o JOHN HARTMAN,
Plamuff—-Ap :

S \‘*';July 17 1939»;
v No 103414

) ASSOCLATED TRUCK LINES

Defendant-Appe'

‘ f‘,«‘;Bcfore: Doctoroff, P.J., andS
) ;:LﬂfSHEPHERD .

S ‘In this action to recover
of“¥19 936.56 and Judgment m e

fatilt benefits, plaintiff was awarded $40 061 16 plus 'prqudgment mterest L
W_ayne C1rcu1t Court order of summary Judgment in 1985, -

ne- clalmed the nature of the servrces “and his
tating that this was not an excessive rate for a -
rvices that could have been performed by an =
Plarntrff‘s attorney objected statmg that the court‘ o

: plamuff's attorncy submit an iten
ffce Plaintiff's attorncy lrsted SlOO

factors, including the amount of pI
“case on a motron for summarytj'

S The trial court's ﬁnal O
"the number of hours that should

wcrght attached by the court to. 1ts hourly formula, "TBy concentratmg on the hourly rates and the skill required
to perforrn parlrcular tasks for thc' clrent the court clearly took into account the first two factors approved by
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j E and labor 1nvolved However the court placed too much emphasrs on hours and did not demon
- . other factors were glven thewelght that they deserved S RERRE T R :

For mstance he fact that defendant's llabﬂlty for attorney fee aros ‘under MCL 500.3

o “222 223; 341 NWZd 474 (1983) One conseque ce of a contmgent fee agreernent is th
: ;,fithe attorney and chent that the attorney s recovery of attorney fees is depende 'on' he (

sl John . Shepher
< /s/ Martin M. Dox
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