
MINNESOTA OPIOID LITIGATION BACKSTOP FUND FEE APPLICATION GUIDELINES 

In order to seek payment from the Backstop Fund, Counsel must apply for payment 
through the Special Master (the “Application”) on or before 4:30 PM (CST) on March 13, 
2024.   

Each Application shall include the following information: 

Firm Name(s) 

Client(s) Represented 

Total Settlement Amount Obtained for 
Each Client  

Total Attorney Fees Claimed for Each 
Client 

Total Attorney Fees Awarded for Each 
Client From the National Contingency 
Fee Fund   

Total Attorney Fees Sought From 
Backstop Fund for Each Client  

Crueger Dickinson LLC 
Simmons Hanly Conry 
von Briesen & Roper
Seiben Polk
Heley Duncan

County of Anoka, Minnesota

Distributors - $8,583,288.04 
Janssen - $1,944,308.88 
Total - $10,527,596.90

Dist - $490,451.95
Janssen - $110,935.42
Total - $601,387.37

CD (37.5%) - $225,520.26 
SHC (37.5%) - $225,520.26 
VBR (10%) - $60,138.74 
SP (10%) - $60,138.74
HD (5%) - $30,069.37

CD (37.5%) - $592,177.33
SHC (37.5%) - $592,177.33
VBR (10%) - $157,913.95
SP (10%) - $157,913.95 
HD (5%) - $78,956.977

CD (37.5%) - $366,657.06
SHC (37.5%) - $366,657.06 
VBR (10%) - $97,775.22 
SP (10%) - $97,775.22
HD (5%) - $48,887.61

15% of Total is $1,579,139.54



1. Copies of all documents submitted in support of any application to the National 
Contingency Fee Fund and a copy of the final award of any attorney fees; 
 

a. The documents listed attached for no. 2 were the documents submitted to the 
Nation Contingency Fee Fund. The final award of attorney fees is the 
$601,387.37 total contingency fund breakdown on page 1. We did not receive a 
“final award” document but, instead, received a spreadsheet with the estimated 
yearly totals reflected in Attachment A. 
 

2. Copies of any applicable contingency fee contracts with Litigating Local Governments; 
and certifications that said contingent fee agreements have been waived; 
 

a. We have waived our contingent fee agreement, as evidenced by this application 
and our application to the Contingency Fee Fund since waiver was mandatory for 
that application. The Attorney Certification required by the Fee Panel which 
certifies that the firm is waiving its contingency fee agreement is confidential and 
not a public document and cannot be provided at this time. We will attempt to 
obtain permission from the Fee Panel to provide same. 

b. Attachment B - Anoka County Contingent Fee Agreement  
c. Attachment C - Anoka County Attorney Fee Split Agreement  

 
3. A description of the complexity of the legal issues involved in the MDL Matter, In Re 

National Prescription Opiate Litigation, MDL 2804 and addressed by Counsel; work done 
by Counsel to directly benefit their Litigating Local Government clients, and the 
reasonableness and appropriateness of the fees requested in light of the considerations 
found in Minn. R. Prof. Cond. 1.5. 
 

This application is submitted on behalf of Crueger Dickinson LLC, Simmons Hanly 
Conroy LLP, von Briesen & Roper, s.c., Sieben Polk P.A., and Heley, Duncan & 
Melander PLLP (collectively, “Anoka Opioid Counsel”) setting forth the details of 
their collective representation of Anoka County, Minnesota. 

 
The Opioid MDL has been notable for at least three reasons. First, the size and 
scope of the case, in terms of the number of defendants and the extent of 
recovery sought, has been unprecedented. This has been perhaps the largest 
litigation ever undertaken. Second, the legal theories on which Plaintiffs have 
relied have been to a large degree novel or untested, or tested only in limited 
numbers of cases, generally in significantly different contexts. Third, the 
involvement of local governments as plaintiffs made the negotiation of 
settlements especially challenging and required coordination not only among 
thousands of plaintiffs, but also between local governments and State Attorneys 
General. Anoka Opioid Counsel served primary roles in all aspects of the opioid 
MDL, most significantly, coordination of expert witnesses, management and 
coordination of discovery, law and briefing, settlement negotiations, and trial 



readiness. And when it came time to ensure that the Settlement benefitting 
Anoka County as well as all Minnesota counties, Anoka Opioid Counsel took 
leading roles in informational sessions and achieving Settlement participation 
across the country.  Anoka Opioid Counsel spent hundreds of thousands of hours 
and years of work ensuring that the litigation benefited our clients, including 
Anoka. 

