:

1. Please identify and define the term “LEAP” as referenced in the document attached
hereto as Exhibit “A”, titled “PENNRO LITIGATION STRATEGY — 1993,” and as

entered into the Bergs’ electronic claim file on July 22, 1998, at 10:56 AM, by David
Cole.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only
for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing
remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,
e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920
A2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited
purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)

(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and
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discovery in this matter has been closed since Dacember 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have

their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all

discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant
further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.

P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,

oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court

lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior

Court’s remand.  See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that

the Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

2. Pertaining to attorney fees paid through the jury trial in 2004, please provide the
total dollar amount Nationwide paid its attorneys in the above captioned case,
through the conclusion of the jury trial ending in December of 2004, including post-
trial motions filed by Nationwide in 2005.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only

for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing

remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,

e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920

A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited

purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)

(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and

discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have

their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all
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discovery prior to the first trial op their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant

further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.

P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,

oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court

lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior

Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the

Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

3. Pertaining to all other costs incurred through 2004, please provide the total dollar
amount Nationwide expended through the conclusion of the jury trial ending in
December of 2004, for all other costs not identified above, specifically including all
expert witness fees and related expenses.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only

for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing

remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,

e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920

A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited

purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)

(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and

discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have

their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all

discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant

further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.
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P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to causé Defendant unreascnable annoyance,
oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court
lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior
Court’s remand. See,A e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the
Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

4. Pertaining to attorney fees paid between jury trial in 2004 and the non-jury trial in
2007, please provide the total dollar amount Nationwide paid its attorneys,
beginning from the conclusion of post-trial motions following the jury phase,
through post-trial motions in the non-jury phase.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only

for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing

remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories.

See, e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township,

920 A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited

purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order” may not be decided on remand”)

(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and

discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have

their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all
discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant
further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.

P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,

oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court
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lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior

Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the

Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is mot reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

5. Pertaining to all other costs incurred between 2004 and 2007, please provide the
total dollar amount Nationwide expended from the conclusion of post-trial motions
following the jury phase, through post-trial motions in the non-jury phase, for all
other expenses not identified above, specifically including all expert witness fees and
related expense.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only

for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing

remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera teview of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,

e.g, Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd, Ridley Park Township, 920

A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited

purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)

(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and

discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have

their bad faith claim certified for trial Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all
discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant
further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.
P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,
oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court

lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior

Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the
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Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is mot reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

6. Please provide the sum total expended in defense of the above captioned case, from
the first attorney invoice in 1998, through April 24, 2013, when the Supreme Court
of Pennsylvania denied Nationwide’s Petition for Allowance of Appeal, including all
expert witness fees and related expenses.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only

for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing

remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,

e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920

A2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited

purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)

(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and

discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2003, when Plaintiffs moved to have

their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all
discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant
further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R, Civ.

P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,

oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court

lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior

Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the

Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.
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NELSON LEVINE de LUCA and HAMILTON

Ny T

G. Frank McKnight, IV

518 Township Line Road, Suite 300
Blue Bell, PA 19422

(215) 358-5100

Attorneys for Defendant,

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
Dated: June 27, 2013
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NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HAMILTON
G. FRANKLIN MCKNIGHT, ESQUIRE
IDENTIFICATION NO.: 85701

518 TOWNSHIP LINE ROAD, SUITE 300
BLUE BELL, PA 19422

(215) 358-5100

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT

NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE
COMPANY

DANIEL BERG and SHERYL BERG
Plaintiffs,
v.

NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE CO.

Defendants,

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
BERKS COUNTY

CIVIL ACTION NO.: 98-813

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1, G. Frank McKnight, IV, Esquire, hereby certify that a true and correct copy of

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company’s Answers and Objections to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories

was served on June 27, 2013, upon counsel listed below by electronic mail and U.S. First Class

Mail.

Benjamin J. Mayerson, Esquire
Dolan & Mayerson, P.C.
1800 High Street, Suite 150
Pottstown, PA 19464
Ben@610law.com

NELSON LEVINE de LUCA and HAMILTON

By:

Dated: June 27,2013

2&§k7m§%&%ék3]§;

G. Frank McKanight, IV

518 Township Line Road, Suite 300
Blue Bell, PA 19422

(215) 358-5100

Attomeys for Defendant,
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
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——— — preclude Defendants from requesting’ an-additional inspection-at a leter dates-

MICHATL R HESCH, S30URE
(213 3BT ATS

August 20, 1998

VIA FAX & REGULAR MAIL
Ben Mayerson, Esquire
Maycrson Law Offices

123 West Main Sucet

Trappe, PA 19426

RE: Bergv. Lindgren, Chrysler Plymouth, Yoc and Nationwide Mutual Fire Insurance
Company, et sl., Berks County CCP, No. 98-813

Dcair Mr. Mayerson:

This will confirm that the inspection of the subject vehicle will ke placs on August 21,
1998, Mir. Berg has requested that the vehicle be picked up at his house and driven 1o the inspection
at Lindgren Chrysler Plymouth. This +will also confirm your agreement thet this inspection will not

. ‘Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any quessions. Thank you for your

cooperation.
Very truly yours,
POST & SCHELL, P.C.
§ DEFENDANT'S
B EXHIBIT K
MRN/lab 8 02
[TIENARAS

cc:  Eric A. Vogel, Esquire

: Additional
Exhibit
52

xx TOTFL PRGE.GZ K
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DANIEL BERG and SHERYL BERG, : COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Husband and Wife : BERKS COUNTY, PA
v. NO. 98-813

NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE
COMPANY, INC.

ORDER
Wednesday, August 21, 2013
Reading, Pennsylvania

Before The HONORABLE JEFFREY K. SPRECHER, Judge

APPEARANCES:

For the Plaintiffs: BENJAMIN MAYERSON, ESQUIRE
Dolan & Mayerson, PC
1800 East High Street
Pottstown, PA 19464

For the Defendant: WILLIAM O. KREKSTEIN, ESQUIRE
Nelson Levine DeLuca & Hamilton
518 Township Line Road
Suite 300
Blue Bell, PA 19422

Distribution: Original and two (2) copies filed with the Prothonotary’s Office for distribution to
each attorney listed above.

EXHIBIT

2
§ No. %23
2

i 133
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ORDER

AND NOW, this 33 day of , 2013, upon review of Omnibus Motion
of Plaintiffs, Daniel and Sheryl Berg, to Overrule Objections and Compel Specific Answers to
Plaintiff Bergs’ Interrogatories & Request for Production of Documents, Both Served May 28,
2013, and after review of Defendant Nationwide’s Answer, Memorandum of Law In Opposition,
Supplemental Memorandum of Law, and after oral argument held August 2, 2013, Plaintiffs’

Motion is granted in part, and denied in part, as follows:

‘2_(_ 1. Plaintiffs’ Motion is denied as to the Request for Production of
Documents but Defendant will be precluded from relying upon the requested
documents at trial, and Plaintiffs will be permitted to make reasonable argument
pertaining to the absence of said documents; and,

2§ 2. Plaintiffs’ Motion is granted as to all Interrogatories. Defendant

Nationwide shall produce verified answers to each of the six {6) Interrogatories
within 20 days from the date of this Order.

BY THE COURT:

Js/ Jeffrey K. Sprecher, J
JEFFREY k. SPRECHER, J.

MR}
N

15

1

Q3AI303Y

ENTRY OF THIS
ULE P.C.P. 236

g€ o 9T 9w Ell
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ADAMS PLACE - SUTE 3 FLoCR 227 M. FRINCE SYREET
7Ot WHITE HORSE ROAD BOI HAMILION MALL LANCASTER, PA§17S0D s
VOORHEES, NJ 06043 AULENTOWN, FA 18101 17171 2914502 FLN T
LSODI 527-8900, 15108 4330193 Fax. 17173 2031 609 FaX ATEPE TS
FAX: (6CH) BZT-aaS Fak: 16101 aDD-IETT

PosT & ScHELL, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AT Law

1 E00 JoHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PriapELPHIA, PA 1 9103-7480

t215)387-7000
Facsmne: 123 5) S87-1444

September 16, 1998

Hy Mayerson, Esquire

. Mayerson Law Offices

123 West Main Sireet
Trappe, PA 19426

RE: Berg v. Lindgren, Chrysler Plymouth, Inc.. apd Nationwide dIumal Fire
Insurance Company, et al, Berks County CCP, No. 98-813

Dear Mr. Mayerson:
As you ace aware, a preliminary inspection of your client’s vehicle occurred on August 21,
1998 at.the Lindgren Chrysler Plymouth Dealership. This inspection lasted approximately one hour

and vistal observations and superficial hand measurements were made of the vehicle.

I have been told that, in order to properly measure this ve‘hjicle to déetermine jf it was
improperly repaired, the vebicle will need to’be disassemibled and placed on a frame measuring

. instromént. Lindgren Chrysler Plymonth has such an instrument and I am proposing o them, as well

as you, that your client’s vehicle be taken to Lindgren Chiysler Plymouth, where the vehicle be
Gisassembied and that the font end struchural compenents be properly measureéd. It is my
understanding that only: then can 2 three dimensional measurement for eritical points bé tken
accurately. Ttisalso my undersianding thata direct comparison of all dimensions will be essential
for a comprehensive vehicle evaluation. This activity will require the rémoval and reinstallation of
nurierous’ components that-are retainéd by miechanical fasteners such as scraws, bolis, and'or
specialized clips. The removal will likely include, but not be limited to, tires, rocker paiel moldings.
skid plates, splash shields, bumper ‘cover, orill, header panel, and lamps. The carpefing in the
passenger compartment may also need to be lifted o inspect the repairs. Tt has been estimated that

- the- time. to disassernble and reassemble the vehicle will take approximately two days. 1am

proposing 'that'd Lindgren Collisior Repair technician perform all aspects of the disassembly.
measuring and reassembling of this vehicle. Appropriate persons on behalf of plaintiffs and
Nationwide (dnd, of course, Lirderen) could be present during this process. Would you please
corréspond with me as 'soon as practical as to whiether or not your client is willing 10 go forward with

Additional
Exhilpites

1580

EXHIBIT

N-2/

BULSTATE? INTLARANDRAL

EiFNDANfS 7
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Hy Mayerson, Esquire
June 24, 1998
Page 2

this prdcess. I£ you will not willingly go forward \viib this approach, 1 vp'li consultwith m¥ client
about the possibility of filing a Motion to Compel this disassembly @nd inspection. . )

‘ AMichael R. Nelson o

MRMN/sms
cc: Eric Vogel, Esquire
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Bl Nelson Levine
de Luca & Hamilton w.c

Focused on the Business of Insurance™

Frank McKnight IV 518 Township Line Road
D: 215.358.5197 Suite 300
C: 215.696.6285 Blue Bell, PA 19422
fmcknight@nlidhlaw.com P:215.358.5100

F:215.358.5101
September 23, 2013

Benjamin J. Mayerson, Esquire
Dolan & Mayerson, P.C.

1800 E. High Street, Suite 150
Pottstown, PA 19464

Re: Daniel and Sheryl Berg v. Nationwide Mutual Insurance Co.
CCP Berks County No. 98-813

Dear Mr. Mayerson:

Enclosed please find Defendant Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company’s Supplemental
Answers and Objections to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories Served May 28, 2013 per the Court’s
August 21,2013 Order.

Very truly yours,

NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HAMILTON
N3 Ml ds TC

G. Frank McKnight, IV

GFMJjtm
Enclosure

www.nidhlaw.com
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NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HAMILTON ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT

G. FRANKLIN MCKNIGHT, ESQUIRE NATIONWIDE MUTUAL
IDENTIFICATION NO.: 85701 INSURANCE COMPANY
518 TOWNSHIP LINE ROAD, SUITE 300
BLUE BELL, PA 19422
(215) 358-5100
DANIEL BERG and SHERYL BERG
Plaintiffs, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
v. BERKS COUNTY

NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE CO. CIVIL ACTION NO.: 98-813
Defendants,

DEFENDANT NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY’S
SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWERS AND OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’
INTERROGATORIES SERVED MAY 28, 2013

Defendant, Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company (hereinafter “Nationwide”) through
its undersigned counsel, Nelson Levine de Luca & Hamilton, LLC (“NLdH"), hereby answers
and objects to the Interrogatories propounded by Plaintiffs as follows:

1. Please identify and define the term “LEAP” as referenced in the document attached
hereto as Exhibit “A”, titled “PENNRO LITIGATION STRATEGY —1993,” and as

entered into the Bergs’ electronic claim file on July 22, 1998, at 10:56 AM, by David
Cole.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only
for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing
remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,
e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920
A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited
purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)

(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and
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discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have
their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all
discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant
further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.
P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,
oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court
lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior
Court’s remand.  See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that
the Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above objections, and
pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide denies that the term “LEAP” was
entered into the Bergs’ electronic claim file by David Cole as stated in the Interrogatory. On the
contrary, the Activity Log for the Bergs’ claim contains a message from Mr. Cole to “Legal
LEAP Clerk” stating “New suit opening.” During the trial on Plaintiffs’ bad faith claim, Mr.
Cole testified that he did not recall what LEAP stood for and recalled only that it was a

researching system. See Phase II Trial Transcript of Testimony of David Cole, at p. 470 lines 6-

10. By way of further answer, Nationwide states that {thesacronym:SEEAP? stands: for-*Loss

{Expense;:Agalysis: Program?

Theiprogram-is;a ;management=information:systenithat. storess

litigation and:expense data. for.the managerient-of litigation:Information: stored in the program
can include: profile of pending suits by line of business; incoming suit activity; closing activity;

pending suit volumes and trends; suit reserves; expense trends; closing information (settled,
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arbitrated, tried); assignments to inside verses outside counsel; number of assignments per firm;

average file expense per firm, and counsel evaluation forms.

2.

Pertaining to attorney fees paid through the jury trial.in 2004, please provide the
total dollar amount Nationwide paid its attorneys in the above captioned case,
through the conclusion of the jury trial ending in December of 2004, including post-
trial motions filed by Nationwide in 2005.

"OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only

for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing

remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in

camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s

opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,

e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920

A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited

purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)

(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and

discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have

their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all

discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant

further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.

P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,

oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court

lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior

Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the

Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.
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SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above objections, and

pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide states that.its'outside defense counisél:

billed Nationwide:$1,173,227.50 in fees relating to.this:matter frfom.its inception through Maith

31,2005 and Nationwide:paid this amount:These defense costs were incurred in response to
Plaintiffs’ allegations and the prosecution of this case by Plaintiffs’ counsel. Recognizing a
wide-ranging attack on Nationwide’s business practices, the trial court stated in its opinion that
“the pleading and discovery stages of this case took an inordinate amount of time to complete,
driven in large part by the multiple, ill-advised attempts by counse! for the Bergs to turn this ca;e
into a class action lawsuit.” Trial Court Opinion at p. 2; see also Berg docket.
3. Pertaining to all other costs incurred through 2004, please provide the total dollar
amount Nationwide expended through the conclusion of the jury trial ending in

December of 2004, for all other costs not identified above, specifically including all
expert witness fees and related expenses.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only
for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing
remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,
e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zonin;g Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920
A2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited
purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)
(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and
discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have
their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all

discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant
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further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.

P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,

oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court

Jacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior

Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the

Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above objections, and

pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide ‘states that its outside:counsel billed?

Nationwide $24,092;37-ifi- costs and expenses relating to this‘matter:from its inception: thfough

March 31, 2005 and Nationwide paid this amouiit. These defense costs were incurred in response

to Plaintiffs’ allegations and the prosecution of this case by Plaintiffs’ counsel. Recognizing a

wide-ranging attack on Nationwide’s business practices, the trial court stated in its opinion that

“the pleading and discovery stages of this case took an inordinate amount of time to complete,

driven in large part by the multiple, ill-advised attempts by counsel for the Bergs to turn this case

into a class action lawsuit.” Trial Court Opinion at p. 2; see also Berg docket.

4. Pertaining to attorney fees paid between jury trial in 2004 and the non-jury trial in
2007, please provide the total dollar amount Nationwide paid its attorneys,
beginning from the conclusion of post-trial motions following the jury phase,
through post-trial motions in the non-jury phase.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only

for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371 In the Opinion directing

remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s

opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories.
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See, e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township,
920 A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited
purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)
(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and
discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have
their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all
discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant
further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.
P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,
oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court
lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior
Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the
Interrogatory seeks’ information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence,

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above objections, and
pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide:states; that-itsoutside-counsel:billed
Nationwide:$682;500.00:in fees relating to:this‘matter:fromApril:l;:2005: through December:31;
2007:'and;-Nationwide paid: this-amount:4These defense costs were incurred in response to
Plaintiffs’ allegations and the prosecution of this case by Plaintiffs’ counsel. Recognizing a
wide-ranging attack on Nationwide’s business practices, the trial court stated in its opinion that
“the pleading and discovery stages of this case took an inordinate amount of time to complete,
driven in large part by the multiple, ill-advised attempts by counsel for the Bergs to turn this case

into a class action lawsuit.” Trial Court Opinion at p. 2; see also Berg docket.
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5. Pertaining to all other costs incurred between 2004 and 2007, please provide the
total dollar amount Nationwide expended from the conclusion of post-trial motions
following the jury phase, through post-trial motions in the non-jury phase, for all
other expenses not identified above, specifically including all expert witness fees and
related expense.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant Jitigation to this Court only
for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing
remand, the Superior Court furthel; stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,
e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920
A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited
purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)
(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and
discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have
their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all
discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant
further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.
P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,
oppression, burden and expensé. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court
lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior
Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the
Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above objections, and

pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide states that its outside counsel billed
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Nationwide’$3,283:35 in costs ‘and expenses-relating’to’ this Hatter:from-April-1, 2005 throughs

December :31;:2007 -and-Nationwide: paid this amount. These defense costs were incurred in
response to Plaintiffs’ allegations and the prosecution of this case by Plaintiffs’ counsel.
Recognizing a wide-ranging attack on Nationwide’s business practices, the trial court stated in its
opinion that “the pleading and discovery stages of this case took an inordinate amount of time to
complete, driven in large part by the multiple, ill-advised attempts by counsel for the Bergs to
turn this case into a class action lawsuit.” Trial Court Opinion at p. 2; see also Berg docket.

6. Please provide the sum total expended in defense of the above captioned case, from
the first attorney invoice in 1998, through April 24, 2013, when the Supreme Court
of Pennsylvania denied Nationwide’s Petition for Allowance of Appeal, including all
expert witness fees and related expenses.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remmanded the instant litigation to this Court only

for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing

remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,

e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920

A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited

purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)

(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and

discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have

their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all
discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant
further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.

P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,
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oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court
lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior
Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the
Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above objections, and

pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide states that its;outside counsel billed:#

sNationwide $2,081,424.54 iii fees;i costs;  and:expenses:relating:to.this:matter:from its.inceptiom

through April 24, 2013 and Nationwide ‘paid this amount.;These defense costs were incurred in
response to Plaintiffs’ allegations and the prosecution of this case by Plaintiffs’ counsel.
Recognizing a wide-ranging attack on Nationwide’s business practices, the trial court stated in its
opinion that “the pleading and discovery stages of this case took an inordinate amount of time to
complete, driven in large part by the multiple, ill-advised attempts by counsel for the Bergs to
turn this case into a class action lawsuit.” Trial Court Opinion at p. 2; see also Berg docket.
Furthermore, some of these fees are the result of appellate practice, including appellate practice

relating to Plaintiffs’ counsel’s failure to properly perfect his appeal.

NELSON LEVINE de LUCA and HAMILTON

g D Meoughls

G. Frank McKnight, IV

518 Township Line Road, Suite 300
Blue Bell, PA 19422

(215) 358-5100

Attorneys for Defendant,
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
Dated: September 23, 2013
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VERIFICATION

I, Richard Matsumoto, Consultant, Business Project Management, at Nationwide
Mutual Insurance Company, hereby states that [ am authorized to verify the foregoing
response to Interrogatory number 1 contained in Defendant Nationwide Mutual
Insurance Company’s Supplemental Answers and Objections to Plaintiffs’
Interrogatories Served May 28, 2013; that [ have read the foregoing response and know
the contents thercof; thal, although the matters are not entirely within my personal
knowledge, there is no individual employee of Nationwide who has personal knowledge
of all such matters; that the response was prepared with the assistance of employees of
and counsel for Nationwide; and that the response is true and correct to the best of my
knowledge, information and belief. I understand that this Verification is made subject to

the penalties of 18 Pa. C.S. §4904 relating to unswom falsification to authorities.

v/u( S Tes ey D

Signature

Date:_ 1 l 203
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YERIFICATION

1, Sean Costello, Managing Counsel at Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company,
hereby states that I am authorized to verify the foregoing response to Interrogatory
numbers 2-6 contained in Defendamt Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company’s
Supplemental Answers and Objections to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories Served May 28,
2013; that 1 have read the foregoing response and know the contents thereof; that,
although the matters are not entirely within my personal knowledge, there is no
individual employee of Nationwide who has personal knowledge of all such matters; that
the response was prepared with the assistance of employees of and counsel for
Nationwide; and that the response is true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information and belief. Iunderstand that this Verification is made subject to the penalties

of 18 Pa. C.S. §4904 relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

Date: /[/ZQ{ 7ol
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NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HAMILTON
G. FRANKLIN MCKNIGHT, ESQUIRE
IDENTIFICATION NO.: 85701

518 TOWNSHIP LINE ROAD, SUITE 300
BLUE BELL, PA 19422

(215) 358-5100

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT
NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE
COMPANY

DANIEL BERG and SHERYL BERG
Plaintiffs,
v.

NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE CO.

Defendants,

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
BERKS COUNTY

CIVIL ACTION NO.: 98-813

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1, G. Frank McKnight, IV, Esquire, hereby certify that a true and correct copy of

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company’s Answers and Objections to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories

was served on September 23, 2013, upon counsel listed below by electronic mail and U.S. First

Class Mail.

Benjamin J. Mayerson, Esquire
Dolan & Mayerson, P.C.
1800 High Street, Suite 150
Pottstown, PA 19464

Ben@610law.com

NELSON LEVINE de LUCA and HAMILTON

By:

AT Mty

G. Frank McKnight, IV

518 Township Line Road, Suite 300
Blue Bell, PA 19422

(215) 358-5100

Attorneys for Defendant,
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
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ATTORMEYS

Hy MAYERSON
MARGARET R. CONNORS
DONALD S. LITMAN*
BENJAMMN 1. MAYERSON
DaviD E. SCHREIBER

“Master of Farcasic Scieoces
Also Admined BC, b, & VA

THE MAYERSON LAW OFFICES, P.C.

123 WEST MAIN STREET
TRAPPE, PA. 19426
TEL (610) 489 -2800
FAX (610) 489 - 2366

OFFICES ALSO AT
SPRING CITY, PA 19475

October 13, 1998

PLAINTIFF'S
EXHIBIT
N-22

MUSTATES BIZRNATIONAL .

BUSINESS MANAGER
MARK DEZURA

Ist PARTY/MEDICAL PARALEGAL
JANICE SUDZRIA

LESLIE WHITE

PHOTOCOPY OF DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO.

Michael R. Nelson, Esquire
post & Schell, P.C.

1800 John F. Xennedy Blvd.
Philadelpbia, PA 19103-7480

Re: Bexg V. Lindgren, et al
Berks County, No. 98-813

Dear Mr. Nelson:

Enclosed please find a copy of a lettex which I have received
from Summit Bank.

In regaxrd to tively scheduled for October
28, 1598 please advise if the inspection will take ome day or Ewo.
I also need to know what time the inspection 18 scheduled to be
held, where the inspections is to be held and if anyone intends on
videotaping the inspection.

the inspection tenta

as I have confirmation from my expert as to his

DS BSoOon
1 will contact your ocffice.

availability
Very truly. yours,

penjamin J. Mayerson

BJIM/bS v DANT'S : B
Enclosure - EXHIBIT S
Mr. and Mxs. paniel Berg {w/englosurel : r g

cc:
Frederic McGaviD, Esquire {w/enclosurel

Erik V. Vogel, Esquire {w/enclosurel

Additional
Exhibit
54

1582
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One Bethichem Plan

M Bethlchem, Pennshania 15018
© BANK (510) S63-5411
October 8,1998

Benjamin J. Mayerson, Esquire
The Mayerson Law Offices

123 West Main Street

Trappe, PA 19426

RE: Daniel Berg
1996 Jeep Grand Cherokee
Lease No. 548-9316
Your Letter Dated September 26,1998

Dear Mr. Mayerson:

We do.not objéct to the disassembling of subject vehicle, in the manner and for the purposes
described in Michael R. Nelson’s letter of September 16, 1998.

n not objecting 10 said disassembling , it is presumed that Mr. Berg will continue to fulfitl his
obligations under the applicable lease agreement dated December 29, 1995. Further, that at the
end of the lease term, subject vehicle-will either be returned to us, reassembled and intact, or that

the purchase option price, as reflected in said agreement, will be paid to us.

Cordially,

Y e

Brude ™. Wunsch
Assistant Treasurer

¥4 [

BMW/sls

Member of Sumait Bangorp
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
COUNTY OF BERKS

Do EL BERG cud SHERYL BERE

v . fCaseNo. 4;’06/\5
WNATIOWIWIDE  MITUAL TASVRANCE

Conpavy, ITNE:

SUBPOENA TO ATTEND AND TESTIFY

T0: . 9ADL L LB
(Name(s) of Witness(es))
1. You are ordered by the Court to come to (284478 5, 2E_fadl, et THECHEE

Birrks Copiry CovkritsUsE 633 Loder 577
(Courtroomn or other place)

BEALIA o Pennsylvania, on _JFLEMAER. [ 2043 at 7200
o'clock, £E. M., to testify on behalf of
in the above case; and to remain until excused.

2. nd bring with you the following: __ALL ZWVBILES A0 PALHENTS KECEWED
PERTAmIGE TD_HTTIRNEY (ASTAVEE [RSTER'S MWOLVENENT 1 THE MATELOF
é’ﬁéc v. /i/ﬁ’f/oﬂld/ﬂf MITUAL TASURANEE COrPMY, TWC. [FRuMH LTTE.

&'-,g S 7.

?i/} il fo attend or to produce the docurnents or things required by this subpoena, you may be
subject to the sanctions authorized by Rule 234.5 of the Pennsylvania Rules of Civil Procedure, including but
not limited to costs, attorney fees and imprisonment.

REQUESTED BY: BENIArd) |, /‘7’/43//:7@6'0/(// £58.
NAME: DoLan Ay EL SOl A
ADDRESS: /800 £, HIEH T 7 d VITE 5D
yz, 7’7‘5/’0/4//1)) 2A_ 1948 &%
TELEPHONE: __(plp- $26~ (T4l

SUPREME COURT ID# _ 737 %20

BY THE COURT:

| €is W

DATE: ////////\»3 BY: # 6 s
MARIANNER SUTTON PROTH ,._OTA'RY

Seal of the Court

OFFICIAL NOTE: This forn of subpoena shall be used whenever a subpoena is issuable under Rule 234.1,

including hearings in connection with depositions and before arbltrators masters commissioners, etc. To

require the production of documents or things in addition to tesyFs ;
2

L R IMT
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3
g
w
=]
=
o
g Postage Lf(/
o Certified Fea g / 0 : :
=1 o 3,
Relum R t £+ _, - “Postmark
g (Endorsaman Remuitesy 725 fr * NHere
Restricted Deii
[mm] (Endi:rr?e;en(e é&rz!ri%‘i
= - /’
% Total Postage & Fees | B (0/
[Searre——— .
Ll S Saul Ewing LLP
1 [ Steel, ApE - i
o S &5( s Penn Natjonal Insuranceﬂ?laza
] 2 North Second Street, 7 Floor ...
‘w Complele items 1,2, and 3. Alsooomplete

estnc’@d Defivery Is desired.

Harrisburg, PA 17101-1619

address on the reverse - i \ T T ACtresTTY
: U the card to you. 8. Received by Frinted N C. Dat i
B Attach this card to the back of the mailplece, can inted Name) c 53?"'6’?"'2{1’?2
oronthe front if space permits.

D. Is delivary address diferert from item 12 L Yes

= Complete ttems 1,2, and 3. Also complete
- em A Restricled Delivery Is desired.

B Print your fgrog g]d address on the reverse
so that Vie' i return the card to you.

B Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece,
or on the front if spacs permits-

1. Article Addressed to: If YES, enter delivery address below: £ No -
Saul Ewing LLP
Penn National Insurance Plaza .
2 North Second Street, 7" Floor T3 Sarvics Tope
Harrisburg, PA 17101-1619 HiCertified Mait  [] Express Mail
. . o . 3 R atum Recelpt for Merchandise
O insured Mall C.0.D.
) 4. Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fee) O Yes
i ¢ 2. Article Number T - L .
4 . (ransfer from servics lnbel) 7009 3410 OOOO B349s 052% —
'pg Form 381 1, February 2004 Domestic Return Recelpt 102595-02-M-1540

igl y
;< L& Vh‘ (¥ \[J Addressee

B. Receved Oy {Frinted Nanae)\)Tc. %qzofd)givmﬁ

D. Is defivery address different from item 17 3 Yes

1. Articte Addressed t0:

Saul Ewing LLP
Penn National Insurance Plaza

1f YES, enter delivery address befow: O nNo

4
[
!

!

2 North Second Street, 7" Floor 3 Sorvies Tree
: ii [ Express Mall
Harrisburg, PA 17101-1619 Ig.gz;uﬁed Mail ;re:ﬂeoe'mmmmmm
3 tnsured Mail C.0.D.
4. Restricted Dellvery? (Extra Fee) 0 Yes
2. Article Number

A msicoibe) 2009 3410 0000 8398 05281 — ———o

Domestic Retum Recelpt 102585-02-M-1540

PS Form 3811, February 2004
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EXHIBIT

THE MAYERSON LAW OFFICES, P.C.

BUSIVESS MANAGER

. EXS. 123 WEST MAIN STREET BLSINESS MANAGER
- MAYERSON TRAPPE, PA. 19426 | HARRDETRL
AARGARET R. CONNORS: ’ TEL (610) 489 - 2800 LSt PARTY / MEDICAL PARALEGAL
JONALD S. LrmvaN® FAX (610) 489 - 2366 JAICE SUDEX
IpiANTN T, MAYERSON - . . LESLIE WiT2
)AViD ‘E: SCHREIBER " OFFICES ALSO AT

SPRING CITY, PA 15475

Master o Forensic Sdencer
Alse Admined DC. MD, & VA

PHOTOCOPY OF DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 56 (Page 1 of 1)

Auto Center in Downingtown. T

October 26, 1998

VIX: FAX AND FIRST CLASS MAIL

Exrik V. Vogel, Esguire
Margolis Edelstein ’
The Curtis Center, 4th Floor
Independence Mall West
Philadelphia, PA 19100

.Michael R. Nelsofx, Esquire

Paost & Schell, P.C.
1800 John F. Kennegdy Blvd.
Philadelphia, PA 19103-7480

‘Re: Berg v. Lindgren Chrysler-Plymouth, Inc., et al . -

Bérks' County, No. 98-813

Dear Colinsel:

please be advised that the inspection of the Berg vehiclg can
go forward on - Wednesday, October 28, 1998. However, we would
Pprefer a ieutral location. That location would be abt Crawford’s
hey are located on Route 113 (302 W.
Uwehlan Avenue).  Their phone nugber: is 610-269-1610 @nd the
general manager’'s name ‘is Steve Behrndt.

Please confirm immediately if you are prepared to go - forward
with this ‘inspection.
Very truly yours,
= -

Benjamin . "Mayerson

g EXHIBIT .= §

- tabbles

BJIM/bs

Additional
Exhibit
56
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Ben Mayerson

From: Frank McKnight <FMcKnight@NLDHLAW.COM>

Sent: Tuesday, December 3, 2013 5:19 PM

To: ‘Ben Mayerson’

Ce: Bill Krekstein

Subject: Berg v. Nationwide: Second Supplemental Responses to Interrogatories
Attachments: 2nd Supp Resp to Rogs 2013-12-03.pdf

Ben, attached are second supplemental responses to Plaintiffs’ May 28, 2013 Interrogatories. The supplemental
responses are for interrogatories 3, 5, and 6 relating to costs and expenses, including expert fees.

G. Franklin McKnight, IV

Partner

Direct: 215-358-5197 518 E. Township Line Road, Suite 300
Cell: 267-309-8734 Blue Beli, PA 19422

Email: fracknight@nldhlaw.com Mala: 215-358-5100

Biographv Fax: 215-358-5101

www.nidhlaw com

oE
BB Nelson Levine
de Luca & Hapulton..

This electronic communication and its contents may contain information that is confidential, privileged and/or
exempt from disclosure. Any forwarding of this communication without express permission is strictly
prohibited. If the reader of this electronic communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that review, copying, dissemination or distribution of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this communication in error, please delete it and contact Nelson Levine de Luca & Hamilton at
215.358.5100. Thank You.

3
I

3
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NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HAMILTON ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT

G. FRANKLIN MCKNIGHT, ESQUIRE NATIONWIDE MUTUAL
IDENTIFICATION NO.: 85701 INSURANCE COMPANY
518 TOWNSHIP LINE ROAD, SUITE 300

BLUE BELL, PA 19422

(215) 358-5100

DANIEL BERG and SHERYL BERG
Plaintiffs, COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
v. BERKS COUNTY

NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE CO. CIVIL ACTION NO.: 98-813
Defendants,

DEFENDANT NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY’S
SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWERS AND OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’
" INTERROGATORIES SERVED MAY 28, 2013

Defendant, Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company (bereinafter ‘“Nationwide™) through
its undersigned counsel, Nelson Levine de Luca & Hamilton, LLC (“NLdH"), hereby answers
and objects to the Interrogatories propounded by Plaintiffs as follows:

1. Please identify and define the term “LEAP” as referenced in the document attached
hereto as Exhibit “A”, titled “PENNRO LITIGATION STRATEGY — 1993,” and as

entered into the Bergs’ electronic claim file on July 22, 1998, at 10:56 AM, by David '

Cole.
OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only
for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing
remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,
e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920
A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited
purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)

(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 57 (Page 2 of 12)
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discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have
their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all
discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.8.A. § 8371. Defendant
further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.
P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,
oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court
lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior
Court’s remand.  See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that
the Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above objections, and
pursuant to the Court’s Augnst 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide denies that the term “LEAP” was
entered into the Bergs’ electronic claim file by David Cole as stated in the Interrogatory. On the
contrary, the Activity Log for the Bergs’ claim contains a message from Mr. Cole to “Legal
LEAP Clerk” stating “New suit opening.” During the trial on Plaintiffs’ bad faith claim, Mr.

Cole testified that he did mot recall what LEAP stood for and recalled only that it was a

researching system. See Phase II Trial Transcript of Testimony of David Cole, at p. 470 lines 6- .

10. By way of further answer, Nationwide states that the acronym “LEAP” stands for “Loss
Fxpense Analysis Program.” The program is a management information system that stores
litigation and expense data for the management of litigation. Information stored in the program
can include: profile of pending suits by line of business; incoming suit activity; closing activity;

pending suit volumes and trends; suit reserves; expense trends; closing information (settled,
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arbitrated, tried); assignments to inside verses outside counsel; number of assignments per firm;

average file expense per firm, and counsel evaluation forms.

2. Pertaining to attorney fees paid through the jury trial in 2004, please provide the
total dollar amount Nationwide paid its attorneys in the above captioned case,
through the conclusion of the jury trial ending in December of 2004, including post-
trial motions filed by Nationwide in 2005.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only

for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing

remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,

e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920

A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited

purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)

(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and

discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have

their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all
discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant
farther objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.

P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,

oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court

Iacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior
Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the
Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.
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SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above objections, and
pursuant to the Court’s Augnst 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide states that its outside defense counsel
billed Nationwide $1,173,227.50 in fees relating to this matter from its inception through March
31, 2005 and Nationwide paid this amount. These defense costs were incurred in response to
Plaintiffs’ allegations and the prosecution of this case by Plaintiffs’ counsel. Recognizing a
wide-ranging attack on Nationwide’s business practices, the trial court stated in its opinion that
“the pleading and discovery stages of this case took an inordinate amount of time to complete,
driven in large patt by the multiple, ill-advised attempts by counsel for the Bergs to tum this case
into a class action lawsuit.” Trial Court Opinion at p. 2; see also Berg docket.
3. Pertaining to all other costs incurred through 2004, please provide the total dollar
amount Nationwide expended through the conclusion of the jury trial ending in

December of 2004, for all other costs not identified above, specifically including all
expert witness fees and related expenses.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only
for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing
remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,
e.g., Ridley Park Unitjzd Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920
A2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited
purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)
(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and
discovery in this matter has been closed since December §, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have
their bad faith claim certified for tral. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all

discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 57 (Page 5 of 12)
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further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.
P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,
oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court
Jacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior
Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the
Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is pot reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above objections, and
pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide states that its outside counse billed
Nationwide $24,092.37 in costs and expenses relating to this matter from its inception through
March 31, 2005 and Nationwide paid this amount. These defense costs were incurred in response
to Plaintiffs’ allegations and the prosecution of this case by Plaintiffs’ counsel. Recognizing a
wide-ranging attack on Nationwide’s business practices, the trial court stated in its opinion that
“the pleading and discovery stages of this case took an inordinate amount of time to complete,
driven in large part by the multiple, ill-advised attempts by counsel for the Bergs to turn this case
into a class action lawsuit.” Trial Court Opinion at p. 2; see also Berg docket.

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above
objections, and pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide supplements the
above Interrogatory respomse. Upon further investigation, counsel has determined that some
invoices submitted by Nationwide’s experts were paid by Nationwide directly. Counsel reviewed
copies of invoices and correspondence and determined that Nationwide was billed $86,509.82 in
costs and expenses telating to this matter from its inception through March 31, 2005.

4. Pertaining to attorney fees paid between jury trial in 2004 and the non-jury trial in
2007, please provide the total dollar amount Nationwide paid its attorneys,
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beginning from the conclusion of post-trial motions following the jury phase,
through post-trial motions in the non-jury phase.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only
for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinjon directing
remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve clairns of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories.
See, e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township,
920 A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited
purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order” may not be decided on remand")
(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and
discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to bave
their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all
discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant
further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.
P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyarnce,
oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court
lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior
Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the
Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above objections, and

pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide states that its outside counsel billed

Nationwide $682,500.00 in fees relating to this matter from April 1, 2005 through December 31,
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2007 and Nationwide paid this amount. These defense costs were incurred in response fo
Plaintiffs’ allegations and the prosecution of this case by Plaintiffs’ counsel. Recognizing a
wide-ranging attack on Nationwide’s business practices, the trial court stated in its opinion that
“the pleading and discovery stages of this case took an inerdinate amount of time to complete,
driven in large part by the multiple, ill-advised attempts by counsel for the Bergs to turn this case
into a class action lawsuit.” Trial Court Opinion at p. 2; see also Berg docket.
5. Pertaining to all other costs incurred between 2004 and 2007, please provide the
total dollar amount Nationwide expended from the conclusion of post-trial motions
following the jury phase, through post-trial motions in the non-jury phase, for all

other expenses not identified above, specifically including all expert witness fees and
related expense.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only
for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing
remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to resolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,
e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920
A2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited
purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)
(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and
discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have
their bad faith claim certified for tral. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all

discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.5.A. § 8371 Defendant

. further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa. R. Civ.

P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,

oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court
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lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior
Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the
Interrogatory secks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery ofrelevant or admissible evidence.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above objections, and

pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide states that its outside counsel billed

‘Nationwide $3,283.35 in costs and expenses relating to this matter from April 1, 2005 through

December 31, 2007 and Nationwide paid this amount. These defense costs were incurred in

response to Plaintiffs’ allegations and the prosecution of this case by Plaintiffs’ counsel.

Recognizing a wide-ranging attack on Nationwide’s business practices, the trial court stated in its

opinion that “the pleading and discovery stages of this case took an inordinate amount of time to

complete, driven in large part by the multiple, ill-advised attempts by counsel for the Bergs to
turn this case into a class action lawsuit.” Trial Court Opinion at p. 2; see also Berg docket.

