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This matter is before the Court on Class Counsel’s Application for Reimbursement of
Expenses and Contingency Fee Award.

A hearing was held on October 7, 2003 in Orangeburg, South Carolina after six weeks
notice to the class by publication and direct mail to prospective class members. The notice
provided that class members could appear and present any objections they had to counsel’s
application for fees and expenses. Appearing at that hearing on behalf of the class were C. Alan
Runyan, Marion C. Fairey and Lee Cope of Speights & Runyan and Charles Williams of Williams
& Williams. Appearing on behalf of Exxon were L. Walter Tollison of Nelson Mullins Riley &

Scarborough, LLP and I. S. Leevy Johnson of Johnson Toal & Battiste, P.A.

There were no objections made to the application of class counsel by any party or any
person present.

This Court is very familiar with this case, having been the complex case judge for this case
since the summer 0f 2000. The Court heard the presentation of class counsel and reviewed the
five volumes of information supporting class counsel’s application, including the affidavits of class

counsel and those of the three experts which were submitted in support of the application of class



counsel.

This case has been pending for 11 years. It has had a complex procedural history which
included its removal to federal court, remand to Hampton County, change of venue to
Orangeburg County and two appeals to the South Carolina Supreme Court, the last of which was
the weekend before trial commenced. This Court is the third complex case judge assigned to this
case.

The work required of class counsel has included sending or responding to 2,377 written
discovery requests, spending 124 days in document productions in 8 cities and 5 states. There
were 172 days of depositions in 13 states including 29 days of expert depositions. In addition
there have been 257 motions filed by the parties. This Court and the other two complex case
judges have issued more than 80 orders. The correspondence of class counsel alone consists of
almost 5000 letters. Class counsel advanced costs of over $2.2 million of its own money on behalf
of the class in support of the class’ claims and spent more than 25,300 hours in their efforts to
secure relief for the class.

In assessing class counsel’s entitlement to attorney’s fees, this court has considered
“the following six factors ...: (1) the nature, extent, and difficulty of the case; (2) the time
necessarily devoted to the case; (3) professional standing of counsel; (4) contingency of
compensation; (5) beneficial results obtained; and (6) customary legal fees for similar services.”
Jackson v. Speed, 326 S.C. 289, 308, 486 S.E.2d 750, 760 (1997). The Court has also
considered the principal methods for determining fees in class actions: the lodestar method and
the percentage of the fund method. The lodestar method involves the court’s approval of a

reasonable hourly rate and then the application of multipliers to compensate for the issues of the






