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MAGISTRATE JUDGE'S REPORT & RECOMMENDATION
 

 EDWARD B. ATKINS, United States Magistrate Judge.

 *1 On June 7, 2011, District Judge David L. Bunning issued a Memorandum Opinion and Order granting the Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment. [R. 101]. In that Order, Judge Bunning also referred this matter to the undersigned for preparation of a Report and Recommendation on the Plaintiff's claim for attorneys' fees. [Id. at 29]. Because the Court has already determined that the contracts at issue allow for recovery of attorneys' fees, the only issue before the undersigned is the amount of attorneys' fees Plaintiff may recover.

I. BACKGROUND
 This case arises from a breach of two mine equipment leases entered into by Appalachian Fuels, LLC. The action was brought by GATX against Appalachian Fuels for breach of contract and against thirteen co-defendant guarantors for breach of guaranties. Appalachian Fuels and nine of the corporate guarantors received bankruptcy protection. The individual guarantor, Larry Addington, entered into a settlement with GATX. This left three corporate guarantors, Energy Coal Resources, Inc. ("ECR"), Illinois Holding Company, Inc. ("Illinois Holding"), and Illinois Fuel Company, LLC ("Illinois Fuel"), against whom judgment has been entered. [FN1]
FN1. For a more detailed discussion of the facts underlying this case, see the Court's Memorandum Opinion and Order entered June 7, 2011. [R. 101].

 The contracts entered into between the parties address the issue of attorneys' fees. The first lease provides that Appalachian Fuels shall be liable for all reasonable costs, expenses, and attorneys' fees incurred in enforcing the Plaintiff's rights under the lease. [R. 1, Attach. 1 at 4]. Furthermore, the guaranties executed by Defendants ECR, Illinois Holding, and Illinois Fuel state that these entities agreed "to pay upon demand all of [GATX's] costs and expenses, including reasonable attorneys' fees and court costs, in enforcing payment under this Guaranty, or in the prosecution or defense of any action or proceeding by or against [GATX] or the Guarantor[s] concerning any matter arising out of or connected herewith...." [R. 1, Attach. 5-7 at 3].

 The second lease provides that Appalachian Fuels must pay GATX's actual attorneys' fees incurred as a result of GATX enforcing its rights and remedies under the lease. [R. 1, Attach. 9 at 6]. The guaranty on this lease obligates the guarantors--ECR--to reimburse GATX for all reasonable attorneys' fees incurred by GATX in attempting to collect or enforce any of GATX's rights and remedies against Appalachian Fuels and/or any of the other Guarantors. [R. 1, Attach. 13 at 2]. Based on these agreements, GATX has asked the Court to award it fees and expenses totaling $421,258.31. [R. 97].

II. APPLICABLE LAW
 The first lease and related guaranties contain California choice of law provisions. The second lease and accompanying guaranties are governed by Kentucky law. The laws of both states provide that a party may recover attorneys' fees only if a contract or statute expressly provides for such fees. Aetna Cas. & Sur. Co. v. Commonwealth,
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 HYPERLINK "http://www.westlaw.com/Find/Default.wl?rs=dfa1.0&vr=2.0&DB=4644&FindType=Y&ReferencePositionType=S&SerialNum=2007356464&ReferencePosition=842" \o "http://www.westlaw.com/Find/Default.wl?rs=dfa1.0&vr=2.0&DB=4644&FindType=Y&ReferencePositionType=S&SerialNum=2007356464&ReferencePosition=842" ); Cal.Code Civ. Proc. §§ 1021, 1033.5(a); Cal. Civ.Code § 1717. All of the relevant contracts in this matter expressly provide that GATX may recover attorneys' fees. Judge Bunning has already determined that GATX is entitled to recover attorneys' fees incurred as a result of this litigation. The only issue before the undersigned is the amount that may be recovered.

 *2 Pursuant to the doctrine of Erie R. Co. v. Tompkins,
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the type and amount of documentation needed to support a request for attorneys' fees, relates only to conduct required by the parties and does not relate to the underlying merits of the claim. Accordingly, it is a requirement properly characterized as "procedural" under the doctrine of Erie and should be analyzed using Sixth Circuit law. 

  General Elec. Co. v. Latin Am. Imports, S.A.,
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 More recently, however, the court has stated that "[i]n diversity cases, attorneys' fees are governed by state law." Hometown Folks, LLC v. S & B. Wilson, Inc.,
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 The use of state law in this case raises considerable difficulties. The guaranties at issue are governed by the laws of two different states. It is impossible to determine, however, what percentage of counsel's efforts were devoted to the claims arising from each guaranty. Although detailed, the billing records submitted by GATX do not allow the Court to accurately calculate the number of hours counsel spent on each claim, and undoubtedly, many costs could be attributed equally to all claims. Fortunately, the rules governing attorneys' fees in Kentucky and California are similar, and it is unnecessary at this point to allocate the litigation costs to each claim.

