UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF MAINE

Susan N. Patrick v. Jonathan Brogan, et al.

Susan N. Patrick v. Jonathan Brogan, et al. - No. 2:25-cv-00048-JAW - Decided May 4, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Maine reconsidered its stay of a sanctions-related

attorney's-fee motion while the plaintiff's appeal was pending. The court lifted the stay, awarded

defendants $20,133 in attorney's fees as a sanction, reduced the hourly rate for work devoted to

pursuing the fee award, and denied the plaintiff's motion for reconsideration.
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After the court dismissed Patrick's wrongful-use-of-civil-proceedings
complaint and imposed sanctions requiring payment of defendants'
reasonable costs, expenses, and attorney's fees, Patrick appealed. The
court considered defendants' motion for reconsideration and to lift a
stay on the fee motion, defendants' application for attorney's fees, and
Patrick's motion for reconsideration.

The court reviewed its prior stay decision for reconsideration based on
an asserted manifest error of law and independently determined the
reasonableness of the requested attorney's fees under the lodestar

method.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a district court retains jurisdiction during a pending merits appeal to adjudicate and fix the

amount of attorney's fees imposed as a sanction.
2. Whether defendants established a reasonable attorney's-fee award under the lodestar method.
3. Whether the hourly rates for time spent pursuing the attorney's-fee award should be reduced.

4. Whether Patrick demonstrated a cognizable basis for reconsideration of the court's prior order.

HOLDINGS

1. A district court retains jurisdiction during a pending merits appeal to adjudicate a sanctions-related

attorney's-fee application and fix the amount of the sanction.

2. The defendants established a reasonable lodestar fee, and the court awarded the requested attorney's fees

except for a reduction in the hourly rate applied to time spent pursuing the fee award.

3. The hourly rate for time spent pursuing the attorney's-fee award should be reduced to $100 per hour,

resulting in a total award of $20,133.

4, Patrick's motion for reconsideration was denied because she did not present a cognizable legal basis

showing that the prior order was erroneous.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The court agrees that it erred when it concluded that the Defendants’ motion for attorney’s fees must be

stayed pending resolution of the merits of Ms. Patrick’s appeal.” (I11.A)

“Because litigating a fee petition is typically an uncomplicated exercise, fees for such work are often

calculated at lower rates than those deemed reasonable for the main litigation” (I111.B.2)

“The Court hereby AWARDS Defendants Jonathan Brogan and Norman, Hanson & DeTroy a total sanction of
$20,133 against Plaintiff Susan N. Patrick.” (IV)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Patrick brought a federal wrongful-use-of-civil-proceedings action against Jonathan Brogan and Norman,
Hanson & DeTroy. The court previously found that she lacked a good-faith basis in fact or law to initiate the
action and sanctioned her by ordering payment of defendants' reasonable costs, expenses, and attorney's fees.
Defendants submitted a fee application seeking $22,254, supported by counsel's declaration and billing records;
the court found the requested fees reasonable except for the hourly rates charged for preparing the fee

application.
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On March 26, 2026, the court dismissed Patrick's complaint and granted defendants' motion for sanctions,

ordering Patrick to pay defendants' reasonable costs, expenses, and attorney's fees. Patrick filed a notice of

appeal before defendants submitted their fee application, and the court initially stayed consideration of the fee

motion. The court granted defendants' motion for reconsideration, lifted the stay, awarded $20,133 in attorney's

fees as a sanction, and denied Patrick's motion for reconsideration.
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