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RENO

Scott Gilles <gilless@reno.gov>

Re: Response to Request for Qualifications to Represent the City of Reno for Opioid Litigation
Crystal Garcia <CGarcia@egletlaw.com>
Wed, Dec 27, 2017 at 10:00 AM
To: "gilless@reno.gov" <gilless@reno.gov>
Cc: Robert Egle! <REglet@egletlaw.com>, Bob Adams <badams@egletlaw.com>, Art Ham <aham@egletlaw.com>, Richard Hy <RHy@egletlaw.com>, Bill Bradley
<bbradley@bdjlaw.com>, Erika Munoz-Hernandez <erikam@bdjlaw.com>
Dear Mr. Gilles,
Please find attached to this email our response to the City of Reno's Request for Qualifications regarding potential opioid litigation and retention as special counsel. We
kindly ask that you confirm receipt of this email and its attachments upon receipt.
Please do not hesitate to contact our office should you have any questions or concerns.
Thank you,
Crystal Garcia, Legal Assistant
p: (702) 450-5400 It: (702) 450-5451
a: 400 Soulh 71h Slreet, 4th Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89101
w: www.egletlaw.com

EGLET PRINCE

'i;, Please consider the environment before printing this email or any attachments.
This lransmission (including any allachmenls) may contain confidential information, privileged material (Including material protected by the solicitor-client or other applicable privileges), or constitute non-public informalion.. Any use of this
information by anyone other lhan the intended recipient is prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to the sender and delete this information from your system. Use, dissemination, distribution, or
reproduction of this transmission by unintended recipients is not aulhorized end may be unlawful.
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December 26. 2017

Via Electronic Mail: gillcss@rcno.gov
The City of Reno
c/o Scott F. Gilles
City of Reno, 12th Floor
P.O. Box 1900
Reno, NV 89505-1900
Re:

Response to Request for Qualifications Response to Represent the City of Reno
Against Opioid Manufacturers and Distributors

To Whom It May Concern:
In response to your Request for Qualifications ("the Request" and/or "RFQ"), please
accept this correspondence to represent the City of Reno ("the City") with regard to a potential
opioid lawsuit against certain opioid manufacturers and distributors. The law firms of Eglet
Prince; Bradley, Drendel & Jeanney; and the Cochran Firm, P.C. ("the Firms" and/or "our
Firms") request your consideration to be retained as private outside counsel for such efforts.
Pursuant to your Request, this Response will address the following: (I) the Firms'
statement of qualifications; (2) the Firms' pending litigation and/or assignments; (3) the City's
potential resources required for the lawsuit (4) proposed fees and related expenses related to the
litigation.

1. Statement of Qualifications
Our Firms each have significant experience litigating high profile cases with proven
results. Eglet Prince and Bradley. Drendel & Jeanney arc preeminent Nevada law finn~
employing dozens of attorneys and staff that have long-standing relationships with our judiciary.
The two firms combined have been repeatedly recognized as consumer rights advocates who
have consistently obtained substantial verdicts at trial. The Cochran Firm, P.C., which has
twenty-three regional offices located in nineteen states with attorneys licensed in twenty-five
states serves injury victim and damaged claimants throughout the United States. The firm
includes a diverse group of over 120 talented attorneys, including many minority and women
litigators, dedicated to providing the highest quality legal representation.
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In addition, our Firms have been developing a strategy for over a year against the opioid
manufacturers and distributors. We are intimately familiar with the phannaceutical industry,
their business practices, the potential defendants in this case and the law firms that represent
them. Based on that prior experience and knowledge, we believe that our services would be of
significant value towards your efforts to pursue such a lawsuit.
Pursuant to the Request, a statement of quali ti cations, relevant experience for each of the
above-referenced law firms, and the respective attorneys having primary responsibility are
provided below.