 
Since the filing of Anoka County’s complaint on January 9, 2018, Anoka Opioid 
Litigation Counsel has communicated with and continues to communicate 
directly with the client on a number of matters, first keeping the County apprised 
of litigation status and strategy, and later presenting on the particulars of the 
complicated Settlement Agreements and process as well as advising Anoka 
County about its participation in that Settlement. Over the years, Anoka Opioid 
Counsel has provided hundreds of litigation updates and numerous 
presentations on the particulars of case strategy, the Settlements and their 
impact on the County and its opioid epidemic. Anoka Opioid Counsel has also 
analyzed market share and distribution data specific to Anoka County and filed 
amendments specific to the County and that analysis. Anoka Opioid Counsel 
continues to monitor financial settlement amounts awarded to the County to 
ensure accurate and timely payments.  Anoka Opioid Counsel continues to 
provide Anoka County counsel with all information necessary to update its 
County Board and the citizens of its community on the important litigation it 
undertook in 2018. 
 

4. The identity of the lawyers or legal professionals within Counsel’s firm who performed 
the work described in (3) above and; 
 

a. Crueger Dickinson LLC 
i. Charles Crueger 

ii. Erin Dickinson 
iii. Krista Baisch 
iv. Mackenzie Jacobson 

b. Simmons Hanly Conroy LLP 
i. Paul Hanly 

ii. Jayne Conroy 
iii. Andrea Bierstein 
iv. Sarah Burns 
v. Mildred Conroy 

vi. Laura Fitzpatrick 
vii. Ellyn Hurd 

viii. Holly Nighbert 
ix. Jo Anna Pollock 
x. Justin Presnal 

xi. Thomas Sheridan 



xii. Sanford Smokler 
xiii. Julie Bond 
xiv. Jill Kraus 
xv. Erin Sternickle 

c. Von Briesen and Roper S.C. 
i. Steve Nelson 

ii. Andrew Phillips 
d. Sieben Polk P.A. 

i. Chad Alexander 
e. Heley, Duncan & Melander PLLP 

i. Don McNeil 
 

5. Any other information required for the Special Master’s assessment of the fee 
application under Section VI G. of the MOA or otherwise deemed relevant by Counsel. 

a. Under our client agreement, we were entitled to a 25% contingency fee totaling 
$2,631,899.23. That is a $1,052759.69 difference from the 15% fee detailed in 
page 1.  



Contact 

Counsel Settlement Fund State Subdivision

Crosslink 

ID

Final 

Payment 

Year 1

Final 

Payment 

Year 2

Final 

Payment 

Year 3

Projected 

Payment 

Year 4

Projected 

Payment 

Year 5

Projected 

Payment 

Year 6

Projected 

Payment 

Year 7

Preliminary 

Estimated Total 

Payment Value

Crueger 

Dickinson, LLC Distributors

MDL 2804 

Contingency Fee 

Fund MN

ANOKA 

COUNTY 159974 44,948.52 58,154.59 104,347.92 70,750.23 70,750.23 70,750.23 70,750.23 490,451.95 

Mackenzie Jacobson
E-Sticker



Contact 
Counsel Settlement Fund State Subdivision Crosslink ID

Final 
Payment 
Year 1

Final 
Payment 
Year 2

Projected 
Payment 
Year 3

Projected 
Payment 
Year 4

Projected 
Payment 
Year 5

Projected 
Payment 
Year 6

Projected 
Payment 
Year 7

Preliminary Estimated 
Total Payment Value

Crueger 
Dickinson, LLC Janssen

MDL 2804 
Contingen
cy Fee 
Fund MN

ANOKA 
COUNTY 156586 10,166.91 13,154.00 23,602.47 16,003.01 16,003.01 16,003.01 16,003.01 110,935.42 



Mackenzie Jacobson
E-Sticker















E Crueger Dickinson

AL-

Co-Counsel Fee Split Agreement for Anoka County, Minnesota

Pursuant to the Engagement letter with Anoka county, Minnesota (the

"county"), the split of attorneys' fees between counsel may be subject to change.

Counsel representing the County have agreed to the following fee split, reflective of

the arrangement between co-counsel in this case. The amendment to the fee split does

not alter or amend the County's total contractual obligation to Counsel but is intended

to identi$r all counsel representing the County and to memorialize the fee split

between law firms representing the County. The County will be notified in writing of

this change to the fee split,

Firm Name Percentase of Fees if Successful

Heley Duncan 5o/o

Sieben Polk L0o/o

von Briesen & Roper, s.c. L0o/o

Crueger Dickinson LLC 37.50/o

Simmons Hanly Conroy LLC 37.50/o

The undersigned counsel agrees to the fee split set forth above,

CRUEGER DICKINSON tLC DUNCAN

Donald R. McNeil

VON BRIESEN & ROPER, S.C.

4532 N OAKLAND AVE

wlil tLtjtS;l-t BAY, \/t Ii32f i

414.210.3868 orrrce

Erin K. Dickinson

SIMMONS HANTY CONROY LLC

.,,f^-* *"--
Sarah Burns Steve elson

cru egerdick in s o n.co m

Mackenzie Jacobson
E-Sticker



$| Crueger Dickinson

SIEBEN POLK

4532 N OAKLANDAVE
wt"lll-[FlSill FAY, v.lt 53:]11

{14.210.3868 orrrce

/U/{&
Chad Alexander

cruegerdick inson.com




