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| dissentfrom the complaint against Uber and the settlement resolving that complaint
because the monetary settlement of $20 million is not tied to an estimate of consumer harm.

Consumer protectionngorcers ought task and answewo basic questiongdow, and
by how muchwere consumers harmed by the alleged violationa3w&ing these questions
helps ensureonsumer protection enforcement is calibrated to the consumer injury and therefore
protectsconsumers withoweterringbeneficial commercial activity

Instead the settlement sougpartialdisgorgemenof Uber s profits even thoughhiat
remedy is inappropriate for a ndraudulent enterprise that significanthgnefis consumers,
including drivers® The result: a settlement uncalibrated to the consumer ithjatynay deter
beneficial commercial activity.

Using consumer harm@s a measure, my best estimate istticomplaint s alleged
violations regardingnedian annual earnings claifmbpurly earnings claim$and certain
financing claims may have at most caused consumer injury that is a small foddbday s
settlemeh And Uber s best financing available claims about its Vehicle Solutions Program
likely benefitedconsumers and should not be part of the complaint.

While I understand that companies have many considerations when they reach a
settlanent | feel it is myduty to oppose settlements detached from the consumer harm alleged
The $20 million settlement entered today exceedshe best estimatef actual consumer harm
andl cannot support it

YIn just the last quarter of 2014, drivers on the Uber platform earned more than $650 million.
https://newsroom.uber.comihe-driversseatunderstandinghe-uberpartnerexperience/In 2015, drivers earned
more than $3.5 billiorhttps://newsroom.uber.com/drivpartnersurvey!/ Andridersalso have benefited from the
platform

2