Eglet Pri11ce
Ex erience of Firm:
Eglet Prince is a Nevada law firm employing dozens of attorneys and staff possessing
long-standing relationships with our judiciary. The firm has significant experience litigating
high profile cases with proven results, especially when it comes to lawsuits against the drug
manufacturers. The firm obtained the largest injury verdicts in the United States, in 20 I 0 ($505
million) & 2013 ($524 million) and in 2011, it obtained the third largest verdict in the United
States involved Nevadans hurt by negligent drug manufacturers. Senior Partner Robert Eglet is
the only lawyer in the country to ever obtain the largest injury verdict in America twice, two
verdicts in the top five in America for two consecutive years and verdicts in the top five in three
out of four consecutive years. Recently, Eglet Prince has been named as one of America's 25
Most Influential Law Firms by the Forum recognizing the firm as one of the top plaintiff firms in
the United States - a distinction bestowed by the Trial Lawyers Magazine to distinguished law
firms.
Additionally, Eglet Prince has successfully obtained verdicts and settlements against two
drug manufacturers in particular, that have been named as defendants in various opioid lawsuits
brought by local governmental entities across the country: Teva Pharmaceuticals and Endo
Pharmaceuticals, Inc. Eglet Prince's familiarity with these phannaceutical companies, their
business practices, and the law firms that represent them will undoubtedly serves as a valuable
resource for the City.

Robert T. Eglet will be the designated attorney having primary responsibility from Eglet
Prince as it relates to the City's opioid litigation. Mr. Eglet heads the trial team at Eglet Prince
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and is lead trial counsel on all major cases. Mr. Eglet has served as lead trial counsel in over one
hundred twenty-five civil jury trials with only three losses; an astounding 97.6% case-winning
percentage in trial. He has obtained more than $1.5 billion dollars in verdicts and settlements in
the past 10 years alone, with 31 verdicts in excess of a million dollars. The awards and
accomplishments listed herein are only a sampling of the reasons why he is the most respected
and sought after trial lawyer in Nevada.
In 2010, Mr. Eglet was named "National Lawyer of the Year" by lawyers USA. He was
named "Trial Lawyer of the Year" by the Nevada Justice Association in 2005 and 2012, the only
lawyer to receive this honor twice. In 2013, Mr. Eglet was named "National Civil Trial Lawyer
of the Year" by The National Trial Lawyers Association, received the National Thurgood
Marshall "Fighting for Justice" Award, and was recognized as "Citizen of the Year" by the Asian
American Group of Las Vegas. He was the recipient of the Nevada Justice Association's most
honored recognition, the "Badger Award," in 2004 and 2016. He is the only la\\yer to ever
receive this award twice.
Mr. Eglet is a Lifetime Achievement recipient of America's Top 100 Attorneys. He is
certified by the American Board or Trial Advocates and has been honored as one of the Top 25
Mass Tort Trial Lawyers in America by the National Trial Lawyers Association. In 2014, the
National Law Journal named his firm as one of the "'12 Best Plaintifrs Law Firms in the
Country" and one of the "50 Best Trial Firms in America." Mr. Eglet has been named as a
Mountain States "Super Lawyer" for ten consecutive years.
Mr. Eglet is a past President of the Nevada Justice Association and served on its Board of
Directors for three years. He is currently a sustaining "Pillar of Justice" as well as a .. Guardian
of Justice" for the Nevada Justice Association, and serves as a Truslee for the political PAC
"Citizens for Justice," whose sole purpose is to protect the Seventh Amendment right to civil
jury trials and access to justice in Nevada.
Mr. Eglet is a past Vice-Chairman of the Nevada Law Foundation, where he served as a
member of the Board of Trustees. He has served as a member of the Board of Trustees for the
Nevada Access to_ Justice Commission, as well as on the National Advisory Board of the
Association of Plaintiff Interstate Trucking Lawyers or America. He has served on the
Executive Committee for The National Trial Lawyers Association for a dozen years. Mr. Eglet
also sits on the Dean's Council for the University of Nevada William S. Boyd School of Law.
A resident of Nevada since childhood, Robert Eglet graduated from Western High School
in Las Vegas. Thereafter, he earned a degree in economics from the University of Nevada Las
3

Vegas. Mr. Eglet went on to receive his Juris Doctorate from the University of the Pacific,
McGeorge School of Law. He is also a graduate of the National College of Advocacy.