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above

objections, and pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide supplements the

above Interrogatory response. Upon further investigation, counsel has determined that some
invoices submitted by Nationwide’s experts were paid by Nationwide directly. Counsel reviewed
copies of invoices and correspondence and determined that Nationwide was billed $50,730.46 in

costs and expenses relating to this matter from April 1, 2005 through December 31, 2007.

6. Please provide the sum total expended in defense of the above captioned case, vfrom
the first attorney invoice in 1998, through April 24, 2013, when the Supreme Court
of Pennsylvania denied Nationwide’s Petition for Allowance of Appeal, including all
expert witness fees and related expenses.

OBJECTION: Objection. The Superior Court remanded the instant litigation to this Court only

for a new trial on Plaintiffs’ claim pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. In the Opinion directing
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remand, the Superior Court further stated that this Court should, prior to retrial, conduct an in
camera review of all disputed documents to tesolve claims of privilege. The Superior Court’s
opinion does not permit Plaintiffs to re-open discovery, let alone serve new Interrogatories. See,
e.g., Ridley Park United Methodist Church v. Zoning Hearing Bd. Ridley Park Township, 920
A.2d 953, 961 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2007) (“where a case is remanded for a specific and limited
purpose, ‘issues not encompassed within the remand order’ may not be decided on remand”)
(citations and internal quotation marks omitted). Plaintiffs filed this action on May 4, 1998 and
discovery in this matter has been closed since December 8, 2005, when Plaintiffs moved to have
their bad faith claim certified for trial. Plaintiffs had ample opportunity to obtain any and all
discovery prior to the first trial on their cause of action under 42 Pa. C.S.A. § 8371. Defendant
further objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories in that they are untimely, and, pursuant to Pa.R. Civ.
P. 4011, are sought in bad faith, and are meant to cause Defendant unreasonable annoyance,
oppression, burden and expense. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the trial court
lacks jurisdiction to consider additional discovery at trial, given the limited scope of the Superior
Court’s remand. See, e.g., Ridley Park, supra. Defendant further objects on the grounds that the
Interrogatory seeks information that is irrelevant and that the Interrogatory is not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of relevant or admissible evidence.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above objections, and
pursuant to the Court’s August 2-1, 2013 Order, Nationwide states that its outside counsel billed
Nationwide $2,081,424.54 in fees, costs, and expenses relating to this matter from its inception
through April 24, 2013 and Nationwide paid this amount. These defense costs were incurred in
response to Plaintiffs’ allegations and the prosecution of this case by Plaintiffs’ counsel.

Recognizing a wide-ranging attack on Nationwide’s business practices, the trial court stated in its
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opinion that “the pleading and discovery stages of this case took an inordinate amount of time to
complete, driven in large part by the multiple, ill-advised atterapts by counsel for the Bergs to
turn this case into a class action lawsuit.” Trial Court Opinion at p. 2; see also Berg docket.
Furthermore, some of these fees are the result of appellate practice, including appellate practice
relating to Plaintiffs’ counsel’s failure to properly perfect his appeal.

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Subject to and without waiving the above
objections, and pursuant to the Court’s August 21, 2013 Order, Nationwide supplements the
above Interrogatory response. Upon further investigation, counsel has determined that some
invoices submitted by Nationwide’s experts were paid by Nationwide directly. Counsel reviewed
copies of invoices and correspondence and determined that Nationwide was billed $2,191,289.10

in fees, costs, and expenses relating to this matter from its inception through April 24, 2013.

NELSON LEVINE de LUCA and HAMILTON
y: D

G. Frank McKnight, IV

518 Township Line Road, Suite 300
Blue Bell, PA 19422

(215) 358-5100

Attorneys for Defendant,
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
Dated: December 3, 2013

10
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NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HAVILTON
G. FRANKLIN MCKNIGHT, ESQUIRE
IDENTIFICATION NO.: 85701

518 TOWNSHIP LINE ROAD, SUITE 300
BLUE BELL, PA 19422

{215) 358-5100

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT
NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE
COMPANY

DANIEL BERG and SHERYL BERG
Plaintiffs,
v.

NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE CO.

Defendants,

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
BERKS COUNTY

CIVIL ACTION NO.: 98-813

CERYIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, G. Frank McKnight, IV, Esquire, hereby certify that a true and correct copy of
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company’s Second Supplemental Answers and Objections to

Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories was served on December 3, 2013, upon counsel listed below by

electronic mail and overnight mail

Benjamin J. Mayerson, Esquire
Dolan & Mayerson, P.C.
1800 High Street, Suite 150
Pottstown, PA 19464

Ben@610law.com

NELSON LEVINE de LUCA and HAMILTON

By:

G. Frank McKnight, IV

518 Township Line Road, Suite 300
Blue Bell, PA 19422

(215) 358-5100

Attorneys for Defendant,
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
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THE MAYERSON LAW OFFICES, P.C.

TQA SOLUHODLOUY

The Cuxrtis Center,
Philadelphia,

Michael R. Nelson,
Post & Schell, P.C.

123 WEST MAIN STREET
TRAPPE, PA. 19426
TEL (510) 489 - 2300
FAX(610) 489 - 2366

OFFICES ALSO AT
SPRING CIIY, PA 19475

Octobex 27, 1998

YIZ FAX and 1st Class Mail

. W:.lllam D. Longo, Bsquire
: Margolls Edelsteln.
4th Floor
Independence Mall West
PA 18100

Bsquire

1800 John F. Kennedy Blvd.

Priladelphia,

PA  19103-7480

Re: BRexrg v. Lindgren CIEYsler—Piymouth,
Berks County, No.

. Deax Counsel:

98-813

Js7 PARTY /MEDICAL 3 -
JANICE SUPZRA .
IESLE WHITE +° °

Inc., et al

ULL% ERS RN 1.0z
BUSINESS MANAGER
MARKDBLURA |

W

It is imperative that this inspection be _:cescheduled in a
timély manner -due to the fact that the lease ol my client’s veghicle

term:.nates soon.

+he next two to three weeks at a meutral location,
felchisk ik Wttt

Thank you for your anticipated courtesy and cooperation.

) BIM/59

PHOTOCOPY OF DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO.

1587

Bs such, please reschedule the- inspection within

EXHIBIT .

Y

Additional
Exhibit
58

Rt Rt e

6184892366

“DEFENDANréh:

58 (Page 1 of 1)

R. 2989a



Trial Defendant’s Exhibit 60

R. 2990a



O 0 N O

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

| ADAsE PLACK » SU
705 wHIx noasl
VOCRHZIN, 33 GA0AD
(800) 827
Fast:

NOU 23 1998 1727 FR POST-SCHELL. | -

| Via Telefax No. (61004892366 .~ =1 o

215 $87 1444 TO EESZARILLVAEIS F0LIE

' : R PLAINTIEFS

" posT ES._SCHEiL, P.é.

rsoo'donu F, KEHHEDY BGULEVARD, =
PHILADEL PHIA, A 191 93-7450

. . - :z’s_:'nsamooo' e e
o  Faconns (Z1B) 58T 1454 -

240 GRMDACH XDLE TAC BERKSHIRE < SUTE 205

pverd S0 ) WIERICTON STREET
7 I TAINTO - REATNG, PA § REST N

Fmﬂlw72l-!0§l (9108 370250

- FAX:IS 100 375220

e 2 . amnooA
READ - IBe1 RAMILTOR MALL

< ALLENTO, TA 18101
-auc) . . 019Y423918y
18608 227448 | Fax: \G1O) 8323WTZ .

¥ paym, PHCE SO
ra 17003
7171 2032632
paxs G171 2O 11602

. B . .
ST X - o Lo Ea e . MgHAEL K, ¥E3OR
. . [ AR : 215 $o7-1478
8 - LB EROTE DAL E0R
100408

T Novenber 23,1998

T

sk

. Hy Mayerson, Esquire - 7, T,
“Mayerson Law Offices . )

123 West Main Sweet

Trappe, PA 19426

RE: . Berg'v. Lindgren, Chiysler Plymouth, Inc. and Nationwide Mutusl Fir

Insyrance Companys. et 2L, Berks County CCP, No. 08313 ; .

Dear Mr. Mayezson: ' S .
i follows our conversation of November 17, 1_§98. At thet time T advised you that

- tod Jocation for safckeeping. Appropriate agasiires will be fakep

. have the vehicle dismantled and your
.~ to inspect same inthat condition.. - . e . B

* * compensation for the costs associated with téar :
"~ Tesponsible for {hosé costs.! We will higve to work those issues out as e Progross
= Lo L Tl R T : Srone T i

.. Nationwide would like 19 cpnsicl__g purchasing the Berg

; vehicle from cither the Bergs ot from the
lesgee. o : -

If that pu:chasé does oc;:\.x%, jtis ant'icipdtgd_thﬁt Naftonwide will _mové the subject vehicle

: 3 il to protect the yehicle from any

farther damnage and/for tarapering. At some mutually convenient ate, Netionwide woyld amange o -
' oHent and/or Lindgren Chrysler-Plymonth wovld be alloved

Y . - Duringour discussions, the su_bjcct‘can:up a5 to which location would te responsible for the
. " storage of the automebile. 1 crvisioried it would be a repar shop that would ultimately be
! responsibie for the tEar down of the vedele to sllow this inspection. You saggesied 2 repait fesility
A 1t is my ynderstanding that Crawford would want

p

. such ag Crawford for those purposes.
fuﬁhcr" Inth e

S : e i

. _"A-’I .-'fclt ﬂxccosts shou]dbc sprcad @ﬂy Bmo

EXHIBIY

down. You and I did not resolve who would be. .

- tho partics md you £l that they should be-

BT ATTORNEYS AT LW . 7 Zu ;28
et L.  MLSIATES IKTERHATIORAL

'Ac-i.ditional
Exhibit
60 5
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Bcnj;rx‘-ti:nMa_ycrson, Esquirs . -
*  November 23,1998
Page2 . - .
T e garding the prospects O
intedim, of course, Twould Tike to hear back from you and your client regarding {he prospects
. Na{iqpﬁdcpﬁm}m;hlvg__t}_ﬁs ?Ic?xi_(;lc. N - )

Very truly Y -

Y

i
N fee - - - U
';!. -
s
Iy et
E e
. o '
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Ben Mayerson

From: Frank McKnight <FMcKnight@NLDHLAW.COM>

Sent: Monday, December 16, 2013 10:58 AM

To: ‘Ben Mayerson’

Ce: Bill Krekstein

Subject: RE: Berg v. Nationwide - Notice to Attend Regarding LEAP data

Mr. Mayerson, the issues explained in the December 11, 2013 letter still exist and will be addressed on Tuesday. With
respect to “updated amounts for fees and costs through current,” this can be resolved through the production of
updated figures based on counsel billing records as time through December has not been billed. With respect to “LEAP
data,” our current understanding is that LEAP has not been in use since 2002.

From: Ben Mayerson [mailto:ben@610law.com

Sent: Thursday, December 12, 2013 11:47 AM

To: Frank McKnight; Bill Krekstein

Cc: 'hy mayerson'; ‘Donna Horst'; ben@610Law.com; 'Margaret Connors, Esq’
Subject: Berg v. Nationwide - Notice to Attend Regarding LEAP data

Dear Counsel,

I am in receipt of your letter to Judge Sprecher, faxed December 11, 2013.

This is our reply.

On May 28,2003, Nationwide was served with six interrogatories.

One sought a definition of “LEAP” [Litigation Expense Analysis Program}.

The other five sought amounts Nationwide paid to defend this case through April 24,2013,

Nationwide objected.

The Bergs filed a Motion to Overrule Objections.

On August 26,2013, an Order was entered requiring “verified” answers to all six interrogatories.

On September 23, 2013, Nationwide provided “verified” answers to the six interrogatories but claimed

only $27,375.72 in expert witness fees/costs.

On November 1, 2013, a Subpoena was Served Upon Saul Ewing, LLP, requiring a Record Custodian

to appear at trial with all invoices and payments pertaining to Nationwide’s expert, Attorney Constance

Foster.

9. OnNovember 11, 2013, two Notices to Appear were served upon Nationwide to provide a witness on
fees through December of 2013.

10. On November 20, 2013, Nationwide filed a Motion to Quash Subpoena to Saul Ewing and to Quash

Notices to Attend to Nationwide.

. On December 3, 2013, Nationwide produced a Second Supplemental answer to interrogatories on expert

fees, admitting it paid $137,239.82 in expert fees and costs, not $27,375.72.

12. On December 4, 2013, a hearing was held and an Order entered quashing the subpoena by agreement
because it was determined Nationwide would be required to produce a designated witness to bring the
LEAP data to trial, and to answer questions regarding Nationwide’s verified answers to interrogatories
and to update its fees and costs.

13. On December 9, 2013, Nationwide was granted another hearing, by telephone, wherein Nationwide

again claimed its verified answers to interrogatories, now corrected with a second supplemental answer

was sufficient and it should not be required to produce a witness at trial. e EXHIBIT

N kWD
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14. On December 9, 2013, the Court, per Judge Sprecher, denied Nationwide’s request by phone

conference.

15. On December 11, 2013, Nationwide faxed a letter to Judge Sprecher advising that it might be unable to
identify a witness to attend trial and that it is “difficuit to cull” the requested information on fees and
costs because the records date back to 1998 and Nationwide has “multiple billing systems over the

years.”

We need to know whether Nationwide is complying with the Court's Orders of December 4, 2013.
This would include a witness or witnesses for the following areas of question:

1. Answer questions regarding Nationwide's verified Answers to Interrogatories on Fees and Costs;

2. Provide updated amounts for fees and costs through current; and,

3. Bring the Legal Expense Analysis Program (LEAP) data for the Berg litigation, defined and verified by
Nationwide as, "management information system that stores litigation and expense data for the management of
litigation.”

See Nationwide's verified Supplemental Answers to Interrogatories Served May 28,2013.

Nationwide's letter of December 11, 2013, begs the question: if Nationwide has 2 "management information
system that stores litigation and expense data for the management of litigation," then why s it "difficult to cull
this information,” per your letter of December 11, 2013.

This does not make sense, and therefore not credible.

Nationwide is an insurance company. Insurance Companies are known for, indeed required to, account for
every penny that is expended.

Please specify which of the three items Nationwide is having trouble preparing, and why.

If there is non-compliance with the Orders, I will be requesting a negative inference that the amount Nationwide
paid its attomeys is substantially more than claimed in the verified answers to interrogatories. This negative
inference would be further supported by Nationwide's prior "error” wherein it claimed expert witness fees were
only $27,375.72, when in actuality the expert fees and costs exceeded $137,000. That is a 500%

increase/error. This is not the type of error that is mere oversight.

Ben Mayerson
Counsel for Bergs

This electronic communication and its contents may contain information that is confidential, privileged and/or
exempt from disclosure. Any forwarding of this communication without express permission is strictly
prohibited. If the reader of this electronic communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that review, copying, dissemination or distribution of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this communication in error, please delete it and contact Nelson Levine de Luca & Hamilton at
215.358.5100. Thaok You.
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EXHIBIT

: " posT & ScHeELL, P.C.
: ATTORNEYS AT LAW

' 1 800 JoHK F. KENHEDY BOULEVARD
. PHILADELFHIA, PA | ©103-7480

(213) 5871000 ~
Fadanaus {21 51 587-1444,

S

M-30

ALL-STATE® INTEANARONAL,
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501 WASHINGTOM
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JULIE A, CLARK
{215 587-683Q
KPS R

December 24, 1993

PLE NQ. 202:100409
Via Fax and First Class Mail
Vince Tomanio )
Rernarketing Manager, Leasing Depariment
Summit Bank :

One Bethlehéin Plaza- ' .
Bethlchem, PA 18018 I3

RE: Account#00010009316 .
Dear Mx. Tornanio:

This will confirm our conversation yesterday, during which Summit Bark accepted
Nationwide Mutual Tasurance Compary’s offer of $18:000 to buy the 1996 Jeep Grand Cherokee
whith, is currently leased under Account #00010009316.

Very truly yours,

IACHs

Additional
Exhibit
61
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DANIET, BERG AND SHERVL, BERG
Plaintiff(s)’ COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
v. BERKS COUNTY
NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE CIVIL ACTION NO: 98-813
COMPANY
Defendant(s)
ORDER

AND NOW, upon consideration of Defendant Nationwide Mutual Insurance Compan}./’s
Motion in Lirr;z:;'é\tg\ Quash the November 1, 2013 Notice to Attend, to Quash the November 1,
2013 Subpoena lDire;tEdA to Thomas Dietrich, and to Preclude Evidence, Testimony, or
Argument Pertaining to Narimhzz'g’e Mut. Ins. Co. v. Fleming, it is ORDERED and DECREED
that this Motion is GRANTED. The N3tice to Attend served by Plaintiffs on November 1,2013
directing a Nationwide corporate repre@ﬁv\e\to appear and testify at trial in the above-
captioned matter is hereby QUASHED. The Subpoch\to Attend and Testify served by Plaintiffs
dated November 1, 2013 directing Thomas Dietrich to}pamr%d testify at trial in the above-

captioned matter is hereby QUASHED. Plaintiffs are precluded from™infroducing any evidence,

testimony, or argument at trial pertaining to the action captioned Nationwids Mut. Ins. Co. v.
Fleming, No. EQ. 99-50018, in the Court of Common Pleas of Butler County.

iy i Thoinrt il
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a

. R . .
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NOTICE 1S HESERY GIVEN OF THE ENTAY OF THIS oze 7
ORDEA OR DECREE PURSUANT TO AULE P.C.P. 236 TSI
YOU ARE NOTIFIED THAT THIS ORDER/DOCUMENT et
HAS BEEN FILED IN THE PROTHONOTARY'S OFFICE o= D
OF BERKS COUNTY AND THIS IS AN EXTRACT FROM LR
THE RECORD OF SAD co}gmr CERTIFIED THIS  _ =
A . s
2 DAY OF (A 4 i 20 L5 b ~

Maylanne R. Sutton, Pfdthanotary
Oy 7 £ /f/} Wz J. Deouty
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PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL

cc: John Albert
Galen Barnes®
Roy Bowerman
Rich Kline
George Macklin
Lindsey McCutchan
Randy Orr
Mark Pizzi
Tom Starr
Cyndi Tolsma
Jack Wood

July 29, 1999

To: Tom Crumrine
Jim Merhar
Rick Waggoner
Chuck Wollenzien

From: Tom Dietrj

Subject: Agent Defections

We all recagnize the impact agent defections are having on our operations and the
importance that all of our offices do everything reasonably possible to slow down or end
these defections and contro! the damage that results when an agent defects and tries to
coli a book of husiness. To try to keep this issue in focus with respect to the
contributions our office can make to our averali effort, 1 wanted to lay out the activities
that our Office has been invalved with to date, most of which are ongoing, and outline
how we can continue to assist management further on this issue.

. We have various litigation pending in New York and Pennsylvania whereby we
are atternpling to stop agents from engaging in competitive practices which we
view as unfair, or in the alternative, 10 recover money damages from those
agents. In this regard, | think itis important to note that the primary purpose
of this litigation is not to actually have a court arder the agents to get out of
the insurance business and stop soliciting our customers. Certainly we want 1@
make every effort to achieve those results, but it is not a reasonable

~ expectation.
The primary purpose of our litigation efforts has been to send a message to the
remaining Nationwide agents and the companies which are recruiting our
agents that we will not sit idly by and aftow books of business to be rolled and
that there will be a price to pay for defecting and competing.

ExEtBlT Nw o 24311

I crrmerg 1. 5118
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- Agent Defections

July 29, 1988
Page 2

We think it is important that management recognize that our contract provides the
remedy available to us in cases where an agent lenminates and competes. The
remedy available to us is to discontinue agency security compensation. Unless
some significant activity against Nationwide's interest takes place while the agents
are still under contract with us, the fikelihood of getling money damages is remote.
To obtain injunctive relief, we are required to show “irreparable harm”, that is, harm
which cannol be remedied by money damages being awarded to Nationwide, which
is a substantial burden for a company as large as ours. Regardless of these rather
significant challenges, we will continue to pursue all reasonable legal options.

. We have collected the facls necessary in Pennsylvania o file a complaint with the
insurance department regarding some of the practices of the Moraine Group. Early
indications are that the Insurance department is taking our complaint seriously and
is investigating the matter with our cooperation on an expedited basis. With the
assistance of New York management, we are investigating whether there are
similar practices and adequate documnentation of such in New York to lry a similar
approach. We have atso assisled Ohio management with issues related to isolated
cases of defection.

« We have assisled the Office of Agency on the Reflex Action Plan and also served
on Mike Casey's project, “Defense To Nationwide Agency Acquisitions”, which was
completed with varous recommendations being made.

« We researched current law regarding “no-compete” contract provisions and
reviewed the Stale Farm contracts which Agency provided to us. Based on that
research, we made recommendations for changes to our current agent agreement,
including a proposal to change our current piracy provisions which would entite us
to injunctive refief after the agent has been with us for more than five years, an
option which is nol provided for today. We also made suggestions for strengthening
our daims Lhat policyholder information is proprietary and the property of
Nationwide. We are prepared to discuss further wha! management would like to do
with respect lo those recommendations.

With respect to our activities in the future, we will continue to take aggressive tegal
actions in Pennsylvania and New York wherever the facts support such actions.
However, it is important for management to provide us with as much information as
possible in an ordery fashion ona timely basis so that we can evaluate it and then work
closely with state and home office management on the kind of actions we may be able

to pursue.

Randy Orr will continue to take the lead for our Office in Pennsylvania and George
Macklin and Lindsey McCutchan wilt take the tead for New York. Other than a financed
agent who was cancelled and is competing in Maine, we are not aware of an agent
defaction problem in Maine, Connecticut, or any ofner slales. if there are others, we will
be glad to assist f the situation is brought to our aftention. Please let us know if you
wotld Tike us fo pursue any other activity at this time and we will be glad to do so.

K

NW 24312
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Nationwide Mut. Ins. Co. v. Fleming, 605 Pa. 468 (2010)
992 A.2d 65

605 Pa. 468

Editor's Note: Additions are indicated by Text and deletions by Fext .
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania.

NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY, Nationwide Mutual Fire Insurance Company,
Nationwide General Insurance Company, Nationwide Property & Casualty Insurance Company and
Colonial Insurance Company of Wisconsin f£k.a. Colonial Insurance Company of California, Appellants
V.

John FLEMING, Joshua Meeder, Meeder Fleming & Associates, Inc., Moraine Group, Inc., Mary Lou
Fleming, Andrea Meeder, Robert Dean, John Williams, Barbara Reddick, Ray Kooser, Sandy Kooser,
David Colley, Connie Taylor, Michele Daugherty, Lon MecAllister, and Lon McAllister Agency, Appellees.

Argued March 6,2008. | Decided Jan. 29, 2010.

No. 32 WAP 2007, Appeal from the Order of Superior Court entered May 21, 2007 at No. 207 WDA 2005, affirming the Order
of the Butler County Court of Common Pleas entered January 25, 2005 at No. EQ 99-50018. 924 A.2d 1259 (Pa.Super.2007).

CASTILLE, CJ.,, SAYLOR, EAKIN, BAER, TODD, McCAFFERY, JI.

Opinion

ORDER

PER CURIAM.

AND NOW, this 29th day of January, 2010, the January 4, 2010 Resubmission Order is hereby VACATED. The Court being
equally divided, the order of the Superior Court is AFFIRMED.

Justice EAKIN files an Opinion in Support of Affirmance, which is joined by Justice BAER.
Justice SAYLOR files an Opinion in Support of Reversal, which is joined by Chief Justice CASTILLE.

Justice TODD and Justice McCAFFERY did not participate in the consideration or decision of this matter.

OPINION IN SUPPORT OF AFFIRMANCE

Justice EAKIN.
Appeliants, Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company, et al., sued several former agents and their respective insurance agencies,

collectively appellees, for breach of contract and intentionat interference with contractual relations. Appellants asserted
appellees accessed confidential policyholder information on appellants’ computer network and provided the information to
competitors upon leaving appellants’ employ. Appeliees argued they were merely participating in permissible post-termination
competition, and appellants did not have any proprietary interest in the information. On this basis, appellees counterclaimed,
contending appellants brought suit in bad faith. A bench trial ensued.

During trial, appellees’ counsel questioned appellants’ former president regarding several documents appellants produced during
discovery, including Document 529, which they sought to introduce to support their counterclaim. Appellants contended the
attorney-client privilege protected Document 529, and only disclosed its recipient list, date, and subject line; they redacted the

wostlavNext © 2013 Thomson Reuters. Mo claim to original LS. Government Works. 1
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Nationwide Mut. Ins. Co. v. Fleming, 605 Pa. 468 (2010)
992 A.2d 65

substantive content. The privileged nature of Document 529 is the issue underlying this *66 appeal; it was filed under seal
and remains sealed.

An attorney from appellants’ general counsel authored Document 529 and sent it to 15 of appellants’ employees, including
officers, managers, and three other attormeys. Generally, Document 529 contains.this counsel's assessment of the agent’
defections and appellants' strategy underlying the lawsuits against its former agents. It further states appellants cannot reasonably
expect the lawsits to succeed, and states the. 'primary purpose” of the litigation is to send a message to current employees
contemplating defection.

The trial court held an in camera hearing to determine whether the attorney-client privilege applied to Document 529. Appellees
argued appellants waived any privilege when they disclosed Documents 314 and 395, also regarding agent defections. Like
Document 529, Document 314 was authored by an attorney from appellants’ general counsel office; it outlined why appellants
severed their relationship with certain agents and noted the necessity of obtaining information from defecting agents in
order to consider appellants’ legal options against them and their new employers. It was addressed to seven of appellants’
employees, including two other attorneys in appellants' general counsel office. Document 395 was authored by appellants’
agency administration director. It set forth additions and changes to the “Reflex Action Plan,” appellants' policy for dealing
with agent defections. and was sent to 35 of appeilants’ employees and officers.

The trial court held the voluntary disclosure of Documents 314 and 395 waived the attorney-client privilege with respect to
Document 529. It determined appellants used the privilege to their advantage by producing communications in support of their
position, but withheld Document 529 as privileged because it did not support their position; the court stated “the attorney-client
privilege cannot be used as both a shield and a sword.” Trial Court Opinion, 2/16/05, at 4.

Appellants appealed and requested a stay, which the trial court granted. The Superior Court granted appellees’ motion to quash
the appeal for lack of jurisdiction. By per curiam order, this Court granted review, vacated the Superior Court's order, and
remanded to the Superior Court for further proceedings. Nationwide Mutnal Insurance Company v. Fleming, 586 Pu. 622, 896
A2d 365 (2006) (Nationwide 1).

The Superior Court affirmed the trial court's decision regarding Document 529 on altemative grounds. Narionwide Mutual
Inswrance Company v. Fleming, 924 A.2d 1259. 1269 (Pa.Super.2007) (Nationmwide 11'). ! Citing codification of the attorney-
client privilege, 42 Pa.C.S. § 5928, the court determined it protects onty confidential communications from a client to an attomey
“made in connection with the providing of legal services or advice.” Natiomvide 11, at 1264 (citations omitied). Communications
from attormey to client are privileged only to the extent they contain and would reveal confidential communications from the
client. /d.

The court initially set forth Pennsylvania's two-part inquiry for determining whether the attorney-client privilege applies to
preclude disclosure: whether the privilege applies to a communication, and if it does, whether client waiver or an exception
applies to overcome the privilege and allow disclosure. /d.. at 1263-66. The Superior Court aiso held the client can waive the
privilege by disclosing the communication #67 at issue to a third party. /., at 1265. Additionally, fedecal decisions have held
that when a communication protected by the privilege is voluntarily disclosed, the privilege is waived “for all communications
pertaining to the same subject matter.” /d. (emphasis in original).

The court noted Document 529 was a communication from counsel to a corporate client, addressing agent defections.
Since the privilege only protects attomey-to-client communications containing and revealing confidential client-to-attorney
communications, and Document 529 neither contained nor revealed such communications, the court concluded it did not satisfy
the requirements for the privilege's protection. /d., at 1268.

We granted allowance of appeal on the following question:

i

yestizwNext © 2013 Thomson Reuters. No clalm to original U.S. Government Works.
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Nationwide Mut. Ins. Co. v. Fleming, 605 Pa. 468 (2010)
992 A.2d 65

Whether the Superior Court erred as a matter of law in holding that the attorney-client privilege
did not apply to a confidential memorandum written by {appellants}]' in-house senior counsel to its
senior executives and attorneys which related to pending and future litigation and reflects confidential
information previously shared by the client with the attorney, as well as the attorney's legal advice?

Nationwide Mutal Insurance Company v. Fleming. 594 Pa. 311, 933 A.2d 1270 (20073. Since the privilege is codified at
42 Pa.C.S. § 5928, this is a question of statutory interpretation, and a pure question of law. Conunomweulth v. Bortz. 589 Pa.
431, 909 A2d [221. 1223 (2006). Questions of law are subject to a de novo standard of review, and our scope of review is
plenary. Craley v. Stare Farm Fire and Casualty Company. 586 Pa. 484. 895 A.2d 530, 539 1. 14 (2006). “The object of all
interpretation and construction of statutes is to ascertain and effectuate the intention of the General Assembly. Every statute
shall be construed, if possible, to give effect to all its provisions.” | Pa.C.S. § 1921(a). “When the words of a statute are clear
and free from all ambiguity, they are presumed to be the best indication of legistative intent.” Chanceford Aviation Properties,
L.L.P. v. Chanceford Township Board of Supervisors, 592 Pa. 100,923 A2d 1099, 1104 (2-0()7) (citation omitted). We address
only the privilege as applied to attorney-to-client communications and emphasize this case does not involve the work-product
doctrine; appellants have claimed only the attomey-client privilege. Neither party has challenged the enactment of an attorney-

. P P - . . . " - - . . e
client privilege statute on the grounds itis a procedural rule in violation of Article V. § 10(¢) of the Pennsylvania Constitution. =

Appellants argue the Superior Court’s holding chills, if not negates, the attorney-client privilege's purpose-to foster confidence
and dialogue between attorney and client to benefit the administration of justice, citing fn re: [nvestigating Grand Jury of
Philudelphiu County No. 88-00-3503, 527 Pa. 432, 393 A.2d 402, 406 (1991). Appeliants also claim the court's decision is
at odds with National Bank of West Grove v. Earle. 196 Pu. 217.46 A. 268 (1900), holding the privilege applies to all *68

attorney-to-client communications. /¢, at 269. The Superior Court did not mention Earle; appellants ask this Court to reaffirm
Eurle’s vitality, though it has not been cited by this Court since it was decided. Appellants contend, pursuant to the Statutory

Construction Act, | Pa.C.S. § 19’.22(4),3 the reenactment of 28 P.S. § 321 at 42 Pu.C.S. § 3928, without substantive changes,
evidenced an intent for the codification to be construed as in Earle.

Appeliees argue the Superior Court's holding correctly applied § 5928 and Pennsylvania's case law. Appellees first assert
Document 529 does not contain or reveal confidential client-to-attorney communications, but contains only legal advice. If this
document is found to be privileged, they contend appellants waived the privilege by selectively disclosing similar subject matter
in an attempt to gain a tactical advantage. Appellees cite Murray v. Gemplus International, 217 F.R.D. 362 (E.D.Pa.2003)
(where party attempts to utilize privilege as weapon, via selectively disclosing communications, party waives privilege), and
Minatronics v. Buchanun Ingersoll. 23 Pa. D. & C.dth 1, 18-21 (Allegheny Co.1995) (voluntary disclosure of confidential
information to gain tactical advantage waives attorney-client privilege for all communications involving same subject matter).
Appellees finally assert legal opinions are discoverable where they are directly relevant to a cause of action.

The purpose of the attorney-client privilege is “to encourage full and frank communication between attorneys and their clients
and thereby promote broader public interests in the observance of law and administration of justice.” Upjohn Company v. United
States, 449 U.S. 383, 389. 101 S.Ct. 677. 66 L.Ed.2d 584 (1981); see also In re: Investigating Grand Jury of Philadelphia
County, at 406 (recognizing privilege's purpose is to create atmosphere encouraging confidence and dialogue between attorney
and client, and intended beneficiary is not client so much as administration of justice). Upjohn further provided, “The privilege
recognizes that sound legal advice or advocacy serves public ends and that such advice or advocacy depends upon the lawyer's
being fully informed by the client.” Upjoln, at 389, 101 S.CL 677.

Pennsylvania codified the privilege in 1887. See Act of May 23, 1887, P.L. 158, § 5d (formerly 28 P.S. § 321). This privilege
statute was reenacted in 1976 without substantive changes and states, “In a civil matter counset shail not be competent or
permitted to testify to confidential communications made to him by his client, nor shall the client be compelled to disclose the
same, ualess in either case this privilege is waived upon the trial by the client.” 42 Pa.C.S. § 5928.

013 Thomson Reuters, Mo claim o or
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“{O]nce the attorney-client communications have been disclosed to a third party, the privilege is deemed waived.” Joe v. Prison
Henlth Services, Inc.. 782 A.2d 24, 31 (Pa.Cmwlth.2001). Like the tria} court, I would find this matter turns on waiver. The trial
court refied on Minarronics, an Allegheny County Court of Common Pleas decision, for the proposition voluntarily disclosing
confidential communications “waive [s] the privilege as to every confidentiat communication ... involving the same subject
matter.” Minatronics. at 18: see Trial Court Opinion, 2/16/ 05, at 3. The issue in Minatronics was whether the inadvertent
disclosure of confidential communications *69 waived the privilege as to other confidential communications containing the
same subject matter. The Minatronics court also noted significant support for the position that such disclosure does not waive
the privilege “where there is no apparent prejudice to the party seeking further disclosure[,]” because “where it is clear that the
limited disclosure is not being used [as a sword and a shield}, there is no justification for applying a subject matter waiver.”
Minatronics, at 19-20. The court held the inadvertent disclosures at issue did not waive the attorney-client privilege, and further
opined, “the law should not discourage parties from voluntarily disclosing confidential communications (unless made for the
purpose of achieving a tactical advantage) by adopting a rule of law that causes voluntary disclosures to operate as a waiver of
other confidential communications involving the same subject matter.” /d.. at 20-21.

The trial court also relied on Mutrray, a United States District Court decision from the Eastern District of Pennsylvania, holding
the defendant waived its attorney-client privilege as to intentionally disclosed documents and their subject matter. Murray.
at 367. The Murray court noted the defendant “seems to have produced only the documents that are most beneficial to its
defense....™ /.. at 366. Murray found “the argument that when one party intentionally discloses privileged material with the
aim, in whole or in part, of furthering that party's case, the party waives its attorney-client privilege with respect to the subject-
matter of the disclosed communications” persuasive. /d., at 367.

The reasoning in Mirray and Minatronics is instructive. Appellants never alleged Documents 314 and 395 are privileged or
were unintentionally disclosed. Rather, appellants claim Documents 314 and 395 are business communications which do not
contain confidential communications made in connection with providing legal services or advice. Read together, however,
Documents 314, 395, and 529 contain the same subject matter-appellants’ response to agent defections. Document 529 contains
counsel's opinion-based outline regarding the ongoing activities for dealing with the defections, specifically, litigation efforts
in Pennsylvania and New York. In Document 529, counsel states the litigation's primary purpose-to send a message to current
employees contemplating defection-and concedes the likelihood of receiving a damages award is remote. Counsel notes his
office's participation in modifying the Reflex Action Pian, and suggests edits for appellants’ no-compete contract.

Like Document 529, Document 314 was authored by an attorney in appetlants' general counsel office and the words “privileged
and confidential™ appear in its heading. Documents 314 and 529 contain counsel’s understanding of the agent defections. Like
Document 529, Document 395 discusses the Reflex Action Plan. Document 395 explains modifications to the Reflex Action
Plan in order to efficiently deal with a large agent defection, a product of counsel's advice and input, as noted by counsel in
Document 529.

Thus, the disclosure of Documents 314 and 395 form the basis of subject matter waiver of the attorney-client privilege regarding
Document 529, the scope of which extends to Document 529 because it contains the same subject matter. What distinguishes
Document 529 from Documents 3 14 and 395 is counsel's unflattering concessions regarding the litigation's purpose and prospect
of succeeding. As in Murray. appellants seem to have produced only the documents beneficial to their case by disclosing
Documents 314 and 395, and withholding Document 529 based on its *70 privileged nature. I believe appellants waived the
attorney-client privilege with respect to the subject of agen: defections upon disclosing Documents 314 and 395, and cannot
ciaim the privilege applies to a document containing the same subject matter, as well as potentially damaging admissions.
Because I conclude this matter tumns on waiver, [ would decline to address the merits.

Justice BAER joins this Opinion in Support of Affirmance.

WestlawNest © n to original U.S. Governiment Works. 4
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OPINION IN SUPPORT OF REVERSAL

Justice SAYLOR.

1 respectfully differ with the determination of the Justices favoring affirmance that, because Appellants voluntarily disclosed
Documents 314 and 395, they waived the attorney-client privilege with respect to Document 529. See Opinion in Support of
Affirmance, at 69-70,

As a preliminary matter, I recognize that this case presents a threshold issue of first impression, specifically, whether the same
subject matter waiver doctrine should be adopted by this Court, as it has been in the federal arena. See Fed.R.Evid. 502(x) &

advisory committee notes. ! Notably, federal courts have supplied factors for courts to consider when applying the doctrine. See,
e.g., Fort James Corp. v. Solo Cup Co.. 412 F.3d 1340, 1349-50 (Fed.Cir.2005) (“There is no bright line test for determining
what constitutes the subject matter of a waiver, rather courts weigh the circumstances of the disclosure, the nature of the legal
advice sought[,] and the prejudice to the parties of permitting or prohibiting further disclosures.” {citation omitted)).

Applying such a subject matter litmus, it seems that Appeliants have not waived the attorney-client privilege with respect to
Document 529, because Documents 314 and 395, which were disclosed, do not appear to contain the same subject matter as
Document 529. As a general principle, when assessing whether a party has implicitly waived the attorney-client privilege,

we start with the unarguable proposition that the attorney-client privilege is highly valued. Accordingly,
courts should be cautious about finding implied waivers. Claims of implied waiver must be evaluated in
light of principles of logic and faimess. That evaluation demands a fastidious sifting of the facts and a
careful weighing of the circumstances. Considering the need for this precise, fact-specific {examination],
it is not surprising that the case law reveals few genuine instances of implied waiver.

In re Keeper of Records (Grand Jury Subpoena Addressed (o XYZ Corp.), 338 F.3d 16, 23 (Ist Cir.2003) (citations omitted).

Facially, Documents 314, 395, and 529 pertain to the “same subject matter,” in the broadest sense of the phrase, as they all
deal with some aspect of agent defections. See Opinion in Support of Affirmance, at 69-70. Document 395 describes the
Reflex Action Plan (the practices that Appeilants’ agencies should follow when agents defect), Document 314 includes counsel's
understanding regarding the defection of certain agents, and Document 529 summarizes the legal actions taken by Appellants
concerning agent defections. See R.R. 31a-62a.

*71 However, a closer examination of the communications highlights their differences. Document 395 is a comprehensive
business manual detailing the various practices that should be applied when dealing with defecting agents. See id. at 32a-62a.
Document 314 is a one-page e-mail drafted by an in-house attorney that specifies, by way of four bullet points, his understanding
of the defection of four agents in Pennsylvania. See id. at 31a. Notably, Document 314 states, inter alia, that, “[Olur office will
begin assessing and preparing to execute our legal options, both against the agents and possibly the companies they are moving
to, and will advise management of those options for a decision.” R.R. at 31a.

