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REPLY DECLARATION OF GARY E. MASON



From: Nelson Lewis [mailto:nelson.lewis@gmail.com] RECEIVED - SEATTLE
Sent: Thursday, November 04, 2010 5:26 AM
To: Burman, David J. (Perkins Cole) ‘ DEC 02 201
Subject: RE GOOGLE BUZZ USER PRIVACY LITIGATION

GARDEN CITY GROyp

David,

How you were not able to get this frivolous crap thrown out would have knocked you out of contention
as one the country’s best litigators of all time except for your incredible work and fortitude, unknown to
very many, particularly some of the critical facts in Tenet v Doe. You hit several raw nerves and did
incredible work. The vD case implications spread faster than of cases of VD, and caused real change. It is
important to right a wrong, and to seek monetary compensation for a loss and to cover future costs, but
when you are able cause real change at the core, to ensure policy, practices, procedures,
methodologies, and even mindsets change so mistakes and errors of the past are not repeated, that is a
real victory. You may not even have been aware of the ramifications of your vD case.

With regards to the matter of the Google Buzz Settlement, in Section 3.4 of the Settlement document,
which goes to the heart and soul of the settlement, how can you just put $8.5M of ransom money into a
bag and hand it over? What is the criteria for the cy pres relief? As an existing organizations focused on
Internet privacy policy and privacy education | plead with you not to feave money in the hands of the
“Rainbow Coalitionesqe” Al Sharpton type lawyers to determine who receive how much cy pres relief
from this generous settlement for it will only end up in the pockets of a few. So rather than see the
money disappear through fees to set up the Class Action Administrator organization, the fees to create,
determine the criteria of the cy pres relief, and the fees to solicit proposals and evaluate them, there
will just enough money left in the fund to wind up operations and pay the associated fees, no money will
ever be spent on Internet privacy education and policy. | ask that if the real intent of the settlement is
not just to dispose of the matter, but that Google is serious about Internet privacy education and policy,
that the criteria be set forth in the settlement agreement and that the lead plaintiff's counsel not be the
administrator, but in.true fairness, an acceptable third party be selected. A second option that | would
proffer is that the settlement amount less the fees, be given to an organization like the Electronic
Frontier Foundation. While | have no association with them, they do work hard for all the people, and
they would probably be best positioned to utilize the funds for mass education.

Please, | know that sometimes it is just better to get rid of a problem, but this is only rewarding a few
that were Buzz'd. Just think of the serious, grievous and irremediable harm and humiliation that 1 have
suffered because of all the unsolicited obscene and repugnant emails that | have received from using
your client’s service. | am damaged for life. If | only was compensated $.0000000001 for each email, and
the case received class certification, and the attorney’s received 25% of the settlement; | know, you
would be representing me in this action and as the lead creditor’s counsel in the restructuring of Google.
Please, don't let them grab the bag of cash and run. Force some controls to ensure the plaintiff's very
serious concerns are addressed, and the bulk of the money does really end up helping to educate all the
people about internet privacy and policy. | know | am not the smartest person in the world, so | still
can’t figure out how | was so harmed, but the Plaintiff's forced Google into a settlement, but please,
now is a chance to have some impact. Make this your vG case and force some change.

You do realize that if you have an S and an H clients, (vS, vH) you will have litigated all of the STDs, which
would be a new record at the ABA. Would you then be Chair of the STD Bar? The firm’s DC business
would grow 100 fold.




Respectfully yours,
Nelson

Nelson Lewis