Bradley, Dre11del & Jemmey
Experience of Firm:
Bradley Drendel & Jeanney is one of Nevada's oldest personal injury law firms. Since
1957, the fim1 has been committed to helping clients obtain justice through civil lawsuits and
have focused exclusively on personal injury for more than 30 years. Bradley, Drendel &
Jeanney serves clients throughout Nevada. The attorneys' individual experience at Bradley,
Drendel & Jeanney is considerable, with most senior members of the law firm having practiced
in Nevada for close to three decades. The firm has an in-depth understanding of the law, the legal
process, and the judges and their legal staff. With this knowledge and experience, Bradley,
Drendel & Jeanney's seasoned trial lawyers have developed their own arsenal of effective case
strategies in negotiation, mediation, arbitration and at trial.
The firm has been involved in numerous opioid overdose cases and is currently
representing the families of victims who were over-prescribed opioids resulting in tragic deaths
and destruction of the families affected. These cases have demonstrated the impact these
tragedies have, not only on families but also on our local municipalities. The firm has worked
closely with law enforcement, coroners and other first responders tasked with the responsibility
of caring for the victims of opioid abuse.
~~_perience/Qualifications

of Assigpedj~ofessional(s):

Bill Bradley will be the designated attorney having primary responsibility from Bradley
Drendel & Jeanney as it relates to the City's opioid litigation. Mr. Bradley has been a committed
personal injury trial lawyer with a reputation for excellence both statewide and at the national
level for 36 years. He has been included for many years in the Best Lawyers in America for his
experience and success in personal injury law. He does not limit his activities to advocacy in the
trial courts. Mr. Bradley has been extremely active in the Nevada Legislature for the last 30 years
as an advocate for the victims of defective products, medical malpractice and other personal
injuries as the lead lobbyist for the Nevada Justice Association (flkla the Nevada Trial Lawyers
Association).
Mr. Bradley is largely responsible for preservation of the legal rights of injury victims in
Nevada, despite numerous attempts by many industries to restrict those rights over the past three
4

decades. He has been involved in legislative battles involving unreasonable caps on damages for
victims of defective products and medical malpractice, anti-consumer litigation, HMO
legislation, and numerous other issues that affect consumers in the Nevada Legislature. Mr.
Bradley is a past-president and past Trial Lawyer of the Year with the Nevada Justice
Association. He has served on numerous committees and boards for the statewide legal
community as well as the general Reno community. His volunteer efforts include service for I 0
years as a Commissioner and Chairman of the Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners to
which he was appointed by two Nevada governors. Mr. Bradley is a· native of Nevada and a
graduate of Stanford University and McGeorge Pacific School of Law.
Additionally, Mr. Bradley is a member of the Hfnner Circle of Advocates," a prestigious
and exclusive group limited to 100 of the premier personal injury trial lawyers in the United
States. Mr. Bradley is currently the only Nevada member from this national group of attorneys
from around the country. Other notable members relevant to the RFQ include John Simon of St.
Louis, Missouri who has been hired by his city to represent it in similar opioid litigation.
Another member of the organization, Colin King of Salt Lake City, Utah has submitted his
request that his firm be allowed to represent many municipalities in Utah. It is expected that
many of the Inner Circle members will be chosen to represent their respective municipalities.
This additional sharing of information is a resource that Mr. Bradley believes will strongly
benefit our clients and comes without cost to the City.

Tlte Cocltra11 Firm, P.C.
Experience of Firm:
The Cochran Firm, P.C. has twenty-three regional offices located in nineteen states with
attorneys licensed in twenty-five states. The firm serves injury victim and damaged claimants
throughout the United States and includes a diverse group of over 120 talented attorneys, many
of whom are women and/or with minority backgrounds, dedicated to providing the highest
quality legal representation.
The partners of The Cochran Firm have obtained significant results, verdicts and
settlements on behalf of clients in a wide variety of cases including complex pharmaceutical
litigation and class actions. The attached firm brochure outlines the type of work performed, the
recognition received and the results obtained by The Cochran Firm.
Cochran Firm partners have practiced law in courtrooms throughout the United States for
over five decades. The diverse resume of verdict settlements of the firm includes over $35
5

billion recovered in settlements from the tobacco industry, drug companies and product
manufacturers. The Cochran Firm's involvement in numerous recent federal court multi-district
litigation (MDL) and state court class actions include the following:
•