By contrast, although it is also written by in-house counsel, Document 529 describes, among other things, the preseat litigation in
several states involving Appellants, their former agents, and their new companies. Namely, it discusses the nature of these suits,
the money damages sought, the purpose behind the litigation, Appeliants' likelihood of success, and the other remedies available
to Appellants against defecting agents. It also includes counsel's recommendations regarding Appellants’ use of specific contract
provisions, as well as the possibility of filing complaints with the insurance departments of certain states. Accordingly, given
the principle that courts should be cautious in finding an implied waiver of the attorney-client privilege, and the contents of
the communications, it seems that Appetlants did not waive the attorney-client privilege with respect to Document 529 by
disclosing Documents 314 and 395.

wm

LaaNext @ 2013 Thorson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works.
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In addressing the scope of the attorney-client privilege, I agree with the Justices favoring affirmance that Document 529
reveals confidential client communications. See Opinion in Support of Affirmance, at 68-69. For example, in the opening
passage of the memorandum, the in-house-attorney author relates the collective knowledge held by management and in-house
counsel regarding the operational impact of agent defections and a business-related judgment, which apparently had been
made concerning the necessity of all reasonably possible responsive action. This passage both reveals information apparently
communicated by management and, more generally, reflects in-house counsel's knowledge apparently derived from familiarity
with business aspects. The memorandum proceeds to detail strategies thatappear to reflect prior decisions made by management
upon legal consultation, rather than pure legal advice.

1 agree with amici curiae, The Association of Corporate Counsel, Pennsylvania Bar Association, Philadelphia Bar Association,
Chamber of Commerce of the United States of America, and Pennsylvania Chamber of Business and Industry, that Document
529 exemplifies the substantial difficulty with a narrow approach to the attorney-client privilege rigidly centered on the
identification of specific client communications, in that attorney advice and client input are often inexiricably intermixed.
See Brief for Amici The Ass'n of Corporate Counsel, ef al. at 20 (“[The communication clearty was made for the purpose
of providing legal advice and necessarily draws on, and cannot be separated fromfs}  the Appellants’ communications with
counsel. If analysis and legal opinions such as that expressed by counsel in Document 529 were not deemed privileged, in-house
counsel would be prevented from effectively performing the professional duties for which they were hired and their clients

would not be afforded the protection of lawyer-client confidentiality that *72 they have a right to expect.”). 2 As succinetly
explained by amici curiae Energy Association of Pennsylvania and Pennsylvania Telephone Association:

{Many business enterprises] conduct their businesses in highly regulated environments, and they rely on their counsel-
particularly those in their own legal departments-to monitor changes in statutes and regulations and judicial and agency
interpretations of the law and then to advise corporate managers about those changes and how corporations should respond
to them. They likewise rely on their in-house lawyers to serve as ongoing monitors of corporate compliance with the law.
The lawyers who regularly serve the Amici Associations’ members, especially the counsel who are full-time employees, are
exposed to a continuous stream of client communications (many of which are clearly confidential client communications in
the traditional sense). These client communications are not only oral and written, but are observational as well. A business
that brings a lawyer inside its operations does so Wwith the expectation that the lawyer will observe its operations, so that
the lawyer can proactively render advice without waiting for 2 formal, discrete request. Providing the opportunity for such
observation is a form of client communication to the lawyer and is, in essence, a standing request for legal advice. The
lawyer's advice, in turs, is necessarily based on the totality of client communications.

To disclose the lawyer's advice is necessarily to disclose something about the operation of the client’s business that was
communicated to the lawyer through various media, including the lawyer's privileged observations....

The Superior Court's holding is based on a narrow, formalistic view of attorney/client communications that is unrealistic.
It fails to account for the full panoply of responsibilities lawyers-particularly “in-house” lawyers-have to counsel their
corporate clients about an increasingly broad array of ever-changing legal requirements. The Superior Court's holding,
if not reversed, is likely to create unnecessary impediments to the counseling of clients and could undermine one of the
important goals of the privilege: frank communication to aid in compliance with the law and otherwise to provide necessary
legal representation. Because businesses must operate in an increasingly complex legal environment, a closer, rather than
more formal and distant relationship should be encouraged between client and counsel. A reliably confidential relationship
between counsel and client is needed more than ever for companies to operate as the good citizens the people of the
Commonwealth expect them to be.

Brief for Amici Energy Ass'n of Pa. and Pa. Tel. Ass'n at 1-3. 3
#73  According to the above amici, the Superior Court's opinion “poses inordinate practical difficulties” that make it
administratively and judicially unworkable. Brief for Amici The Assn of Corporate Counsel, ef al. at 15 (quoting Spectrum
Sys. Int't Corp. v. Chem. Bunk, T8 N.Y.2d 371. 575 N.Y.S.2d 809, 581 N.E.2d 1055, 1061 (1991)); see also id. (*Because the

Thomsan Reuters. Mo olaim to original U.S. Governmant Works. 5]
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Superior Court's holding rests on an unrealistic dichotomy between confidential client communications and a lawyer's providing
of legal services, lawyers, clients, and judges will vary widely in their determinations of what attorney communications are
privileged and the application of the privilege will become uncertain.”). The argument continues:

The practical difficulties of determining when a lawyer's communications incorporate or otherwise tacitly refer to a client’s
communications “lead{s] to uncertainty as to when the privilege will apply.” [LTV Secs. Litig., 89 F.R.D. at 603]. Yet, “f
the purpose of the attomey-client privilege is to be served, the attorney and client must be able to predict with some degree
of certainty whether particular discussions will be protected.” Upjohn [ Co. v. United States]. 449 U.S. [383.] 392 [101 S.Ct.
677, 66 L.Ed.2d 584} (1981). The Superior Court's holding will reduce Pennsylvania's attorneys to guessing when their
own legal advice may be privileged, leaves clients uncertain as to when their lawyers' communications are confidential,
and, consequently, will significantly disrupt the free and candid exchange of information between attorneys and clients. “An
uncertain privilege, or one which purports to be certain but results in widely varying applications by the courts, is little better
than no privilege at all,” /d. at 393 (101 S.Ct. 677].

Brief for Amici The Ass'n of Corporate Counsel, et al. at 16.

While I acknowledge that the core concern underlying the attorney-client privilege is the protection of client communications,
due to the unavoidable intertwining of such communication and responsive advice, I would remain with the pragmatic approach
reflected in Nar'l Bank of West Grove v. Earle, 196 Pa. 217,221, 46 A. 268, 269 (1900). Although this may inevitably extend
some degree of overprotection, I find it to be consistent with the policies underlying the privilege and the relevant legislative
direction, particularly in light of the principle of statutory construction pertaining to legislative reenactments. See | Pa.C.S. $
1922 (“[Wlhen a court of last resort has construed the language used in a statute, the General Assembly in subsequent statutes

on the same subject matter intends the same construction to be placed upon such language.”). *+ Moreover, the approach *74
is consistent with that of a majority of jurisdictions, accord Restatement (Third) of the Law Governing Lawyers §§ 63-70 &
§ 69 cmt. { (2000), which yields greater consistency for the many corporations doing interstate business. I recognize that this
Court has issued a few decisions in tension with £arle; however, none has entailed a deeper reassessment of the attorney-client

s N i . A 5
privilege in Pennsylvania, as this case was selected to achieve.

For the above reasons, I would reverse the order of the Superior Court.

Chief Justice CASTILLE joins this Opinion in Support of Reversal.
Parallel Citations

992 A.2d 65 (Mem)

Footnotes
i Justice McCaffery, then a Superior Court Judge, authored the opinion.
2 The relevant portion of Article V. § 10{(c) provides:
(c) The Supreme Court shall have the power to prescribe general rules goveming practice, procedure and the conduct of all
coutts, ... if such rules are consistent with this Constitution and neither abridge, enlarge nor modify the substantive rights of
any litigant, nor affect the right of the General Assembly to determine the jurisdiction of any court or justice of the peace, nor
suspend nor alter any statute of limitation or repose. All laws shall be suspended to the extent that they are inconsistent with
rules prescribed under these provisions.
Pa. Const. art. V. § 10tc).
3 Scetion 1922(4) provides:
That when a court of last resort has construed the language used in a statute, the General Assembly in subsequent statutes on
the same subject matter intends the same construction to be placed upon such language.
1 Po.C.S. § 1922(4).

~
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i
2

w

The Pennsylvania Rules of Evidence do notcontain a similar rule. See Pu. R. Evid. 101, ef seq.

These arnici correctly recognize the attorney-client privilege does not protect a client from an investigation of the facts in a given
matter; rather, it is imited to communications made within the client/lawyer relationship. See Brief for Amici The Ass'n of Corporate
Counsel, eral. at 21.

Accord Brief for Amici The Ass'n of Corporate Counsel, et al. at 8-9 (“In a business and regulatory environment that demands
corporate accountability, in-house counsel must be proactive in ensuring compliance with the law and cannot simply react t0
communications and questions from their corporate clients, many of whom may have difficulty keeping pace with or understanding
the vast number and complexity of regulations and liabilities that may impact their work. A significant part of the job of any in-house
lawyer is to provide confidential legal advice based on what the lawyer observes directly from within a company.”}; id. at 14 ("[T]he
communication of legal advice on the lawyer's own initiative in this context cannot be divorced from the totality of the confidential
information that the lawyer knows about the client.”); id. (“[T]he nature of the relationship between in-house counsel and corporate
clients makes it all but impossible for communications related to the provision of legal advice nor to reveal, implicitly or explicitly,
client confidences exchanged during the course of the professional relationship. The legal services provided by in-house counsel are
particularly valuable to businesses precisely because they draw on counsel's experience, observations, and ongoing communications
with a corporate client.”). See generally In re LTV Sees. Litig., 89 F.R.D. 595. 602 (N.D.Tex. 1981) ( "Whatever the conceptual purity
of {a rule centered on specific revelation of client communications], it fails to deal with the reality that lifting the cover from the
[tegal} advice [provided by an attorney] will seldom leave covered the client's communication to his lawyer.").

As Appellants explain, in 1976, the Legislature reenacted the privilege statute which was in effect as of the issuance of Earle without
making any substantive changes to it. See Act of July 9, 1976, P.L. 586, No. 142, § 2 (codified at 42 P0.C.S. § 5928).

For example, the sole allusion to the attomey-client privilege in Slarer v. Rinar, Ine.. 462 Pu. 138, 338 A.2d 584 (1973), is in the
form of a passing reference to a prominent treatise. See id. at 148 n. 8, 338 A.2d ut 589 n. 8. Otherwise, Sluser concerned asserted
violations of the Canons of Professional Ethics and the procedures employed to redress them.

End ot Docunsent o3 208 3 Thomson Reaters, No elabim o ariginal US. Govermeni Works,
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Post & ScHELL, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1800 JoHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103-7480

(215 587-1000
FACSIMILE: (2] 5) 587-1444

ADAMS PLACE - SURE 3 “TH FLOOR 237 N. PRINCE STREET 240 GRANDVIEW AVENUE THE BERKSHIRE - SUME 205
701 WHITE HORSE ROAD BCG 1 HAMILTON MALL LANCASTER, FA (7603 - CAMP HILL, PA 1701 1 501 WASHINGTON STREET
YOORHEES, Nd 08043 ALLENTOWN, PA {B[O1 (71712014832 1717) 731-1970 READING, PA 19603
(GO0} 8274900 (S30) 43-0{R3 FAX: {71 7Y 291-1'609 FAX: (7173 731-1985 (S10) 275-2258
FAX: (80O9) 627-445 | FAX: (610) 433-3072 N FAX: (8 {0O) 375-2263
JUUE A, CLARK
January 8, 1999 (215) 587-6630
v . P PosySc
Via Federal Express U @RemSacLcon
FILE KO. 202-100499
Ms. Debby McMahon
Attention; Auto Leasing
5th Floor

1 Bethlehem Plaza
Bethlehem, PA 18018

RE: Account#09316
Dear Ms. McMahon:

Please be advised that this firm represents Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company.

Enclosed please find a copy of our letter dated December 24, 1998 in connection with
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company’s offer to purchase the 1996 Jeep Grand Cherokee. Also
enclosed is Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company’s check in the amount of $18,000.00,
representing payment in full for the 1996 Jeep Grand Cherokee which is currently leased under the
above-referenced account. Your confirmation that you have received this check will be appreciated.

As we discussed, please forward to me copies of the Odometer Disclosure Statement and
Vehicle Purchase Contract. With regard to the Vehicle Purchase Contract, the title should be placed
in the name of the buyer, Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thank you for your courtesy and cooperatjon in this matter.

. Veq{truly your‘s\,'l/'\_
NEaR

Enclosures
cc: Vince Tomanio

Additional
Exhibit
62
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Fabe L\\AL"
2
NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HORST ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
3 BY: ADAMS.LEVY, ESQUIRE NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE
1D. NO. 66866 COMPANY
4 FOUR SENTRY PARKWAY, SUITE 300
BLUE BELL, PA 19422
(610) 862-6500
5 DANIEL BERG & SHARON BERG IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Plaintiffs, OF BERKS COUNTY
6 V.
NO. 98-813
LINDGREN CHRYSLER-PLYMOUTH, INC.
7 and
LINDGREN AND MANSKE, INC.
and
8 NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE CO.
Defendants,
9 v.
10 K.C. AUTO BODY, INC.
Additional Defendant
11 e L
o lbvibs |
12
DEFENDANT NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY’S
OBJECTIONS AND ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MARCH 21, 2003,
13 REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS
14 Defendant Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company (“Nationwide”), by and
= through its undersigned counsel, and in accordance with its agreement with the Plaintiffs
to respond by May 5, 2003, hereby objects to and answers Plaintiffs’ March 21, 2003
15 Request for Admissions directed to Defendant Nationwide as follows:
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION 1:
16 Defendant Nationwide Mutua} Insurance Company, through its Blie Ribbon
manager Stephen Potasnak, had an opportunity to inspect the repair work at issue in this
17 litigation in April of 1998.
ANSWER 1:
18 :
Nationwide objects to the term “had an opportunity” as vague and ambiguous.
Without waiving any objections, the request is denied as stated. It is admitted that
19 Property Damage Specialist Stephen Potosnak inspected the repair work on or about
20
21
22
23
24
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April 28, 1998. Plaintiffs are further directed to Mir. Potosnak’s deposition of October
11,2000.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION 2:

Following the inspection of the Bergs’ vehicle in April of 1998, Stephen Potosnak
made an entry in the Nationwide Claim Log that the inspection confirmed several
problems with the repairs to the vehicle.

ANSWER 2:

Denied as stated. It is admitted that following his inspection of the Bergs’ vehicle
on or about April 28, 1998, Mr. Potosnak made an entry in the activity log reflecting that
his inspection revealed that the Tepairs to the vehicle were not properly performed. See
unredacted portion of activity log at pages 4-5, attached hereto as Exhibit “A.” Plaintiffs
are further directed to Mr. Potosnak’s deposition of October 11, 2000.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION 3:

Defendant Nationwide did not notify the Bergs, or the Bergs’ law firm, that the
April of 1998 inspection confirmed problems with the repairs until April 14, 1999; the
date Defendant Nationwide produced the Claim Log.

ANSWER 3:

Denied as stated. It is admitted that by the time of Mr. Potosnak’s inspection on
or about April 28, 1998, which revealed that the repairs were not properly performed,
plaintiffs had already commenced litigation against Lindgren and counsel for plaintiffs
made it clear that Nationwide was a likely defendant per his correspondence dated April
22, 1998, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “B.” Plaintiffs in fact
commenced litigation against Nationwide shortly after Mr. Potosnak performed his
inspection. Litigation was clearly anticipated against Nationwide at the time of his
inspection. Moreover, shortly thereafter, as the record demonstrates, Nationwide
attempted to assist the Bergs with their repair-related issues, but it became clear that the
Bergs were more interested in litigating against Nationwide than they were about

resolving their repair-related issues.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION 4:

Defendant Nationwide inspected the Berg vehicle in April of 1998, without
providing notice to Bergs prior to the inspection taking place.
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ANSWER 4:

Denied. See unredacted portion of activity log at pages 4-5, attached hereto as
Exhibit “A,” noting that Mr. Potosnak’s inspection on or about April 28, 1998 was
arranged through the policyholder’s attorney. Further, Mr. Berg himself provided the

vehicle at the inspection.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION 5:

On November 3, 1997, Plaintiff Bergs requested Defendant Nationwide to
ords, bills, receipts, estimates and notes or correspondence

produce all maintenance rec
dgren Chrysler Plymouth that related to the collision claim

between Nationwide and Lin
at issue is this litigation.

ANSWER 5:

Denied as stated. See attached letter dated November 3, 1997 from counsel for
plaintiffs, attached hereto as Exhibit “C.” The letter speaks for itself,

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION 6:

On December 2, 1997, Defendant Nationwide responded by supplying the repair
appraisal dated September 20, 1996.

ANSWER 6:

Nationwide interprets the request as referring to the November 3, 1997 letter
(attached hereto as Exhibit “C”y and otherwise objects to the request as vague and
ambiguous. Without waiving any objections, this request is denied as stated. Itis
admitted that on or about December 2, 1997, Nationwide provided to plaintiffs’ attorney
a repair estimate with print date of September 20, 1996.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION 7:

On December 2, 1997, Defendant Nationwide did not possess the supplement
report dated February 5, 1997, previously identified as an Exhibit to Douglass Joffred’s

deposition of April 14, 1998, as Exhibit “L-6"

ANSWER 7:

resently without information or knowledge sufficient to form a
December 2, 1997, its former local employees who handled ot

e claim did or did not possess the supplemental
7. The local employees who handled or were

Nationwide is p
belief as to whether, on
were most familiar with the handling of th
estimate with print date of February 5, 199

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 67 (Page 3 of 16)

663
R. 3016a



AW N =

(o)}

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

most familiar with the handling of the claim at the time are no longer employed with
Nationwide. The document apparently was not in their possession at that time, but it may
have existed in Nationwide’s remote storage facility located in Ohio. However,
Nationwide cannot at this time confirm this. Nationwide admits that prior to December
2,1997, it made payment in accordance with the amount specified in the supplemental
estimate with print date of February 5, 1997, which amount coincides with Lindgren’s
invoice dated December 30, 1996 identified as Exhibit “L-2” and made part of the record

in this case.

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION 8:

rior, Defendant Nationwide was not

On December 2, 1997, and at all times p
her than replace, the right frame rail

aware that Defendant Lindgren elected to repair, rat
to Plaintiff Bergs’ vehicle.

ANSWER 8:

Nationwide objects to the term “aware” as vague and ambiguous. Without
waving any objections, Nationwide is presently without information or knowledge
sufficient to form a belief as to whether its former employees who handled or were most
familiar with the handling of the claim on or before December 2, 1997 were specifically
cognizant of Lindgren’s decision to repair rather than replace the right frame rail to the
Bergs’ vehicle. Those who handled or were most familiar with the handling of the claim
on or before December 2, 1997 are no longer employed with Nationwide. Nationwide
admits that prior to December 2, 1997, it made payment in accordance with the amount
specified in the supplemental estimate with print date of February 5, 1997, which amount
coincides with Lindgren’s invoice dated December 30, 1996 identified as Exhibit “L-2”

and made part of the record in this case.

Nelson, Levine, de Luca & Horst, LLC

e e
o T ]
A £ P
v L
ADAM S. LEVY, ESQUIRE
Attorney for Defendant,
Nationwide Mutual Insurance {impany

|

Date: _May 5, 2003
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NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HORSY
BY: ADAMS.LEVY, ESQUIRE

LD. NO. 66866

FOUR SENTRY PARKWAY, SUITE 300
BLUE BELL, PA 19422

(610) 862-6500

DANIEL BERG & SHARON BERG
Plaintiffs,
v.

LINDGREN CHRYSLER-PLYMOUTH, INC.
and
LINDGREN AND MANSKE, INC.
and
NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE CO.
Defendants,

Y.

K.C.AUTO BODY, INC.
Additional Defendant

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE

COMPANY

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF BERKS COUNTY

NO. 98-813

VERIFICATION

1, Stephen Potosnak, of Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company, hereby verify

that Nationwide’s Angwers to Plaintiffs’ Request Nos. 1,2 and 4 contained in Defendant

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company’s Obj

ections and Answers to Plaintiffs’ March

21,2003 Request for Admissions are true and correct to the best of my knowledge,

information and belief. 1 understand that this Verification is made subject to the penalties

of 18PA. CS §4904 relating to unsworn falsifications to authorities.

a3 |2 los SE—
Stephen Potosnak

wk TOTAL PAGE.B2 #*
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MAY 85 2083 15:56 FR MARYLAND

NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HORST
BY: ADAM S.LEVY, ESQUIRE

LD. NO. 66866

FOUR SENTRY PARKWAY, SUITE 300
BLUE BELL, PA 19422

(610) 862-6500

DANIEL BERG & SHARON BERG
Plaintiffs,
Y.

LINDGREN CHRYSLER-PLYMOUTH, INC.

and
LINDGREN AND MANSKE, INC.
and
NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE CO.
Defendants,

V.

K.C, AUTO BODY, INC.
Additional Defendant

P17 BS'¢ BAVL 1L DOLULLEL— L Ve e o

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE
COMPANY

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF BERKS COUNTY

‘NO. 98813

VERIFICATION

I, E. Michael O’Leary, Director of Nationwide Mutval Insurance Company’s Blue

Ribbon Repair Program, hereby verify that Nationwide’s Answers to Plaintiffs’ Request

Nos, 3, 5, 6, 7 and 8 contained in Defendant Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company’s

Objections and Answers to Plaintiffs’ March 21, 2003 Request for Admissions are true

and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief. I understand that this

Verification is made subject to the penalties of 18PA. CS §4904 relating to unsworn

falsifications to authorities.

Date: 5/"'1 5:-/20‘03

!

- T_..-""-./-:
s - \ ' 7
o S )
= e e jj;__ -
o

E.Michael O’Leary =

sk TOTAL PAGE.E3 %k
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NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HORST
BY: ADAMS.LEVY,ESQUIRE

1D. NO. 66866

FOUR SENTRY PARKWAY, SUITE
300

BLUE BELL, PA 19422

(610) 862-6500

DANIEL BERG & SHARON BERG
Plaintiffs,
V.

LINDGREN CHRYSLER-PLYMOUTH,
INC.
and
LINDGREN AND MANSKE, INC.
and
NATIONWIDE MUTUAL INSURANCE

CcO.
Defendants,

Y.

K.C. AUTO BODY, INC.
Additional

Defendant

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

NO.

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT

NATIONWIDE
INSURANCE COMPANY

IN THE COURT OF COMMON
PLEAS OF BERKS COUNTY

98-813

1, Adam S. Levy, Esqui

date for responding), Defendant Nationwide Mul

and Answers to Plaintiffs’
First Class Mail upon the following:

Benjamin J. Mayerson
The Mayerson Law Offices, P.C.

The Meeting House Law Building & Gallery

3540 Schuylkill Rd (Rt. 724)
Spring City, PA 19475

re hereby certify that on May 5, 2003 (the agreed-upon
tual Tnsurance Company’s Objections
March 21, 2003 Request for Admissions were served by U.S.

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 67 (Page 7 of 16)
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Kenneth C. Myers, Esquire
Binder, McGavin & Myers
P. O.Box 399

Reading, PA 19603

Brent A. Huckabee, Esquire
Hoffert, Huckabee & Weiler, P.C.
1136 Penn Avenue

P.O. Box 6895

Wyomissing, PA 19610

NELSON LEVINE de LUCA & HORST, LLC

e
BY:

Attorney for Defendant,
Nationwide Mutual Insuranj

AT )

ADAM S. LEVY, ESQUIRE &

'}

1{/ Company

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 67 (Page 8 of 16)
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************&**********f*&&&** ACTIVITY LOG

Jaim Key: 5837C 137421 09041996 01 print Date: 07/29/1993

1: Berg, Daniel G & Sharon E Time: 14:18:10
equester: pDavid Cole page & 90005
x******&******l\'***k*ki(**k*k&i&***k*******t****f**fib*fi*#**bb*i&*&&**&*ft
pate Time Creator Assignee CoV Claimant

<. .. CONTINUED...>
SHIFTED TO LT.
COMPLETELY BACK BEFORE REPLACE

COMCLUSION, LPPEARS UPPER BODY SWAY WAS NOT PULLED
MENT OF PARTS BEGAN. REVIEWED WITH

DENNIS AT SHOP SAME DAY 4/28, AND REQUESTED pEVISED COPY TO SSE IF RT

RAIL AND ADRON REPLACEMENT wAS REMOVED. REC CALL FROM DOUG AT SEOP
HE WILL HAVE TO GET REVISIONS BACK FROM

_4/29, ATTY HAS ALL PAPERWORK,

HIM. EXPLAINED FINDINGS TO DOUG, SUGGESTED COURSE OF ACTION 1O SR
DOUG ASKED ME TO CALL GENERAL MGR GREG MILLER AS WELL. I CALLED END
‘EXPLAINED TO HIM AS WELL. GREG STATED HE HAS CALL INTO ATTY, WILL
ADVISE ASARP. SPOKE WITH BRUCE BRSHORE AND REVIEWED. WALTING FOR CARLL

BACK FROM SHOP WITH DECISION.

CARLSO3 UMASS IGN

0614 COMPLAINT ... _PER BRUCE'S DIRECTION HE (ANTS STEVE TO LO
THIS VEH ASAP. .. _FAXED STEVE A)-COPY OF THE ATTORNEY LETTER FROM

AND CALLED HIM TO MAKE SURE HE GOT THE FRX. .. ..

04/23/1998 09:37AM

na /23/1998 09:11aM CARRLSO3 UNMASSIGH

+ DOUG WITHER FROM THE MAY
=gSED TO ROH STITZEL. . . .-

0614 COMPLAINT . ... JRECV'D FRX £r0

& OFFICES,PC.. .. _TEE LETTER WAS ADDR
THE LETTER TO RON . . ..ALSO CRLLED HIM pND LEFT A VOICE MAIL

MESSRGE . .. .-

03/12/1998 10:'10AH CARLSO8 BLECKAL
ST

poC sent to: unknowd from BEY CaRLSON (Re:) Free Form (AUTO & PENTADL
PRYMENT) (Commants:) none (Print Instr:) ttail

Date: 03/12/19%8 Time: 09:%
- ponald stitzel

To: STITZER
pev Carlson

cc: CARLSO3 -
From: B2V Carlson

Subjact: COMPLAINT

CARLSO3 BLRCHKAL

DOC s=nt to: unknowi from BEV camLsoM (%
Q!, (Comments:) none (grint Instr:) Mail

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 67 (Page 10 of 16)
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****k*i***k**it**t**t****tt*** ACTIVIT{ LOG Tdkkkkdkd Ehk bk kk kkkhhk ok kok ok ok kh

~laim Key: 5837C 137421 09041996 01 Print Date: 07/29/1998
H: Berg, Daniel G & sharon E Tipe: 14:18:10
B requester: David Cole Paga # 0004

**t**********f******************i‘-&****i'i'i'**************0*****************
Date Time Creator Assignee Cov Claimant

<...CONTINUED...>
The Attorney for Lindgren chrysler is Fredrick tcGavin and rennsth

Myers. Phone & 610-376-9742.

W N

05/04/1998 11:04AM BASHORB SUSEMIP

0200 ADVISORY COMMEMNTS: CTC - Berg, paniel G & Sharon E rec'd papers
from phts atty. Ph filed a civil action in Berks Co. against Lendgren
Chrysler which is a Blue Ribbon shop and Nationwide. Gave all paper
work to Leah in legal at 10 2m today.

Date: 04/30/1998 Time: 08:02RM

To: CARLSOB - Bev Carlson
To: BASHORB - Bruce Bashore
cc: POTOSNS - STEPHEN J. ?OTOSNAK

O 00 N O

From: STEPHEN J. POTOSHAK

10 Subject: BERG JEEP

(0]

'

i FYI, SEZ LOG. 2RUC

11 STEVE.

12 Date: 04/30/1598 Time: 08:01AM
To: BASHORB - Bruce Bashore
cc: POTOSNS . STEPHEN J. POTOSMAK

13 From: STEPHEN J. POTOSMAX

14 SUbjéCt:
04/30/1998 08:01AM POTOSHS UHASSIGN

16 0100 ADVISORY COMMMENTS: TECH MGR - Berg, paniel G & Sharon E REINS?

PH TRUCK ¢/28 AT AW GOLDEN'S AS pEe REQUEST FROM BEV CRRLSCH A0

THROUGH PH'S ATTORNEY, I RID [ery
KAD TRUCK ON LIFT. RT FHDR HD
VEN O B3

BRUCE BASHORE. THIS VWAS BRRANGED
17 DISCUSS TRUCK OR FIMNDINGS WITH PH. s
OUT FROM REAR EDGE, RF MLDG HANGING LOOSE. HOOD GAPS U
SIDES. UPOM LOOKING AT FRONT TIRES/ WHEELS, LF IN SUBST
COMPARISION TO RF, WHICH IS EVEN WITH EDGE OF EFNDR, (MAKES

AR
M STILL
(0]

18 SHIFTED TO RIGHT) . RF APRON AND RAIL NOT REPLACED, RT APRO b

SPLIT IN SEVERAL RREAS. RT RAIL STILL HAS DAMAGE NEAR SHWAY Eki HOUS .
‘ FAN BLADE CLOSER TO LS SIDE OF SHROUD THAN RS, APPEARS TO ’r:ﬂ-f;“m_“”

19 CONTACTED SHROUD AT SOME pOINT AND BROKE SHROUD NEAR UPZPER :-_'.-\ZU.H.L‘I'J
POINT ON RAD SUPT. AS VIEWD FROM REAR, APPEARS FRONT SHEETMETAL

20 <. .MORE..>

il

24
PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 67 (Page 11 of 16)
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ATTORNEYS

Hy MAYERSON
MARGARET R. COMNORS
BENJAMIN J. MAYERSON
MICHAEL G. MOYER®

¢ Jlia memba of New Jemcy bu

THE MAYERSON LAW OFFICES,

123 WEST MARN STREET
TRAPPE, PA. 19426
TEL (610) 489 - 2800
FAX (610) 489 - 2366

OFFICES ALSO AT
SPRING CITY, PA 19475

April 22, 1998

P.C.

YTIA: FAX & FIRST CLASS MATL

Ron Stitzel, Manager

Blue Ribbon Direct Repair Shops - FA
Nationwide Insurance

241 Rohrerstown Rd

Lancaster, PA

Re: My client

Your insured:

Claim No:
D/A:

17603

s: paniel & Sharon Berg
paniel & Sharon Berg
5837C137421 09041996 01
09/04/96

Dear Mr. Stitzel:

As you are aware, I represent
and/or grossly negligent repalr wor

Lindgren Chrysler plymouth.
were directed to Lindgren Chrysler Plymout

Nationwide's Blue Ribbon Repair Program.

Oon April

body shop manager and general manag
Writ of Summons and Court Order.
to determine whether Nationwide is an appropria

were
this action.

Lindgren has is
to file a
This period expires on May 44,

the Bergs
depositions.

We have
is no longer
independent
Nationwide a

an independent
otherwise unabl

14, 1998, depositions of Lindgre
er were con
The purpose of

complaint within

retained a
crash worthy.
expert t

1so have the vehicle inspected as s
of 1litigation

expert for purposes
e to resolve this matter.

sued a Rule to File Com

n expert who has indica
I,indgren had the ve

hrough crawford and Company-
oon as possible by

EXHIBIT,

M-I2

ALL-STATE® INTEANATIONAL

BUSINESS MANAGER
MARK DEZURA
&

167 PARTY / MEDICAL PARALEGAL
JANICE SUDZINA

the Berg family for fraudulent
k done to their J
As you are also aware,

eep Cherokee at
the Berg family
h by Nationwide via

n chrysler plymouth’s
ducted pursuant to &
the depositions
te defendant in

plaint which requires
twenty days of the
1998.

ted that the vehicle
hicle examined by an

I suggest

if we are

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 67 (Page 13 of 16)
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ron Stitzel
Nationwide Insurance
april 22, 1998

Page 2.

The vehicle is a leased vehicle and requires &
$100,000/$300,000 1iability policy of insurance pursuant to the
cerms of the lease. The Berg family has been forced to purchase &
new vehicle to ensur The Berg family cannot afford

to pay the lease payments an the Cherokee
and their new vehicle.

e their safety.
d liability insurance on

the Berg family is going to sell the Cherokee.
serve as a formal notice that this
the next six weeks. If you

te expert please advise.

As a result,
please allow this letter to
vehicle is going to be disposed of in
need more time to retain an appropria
will purchase the vehicle
11 not purchase the vehicle

ursuant to the terms,
its

e if Nationwide
1f Nationwide wi
at Nationwide will do p
jes of its Blue Ribbon Repair Program,
th the Berg family.

1998. The Bergs must sell
Time is of the esgence.

please also advis
from the Berg family.
then please advise wh
conditions and warrant
policy of insurance wi

t must be filed by May 4,

A complain
nancial constraints.

the Cherokee due to £i
please advise at your earliest opportunity. Enclosed are
copies of the relevant pleadings.

very truly yours,
===
Beﬂﬁamin J. Mayerson
BIM/bs

Enclosures with hard copy .
cc: Kenneth C. Myers, Esquire, counsel for Lindgren

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 67 (Page 14 of 16)
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MOV 83 '97  18:44Ar MAYERSON LAW TRAPPE

PLEINTIFF'S
EXHIBEN

e T AT

THE MAYERSON LAW OFFICES, P.C.

[TORNEYS 123 WEST MAIN STREET

LY. b,
HY MAYERSON TRAPPE, PA. 19426 VARK DBzULA
MARGARET R. CONNORS TEL (610) 489 -2200 1Y PAATY /MEDICAL PARALE
£R1C BUSCH FAX (610) 489 - 2366 s s

BENJAMM J. MAYERSON Y

QFF
MICHAEL G. MOYER® [CES ALSO AT

SPRING CITY, PA 19475
% el bt o Hoe Lrwy At : !

:

November 3, 1997

VIA: .FAX ONLY

(o))}
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Doug Witmer
Nationwide Insurance Company

Re: Berg v. Lindgren
Dear Mr. Witmer:

Please be advised that this office represents Daniel Berg in
regard to a claim being presented against Lindgren Chrysler-
Plymouth arising out of faulty repair work done at their facility.

It is my understanding that you are Mr. Berg's first party
property damage adjuster for the claim arising out of this

automobile accident.

Please direct all future communications regarding this claim

through my office. Please do not contact Lindgren Chrysler-
Plymouth as your communications.may have an impact on Mr. Berg‘s
pending litigation against Lindgren. If Lindgren contacts you

please direct them to my office and/or forward their correspondence
to my office for further handling.

Please forward me a copy of vyour file including all
maintenance records, bills, recipts, estimates and notes or
correspondence between you and Llndgren Chrysler-Plymouth as it
relates to this claim,

I am preparing a complaint to be filed against Lindren and the
Chrysler Corporation. I have retained an expert to examine the
vehicle. If Nationwide reculfes an opportunity to examine the
vehicle please advise.

Please call me so we might, discuss this matter further.

Very truly vyours,

e

Ben "Mayerson

BJM/bs

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 67 (Page 16 of 16)
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[2) FENDANT_NA_'UQMHLE’ﬂlL_UPﬁ SUMMARY

TOTAL BILLED: §922,654.25

2002:

01/02: $3,056.00

02/02: $898.00

03/02; 518,235.50

04/02: $17,189.50

$0.00 05/02: $7,822.00
06/02: 56,596.00

50.00 :

50.00 oo02:  MISSING

$0.00 102 MISSING

50.00 11/02:  $3,098.50

51,270.50 5987000

S8TLOO

52,309.00 Total: 566,765.50

52,713.00

51,425.50

$2,323.00 2003

51,779.00 oo 532,745.00

54,024.50 0203 $24,715.35
ok S6,21500

516,715.50 0403 $2229L50
05/03; 56,1000

06/03; $20,715,

.00

07/03: £7,202.00

57,296.50

52,397.00 08/03;  556,872.00

$5,667.00 09/03: 56,044.50

59,243.00 10/03: 510,711.50

$1,863.00 11/03;  S11,473.50

$5,119.50 12403: $39,591.50

$6,070.50

$9,124.50 Total: 5244,686.75

$5,087.50

52,883.50

51,676.00 2004;

55,200.00 o4 S15,674.50
0/04;  $20,367.00

567,628.00 03m4:  $7,505.50
04/04: $4,959.00
0s/04:  $3,688.00
o6/04;  528,748.00

51,527.50 07/04:  $58,200.50

$5,156.50 08/0d;  567,409.00

51,032.50 09/04:  $43,746.00

$3,060.50 10/04r  54,058.00

511,010.50 11/04;  526,543.00

$17,549.00 12/04:  $63,623.50

$7,417.00

52,285.00 Total:  5344,522.00

£2,045.00

511,015.00

58,260.00 TOTAL: $922,654.25

$4,621.00

567,561.50

54,890.00

$5,984.50

59,573.00

52,555.50

£10,156.00

59,648.50

£4,192.00

$4,057.00

53,699.50

516,408.00

$31,384.00

$4,810.00

$107,358.00 EXHIBIT
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N L NELSON ° LEVINE - de LUCA & HORST

A LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

¢l srvornevs aT LAV
COLU.MBUS NEWARK -

H&éﬁ%&_a&hﬁh_
October 13, 2005

Benjamin J. Mayerson, Esquire
Mayerson Law Offices, P.C.
3540 Schuylkill Road (Rt. 724)

Spring City, PA 19475

Re: Berg V. Nationwide

Dear Ben:
Pursuant to the Court’s August 15, 2005 Order, attached are
of Nationwide in this matter. Our production of the information O
including the production of any time description of PO
attorney-client privilege, work product privilege, oF any o
spcciﬁcally asserts that it s pot waiving any of the aforemen
attached documents in compliance with the Court’s Order.
¢ were unable t

search, W
o searc!

Please note that after a diligent
We will continue t

February, March, and April of 1999.
you when, of if, they are located.
Very truly yours,

NELSON LEVINE de LUC

/ﬁ%%,

Giseey A Cihoo

Craig A Cohen

the redal
ntained in these
rtion thereof, is in no
ther applicable P
tioned privileges by

rivilege.

o locate any bi
h for these recor

Four Sentry Parkway
Suite 300

Blue Bell, PA 19422
Phone: 610.862.6500
Fax: 610.862.6501

www,nldhlaw.com

Reply to:

Craig A. Cohen
Direct: 610.862.6562
ccohen@nldhlaw.com

cted billing records
documerts,
way a waiver of
Nationwide
producing the

\ling records for
ds and inform

A & HORST, LLC
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POST & SCHELL, P.C. x’"!! I CO
1 {hke Py’

19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133

September 10,

1AW AUDIT SERVICES, INC.
ATTN: NATIONWIDE INS CO UNIT
WILTON EXECUTIVE CAMPUS

15 RIVER ROAD, SUITE 200
WILTON, CT 06897

ET

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, AL
137421 09-04-

YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C
OUR MATTER NO. 100499

pear Client:

Enclosed please find our
rendered in connection with the &
I trust you will £ind in order.

vVery truly yours:

interim bill for services
bove—captioned case, which

MATTHEW STOOL

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL

1998

0000000
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1800 JOHN F. KENNE
PHILADELPHIA, PENNS
2

poOST & SCHELL, p.C.