III. ATTORNEYS' FEES
 Like the Sixth Circuit, both Kentucky and California only allow recovery of attorneys' fees that are reasonable. See Capitol Cadillac Olds, Inc. v. Roberts,
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 A. Reasonable Hourly Rate
 *3 In California, a reasonable hourly rate is the "prevailing rate for private attorneys in the community conducting noncontingent litigation of the same type." Ketchum v. Moses,
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 In this case, Defendants object to the hourly rates charged by attorneys at Plaintiff's Chicago-based firm, Kirkland & Ellis, LLP. GATX's reported legal fees include $110,667.50 for attorney Thomas Morel. Mr. Morel worked 161 hours on this case at varying hourly rates of $625, $695, and $745. Another Kirkland and Ellis attorney, Ashley Burden, worked 25.75 hours at $465 and $510 per hour. Defendants claim that such hourly rates "simply shock the senses and are patently excessive, unreasonable and constitute a windfall to the plaintiff that simply cannot be allowed given the excessive nature of the damages sought." [R. 98 at 2].

 The burden falls on GATX to show that hiring the Chicago-based attorneys was reasonable and that relying on local counsel was impracticable. See Nichols v. City of Taft,
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 While the undersigned appreciates the Plaintiff's decision to hire the same attorney it has utilized in other cases and acknowledges that a party's relationship with counsel is a factor in the analysis, GATX has failed to demonstrate either that an out-of-town specialist was necessary, or that the fees charged by Chicago-based counsel were reasonable in light of the nature of this matter. First, local counsel's performance in this matter was more than adequate. For example, local attorney Andrew Wood drafted and signed all of the pleadings in GATX's successful motion for summary judgment. [Rs. 62, 75]. Second, this case involves a relatively simple contract dispute. GATX has not pointed to any aspects of the case requiring specialized expertise that would justify the use of an attorney who charges rates three times that of local counsel. [FN2]
FN2. Although the Defendants have not challenged the hourly rates charged by attorneys at the DelCotto Law Group, PLLC, the undersigned has reviewed the billing records and finds those rates to be reasonable. The DelCotto Law Group is based in Lexington, Kentucky and appears to have expertise in the area of bankruptcy law. Since bankruptcy issues played a significant role in this case, the undersigned finds that GATX's decision to hire this firm was reasonable and that the rates charged were likewise reasonable.

 *4 The undersigned therefore recommends that, for the purposes of the lodestar calculation, the rates of Plaintiff's Chicago-based attorneys be adjusted. Since the parties have not provided the Court with evidence of the prevailing market rate in the local community, the undersigned further recommends adjustment based on the rates actually charged by GATX's local counsel. A rate of $225 per hour should be attributed to attorney Thomas Morel based on the rate charged by GATX's local counsel, Andrew Wood. A rate of $150 per hour should be attributed to attorney Ashley Burden based on the rate charged by associates at the Lexington, Kentucky firm hired by GATX. [FN3]
FN3. Although paralegals and support staff at Kirkland & Ellis expended minimal time on this case, the rates charged by these individuals will also be reduced to $85 per hour in line with the rates charged for paraglegal services by GATX's local counsel.

 B. Hours Reasonably Expended
 GATX is only entitled to fees for hours "reasonably expended" by its attorneys. Hensley,
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 The undersigned has conducted an in camera review of the Plaintiff's billing records and finds that the majority of hours expended were reasonable when the work was performed. However, there appears to be some duplication of services, in that both Kentucky and Chicago based counsel billed extensively for their communications with one another. Such inter-office communications are the type of inefficiency and duplication of services that may occur when a party hires multiple attorneys in different locations. A reduction of the fee award is warranted when attorneys and paralegals bill for overlapping meetings, phone calls, and conferences. See EnPalm, LCC v. Teitler Family Trust,
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 HYPERLINK "http://www.westlaw.com/Find/Default.wl?rs=dfa1.0&vr=2.0&DB=4041&FindType=Y&ReferencePositionType=S&SerialNum=2010519533&ReferencePosition=161" \o "http://www.westlaw.com/Find/Default.wl?rs=dfa1.0&vr=2.0&DB=4041&FindType=Y&ReferencePositionType=S&SerialNum=2010519533&ReferencePosition=161" ). Additionally, some of the time entries submitted by GATX's counsel are vague and possibly excessive. For example, Wood & Wood has several hours of billing entries described simply as "Research", "Research file", "Organize file", "Document organization", "Review file", and the like. In light of these vague descriptions and the duplication of services, the undersigned recommends that the overall fee award be reduced by five percent.