•

•

MDL 2244 DePuy Orthopaedics, Inc., Pinnacle Hip Implant Products Liability Litigation
(N.D. Tx.).
Appointment to Plaintiffs' Steering Committee, Discovery Committee,
Document Review, Deposition Preparation, bellwether trial preparation.
MDL 2197 DePuy Orthapaedics, Inc., ASR Hip Implant Products Liability Litigation, (N.D.
Ohio). Appointment to Discovery Committee, involved in taking Depositions and Document
Review.
MDL 2100 Yasmin and Yaz (Drospirenone) Marketing, Sales Practices and Products
Liability Litigation (S.D. Ill.). Discovery Committee, Document Review, trial team for
bellwether trial.

The Cochran Firm has also worked successfully on a number of complex and class litigations
including but not limited to (1) Tolherl v. Monsanro Company, er al., N.D. Ala., Class Counsel
($700 million settlement); (2) Ferko v. Narional Associarion of Srock Car Auro Racking, Inc., er
al., E.D. Tx., Class Counsel ($200 million settlement); (3) Slack v. Sw~fi Trucking, W.D. Wash.,
Class Counsel; (4) Meyers v. G.C. Services., F.D. Mo., Class Counsel; and (5) Perrine el al. v.
Dupont, West Virginia State Court, Class Counsel for 8,000 class members, case tried to verdict
($390 million verdict).

2. Current Assignments
The Firms have a number of pending cases at all stages of litigation; however, we do not
anticipate such cases having any adverse affect in its contemplated representation of the City.
The Firms employ a number of attorneys, partners and associates, who are able to assist with the
litigation as it progresses.
Notably, Eglet Prince was recently retained by Clark County to represent it against
certain opioid manufacturers and distributors. The firm filed suit within days against drug
companies that include Purdue Pharma, LP; Teva Pharmaceuticals, Endo Pharmaceuticals, Inc.;
McKesson Corporation and others. Claims against these drug manufacturers and distributors
include, without limitation: public nuisance; unjust enrichment; restitution; and negligence.
Damages available to Clark County have the potential to be substantial in this type of case and
include a demand for punitive damages to punish and deter drug companies from engaging in the
same or similar wrongful conduct in the future.
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Eglet Prince only represents individuals and entities in large multi-million dollar cases
and purposefully limits their caseload in order to effectively represent their clients. Moreover,
the firm is divided in two divisions: actions involving individual plaintiffs and mass tort/complex
civil litigation involving multiple plaintiffs. The mass torts department who would be handling
the City's litigation is presently involved in a number of cases, including: Clark County's opioid
lawsuit, a class action against Facebook, Inc., a class action against the bump stock manufacturer
Slide Fire Solutions, LP and others involved in the October 1, 2017 shooting. The mass torts
division of Eglet Prince will not take any additional cases unrelated to opioid cases, unless and
until any one aforementioned cases resolves.
As for Bradley, Drendel & Jeanney, the firm currently has two cases pending against the
City of Reno. Both are Reno police vehicles involved in crashes and discussed in further detail in
Sectio~ 4 infra.
We are confident that none of the Firms' existing matters, or those obtained during the
course of the City's opioid litigation, will interfere with its representation.

4. Potential Conflicts with the Cit)'. of Reno
Neither Eglet Prince nor the Cochran Fim1, P .C. has any pending or prior litigation
against the City of Reno.
Bradley, Drendel & Jeanney currently has two cases pending against the City of Reno.
Both are Reno police vehicles involved in crashes. The cases are Prall/ Martin v. City of Reno, et
al., CVI 7-00975 and Kots v. City of Reno, CVI 7-01591. The firm has discussed these cases
with Reno City Attorney Karl Hall and Mr. Hall is aware of the following: the firm has informed
these respective clients that it is seeking to be appointed by the City to represent it in the opioid
litigation and should the firm be appointed, it would have to end that representation and refer
them to other counsel. These clients are aware of and understand the firm's position.
Additionally, these two cases do not implicate any ethical rules of professional conduct that
would otherwise disqualify Bradley, Drendel & Jeanncy from representing the City as these
lawsuits deal with matters not substantially or materially related to the proposed opioid litigation.

