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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF NEWFOUNDLAND AND LABRADOR

TRIAL DIVISION (GENERAL)
THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE ) TUESDAY, THE 27™
GILLIAN BUTLER 3 DAY OF MARCH, 2012
BETWEEN:
EDGAR LUCY and DOMINIC DICKMAN
PLAINTIFFS
AND:
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CANADA
DEFENDANT

BROUGHT UNDER THE CLASS ACTIONS ACT, S.N.L. 2001, C. C-18.1
BEFORE THE HONOURABLE JUSTICE GILLIAN BUTLER,
CASE-MANAGEMENT JUDGE

ORDER

THIS APPLICATION, brought by the Plaintiffs for an order the setting the timeline for
the implementation of the Notice Plan, as approved by the Honourable Justice Fowler by order
dated October 1, 2010, setting the Opt-out/Opt-in deadline and other ancillary orders, was heard

March 27, 2012, via teleconference.
ON HEARING the submissions of counsel for the parties,

1. THIS COURT ORDERS that the Notice Plan, attached as Schedule “A” to this order,
commence implementation by May 30, 2012 and shall follow the proposed schedule attached as

Schedule “B” to this order.

2. THIS COURT ORDERS that the Defendant shall pay the invoiced cost of the
implementation of the Notice Plan in accordance with the estimate attached as Schedule “C” to
this order, with payment to be made in accordance with the Defendant’s internal processes and

policies.
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3. THIS COURT ORDERS that a class member who is a resident of the Province of
Newfoundland and Labrador may opt out of the class proceeding by delivering a signed opt-out
coupon, the form of which will be agreed upon by the parties prior to the implementation of the
Notice Plan, or some other legible signed request to opt out, by November 30, 2012 (“Opt-
out/Opt-in Deadline™), sent to Plaintiffs’ counsel, Koskie Minsky LLP, at the following address:

Newfoundland Residential Schools Class Actions

Koskie Minsky LLP

20 Queen Street West, Suite 900

Toronto, Ontario

M5H 3R3
4, THIS COURT ORDERS that a class member who is not a resident of the Province of
Newfoundland and Labrador may opt in to the class proceeding by delivering a signed opt-in
coupon, the form of which will be agreed upon by the parties prior to the implementation of the
Notice Plan, or some other legible signed request to opt in, by the Opt-out/Opt-in Deadline, sent

to Plaintiffs’ counsel, Koskie Minsky LLP, at the following address:

Newfoundland Residential Schools Class Actions
Koskie Minsky LLP

20 Queen Street West, Suite 900

Toronto, Ontario

MS5H 3R3

S. THIS COURT ORDERS that no class member may opt out or opt in to the class
proceeding after the Opt-out/Opt-in Deadline, except with leave of the Court.

6. THIS COURT ORDERS that Plaintiffs’ counsel shall serve on the Defendant and file
with the court, within sixty (60) days after the expiry of the Opt-out/Opt-in Deadline, an affidavit

listing all persons who have opted out and opted in to the class proceeding, if any.
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Legal Notice Division

Our Experts’ Relevant Case Experienice
Expert Services

Media Terms

Media Resourgces

Program Overview

Notice Schedule

‘Farget Analysis

Media Selection

Individual Mailings

Aboriginal Publications
Aborigirial Radio

Abariginat Television
Mainstream Daily Newspapers
Mainstream Weekly Newspapers
Mairistream Television
Organizational Outreach
{nformational Release

Case Website

Toll-free Tetephone

Notice Design Strategies

Schedule A — Analytics’ Legal Notice Division CV.
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Analytics In¢. Legal Netice Division (*Analytics”) specializes i the design and
implementation of class action notice programs devised to reach class memibers: with
clear, concise, plain language notices. With aver a decade of legal notice consulting

experience .our experts have been directly responsible for more than 100 effectivé and

efficient notice pregrams, including some of the largest and miost complex in history,

reaching class members or claimants around the globe and providing notice in over 35
fanguages. Judges, including in published decisions, have recognized the reach:

calculation-methodology and notice design strategies we use.. More information about
our division and experts can be found in ourc.v., which is attached as-Schedule A.

