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action, and agreed to voluntarily dismiss, with prejudice, Matthew Bredder v. City of New York,
22 Civ. 04293 (VSB). Id. Pursuant to 9 44 of the Stipulation of Settlement, Plaintiff Barbara Ross
settled her claims for $30,000.00 and agreed not to submit a cl: ©  form in this action. /d. These

settlements were n« Htiated at arm’s length and are approved.

V. ~.1E COURT APPROVES THE AG™™SD-UPON PAYMEDN . OF ATTORNEYS’
FEES AND COSTS INCURRED THROU 1 JUNE 15, 2023

The Court approves the Parties’ . eement that the City will pay Class Counsel
$5,850,000.00 for their reasonable fees and costs incurred through June 15, 2023 (the date listed
on the Class Notice).2 In a common fund, which this case is not, “the six factors laid out by the
Second Circuit in Goldberger are applicable to the court’s reasonableness determination whether
a percentage-of-fund or lodestar approach is used. . .1e factors are: (1) the time and labor expended
by counsel; (2) the magnitude and complexities of the litigation; (3) the risk of the litigation; (4)
the quality of representation; (5) the requested fee in relation to the settlement; and (6) public
policy considerations.” Stinson, 256 F. Supp. 3d at 295 (quoting Goldberger v. Integrated Res.,
209 F.3d 43, 50 (2d Cir. 2000) (internal quotations and citations omitted). “If money paid to the
attorneys comes from a common fund, and is therefore money taken from the class, then the Court
must carefully review the award to protect the interests of the absent class members.” McBean,
233 F.R.D. at 392.

Because the attorneys’ fees and costs in this case are not paid from a common fund, i.e.,
the “money paid to the attorneys is entirely independent of money awarded to the class,” as

opposed to a common fund case, “the Court’s fiduciary role in overseeing the award is eatly

+uv 1 arties have agreed to negotiate Class Counsel’s fees and costs incurred after June 15, 7123,
at the conclusion of the ca  Cohen Decl. § 35. The parties will attempt to resolve the post-June
15,2023 fees and costs, but if agreement proves impossible, then by a petition to the Court. Courts
have previously approved similar procedures. See, e.g., McBean, 233 F.R.D. at 392.
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