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LAFFEY MATRIX 2003-2009

SEARCH

Experience 03-04 04-05 05-06 06-07  07-08 08-09

HOME
20+ years 380 390 405 425 440 465
U.S. ATTORNEY
11-19 years 335 345 360 375 390 410
ABOUT US 8-10 years 270 280 290 305 315 330
DIVISIONS 4-7 years 220 225 235 245 255 270
1-3 years 180 185 195 205 215 225
COMMUNITY
PROSECUTION Paralegals & 105 110 115 120 125 130
Law Clerks

PROGRAMS
FOR YOUTH
Years (Rate for June 1 - May 31, based on prior year's CPI-U)

VICTIMWITNESS

ASSISTANCE Explanatory Notes

PARTNERSHIPS 1. This matrix of hourly rates for attorneys of varying experience levels and paralegals/law clerks has

been prepared by the Civil Division of the United States Attorney's Office for the District of Columbia.

The matrix is intended to be used in cases in which a "fee-shifting" statute permits the prevailing party

to recover "reasonable” attorney's fees. See, e.g., 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-5(k) (Title VII of the 1964 Civil

Rights Act); 5 U.S.C. § 552(a)(4)(E) (Freedom of Information Act); 28 U.S.C. § 2412 (b) (Equal Access
: to Justice Act). The matrix does not apply in cases in which the hourly rate is limited by statute. See

"MPLOYMENT

EMECOYMER 28 U.S.C. § 2412(d).

PRESS RELEASES

ESPANOL 2. This matrix is based on the hourly rates allowed by the District Court in Laffey v. Northwest Airfines,
Inc., 572 F. Supp. 354 (D.D.C. 1983), affd in part, rev'd in part on other grounds, 746 F.2d 4 (D.C. Cir.
1984), cert. denied, 472 U.S. 1021 (1985). It is commonly referred to by attorneys and federal judges
CONTACT US in the District of Columbia as the "Laffey Matrix" or the "United States Attorney's Office Matrix." The
column headed "Experience" refers to the years following the attorney's graduation from law school.
The various "brackets" are intended to correspond to "junior associates" (1-3 years after law school

LINKS graduation), "senior associates" (4-7 years), "experienced federal court litigators" (8-10 and 11-19
years), and "very experienced federal court litigators" (20 years or more). See Laffey, 572 F. Supp. at
371.

SITE MAP

3. The hourly rates approved by the District Court in Laffey were for work done principally in 1981-82.
The Matrix begins with those rates. See Laffey, 572 F. Supp. at 371 (attorney rates) & 386 n.74
(paralegal and law clerk rate). The rates for subsequent yearly periods were determined by adding the
change in the cost of living for the Washington, D.C. area to the applicable rate for the prior year, and
then rounding to the nearest multiple of $5 (up if within $3 of the next multiple of $5). The result is
subject to adjustment if appropriate to ensure that the relationship between the highest rate and the
lower rates remains reasonably constant. Changes in the cost of living are measured by the Consumer
Price Index for All Urban Consumers (CPI-U) for Washington-Baltimore, DC-MD-VA-WV, as
announced by the Bureau of Labor Statistics for May of each year.

4. Use of an updated Laffey Matrix was implicitly endorsed by the Court of Appeals in Save Our
Cumberland Mountains v. Hodel, 857 F.2d 1516, 1525 (D.C. Cir. 1988) (en banc). The Court of
Appeals subsequently stated that parties may rely on the updated Laffey Matrix prepared by the United
States Attorney's Office as evidence of prevailing market rates for litigation counsel in the Washington,
D.C. area. See Covington v. District of Columbia, 57 F.3d 1101, 1105 & n. 14, 1109 (D.C. Cir. 1995),
cert. denied, 516 U.S. 1115 (1996). Lower federal courts in the District of Columbia have used this
updated Laffey Matrix when determining whether fee awards under fee-shifting statutes are
reasonable. See, e.g., Blackman v. District of Columbia, 59 F. Supp. 2d 37, 43 (D.D.C. 1999);
Jefferson v. Milvets System Technology, Inc., 986 F. Supp. 6, 11 (D.D.C. 1997); Ralph Hoar &
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Associates v. Nat'l Highway Transportation Safety Admin., 985 F. Supp. 1, 9-10 n.3 (D.D.C. 1997):
Martini v. Fed. Nat'l Mtg Ass'n, 977 F. Supp. 482, 485 n.2 (D.D.C. 1997); Park v. Howard University
881 F. Supp. 653, 654 (D.D.C. 1995).
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In general, American courts operate under what is known as the "American Rule” which
requires each party to bear the burden for its own legal fees. The Supreme Court has upheld
this principle on many occasions for a number of reasons. For example, the knowledge that
a loss means paying the other side's legal fees might prohibit plaintiffs from bringing suit or
defendants from defending themselves. Nor should a party be penalized for bringing suit or
defending itself. Determining proper fees would become an adminstrative nightmare. Fee
awards might also drive attorneys fees up, by removing the pressure of the market and
replacing it with the force of the bench.