© 2010 Anatytics Inc. Legat Notice Division
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Gina Intrepido-Bowden, Vice President of Legal Notice, and Carla Peak, Director of
Legal Notice, have personally designed the “Notice Plan” (or “Plan”) that follows, and
wili design the notice documents (the “Notice” or “Notices”) and direclly oversee the
‘entire implementation of the nolice program.

Gina and Carla have designed and implemented numerous notice programs targeting
Canadian Class members;.

Canadian Case Experience
s In re Residential Schools Litig., No..00-CV-192059 (Ont. S:C.J.}
+ Donnelly v. United Technologies Corp., No. 06-CV320045 (Ont. 8.C.J )
« Wener v. United Techriologies Corp., No: 500-06-000425-088 (QC Ct.)

U.S. cases requiring Notice in Canada
s In re TJX Companies, inc., Customer Data Security Breach Litig., MDL No. 1838
(D. Mass.) |
& In re Royal Ahold Securities and "ERISA” Litig., No, 03md1539 (D. Md.)
«  Thompson v. Metropoiitan Life Ins. Co., No 00cv5071 {SDNY.Y
« In re Babcock and Wilcox Co., No. 00-0558 (E.D. La.}

* Includes the-work of our legal notice experts while employed elsewhere.

® 2010 Analytics Inc. Legal Notice Division
Proprietary and Confidential
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Extensive Research

» The current location of potential class members fs considered to define the
program’s geographic area

» [Demographic: and product usage data is analyzed, with consideration” for the
class perigd, to define a target audience that best represents the class:

= Media usage and audience data among the defined target is analyzed to
determine the optimal media selection

Optimal Notice Programs
+ Plan options are created and the reach and frequency of the effort is calctlated
to determine the optimal program in terms of cost and effectiveness.
+ Media rates are negotiated o optimize the program’s efficiencies
+ When possible; paid media is supplemented with print and audio news releases;
aswell as other non-paid media outreach efforts; to further extend reach

Plain Language Notice
« Notice documents are written and designed.in plainlanguage

Meticulous Implementation

s Notice programs are implemented in-house, allowing compiete conirof over the
notification process, as well as the ability to negotliate favorabie cost discounts
and placements within the media

« Notices are appropriately placed so ihat class members have adequate {ime to
react and respond before relevant deadlines and court dates

= All notice decuments are professionally produced for release to the media
production departments

= Work is coordinated with the class action administrator, as well as the various
media, to ensure that every element of the notification program is successfully
implemented

"~ s Activity is timely and accurately tracked to verify the full adequacy of the

placemenis

© 2010 Analytics Inc. Legal Notice Division
Proprietary and Confidential
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The following provides the meaning of media terms highighted throughout the Notice
Plant

Audience: Net number of persons or different persons exposedio a media vehicle. &
is larger-than a publications circulation because it includes: pass-along readers who
may obtain the publication second hand {e.g.,from a reception room, neighbor, friend})..

Circulation® Total number of publication copies.sold through all channels of distribution
(¢.g. subscriptions, newsstand, bulk).

Frequency: Estimated average number of times a pdpulation group is.exposed to a
media vehicle or combination.of media vehicles containing a notice withih a given period
of time.

Gross Rating Points (“GRPs”); The sum of all the individual ratings in a. media
schedule: It may include the same personrreached more than once. GRPs can exceed
100.

Impressions or Exposures: Total number of opportunities to be exposed to a media
vehicle or combination of media vehicles containing a notice. ltis'a gross or cumutative
number that may include the same person more than once. Impressions can exceed
the population size.

Rating point {broadcast measurement of Reach or Coverage) Netpercentage ofa
target demographic exposed to-a single broadeast. One Rating Point = 1% of target
population.

Reach or Coverage: Net percentage of a specific population group exposed {o a
media vehicle or a combination of media vehicles containing a notice at. least once
within a given period of time. Reach factors out duplication, representing the total
different/net persons.

© 2010 Analytics inc. Legal-Notice Division
Proprigtary and Confidential
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The resources we' use to quantify our plan approach include the same resources used
by media professionals to guide the billions of doflars of advertising we see today:

Audit Bureau of Circulations (“ABC™

Maintains the world’s foremost electronic database- of audited-circulation information
and an array of verified readership, subscriber demographics and online activity data.
Established in 1914, ABC is a forum: of the world's leading magazine and niewspaper
publishers, advertisers and advertising agencies boasting mare than 4,000 members in
North America.

