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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF MARYLAND 

 

 

WALTER BLACK III, KEITH BARR, WAYNE 

BEST, and DAVID FANT SR., individually and 

on behalf of all others similarly situated, 

 
Plaintiffs, 

v. 

 

USAA GENERAL INDEMNITY COMPANY, 

GARRISON PROPERTY AND CASUALTY 

INSURANCE COMPANY, UNITED SERVICES 

AUTOMOBILE ASSOCIATION, USAA 

CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY, 

 

Defendants. 

 

 

 

 
 Case No. 8:21-CV-01581-LKG 

 

 

DECLARATION OF KEITH T. VERNON IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 

FOR AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND COSTS AND SERVICE AWARDS 

 

I, Keith T. Vernon, declare under penalty of perjury of the laws of the United States as 

follows: 

1. I am a partner in the Washington, DC office of the law firm Timoney Knox, LLP 

and am co-counsel of record for Plaintiffs in the above-captioned case. I submit this declaration in 

support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for an Award of Attorneys’ Fees, Expenses, and Service Awards. 

2. On December 16, 2025, this Court preliminarily appointed Timoney Knox, LLP 

(“Timoney Knox”), along with my co-counsel Tycko & Zavareei LLP and Kagan Stern Marinello 

& Beard LLC as Class Counsel for the Settlement Class. 

3. I make this declaration based on my personal knowledge and the records of my law 

firm. If called upon to do so under oath, I could and would testify competently to the matters set 

forth herein.  

Case 8:21-cv-01581-LKG     Document 115-2     Filed 03/16/26     Page 1 of 25



 

2 

4. I was first admitted to practice law in the State of Ohio in 1996 (Registration No. 

0067337). I was admitted to the District of Columbia in 2003 (Bar No. 484246). I am also admitted 

to practice in the Northern District of Ohio (since 1997) and have been admitted pro hac vice in 

this matter as well as in other class action matters currently pending in Federal and State Courts 

across the country. 

5. I am a graduate of Loyola University New Orleans College of Law (J.D., 1996) and 

Saint Joseph’s University (B.A., 1991). 

6. I have been committed to protecting the rights of consumers and individuals in class 

actions, mass tort actions, individual representation, and shareholder advocacy for nearly three 

decades. I have successfully guided and represented individuals, businesses, government entities, 

and faith-based organizations in litigation, class action matters, consumer rights, business advisory 

matters, and corporate social responsibility (“CSR”) stakeholder engagements and strategy. 

7. Over the past nearly 29 years, I have gained substantial experience handling 

complex civil litigation and class action litigations. 

8. Attached as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of Class Counsel Timoney Knox’s 

firm resume. This firm resume is updated from the version attached to the Joint Declaration of 

Counsel in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Approval. See ECF No. 110-2 at Exhibit 

A.  

9. As set forth in the Joint Declaration of Proposed Settlement Class Counsel in 

Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Approval, I have been named class counsel or  

counsel of record in several cases, including cases in which we have obtained final approval. See 

ECF No. 110-2 at ¶ 30. See also, e.g., Leverick, et al. v. Gateway Energy Services Corp. No. 21-

cv-01642 (S.D.N.Y) and accompanying State Court case, Bell, et al. v. Gateway Energy Services 

Case 8:21-cv-01581-LKG     Document 115-2     Filed 03/16/26     Page 2 of 25



 

3 

Corp.; No. 031168/2018 (S.C.N.Y.-Rockland County); Quezada, et al. v. Arbitersports, LLC, No. 

2:20-cv-05193-TJS (E.D.Pa.) 

10. As set forth in the Joint Declaration of Proposed Settlement Class Counsel in 

Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Approval, additional attorneys from Timoney Knox, 

including associate Andrew Knox, who is also counsel of record on this case, have also previously 

been named as either class counsel or counsel of record. See, e.g., ECF No. 110-2 at ¶¶ 30-31.  