4. City of Reno Resources
The City will not be required to expend any of its present and/ or future resources for
purposes of this litigation. Neither will the City be required to hire any additional personnel,
now or in the future, specifically for this lawsuit. As private outside counsel, our Firms would
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merely require access to any statistical data or information already in the City's possession and
collected by you in the ordinary course of managing a municipality. No new data will need to be
generated by the City. Our Firms will retain highly qualified, independent experts to analyze this
data and any such expenses would be a cost that may be recovered as part of any future
settlement or judgment (as further discussed in Sec. 5 of this Response infra). And to the extent
any staff time is required to obtain such data or information, those expenses are also a cost such
that our Firms would immediately reimburse the City and seek to recover from the defendants as
part of any settlement or judgment at the conclusion of the lawsuit.
We are sensitive to the financial obligations that are part and parcel with operating a City,
and as part of our retention, the firms will furnish all necessary resources for this lawsuit,
whether from a monetary or personnel standpoint.
5. Pro oscd Fee/Ex coses
As you may be aware, litigation brought by other local governments are mostly being
financed and managed by private law firms who are compensated on a contingent fee basis. It is
likely that there are also firms involved in this type of litigation that are charging an hourly rate
whose partners and associates command a billable hour that may serve only to financially saddle
the City. While many such firms are charging a premium for their services, our fee is drastically
less than what others are asking for and/or receiving. Here, our Firms will accept a total
contingency fee of 25%, for representing the City of Reno as outside counsel for the opioid
litigation. This fee is commensurate with the standard contingency fee provided under Nevada
law, had the Attorney General, on behalf of the State, pursued similar litigation and retained
outside counsel.
Additionally, the Firms will front ajl costs and risk related to the opioid litigation until we
achieve a settlement. The Firms have allocated $15 million for litigation costs and have obtained
a line of credit with Bank of Nevada, a local financial institution that we have partnered with for
the better part of a decade. As such, the City will not be responsible for any out-of-pocket costs
associated with the litigation. This eliminates the City's risk and spending any taxpayer dollars.
Lastly, there are economies of scale that will reduce the litigation costs the City of Reno
will incur (if and only if a recovery is obtained) by retaining law finns handling multiple
governmental clients - each of whom need only pay their pro rata share of costs as opposed to
the total costs incurred - resulting in a substantial savings to the City over what it would have
otherwise paid. As stated herein, Eglet Prince was recently retained by Clark County for similar
litigation and have already filed suit on their behalf. Our firms are in active negotiations with
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other Nevada political subdivisions regarding similar litigation against the drug companies. If
the City of Reno were to retain our Firms, both the City as well as Clark County (as well as other
participating local governmental entities, if any) may share in certain costs borne out of that
litigation that otherwise would have been incurred by each had they retained different outside
counsel.
For your convenience, and pursuant to the Request, enclosed is a copy of our proposed
Fee Agreement.

6. Conclusion
America's war on drugs is no longer confined to our desolate street corners. Instead, the
frontlines have moved into our very own homes where Nevada men, women and sadly our
children, are battling drug addiction and fighting for their Jives. For decades, drug companies
have promoted opioids as a panacea for pain while misleading the public about its efficacy and
addictive qualities.
We must hold these opioid manufacturers and distributors accountable for any and all
damages caused by their actions. As outlined herein, our Firn1s are exceptionally experienced in
these types of lawsuits and are well equipped to handle the challenges of such complex litigation.
We will devote the necessary resources to successfully prosecute claims on your behalf.
Our Firms have been developing a strategy for over a year against the opioid
manufacturers and distributors. We are intimately familiar with the pharmaceutical industry,
their business practices, the potential defendants in this case and the law firms that represent
them. Based on that prior experience and knowledge, we believe that our services would be of
significant value towards your efforts to pursue such a lawsuit.
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Thank you for your consideration. We look forward to the possibility of discussing this
with you in more detail and working with the City on this very important issue.

Sincerely,
l}RADLEY, DRENDEL & JEANNEY

Bill Bradley, Esq.

Robert T. Eglet, Esq.