15 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

CONTACT :
LAW AUDIT SERVICES, InNcC. invoice Number 205715
ATTN: NATIONWIDE INg CO UNIT invoice Date 09/10/98
WILTON EXECUTIVE CAMPUS Client NumbeIr 00292
15 RIVER ROAD, SUITE 200 Matter Numbex 100499
WILTON, cr 06897
pate of incident: 09/09/96
Your File #: 5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 ol
Cclaims Market: HARRISBURG
Claim Representative: BRUCE BASHORE
phone NumbeT: 800-889-9872
Brilling aAttorney MATTHEW STOOL office PHILADELPHIA
Re: BERG v. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH 07/31/98:
Date Attorney Hours value
05/26/98 3TOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) Redacted 0.1 9.50
Redaled . o —mrm TNl ATNT
05/26/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED COMPLAINT TO 1.4 133.00
Redacted
05/26/98 gTO0L TENGHTY TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) 0.4 38.00
WITH Redacted lacted
Redacted
05/26/98 STOOL Redacted 0.1 9.50
x.\l_':.r.'n.t.x.\o
05/26/98 gTO0L Redacted 2.8 266.00
Redacted
05/27/98 gTO0L REVISE L odb 104.50
Redacted
05/27/98 gTO0L PERFORMED LEGAL RESEARCH RE: 0.3 28.50
Redacted
05/27/98 STOOL PERFORMED LEGAL RESEARCH RE: 0.3 28.50
Redacted
0000000:

CONFIDENTIAL
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696

(Page 3 of 859)

R. 3035a



£ w N =

e 0 ~I oy W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
1%
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

00292 LAW AUDIT SERVICES, INC. invoice Number 205715
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AD page 2
10 SEP 1998
Date Attorney Hours value
05/27/98 STOOL PERFORMED LEGAL RESEARCH RE: 0.2 19.00
Redacted
05/27/98 STOOL DERFORMED LEGAL RESEARCH RE: 0.3 28.50
Redacted
05/27/98 STOOL DRAFT Redected 2.9 275.50
Redacted
05/28/98 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH Redecte 0.2 19.00
Redacted
Redacted
05/28/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM PLAINTIFF (S) 0.3 28.50
ATTORNEY RE: INSPECTION ON
VEHICLE, POSSIBLE RV -OUT BY
NATIONWIDRE BdRedacted
05/28/98 STOOL REVISE e 2.1 199.50
Redacted
05/28/98 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S)Redaded 0.3 28.50
Redacted
. Redacted
05/28/98 STOOL LENGHTY RECEIVED CALL FROM 0.4 38.00
ATTORNEY (8) FOR LINDGREN RE:
Redacted
05/28/98 TKACZUK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH 0.1 5.50
PROTHONOTARY OF BERKS COUNTY RE:
NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY (S)
WHO ENTERED APPEARANCE FOR
LINDGREN- PLYMOUTH
05/28/98 TKACZUK DRAFTED LETTER TO PROTHONOTARY OF 0.2 11.00
BERKS COUNTY RE: OBTAINED COPY OF
DOCKETS
06/01/98 STOOL LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY 0.3 28.50
RE: DEMAND FOR INSPECTION OF
VEHICLE BEFORE DISPOSAL BY INSURED
06/03/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALI, FROW ATTORNEY (S) FOR 0.3 28.50
LINDGREN RE: Redacte
Redacted
6/03 - .4 .
06/03/98 STOOL Redacted 0 38.00
06/04/98 STOOL LETTER TO D. COLE RE: Becacel 0.4 38.00

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL
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06292 1AW AUDIT SERVICES, INC.
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

10 SEP 1998

06/04/98

06/04/98

06/05/98

06/05/98

06/05/98

06/05/98

06/09/98
06/10/98

06/10/98

06/10/98

06/10/98

06/10/98

06/10/98

06/11/98

06/15/98

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL
NELSON

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

BUENZLE

NELSON

STOOL

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED LETTER FROM
PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY RE:
INSPECTION OF SUBJECT VEHICLE BY

EXPERTS
RECEIVED AND REVIEWED

Redacted
SECEIVED AND REVIEWED

Redacted

RECEIVED CALL FROM PLAINTIFF(S)
ATTORNEY RE: PRELIMINARY
OBJECTIONS AND POSSIBLE AMENDED

COMPLAINT
LETTER TO PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY

HIS INTENT TO FILE AMENDED
COMPLAINT

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH DAVE

COLE RE: Redect=d
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH

Redacted
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WIT
Redacted
Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
Redacted

INTERNET RESEARCH TO OBTAIN
Redacted

2] Redacte

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) Rt

Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Numbex
page 3

205715

76.00

38.00

28.50

19.00
19.00

38.00
22.00

19.00
38.00
38.00
19.00
16 .50
22.00

38.00
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Invoice Number

00292  LAW AUDIT SERVICES, INC.
100459 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 4
10 SEP 1998
Date Attorney Hours
__________________ Redated R
5 Redacted
06/15/98 STOOL LETTER TO D. COLE RE: 0.3
Redacted
Redacted
06/15/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.2
Redacted
06/15/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED LETTER FROM 0.2

PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:

INSPECTION OF INSURED'S VEHICLE
STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
INSPECTION BY OUR EXPERT
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2

Redacted

LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY 0.2
RE: INSPECTION BY OUR EXPERT

REJECTION OF 30 DAY DERDLINE

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE 0.2
COLE RE: Redscted

Redacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: REVISED
SETTLEMENT -OFFERS

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S8) WITH 0.2
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: AMENDED
COMPLAINT IN RESPONSE TO OUR

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

RECEIVED CALL FROM PLAINTIFF (S) 0.2
ATTORNEY RE: POSSIBLE SETTLEMENT
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH 0.2

Redacted
Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED LETTER FROM 0.1
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: STATUS

OF D. VAN AND AVAILABILITY FOR
DEPOSITION (S)

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED LETTER FROM 0.1
PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY RE: HIS

AMENDED COMPLAINT

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.3
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:

06/15/98

06/15/98 STOOL

06/15/98 STOOL

06/15/98 NELSON

06/17/98 STOOL

06/24/98 STOOL

06/24/98 STOOL

06/24/98 STOOL

06/25/98 STOOL

06/29/98 STOOL

07/01/98 STOOL

07/01/98 STOOL

07/02/98 STOOL

CONFIDENTIAL

205715

19.00
19.00
19.00
19.00
22.00

38.00

19.00
19.00
19.00
19.00
19.00

10.50

10.50

31.50
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Invoice Number

00292 LAW AUDIT SERVICES, INC.
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page S
10 SEP 1998
Date Attorney Hours
INSPECTION OF VEHICLE
07/02/98 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
Redacted
07/02/98 STOOL LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY 0.3
RE: INSPECTIONS BY NATIONWIDE AND
BY OUR EXPERT
07/02/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM B. BASHORE RE: 0.2
Redacted
07/02/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM ATTORNEY (S) RE: 0.2
Redacted
07/02/98 STOOL LETTER TO LINDGREN RE = 0.2
Redacted
07/09/98 NELSON RECEIVED AND REVIEWED VOLUMINOUS 3.6
RECORDS FROM DAVE COLE RE:
07/16/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM PLAINTIFF (S) 0.2
ATTORNEY RE: AMENDED COMPLAINT
07/17/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM ATTORNEY (S) FOR 0.2
Redacted
07/17/98 STOOL RECEIVED SECOND CALL FROM 0.2
ATTORNEY (S) Redacted
Redacted
07/17/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED FIRST 0.9
AMENDED COMPLAINT
07/21/98 STOOL Redacted 1.8
07/21/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
ATTORNEY (S) FOR PLAINTIFF (S) (SON)
RE: STATUS OF PLEADINGS AND
INSPECTION
07/21/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.3
ATTORNEY (S) PLAINTIFF (S) (FATHER)
RE; STATUS OF PLEADINGS AND
INSPECTION
07/22/98 STOOL Redacted 0.2
07/24/98 STOOL Redacted 1.1

CONFIDENTIAL

205715

21.00
21.00
21.00

432.00

21.00

21.00
21.00
94 .50
189.00
24.00

36.00

21.00

115.50
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00292

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

LAW AUDIT SERVICES, INC.

10 SEP 1998

07/24/98

07/24/98

07/27/98

07/29/98

07/29/98

07/29/98

07/29/98

07/29/98

07/29/98

07/29/98

07/31/98

07/31/98

07/31/98

07/31/98

07/31/98

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

BUENZLE

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

Invoice Number 205715

Page 6
Hours value

Redacted 2.4 22 00
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH E. 0.3 31.50
VOGEL RE: Redacted
Redacted

REVIEW/REVISE tRedaCted 1.3 136.50
Redacted

TETEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH Redacted 0.3 36.00
Redacted dacted

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.1 12.00
CORRESPONDENCE FROM PLAINTIFF (S)

ATTORNEY RE: DISCOVERY PROCESS AND

REVIEW OF REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE 0.1 12.00
COLE RE: WRedacted

Redacted

DRAFTEDRedaded 0.2 24.00
Redacted

LETTER TO DAVE COLE RE: Redacted 0.3 36.00
Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.1 12.00
CORRESPONDENCE FROM PLAINTIFF (S)

ATTORNEY RE: DISCOVERY TO

DEFENDANT (S) LINDGREN AND

PLAINTIFF (S) REQUEST FOR

PRODUCTION TO LINDGREN

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.2 24.00
CORRESPONDENCE FROM DAVE COLE RE:

Redacted

Redacted

rEvIEw Redacted 0.6 72.00
Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.4 48.00

CORRESPONDENCE FROM NATION WTDR Redac

Redacted

rRvTRW Redacted 2.4 288.00

Redacted

rEvIEw Redacted 0.3 36.00

CONFIDENTIAL 00000007
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00292 AW AUDIT SERVICES, INC.
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

10 SEP 1998

07/31/98 NELSON REvIEW oaacted

TOTAL HOURS
ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY :
Attorney ID# Status Hours
M STOOL 371 a 21.5 at
M STOOL 371 a 10.2 at
MR NELSON 234 P 0.6 at
MR NELSON 234 P 9.4 at
LA BUENZLE 393 PL 2.3 at
PR TKACZUK 270 .PL 0.3 at

CURRENT FEES

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number
Page 7

FR A I T U

205715
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Invoice Number 205715

00292 LAW AUDIT SERVICES, INC.
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

10 SEP 1998

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALIL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

page 8
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.

19TH FLOCR )
1800 JOHN F, KENNEDY BOULEVARD F“-E COPY

PHTLADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133

December 15,

DAVE COLE

‘NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

pP. O. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-

OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Dear Client:

~
lease find our interim pill for se

Enclosed p
h the above-captioned case,

rendered in connection wit
T trust you will find in oxrder.

Very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL

rvices
which

1998
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CONTACT : DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURAN

P. O. BOX

HARRISBURG, PA 17105

Your File

Claims Market: HARRISBURG
Claim Representative:
Phone Numbexr:

Billing Attorney MICHAEL R NEL

POST & SCHELL, P.C.
197H FLOOR

1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHTLADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103

215 587-1000.
Tax ID # 23-1877133

CE COMPANY Invoice NumbeX 215126

2655 Invoice pDate 12/15/98
Client Number 00292

Matter NumbeXr 100499

pDate of Incident: 09/09/96

#: 5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 01

BRUCE BASHORE
800-889-9872

SON office PHILADELPHIA

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED T

08/11/98

08/11/98

0s8/11/98

08/11/98

08/11/98

08/11/98

Attorney

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO, 70

HROUGH 1.1/06/98:

Hours value
RECEIVED CALL FROM Redacted 0.2 21.00
Redacted
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH DAVID 0.1 5.50
COLE OF NATIONWIDE REGRRDING
Redacted
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE W1TH Redected 0.2 11.00
Redacted
REVIEW OF FILE "ot 0.2 11.00
CORRESPONDENCE T Redacted 0.2 11.00
Redacted
Redacted 0- 3750

00000011

CONFIDENTIAL
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-00292 NATIONWIﬁE'INéURANCE.COMPANY'
1100499: . BERG V: NATIONWIDE; ET AL

15 DEC 1998

Date

e

08/11/98

08/11/98

08/11/98

08/11/98

08/11/98

08/11/98

08/12/98

08/12/98

08/12/98

08/13/98

08/17/98

08/17/98

08/17/98

08/17/98

08/17/98

08/17/98

08/17/98

Attorney -

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

STOOL

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

STOOL

NELSON

NELSON

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

BUENZLE

Page

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE wrrH Redeed

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE TwTH Redacted
Redacted dacted

PREPARATION
Redacted
SECOND TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH

Redacted

PREPARATTON Redected

Redacted

PREPARATION
Redacted
Redacted

RECEIVED CALL
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE TO ADAVID

COLE, Redacted
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WIT
Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED PRAECIPE RE:
PRELTMINARY OBJECTIONS

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH Redacled
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WIT

‘Redacted

CORRESPONDENCE TO
Redacted

Redacted
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH BEN
MAYERSON, ESQ. REGARDING 8/21/98
VEHICLE INSPECTION

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE W THRedacted
Redacted REGARDING

Redacted

Redacted

el Redacted

q E{edacle

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number

2

215126

27.50

21.00

11.00
11.00
10.50

12.00

24.00
11.00
11.00

27.50

11.00

11.00

00000012
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- 00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

fnvoice Number

100499  BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page. 3
15 DEC 1998.
Date Attorney Hours
08/17/98 BUENZLE Redacted 0.2
08/19/98 NELSON RECEIVED AND- REVIEWED 0.1
CORRESPONDENCE ‘FROM DAVE COLE RE;
Redacted

.08/19/98 STOOL REVIEW/REVISE (o0 0.4
Redacted

08/19/98 STOOL CONFERENCE WITH PARALEGAL RE: 0.2
Redacted

08/19/98 BUENZLE TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH 0.2
PLAINTIFF, BERG, PER BEN MAYERSON

ESQ. 'S REQUEST TO MAKE
ARRANGEMENTS RE%ARDING VEHICLE

Redacte

INSPECTION,
Redacted
08/19/98 BUENZLE TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH edacicigms 0.2
Redacted
08/19/98 BUENZLE TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH 0.1

PLAINTIFF, BERG REGARDING
ARRANGEMENTS FOR PICKING UP
VEHICLE FOR 8/21 INSPECTION

08/20/98 NELSON REVIEW OF FILE Redxcied 1.1
Redacted

08/20/98 BUENZLE CORRESPONDENCE TO HAL MAYERSON , 0.2
ESQ. REGARDING 8/21/98 VEHICLE
INSPECTION, Redacted
Redacted

08/20/98 BUENZLE TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH Redacted 0.2
Redacted

08/21/98 NELSON Redacted 0.2

08/21/98 NELSON 0.9

0.1

08/21/98 NELSON

08/21/98 NELSON TRAVELED TO INSPECT 1.2
POLICYHOLDER (8) VEHICLE
Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

215126

11.00

132.00

11.00

11.00
24.00

108.00
12.00

144 .00

00000013
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'06292 NATIONWIDE'INSURANCE,COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, BT AL -

15 DEC 1998

08/21/98
08/21/98

08/21/98

08/21/98

08/21/98
08/24/98
08/24/98

08/24/98

08/24/98
08/24/98
08/24/98

08/24/98

08/25/98

08/25/98

08/25/98

08/25/98

08/26/98

NELSON

NELSON
NELSON

NELSON

BUENZLE
NELSON
NELSON

NELSON

NELSON
NELSON
NELSON

NELSON

STOOL

NELSON

NELSON

CLARK

NELSON

ATTENDED INSPECT POLICYHOLDER (S}

VEHICLE Redacted
TRAVELED TO INSPECT AT DEALERSHIP

(SEPERATE TRIp)Rwuwd
Redacted .
ATTENDED INSPECT AT DEALERSHIP
(QRPRRATR TRIP)Redocted
Redacted

DRAFTED Redected
ReEER)
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH Redacted

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED Redacted
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH LINDA

MAZZTTTT RE- Redacted
Redacted

VERY LENGHTY TELEPHOWE -
CONFERENCE (S} WITH EEEEs

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH
Redacted

REVIEW O
Redacted
Redacted

DRAFTED LETTER
Redacted

E‘Redaded

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH LINDA
MAZITTI RE: Redacted

LETTER TO DAVE COLE RE:
Redacted

PLAN AND PREPARE

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE

Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number
Page 4 °

215126

132.00

72.00

11.00
36.00
12.00

36.00

36.00
24.00
36.00

36.00

94 .50

36.00
36.00

220.00

48.00

00000014
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100499  BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AT page 5
15 DEC 1998
pate Attorney Hours value
et COLE RE: = S e
Redacted
08/26/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH LINDA 0.1 12.00
_ MAZZITTI
08/26/98 NELSON ’EE{;?PHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH Redacte 0.1 12.00
Redac . o )
08/26/98 NELSON DRAFT LETTER TO L. MAZZITTI RE: 0.4 48.00
Redacted
08/26/98 CLARK LETTER TO PLAINTIFFS' COUNSEL 0.3 16.50
ENCLOSING DEFENDANT'S RESPONSE TO
PLAINTIFFS' REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION
_O® DNCTMENTS . [323]
08/26/98 CLARK Redacted TR TO D. COLE. 0.5 27.50
MAXXITTI, Redeoted
Redacted
08/26/98 CLARK RESPONDED TO Redted 1.4 77.00
N
ted
08/26/98 CLARK RECESIS 1.3 71.50
E2=9 Redacted.
08/27/98 STOOL REVIEW 0.9 94.50
Redacted
08/27/98 STQOL REVIEW/REVISE R 1.1 115.50
Redacted
08/27/98 NELSON DRAFTED LETTER TO LINDA MAZZITTI 0.4 48.00
RE; JRedacted
08/27/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH 0.5 60.00
Redacted
08/27/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH LINDA 0.2 24.00
MAZZITTI Redacted
Redacted
08/27/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) Redected 0.1 12.00
Redacted
08/27/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH LINDA 0.1 12.00
MAZZITTI RE: CONFERENCE CALL
08/27/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH DAVE 0.2 24.00
COLE RE: CONFERENCE CALL ,
08/27/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) Redacted 0.2 24.00
Redacted
CONFIDENTIAL 00000015
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-+ 00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY .

JInvoic¢e Number

100499  .BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 6
15 DEC 1998
Date Attorney Hours
08/28/98 STOOL ] REVIEW / REVISE Redacted 0.4
Redacted
08/28/98 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) Redeeed 0.1
Redacted
08/28/98 STOOL LENGTHY TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) 0.3
Redacted
08/28/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FrOME 0.2
Redacted
08/28/98 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH e 0.1
Redacted
Red
08/28/98 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH s - 0.1
Redacted
08/31/98 STOOL TELEPHONE. CONFRRENCF(S) WITH N, 0.1
COLE RE: e
Redacted
08/31/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE 0.1
COLE RE: Redacted
09/01/98 STOOL RESEARCH RE: Redacted 0.4
Redacted
09/01/98 STOOL prapT Redacted 1.9
Redacted
09/02/98 STOOL BEGIN DRAFTING Redce 0.9
Redacted
09/03/98 STOOL pRapT Redacted 1.6
Redacted
09/03/98 STOOL REVISE Redacted 1.4
Redacted
09/03/98 STOOL LETTER TO Redacted 0.1
Redacted
09/03/98 CLARK Redacted 0.8
09/08/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM DAVE COLE. 0.3

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 17

CONFIDENTIAL
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215126

21.00
10.50
10.50

10.50

12.00

42.00
199.50
94 .50

168.00
147.00

10.50

44 .00

31.50
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

Invoice Number

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL ‘Page. 7

15 DEC 1998

Date .Attorney

e (LENGTHY) e Redacted

Redacted
09/08/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FRoM Redeeted 0.3

Redacted

09/08/98 NELSON RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.1
CORRESPONDENCE FROM DAVE COLE RE:

Redacted

09/09/98 NELSON RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.3
CORRESPONDENCE FROM Redacted

Redacted
Redacted

09/09/98 NELSON LETTER TO DAVE COLE RE:
Redacted

LETTER TO POLICYHOLDER (S) PERSONAL 0.3
ATTORNEY RE: INSPECTION [116]

RECETVED AND REVIEWED PRAECIPE FOR 0.2
ARGUMENT FROM DEFENDANT (S) FOR
LINDSERN RE: PRELIMINARY
OBJECTIONS [124]

09/10/98 NELSON Redacted

09/10/98 NELSON DRAFTED LETTER TO ATTORNEY (S) FOR
Redacted

NELSON DRAFTED LETTER TO DAVE COLE [126]
RECEIVED CALL FROM COURT RE:
FILING OF OUR PRELIMINARY
OBJECTIONS [118]

09/14/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWEDRédacted

Redacted

NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE 0.
COLE RE : Redacted

09/09/98 NELSON

09/10/98 STOOL

oo
N

09/10/98
09/14/98 STOOL

09/17/98

Redacted
0.2

09/22/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM COMMONWEALTH
COURT ADMINISTRATOR RE:
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS [118]
09/24/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND RE
RE: ORAL ARGUMENT ON PRELIMINARY
OBJECTIONS FILED BY LINDEREN [144]

09/25/98 NELSON RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM ATTORNEY (S)

CONFIDENTIAL

vIEWED COURT ORDER 0.1

215126

12.00

36.00

36.00
36.00

21.00

96.00

36.00
36.00
21.00

42.00

12.00
21.00
10.50

12.00

00000017
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00292 . NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
" 100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

15 DEC 1998

09/25/98 NELSON

09/25/98 STOOL

09/25/98 STOOL

09/28/98 NELSON

09/28/98 STOOL
09/28/98 STOOL

09/29/98 NELSON

09/30/98 STOOL

10/01/98 NELSON

10/02/98 CLARK
10/02/98 CLARK
10/02/98 CLARK
10/02/98 CLARK

10/05/98 STOOL

10/05/98 CORNMAN

10/05/98 CORNMAN

10/05/98 CLARK

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 19

Page

FOR POLICYHOLDER (S) RE:
TERMINATION OF LEASE
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH DAVE

COLE RE:

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED LETTER FROM

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWE

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WI

Redacted

D .Redacted

TH Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED THIRD
AMENDED CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT
LETTER TO COMPANY -DAVE COLE - RE:

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFRERENCE (8) WITH DAVE
Redacted d

COLE RE:

Redacted

RECEIVED CALL FROM

Redacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH D.
COLE RE: Redacted

Redacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE CALL
Redacted

LETTER TO D. COLE RE Redacted

Redacted
Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM

Redacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
REQUIREMENTS FOR VEHICLE
INSPECTION [3971

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL
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8

215126

36.00

94 .50
21.00

24.00

21.00

12.00

11.00
11.00
159.50

10.50

11.00

11.00

22.00

00000018
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- 00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

Invoice Number
100499 BERG V.‘NATIONWIDE} BT AL page 9

15 DEC 1998

Date Attorney Hours
=gl O e I
10/05/98 CLARK REVISE CORRESPONDENCE TO D. COLE 0.3

Redacted
10/05/98 CLARK CONFERENCE M. NELSON RE [Recacie 0.2
Redacted i .
10/05/98 CLARK 0.3
Redacted
10/06/98 STOOL prap Redacted 0.9
10/06/98 STOOL RedaCted 1.3
10/07/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: VEHICLE
INSPECTION [397]
10/07/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
Redacted
10/07/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH 0.2
Redacted
10/08/98 STOOL REVIEW / REVISERedacted 1.9
Redacted
10/08/98 STOOL FLEPHON CONFBRENCE(S) WITH Lo0°® 0.3
Redacted i
10/08/98 STOOL $§SEFVED CALI, FROM D. COLE RE: 0.3
eda
10/08/98 STOOL LETTER ‘TO D. COLE RE e 0.2
Redacted
10/09/98 CORNMAN CORRESPONDENCE TO PLAINTIFF (S) 0.2
ATTORNEY RE: VEHICLE INSPECTION
REQUIREMENTS [397]
10/12/98 CLARK Redacted 4.8
10/15/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED MEMO FROM Red 0.4
Redacted
10/15/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM Redacted 0.2
Redacted
0.2

10/15/98 STOOL

CONFIDENTIAL

215126

11.00

16.50

94.50
136.50

11.00

11.00

11.00

199.50

31.50

31.50

21.00
11.00

264.00
42.00

21.00

21.00

00000019
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE .COMPANY

Invoice Number

100499 = BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET -AL- page 10
15 DEC 1998
Date Attorney Hours
Redacted
10/15/98 STOOL REVIEW/REVISE 4 0.2
Redacted
10/15/98 STOOL REVIEWED /REVISED Ret® 0.5
Redacted
10/18/98 NELSON '0 0.1
10/18/98 NELSON DRAFTED MEMO TO PARALEGAL RE: 0.1
Redacted
10/19/98 CLARK GONFERENCE M. NELSON RE Redacted 0.4
Redacted
10/19/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED Redacted 0.3
Redacted
10/20/98 NELSON RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.2
CORRESPONDENCE FROM PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY RE'; INSPECTION AND
ENCLOSING COMPLAINT FROM LEAN
COMPANY [197]
10/20/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) wrTa Redact 0.2
Redacted
10/20/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
Redacted
10/20/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
REQUTREMENTS OF EXPERT FOR VEHICLE
INSPECTION {397}
10/20/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
Redacted
10/20/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
Redacted
10/20/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH 0.2

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

215126

12.00

12.00

22.00

31.50

24.00

11.00

11.00

11.00

11.00

11.00

11.00

00000020
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00292 ' - NATIONWIDE TNSURANCE COMPANY

Invoice Number 215126

100499  BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL .Page 11
15 DEC 1998
Date Attorney Hours Value
__________________ Redacted R Tttt
10/20/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.2 21.00
CORRESPONDENCE FROM PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY RE: SALE OF VEHICLE [194]
10/20/98 STOOL Redacted 0.2 21.00
10/21/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE. CONFERENCE (S Redacted 0.2 11.00
‘Redacted
10/21/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CALL D. COLE RE 0.1 5.50
Redacted
10/22/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED LETTER TO 0.2 21.00
FROM PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY RE:
OUTSTANDING DISCOVERY REQUEST TO
LINDEREN [254]
10/22/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CALL D. COLE RE 0.2 11.00
Redacted
10/22/98 CLARK MEMO M. NELSON pgRedacted 0.4 22.00
Redacted
10/22/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S8) WITH 0.1 12.00
PARALEGAL RE :Redacted
Redacted
10/22/98 NELSON Redacted 0.1 12.00
10/22/98 MNELSON 0.2 24.00
10/22/98 NELSON 0.3 36.00
10/23/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.2 21.00
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT FROM COURT RE:
FILING OF PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS
[194]
10/23/98 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.1 10.50
Redacted
10/23/98 CORNMAN CORRESPONDENCE TO ALL PARTIES RE: 0.2 11.00
VEHICLE INSPECTION [397]
10/23/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2 11.00
Redacted
10/25/98 CLARK Redacted 0.2 11.00
10/26/98 STOOL HECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.2 21.00
00000021

CONFIDENTIAL
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Invoice Number ‘215126

00292  NATTONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
page 12

100499 . BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
4 15 DEC 1998

CORRESPONDENCE FROM PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY RE: LOCATION OF
INSPECTION OF VEHICLE [344]
10/26/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM SECOND
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
FACILITIES AT NEW INSPECTION
LOCATION [347]
10/26/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM Redacted 0.4 42.00

Redacted

10/26/98 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: REASONS
INSPECTION MUST BE AT LINDEREN
{347}
10 RECEIVED AND REVIEWED COURT NOTICE 0.1 10.50
OF ORAIL, ARGUMENT RE: DEFENDANT (S)
PRELIMINARY OBJECTION [194]
10/26/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM PLAINTIFF (S) 0.2 21.00
11 ATTORNEY RE: INSPECTION OF VEHICLE

{1661 #
TRTREPUONE CONFERENCR () WTTH 0.2 11.00

Redacted

10/26/98 CORNMAN TRLEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH 0.2
13 Redacted
10/26/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2 11.00

BENJAMIN MAYERSON, ESQUIRE RE:
MECHANTICAL EQUIPMENT 1SSUES [397]

0.2 21.00

21.00

W 0 ~N o

10/26/98 STOOL

10/26/98 CORNMAN

12

11.00

14 10/26/98 CORNMAN CORRESPONDENCE TO BENJAMIN 0.2 11.00
MAYERSON RE: REQUIREMENTS FOR
VEHICLE INSPECTION {397]
15 10/26/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2 11.00
Redacted
]_6 10/27/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2 24 .00
PLATINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
INSPECTION OF VEHICLE AS TO
DURATION AND LOCATION OF METHOD OF
17 SAME [127)
10/27/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM PLAINTIFF (S) 0.1 10.50
ATTORNEY RE: VEHICLE INSPECTION
[197]
]'8 10/27/98 STOOL LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY 0.1 10.50
RE: MAINTENANCE OF VEHICLE UNTIL
INSPECTION IS PERFORMED [197]
]_9 10/27/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED LETTER FROM 0.2 21.00
Redacted
20
21 CONFIDENTIAL 00000022
22
23
24
OTOCOPY OF EXHIBI
T No. 70 (Page 23 of 859)
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- 00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE ' COMPANY Invoice Number 215126
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 13
15 DEC 1998
5 Date Attorney Hours Value
10/27/98 CLARK REVIEW FILE IN PREPARATION FOR 0.2 11.00
7 Redacted
10/27/98 CORNMAN LETTER TO ALL COUNSEL RE: VEHICLE 0.2 11.00
INSPECTION [397)
8 10/27/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH 0.2 11.00
Redacted
9 10/27/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2 11.00
Redacted
10 10/27/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH 0.2 11.00
EENJAMIN MAYERSON RE: VEHICLE
TNSPECTION ISSUES [39 71
10/28/98 STOOL LENGTHY TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) 0.3 31.50
11 WITH PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY RE:
TNSPECTION OF VEHICLES
TRANSPORTATION OF VEHICLE [197]
12 10/28/98 STCOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH 0.1 10.50
Redacted
10/28/98 NELSON CONFERENCE WITH MATT STOOL , JANE 0.2 24.00
13 CORMBN RE: Redacted
Redacted
10/28/98 CORMNMAN LENGTHY TELEPHONE CONVERSATION 0.5 27.50
14 , Redacted
10/28/98 CORIMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S} wity Redacted 0.2 11.00
1 5 Redacted Redacied
Redacted
10/28/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH 0.2 11.00
1 6 Redacted
10/29/98 STOOL AECETVED AND REVIEWED LETTER FROM 0.3 31.50
1 7 Redacted
10/29/98 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH 0.2 21.00
ATTORNEY (S) FOR LINDEREN RE:
1 8 Redacted
10/29/98 STCOL RECETVED AND REVIEWED LETTER FROM 0.1 10.50
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: NEUTRAL
TNSPECTION SITE ([194]
19 10/29/98 STCOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.1 10.50
Redacted
21 CONFIDENTIAL 00000023
25 PHOTOCOPY OF EXHT
BIT N
0. 70 (Page 24 of 859)
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice NumbeX 215126
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10
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13
14
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25

100499  BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 14
15 DEC ‘1998
Date Attorney Hours Value
Redacted
10/29/98 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.4 42.00
Redacted
10/30/98 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.1 10.50
ATTORNEY (S) FOR LINDEREN RE -Redacted
Redacted
10/30/98 STOOL MEMO RE: CONVERSATION WITH 0.3 31.50
Redacted
10/30/98 STOOL LETTER TO PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY 0.3 31.50
RE: OUR EXPERT REQUIREMENTS AND
LENGTH OF TIME NEEDED [348]
11/02/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.4 48.00
Redacted
Redacted
11/02/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.2 21.00
Redacted
11/02/98 NELSON RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.1 12.00
CORRESPONDENCE FROM ATTORNEY (S)
FOR POLICYHOLDER(S) RE: INSPECTION
OF VEHICLE [397]
11/02/98 NELSON RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.1 12.00
CORRESPONDENCE Redacted
f128]
11/03/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.1 5,50
Redacted
11/04/98 CORNMAN DRBFT CORRESPONDENCE TO Redacted 0.3 16.50
Redacted
11/05/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.1 5.50
Redacted _ _ _ ... .----
11/05/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2 11.00
Redacted
11/05/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2 24.00
Redacted
11/05/98 NELSON [FTTER TO DAVE COLE RE: Redacted 0.3 36.00
[115]
11/06/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2 11.00
Redacted
CONFIDENTIAL 00000024
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© 00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

Involde Number

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET.AL page 15
15 DEC 1998 ‘
Date Attorney Hours
11/06/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITHReded 0.2
Redacted ‘edacted
11/06/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH (e 0.2
Redacted edacted
Redacted
11/06/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVID 0.1
COLE RE: Re®e®
11/06/98 CORNMAN éEREFSPONDENCE TO DAVID COLE RE: 0.3
act N
11/06/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
Redacted
11/06/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
Redacted
11/06/98 CORNMAN TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH Redacte  ¢.2
Redacted
d
11/06/98 CORNMAN REVIEW OF FILE 020° 0.5
Redacted
11/06/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.1
CORRESPONDENCE FROM PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY RE: LATE RESPONSE TO
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS [194]
11/06/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED REPLY FROM 0.9
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY TO COMPANY
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS [214]
11/06/98 STOOL LETTER TO D. COLE RE: Redacted 0.3
Redacted
TOTAL HOURS 79.5
ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY :
Attorney ID# status Hours Rate
M STOOL 371 A 27.9 at 105 =
MR NELSON 234 P 17.5 at 120 =
1A BUENZLE 393 PL 6.4 at 55 =
JA CLARK 432 PL 19.2 at 55 =
JE CORNMAN 457 PL 8.5 at 55 =

CONFIDENTIAL

215126

11.00

27.50

10.50

94 .50

31.50

2,929.50
2,100.00
352.00
1,056.00
467.50

00000025
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00292
100499
15 DEC 1998

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AN

Redacted

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, "ET AL

Invoice. Number 215126

CURRENT FEES

D EXPENSES INCURRED:

CONFIDENTIAL

" page ‘16

00000026
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© 00292
100499 -

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

15 DEC 1998

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number 215126

Page 17
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Invoice Number 215126

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

15 DEC 1998

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

Page 18
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oSt T FILE COPY

1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133

February 18, 1999

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

p. O. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-

OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Dear Client:
vices

ind our interim bill for ser
which

Encloged please £
h the above-captioned case.

rendered in connection wit
I trust you will find in order.

very truly‘yours,

MICHAEL: R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL 00000029
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POST & SCHELL, p.C.
19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

CONTACT: DAVE COLE

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 220511

p. 0. BOX 2655 invoice Date 02/18/99

HARRISBURG, PA 17105 Client Number 00292
Matter Number 100499

your File

Date of Incident: 09/09/96

#: 5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 01

claims Market: HARRISBURG

Claim Representative:

BRUCE BASHORE

phone Number: 800-889-9872

Billing Attorney MICHAEL R NELSON Office PHILADELPHIA
Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THRQUGH 01/31/99:

Date Attorney Hours value
11/09/98 CORNMAN Redacted 0.9 49.50
11/09/98 NELSON TR DHOANT AANTEEDENAT (@Y WTT 0.3 36.00
11/09/98 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED DOCUMENT 0.4 42.00

PRODUCTION REQUEST FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY [394]
11/09/98 STOOL LETTER TO D. COLE RE ; Redacted 0.2 21.00
Redacted
11/10/98 STOOL Redacted 0.4 42.00
11/10/98 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) wrTh R0 0.2 21.00
Redacted
11/10/98 CORNMAN Redacted 0.4 22.00
11/10/98 CORNMAN Redacted 2.8 154.00

CONFIDENTIAL

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70
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00292 NATIONWIDE TNSURBNCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

18 FEB 1999

11/10/98

11/10/98

11/10/98

11/11/98

11/11/98

11/11/98

11/11/98

11/11/98

11/12/98

11/12/98

11/12/98

11/12/98

11/13/98

11/13/98
11/13/98

11/16/98

CORNMAN

NELSON

NELSON

STOOL

CORNMAN

CORNMAN

CORNMAN

CORNMAN

CORNMAN

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

STOOL

NELSON
NELSON

STOOL

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH
Redacted RE: Redacted

{2131
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH DAVE

COLE RE: Redacted
RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM DAVE COLE RE:

Redacted
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH‘?@

Redacted
Redacted
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH —-.c—
Redacted rcted

Redacted

Redacted .
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE {S) WITH

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH
Redacted

TRTAEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) wiTu Redacte
Redacted Redacted al

{1181

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE
COLE RE; Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: SALE OF
carR [117]

DRAFT Redacted

Redacted

"""" M Redacted

RE: Redacted

CONFERENCE wrru Redacted ge:
Redacted

REVIEW, REVISE Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number
Page 2

220511

24.00

24.00

10.50

143.00
11.00

11.00

11.00

11.00
24.00

24 .00

12.00
168.00

24 .00
24 .00

94 .50

00000031
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

1900499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page
18 FEB 1999
Date aAttorney
Redacted

11/16/98

11/16/98
11/17/98

11/17/98

11/17/98

11/18/98

11/18/98

11/20/98

11/23/98

11/24/98

11/24/98

11/27/98
11/27/98
11/30/98

12/01/98

12/01/98

12/01/98

NELSON

NELSON
CORNMAN

NELSON

NELSON

CORNMAN

CORNMAN

STOOL

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON
NELSON
STOOL:

CUSACK

STOOL

CLARK

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM ATTORNEY (S)

Redacted
LETTER TO DAVE COLE RELacSecicS NS
Redacted

REVIEW OF FILE RE;Rwumd
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH HY
VEYERSON RE: INSPECTION OF VEHICLE
PURCHASE VEHICLE TEAR DOWN AND

STORAGE [117]
LETTER TO HY MEYERSON RE: PURCHASE

OF VEHICLE [117]
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH

Redacted

- - Ri ed
SECOND TELEPHONE CALL edact

Redacted

KECEIVED AND REVIEWED COURT
 ACKNOWLWDGEMENT OF FILING OF
SUR-REPLY [194]

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM Redacted

Redacted
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH Redacte
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH
Redacted

LETTER TO

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED PRAECIPE TO
Redacted

CONFERENCE WITH MATT STOOL RE:
Redacted

Redacted

Redacted

RECEIVED CALL FROM ATTORNEY(S) FOR

Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number 220511

3

Hours vValue
0.1 12.00
0.3 36.00
0.5 27.50
0.2 24.00
©.3 36.00
0.3 16.50
0.3 16.50
0.1 10.50
0.3 36.00
0.2 24.00
0.1 12.00
0.3 36.00
0.1 12.00
OP¥IS 10.50
0.2 17.00
@3 31.50
4.9 269.50

00000032
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
18 FEB 1999

12/03/98
12/03/98
12/03/98

12/04/98

12/04/98

12/04/98

12/04/98

12/04/98

12/04/98

12/04/98

12/04/98

12/05/98

12/06/98

12/07/98

12/07/98

12/07/98

12/07/98

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70

CLARK
CLARK
CLARK

STOOL
STOOL
CLARK
CLARK
CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

STOOL

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

Invoice Numbexr

Page 4
Hours
[110]
REVISE Redacted 0.9
[110]}
MEMO TO FILE R Redacted 0.3
Redacted
Redacted 0.6
RECEIVED AND REVIEWED COURT ORDER 0.2
RE: OUR PRELIMINARY ONJECTIONS
[194]
LETTER e 0.2
Redacted
Redacted
REVIEW PLEADINGS 0.7
Redacted
GONFERENCE WITH MATT STOOL RE: 0.3
Redacted
Redacted 0.3
0.5
0.5
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8} Redacted 0.2
1.1
PREPARED Redacted 2.7
e
ﬁEVIéE Redacted 0.2
Redacted. _ . e e e o= am T
LETTER TO OPPOSING COUNSEL RE: 0.5
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS (110]
Redacted 2.2
0.7

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

ele

220511

38.50
16.50
16.50

27.50

27.50

11.00

60.50

148.50

21.00

27.50

121.00

38.50

00000033
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
18 FEB 1999

12/07/98

12/08/98
12/08/98
12/08/98
12/08/98

12/08/98

12/08/98
12/08/98

12/08/98

12/08/98

12/08/98

12/08/98

12/08/98

12/08/98

12/08/98

12/08/98

12/08/98

12/08/98

NELSON
NELSON
STOOL
CLARK

CLARK |

CLARK
CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK
CLARK
CLARK
CLARK
CLARK
CUSACK
CUSACK

CUSACK

OF INTENT TO SE

Invoice Number
page 5
Hours
MEMO TO FILE RE: Redacted _
REVIEW Redacted -
Redacted
LETTER TO "o 9.8
Redacted
RECEIVED AND REVIEWED Redacted 0.3
Redacted
Redacted 0.3
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
Redacted
LETTER TO ALL COUNSEL RE: NOTICE 0.3

RVE SUBPOENA f1171

Redacted 0.2
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) W TH Redacted 0.3
Redacted RE: Redacted

MEMO TO FILE RE: Redacted 0.3
Redacted .