11. Timoney Knox has maintained contemporaneous time records in this case. Since 

2020, partners,  and associates at Timoney Knox spent 2,706.1 hours litigating this case. In 

addition, paralegals and legal assistants spent 38.1 hours providing necessary case support. In my 

opinion, the time spent by attorneys and staff of Timoney Knox was reasonable and necessary. 

Indeed, by prosecuting this case purely on a contingency basis and not being paid by the hour, 

Timoney Knox attorneys and staff worked efficiently and avoided unnecessary work.  

12. The total number of hours is based only on the hours reasonably expended to 

achieve an excellent result for the Class. Our firm coordinated our efforts in the litigation of this 

case with our co-counsel to ensure that there was no duplicative or unnecessary work. Because our 

firm is experienced in litigating actions of this type, we were able to efficiently divide tasks based 

on expertise. 

13. Timoney Knox team members along with our co-counsel investigated the publicly 

available information concerning the Maryland Insurance Administration’s (MIA) market conduct 

investigation into the Late Fees charged by Defendants and investigated the facts underlying the 

claims and liability in this action. This investigation included review of the Consent Order and 

underlying background information and documents made available via a Public Information Act 

request as well as review of the applicable Code of Maryland Regulations. We communicated with 

Case 8:21-cv-01581-LKG     Document 115-2     Filed 03/16/26     Page 3 of 25



 

4 

individuals at the MIA regarding the Public Information Act request to ensure the proper 

documents were supplied and obtained. Further, we interviewed potential clients as well as 

reviewed client documentation to verify the Late Fee charges. We reviewed and analyzed similar 

MIA Consent Orders to understand the MIA investigative and consent order process, including 

analyzing typical corrective orders for Insurance Code violations. We researched applicable causes 

of action along with the application of the Code of Maryland Regulations to the language of the 

Consent Order. The substantial case vetting, including the research and document review described 

herein, was followed by the drafting of the Complaint that withstood Defendants’ Motion to 

Dismiss challenges.  

14. Over nearly four years of litigation, we defended three rounds of motion to dismiss 

briefing, which our team assisted on researching and drafting. During the pendency of Defendants' 

Initial motion to dismiss, Judge Messitte sua sponte Issued a Letter Order staying this Action 

pending confirmation that the MIA's administrative jurisdiction had been exhausted. ECF No. 47. 

Timoney Knox, along with co-counsel, researched the MIA’s applicable procedures and drafted 

an administrative complaint on behalf of Plaintiff Black and others similarly situated. Following 

an exchange of letters with the MIA, it was confirmed that the MIA had exhausted its jurisdiction, 

so the Parties jointly moved to lift the stay, and Defendants filed a renewed motion to dismiss that 

still included complicated arguments regarding concurrent jurisdiction and contractual privity, 

amongst others. I appeared and argued on behalf of Plaintiff at that hearing, and was assisted by 

members of my team and co-counsel in preparing for the hearing.    

15. Following decision on Defendants’ second motion to dismiss, our team along with 

co-counsel, vetted potential economic experts and ultimately retained an expert with extensive 

experience in financial and forensic investigation, including evaluating multiple damages models 
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relating to financial institutions. This expert advised Plaintiffs’ counsel as to the range of possible 

recoveries for the claims asserted in this action.  

16. The Parties likewise began discovery following the decision on the second motion 

to dismiss. Timoney Knox attorneys assisted in the exchange and review of written discovery 

requests and production and led the efforts to meet and confer regarding the same. Attorneys from 

Timoney Knox likewise assisted in the preparation for the depositions of Defendants’ corporate 

representatives, and took the depositions of Yolanda Rodriguez and Brett Shudak. 

17. After concluding substantial discovery, the Parties prepared substantive mediation 

statements including expert calculations. Timoney Knox split responsibility for drafting this 

statement with co-counsel. The Parties then participated in a full day mediation before the 

Honorable Benson E. Legg (Ret). While the Parties did not reach an agreement to settle on the 

date of mediation, over the following months they continued working with Judge Legg by 

providing further written submissions and meeting with him regarding their positions. Timoney 

Knox was actively involved in this process.  