Encl. as stated
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OPIOID RETAINER AGREEMENT (CONTINGENCY FEE)
The City of Reno, by and through it City Council ("Client"), hereby retain Bradley, Drendel & Jeanney and Eglet Prince ("the Firms") to pursue
any and all civil claims against the manufacturers, distributors, marketers, sellers and/or any other party or entity that in any way caused or
contributed to the Nevada opioid epidemic, and to pursue any and all available remedies and damages related thereto ("the Claim").

ATTORNEYS' FEE shall be Twenty-Five Percent (25%) of all amounts recovered for the Claim by virtue of settlement, judgment or award.
The Client acknowledges and agrees that the attorneys' fee rate set forth herein is not set by law, but is negotiable between the Parties. The Client
further acknowledges and agrees that the attorneys' fees contemplated herein are reasonable given (1) the extensive time and resources required to
properly litigate the claims contemplated herein, (2) the complexity of the legal issues presented, (3) the experience and reputation of the Firms, and
(4) that any payment of attorneys' fees is contingent upon a successful recovery.
COSTS advanced by the Firms are expenses necessary to prosecute the Claim and are to be deducted from the Recovery after Attorneys'
Fee. In the event there is no Recovery, the Firm shall receive no reimbursement for costs. Client specifically grants the Firms authority to
make all decisions regarding incurring costs which the Firms, in their best judgment, believe will benefit Client's case. Costs include, but are not
limited to, fees and expenses for: photocopies; long distance telephone; facsimile; postage; overnight mail; photography and video; messenger;
power point or computer presentation; computer legal research; internet data access; investigation; evidence storage; filing; service of process;
bond(s); records; outside legal research and writing; travel; arbitration; mediation; jury fees; sanctions; outsourced exhibit preparation; mock trial
and/or jury sampling; expert witnesses; expert and non-expert consultants which include, but are not limited to, medical, nursing, economists,
accountants, vocational rehabilitation, product defects, security, safety, engineering, mechanics, construction, jury consultants, and overtime of firm
staff. Costs will include a minimum charge of Two Hundred fifty dollars ($250.00) as reimbursement for general office expenses such as photocopies
(less than 100 copies), long distance, facsimile and postage. Client understands that depending upon the value and/or complexity of the case, Costs
can, and often do, total hundreds of thousand of dollars, and on occasion can exceed $1,000,000.00. Client acknowledges and agrees that the Firms
may borrow funds from time to time to pay certain costs referred to above and agrees that, in addition to reimbursing the Firms for the amount of
such costs, client also will reimburse the Firms for any interest charges and related expenses the Firm incurs in connection with such borrowing.
OTHER COUNSEL within the Firm, or outside counsel, may be associated or employed at the Firms' discretion and expense to prosecute the
Claim. Client acknowledges and agrees that there may be a division of the Attorneys' fee between the Firms and referring counsel, in accordance
with Nevada Rules of Professional Conduct.
GUARANTEES concerning success, value, or time to conclude the Claim cannot be made. In the event of an unsuccessful lawsuit, Client may be
liable for opposing party's attorney's fees and will be liable for opposing party's costs as required by law, although the Firms see such as a
minimal risk given the nature of the contemplated litigation. Such potential risk, if any, will be discussed with the Client on an ongoing basis. This
particular outcome is unlikely given the past success of the Firms as well as what has occurred in other similar lawsuits filed across the country.
However, the Firms will indemnify the client for any such fees or costs to the extent such indemnification is not in violation of federal and/or state
law or ethical rules governing the conduct attorneys, including the American Bar Association Model Rules of Professional Conduct and/or the
Nevada Rules of Professional Conduct.
SETTLEMENT of the Claim will not be made without Client's consent. Client agrees, at the Firms' discretion, to a jury or bench trial, alternative
dispute resolution, such as mediation, to facilitate a timely resolution of the Claim.
COOPERATION by Client is essential. Client agrees to promptly provide the Firms with all requested information, and agrees to otherwise
reasonably assist the Firms regarding litigation of the Claim.
VALID CLAIM. Client understands that a suit brought solely to harass or to coerce a settlement may result in liability for malicious prosecution or
abuse of process.

Dated this ___ day of

BRADLEY, DRENDEL & JEANNEY

EGLET PRINCE
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CLIENT