TELEPHONF. CONFERENCE (S) WITH Redacted 0-5
Redacted RE: Redacted
Redacted R B

MEMO TO FILE RE: Redacted 0.3
Redacted - ~

CONFERENCE WITH TOM CUSACK RE: 0.2
Redacted

Redacted 1.5
MEMO TO FILE RE: Redzcies 0.3
Redacted T T T

5 A 1.0
Redacted

Redacted 4.0

CONFERENCE WITH MATT STOOL RE: 0.2

CONFIDENTIAL

220511

60.00
36.00
31.50
16.50

11.00

16.50
11.00

16.50

16.50

27.50
16.50
11.00
82.50
16.50
85.00
340.00

17.00

00000034
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Tnvoice Number 220511
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 6
18 FEB 1999

Date Attorney Hours value
Redacted
12/08/98 CUSACK CONFERENCE WITH JULIE CLARK RE: 0.2 17.00
Redacted
12/08/98 CUSACK CONFERENCE WITH JANE CORMAN RE: 0.3 25.50
Redacted
12/09/98 CLARK Redacted 0.7 38.50
12/09/98 CORNMAN REVIEW FILE RE ; Redacted 0.7 38.50
. Redagted ..o~
12/09/98 CORNMAN RECRTVRN (AT, R 0.3 16.50
Redacted
12/09/98 CUSACK rESEARCH Redacted 1.0 85.00
Redacted
12/09/98 CUSACK Redacted 3.0 255.00
12/09/98 CUSACK pRAFTERCIA 2.0 170.00
Redacted
12/09/98 CUSACK REVIEW FILE Redee 1.6 136.00
Redacted
12/09/98 CUSACK CONFERENCE WITH JULIE CLARK RE: 0.3 25.50
Redacted
12/09/98 CUSACK F;égﬁ{éf:iﬁ:ii_cﬂﬁ'rﬁ MATT STOOL : 0.2 17.00
edactet
12/10/98 STOOL REVIEW OF AND REVISE Eecaees 0.3 31.50
Redacted
12/10/98 CUSACK Redacted 6.0 510.00
12711798 CUSACK CONFERENCE WITH MATT STOOT. RE: 0.3 25.50
Redacted
12/11/98 CUSACK DRAFTED Redacted 1.5 127.50
Redacted
12/11/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2 24.00
POLICYHOLDER (S) RE: LOSS PAYEE
(CAR) RE; LEASE [118]
12/11/98 NELSON TELEDHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE 0.2 24.00
COLE RE: Redagted = ...
Redacted
senasod
12/11/98 NELSON RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.1 12.00
CORRESDPONDENCE FROM
POLICYHOLDER (S) PERSONAL ATTORNEY
CONFIDENTIAL 00000035

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 36 of 859)
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 220511

PBOWON

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 7
18 FEB 1999
5 Date Attorney Hours value
RE: PURCHASE OF VEHICLE (1171
12/11/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH 0.4 48.00
6 Redacted
12/14/98 CLARK Redacted 2.6 143.00
/ 12/14/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH Redac 0.1 12.00
Redacted
8 12/15/98 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S} WITH DAVE 0.2 24.00
COLE RE: Redacted
[116]
9 12/16/98 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FrOMRedacte R®: 0.2 21.00
Redacted i
it N ”V“""""‘Redacted
10 12/17/98 NELSON REVIEW OF MEMO RE: 0.1 12.00
Redacted
12/21/98 CLRRK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S)RedaCted 0.2 11.00
Tk Redacted
12/21/98 CLARK FELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH Redacte 0.3 16.50
12 Redacted
12/21/98 CLARK ’\"WT.E'DIJ(\NI'E-‘ f‘ﬁ;‘lﬂ'ﬂ'DE‘m‘{"E‘lG\ WY 0.3 1650
13 Redacted
- - Redact
12/21/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH 56 B g2 11.00
14 Redacted
12/21/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH HY 0.2 11.00
5 MAYERSON RE: BERG AUTHORIZATION
L5 (1171 )
12/21/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH ek 0.2 11.00
Redacted
16 12/21/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH 0.2 11.00
Redacted
12/23/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2 11.00
PLAINTIFF (S) RE: STATUS OF
17 PLAINTIFF(S) AUTHORIZATIONS TO
RELEASE PAYOFF FIGURE (117]
12/23/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.4 22.00
18 Redacted
12/23/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH 0.2 11.00
19 Redacted
21 CONFIDENTIAL 00000036
25 PHOTOCOPY OF EXHI
BIT NO. 70 (pPage 37 of 859)
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00292

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 8
18 FEB 1999
Date Attorney Hours
12/23/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE 0.2
COLE RE: Redacted
12/23/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
Redacted
12/23/98 CLARK MEMOTO FILE e Redacted 0.3
Redacted
12/23/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
PLAINTIFF(S) RE: PURCHASE OF BERG
VEHICLE ([117]
12/23/98 CLARK RECEIVED AND REVIEWED Redacted 0.2
) Redacted
12/24/98 CLARK LETTER Redacted 0.3
Redacted
12/24/98 CLARK LETTER TO PLAINTIFF(S) COUNSEL RE: 0.3
PURCHASE OF JEEP ([117]
12/24/98 CLARK RECETVED CALL FROM Redacted 0.2
Redacted ) B
12/24/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH BRUCE 0.2
BASHORE RE; hedated
12/28/98 CORNMAN PREPARE DRAFT Redacted 0.3
l R Redacted
12/28/98 CORNMAN PREPARE DRAFT 0.3
Redacted
12/28/98 CORNMAN Redacted 1.9
12/28/98 CORNMAN Redacted 0.6
12/30/98 CLARK CRLEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH DAVE 0.2
COLE RE;: Redacted
{116]
12/30/98 CLARK PREPARE Redacted 0.1
12/30/98 CLARK DRAFTED LETTER TO KC AUTO RE: 0.3
Redacted .
12/30/98 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH KC 0.
AUTO Redacted
{118]
01/04/99 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED PLAINTIFF (S) 0.
FOURTH AMENDED CLASS ACTION
COMPLAINT [214]
01/04/99 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED PLAINTIFF (S) 0.
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO FILE FOR
CLASS ACTION CERTIFICATION ([214]
01/04/99 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED PLAINTIFF (S) 0.
MOTTION TO COMPEL [214]
01/04/99 STOOL LETTER TO DAVE COLE RE : Redacted 0.

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number

220511

16.

L, o

abdl, o

16

16.

11.

i,

16.

16.

104.
93 o

11l.

L, o

84.

42,

I o

31.

00

00

.50

00

00

50

50

50

00

00

.50
.50

00
00
00

50

50

00000037
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

18 FEB 1999

01/04/99

01/04/99

01/04/99

01/04/99
01/05/99

01/05/99
01/05/99
01/05/99
01/05/99
01/05/99

01/05/99

01/05/99

01/05/99

01/06/99

01/06/99

01/06/99

01/06/99

STOOL

CLARK

CLARK

CORNMAN
CORNMAN

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

STOOL

STOOL

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CORNMAN

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

Page

Redacted

RECEIVED CALL FROM D. COLE RE:
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE
COLE RE: Redacted

{1161
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH
naauARw DW. Rerdactard
Redacted
Redacted
REVISL A S
LETTER TO BERKS COUNTY

PROTHONOTARY RE: MOTION FOR
SANCTIONS [438]

Redacted

Redacted
REVIEW
Redacted
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE
COLE RE: Redacted

Redacted

RECEIVED CALL FROM K. C. AUTO BODY

RE : Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH K.C.
Redacted

AUITO RONDY RE:
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: MOTION
TO COMPEL DISCOVERY FROM
NATIONWIDE [117]

LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY
RE: PLAINTIFF(S) REQUEST TO
PRODUCE [1171

CONFERENCE WITH MATT STOOL RE:
Redacted

LETTER TO PROTHONOTARY RE: MOTION
FOR SANCTIONS [518]
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH Redacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: PURCHASE
OF VEHICLE [126]

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY ENCLOSING REQUEST FOR

CONFIDENTIAL

9

[oN =)

Invoice Number 220511

11.

33
16

36.

24

36

10.

21.

bk

16

11.

16.

12.

12.

36.

.00
.50

00

.00

.00

50

00

00

.50

00

50

00
00

00

00000038
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 220511

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 10
18 FEB 1999
Date Attorney Hours value

(o

© o N o

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

01/06/99
01/06/99

01/07/99

01/07/99
01/07/99

01/07/99
01/07/99
01/07/99

01/07/99

01/07/99

01/07/99

01/07/99
01/07/99
01/07/99
01/07/99
01/07/99

01/07/99

01/07/99

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70

NELSON

NELSON

CORNMAN

CORNMAN

CLARK

CLARK
CLARK
CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

NELSON

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS LENGTHY
(327}

LETTER TO Redacted
Redacted

LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY
RE: DATE OF SERVICE OF REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS [326]

Redacted

I’I‘F‘.T.F‘.PHONF‘. (‘!ONF‘Y-T'.RF'.N(‘!F‘.(F'.) WTTH
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S} WITH
Redacted

DRAFTED Redacted
Redacted
DRAFTED
Redacted
DRAFTED Redacted N
Redacted

DRAFTED Redacted

Redacted

Redacted

DRAFTED Redacted
Redacted
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH Redacted
Refigaglgfi e Redacied

RECEIVED AND REVIEWE
Redacted

MEMO TO FILE RE;Redacted'
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WIT

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED COURTS ORDER
RE: PLAINTIFF(S) MOTION TO COMPEL

[354]
PREPARE Redacted

Redacted

D Redacted

H Redacted

PREPARE Redacted
Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

733

36.

83 o

11.

11.

33.

27.

22.

27.

&3 o

1l.

1l.

22.

16.

36.

10.

330

52

00

50

00

50

00

00

00

00

50

00

50

00

.50

00000039
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number
100499  BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL pPage 11
18 FEB 1999
Date Attorney Hours
01/08/99 CLARK LETTER TO PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) 0.5
RE: PURCHASE AND STORRGE OF BERG
VEHICLE [118]
01/08/99 CLARK Redacted 0.8
01/08/99 CLARK 0.6
01/08/99 CLARK 0.6
01/08/99 CLARK 0.3
01/08/99 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH DAVID 0.2
COLE RE: Redacted
Redacted
01/08/99 CLARK LETTER TO Redacted 0.3
Redacted . R
01/08/99 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S} WITH 0.4
Redacted
01/08/99 CLARK FAx TO "eE 0.3
Redacted . .
01/08/99 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.4
Redacted
01/08/99 CLARK Redacted 0.6
01/08/99 CLARK 0.6
01/08/99 NELSON 0.2
01/08/99 NELSON 0.2
01/08/99 NELSON 0.2
01/08/99 NELSON 0.3
01/11/99 STOOL 0.3
01/11/99 STOOL 0.3

CONFIDENTIAL

220511

44.00
33.00
33.00

16.50
11.00

16.50

22.00

16.50

22.00

33.00

33.00
24.00
24 .00

24 .00
36.00

31.50

31.50

00000040
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00292 NATIONWIDE IN
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

18 FEB 1999

01/11/99

01/11/99

01/11/9¢9

01/11/99

01/11/99

01/11/99

01/11/99

01/11/99

01/11/99

01/11/99

01/11/9¢9

01/12/99

01/12/9¢9

01/12/99

01/12/9¢9

01/12/99

01/12/9¢9

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

SURBNCE COMPANY

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH Redact
Redacted o
PREPARE DRAFT Redacted
Redacted

PREPARE DRAFT
Redacted

REVIEW /REVISE'R“adm
Redacted

REVIEW /REVISE

Redacted

REVISE Redacted

Redacted
;g-f,ISE Redacted

Redacted
LETTER TO PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY (S)

RE: DISCOVERY REQUEST ~-LENGTHY

[117]
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH

Redacted

CONFERENCE WITH MATT STOOL RE:
Redacted

LETTER TO CO-DEFENDANT (S) LINGREN
RE: Redacted

REVISE MOTION Redeted

Redacted

Shertvep caL FRoRedacted
Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED LETTER FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: STORAGE
OF VEHICLE [254]

TRTTRR TO Redacted

Redacted

LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (8) ATTORNEY
RE: PURCHASE AND STORAGE OF
VEHICLE [197]

RECEIVED CALL FROM D. 1L, ITMAN RE:

Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

invoice Number
page 12

220511

304.50
241.50
31.50
31.50
49.50

104 .50

22.00
11.00
11.00

22.00

115.50
42.00
21.00

10.50

21.00

21.00

00000041
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 13
18 FEB 1999
Date Attorney Hours
ARRANGMENTS FOR STORAGE OF VEHICLE
[197]
01/12/99 STOOL REVISE Redected 0.3
Redacted
01/12/99 STOOL MEET WITH DARALEGAL TO DISCUSS 0.3
Redacted
01/12/99 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2
Redacted
01/12/99 CLARK pRAFTED Redacted 1.9
Redacted
01/12/99 CLARK RETRIEVE DOCUMENTS FOR MATT STOOL 0.3
' Redacted
01/12/99 CLARK REVIEW FILE Redacted 1.6
Redacted
01/13/99 CUSACK [ GAL RESEARCH RE: oo 5.0
Redacted ~
01/13/99 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM Redeoted 0.4
Redacted '
01/13/99 STOOL LETTER TOQ Redacled 0.2
Redacted
01/13/99 STOOL RECEIVED CALI, FROM DAVE COLE RE: 0.3
. Redacted
01/13/99 STOOL PRYVTRW /RFVTQR Redacted 0.7
Redacted
01/13/99 STOOL LETTER TO Redacted 0.2
Redacted . .—--.
01/13/99 STOOL LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY 0.2
RE: STORAGE ARRANGEMENTS [1971
01/13/99 STOOL REVISE Redacted 0.8
Redacted
01/13/99 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH D. 0.3
LITMAN RE: STORAGE AND PURCHASE OF .
VEHICLE [197]
01/13/99 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH DAVE 0.3
COLE RE: Redected____ ..  —om N
01/13/99 CLARK 1.4
Redacted
01/13/99 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH Rededt 0.2

CONFIDENTIAL

220511

31.50
11.00
104 .50

16.50

88.00

425.00

42.00
21.00

31.50

73.50

21.00
21.00

84.00
31.50

31.50

77.00

11.00

00000042
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

18 FEB 19

01/13/99

01/13/99
01/13/99

01/14/99

01/14/99

01/14/99

01/14/99

01/14/99

01/14/99%

01/14/99

01/14/99

01/14/99

01/14/99

01/14/99

01/14/99

01/15/99

01/15/99%

99

CLARK

NELSON
NELSON

CUSACK

CUSACK

STOOL
STOOL
STOOL
STOOL
STOOL
$TOOL
STOOL
CLARK
NELSON
NELSON
STOOL

STOOL

Redacted

MEMO TO FILE RE: Redacted
Redacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH CLERK
OF MOTION COURT RE: MOTION FOR
RECONSIDERATION [2581
LEGAL RESEARCH RE: Redacted
Redacted

FINAL REVISION

Redacted

REVISE
Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH D.
LITMAN RE; STORAGE AGREEMENT FOR
VEHICLE [197}

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED PROPOSAL
FROM PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
VEHICLE STORAGE [194]

LETTER TO PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY
RE: CONDITIONS FOR STORAGE OF
VEHICLE AND PAYMENT OF FEES [197]
RECEIVED CALL FROM PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY RE: SHARING OF STORAGE
cosTs [197]

REVIEW/REVISE Redacted

Redacted .

Redacted

S Redacted

Redacted )

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WITH DAVE
COLE RE: Redacted

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED COURT'S
ACKNOWLEDGE OF FILING OF MOTION
FOR RECODSIDERATION (194]

LETTER TO KL AUTO BODY RE:
Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number
Page 14

220511

24.00
48.00

34.00

170.00

42.00
126.00
31.50
21.00
31.50
21.00
84.00
16.50
168.00
24.00
10.50

21.00

00000043
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25

00292 NATIONWIDE TNSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

18 FEB 1999

01/15/99 CLARK

01/15/99 CLARK

01/15/99 HORST

01/16/99 NELSON

01/16/99 NELSON

01/16/99 NELSON
01/18/99 STOOL
01/18/99 STOOL
01/18/99 STOOL

01/18/99 STOOL

01/18/99 STOOL
01/18/99 STOOL

01/18/99 CLARK

Redacted

TELEPHONE-CONfERENCE(S) WITH

Redacted

MEMO TO FILE RE: Reded . _.

Redacted

DRAFTE—‘.D Redacted

Redacted
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH

Redacted

e

INTRA-OFFICE CONFERENCE (8S) WITH
RE: Redacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH
Redacted
MEET WITH MIKE NELSON RE:

Redacted
R;I;I_I é’ﬁ "Redacted
Redacted

RECEIVED CALL
Redacted

RECEIVED CALL FRO

Redacted

Redacted

. Redacted ‘
M

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WiTH Redace

Redacted
LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY

RE: RESPONSE TO OUR PROPOSAL RE:

VEHICLE STORAGE ([197]
CONFERENCE RE; Redacted
Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Redacted

Redac

Invoice Number 220511
page 15

Hours value
0.2 11.00
0.2 11.00
0.2 21.00
0.2 24.00

0.8 96.00
0.1 12.00
0.9 94.50
1.6 168.00
0.2 21.00
0.2 21.00
0.1 10.50
0.2 21.00
0.7 38.50
00000044
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Invoice Number 220511

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 16
18 FEB 1999
Date Attorney Hours value
__________________ Redacted cTTTT S
01/18/99 CLARK CONFERENCE WITH "MATT STOOL RE: 0.3 16.50
Redacted
01/18/99 CLARK FELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH Re 0.2 11.00
Redacted RE: Redacted A
Redacted
0.2 11.00

01/18/99 CLARK RedaCted 0.2 11.00

01/18/99 CLARK

19
20
21
22
23

24
25

01/18/99 CLARK REVISE Redacted 1.1 60.50
Redacted B B}
01/19/99 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2 21.00
Redacted
01/19/99 STOOL RedaCted 0.3 31.50
01/19/99 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED PROPOSED 0.3 31.50
STTIPULATION FROM PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY RE: STORAGE OF VEHICLE
[254]
01/19/99 STOOL REVIEW , REVISE Redacted 0.4 42.00
Redacted
01/19/99 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.3 31.50
Redacted
01/19/99 STOOL RECETVED CALL FROM Redacted 0.3 31.50
Redacted
01/19/99 STOOL Rédaéted 0.6 63.00
01/19/99 CLARK 2.1 115.50
01/19/99 CLARK RECEIVED AND REVIEWED MAYERSON'S 0.4 22.00
STIPULATION AND ORDER [393]
01/19/99 CLARK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE FROM Redacted 0.2 11.00
Redacted
01/19/99 CLARK MEMO TO MATT STOOL RE: Redecled 0.2 11.00
Redacted
01/19/99 CLARK CONFERENCE WITH MATT STOOL RE: 0.3 16.50
Redacted

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 46 of 859)
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

18 FEB 1999

01/19/99
01/19/99

01/20/99

01/20/99

01/20/99

01/21/99

01/21/99
01/21/99

01/21/99

01/21/99

01/21/99

01/21/99

01/21/99

01/21/99

01/21/99

01/22/99

CLARK
CLARK

STOOL

STOOL

NELSON

CLARK

CLARK
CLARK

CLARK

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

NELSON

NELSON

Invoice Number
page 17
Hours
T “EEE
LETTER TO Redacted 0.3
Redacted
FAX LETTER Redacted 0.2
Redacted . N
RECEIVED AND REVIEWED PLAINTIFF(S) 0.3
ATTORNEY REVISED SET OF
GTIPULATION RE: SALE AND STORAGE
OF VEHICLE ([254]
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.3
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: CHANGES
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY PROPOSED
STTPULATION AS TO STORAGE AND
PURCHASE OF VEHICLE [197)
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.1
Redacted
CONFERENCE WITH MATT STOOL AND 0.4
MIKE NELSON RE: Redacted
Redacted
RECEIVED CALIL Redacted 0.2
Redacted
Redacted 0.3
LETTER Redacted 0.3
Redacted
TBLEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE 0.2
LITMAN RE: ACKNOWLEDGE ON SALE
/STORAGE OF VEHICLE [1971
CONFERENCE RE: Redadted ..o 0.4
Redacted
RECRIVED AND REVIEWED SUBSTITUTED 0.1
VERIFICATION RE: BERG'S COMPLAINT
[214]
LETTER TO DAVE COLE RE ; Redacted 0.1
Redacted
RECEIVED CALL FROM D. LITMAN RE: 0.2
AGREEMENT IN STORAGE OF VEHICLE
[197]
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH DAVE 0.1
COT.F RR; Redacted
Redacted
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH Ret 0.2

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

220511

31.50

12.00
22.00

11.00
16.50

16.50
21.00
42.00
10.50
10.50
21.00
12,00

24.00

00000046
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

18 FEB 19

01/22/99
01/22/99
01/22/9¢%

01/24/99

01/24/99

01/25/99

01/25/99

01/25/99

01/26/99

01/26/99

01/26/99

01/26/99

01/26/99

01/26/99

01/26/99

01/27/99

01/27/99

99

CLARK

NELSON

NELSON

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

CLARK

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

STOOL

Page

LETTER TO DAVID COLE RE; Redacted

Redacted ~ N
‘PELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S} WITH Redacted
Redacted Redacted
[116]
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE

COLE RE: Redact
Redacted

Redacted

LETTER TO Redacted

Redacted B ;
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S} WITH DAVE
COLE RE;: Redacted
Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY RESPONSE TO OUR MOTION
FOR RECONSIDERATION OF ORDER RE:
CLASS CERTIFICATION (2151

PREPARE "t

Redacted

LETTER Redacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE;
REVISIONS TO STIPULATION RE: SALE
STORAGE OF VEHICLE [197]

RECEIVED CALL FROM Redacted

Redacted R

RECEIVED CALL FROM PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY RE: STIPULATION RE:
STORAGE OF VEHICLE {197]
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WI

Redacted
RECEIVED CALL FROM PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY RE: CHANGES TO AGREEMENT

RE: SALE OF VEHICLE {197]
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH D.

Redacted

TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) WIT
Redacted

Redacted

TH Redacted

q Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Numbex

18

220511

168.00

36.00

21.00
42.00
63.00
16.50
21.00
21.00
21.00
31.50
21.00
21.00
10.50

31.50

00000047
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 220511
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 19
18 FEB 1999
Date Attorney Hours value
Redacted
empecnTa BEODD
01/27/99 STOOL RECEIVE AND REVIEW fececied 0.5 52.50
Redacted
Redact
01/27/99 STOOL pREPARE e0o%e 0.9 94.50
Redacted
01/27/99 STOOL REVIEW . REVISE Rt 0.2 21.00
Redacted
01/27/99 STOOL rEvise Redacted 0.2 21.00
01/28/99 STOOL RECEIVED AND REVIEWED LETTER FROM 0.1 10.50
PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY RE: MOTION
FOR SANCTIONS [194]
01/28/99 STOOL LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY 0.2 21.00
RE; THREATENED MOTION FOR
SANCTIONS [257]
01/28/99 STOOL LETTER TO Redacled 0.2 21.00
Redacted
01/28/99 STOOL TELEPHONE_CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE 0.2 21.00
COLE RE: Redacted
Redacted
01/28/99 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH 0.2 21.00
PLAINTIFF () ATTORNEY RE; CHANGES
MADE TO PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY
PROPOSED STIPULATION RE: LEASE
AMOUNT [437]
01/29/99 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROM Redc 0.2 21.00
Redacted
01/29/99 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH Redacted 0.1 10.50
Redacted
01/29/99 STOOL RECEIVED CALL FROMRedacted 0.2 21.00
Redacted
73
01/29/99 STOOL 0.4 42.00
01/29/99 STOOL 0.6 63.00
01/29/99 STOOL rEvISE Redacted 1.2 126.00
Redacted
01/29/99 STOOL TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH 1 10.50
Redacted
CONFIDENTIAL 00000048

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 49 of 859)
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00292 MATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 220511
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 20
18 FEB 1999
Date Attorney Hours value
__________________ Redacted T R
01/29/99 STOOL REVISEReRCtE 0.3 31.50
Redacted
01/29/99 STOOL REvVIgERedacted 0.5 52.50
Redacted
01/29/99 CLARK ZEVISED LETTER TO DAVE COLE RE: 0.9 49.50
Redacted
TOTAL HOURS 161.1
ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY:
Attorney ID# Status Hours Rate value
RT HORST 391 A 0.2 at 105 = 21.00
M STOOL 371 A 42.0 at 105 = 4,410.00
TM CUSACK 458 LC 29.2 at 85 = 2,482.00
MR NELSON 234 p 14.1 at 120 = 1,692.00
JA CLARK 432 PL 60.8 at 55 = 3,344.00
JE CORNMAN 457 PL 14.8 at 55 = 814.00
12,763.00

CURRENT FEES

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

18 FEB 1999

Redacted

Invoice Number 220511
page 21

CONFIDENTIAL

00000050
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00292 NATIONWIDE TNSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

18 FEB 1999

Redacted

tnvoice Number 2 20511
Page 22

CONFIDENTIAL

00000051
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

18 PEB 1999

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number 220511

Page 23

00000052
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00292
100499
18 FEB 1999

Redacted

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

CONFIDENTIAL

Tnvoice Number 220511

pPage 24

00000053
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

18 FEB 1999

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number 220511

page 25

00000054
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR (\
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD F‘LE VOPY
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133
July 22, 1999

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

p. 0. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-

OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Dear Client:
m bill for sexrvices

Enclosed please find our interi
i ptioned case, which

rendered in connectlon with the above-ca
I trust you will £ind in oxrder.

Very truly yours.

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL 00000055
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CONTACT: DAVE COLE

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

P. O. BOX 2655

HARRISBURG, PA 17105

your File #:

POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103

215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

Invoice Number
Invoice Date

Client Number
Matter Number

233042

07/22/99

00292

100499

Date of Incident: 09/09/96

5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 01

claims Market: HARRISBURG

Cclaim Representative:
Phone Number:

BRUCE BASHORE

800-889-9872

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

FOR PROFESSIONAL

05/03/99

05/03/99

05/03/99

05/03/99

05/03/99
05/03/99

05/03/99

05/03/99

Attorney

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

CUSACK

CUSACK
CUSACK

CUSACK

CUSACK

SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH 05/31/99:

Redacted

RECEIVED CALL FROM
RE: Redacted

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED PLAINTIFF (S)
FIFTH AMENDED COMPLAINT [214]
LEGAL RESEARCH RE ; Redacted

Redacted
DRAFT (Redacted

Redacted

RE-DRAFTED edacted
Redacted
CONFERENCE WITH MIKE NELSON RE:

Redacted
Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

PHILADELPHIA
Hours value
0.4 60.00
0.2 30.00
0.7 105.00
0.6 72.00
0.2 24 .00
0.2 24.00
0.4 48.00
0.3 36.00
00000056
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Invoice Number 233042
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25

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 2
22 JUL 1999
Date Attorney Hours Value
Redacted
05/03/99 CLARK DRAFTED Redacted I 37.50
Redacted
05/03/99 CLARK CONFERENCE WITH MIKE NELSON RE: 22.50
Redacted
05/03/99- CLARK RECEIVED AND REVIEWED Redacted 15.00
Redacted
05/03/99 CLARK RECEIVED AND REVIEWED Redacted 22.50
05/04/99 NELSON . 30.00
Redacted
05/04/99 NELSON PTEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH DAVE 15.00
COLE RE: Redacted
Redacted
05/04/99 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE(S) WITH DAVE 30.00
COLE RE: Redscted
Redacted
05/04/99 NELSON Redacted 105.00
05/04/99 NELSON E-MAIL TO Redected 45.00
) Redacted
05/04/99 NELSON LETTER TO DAVE COLE RE: B 75.00
Redacted
05/04/99 CUSACK REvIEW OF Redacted 432.00
Redacted
05/04/99 CUSACK LEGAL, RESEARCH RE: Redacled 204.00
05/04/99 CUSACK MEMO TO MIKENELSON RE ; Retaeted 48.00
Redacted
05/04/99 CUSACK LEGAL RESEARCH RE ;Redacted 156.00
05/04/99 CLARK PREPARED Redacted 15.00
00000057

CONFIDENTIAL
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY . Invoice Number 233042
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100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 3
22 JUL 1999
Date Attorney Value
__________________ Redacted -
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 'CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 15.00
CONFIDENTIAL 00000058
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Numbexr 233042
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160499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 4
22 JUL 1999
Date Attorney Hours Value
Redacted
05/04/99 CLARK 0.2 15.00
05/04/99 CLARK 0.2 15.00
05/05/99 CUSACK 0.7 84.00
05/05/99 CLARK 1.6 120.00
05/05/99 CLARK 0.2 15.00
05/05/99 CLARK 0.2 15.00
05/05/99 CLARK 0.2 15.00
05/05/99 CLARK 0.2 15.00
05/05/99 CLARK 0.2 15.00
05/05/99 CLARK 0.3 22.50
05/05/99 CLARK 0.2 15.00
05/06/99 NELSON RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.1 15.00
GORRESPONDENCE FROM PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY [127]
05/06/99 NELSON RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.3 45.00
CORRESPONDENCE RE: PLAINTIFF(S)
COMPLAINT RE: NATIONWIDE
PRODUCTION [215]
05/06/99 NELSON TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (8) wrTn Redacted 0.3 45.00
Redacted Redacted
Redacted
05/06/99 NELSON RECEIVED AND REVIEWEDR . ., 0.1 15.00
CORRESPONDENCE FROM <"
Redacted B
05/06/99 CUSACK CONFERENCE WTTH MTKE NRT.SON RF - 0. 36.00
05/06/99 CUSACK FT.EPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH Redsesd 0. 36.00
Redacted RE: Redacted
eaaced
00000059

CONFIDENTIAL
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 5 |
22 JUL 1999

Date Attorney Hours
05/06/99 CUSACK RedaCted 0.4
05/06/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH DAVE 0.2

COLE RE: Redatfedo.,—now  sammom= = wmm ==t
05/06/99 CLARK REVIEWED Redacted 0.2
Redacted
05/06/99 CLARK RedaCted 0.2
05/06/99 CLARK LETTER TO BERKS COUNTY CCP RE: 0.3
ORJECTIONS TO SUBPOENA (1101
05/06/99 CLARK Redacted 0.8
05/06/99 CLARK GONFERENCE WITH TOM CUSACK RE: 0.3
Redacted
05/06/99 CLARK Redacted 0.1
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1
0.1

05/06/99 CLARK

CONFIDENTIAL

233042

24.

15.

15.

22.

60.

22.

00

00

00

50

00

50

.50

.50

.50

.50

.50

.50

.50

.50

.50

.50
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00292
100499

05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99

05/06/99

05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99
05/06/99

05/06/99

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
22 JUL 1999

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number
Page 6

233042

7.50
7.50
7.50
7.50
7.50
7.50
7.50
7.50
7.50
7.50
7.50
7.50
7.50
7.50
7.50

7.50

7.50
7.50
7.50

7.50

00000061
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 233042
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 7
22 JUL 1999

HOwWw NN =

5 Date Attorney Hours Vvalue
__________________ Redacted T .
6 05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
7 05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
8 05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
9 05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
10 05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
11 05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
g 05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
12 05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
13 05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
14 05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
15 05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
16 05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50

17
0.1 7.50

05/06/99 CLARK

18 0.1 7.50

05/05/99 CLARK
19 05/06/99 CLARK = = —-—-- SR
20
2L CONFIDENTIAL 00000062
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23
24
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00292

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

Invoice Number 233042

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 8
22 JUL 1999
Date Attorney Hours Value
"""""""""""" Redacted S |
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLRARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/06/99 CLARK 0.1 7.50
05/07/99 CUSACK 0.7 84.00
05/07/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE CONFERENCE (S) WITH Redected 0.4 48.00
Redacted
05/07/99 CUSACK @ﬁ%@éﬁg@éié@Npggggcgfs)_W;?gm_ 0.5 60.00
Redacted
05/07/99 CUSACK Fax o Redacted 0.4 48.00
Redacted
05/07/99 CLARK Redacted 2.5 187.50
CONFIDENTIAL 00000063
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

22 JUL 1999

05/07/99

05/10/99

05/10/99

05/10/99

05/10/99

05/11/99

05/11/99

05/11/99
05/12/99

05/13/99

05/13/99

05/14/99
05/16/99
05/16/99

05/16/99

05/16/99

CLARK

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

CUSACK

CUSACK

CLBRK
NELSON

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK
NELSON
NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

Invoice Number 233042

Page 9
Hours Value
Redacted
LETTER TO BERKS COUNTY COURT OF 0.3 22.50
COMMON PLEAS RE: ONJECTION TO
SUBPOENA [118]
VERY LENGTHY TELEPHONE 0.4 60.00
COMMUNT CAT TON Redected
Redacted
LETTER TO DAVE COLE RE:Redacted 0.3 45.00
Redacted
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.3 45.00
Redacted
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVE 0.1 15.00
COLE RE: Redected
PRELIMINARY RESEARCH RE: 2.3 276.00
RESERRCH RE: Redacted 1.7 204.00
Redacted
Redacted 1.0 75.00
rEVIEWRCdacted 0.1 15.00
Redacted
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.2 15.00
PROTHONOTARY BERKS COUNTY RE:
FILING OF OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENA
f1181
Redacted 02 15.00
Redacted
‘ 0.1 15.00
LETTER TO DAVE COLE RE: Redacted 0.2 30.00
Redacted
REVIEW OF MEMORANDUM OF LAW RE: 0.2 30.00
Redacted
LETTER TO DAVE COLE RE: Redacted 0.3 45.00
CONFIDENTIAL 00000064
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00292 NATTONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 10
22 JUL 1999
Date Attorney Hours
Redacted
05/16/99 CUSACK LEGAL RESEARCH RE: <e%@® 3.0
Redacted
05/16/99 CUSACK DRAFT AND REVISE ™™ 4.8
OBJECTIONS TO PLAINTIFF(S) FIFTH
Redacted
05/17/99 CUSACK DRAFTED 5.1
Redacted
05/17/99 CUSACK nepawrren Redacted 6.4
Redacted
05/17/99 CLARK DRAFTED Redected 0.5
Redacted
05/17/99 CLARK CONFERENCE WITH T. CUSACK RE: 0.2
Redacted
05/18/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVE 0.2
COLE RE: Redacted
Redacted
05/18/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVE 0.1
COLE RE: Redacted
Redacted I
05/18/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH COLE 0.4
. VERY LENGTHY RE: Redacted
Redacted
05/18/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Recacttl 0.1
Redacted
05/18/99 CUSACK CONFERENCE WITH MIKE NELSON RE: 0.3
S Redacted
05/18/99 CUSACK REVISE 1o 0.4
Redacted
0.6

05/18/99 CUSACK

CONFIDENTIAL

233042

612.00

768.00

37.50

15.00

30.00

15.00

60.00

15.00

36.00

48.00

72.00

00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 11
22 JUL 1999
Date Attorney Hours
"""""""""""" Redacted B
05/18/99 CUSACK Redacted 0.3
05/18/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.3
05/18/99 CUSACK DRAFTED LETTER TO DAVE COLE 0.1
Redacted
05/18/99 CUSACK DRAFTED LETTER TO [e%® 0.2
Redacted
Redacted
05/18/99 CUSACK CONFERENCE WITH 0.4
Redacted
05/18/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION witg Redact 0.4
Redacted Redacted ~A
Redacted
05/19/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION wrTrRedacted 0.1
05/19/99 NELSON Redacted 0.1
05/19/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Redacted 0.3
Redacted
05/19/39 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.3
CARMEN STANZIOLA , CLERK TO JUDGE
STALLONE RE: PROCEDURE FOR
SCHEDULING A SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE
(1681 Redacted
05/19/99 CUSACK DRAFTED MEMO TO FILE 0.3
Redacted
05/20/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITERedacted 0.4

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

233042

36.

12.

24.

48.

48.

15

156

36.

36.

36.

48.

00

00

00

00

00

.00

00
00

00

00

00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 233042
100499  BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 12
22 JUL 1999
5 Date Attorney Hours value
05/20/99 CUSACK MEMO TO FILE RE: R 0.2 24.00
6 Redacted
05/20/99 CLARK Redacted 0.3 22.50
7
05/21/99 CLARK Redacted 0.3 22.50
8 Redact
05/24/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH ad 0.5 60.00
- Redacted
eagacte
10
05/25/99 CLARK 0.3 22.50
6/99 CLARK d . .
T Redacte or oo
05/27/99 NELSON 0.1 15.00
12
TOTAL HOURS 73.1
13
14 ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY:
Attorney ID# status Hours Rate value
TM CUSACK 458 A 40.9 at 120 = 4,908.00
15
MR NELSON 234 P 7.2 at 150 = 1,080.00
JA CLARK 432 PL 25.0 at 75 = 1,875.00
16 CURRENT FEES 7,863.00
17 FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:
18 Redacted
19
20
21 CONFIDENTIAL 00000067
22
23
24
25 P
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0N292
100499
22 JUL 1999

Redacted

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number 233042

Page 13

00000068
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09292
100499
22 JUL 1999

Redacted

NATIONWIDE TNSURANCE COMPANY Tnvoice Number 233042
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

CONFIDENTIAL

page 14
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR F\\_E COP\(

1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133
July 22, 1999

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

pP. O. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YyoUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-

OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Dear Client:
nterim bill for services

Enclosed please find our i
ve-captioned case, which

rendered in connection with the abo
T trust you will find in order.

very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL 00000070
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POST &

SCHELL, P.C.

"19TH FLOOR

1800 JOHN F.
PHILADELPHIA,
215

Tax ID

CONTACT: DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
P. O. BOX 2655

HARRISBURG, PA 17105

Your File #: 5837 C 137421 09-04
Claims Market: HARRISBURG

KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PENNSYLVANIA 19103
587-1000

# 23-1877133

Invoice Numbexr 233070
Invoice Date 07/22/99
Client Number 00292
Matter Number 100499

Date of Incident: 09/09/96

~1996 01

Cclaim Representative: BRUCE BASHORE

phone Number: 800-889-9872

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

office PHILADELPHIA

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH 06/30/99:

Date Attorney Hours value
06/01/99 CLARK LETTER TO DAVE COLE RE: c0c®d 0.3 22.50
Redacted Ry —
06/01/99 CLARK PREPARED Redacted 0.2 15.00
Redacted Redact d
06/01/99 CLARK LETTER TORedacte 0.3 22.50
Redacled
06/01/99 CLARK PREPARED Redacted 0.3 22.50
Redacted
06/01/99 CLARK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION Redected 0.2 15.00
Redacted
06/02/99 CUSACK Redacted 0.6 72.00
06/02/99 CLARK MEMo Redacted 0.3 22.50
Redacted R
06/02/99 CLARK TELEPHONE COMMUNTCATTON edactel 0.2 15.00
Redacted
00000071

CONFIDENTIAL
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
106499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

22 JUL 1999

06/04/99 .