18. During this time, Plaintiff amended his Complaint to add three additional Plaintiffs: 

Keith Barr, Wayne Best, and David Fant, Sr. These individuals contracted with the Defendant 

entities with whom Plaintiff Black was not in contractual privity. Defendants moved to dismiss 

the First Amended Complaint, and attorneys from my firm assisted in opposing Defendants’ 

motion to dismiss.  

19. Prior to the Court’s decision on Defendants’ third motion to dismiss, the Parties 

accepted a settlement recommendation by Judge Legg and notified the Court of the same on June 

4, 2025.  
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20. Class Counsel drafted the Settlement Agreement, its exhibits and notice documents, 

coordinated with the Settlement Administrator, and drafted the preliminary approval documents. 

Attorneys from my firm assisted with these efforts.  

21. Following the filing of the preliminary approval motion, the Court held a hearing 

on November 19, 2025. Following the hearing, Judge Griggsby issued an order granting 

preliminary approval of the proposed settlement.  

22. Class Counsel likewise reviewed and assisted in preparing this Motion for 

Attorney’s Fees and Service Awards and Motion for Final Approval of the Proposed Settlement.  

23. The hourly rates used to calculate the fees sought for Timoney Knox range from 

$250-$755 per hour and are our regularly used rates.  

24. Courts have approved our Timoney Knox rates when awarding fees in class action 

cases. See, e.g., Leverick, et al. v. Gateway Energy Services Corp. No. 21-cv-01642 (S.D.N.Y) and 

accompanying State Court case, Bell, et al. v. Gateway Energy Services Corp.; No. 031168/2018 

(S.C.N.Y.-Rockland County); Quezada, et al. v. Arbitersports, LLC, No. 2:20-cv-05193-TJS 

(E.D.Pa.).  

25. The reasonableness of the hourly rates sought by my firm, the other Class Counsel 

law firms, and the other Plaintiffs’ Firms are supported by the rates charged by other firms with 

similar experience and expertise in the area of complex and class action litigation. 

26. The hourly rates provided below in the “Ordinary Lodestar” represent Timoney 

Knox professional time entries from 2020 to current, applying all time entries from 2020 to present 

with each professional’s 2025 rate which range from $250-$755 per hour.  Also provided below 

is the “Fitzpatrick Matrix Lodestar” which the Local Rules of this District recognize the Fitzpatrick 

Matrix as a useful guideline for hourly rates. These rates are different than our Firm rates utilized 
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but are provided for the Court’s reference.  I practice law in District of Columbia, but the other 

professionals listed with billed time in the below chart at Timoney Knox practice in Pennsylvania: 

 

Timekeeper Professional 

status/ Law 

School Grad 

Yr. 

Hours Ordinary 

Lodestar 

with 2025 

rates applied 

Fitzpatrick 

Matrix 

Lodestar 

with 2025 

rates applied 

Keith Vernon Partner/ 1996 1027.6 $775,838.00 $940,254.00 

Scott Wolpert Partner/1991 35.8 $22,375.00 $33,329.80 

Andrew Knox Associate/ 

2009 

1114 $551,430.00 $803,370.60 

Kathleen 

Vermilion 

Associate/2016 521.5 $195,562.50 $368,700.50 

Chloe Mullen-

Wilson 

Associate/2019 7.2 $2,628.00 $3,716.60 

Amie Reagan Paralegal / NA 31.9 $7,975 $6,380 

Legal Assistant N/A 6.2 $775 N/A 

Timoney Knox total 2,744.2 $1,556,583.50 $2,250,264.30 

 

 

27. Likewise hours for all Timoney Knox timekeepers by litigation phase at set forth 

in the following chart:  

 

Category Keith 

Vernon 

Scott 

Wolpert 

Andrew 

Knox 

Kathleen 

Vermilion 

Chloe  

Mullen-

Wilson 

Amie  

Regan 

Legal 

Asst. 