 C. Adjustments and Apportionment
 *5 "After calculating the lodestar, the trial court 'shall consider whether the total award so calculated under all of the circumstances of the case is more than a reasonable amount and, if so, shall reduce the section 1717 award so that it is a reasonable figure.' " Sunstone Behavioral Health,
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 HYPERLINK "http://www.westlaw.com/Find/Default.wl?rs=dfa1.0&vr=2.0&DB=713&FindType=Y&ReferencePositionType=S&SerialNum=1954116019&ReferencePosition=633" \o "http://www.westlaw.com/Find/Default.wl?rs=dfa1.0&vr=2.0&DB=713&FindType=Y&ReferencePositionType=S&SerialNum=1954116019&ReferencePosition=633"  268 S.W.2d 632, 633 (Ky.1954).

 In light of the reductions already made for GATX's non-local counsel, the duplication of services, and excessive hours, none of the above cited factors warrant further departure from the lodestar figure. Defendants, however, request that the amount of attorneys' fees be adjusted to reflect the fact that GATX settled its claim against the individual guarantor, Larry Addington. Defendants argue that they should not be held liable for litigation expenses incurred in connection with the claim against Addington, because Addington pursued a number of unique defenses that were irrelevant to the other guarantors.

 The guaranty signed by ECR, states that "[e]ach Guarantor shall, on demand, reimburse GATX for all expenses, collection charges, court costs and reasonable attorneys' fees incurred by GATX in endeavoring to collect or enforce any of GATX's right and remedies against the Debtor and/or any of the Guarantors or any other persons liable thereto." [R. 1, Attach. 13 at 2] (emphasis added). By the terms of its agreement, ECR is liable for GATX's attorneys' fees incurred in pursuing a claim against ECR's co-guarantor, Larry Addington.

 The question remains, however, of how to apportion the attorneys' fees award among ECR and the other Defendants. In Kentucky, courts are directed to apportion attorneys' fees between claims when possible, but "where all of plaintiff's claims arise from the same nucleus of operative facts and each claim was 'inextricably interwoven' with the other claims, apportionment is unnecessary." Young v. Vista Homes,
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 *6 While there is undoubtedly a great deal of overlap in the billing records, many entries can be directly attributed to the unique issues that arose with respect to Larry Addington. Since Illinois Holding and Illinois Fuels did not contract to be liable for GATX's costs incurred in enforcing the second lease and related guaranties, it would be unfair to hold them responsible for the entire amount of attorneys' fees awarded in this case.  [FN4] For example, a large number of hours were expended by GATX's counsel working on various discovery and sanctions motions relating exclusively to Addington and ECR. [Rs. 37, 44, 55, 58]. GATX suggests that as little as ten to fifteen percent of its litigation costs could be attributed to its claims involving Illinois Holding and Illinois Fuels. Based on the billing records and history of this case, the undersigned finds that to be a reasonable estimate. Therefore, it is recommended that the liability of Illinois Holding and Illinois Fuels be limited to fifteen percent of the total attorneys' fee award.

FN4. The undersigned notes that ECR is actually the parent company of both Illinois Holding and Illinois Fuels. [Rs. 8, 9]. Therefore, whether or not liability for attorneys' fees is allocated among these parties is likely to be of little practical significance.

    IV. OTHER EXPENSES
 Plaintiff has submitted a total of $16,522.14 in additional expenses. These are expenses related to services provided by third parties, travel and lodging, and other expenses such as copying and mailing. Both guaranties state that, in addition to attorneys' fees and court costs, GATX may recover for costs and expenses incurred in endeavoring to enforce GATX's rights and remedies. [R. 1, Attach. 5-7 at 3; Attach. 13 at 2]. The Defendants have not objected to these expenses, and the Plaintiff has provided detailed billing records specifically identifying the types of expenses and amounts. The undersigned finds them to be reasonable and would grant the claim for expenses in the amount of $16,522.14.

V. CONCLUSION
 For the reasons stated herein, it is RECOMMENDED that attorneys' fees in the amount of $320,689.66 be awarded. Appendix A contains the Court's calculations used to arrive at this total. It is further RECOMMENDED that Defendants Illinois Holding Company, Inc. and Illinois Fuel Company, LLC, be jointly and severally liable for only fifteen percent of that amount, or $48,103.45.

 Specific objections to this Report and Recommendation must be filed within fourteen (14) days from the date of service thereof or further appeal is waived. United States v. Campbell,
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 Slip Copy, 2011 WL 3104070 (E.D.Ky.)
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