06/04/99

06/04/99

06/06/99

06/08/99

06/09/99

06/09/99

06/09/99

06/09/99

06/09/99

06/09/99

06/10/99

06/10/99

06/10/99

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

CLARK

NELSON

NELSON

CLARK

CONFERENCE WITH MIKE NELSON IN
Redacted

Redacted

CONFERENCE WITH TOM CUSACK IN
Redacted

Redacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS {2571
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS (217]
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
SETTLEMENT [217]

RECEIVED CALL FROM PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY RE: SETTLEMENT (217]
REVIEW OF FILE DOCUMETNS Redacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATIONREH®d

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number
Page 2

233070

15.00

165.00
52.50
30.00
30.00
i5.00
30.00

30.00

30.00

30.00
30.00

15.00

00
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Invoice Number

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 3
22 JUL 1999
Date Attorney Hours
__________________ Redacted Tt
06/10/99 CLARK INTER OFFICE CONFERENCE WITH T. 0.4
CUSACK Redacted
Redacted
06/11/99 NELSON REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
DEPOSITION (S) OF LINDGEN EMPLOYEES
(3371
06/13/99 CLARK DRAFT Redacted 1.6
Redacted
06/14/99 CLARK DRAFT Redicted 0.9
(ReEeed Redacted
06/14/99 CLARK DRAFT 3.1
Redacted
06/14/99 CLBRK REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
DEPOSITION (S) OF KEITH KREIDER AND
RICH WEINRICH [3941
06/14/99 CLARK REVISED Redected 0.6
06/14/99 CLBRK MEMO TO TOM CUSACK RE: Redected 0.2
06/15/99 CLARK RedaCted 0.2
06/16/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVE 0.1
COLE RE: Redacted
[126]
06/16/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVE 0.2
COLE RE: Redacted
[1261
06/16/99 NELSON RECEIVED CALL FROM PLAINTIFF (S) 0.1
ATTORNEY RE: PRELIMINARY
OBJECTIONS [217]
06/16/99 CLARK Redacted 0.7
06/16/99 CLARK RECEIVED CALL FROM DAVE COLE RE: 0.2

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

233070

15.00

120.00
67.50

232.50

45.00

15.00

15.‘00
15.00
30.00
15.00

52.50

15.00

00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
106499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

22 JUL 1999

06/16/99

06/17/99

06/18/99

06/18/99

06/18/99

06/18/99

06/18/99

06/19/99

06/19/99

06/19/99

06/21/99

06/23/99

06/23/99

CUSACK

NELSON

CUSACK

CUSACK

CORNMAN

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

CUSACK

Redacted
TELEPHONE COMMUNTICATION
Redacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH JIM
MARTIN RE: Redecled

Redacted

REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) COUNSEL RE: 6TH
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND DISCUSS SAME
Redacted

REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) COUNSEL RE: 6TH
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND DISCUSS SAME
Redacted

LETTER TO DAVID COLE RE:

Redacted

CELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Ret=ct®
Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY WITH
ENCLOSURES OF SIXTH AMENDED
COMPLAINT AND STIPULATION (S) AND
REVIEW OF SAME {2171

DRAFTED LETTER Redacted

Redacted

DRAFTED MEMO TO TOM CUSACK RE:

Redacted

TRTAPHONE COMMITN T CATTON
Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY RE:
STIPULATION (S) TO DROP CLASS
ACTION AND PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

(LENGTHY)

Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Numbex
Page 4

233070

15.00

36.00

36.00

22.50

30.00

195.00

45.00

30.00

15.00

45.00

36.00

00000074
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Invoice Number

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
106499  BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 5
22 JUL 1999
Date Attorney Hours
06/23/99 CLARK Redac’[ed 0.3
06/24/99 CUSACK Redacted 1.1
06/24/99 CUSACK REVIEW OF COURT ORDR OVER RULING 0.3
OUR PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS TO
PLAINTIFF (S) FIFTH AMENDED
COMPLATINT Redacted
Redacted
06/24/99 CUSACK Redacted 1.8
06/24/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVE 0.3
COLE RE: Redacted
Redacted
06/24/99 CUSACK Redacted BoB
06/25/99 NELSON LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY 0.4
RE: CR WITH COURT Redacted
Redacted
06/25/99 CUSACK Redacted 1.7
06/25/99 CLARK RECEIVED CALL FROM DAVID COLE RE: 0.2
Redacted
06/25/99 CLARK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.2
Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

233070

216.00

36.00

396.00

60.00

204 .00

15.00

15.00

00000075
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00292
100499

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

22 JUL 1999

06/26/99

06/26/99

06/26/99

06/28/99

06/28/99

06/28/99

06/28/99

06/28/99

06/29/99

06/29/99

06/29/99

06/29/99

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

CLARK

CLARK

CUSACK

CUSACK

CUSACK

CUSACK

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 77

[118]

REVIEW OF RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF
COURT ORDER RE: OUR PRELIMINARY
ORJECTIONS TO PREPARED POINTS FOR
CHARGE S5TH AMENDED COMPLAINT [214]
LETTER TO JIM MARTIN RE: Redacted
Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
Redacted

ma e s L

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
ATTORNEY (S) FOR BERG RE:
SETTLEMENT AND PRELIMINARY
OBJECTIONS AND THEORY LIABILITY

[167]
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATTON WTTH

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH

Redacted

- Redacted

REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORWEY RE:
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE [164]
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH BEN
MAYERSON RE: OFFER TO DROP CLASS
ACTION ALLEGATIONS AND REQUEST FOR
EXTENSION OF TIME TO ANSWER (S)
[214]

REVIEW OF FAX CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF(S) COUNSEL RE: EXTENSION
TO ANSWER (S) COMPLAINT AND
ENCLOSING COPY OF JUDGE STALLONES
ORDER TO VACATE ORDER OF 6/21/99 ,
Redacted

CORRESPONDENCE TO PLAINTIFF (S)
COUNSEL CONFIRMNG EXTENSION OF

TIME TO ANSWER(S) . Redacted
Redacted

1 EGAT, REQRARCH R . Redacted
Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

770

Invoice Number
Page 6

233070

45.

15.

45.

30.

30

15.

36.

24.

24,

576.

00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
22 JUL 1999
Date Attorney
Redacted
06/29/99 CUSACK
06/29/99 CLARK
06/29/99 CLARK
06/30/99 CUSACK
06/30/99 CUSACK REVIEW RESEARCH Mo
Redacted
-~ - - Redacted
06/30/99 CUSACK ADDITIONAL RESEARCH "02ot®
Redacted
TOTAL HOURS
ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY :
Attorney ID# Status Hours
TM CUSACK 458 A 24,6 at
MR NELSON 234 P 5.9 at
JA CLARK 432 PL 16.8 at
JE CORNMAN 457 PL 0.3 at

CONFIDENTIAL

PROTOGORY OF EXHIBYT N®&. 70

771

Invoice Number 233070

Page 7
Hours value
1.6 192.00
@3 22.50
0.2 15.00
1.1 132.00
Ao 276.00
2.8 336.00
47 .6
Rate value
120 = 2,952.00
150 = 885.00
75 = 1,260.00
75 = 22.50
00000077
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

22 JUL 1999

CURRENT FEES

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:

Redacted

Invoice Number 233070

Page 8

CONFIDENTIAL

5,119.50

00000078

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 79 of 859)

772

R.3111a



w N R

(Sal

O o N o

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
10G499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

22 JUL 1999

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number 233070

Page 9
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR F’g E
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD ln PY
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133

August 31, 1999
DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

P. 0. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-
OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Dear Client:

Enclosed please find our interim bill for services
rendered in connection with the above-captioned case, which
T trust you will find in oxrder.

Very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL 00000080
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CONTACT: DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

P. O. BOX

HARRISBURG, PA 17105

Your File #:

Claimg Market:
Claim Representative:
Phone Number:

Billing Attorney MICHAEL R NELSON

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE,

2655

POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR '

1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103

215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

Client Number

Invoice Number 235777

Invoice Date 08/31/99
00292

Matter Number 100499

Date of Incident: 09/09/96

5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 01
HARRISBURG

BRUCE BASHORE

800-889-9872

ET AL

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH 07/31/99:

07/01/99

07/02/99

07/06/99

07/06/99

07/06/99

07/06/99

07/07/99

Attorney

CUSACK

CUSACK

CLARK

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

CUSACK

Hours
ADDITIONAL RESEARCH AND ANALYSIS T2
Redacted
DRAFTED Redacted 1.2
Redacted
REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1

PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
DEPOSITION(S) OF KREIDER AND

WEINRICH [334]

RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF COURT ORDER 0.1
RE: OVERULING NATIONWIDE

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS TO STH

AMENDED COMPLAINT [125]

RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF COURT ORDER 0.1

VACATING ABOVE ORDER [217]

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM PA 0.1

RE: EXTENSION TO ANSWER [217]
DRAFTED Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

office PHILADELPHIA

15.

15.
15.

792,

.50

00
00

00

00
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PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 82 of 859)

775

R. 3114a



O W N O VT D W N R

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

00292
100499

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

31 AUG 1999

07/08/99

07/09/99

07/09/99

07/09/99

07/12/99

07/12/99

07/12/99

07/13/99

07/13/99

07/13/99
07/13/99

07/14/99

07/14/99

CUSACK

CUSACK

CUSACK

CUSACK

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON
NEL:SON

CLARK

CLARK

Redacted
DRAFT Redacted

Redacted

prRApPTED Redacted
Redacted

DRAFTED Redacted

Redacted

REVISE AND REVIEWED

Redacted

AMENDED AND FILE PRAECIPE FOR
ARGUMENT AS PER PROTHY REQUEST
Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNTCATTON WTTH LINDA
MAZZITTT Redted

Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (8) ATTORNEY TO COUNSEL
FOR LINDGREN CHRYSLER RE: REQUEST
FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND
ENCLOSING SAME {397]

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY TO
ATTORNEY (S) FOR LINDGREN - MASKE
RE: REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF
_DOCUMENTS AND REVIEW OF SAME [397)

Redacted

LETTER TO PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY
RE: PLAINTIFF(S) DEMAND [117]
REVIEW Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

o o

Invoice Number
Page 2

W W

235777

144

132.

72.

48,

30.

15.

30.

30.

45.
45.

45,

52.

.00

00

00

00

00

00

00

00

00
00

00

50
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

Invoice Number 235777
Page 3

100499 RBERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
31 AUG 1999
Date Attorney Hours Value

__________________ Redacted = J M

07/14/99 CLARK REVIEW OF LETTER FROM PLAINTIFF (S) 0.1 7.50
ATTORNEY RE: UPCOMING
DEPOSITION (S) OF LINDGREN
EMPLOYEES [331]

07/14/99 CLARK CONFERNECE T. CUSACK RE: 0.3 22.50
Redacted

07/14/99 CLARK REVIEW Redected 0.4 30.00
Redacted

07/15/99 CUSACK CONFERENCE WITH MIKE NELSON RE: 0.3 36.00

07/15/99 CUSACK REVIEW OF FILE MATERIALS TO 0.4 48.00
Redacted

07/15/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.2 24.00
Redacted

07/15/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNTICATION WITH Redacled 0.2 24.00
Redacted

07/15/99 CLARK REVIEW OF FILE hedacted 0.9 67.50
Redacted

07/15/99 CLARK LETTER Redcted - 0.3 22.50
Redacted

07/15/99 CLARK REVIEW AND ANALYSIS O cdcted 2.2 165.00

07/15/99 CLARK CONFERNECE TOM CUSACK RE: 0.3 22.50

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

PRHOTOCEGRY OF EMHIBELT N@&. 70

[ Tilh
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 4
31 AUG 1999

Redacted

07/19/99 NELSON REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1
PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY RE: SIXTH
AMENDED COMPLAINT Redacted
Redacted ~ _
07/19/99 NELSON REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
DEPOSITION(S) OF GREG MILLER [337]
07/19/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Redacted 0.3

Redacted

07/20/99 CLARK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.2
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF LINDGREN;
EMPLOYEES [337]

07/20/99 CLARK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Redacted 0.3

Redacted

07/20/99 CLARK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.3

Redacted

07/20/99 CLARK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.3

Redacted

07/20/99 CLARK RECEIVED CALIL FROM Redacted 0.2
Redacted

07/20/99 CLARK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Redacted 0.2

Redacted

07/20/99 CLARK REPORT TO M. NELSON RE: Redacted 0.2
Redacted

07/20/99 NELSON RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF COURT ORDER 0.1
RE: PREACIPE FOR ARGUMENT ON
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS [125]

07/21/99 CLARK RECEIVED CALI, FROM Redacted 0.2

Redacted

07/21/99 CLARK REPORT TO M. NELSON RE: Redacted 0.2
Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

235777

15.

36

15.

22.

22.

22

15

15

15.

15.

15.

15

00

.00

00
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50
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.00

00
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00292
100499

31 AUG 1999

07/21/99

07/21/99

07/23/99

07/26/99

07/27/99

07/27/99

07/27/99

07/27/99

07/29/99

07/30/99

07/30/99

NELSON

NELSON

CUSACK

CAUCHI

NELSON

CUSACK

CUSACK

CAUCHI

CLARK

CUSACK

CAUCHIL

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

Redacted

REVIEW OF Redecled

Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY
RE:DEPOSITION (S} OF LINDGREN
EMPLOYEES {337]

MEMO TO MRN RE: Redacted

Redacted
Redacted

REVIEW Redacted
Redacted

REVIEW FILE Redected

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Redacted

Redacted

Redacted
Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Redacted

Redacted

TOTAL HOURS

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number
Page 5

10.0

10.0

10.0

235777

24

750

60.

96

48.

750.

22

36.

750.

.00

.00

00

.00

00

00

.50

00

00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

Invoice Number 235777

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 6

31 AUG 19

99

ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY :

Attorney
TM CUSACK
MR NELSON
MC CAUCHI
JA CLARK

ID#
458
234
504
432

CURRENT FEES

Status Hours Rate Value
JA 21.4 at 120 = 2,568
P 4,2 at 150 = 630
PL: 30.0  at 75 = 2,250
PL: 8.3 at 75 = 622

6,070

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL
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60292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
31 AUG 1999

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number 235777

Page 7
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POST & SCHELL, P.C. F/Zp
19TH FLOOR & 0/70
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD w7

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133
September 14, 1999
DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

P. 0. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-
OUR MATTER NO. 100499
Dear Client:
Enclosed please find our interim bill for services
rendered in connection with the above-captioned case, which
I trust you will find in order.

Very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL 00000088
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

CONTACT: DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 236904
P. O. BOX 2655 Invoice Date 09/14/99
HARRISBURG, PA 17105 Cclient Number 00292

Matter Number 100499

pDate of Incident: 09/09/96

Your File #: 5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 [
Claims Market: HARRISBURG

Claim Representative: BRUCE BASHORE
Phone Number: 800-889-9872

. .
Billing Attorney MICHAEL R NELSON office PHILADELPHIA
Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH 08/31/99:
Date Attorney Hours value
08/02/99 NELSON REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 15.00
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: OFFER TO
SETTLE [167]
08/02/99 NELSON REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 15.00
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: NOTICE
OF DEPOSITION AND REVIEW OF SAME
[327]
08/02/99 NELSON REVIEW Redacted 1.8 270.00
Redacted
08/02/99 NELSON Redacted 1.8 225.00
Redacted
08/02/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH e 0.2 30.00
Redacted
08/02/99 NELSON FLECTRONIC CORRESPONDENCE TO 0.2 30.00
PARALEGAL RE : Redacted
Redacted
08/02/99 CLARK CONFERENCE MIKE NELSON RE: Redected 0.2 15.00

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

00000089
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

14 SEP 1999

08/03/99 NELSON

08/03/99 NELSON

08/04/99 CLARK

08/04/99 CLARK

08/04/99 CLARK

08/04/99 CLARK

08/04/99 CLARK

08/05/99 CUSACK

08/05/99 CUSACK

08/05/99 CLARK

08/05/99 CLARK

08/05/99 CLARK

Page 2

Redacted

REVIE
Redacted

1 NTRA-OFFICE COMMUNICATIONS WITH
JULIE CLARK RE: Redacted
Redacted

E-MAIL, LINDA MAZZITTT Redacted

Redacted
Redacted

REVIEW OF FILE Redacted”
Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITHRedacted

Redacted

WR?@M

REPORT TO MIKE NELSON RE: Redected

Redacted

REVIEW Reédacted

Redacted
Redacted

RECEIVED CALL FROM Redacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUN&CATION WIT

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVE
COLE RE ; Redacted

Redacted

y Redacte

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number

236904

22.50

15.00

15.00

45.00

52.50

348.00

276.00

22.50

15.00

15.00
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Invoice Number

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499  BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 3
14 SEP 1999 ~
Date Attorney Hours
Redacted
08/06/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WiTH Redacted 0.3
Redacted
08/06/99 NELSON REVIEW OF REPORT BY PARALEGAL RE: 0.1
Redacted
08/06/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVE 0.2
COLE RE: Redacted
Redacted
08/07/99 CAUCHI Redacted 2.5
08/07/99 NELSON REVIEW [edected 0.6
Redacted
08/09/99 CAUCHI 8.9
Redacted
08/09/99 NELSON INTRA-OFFICE COMMUNICATIONS WITH 1.7
TOM CUSACK REVIEW OF RE: Redscted
Redacted
08/09/99 NELSON REVIEW Re 0.4
Redacted
08/09/99 CLARK RECEIVED CALL FROM Redacted 0.2
Redacted
08/10/99 CAUCHI 2.0
Redacted
08/12/99 CLARK TELEPHONE COMMUNTCATTON "e%e! 0.2
Redacted
08/12/99 CLARK RECEIVED MESSAGE FROM TOM CUSACK 0.2
RE: Redacted
(11b)
08/12/99 CLARK LETTERTO Redacted 0.3
08/13/99 CAUCHI Redacted 1.5

CONFIDENTIAL

236904

187.50

90.00

667.50

255.00

60.00

15.00

150.00

15.00

15.00

22.50

112.50
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 236904
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 4
14 SEP 1999

10
ikl
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Date Attorney Hours value
_________________ Redacted i e
08/13/99 NELSON rEvIEW oF Redacted 0.5 75.00
Redacted

08/13/99 CLARK LETTER TO DAVE COLE RE: Redacted 0.4 30.00
Redacted

08/16/99 CUSACK DRAFTED e 2.9 348.00
Redacted

Redacted
08/16/99 CUSACK LEGAT RESEARCH RE: 4.8 576.00
- Redacted

08/16/99 CLARK RESEARCH 0.5 37.50
Redacted

08/16/99 CLARK RESEARCH Redacted 0.9 67.50
Redacted

08/17/99 CLARK rESEARcH Redacted 0.6 £5.00
Redacted
_____ Redacted

08/17/99 CLARK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH .. 0.2 15.00
Redacted

08/17/99 CLARK RESEARCH Redacted 0.5 37.50
Redacted

08/17/99 CLARK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITHF 2429 0.2 15.00
Redacted

08/17/99 CLARK Redacted 0.4 30.00

08/17/99 CLARK REPORT TO TOM CUSACK AND MIKE 0.8 60.00
NELSON RE: Redacted
Redacted

08/17/99 CUSACK 1EGAL RESEARCH RE: Redacted 2.8 336.00

00000092
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 236904

100409 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 5
14 SEP 1999

Date Attorney Hours value
08/17/99 CUSACK pRAFTED Redacted 4.2 504.00

.lRedacted

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

08/17/99 CUSACK FELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH "e®* 48.00
08/17/99 NELSON rEvIER Redacted 270.00
Redacted
08/18/99 CUSACK PRTRPHONR COMMITNT CATTON WTTH Redacte 36.00
08/18/99 CUSACK LEGAL RESEARCH RE: Redacted 216 .00
08/18/99 CUSACK nramrRn Redacted 276.00
Redacted
08/18/99 CUSACK R daCted 156.00
08/18/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH MIKE 36.00
NELSON RE" Redacted
Redacted
08/18/99 CUSACK LEGAL RESEARCH RE Redacted 72.00
Redacted
Redacted
08/18/99 CUSACK REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE 96.00
00000093
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY invoice Number 236904

29
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21
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24
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CONFIDENTIAL

789

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 6
14 SEP 1999
Date Attorney Hours Value
08/18/99 CLARK RedaCted 0.4 30.00
08/19/99 CUSACK RedaCted 0.3 36.00
08/19/99 CUSACK CORRESPONDENCE poRedacted 0.2 24.00
Redacted
08/19/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WTTH Redacte g 3 36.00
08/19/99 CUSACK DRAFTReECted e 2.3 276.00
Redacted
08/23/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION wrTHRedacted 0.3 36.00
Redacted
08/23/99 CUSACK REdEYeEEW OF FILE Redacted 0.3 36.00
acl
08/23/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNTCATION WITHRedected 0.3 36.00
Redacted
08/23/99 CLARK REVIEW Redacted 0.2 15.00
Redacted
08/23/99 CLARK REVIEW Redacted 0.2 15.00
Redacted
08/23/99 CLARK REVTEW Redacted 0.2 15.00
Redacted
08/24/99 CUSACK RedaCted 0.1 12.00
08/24/99 CLARK RedaCted ' 0.2 15.00
CLARK REVIEWED Redeced 15.00
00000094
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

14 SEP 19

08/24/99

08/24/99

08/24/99

08/24/99

08/25/99

08/25/99

08/25/99

08/25/99

08/26/99

08/26/99

99

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CUSACK

CUSACK

CUSACK

CUSACK

CUSACK

CUSACK

08/26/99 CLARK

08/26/99 CLARK

08/26/99 CLARK

08/27/99 CUSACK

Redacted

REPORT TO MTKR NFT.SON RF:

Redacted
Redacted

REPORT TO MIKE NELSON RE:
Redacted

REPORT TO MIKE NELSON RE:
Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WIT
Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Redacted
Redacted

CORRESPONDENCE TO COURT ,
PLAINTIFF (5) ATTORNEY AND
CO-DEFENDANT (S) COUNSEL ENCLOSING

COPY OF OPINION [194]

REVIEW FILE Redacted
Redacted

REVIEWED Redected
Redacted
DRAFTED CORRESPONDENCE TO

Redacted

Redacted

Redacted

Redacted

g Redact

Redacted

REVIEW Redeled
Redacted

REVIEW (o0

Redacted
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number
rage 7

236904

22.50

22.50

36.00

24.00

36.00

168.00

36.00

36.00

15.00

60.00

96.00

00000095
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 8
14 SEP 1999

Date Attorney Hours
__________________ Redacted o
08/27 /99 CUSACK REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE FROM MYERSON 0.3

ENCLOSING SUPPLEMENTAL REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION [194]

08/27/99 CUSACK REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.2
MYERSON TO LINGO RE: ANSWER (S) TO
DISCOVERY [194]

08/27/99 CUSACK REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.
MYERSON TO MYERS RE: ANSWER (S) TO
DISCOVERY [194]

08/27/99 CUSACK REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.4
YERSON ENCLOSING P.E. REPORT AND
REVIEW OF SAME (1941

08/27/99 CLARK REVIEW Redected 0.4
Redacted
08/27/99 CLARK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVID 0.2
COLE RE: Redacted
Redacted
08/27/99 CLARK E-MAIL DAVID COLE Reda 0.3
Redacted
08/29/99 NELSON REVIEW Redacted 0.1
Redacted Redacted
08/30/99 CUSACK REVIEWED ¢ 0.4
Redacted
08/30/99 CUSACK REVIEWED PLAINTIFF (S) RESPONSE TO 0.4
INTERROGATORIES SET ONE AND TWO .,
Redacted
08/30/9y CUSACK REVIEWED PLAINTIFF(S) RESPONSE TO 1.6
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS [214]
08/30/99 CUSACK DRAFT Redacted 0.4
Redacted
08/31/99 CUSACK NRARTRN Redacted 2.4
0.7

08/31/99 CUSACK Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

236904

24.00

48.00

30.00

15.00

22.50
15.00
48.00

48.00

192.00

48.00

288.00

84.00

00000096

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 97 of 859)
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00292
100499

14 SEP 1999

08/31/99

08/31/99

08/31/99

08/31/99

ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY:

CUSACK

CUSACK

CUSACK

attorney

MR NELSON
MC CAUCHI
JA CLARK

Redacted

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 98 of 859)

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM

Redacted

DRAFTED CORRESPONDENCE TO
PLAINTIFF (S) COUNSEL RE: EXCEPTION

TO REPORT FROM CHARLIE BARRONE

MISQUOTING ME [393]

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITHRedacted

Redacted

ID#
458
234
504
432

CURRENT FEES

TOTAL HOURS

status Hours

JA 43.6
P 12.1
PL 14.9
PL 12.8

at
at
at

at

CONFIDENTIAL

78R

Invoice Number
Page 9

FN (I 1 §

236904

24.00

36.00

36.00

00000097

R. 3130a
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00292
100499

Invoice Number 236904

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

14 SEP 1999

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Page 10

00000098

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 99 of 859)
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY invoice Numbexr 236904
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 11

14 SEP 1999

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

00000089
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.

19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD H; r AOPY
IRV

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133
October 11, 1999

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

p. 0. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-
OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Re:

Dear Client:
erim bill for services

Enclosed please find our int
captioned case, which

rendered in connection with the above-
T trust you will find in order.

Very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL 00000100

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 101 of 859)
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

CONTACT: DAVE COLE

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 239276

P. O. BOX 2655 Invoice Date 10/11/99

HARRISBURG, PA 17105 client Number 00292
Matter Number 100499

pate of Incident: 09/09/96

your File #: 5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 01
Claims Market: HARRISBURG
Cclaim Representative: BRUCE BASHORE

phone Number: 800-889-9872
office PHILADELPHIA

Billing Attorney MICHAEL R NELSON

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

FOR PROFESSIONAL SFRVICES RENDERED THROUGH 09/30/99:

Date Attorney Hours value
09/01/99 CLARK LETTER To Redacted 0.3 22.50
Redacted

09/01/99 CLARK Redacted 0.7 52.50

09/01/99 CLARK RECEIVED CALL FROM DAVID COLE RE: 0.2 15.00

09/01/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION wiTH Redected 0.7 84.00

09/01/99 CUSACK DRAFTED MEMO RE: Redected 0.4 48.00
Redacted

09/01/99 CUSACK rEyIEw Redacted 0.2 24.00
Redacted

09/01/99 NELSON REVIEW Redacted 0.4 60.00

00000101

CONFIDENTIAL

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 102 of 859)

796

R. 3134a



-hwl\)l__\

1@
11
It
1%
14

16
i
18
19
20
21
22

V.3
24
25

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

11 OCT 1999

09/02/99 CUSACK

09/02/99 CUSACK

09/02/99 NELSON

09/02/99 NELSON

09/02/99 NELSON

09/02/99 NELSON

09/02/99 NELSON

09/02/99 NELSON

09/02/99 NELSON

09/02/99 NELSON

09/02/99 NELSON

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page

Redacted

REVIEW AND REVIS
Redacted

Invoice Number 239276

Page 2

E Redacted

DRAFTED CORRESPONDENCE TO ALL

COUNSEL RE: POSTPONING

DEPOSITION(%% qziLINDGREN'S
jact

EMPOLYEERS
Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY TO PERSONAL
ATTORNEY FOR LINDGREN RE: MOTION

TO COMPEL [257]

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY TO

ATTORNEY (S) FOR
FOR LINDGREN RE
[257]

REVIEWED CORRES

OTHER DEFENDANT (S)
: MOTION TO COMPEL

PONDENCE FROM

PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:

PLAINTIFF (S) RE
PRODUCTION OF D
WITH ENCLOSURES
OF SAME [257]

QUEST FOR
OCUMENTS OF 8/25/99
OF SAME AND REVIEW

LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY
RE: RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTTON OF DNOCTTMENTS 2571

Redacted

LETTER TO Redacted
Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM

Redacted

{ETTER TO ATTORNEY (S)

ATTORNEY (8) VERIFICATION f117]

LETTER TO
Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

797

FOR BERG RE:

00000102

6 72.00
.2 24.00
oib 15.00
odb 15.00
0.2 30.00
0.3 45.00
0.3 45.00
0.3 45.00
2.9 435.00
0.3 45.00
0.3 45.00
103 of 859)

R. 3135a
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

11 OCT 1999

09/02/99 NELSON

09/02/99 NELSON

09/02/99 NELSON
09/02/99 NELSON
09/02/99 NELSON

09/02/99 NELSON

09/02/99 NELSON
09/03/99 CAUCHI
09/03/99 CLARK
09/03/99 CLARK
09/03/99 CLARK

09/03/99 NELSON

09/07/99 CLARK

09/07/99 CUSACK

[428]
LETTER TO Redacted

Redacted

REVIEW OF REPORT BY PLAINTIFF (S)
EXPERT BARONE [424]

REVIEW Redacted

Redacted

Redacted
LETTER TO

Redacted

LE;I'TER ° r}_-ERed acted
Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY ENCLOSING
REPORT AND CURRICULUM VITAE OF
PHILLIPS AND REVIEW OF SAME [427]

LETTER Redacted
Redacted

Redacted

RECEIVED CALL FROM DAVID COLE RE:
Redacted

REVIEW Redacted

Redacted

CONFERENCE MIKE NELSON RE:
Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY RE:

ATTORNEY (S} FOR OTHER DEFENDANT (S)

LINDGREN RE: DISCOVERY REQUEST BY
PLAINTIFF (S} TO DEFENDANT (S)

LINDGREN [287)
REVIEW oFhedacted

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice  Numbexr
Page 3

Redacted 0.3

239276

45.00

75.00
45.00
45.00

45.00

30.00
22.50
22.50
15.00
15.00

15.00

22.50

36.00

00000103

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 104 of 859)
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 239276
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 4
11 OCT 1999
Date Attorney Hours value
09/07/99 CUSACK Redacted 0.2 24 .00
09/09/99 CLARK CONFERENCE TOM CUSACK RE: 0.2 15.00
Redacted
Redacted
09/09/99 CUSACK REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.4 48.00
Redacted
09/09/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.3 36.00
PLAINTIFF (8) ATTORNEY(S) RE:
WITHDRAWL OF CLASS ACTION
ALLEGATIONS [197]
09/09/99 CUSRCK CONFERENCE WITH MIKE NELSON RE: 0.4 48,00
Redacted
09/09/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH MIKE 0.5 60.00
NELSON AND PLAINTIFF (S) COUNSEL
RE: AGREEMENT TO WITHDRAWL
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS AND CLASS
ACTION [1971
09/09/99 CUSACK REVIEW Redacted 0.6 72.00
Redacted
09/09/99 CUSACK F:{EBC123(:tEBCj 0.3 36.00
09/09/99 CUSACK CONFERENCE WITH MIKE NELSON RE: 0.4 48.00
Redacted
09/09/99 CUSACK PERFORMED LEGAL RESEARCH re Redacted 5 ¢ 432.00
Redacted
09/09/99 NELSON Redacted 0.3 45.00
09/09/99 NELSON Terree Redacted 0.3 45.00
Redacted
- - Redacte
09/09/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNTCATTON WITH . 0.2 30.00
Redacted
0.2 30.00

09/09/99 NELSON

FELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH

CONFIDENTIAL

00000104
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 5
11 OCT 1999
Date Attorney Hours
PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY RE: OFFER TO
DISMISS CLASS ACTION ISSUES [127]
09/09/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.3
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: OFFER TO
DISMISS PORTIONS OF COMPLAINT
LENGTHY [217]
09/09/99 NELSON REVIEW Redected 0.4
Redacted
09/10/99 CLARK CONFERENCE TOM CUSACK RE: 0.2
Redacted
09/10/99 CUSACK REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE FROM MIKE 0.3
NELSON Redacted
Redacted
09/10/99 CUSACK CRARTED MEMO TO MIKE NELSON AND 0.6
Redacted
09/10/99 CUSACK REVIEW FILE AND CORRESPONDENCE 0.7
Redacted
09/10/99 CUSACK DRAFTED CORRESPONDENCE TO 0.4
Redacted
09/10/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Redacted 0.2
Redacted
09/10/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.3

PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
DISMISSAL OF 8TH AMENDED COMPLAINT
LENGTHY [217]
09/10/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
DISMISSAL OF 8TH AMENDED COMPLAINT
, LENGTHY [217]
09/10/99 NELSON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATI

Redacted

09/10/99 NELSON INTRA-OFFICE COMMUNICATIONS WITH 0.2
JULIE CLARK RE; Redcted
R Redacted
09/13/99 CLARK REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.2

PLAINTIFF (S) COUNSEL AND
CO-DEFENDANT (S) LINDGREN CHRYSLER

CONFIDENTIAL

ON Redacted 0.2

239276

60.00

15.00

36.00

72.00

84.00

48.00

30.00

45.00

45.00

30.00

30.00

15.00

00000105
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

100499
11 OCT 1999

09/13/99 NELSON
09/13/99 NELSON

09/14/99 CLARK

09/14/99 CLARK
09/14/99 CUSACK

09/14/99 CUSACK

09/14/99 CUSACK

09/14/99 CUSACK

09/14/99 NELSON

09/14/99 NELSON

09/14/99 NELSON

09/14/99 NELSON

09/16/99 CUSACK

09/17/99 NELSON

PLYMOUTH RE: DEPOSITION(S) OF

KREIDER AND WEINRICH [3941
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION -

Redacted

SECOND TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION
Redacted

REVIEW OF FILE TO DETERMINE

Redacted

REVIEW OF DRAFTED LETTER TO
Redacted

Redacted
Redacted

Redacted

REVIEW Redacted
Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNTICAT T ONRedected

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH

PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: PLEADING

{2171
Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
COMPLAINT [217]

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVE

COLE RE: Redacted
Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number 239276
Page 6

0.1 15.00
0.1 15.00
0.3 22.50
0.2 15.00
0.3 36.00
0.2 24.00
0.2 24.00
1.6 192.00
0.5 75.00
0.1 15.00
0.3 45.00
0.2 30.00
0.3 36.00
0.1 15.00
00000106
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

11 OCT 1999

09/17/99 NELSON

09/17/99 NELSON

09/17/99 CUSACK

09/17/99 CLARK

09/17/99 CLARK

09/20/99 NELSON

09/20/99 NELSON

09/20/99 CUSACK

09/20/99 CUSACK

09/20/99 CUSACK

09/20/99 CLARK

09/21/99 CUSACK

09/21/99 CUSACK

ATTORNEY (S) FOR BERG RE:
DEPOSITION(S) OF KRIEDER -WIENRICH

[337]
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM

Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
ATTORNEY (S) FOR BERG RE:
DEPOSITION (S) OF KRIEDER WEINRICH
(337}

TELEPHONF COMMITNT OB TT NN
COLE RE: "o

Redacted

WTTE NAVE

Redacted

Redacted

REVIEW P

Redacted

DRAFTED LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S)
ATTORNEY (S) RE: CROSS OUTS ON 7TH
AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR 8TH AMENDED

COMPLAINT [217]
REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM

Redacted

ﬁEVIﬁ:WRedaCtEd

Redacted
Redacted

REVIEW OF FILE TO DETERMINE
Redacted

REVIEW AND REVISE CORRESPONDENCE
Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

‘Redacted

Invoice Numbexr
page 7

239276

15.00

48.00

15.00

15.00

90.00

45.00

12.00

84.00

36.00

15.00

24,00

48.00

00000107
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COM?ANY

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
11 OCT 1999

09/21/99

09/21/99

09/21/99

09/22/99

09/22/99

09/22/99

09/22/99

09/22/99

09/23/99

09/23/99

" 09/27/99

09/27/99

09/27/99

CUSACK

CLARK

HOWARD

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

HOWARD

CUSACK

HOWARD

NELSON

NELSON

NELSON

Invoice Number 239276

Page 8
Hours value
Redacted
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Redacted 0.2 '24.00
Redacted
Rigvaw Redected 1.5 112.50
RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.1 14.00
Redacted
Redacted 0.3 22.50
rREVIEW Redacted 4.9 367.50
Redacted
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.3 22.50
Redacted
PREPARED REPORT poR Redacted 0.9 67.50
Redacted
Redacted
REVIEWED 1.2 168.00
Redacted
REVIEW Re* 0.4 48.00
Redacted -
Redacted
CONFERENCE WITH PLAINTIFF (S) 0.1 15.00
ATTORNEY RE: AGREEMENT [197]
CONFERENCE WITH PLAINTIFF(S) 0.1 15.00
ATTORNEY TO COURT RE: AGREEMENT
{197}
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITHEﬂmme 0.2 30.00
00000108
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00292 NATIONWIDE’INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

11 OCT 1999

Date Attorney
------------------ Redacted

Invoice Number 23 9276

TOTAL HOURS

ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY :

Attorney ID# Status
TM CUSACK 458 JA
MR NELSON 234 P
MC CAUCHI 504 PL
JA CLARK 432 PL
D HOWARD 512 SA

CURRENT FEES

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXP
Redacted

ENSES INCURRED:

at ’

at
at
at
at

CONFIDENTIAL

Page 9
Hours Value
43.2
Rate Value
120 = 1,968.00
150 = 1,995.00
75 = 22.50
75 = 885.00
140 = 196.00
5,066.50
00000109
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Invoice Number 239276

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

11 OCT 1999

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Page 10
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Invoice Number 239276

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

11 OCT 1999

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

Page 11

00000111
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.

19TH FLOOR A B
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD F‘LF c :‘J!?_/
L AW i |

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133
November 09, 1999

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

P. O. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
vOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-

OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Re:

Dear Client:
Enclosed please find our interim bill for services
rendered in connection with the above-captioned case, which

I trust you will find in order.
Very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL 00000112

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 113 of 859)
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR

1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103

CONTACT: DAVE COLE

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

p. 0. BOX 2655

HARRISBURG,

vour File #:

Cclaims Market:
Cclaim Representative:
phone Numbex:

Billing Attorney MICHAEL R NEL

pA 17105

215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

Invoice Numbexr
Invoice Date

client Numbexr
Matter NumbeX

241920
11/09/99

100499

Date of Incident: 09/09/96

5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 0l
HARRISBURG

BRUCE BASHORE

800-889-9872

SON office

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

FOR PROF

10/04/99

10/04/99

10/04/99

10/04/99

10/04/99

10/05/99

10/05/99

Attorney

CLARK

CLARK

NELSON

CUSACK

CLARK

CLARK

RSSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH 10/31/99:

REVIEW Redacted

Redacted

REVIEW Redacted

Redacted

REVIEW Fer

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVE
COLE RE: Redacted

{126]
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Redacted

Redacted
REVIEW Redacted
Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

PHILADELPHIA
Hours Value
0.2 15.00
0.1 7.50
0.1 7.50
0.2 30.00
0.3 36.00
0.4 30.00
0. 30.00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

09 NOV 1999

10/05/99 CLARK

10/05/99 NELSON
10/05/99 NELSON
10/06/99 CLARK
10/06/99 CLARK
10/06/99 CLARK

10/06/99 CLARK

10/06/99 NELSON

10/06/99 NELSON

10/07/99 CLARK

10/07/99 CLARK

10/07/99 HOWARD

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number 241920

Page 2
Hours vValue
Redacted 0.2 15.00
TELEPHONE COMMUNTCATION WITH 0.2 30.00
Redacted
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 15.00
Redacted
Redacted 0.3 G0
Redacted 0.2 15.00
Redacted e 24820
Redacted
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 15.00
Redacted
IELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITERedacted 0.1 15.00
Radarter
Redaoted
PREPARED REPORT TO D. HOWARD AND 2.2 165.00
T MATICA MW Redacted
Redacted ®oE 26R00
00000114
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

09 NOV 1999

10/08/99 NELSON

10/11/99 NELSON

10/11/99 NELSON

10/11/99 HOWARD

10/11/99 HOWARD

10/12/99 CUSACK

10/13/99 NELSON

10/14/99 CLARK
10/14/99 CLARK
10/18/99 NELSON
10/18/99 NELSON

10/18/99 NELSON

10/18/99 HOWARD

10/20/99 HOWARD
10/22/99 NELSON

10/27/99 CLARK

10/27/99 HOWARD

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
Redacted

DRAFTED REPORT RE:
Redacted

Redacted

PREPARED AND SENT CORRESPONDENCE
T0 JULIE CLARK RE ; Redacted

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED MEMO FROM

JULIE CLARK RE: Redacted

Redacted

FELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH |
Redacted

TRTRPHONR ("OMM\'TT\TT("NT‘TON WTTH
Redacted

- Redacted

LETTER Redacted
Redacted

Redacted

S e | !
Redacted
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM

Redacted

PREPARATION \Redacted
[194]
REVISED Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM

Redacted
Reaaded

REPORT TO D. HOWARD RE
Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice NumbeXr
Page 3

Redac 0.3

o N

241920

60.00

285.00
14.00

168.00

36.00
15.00

22.50
22.50
30.00
45.00

30.00

182.00

364 .00
30.00

22.50

182.00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

09 NOV 1999

10/27/99 NELSON

Redacted

10/27/99 NELSON ! ecdg{\lg‘ERENCE WITH JIM MARTIN RE:
e
10/28/99 HOWARD REVIEWED FILE Redacted
10/29/99 HOWARD Redacted
TOTAY, HOURS
ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY:
Attorney ID# status Hours

TM CUSACK 458 Ja 0.6 at
MR NELSON 234 P 4.5 at
JA CLARK 432 PL 8.7 at
D HOWARD 512 SA 10.6 at

CURRENT FEES

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION wrTHRedeeted

Invoice Numbexr
page 4

N I

241920

210.00

2,883.50

00000116
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY invoice Number 241920
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 5

09 NOV 1999

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

00000117
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR F".E COPY
ARD

1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEV.
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 15103
215 587-1000

rax ID # 23-1877133

Decembexr 07, 1999

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

p. O. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 G a3
OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Re: AL
7421 09-04-

Dear Client:
nterim bill for services

Enclosed please find our i
e-captioned case, which

rendered in connection with the abov
T trust you will find in order.:

Very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

00000118

CONFIDENTIAL

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 119 of 859)



O co ~d o

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
Pl
22

23

24

25

POST

& SCHELL, P.C.