Total 

Hours 

Case 

development, 

background 

investigation 

and case 

administration 

 

376.3 12.7 181.8 148.4 0.5 22.6 6.2 748.5 

Pleadings  

 

58.4 0 96.4 59.2 6.7 7.6 0 228.3 

Interrogatories, 

document 

production, 

and written 

discovery 

112.5 4.8 283 0 0 0 0 400.3 
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Depositions  60.2 0 74.7 0 0 0 0 134.9 

Motion 

practice  

182.9 13.9 282.6 238.5 0 1.7 0 719.6 

Attending 

court hearings 

83 0 39.4 0 0 0 0 122.4 

Trial 

preparation 

and post-trial 

motions 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Attending trial 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

ADR 147.9 4.4 139.5 75.4 0 0 0 367.2 

Fee petition 

preparation  

6.4 0 16.6 0 0 0 0 23 

Total 1027.6 35.8 1114 521.5 7.2 31.9 6.2 2744.2 

 

 

28. My firm carried some of the costs in this litigation—taking a substantial risk on 

behalf of putative class members to do so. Below is an itemized list of the unreimbursed expenses 

that the firm incurred in furtherance of prosecuting this litigation. These expenses are reflected in 

the firm’s books and records that are regularly maintained in the ordinary course of the firm’s 

business, and are based on the receipts and other records maintained by the firm.  

 

Expense 

Category 

Amount 

Incurred 

Copying/ 

Printing  

 

N/A 

Court Fees and 

PACER (Filing 

fees, pro hac 

vice 

applications)  

 

$143.83 

Legal Research  N/A 

Postage  $5.54 

eDiscovery  N/A 

Deposition $7,320.65 

Travel  $487.06 

Expert and 

Consultant Fees 

$51,131.80 
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Attending trial N/A 

Mediation $4,661.04 

Misc. $243.89 

Total $63,993.81 

  

 

29. In my opinion, the time expended and expenses incurred in prosecuting this action 

were reasonable and necessary for the diligent litigation and fair resolution of this matter. 

Moreover, the hours noted above does not include all of the time to be devoted to preparing for 

and appearing at the final approval hearing or dealing with post-hearing matters. 

30. With respect to Plaintiff Black, he has been actively engaged in the litigation for 

nearly five years. Among other things, Plaintiff Black assisted counsel with gathering applicable 

statements, providing facts material to assist us in prosecuting the case, staying informed on 

developments in the case despite the procedural complexities, attending the hearing on 

Defendants’ Second Motion to Dismiss, and by responding to written discovery requests. Plaintiff 

Black also reviewed numerous court documents and authorized their filings, regularly requested 

and received status updates concerning the litigation and settlement negotiations, and considered 

various proposed terms of the settlement and ultimately authorized Class Counsel to accept 

Defendants’ offer of settlement.  

31. With respect to Plaintiffs Barr, Best, and Fant, all three Plaintiffs have devoted 

significant time to prosecuting the case, including by assisting counsel with gathering applicable 

statements, providing facts material to assist us in prosecuting the case, and by staying informed 

on developments in the case and by responding to written discovery requests. Plaintiffs Barr, Best, 

and Fant were likewise prepared to respond to written discovery requests. All three Plaintiffs 

reviewed court documents and authorized their filings, regularly requested and received status 

updates concerning the litigation and settlement negotiations, and considered various proposed 
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terms of the settlement and ultimately authorized Class Counsel to accept Defendants’ offer of 

settlement.  

32. Class Counsel have not received any objection to the proposed Settlement from any 

Class Member.   

33. Class Counsel believe that Plaintiffs’ claims are strong, but recognize that those 

claims are subject to potential defenses and counterarguments. 

34. In considering whether to recommend a settlement to Plaintiffs, Class Counsel 

primarily considered the strengths and weaknesses of the case without regard to Defendants’ 

ability to pay the full amount of a greater judgment. 

35. Class Counsel are unaware of any claims related to those asserted by Plaintiffs in 

this case that have been asserted by other classes or other claimants. 

 

 

The foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. Executed on 

March 16, 2026 in Washington, District of Columbia. 

 Respectfully submitted, 

/s/Keith T. Vernon   

Keith T. Vernon 
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