In certain circumstances, however, both the courts and Congress have found it appropriate
to authorize fee-shifting. Especially in the area of Civil Rights and Environmental Law, fee-
shifting provisions have been built into statutes. The expense of quality legal counsel
should not prohibit private citizens from bringing suit to uphold these laws which are for
the common good. There are more than 150 statutes that allow for fee-shifting, among them
the Clean Air Act, the Americans with Disabilities Act, the Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act, the Rehabilitation Act, the Civil Rights Act, and the Back Pay act.

After years of wrangling over the matter of attorney fee hourly rates, the Court in Lajfey v.
Northwest Airlines, Inc., 572 F.Supp. 354, 371 (D.D.C. 1983) ruled that hourly rates for
attorneys practicing civil law in the Washington, DC metropolitan area could be
categorized by years in practice and adjusted yearly for inflation.

The Department of Justice (DOJ) crafted its own rules for, and maintains, its version of the
Laffey Matrix (see http:/www.usdoj.gov/usao/dc/Divisions /
Civil Division/Laffe trix_7.htm!

After scrutinizing the DOJ’s methodology of setting and adjusting hourly rates for the
Matrix, reviewing recent court decisions and contacting an expert economist, many firms in
the Baltimore-Washington area (and due to FLRA/MSPB rulings, around the country) now
utilize the Adjusted Laffey Matrix .

http://www.laffeymatrix.com/history.html 2/3/2011
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LAFFEY MATRIX

Wears Out of Law School * —|
Paralegal/‘
Adjustmt | | Law i
Year Factor** | |Clerk i 1-3 4-7|| 8-10|) 11-19{| 20+
16/01/10-5/31/11| 1.0337 || $161 | $294 |[s361 |[8522 |[$589 |[$709 |
|6/01/09-5/31/10]| 1.0220 || $155 |(s285 |[$349 |[8505 |[$569 |[$686
|6/01/08-5/31/09] [ 1.0399 || $152 |[s279 |[$342 |[s494 |[s557 |[s671
6/01/07-5/31/08 || 1.0516 || $146 || $268 || $329 || $475][ 8536 |[ 8645 |
6/01/06-5/31/07 || 1.0256 || $139 || s255 || $313 |[s452][ 8509 |[ 3614
6/1/05- {
5/31/06 1.0427)|  $136]  $249|| $305|| $441|  $497|| $598
6/1/04-
5/31/05 10ass|| 130 $239||  $293|| $423, $476|| $574
6/1/03-
6/1/04 1.0507)|  $124]  $228||  $280| $405|| $456|| $549
6/1/02-
5/31/03 10727 S118]!  $217)| $267| $385|| $434|| $522
6/1/01-
5/31/02 1.0407)|  $110]|  $203|| $249)) $359|| $d04|| $487
6/1/00- |
5/31/01 1.0529 | $106 $195||  $239|| $345|| $388|| s468
6/1/99-
5/31/00 1.0491) | s101],  s185|| $227!| $328|| $369|| $444
6/1/98-
5/31/99 1.0439 $96|  $176|| s$216|| $312|| $352|| $424
6/1/97-
5/31/98 1.0419 $92)| $169|| $207|| $299|| $337|| $406
6/1/96- |
5/31/97 1.0396 $88|| $162|| $198|| $287|, $323|| $389
6/1/95- |
5/31/96 1.032 $85|| s155|  $191)| $276|| $311|| 8375
6/1/94- f
5/31/95 1.0237 $82|  s151||  $185|| $267|| $301|| $363

The methodology of calculation and benchmarking for this Updated Laffey Matrix has been
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approved in a number of cases. See, e.g., McDowell v. District of Columbia, Civ. A. No.
00-594 (RCL), LEXSEE 200! U.S. Dist. LEXIS 8114 (D.D.C. June 4, 2001); Salazar v.
Dist. of Col., 123 F.Supp.2d 8 (D.D.C. 2000).

* “Years Out of Law School” is calculated from June 1 of each year, when most law
students graduate. “1-3" includes an attorney in his 1st, 2nd and 3rd years of practice,
measured from date of graduation (June 1). “4-7" applies to attorneys in their 4th, 5th, 6th
and 7th years of practice. An attorney who graduated in May 1996 would be in tier “1-3"
from June 1, 1996 until May 31, 1999, would move into tier “4-7" on June 1, 1999, and tier
“8-10" on June 1, 2003.

** The Adjustment Factor refers to the nation-wide Legal Services Component of the
Consumer Price Index produced by the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the United States
Department of Labor.,
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