19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD

PHILADELP

HIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103

215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

CONTACT: DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

p. O. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

your File #:
Claims Market: HARRISBURG

Claim Representative:
phone Number: 800-889-9872

Billing Attorney MICHAEL R NE

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDE

LSON

Invoice Number 243933
Invoice Date 12/07/99
Client Numbexr 00292

Matter Number 100499

pate of Incident: 09/09/96

5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 01

BRUCE BASHORE

RED THROUGH 11/30/99:

Date Attorney Hours
11/11/99 CUSACK pRAFTED (e 1
11/12/99 HOWARD REVISED Redacted 2o
11/16/99 HOWARD MEETING WITH TOM CUSACK RE: 0.3

Redacted
11/22/99 HOWARD MEETING WITH TOM CUSACK TO DISCUSS 0.3
Redacted
11/23/99 CUSACK FQEBCjEi(}tEB(j -
11/24/99 CUSACK REVIEW Redatd -
Redacted
11/24/99 CUSACK DRAFT Redected e
11/24/99 HOWARD REVIEW OF FILE TO OBTAIN 0.4
Redacted
0.2

MEETING WITH TOM CUSACK RE:

11/29/99 HOWARD
Redacied

CONFIDENTIAL

office PHILADELPHIA

336.00

432.00
56.00

28.00
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Invoice Number

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 2
07 DEC 1999
Date Attorney Hours
"""""""""""""" Redacted DR
11/30/99 HOWARD MEETING WITH TOM CUSACK TO DISCUSS 0.3
Redacted
TOTAL, HOURS 13.5
ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY :
Attorney ID# status Hours Rate
™ CUSACK 458 JA 10.7 at 120 =
512 SA 2.8 at 140 =

D HOWARD
CURRENT FEES

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

243933

1,284.00
392.00

1,676.00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 243933
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 3

07 DEC 1999

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL
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pOST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

p. 0. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-

OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Re:

Dear Client:

Enclosed please find our interim b
rendered in connection with the above-capti
1 trust you will £ind in order.

Very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70

817
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January 27, 2000
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103

CONTACT : DAVE COLE

p. O. BOX 2655

215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 248881
invoice Date 01/27/00

Client Number 00292

Matter Number 100499

HARRISBURG,

your File #:
claims Marke
Cclaim Representative:
phone Number:

torney MICHAEL R NELSON

Billing At

FOR PROPESSIONAL SERV

pA 17105

pate of Incident: 09/09/96

5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 01
t: HARRISBURG

BRUCE BASHORE

800-889-9872

ICES RENDERED THROUGH 12/31/99:

office PHILADELPHIA

Date Attorney Hours value
12/01/99 HOWARD SENT INITIAL CORRESPONDENCE TO TOM 0.1 14.00
CUSACK RE: Redacted
Redacted
12/01/99 HOWARD REVIEW Redacted 2.5 350,00
Redacted
12/01/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVE 0.1 12.00
COLE RE: Redacted
Redacted
12/01/99 CUSACK REVIEwWRedacted 2.3 276.00
12/01/99 CUSACK REVISE Redeete 1.3 156.00
Redacted
12/01/99 CUSACK REVISE Redacted 0.8 96.00
Redacted
12/02/99 HOWARD MEETING WITH TOM CUSACK TO DISCUSS 0.1 14.00
Redacted
CONFIDENTIAL 00000123
PHOTOCOPY OF EXHI
BIT NO
. 70 (Page 124 of 859)
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00292
100499  BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 2
27 JAN 2000
Hours

CUSACK

12/02/99

12/02/99 CUSACK

12/02/99 CUSACK

12/02/99 CUSACK

12/02/99 CUSACK

12/06/99 CUSACK

12/06/99 CUSACK

12/07/99 CAUCHI

12/07/99 HOWARD

HOWARD
HOWARD

12/07/99
12/07/99

.~ 12/07/99 CUSACK

12/07/99 CUSACK

12/07/99 CUSACK

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

TELEPHONF COMMTTNTCA'T‘TON WTTH NAVE
COLE RE: Redacted
Redacted
Redacte

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
Redacted

REVISE Redacted

Redacted
REVIEW Redacted

Redacted

REVISED Redacted

Redacted

(“ﬂ]:IIMTTNT(“A'T'TﬂN WTTH NAVE

HONE,
JLETIES ONERedac(ed

COLE RE:

Redacted

TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WI
Redacted Redacted
Redacted

Redacted
MEETING WITH TOM CUSACK RE:

Redacted

Ty Redacted

Redacted

éEVIi‘.W Redacted )
MEETING WITH TOM CUSACK RE:

Redacted
Redacted

TELEPHONE CC?)I‘:I}:/[I.{NdICATION WITH
Redacted s
keagactea

Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number

248881

216.00

192.00

216.00

48.00

24.00

322.50

14 .00

84 .00
14 .00

36.00

24.00

156.00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 248881

'th}-—\

100499  BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 3
27 JAN 2000
5 Date Attorney Hours value
6 Redacted
12/07/99 CUSACK REVISE R 1.7 204.00
v Redacted
12/07/99 CUSACK REVISERedacted 2.3 276.00
Redacted
8 12/09/99 CUSACK Redacted 0.7 84 .00
9 12/09/99 CUSACK R d t d 0.3 36.00
eqgaclie iy il .

12/09/99 CUSACK

10 12/09/99 CUSACK REVIEW OF MEMO FROM MIKE NELSON 0.1 12.00
RE: Redacted
Lk 12/09/99 CUSACK Redacted 0.2 24.00
il 12/09/99 CUSACK REVISE Redected 0.3 36.00
Redacted
12/10/99 HOWARD REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM TOM 0.1 14.00
CUSACK RE: Redacted
1 3 Redacted
12/13/99 CUSACK TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH DAVE 0.2 24.00
COLE RE: Redacted
14 Redacted
12/21/99 CUSACK MEETING WITH MIKE NELSON AND 0.3 36.00
DERRICK HOWARD RE: Redacted
15 Redacted
12/21/99 CUSACK MEETING WITH MIKE NELSON AND 0.3 36.00
DERRICK HOWARD RE: Redacted
16 Redacted
iz 12/21/99 CUSACK MEETING WITH MIKE NELSON RE: 0.2 24.00
Redacted
18 12/28/99 CUSACK reviEW prLeRedected 1.6 192.00
Redacted
12/28/99 CUSACK 4.4 528.00
19 Redacted
CONFIDENTIAL 00000125

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 126 of 859)
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NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

00292
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
27 JAN 2000
Date Attorney
__________________ Redacted
12/29/99 CLARK REVIEW OF FILE CONTENTS RE:
12/29/99 CUSACK RedaCted
12/29/99 CUSACK Redacted
12/29/99 CUSACK Redacted
12/29/99 HOWARD MEETING WITH JULIE CLARK AND
Redacted
TOTAL HOURS
ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY:
Attorney ID# status Hours
T™M CUSACK 458 JA 313.9 at
MC CAUCHI 504 PL 4.3 at
JA CLARK 432 PL 0.9 at
D HOWARD 512 SA 4.0 at

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXPENS

Redacted

CURRENT FEES

£S INCURRED:

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number
page 4

~J
w
oW onon

248881

144 .00

108.00

708.00

56.00

00000126
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Invoice Number 248881

002592 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

27 JAN 2000

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

page 5
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POST & SCHELL, P.C. }\r”\"’\ :’
19TH FLOOR \ﬂvd :.f-”ﬂ

1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133

February 11, 2000

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

p. O. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
yOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-

OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Re:

pear Client:
ur interim bill for services

Enclosed please find O
above-captioned case, which

rendered in connection with the
1 trust you will f£ind in order.

Very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL 00000128
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

CONTACT: DAVE COLE

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 250528

p, O. BOX 2655 Invoice Date 02/11/00

HARRISBURG, PA 17105 client Number 00292
Matter Number 100499

pate of Incident: 09/09/96

Your File #: 5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 01
Claims Market: HARRISBURG
Cclaim Representative: BRUCE BASHORE

pPhone Number: 800-889-9872
office PHILADELPHIA

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH 01/31/00:

Date Attorney Hours value
12/03/99 HOWARD RME‘.EE‘B}NG WITH TOM CUSACK RE: 0.2 28.00
aqac
12/06/99 HOWARD MEETING WITH TOM CUSACK RE: geddcied 0.2 28.00
Redacted
12/06/99 HOWARD REVISED Redcte 0.7 98.00
Redacted
12/06/99 HOWARD REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM TOM 0.1 14.00
CUSACK RE: Redected
Redacted
12/06/99 HOWARD REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM TOM 0.1 14.00
CUSACK RE; Redac!
Redacted
01/11/00 CAUCHI MEETING WITH JULIE CLARK . DAWN 1.2 90.00
DEHAVEN RE: Redacted
Redacted
01/12/00 CUSACK Redacted 1.3 156.00
00000129
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

11 FEB 2000

01/12/00 CUSACK

01/12/00 CUSACK
01/12/00 CUSACK
01/13/00 CLARK
01/13/00 HOWARD

01/18/00 HOWARD

01/18/00 CUSACK
01/18/00 CUSACK
©01/19/00 HOWARD

01/20/00 CUSACK

01/21/00 CUSACK

01/27/00 HOWARD

01/27/00 HOWARD

01/27/00 CUSACK

01/31/00 CLARK

Page

Redacted

Redacted
Redacted

LETTER TO EGAN RE:Redected

Redacted

REVISED Redacted
Redacted
REVIEW
Redacted
REVIEW , REVISE
Redacted

Redacted

Redacted

REVIEW , REVISE Redacted

Redacted
REVIEWED "%

Redacted

REVIEW OF FILE Redactes

Redacted B R
TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WIT

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
Redacted

PREPARED AND SENT INTERNAL
CORRESPONDENCE RE: Redacted

Redacted

REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: NOTICE
OF INTENT TO TAKE DEFAULT AGAINST
LINDGREN [217]
RECEIVED CALL FROM

Redacted

u Redacted

Redacted

Redacled

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number 250528

2
Hours value
0.4 48.00
0.9 108.00
2.4 288.00
0.3 22.50
0.9 126.00
0.8 112.00
2.3 276.00
0.8 96.00
@B 42.00°
0.4 48.00
0.4 48.00
0.1 14 .00
0.1 14.00
0.2 24 .00
0.2 15.00
00000130
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100498 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
11 FEB 2000

TOTAL HOURS

ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY:

Attorney ID# Status Hours

TM CUSACK 458 JA 9.1 at
MC CAUCHI 504 PL 1.2 at
JA CLARK 432 PL 0.5 at
D HOWARD 512 SA 3.5 at

CURRENT FEES

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number
Page 3

N T

250528

00000131
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Invoice Number 250528

00292 NATIONWIDE TNSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

11 FEB 2000

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

page 4
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w8
pPOST & SCHELL, P.C. i b iyl
19TH FLOOR E
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133
March 28,

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

p. 0. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-

OQUR MATTER NO. 100499

Re:

Dear Client:

Enclosed please find our interim bill £
rendered in connection with the above~captioned case,

I trust you will find in ordexr.

very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL

or services

which

i

2000

00000133

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 134 of 859)

828

R. 3166a



N

O e N o w

10
Tlap
19
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
%
23
24
2L

POST & SCHELL,
19TH FLOOR

19:C0

1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

CONTACT: DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
P. O. BOX 2655

HARRISBURG, PA 17105

Your File #: 5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 01
Claims Market: HARRISBURG
Claim Representative: BRUCE BASHORE

Phone Number: 800-889-9872

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICE

Attorney

CUSACK

02/01/00
Redacted

02/01/00 CUSACK

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) ENCLOSED OBJECTIONS

OT DISCOVERY REOUEST

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM COUNSEL FOR

Invoice Number 253792
Invoice Date 03/28/00
Client Number 00292

100499

Matter Number

pate of Incident: 09/09/96

office PHILADELPHIA

S RENDERED THROUGH 02/29/00:

_ Redacted
0.3 36.00

PLAINTIFF(S) RE: DISCUSSION OF
DISCOVERY OBJECTIONS , OUTSTANDING

DISCOVERY , Redacted
Redacted

02/01/00 CUSACK

0.1 12.00

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM COUNSEL FOR

PLAINTIFF (S) ENCLOSING
CERTIFICATION F SERVICE OF
PLAINTIFF(S) REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO R.C.
AUTO BODY , PREAPPROVED BY DAVE

COLE [327]

02/01/00 CUSACK

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM COUNSEL FOR

0.3 36.00

PLAINTIFF (S) ENCLOSED REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO R.C.

CONFIDENTIAL

00000134
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

28 MAR 2000

02/01/00 CUSACK

02/01/00 CUSACK

02/01/00 CUSACK

02/01/00 CUSACK

02/02/00 NELSON
02/02/00 NELSON

02/02/00 NELSON

02/02/00 CUSACK

02/02/00 CUSACK

02/02/00 CUSACK

02/02/00 HOWARD

02/03/00 CUSACK

AUTO BODY PREAPPROVED BY DAVE

coLE [327]

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM COUNSEL FOR
PLAINTIFF(S) ENCLOSED ANSWER (S) TO
NEW MATTER OF NATIONWIDE [327]
RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM COUNSEL FOR
PLAINTIFF (S) ENCLOSED EXPERT
INTERROGATORIES , PREAPPROVED BY
DAVE COLE [3271

REVIEW Redacted

Redacted

DF\RF‘ORM‘F!D TFREAT, RRESGRARCH RE:
Redacted

L et

REVI;‘JW Redacted
Redacted

rEviEw Redaded

Redacted

ﬁEVIﬁWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE: REPLY TO
NEW MATTER OF LINDGERS AND REVIEW

OF SAME. [2171
REVIEW OF Redacted

Redacted
Redacted

Redacted

SENT CORRRSPONDRNCE T T CTIRRCK
B: Redacted

Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

10.

Invoice Number
Page 2

.7

.2

4

253792

36.00

36.00

276.00

45.00
60.00

30.00

48.00

24 .00

204.00

28.00

1,248.00
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00292
100499
28 MAR 2000

02/04/00 BROGDEN

02/04/00 CUSACK

02/04/00 CUSACK

02/04/00 CUSACK

02/04/00 CUSACK

02/04/00 PERARIA
02/05/00 NELSON

02/05/00 NELSON

02/07/00 CUSACK

02/07/00 CUSACK

02/07/00 CUSACK

02/07/00 CUSACK

02/07/00 CUSACK

02/07/00 CLARK

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

Redacted

Redacted

PERFORMED LEGAL RESEARCH

Redacted

PERFORMED LEGAL RESEARCH RE: 1.7

Redacted

DRAFTED Redecte

Redacted

DRAFTED Redacted

Redacted
Redacted

REVIEW Redacted

Redacted
REVIEW OF

Redacted

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM COUNSEL FOR

Redacted

dacted
REVIEWED o 0°

Redacted

Redacted

REV I SEDRedacted
Redacted

PERFORMED LEGAL RESEARCH

Redacted

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

831

Invoice Number 253792
Page 3
Hours value

0.7 52.50

RE: Redacled 0.4 48.00
204 .00

0.6 72.00

0.2 24 .00

2.7 216 .00

0.4 60.00

0.2 30.00

0.3 36.00

1.2 144 .00

0.4 48.00
0.8 $6.00
Redacted 1.2 144.00
0.7 52.50

00000136
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

1004299

28 MAR 2000

02/07/00

02/07/00

02/08/00

02/08/00

02/08/00

02/08/00

02/08/00

02/09/00

02/09/00
02/09/00

02/09/00

02/09/00

02/10/00

02/10/00

02/10/00

02/10/00

PERARIA

CUSACK

CLARK

PERARTA

HOWARD

HOWARD

PERARIA

PERARIA

PERARIA

HOWARD

HOWARD

BROGDEN

BROGDEN

CUSACK

CUSACK

BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

Redacted

Redacted

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM COUNSEL FOR
PLAINTIFF RE: SUBSTITUTION OF
VERTIFICATIONS AND CONFORMED

COPIES FROM COURT [217]

Invoice Number
Page 4

CONFERENCE TOM CUSACK RE; 0.2
Redacted
Redacted 0.4
RECEIVED AND REVIEWED LETTER FROM 0.3
B. MAYERSON TO COURT CLERK
ENCLOSING COPY OF PLAINTIFF'S
REPLY TO NEW MATTER [218]
PREDPARED AND SENT CORRESPONDENCE 0.1
RE : Redacted
Redacted 0.9
Redacted 1.8
Redacted -2
PREPARED AND SENT CORRESPONDENCE 0.1
TO TOM CUSACK RE: Redacted
Redacted
REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1
T.CUSACK RE : Redacied
Redacted
REVIEW OF MEMO FROM D. HOWARD RE: 0.3
Redacted
Redacted
REVISED Redacted 0.2
Redacted
PERFORMED LEGAIL RESEARCH RE: 2.3

CONFIDENTIAL

253792

152

12.

15.

32.

42

14.

72.

144.

9l6%

14.

14.

22.

157.

24.

276

.00

00

00

00

.00

00

00

00

00

00

00

50

50

00

.00

00000137

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 138 of 859)

832

R. 3170a



NooR

O 0] ~ (@) [¥;] N W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

00292
100499

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 5

28 MAR 2000

02/10/00

02/10/00

02/10/00

02/10/00

02/11/00

02/11/00

02/16/00

02/17/00

02/18/00

02/18/00

02/21/00

02/24/00

02/24/00

02/25/00

02/25/00

CUSACK

CUSACK

HOWARD

PERARIA

CLARK

HOWARD

CUSACK

HOWARD

NELSON

HOWARD

HOWARD

BROGDEN

HOWARD

CLARK

CUSACK

Invoice Number

Hours

Redacted

praFTED Redacted 0.2
Redacted

DRAFTED MEMO TO M. NELSON RE: 0.3
Redacted

SENT CORRESPONDENCE TO T. CUSACK 0.1
AND L. BROGDEN RE;: Red®®

Redacted

Redacted 3.2
CONFERENCE TOM CUSACK RE: 0.3
Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM TOM 0.1
CUSACK RE Redacted

Redacted

Redacted
MEETING WITH T. CUSACK RE: Redacte 0.1
Redacted -

CONFERENCE WITH TOM CUSAK RE: 0.1
Redacted .

SENT CORRESPONDENCE TO T. CUSACK 0.3
RE: Redacted
Redacted

SENT CORRESPONDENCE TO MIKE NELSON 0.1
Redacted

RFEVTEW OF MEMO FROM T CTISACK 0.1
Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.1

CORRESPONDENCR FROM T CTISACK RE:

Redacted

Redacted 0.3

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.3
Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

253792

24.

36

14.

256.

22.

14

36.

14

IS

42.

14.

14.

22.

36.

.00

00

00

50

.00

[o]e}

.00

Q0

Q0

Q0

.50

Q0

50

00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
28 MAR 2000

ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY :

Attorney ID#
MT PERARIA 527
TM CUSACK 458
MR NELSON 234
L BROGDEN 526
JA CLARK 432
D HOWARD 512

CURRENT FEES

Invoice Number
Page 6

TOTAL HOURS

LC 13
JA 27
P 1
PL 3
PL a
SA 1

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:

Redacted

at
at
at
at
at
at

CONFIDENTIAL

osoaouonu

253792
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
28 MAR 2000

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number 253792
Page 7
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POST & SCHELL, P.C. é F“_E 8@?‘{

19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133

april 27, 2000

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

P. O. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-

OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Re:

pear Client:
ease find our interim bill for sexvices
which

on with the above-captioned case,
d in oxrder.

Enclosed pl
rendered in connecti
I trust you will fin

Very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL 00000141
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836
R. 3174a



N

J

L 0 N o

10
T
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

pPOST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

CONTACT: DAVE COLE

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 256337

p. O. BOX 2655 Invoice Date 04/27/00

HARRISBURG, PA 17105 client Number 00292
Matter Number 100499

Date of Incident: 09/69/96

Yyour File #: 5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 01
Cclaim Representative: BRUCE BASHORE

Phone Number: 800-889-9872
Billing Attorney MICHAEL R N office PHILADELPHIA

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH 03/31/00:

ELSON

Date Attorney Hours value
03/01/00 HOWARD MEETING WITH M. NELSON AND T. 0.1 14.00
CUSACK RE: Redse!
Redacted
03/01/00 CUSACK MEETING WITH MICHAEL NELSON AND 0.3 36.00
DERRICK HOWARD TO DISCUSS
Redacted
03/02/00 BROGDEN SENT AND RECEIVED MEMO TO T. 0.3 22.50
CUSACK REGARDING Redacled
Redacted
03/03/00 HOWARD MEETING WITH T. CUSACK RE: 0.2 28.00
Redacted
03/06/00 CUSACK REVIEW OF RETURN RECEIPT RE: 0.1 12.00
Redacted
03/07/00 CUSACK Redacted 0.1 12.00
03/08/00 BREWER Redactéd 0.1 7.50
00000142
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

27 APR 2000

03/10/00 HOWARD

03/14/00 CUSACK
03/14/00 CUSACK
03/15/00 HOWARD
03/15/00 HOWARD
03/15/00 HOWARD
03/15/00 HOWARD
03/16/00 CUSACK

03/16/00 CUSACK

03/17/00 NELSON

03/17/00 CUSACK

03/17/00 CUSACK

03/17/00 CUSACK
03/20/00 CUSACK
03/20/00 CUSACK

03/20/00 CUSACK
03/27/00 CLARK

03/28/00 CLARK

Redacted

REVIEWED
Redacled

Redacted
Redacted

REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM TOM
CUSACK RE: Redacted
Redacted
REVTR
Redacted

Redacted

u Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE FROM T. CUSACK RE:
Redacted
2 o edacted
RECEIVED AND REVIEWED o0
Redacted
RECETIVED AND REVIEWED TIME STAMPED
copy OF PROOF OF SERVICE OF
COMPLAINT [214]
RECETVED AND REVIEWE
Redacted
REVIEW Redacted
Redacted

Redacted

D Redacted

REVIEW

Redacted

REVIEW OF PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO
OUR APP. FOR MORE DISCOVERY PAB

DAVE COLE (354]
REVIEW OF ORDER GRANTING APP. FOR

MORE DISCOVERY [354]

DRAFTED Redacted
Redacted

DRAFTED LETTER TO COUNSEL RE:
DATES FOR DEPOSITION(S) {3371
REVIEW Redacted

Redacted

AONBPRRENCT TAOM COTIQANK PR -

Redacted

REVIEW OF FILE CONTENTS Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page

838

Invoice Number 256337
page 2

0.7 98.00
1.2 144 .00
1.2 144.00
0.1 14 .00
0.2 28.00
0.1 14.00
0.2 28 .00
0.1 12.00
0.1 12.00
0.1 15.00
0.6 72.00
0.7 84 .00
0.2 24.00
0.2 24 .00
0.2 24 .00
0.3 36.00
0.2 15.00
1.2 90.00
00000143
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00292
100499
27 APR 2000

03/29/00 BROGDEN

ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY:
Attorney
TM CUSACK
MR NELSON
KJ BREWER
1, BROGDEN
JA CLARK
D HOWARD

CURRENT FEES

FOR COSTS

Redacted

Redacted

REVIEWED C
PLAINTIFF (S
RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF (S
Redacted

ID#
458
234
162
526
432
512

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

ORRESPONDENCE FROM
} COUNSEL REGARDING
REQUESTS

TOTAL HOURS

ADVANCED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:

at
at
at
at
at
at

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number
Page 3

o N ouonn

256337

00000144
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Invoice Number 256337

00292 NATIONWIDE TNSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

27 APR 2000

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

Page 4
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR F‘LE GGPY

1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133 &

June 05, 2000

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

p. O. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421 09-04-

OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Re:

Dear Client:

Enclosed please f£ind our inter
rendered in connection with the above-cap
T trust you will £ind in order.

Very truly yours,

im bill for services
tioned case, which

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL 00000146
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.

19TH FLOOR

1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

CONTACT: DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
p. O. BOX 2655

HARRISBURG, PA 17105

vour File #:
claim Representative f
phone Number: 800-889-9872

Invoice Number 259380
Invoice Date 06/05/00
client Number 00292

100499

Matter Number

Date of Incident: 09/09/96

5837 C 137421 09-04-1996 01
BRUCE BASHORE

Billing Attorney MICHAEL R NELSON office PHILADELPHIA
Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH 04/30/00:
Date Attorney Hours value
04/05/00 PERARIA REVIEWED Redeetes 0.4 32.00
Redacted
04/06/00 NELSON RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF COURT ORDER 0.1 15.00
RE: DISCOVERY BY PLAINTIFF (S)
[395]
04/06/00 NELSON REVIEW ool 0.1 15.00
Redacted
04/06/00 PERARIA Re-dacté B 0.3 24.00
04/11/00 HOWARD MEETING WITH D. HARRISON[Qedaded 0.4 56.00
Redacted
04/12/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 14.00
Redacted
04/12/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 14.00
Redacted .
04/13/00 BROGDEN RECEIVED. REVIEWED Redacted 0.2 15.00
Redacted
00000147
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00292 NATTONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY invoice Number

100469  BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 2

05 JUN 2000

Date Attorney Hours

Redacted

04/13/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM TOM 0.1
CUSACK RE: Redacted
Redacted

04/13/00 HOWBRD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM L. 0.1
BROGDEN RE : Redacted
[125]
04/13/00 HOWARD RECEIVED AND REVIEWED Refced 0.8
Redacted
04/13/00 SCHMITS rEVIEW Redacted 8.0
Redacted
04/14/00 LEWANDOWSKI 0.3
Redacted
04/14/00 CLARK CONFERENCE DERRICK HOWARD RE: i 0.1
Redacted
04/16/00 NELSON REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.4
0.1

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM
Redacted

BEVIEW CORRESPONDENCE FOR

04/17/00 NELSON

04/17/00 HARRISON

Redacted

04/17/00 HARRISON rEVIEW Redacted 2.
Redacted

04/17/00 HARRISON REVIEW Redacted 1,

Redacted

Redacted
0.

04/17/00 HARRISON RESEARCH
Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

259380

14.00
112.00
960.00

22.50

60.00

15.00

108.00
264.00
144 .00

60.00

00000143
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CONFIDENTIAL

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 150 of 859)

844

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 259380
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 3
05 JUN 2000
Date Attorney Hours Value
04/17/00 HARRISON prapr Redacted 0.7 84.00
Redacted
04/17/00 HOWARD REVIEWRedacted 0.2 28.00
: Redacted
04/17/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM L. 0.1 14.00
BROGDEN RE: Redaeted .
Redacted - -
04/17/00 HOWARD RECEIVED AND REVIEWED ORDER OF 0.1 14.00
COURT RE: DISCOVERY RESPONSES DUE
IN BERG ([119]
04/19/00 HOWARD §§cgEVED AND REVIEWED MEMO RE: 0.3 42.00
edac!
04/19/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 14.00
HARRISON TO K. BREWER RF:
Redacted
04/20/00 CLARK RedaCted 0.2 15.00
04/20/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.4 48.00
04/20/00 HARRISON REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE REGARDING 0.6 72.00
04/20/00 HARRISON REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1 12.00
FROM DERRICK HOWARD REGARDING
Redacted
04/20/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00
JULIE CLARK REGARDING jedactes
Redacted
04/20/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00
Redacted
04/20/00 HARRISON prapr Redacted 0.8 96.00
N Redacted
04/20/00 HOWARD SREPARED BAND SENT CORRESPONDENCE 0.1 14.00
TO D. HARRISON RE: Redacled
Redacted
04/20/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 14.00
HARRISON RE: Redacted
Redacted
00000149
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Tovoice Number 259380
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 4
05 JUN 2000
Date Attorney Hours value
04/20/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 14.00
HARRISON RE: Redacted
Redacted .. .-
04/20/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 14.00
HARRISON TO S. PRESCOTT RE:
Redacted
04/20/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 14.00
HARRISON RE: Redacied
Redacted
04/20/00 HARRISON revrEw Redacted 0.7 84.00
Redacted
04/21/00 CLARK REVIEW OF DARREN HARRISON'S 0.3 22.50
ELECTRONIC CORRESPONDENCE
Redacted
04/21/00 CLARK REVIEW OF FILE IN CONNECTION WITH 0.9 67.50
04/21/00 NELSON SEVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 15.00
PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY RE:
ANSWER (S) TO EXPERT
INTERROGATORIES AND PHOTOS [3971
04/21/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.3 36.00
04/21/00 HARRISON REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1 12.00
FROM (TINLTR CT.ARK RRGEARNTNG
Redacted
04/21/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM J. 0.1 14.00
CLARK RE :Redected
Redacted
04/27/00 HARRISON MEETING WITH MIKE NELSON REGARDING 0.2 24.00
Redacted
04/27/00 HARRISON DRAFT MEMO REGARDING Redacted 0.1 12.00
Redacted
04/27/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 14.00
HARRISON RE;: Redect®
Redacted
04/27/00 HOWARD PREPARED AND SENT CORRESPONDENCE 0.1 14,00
TO HARRISON RE: Redseted
Redacted
04/27/00 HOWARD PREPARED AND SENT CORRESPONDENCE 0.1 14.00
CONFIDENTIAL 00000150
PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIB
i3 T N
0. 70 (Page 151 of 859)
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Invoice Number

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page S

05 JUN 2000

Date Attorney Hours

7o D. HARRISON RE: (o9
Redacted

04/28/00 HARRISON REVTEW Redacted 1.0
Redacted

04/28/00 BROGDEN REVI swgpRedacted 0.6

04/28/00 CLARK

04/28/00 CLARK

04/28/00 CLARK

ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY:
Attorney

MT PERARIA

DI, HARRISON

SC SCHMITS

D HOWARD

MR NELSON

1, BROGDEN

JA CLARK

I, LEWANDOWSKI

Redacted

RECEIVED CALL FROM DAVID DOLE.
ESQUIRE RE ; Redected
{116]

0.3

Redacted

REPORT M. NELSON RE; Redactd 0.4
Redacted
TOTAL HOURS 26.3
ID# Status Hours Rate
527 LC 0.7 at 80 =
544 A 10.0 at 120 =
539 JA 8.0 at 120 =
512 SA 3.3 at 140 =
234 P 0.8 at 150 =
526 PL 0.8 at 75 =
432 PL 2.4 at 75 =
542 PL 0.3 at 75 =

CURRENT FEES

CONFIDENTIAL

259380

15.00

22.50

30.00

56 .00
1,200.00
960.00
462.00
120.00
60.00
180.00
22.50

3,060.50
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NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

00292
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
05 JUN 2000

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 153 of 859)
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002382 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 259380
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 7

05 JUN 2000

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL
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POST & SCHELL, P.C. , .
19TH FLOOR F‘ga‘gj ﬂﬁ%ﬂ{
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD L U
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103

[Co] o0 ~l fon)
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24
25

215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

P. O. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421
OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Re:

Dear Client:

Enclosed please £
rendered in connection wit
1 trust you will f£ind in order.

Very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.
19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

CONTACT: DAVE COLE

Invoice Number

261849
07/10/00

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

p. O. BOX 2655

HARRISBURG,

PA 17105

Invoice Date
Client NumbeX
Matter Number

00292
100499

Date of Incident: 09/09/96

Your File #: 5837 C 137421
Cclaim Representative: BRUCE BASHORE

Phone NumbeX: 800-889-9872

Billing Attorney MICHAEL R NELSON office PHILADELPHIA
Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH 05/31/00:
Date Attorney Hours value
05/01/00 HARRRISON REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1 12.00
PLAINTIFFS' COUNSEL REGARDING
DISCOVERY. (L124]
05/01/00 HARRISON REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE FOR 0.7 84.00
Redacted
05/01/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.4 48.00
05/01/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.6 72.00
05/01/00 HARRISON DRAFT MEMO TO MICHAEL NELSON 1.2 144.00
REGARDING Redacte
Redacted . R
05/01/00 HARRISON MEETING WITH DERRICK HOWARD 0.2 24.00
Redacted
05/01/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONI& COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00
MICHAEL NELSON REGARDING Redacted
Redacted
05/01/00 NELSON REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM JULIE 0.1 15.00
CLARK RE: Redacted
Redacted
05/01/00 HOWARD MEETING WITH D. HARRISON RE: 0.3 42.00

CONFIDENTIAL
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100489 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

10 JUL 2000

05/01/00 HOWARD

05/01/00 HOWARD

05/01/00 HOWARD

05/01/00 BROGDEN

05/02/00 HARRISON

05/02/00 HARRISON
05/02/00 HARRISON

05/02/00 HOWARD

05/03/00 HARRISON

05/03/00 HARRISON

05/03/00 HARRISON

05/03/00 HARRISON

05/03/00 HARRISON

05/03/00 HARRISON

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 157

Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED LETTER FROM
PLAINTIFF RE: DISCOVERY RESPONSES
AND EXPERT WITNESS INDENTIFICATION
[£3971

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESPONDENCE_FROM D. HARRISON TO
M. NELSON RE: 02l _ . oo
Redacted

RECEIVED AND REVIEWED
CORRESDONDENCE FROM L. BROGDEN RE:
Redacted

MEETING WITH D. HARRISON REGARDING

Redacted

PARTICIPATED IN TELEPHONE
CONFERENCE WITH MICHAEL NELSON

Redacted

DRAFT MEMORANDUM REGARDING
Redacted

DRAPT LETTER TO PLAINTIFFS’
COUNSEL REGARDING DISCOVERY.

(L1231
RECEIVED AND REVIEWED

Redacted

REVIEW ]Redacled
Redacted

REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE FOR
‘Redacted

DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO
Redacted

MEETING WITH MARY ANNE SMALLEY

REGARDING Redacted
DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO

MICHAEL NELSON REGARDING Redacted
Redacted

REVISE Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

851

Invoice Number
Page 2

261849

14.00
14.00
14.00
22.50
36.00

48.00
60.00

14.00

108.00

156 .00
12.00

36.00

12.00

180.00

00000156
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 3
10 JUL 2000
Date Attorney Hours
Redacted
05/03/00 HARRISON MEETING WITH JULIE CLARK REGARDING 0.1
Redacted
05/03/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1
SQHART PRESCOTT REGARDING
Redacted ] .
05/03/00 HARRISON ]RD!}A&T ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1
ecacl
2.3

05/03/00 HARRISON Redacted

05/03/00 HARRISON MEETING WITH DERRICK HOWARD 0.3
REGARDING Redacted
Redacted

05/03/00 HARRISON DRAFT LETTER TO PLAINTIFFS' 0.7
COUNSEL REGARDING DISCOVERY.
[L123]
05/03/00 HARRISON REVIEW Redected 1.2
Redacted
05/03/00 HOWARD RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.1
CORRESPONDENCE RE: Redacted
Redacted
05/03/00 HOWARD PREPARED AND SENT CORRESPONDENCE 0.3
TO D. HARRISON RE: Redacted
05/04/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.1
05/04/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1
T.TTRITRNE RROCRAN RRAARNTNG
Redacted
05/04/00 HARRISON REVIEW DISCOVERY Redacled 0.8
Redacted
05/04/00 HARRISON REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE FOR 0.6
Redacted
05/04/00 HARRISON REVIEW PLEADINGS "= 0.6
Redacted
05/04/00 HARRISON REVIEW Redacted 2.3
Redacted
05/04/00 HARRISON MEETING WITH MICHAEL NELSON 0.1
Redacted
05/04/00 HARRISON DRAFT Redacted 0.6

CONFIDENTIAL

261849

36.00

84.00

144.00

14.00

42,00

12.00

12.00

96.00

72.00

72.00
276,00

12,00

72.00

00000157
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100498 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

10 JUL 2000

05/04/00 HARRISON

05/04/00 BROGDEN

05/04/00 HOWARD

05/05/00 HARRISON
05/05/00 HARRISON

05/05/00 HARRISON

05/05/00 HARRISON

05/05/00 HARRISON

05/05/00 HARRISON
05/05/00 HARRISON
oé/os/oo HARRISON
05/05/00 HARRISON

05/05/00 HARRISON
05/05/00 HRRRISON

05/05/00 HARRISON

QS/OS/OO HARRISON

Invoice Number 261849

Page 4
Hours value
T
DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00
MICHAEL NELSON REGARDING Redacted
[L123]
RECEIVED AND REVIEWED MEMO FROM D. 0.7 52.50
HARRISON REGARDING Redacted
Redacted
REVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE RE: 0.1 14.00
Redacted
REVIEW LETTER FROM PLAINTIFFS! 0.4 48.00
COUNSEL REGARDING DISCOVERY.
[L124]
DRAFT LETTER TO PLAINTIFFS' 0.6 72.00
COUNSEL REGARDING DISCOVERY.
11231
Redacted 1.0 120.00
DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00
MICHAEL NELSON REGARDINGRedacted
Redacted
0.1 12.00
Redacted
0.1 12.00
Redacted
0.1 12.00
Redacted
MEETING WITH DERRICK HOWARD 0.4 48.00
REGARDING Redacted
Redacted
PELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.1 12.00
Redacted
REVIEW Red 0.3 36.00
Redacted
Redacted 0.4 48.00
0.4 48.00
Redacted g
Redacted 0.6 72.00
CONFIDENTIAL 00000158
PHOTOCOPY OF E
XHIBIT NO. 7
. 70 (Page 159 of 859)
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00292
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 5
10 JUL 2000
Date Attorney
05/05/00 HARRISON DRAFT LETTER Redacted
[L123)
05/05/00 HARRISON pRAFT Redacted
[L123]
05/05/00 HOWARD Redacted
s wme - Radacted
05/08/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO
DERRICK HOWARD REGARDING Redacted
Redacted
05/08/00 HARRISON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
Redacted
05/08/00 HARRISON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
Redacted
05/08/00 HARRISON MEETING WITH DERRICK HOWARD
Redacted
05/08/00 HARRISON TELEDHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
Redacted
05/08/00 HARRISON DRAFT LETTER TO PLAINTIFF'S
COUNSEL REGARDING PLAINTIFF!'S
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS AND WILLIAM ANDERTON'S
FILE. [L123]
05/08/00 HARRISON Redacted
05/08/00 HARRISON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH
Redacted
05/08/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO
MICHAEL R. NELSON REGARDING
Redacted
05/08/00 HARRISON Redacted
05/08/00 HARRISON

NATIONWIDE TNSURANCE COMPANY

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number

261849
Value
0.4 48.00
0.4 48.00
0.3 42.00
0.2 28.00
0.1 12.00
0.1 12.00
0.2 24.00
0.2 24.00
0.1 12.00
0.6 72.00
0.2 24.00
0.2 24.00
0.1 12.00
1.7 204.00
1.8 216.00

00000159
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

10 JUL 2000

05/08/00 HOWARD

‘05/08/00 HOWARD

05/09/00 NELSON

05/09/00 NELSON
05/09/00 HARRISON
05/09/00 HARRISON
05/09/00 HARRISON
05/09/00 HARRISON
05/59/00 HOWARD
05/09/00 HOWARD
05/09/00 BROGDEN
05/11/00 HARRISON
05/11/00 HARRISON

05/11/00 HOWARD

Invoice Number 261849

Page 6
Hours vValue
T
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1 14.00
HARRISON RE;: Redected
Redacted
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1 14.00
HARRISON RE: Redacted
Redacted
INTRA-OFFICE COMMUNICATIONS RE: 0.2 30.00
Redacted
INTRA-OFFICE COMMUNICATIONS WITH 0.2 30.00
EDIE ELLIOT RE: Redacted
Redacted
0.3 36.00
Redacted
REVIEW ORDER FROM JUDGE STALLONE 0.1 12.00
REGARDING NATIONWIDE'S ADDITIONAL
DISCOVERY. [L124]
DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00
MTCHART, R NRET,8ON RRGARDTNG Redacted
Redacted
1.4 168.00
Redacted
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1 14.00
HARRISON RE: Redacted
Redacted
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.2 28.00
HARRISON Redacted
Redacted
REVIEWED FILE TO DETERMINE 1.7 127.50
Redacied
REVIEW FILE Re®® 5.1 612.00
Redacted
1.2 144.00
Redacted
PREPARED AND SENT CORRESPONDENCE 0.2 28.00
TO D. HARRISON RE: Redacled
Redacted
CONFIDENTIAL 00000160
PHOTOCOPY OF EXH
IBIT NO
. 70 (Page 161 of 859)
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 7
10 JUL 2000
Date Attorney Hours
05/12/00 CLARK REVIEW OF FILE TO DETERMINE 0.3
Redacted
05/12/00 CLARK Redacted 0.4
05/12/00 CLARK RedaCted 0.3
05/12/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.7
05/12/00 HARRISON REVIEW FILE AND DRAFT/REVISE 5.4
Redacted
05/12/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1
MICHAEL, R. NELSON REGARDING
Redacted
05/12/00 HARRISON REVIEW Redacted 2.8
Redacted
05/12/00 HOWARD RECEIVED AND REVIEWED FILES TO 0.2
Redacted
05/12/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1
HARRISON RE :Redacted
Redacted R R
05/12/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1
HARRISON RE: Redacted i
Redacted
05/12/00 BROGDEN RECEIVED AND REVIEWED Redzoted 0.2
05/15/00 CLARK Redacted 0.2
05/15/00 CLARK Redacted . 0.1
05/15/00 CLARK Redacted 0.2
05/15/00 HARRISON REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1
FROM MICHAEL R. NELSON REGARDING
Redacted
05/15/00 HARRISON 0.1
Redacted
0.1

05/15/00 HARRISON

CONFIDENTIAL

261849

84.00

648.00
12.00
336.00
28.00
14.00

14 .00

15.00

15.00

15.00

12.00

12.00

12.00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

Invoice Number 261849

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 8
10 JUL 2000
Date Attorney Hours value
05/15/00 HARRISON Redacted 8 336.00
05/15/00 HARRISON TRIBPHONE COMMUNTCATION WITH 1 12.00
Redacted
05/15/00 HARRISON DRAET LETTER TO PLAINTIFF'S 3 36.00
ATTORNEY REGARDING DISCOVERY.
[(L123]
05/15/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00
MARY ANNE SMATTRY REGARNDTNG
Redacted
05/15/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM M. 0.1 14 .00
NELSON RE; Redacted
Redacted
05/16/00 HARRISON REVIEW P 4.0 480.00
Redacted
05/16/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00
MICHAEL NELSON REGARDING Redacted
Redacted
05/16/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1 14.00
HARRISON RE: Redaeted
Redacted  __._ _....- e o0 oo o
05/16/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1 14.00
HARRTSON RF: Redacted
Redacted
05/16/00 HOWARD RECEIVED AND REVIEWED FILES Redeted 0.4 56.00
Redacted
05/16/00 HOWARD PREPARED AND SENT CORRESPONéENCE' 0.1 14.00
TO D. HARRISON R ; Redacted
Redacted
05/16/00 BROGDEN Redacted 0.8 60.00
05/17/00 HARRISON REVIEW FILE Feed . 2.6 312.00
05/17/00 HARRISON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH REdacted 0.3 36.00
Redacted EGARDING Redaeted
reaacted
CONFIDENTIAL 00000162
PHOTOCOPY OF EXH
IBIT NO
. 70 (Page 163 of 859)
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NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

Invoice Number

00292
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 9
10 JUL 2000
Date Attorney Houxrs
05/17/00 HARRISON DRAFT MEMORANDUM REGARDING 0.4
Redacted
05/17/00 HARRISON DRAFT LETTER TO PLAINTIFFS' 0.4
COUNSEY, REGARDING VIDEOTAPES AND
WILLIAM ANDERTON'E FILE. [L323]
05/17/00 HARRISON DRAFT Redacted 1.5
Redacted
05/17/00 HARRISON prapT Redacted 0.7
Redacted
d
05/17/00 HARRISON DRAFT Re0P 0.7
Redacted
05/17/00 HARRISON DRAFT LETTER TO Redacted 0.4
Redacted
05/17/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.4
MICHAEL R. NELSON REGARDING
Redacted
05/17/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.2
HARRISON RE: Redacted
Redacted
05/17/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1
HARRISON (SECOND) RE: Redacted
Redacted '
05/17/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1
HARRISON RE: Redected
Redacted | ___ .- -.
05/17/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1
HARRISON RE: Redacted
Redacted
05/22/00 HARRISON REVIEW FILE Redeted 1.6
05/22/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.1
05/22/00 HARRISON 0.1
05/22/00 HARRISON 0.1

CONFIDENTIAL

261849

84.00

48.00

48.00

28.00

14 .00

14.00

14.00

192.00

12.00

12.00

12.00

00000163
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 10
10 JUL 2000
Date Attorney Hours
Redacted
05/22/00 HARRISON 0.1
05/22/00 HARRISON 0.1
05/22/00 HARRISON 0.2
05/22/00 HARRISON 0.5
05/22/00 HRRRISON 0.2
05/22/00 HARRISON 0.5
05/22/00 HARRISON 0.1
05/23/00 HARRISON 4.6
05/23/00 HARRISON DRAFT LETTER TO PLAINTIFFS' 0.3
COUNSEL REGARDING VIDEOTAPES.
(.323]
05/23/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1
HARRISON RE :Redacted
Redacted
05/23/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1
HARRISON RE; Redacted
Redacted
05/23/00 HOWARD RReRIVED AND REVIEWED Redacted 1.3
05/24/00 HARRISON REVIEW FILE Re®e® 1.0
Redacted
05/24/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.
0

05/24/00 HARRISON

CONFIDENTIAL

Invoice Number

261849

12.00
24 .00
60.00
24.00
60.00

12.00

552.00

36.00

14 .00

14.00

182.00

120.00

12.00

36.00

00000164
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

10 JUL 2000

05/24/00

05/24/00

05/25/00

05/25/00

05/25/00

05/25/00

05/25/00

05/25/00

05/26/00

05/26/00

05/26/00

05/26/00

05/30/00

05/30/00

05/30/00

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page

CAUCHI

CAUCHI

HARRISON

HARRISON

HARRISON

HOWARD

HOWARD

HOWARD

HARRISON

HARRISON

HOWARD

CLARK

HOWARD

HOWARD

HOWARD

Redacled

MEETING WITH PARALEGAL INTERN RE:
Redacted

Redacted

DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO
NERRTOK GOWART REGARDING‘““d“
Redacted

REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION
FROM DERRICK HOWARD REGARDING

Redacted

DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO
DERRICK HOWARD Redacted
Redacted
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. -
HARRISON RE: Redacted
Redacted o oo=o o a
PREPARED AND SENT CORRESPONDENCE
TO D. HARRISON RE: Redacled
Redacted
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D.
HARRISON RE: Redacled
Redacled ~ .
REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION
FROM JULIE CLARK REGARDING Redacted

Redacted

SRAPT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO

JULIE CLARK REGARDING% ........
Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM

Redacted

Redacted

LETTER TO PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY
RE: NOTICE OF INTENT TO SERVE
SUBPOENA ON SUMMIT BANK (L237]
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D.
HARRISON RE: Redacted
Redacted

REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM

(SECOND) D. HARRISON RE: Redacted
Redacted

PREPARED & SENT CORRESPONDENCE TO

CONFIDENTIAL

860

Invoice Number 261849
page 11

0.6 45.00
0.6 45.00
0.1 12.00
0.1 12.00
0.1 12.00
0.1 14.00
0.1 14.00
0.1 14.00
0.1 12.00
0.1 12.00
0.3 42 . 00
0.4 30.00
0.1 14.00
0.1 14.00
0.2 28.00
00000165
166 of 859)
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 261849
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 12
10 JUL 2000
Date Attorney Hours value
TTTTTTTT HARRISON RE: Redacted i .
Redacted
05/30/00 HOWARD PREPARED AND SENT cgngnégnmﬁmwﬂm 0.1 14.00
TO D. HARRISON RE: SRS
Redacted
05/30/00 HARRISON =EviEw FILE poriedacted 0.3 36.00
Redacted .
05/30/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00
DERRICK HOWARD REGARDING Redacted
Redacted
05/30/00 HARRISON REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1 12.00
FROM MTCHART. R NRT.SON REGARDING
Redacted
05/30/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00
MICHAEL R. NELSON REGARDING
Redacted
05/30/00 HARRISON REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION, 0. 12.00
FROM DERRICK HOWARD REGARDING
Redacted
05/30/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0. 12.00
DERRICK HOWARD REGARDINGRedacted
Redacted . -
05/31/00 CLARK RECEIVED CALL FROM DAVID COLE RE: 0. 15.00
05/31/00 CLARK REPORT TO MIKE NELSON AND D. 0. 22.50
HARRSION RE: Redacted
Redacted
05/31/00 CLARK REVIEW OF FILE TO DETERMINE 1. 127.50
Redacted
05/31/00 DENNIS REVIEW OF DOCUMENTS l: . -— -- 5. 412.50
Redacted
05/31/00 DENNIS REVIEW OFTedced 2. 150.00
Redacted
00000166
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NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

00292
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
10 JUL 2000

Tnvoice Number

TOTAL HOURS

ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY :

Attorney ID# Status
DL, HARRISON 544 A

D HOWARD 512 SA
MR NELSON 234 P

I, BROGDEN 526 PL
MC CAUCHL 504 PL
JA CLARK 432 PL
SI, DENNIS 547 PL

CURRENT FEES

FOR COSTS ADVANC

Redacted

ED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:

CONFIDENTIAL

Page 13

o0 onouonu

261849

00000167
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 261849
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 14

10 JUL 2000

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL 00000168
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Tnvoice Number 261849

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET Al

10 JUL 2000

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

page 15
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Numbexr 261849
100459 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 16

10 JUL 2000

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER oN ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

00000170
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POST & SCHELL, P.C.

19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD FEL
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103 ¥

215 587-1000

Tax ID # 23-1877133
July 20, 2000

DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

pP. O. BOX 2655
HARRISBURG, PA 17105

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL
YOUR FILE NO. 5837 C 137421
OUR MATTER NO. 100499

Dear Client:
vices

Enclosed please find our interim bill for ser
which

rendered in connection with the above-captioned case,
T trust you will find in order.

Very truly yours,

MICHAEL R NELSON

Encl.

CONFIDENTIAL 00000171
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POST & SCHELL,
19TH FLOOR
1800 JOHN F. KENNEDY BOULEVARD

2.6

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103
215 587-1000
Tax ID # 23-1877133

CONTACT: DAVE COLE
NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
P. O. BOX 2655

HARRISBURG,

your File #:
Cclaim Representative:
phone Number:

PA 17105

5837 C 137421

BRUCE BASHORE

800-889-9872

Invoice Number

Invoice Date
Client Number
Matter Number

263885

07/20/00

00292
100499

Date of Incident: 09/09/96

Billing Attorney MICHAEL R NELSON Office PHILADELPHIA

Re: BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED THROUGH 06/30/00:

Date Attorney Hours value

06/02/00 HARRISON REVIEW MEMORANDUM FROM JULIE CLARK 0.1 12.00
Redacted

06/02/00 HARRISON qungw FILE REGARDING Redected 0.6 72.00
edacl

06/02/00 CLARK REVIEW Redacted 1.9 142.50
Redacted

06/02/00 CLARK REVIEW (Redacted 0.7 52.50
Redacted

06/02/00 CLARK REPORT TO DARREN HARRISION RE: 0.9 67.50
Redacted

06/02/00 GORDAN reviey Redacted 3.0 360.00
Redacteu

06/05/00 HARRISON REVIEW TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION 0.1 12.00
FROM PLAINTIFF'S COUNSEL REGARDING
DEPOSITIONS. ([D334]

00000172

CONFIDENTIAL
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
106499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

20 JUL 2000

06/05/00 HARRISON

06/05/00 HARRISON

06/05/00 HARRISON

06/05/00 HARRISON

06/05/00 HARRISON

06/05/00 HARRISON

06/05/00 GORDAN

06/05/00 GORDAN

06/05/00 BROGDEN

06/05/00 HOWARD

06/05/00 HOWARD

06/06/00 GORDAN

06/06/00 GORDAN

06/06/00 HARRISON

PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page

DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO
%}CE&EL R. NELSON REGARDING
Redacte!

Redacted

CONFERENCE WITH MICHAEL R. NELSON
Redacted

REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF'S COUNSEL REGARDING

DISCOVERY AND DOCUMENT PRODUCTION.

(L394]
REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE FROM
PLAINTIFF'S COUNSEL REGARDING

VIDEOTAPES. (L3941
Redacted
REVIEW OF DOCUMENTS FROM =%

Redacted

REVIEW OF DOCUMENTS Redacted

Redacted

Redacted

REVIEW OF DOCUMENTS Redacted

Redacted

RECEIVED & REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE

Redacted

REVIEW OF DOCUMENTS Redacted

Redacted
Redacted

REVIEW OF DOCUMENTS
Redacted

REVIEW FILE AND DRAFT ELECTRONIC
NRT.SON

COMMITNT CATTON PO MTCHART. R
Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

868

Invoice Number 263885
page 2

0.2 24 .00

0.7 84 .00

0.5 60.00

2.2 264.00

3.5 420.00

8.8 660.00

1.2 90.00

0.7 98.00

0.3 42.00

1.7 204.00

7 o8 900.00

0.3 36.00

00000173
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20 JUL 2000

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 3
Date Attorney Hours
06/06/00 HARRISON Redacted 1.2
06/06/00 HARRISON REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1
FROM MICHAEL R. NELSON REGARDING
Redacted
06/06/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1
MICHAEL R. NELSON REGARDING
Redacted
06/06/00 HARRISON REVTEW FTTRE REGARDTNG Redacted 1.6
Redacted
06/06/00 HARRISON Ry TR Redacted 0.9
Redacted
06/06/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1
Redacted
06/06/00 HARRISON SRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1
MICHAEL R. NELSON REGARDTING
Redacted
06/06/00 HARRISON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.1
Redacted
06/06/00 BROGDEN REVIEWED AND SUMMARIZED 0.2
CORRESPONDENCE RECEIVED FROM
Redacted
06/06/00 HOWARD REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.2
PLAINTIFF(S) COUNSEL RE: VIDEO
CASSETTE RECEIPT AND PRODUCTION
. [L327]
06/06/00 , CLARK CONFERENCE D. HARRISON RE: 0.4
Redacted
- B edacted
06/06/00 CLARK REVIEW JQ 5.9
Redacted
06/06/00 NELSON REViéhéB_caﬁkEéﬁbﬁﬁéﬁéé”éibM‘—__~' 0.3
PLAINTIFF (S) ATTORNEY RE:
DISCOVERY ; Ivedacted
Redacted
06/06/00 HOWARD RECEIVED & REVIEWED ket 0.6
Redacted
CONFIDENTIAL
PHOTOCOPY OF EXH
IBIT
NO. 70 (Page 175

869

263885

12.00
192.00

108.00

12.00

12.00
12.00

15.00
28.00

30.00
442.50

45.00

84 .00

00000174
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00292 NATIONWIDE TNSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number

100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 4
20 JUL 2000
Date Attorney Hours
06/07/00 BROGDEN RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 1.3
Redacted
06/07/00 BROGDEN REVIEW OF FILE CONTENTS REGARDING 0.7
Redacted
06/07/00 CLARK REVIEW OF FILE CONTENTS IN 7 o
Redacted
06/07/00 HOWARD RECEIVED & REVIWEED CORRESPONDENCE 0.1
Redacted
06/08/00 BROGDEN MERTTNG WITH TNTRROFFTCE TRAM 1.3
Redacted
06/08/00 CLARK REVIEW OF FILE CONTENTS IN 5.6
Redacted
06/08/00 NELSON REVIEW Redacted 1.8
Redacted . R
06/09/00 HARRISON Redacte 3.7
06/09/00 BROGDEN 1.3
Redacted
06/09/00 CLARK 4.4
Redacted
06/12/00 BROGDEN Redacted 1.3
4.2

06/12/00 CLARK RedaCted

CONFIDENTIAL

263885

52.50

532.50

14.00

97.50

420.00

270.00

444.00

97.50

330.00

97.50

315.00

00

000175
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

.20 JUL 2000

06/12/00 HOWARD

06/12/00 HOWARD
06/12/00 HOWARD

06/12/00 HARRISON
06/12/00 HARRISON

06/12/00 HARRISON

06/12/00 HARRISON
06/12/00 HARRISON
06/12/00 HARRISON

06/13/00 BROGDEN
06/13/00 CAUCHI

06/13/00 CAUCHI

06/13/00 CLARK

06/13/00 HOWARD

Invoice Number

page 5
Hours
S I
REVIEW "edected 0.4
Redacted
regacea 0.7
REVIEW S 0.1
Redacted
REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.2
PLAINTIFFS' COUNSEL REGARDING
DEPOSITIONS. (L334]
REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1
PLAINTIFFS' COUNSEL REGARDING
MOTION FOR SANCTIONS. (L254]
Redacted 1.2
REVIEW e 2.6
Redacted
DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1

MICHAEL R. NELSON REGARDING Redacted
Redacted __

DRAFT éiééiﬁéﬁlé_ééﬁ&xUNICAfION TO 0.1
_MICHAEL R. NELSON REGARDING
Redacted
Redacted L
Redacted
REVIEW e . 8.0
Redacted
0.3

XEVIEW OF CORRESPONDENCE FROM D.
HARRISON RE: Redacted
Redacted .

CONFIDENTIAL

263885

98.00
14.00

24.00

12.00

144.00

312.00

12.00

12.00

30.00

90.00

60.00

600.00

42.00

00000176
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NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY

Invoice Number 2 63885

00292
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 6
20 JUL 2000
Date Attorney Hours value
Redacted
06/13/00 HOWARD Redacted 0.6 84.00
06/13/00 HARRISON REVIEW FILE Redacted 0.9 108.00
Redacted
06/13/00 HARRISON CONFERENCE WITH JULIE CLARK 0.7 84.00
REGARDING Redscted
(L255]
06/13/00 HARRISON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.1 12.00
MICHAEL R. NELSON REGARDING [Redacted
]Redac(ed .
06/13/00 HARRISON RESEARCH REGARDINGRedected 0.6 72.00
Redacted
06/13/00 HARRISON prapT Redacted 2.5 300.00
R_edacled :
06/13/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.2 24.00
MERCEDES CAUCHI REGARDING Redacted
Redacted
06/13/00 HARRISON REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1 12.00
FROM MERCEDES CAUCHI REGARDING
Redacted
06/13/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00
MERCEDES CAUCHI REGARDING Redacted
Redacted
06/13/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00
Redacted
06/13/00 HARRISON REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1 12.00
FROM JULIE CLARK REGARDING
Redacted
06/13/00 HARRISON REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1 12.00
FROM MERCEDES CRUCHI REGARDING
Redacted
06/13/00 HARRISON CONFERENCE_WITH MERCEDES CAUCHI 0.5 60.00
REGARDING Redected
Redacted
06/14/00 BROGDEN RECEIVED AND REVIEWED 0.2 15.00
CORRESPONDENCE REGARDING THE
Redacted
00000177

CONFIDENTIAL
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Invoice Number 263885

NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
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00292
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 7
20 JUL 2000
Date Attorney Hours value
06/14/00 CLARK Redacted 0 225.00
06/14/00 CLARK CONFERENCE MIKE NELSON AND D. .0 75.00
HARRISON RE: Redacted
Redacted
06/14/00 CLARK prEPARE Redacted 1.3 97.50
Redacted
06/14/00 HARRISON pRyTERReEee 0.7 84.00
Redacted
06/14/00 HARRISON MEETING WITH MICHAEL R. NELSON 1.0 120.00
REGARDING Redected
Redacted
06/14/00 HARRISON REVIEW Redacted 1.7 204.00
Redacted
06/14/00 HARRISON bﬁéﬁi}ié-FBR_MEE:EiNé—gJi'?‘%edMTr‘umv 0.8 96.00
R. NELSON REGARDING R
Redacted
06/14/00 HARRISON %, 2 264 .00
/14/ Redacted
06/14/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.3 36.00
06/14/00 HARRISON DRART mr.ﬂ&mnbﬁ%&_é}i&rmrﬁ?&ﬁ%nn 0 0.1 12.00
Redacted .
06/14/00 HARRISON PELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH Redac 0.1 12.00
Redacted
06/14/00 HARRISON FEVIEW LETTER FROM PLAINTIFFS! 0.1 12.00
COUNSEL REGARDING DEPOSITIONS.
(L3341
06/14/00 HARRISON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.1 12.00
Redacted
06/14/00 HARRISON TETBPHONE COMMUNICATION Redacted 0.2 24.00
Redacted
L2 D 1 b
06/14/00 HARRISON LRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMURIZATTON ™o 0.1 12.00
JULIE CLARK REGARDING oo —-mci—=
Redacted
CONFIDENTIAL 00000178
PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBI
T No. 70 (Page 179
g of 859)
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

20 JUL 2000

06/15/00 CLARK
06/15/00 HARRISON

06/15/00 HARRISON

06/15/00 HARRISON

06/15/00 HARRISON

06/15/00 HARRISON
06/15/00 HARRISON
06/16/00 CLARK

06/16/00 CLARK
06/16/00 HARRISON

06/16/00 HARRISON
06/16/00 HARRISON

06/16/00 HARRISON
06/16/00 HARRISON

06/19/00 CLARK

06/19/00 CLARK

invoice Number

page 8
Hours
Redacted 0.2
REVIEW ST ECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1
FROM MRRORDRS CATTONT REGARDING
Redacted
RAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1
MERCEDES CAUCHI REGARDING Redacted
Redacted
REVIEW BLECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1
FROM JULIE CLARK REGARDING
Redacted
DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1
MICHAEL R. NELSON REGARDING
Redacted
Redacted
REVIEW FILE 0.4
Redacted R N
PREPARE FOR CONFERENCE Redacied 2.0
Redacted
1.1
Redacted
Redacted 0.6
1.0
Redacted
REVIEW PLAINTIFFS' RESPONSE TO 0.6
NATTONWIDE'S REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS. (L3241
Redacted 202
Redacted 1.4
0.9
0.7
1.3

CONFIDENTIAL

263885

12.00

12.00

48.00

240.00

82.50

45.00

120.00

72.00

276.00

168.00
108.00

52.50

97.50

00000179
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET A, Page 9
20 JUL 2000
Date Attorney Hours
06/19/00 CLARK CONFERENCES D. HARRISON Rp: 0.5
06/19/00 HOWARD Redacted o8
06/19/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION To 0.1
MICHAEL, R. NELSON REGARDING
Redacted
06/19/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.8
06/19/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.3
06/19/00 HARRISON 0.2
06/19/00 HARRISON 0.4
06/19/00 HARRISON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH BEN 0.3
MAYERSON REGARDING RESOLUTION
[L167]
06/19/00 HARRISON DRAFT Redacted 0.3
Redacted
By
06/19/00 HARRISON DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION To 0.1
MICHART, »  NEr.aaNn REAARDING
Redacted
06/19/00 HARRISON REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1
FROM MICHAEL R. NELSON REGARDING
Redacled
06/19/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.5
06/19/00 HARRISON REVIEW Redacted 2.1
06/19/00 HOWARD neREVIEN OF CORRESPONDENCE RE 0.3
edacte:
06/20/00 CLARK Redacted 3.4

PHOTOGBRY. OF EXHIBIT NO©. 70

CONFIDENTIAL

875

263885

37.50

112.00

12.00

96.00

36.00

24.00

48.00

36.00

36.00

12.00

12.00

60.00

252,00

42.00

255.00

0000018(
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 10
20 JUL 2000

Date Attorney Hours

06/20/00

06/20/00

06/20/00

06/20/00

06/20/00

06/20/00

06/20/00

06/20/00

06/21/00

06/21/00

06/21/00

06/21/00

06/21/00

CLARK

CLARK

CLARK

HARRISON

HARRISON

HARRISON

HARRISON

HARRISON

BROGDEN

CLARK

CLARK

HARRISON

HARRISON

Redacted

REPORT TO D. HARRISON RE: 0.2

PREPARE Redcted 3.0
Redacted

REPORT TO D. HARRISON RE: 0.4

Redacted

5RAFTRedamed 0.5

Redacted

REVIEW Frneedacted 0.6

Redacted

cm-m-m==m. ——-~s -Redacted

DRAFT CORRESPONDENCE 0.3

Redacted

DRAFT CORRESPONDENCE TO 0.1

PROTHONOTARY REGARDING MOTION FOR
PROTECTIVE ORDER. [L353]

REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.4
Redacted

Redacted i
REVIEW Redected 5.2
Redacted

CONFERENCE D. HARRISON RE: 0.2
Redacted

REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1
FROM JULIE CLARK REGARDING

Redacted

Redacted .3

CONFIDENTIAL

263885

L5

225.

30.

60.

72.

36.

12

48 .

60.

390.

15.

12.

156.

00

00

00

00

00

.00

00

00

00

00

00

00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 263885
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100499  BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL Page 11
20 JUL 2000
Date Attorney Hours Value
Redacted )
06/21/00 HARRISON R d 't d 3.8 456.00
06/21/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.9 108.00
06/21/00 HARRISON DRAFT cORRESPONDENCE Redacted 0.3 36.00
Redacted
06/21/00 HARRISON ;Q-E‘;:FI;!;&—E‘F.I;'!(‘Q:EBT:T}F‘ COMMITNT CATTON 0.1 12.00
Redacted
06/21/00 HARRISON Redacted 0.2 24.00
06/21/00 HARRISON 0.1 12.00
Redacted
06/21/00 HARRISON 0.1 12.00
06/22/00 HARRISON REVIEW Redacted 1.8 216.00
Redacted
06/22/00 HARRISON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.1 12.00
Redacted
06/22/00 HARRISON REVIEW PILE Redacted 0.5 60.00
Redacted
06/22/00 HARRISON RedaCted 0.9 108.00
06/22/00 HARRISON TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION WITH 0.1 12.00
Redacted
06/22/00 HARRISON REVIEW MEMORANDUM FROM JULIE CLARK 0.1 12.00
Redacted
CONFIDENTIAL 00000182
PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIBIT NO. 70 (Page 183 of 859)
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

20 JUL 2000

06/22/00

06/22/00

06/22/00

06/22/00

06/22/00

06/22/00

06/22/00

06/23/00

06/23/00

06/27/00

06/27/00

06/28/00

06/28/00

06/28/00

HARRISON

HARRISON

HARRISON

HARRISON

HARRISON

CLARK

CLARK

BROGDEN

HARRISON

HARRISON

BROGDEN

HARRISON

HARRISON

HARRISON

Tnvoice Number 263885

Page 12
Hours Value

ormpapR Redacted oA "1e8.00
Redacted

DRAFT CORRESPONDENCE Redacted 0.4 48.00
Redacted

REVIEW MEMORANDUM FROM JULIE CLARK 0.1 12.00
Redacted

— 1.7 204 .00
Redacted

DRAFT MEMORANDUM TO MICHAEL R. 0.4 48.00
NELSON Redacted .
Redacted
Redacted
Redacted 2.5 187.50
Redacted

REVTRW 0.4 30.00
Redacted

REVIEW et 0.7 84.00
Redacted

DRAFT ELECTRONTC COMMUNTCATTON TO 0.1 12.00
Redacted

REVIEWED e 0.7 52.50

REVIEW Redected T 0.2 24.00

Redacted

DRAFT ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION TO 0.1 12.00

MICHAEL, R. NELSON REGARDING Redacted

[1.353]

REVIEW ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION 0.1 12.00

CONFIDENTIAL 00000183
PHOTOCOPY OF EXHIB
IT NO. 70 (Page 184 of 859)
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

20 JUL 2000

06/28/00
06/28/00

06/28/00
06/28/00

06/28/00

06/28/00

06/29/00

06/29/00

06/29/00

06/29/00

06/30/00
06/30/00

06/30/00

06/30/00

HARRISON
HARRISON

HARRISON
CLARK

BROGDEN

HOWARD

HARRISON

HARRISON

CLARK

BROGDEN

HARRISON
HARRISON

HARRISON

BROGDEN

Invoice Number

page 13
Hours
Redacted
Redacted 0.1
DRAFT CORRESPONDENCE TO DAVID COLE 0.3
Redacted
Redacted 0.8
Redacted
RECEIVED Redacted 1.2
Redacted
REVIEWED CORRESPONDENCE FROM D. 0.1
HARRISON RE Redacted
Redacted
REVIEW CORRESPONDENCE FROM 0.1
PLAINTIFF'S COUNSEL REGARDING
SUBPOENA. {L394]
Redacted 0.5
Redacted 3.2
RECEIVED, REVIEWED AND SUMMARIZED 0.2
CORRESPONDENCE FROM PLAINTIFF (S)
COUNSEL REGARDING DOCUMENTS
OBTAINED VIA A SUBPOENA fedected
Redacted
‘Redacted 0.5
DRAFT MEMORANDUM REGARDING 0.1
‘Redacted
DRAFT LETTER TO PLAINTIFFS' 0.3
COUNSEL, REGARDING VIDEOTAPE.
{1,393]
Redacted e
TOTAL HOURS 175.6

CONFIDENTIAL

263885

12.00
36.00

96,00
22.50

90.00

14.00

12.00

60.00

240.00

15.00

60.00
12.00

36.00

75.00
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

20 JUL 2000

ATTORNEY TIME SUMMARY:

Attorney ID# Status
DI, HARRISON 544 A
SK GORDAN 540 JA
D HOWARD 512 SA
MR NELSON 234 P

I, BROGDEN 526 PL
MC CAUCHIL 504 PL
JA CLARK 432 PL

CURRENT FEES

FOR COSTS ADVANCED AND EXPENSES INCURRED:

Redacted

Invoice Number
Page 14.

at
at
at
at
at
at
at

CONFIDENTIAL

Wonowonononu

263885
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Invoice Number 263885

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

20 JUL 2000

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL

Page 15
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Numbexr 263885
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 16

20 JUL 2000

Redacted

CONFIDENTIAL
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00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY Invoice Number 263885
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL page 17

20 JUL 2000

Redacted
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Invoice Number 263885

00292 NATIONWIDE INSURANCE COMPANY
100499 BERG V. NATIONWIDE, ET AL

20 JUL 2000

Redacted

PLEASE NOTE INVOICE NUMBER ON ALL CHECKS

CONFIDENTIAL

Page 18
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pDate: 09/29/05

List
Horst

HTBR
Client Date Tmkr Cat Src P X C C Ted
Ref #
10292.000095 08/05/00 1 10 A 9

Reviewed correspondence from plaintiff attorney

Detail Fee Transaction File

Page: 1

Nelson Levine de Luca &

Rate Hours Amount
150.00 0.10 15.00
ARCH

enclosing additional defendant (s) vevification to

complaint.

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/08/00 1 10 A 3
Telephone conference with Dave Cole Redacted

Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/08/00 8 10 A ©
Review file Redacted

Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292‘.000095 08/08/00 8 10 A 3
Telephone conference Redacted

Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/08/00 8 10 A
praft memo Redacted

Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/08/00 8 10 ‘A 8
Draft correspondence to plaintiff(s) counsel

regarding deposition(s).

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/08/00 8 10 A 3
Telephone conference with Berks County

prothonotary regarding docket.

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/08/00 8 10 A
praft meme Redacted

@

ofle

150.00 0.20 30.00
ARCH
125.00 1.90 237.50
ARCH
125.00 0.30 37.50
ARCH
125.00 0.30 37.50
ARCH
125.00 0.40 50.00
ARCH
125.00 0.10 12.50
ARCH
125.00 0.40 50.00
ARCH

CONFIDENTIAL
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Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/08/00 8 10 A 8 125.00
Draft correspondence to Prothonotary regarding ARCH
change in docket.

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292 .000095 08/09/00 24 10 A 1 75.00
conference with Darren Harrison Redacted ARCH
Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292 .000095 08/09/00 8 10 A 9 125.00
Review file Redacted ARCH
Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/09/00 8 10 A 8 125.00
praft correspondence Redacted ARCH
Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/09/00 8 10 A 7 125.00
Prepare packet Redacted ARCH
Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/09/00 8 10 A 3 125.00

Telephone communication Redacted ARCH
Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/09/00 8 10 A 8 125.00
Draft electronic communication to Julie clarkRedacte ARCH

Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/09/00 8 10 A 3 125.00
Telephone communication Redacted ARCH

Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292 .000095 08/09/00 8 10 A 1 125.00
conference with Julie Clark Redacted ARCH
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

9 125.00

10292.000095 08/10/00 8 10 A
Review of file Redacted ARCH

CONFIDENTIAL

0.30

3.30

0.40

0.60

1.50

37.50

22.50

412.50

50.00

75.00

12.50

12.50

12.50

12.50

187.50
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Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/10/00 g8 10 A 3 125.00 0.30

Telephone communication Redacted ARCH

Redacted

Matjonwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/10/00 8 10 A 8 125.00 0.40
ARCH

Draft memo Redacted

Redacted

a2
-3~

CONFIDENTIAL

37.50

Redacted

50.00
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Detail Fee Tran

pate: 09/29/05
List Page: 2
Nelson Levl
Horst
HTBR
Client Date Tmkr Cat Src P X CC Tcd Rate Hours
Ref #

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/10/00 8§ 10 A 8 125.00

praft correspondence to plaintiff's attorney ARCH
regarding settlement conference.
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

a 1725.00

10292.000095 08/10/00 8 10 A
Draft correspondence to pavid Cole, Esq.Redacted ARCH

Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/17/00 24 10 A 3 75.00

Telephone conference Redacted ARCH

Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/18/00 8 10 A 9 125.00
ARCH

Review correspondence and subpoena for

plaintiff's counsel.
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
75.00

10292.000095 08/23/00 24 10 A 9
Review of discovery responses from plaintiff's ARCH

attorney Redacted

Redacted
Mationwide Mutual Insurance Company
75.00

10292.000095 08/23/00 24 10 A
Conference with Darren Harrison Redacted APCH

Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/24/00 24 10 A 9 75.00
Review of plaintiff's prior responses to ARCH
Nationwide's discovery requests pertaining to

vehicle maintenance Redacted

_4-

CONFIDENTIAL

0.40

0.40

0.20

saction File

ine de Luca &

50.00

50.00

15.00

12.59

45.09

30.00
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24

Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company .
10292.000085 08/24/00 24 10 A 8 75.00 1.40 105.00
praft Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
75.00 0.40 30.00

10292.000095 08/24/00 24 10 A 9
Review Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
A S 75.00 0.30 22.50

10292 .000095 08/24/00 24 10
ARCH

Telephone communication Redacted
Redacted

Redacted
Redacted

75.00 0.30 22.50
ARCH

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/24/00 24 10 A 8
prepared Redacted

Redacted

75.00 0.20 15.00
ARCH

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/24/00 24 10
Telephone communication Redacted

A 3

Redacted
Redacted
Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/24/00 24 10 A 8 75.00 0.30
prepared Redacted ARCH

22.59

Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/24/00 24 10 A 8 75.00 0.30 22.50
prepared Redacted ARCH

Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/24/00 24 10 A 8 75.00 0.30 22.50
prepared Redacted ARCH

_5-
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Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/24/00 24 10 A 8 75.00
Prepared Redacted ARCH
Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292 .000095 08/24/00 24 10 A 8 75.00

ARCH

prepared Redacted

Redacted

_6-
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pDetail Fee Transaction File

Date: 09/29/05
List B page: 3
Nelson Levine de Luca &
Horst
HTBR
Client Date Tmkr Cat Src P X CC Tcd Rate Hours Amount
Ref #
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292,000095 08/24/00 24 10 A 8 75.00 0.60 45,00
prepared Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Redacted
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/24/00 24 10 A 8 75.00 0.30 22.50
prepared Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/24/00 24 10 A 8 75.00 0.30 22,50
prepared Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292, 000095 08/25/00 24 10 A 1 75.00 0.20 15.00
conference with Darren Harrison Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292, 000095 08/29/00 24 10 A 8 75.00 0.50 37.50
Letter to plaintiff attorney and co-defendant (s) ARCH
Redacted
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/30/00 24 10 A 1 75.00 0.20 15.00
Conference with Darren Harrison Redacted ARCH
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/30/00 24 10 A 3 75.00 0,20 15.00
ARCH

Telephone communication Redacted
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Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 08/30/00 24 10 A 8 75.00
Revise Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292 .000095 08/30/00 24 10 A 8 75.00
Revise Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292 .000095 08/30/00 24 10 A 8 75.00
Letter to plaintiff attorney and co-defendant (s) ARCH
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/30/00 24 10 A 8 75.00
Letter Redacted ARCH
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/31/00 8 10 A 9 125.00
review Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 08/31/00 g 10 A 9 125.00
Review file Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000085 08/31/00 24 10 A 2 75.00
conference Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance’ Company
10292.000095 09/04/00 1 10 A 9 150.00
Review of documents Redacted ARCH
Mationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292,000095 09/06/00 8 10 A 3 125.00
ARCH

Telephone communication Redacted

Redacted

.8 -

CONFIDENTIAL

0.60 45.00
Redacted
0.20 15.00
0.40 30.00
Redacted
0,60 45,00
0.20 25.00
0.10 12.50
0.20 15.00
0.20 30.00
0.10 12.59
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Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/06/00 8 10 A
DraftRedacted correspon

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 03/06/00 8 10 A
Review of file Redacted

Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/07/00 24 10 A
Conference with Darren Harrison Redacted

-9

8 125.00

dence to Linda Mazzitti.

ARCH

9 125.00

1

ARCH

75.00
ARCH

CONFIDENTIAL

50.00

87.50

15.00
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Detail Fee Transaction File

Date: 09/29/05
List pPage: 4
Nelson Levine de Luca &
Horst
HTBR
Client bBate Tmkr Cat Src P ¥ C C Tcd Rate Hours Amount
Ref #
Gerald Kuxtz, personal mechanic to Bergs.
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/08/00 24 10 A 1 75.00 0.20 15.00
Conference with Darren Harrison Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/08/00 8 10 A g9 125.00 0.20 25.00
Review documents Redacted ARCH
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 03/08/00 8 10 A 8 125.00 0.30 37.50
Draft correspondence Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/08/00 8 10 A 9 125.00 0.60 75.00
Review of file Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/08/00 8 10 A 8 125.00 0.10 12.50
praft electronic communication to Julie Clark ARCH
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/11/00 24 10 A 8 75.00 0.20 15.00
Electronic communication to Darren Harrison Redacted ARCH
Redacted Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/11/00 24 10 A 9 75.00 0.50 37.50
review Redacted ARCH
Redacted
210 -

CONFIDENTIAL
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Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/11/00 24 10 A
prepare Redacted

8 75.00
ARCH

0.50

37.50

Redacted Redacted

Nationwicde Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/11/00 8 10 A 9 125.00
Review letter from plaintiff(s) counsel regarding  ARCH

deposition {s).

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 09/11/00 8 10 A $ 125.00
Review of subpoena from plaintiff attorney. ARCH
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292 .000095 09/11/00 8 10 A 8 125.00

Draft electronic communication to Michael Nelson, ARCH

gsq. Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.,000095 09/11/00 g 10 A 9 125.00
review file Redacted ARCH
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 09/11/00 g 10 A 3 125.00
Received call Redacted ARCH
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292,000095 09/11/00 1 10 A 9 150.00
Review of electronic communication from Darren ARCH
Harrison, Esq. REdaCtEd
Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000085 09/12/00 24 10 A 8 75.00
complete Redacted ARCH
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292,000095 09/12/00 24 10 A 9 75.00
review Redacted ARCH

= | e

0.20

0.30

25.00

12.50

12.50

50.00

12.50

15.00

142,50

22.50
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Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/12/00 24 10 A 8 75.00 0.50
prepare Redacted ARCH

Redacted

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company

10292.000095 09/13/00 1 10 A 1 150.00 0.40
Redacted ARCH

Intra-office communication

Redacted

S12-
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Detail Fee Transaction File

Date: 09/29/05

Intra-office communication

_13-
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List Page: 5
Nelson Levine de Luca &
Horst
HTBR
Client Date Tmkr Cat Src P X CC Tcd Rate Hours Amount
Ref #
' Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/13/00 8 10 A 3 125.00 0.10 12.50
Telephone communication with Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292. 000095 09/13/00 8 10 A 9 125.00 1.60 200.00
Review of file Redacted ARCH
Redacted
Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company
10292.000095 09/13/00 8 10 A 8 125.00 0.10 12.50
Draft electronic communication to Michael Nelson, ARCH
£sq. Redact