Newspaper Audience Databank (NADbank).

NADbank is the principal research arm of the Canadian dally newspaper industry. It
designs and conducts research in Canadian urban markets to provide cost effective and
accurate in-depth marketing information to assist in the buying and selling of daily
newspaper advertising in Canada. NADbank is a tri-partite organization comprised of

newspapers, advertising agencies, media buying compa nies and advertiser members.

Print Measurement Bureau {“PMB™}

PMB is Canada's leading syndicated study for single-source data on print readership,
non-print media exposure, product usage and lifestyles. It has been providing in-depth
measurements of Canadian consumer behavior for over 35 years. PMB is a non-profit
organization, representing the interests of Canadian publishers, advertising agencies,
advertisers and other companies.

Mediamark Research, Inc. (“MRI”}

MRL is an accredited research firm:that provides consumer demographics, product and
brand usage, and audience/exposure in all forms of advertising media. Established in
1979, MRI measures the usage of nearly 6,000 product and service brands across 550
categories, along with the readership of hundreds of magazines and newspapers,
internet usage, television viewership, national and local radio listening, yellow page
usage, and out-of-home exposure.

© 2010 Analyties Inc. Legal Nolice Division
Proprietary and Confidential
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BBM Canada

BBM is a not for profit, member-owred tipartite ndustry organization; which has been
operating since 1944, They provide broadcast measurement and consumer behavior
data, as well as industry-leading intelligence o broadcasters, advertisers and agencies,
They gather refevant information on audience behaviors during and after broadcasts, in
order to gain insights on the impact o broadcast content and consumer behaviors, This.
information enables broadcasters and advertisers: to deliver high quality and relevant
programming that mésts the clearly defined needs and wants of Canadians.

Telmar

The world-leading supplier of computer based advertising media information services,
its software provides for survey analysns data integration, media planning and
optimization. With over 5,000 users in 85 counlries, Telmar's dlients include many of
the world’s leading advertising agencies, publishers, broadcasters and advertisers.

® 201G Analylics inc. Legal Notice Division
Proprigtary and Confidential
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Class Definition

There are two “Classes” {or two groups of “Class members”) in this.case; the “Survivor
Class” and the “Family Class.”
¢ The Survivor Class consists-of all persons who attended the;

Q

Lockwood School, located in Cartwright, Labrader, between WMarch 3%,
1849 and the date of closure of the Lockwood School;

Naini Boarding School, located in Nain, Newfoundland and Labrador,

between March 31, 1949 and the date of closure of the Nain Boarding
School;

St. Anthony Orphanage and Boardihg School, located in St. Anthony,
Newfoundland and Labrador, between March 31, 1949 and the date of
closure of the St.Antheny Orphanage and Boarding School;

Makkovik Boarding School, located in Makkovik, Newfoundland: and
Labrador, between March 3%, 1949 and the date of closure of the
Makkovik Boarding School; and/or

Yale School, located in Northwest River, Newfoundland, between Maich

31, 1949 and the dafe of dosure of the Yale School.

» The Famiy Class includes: the spouse; child, grandchild, parent, grandparent or
sibliig of a Swrviver Class member, a former spouse of a Survivor Class
member; a child or other ineal descendant of a grandchild of a Survivor Class
member; a person of the same or opposite sex to a Survivor Class member who
cohabitaied for a peric}d of at least one year with that Survivor Class member
immediately before his or her death; a person of the same or opposite sex fo a
Surviver Class member who was cohabitating with that Survivor Class member
at the date of his or her-death and to whom that Survivor Class member was
providing: support or was under a legal obligation to provide support on the date
of his orher death;.or, any other person to whom a Survivor Class member was
providing support. for a-period of at least three years immediately prior to his or
her death.

& 2010rAnalvtics Inc. Legal Nofice Division
Proprietary and Confidential

9



Situation Analysis

The Plaifitiffs claim that from March 31, 1949 to-December 31, 1896 (the “Class period”)
children were forcibly confined to the schools, deprived of the essential components-of a
healthy chitdhood, and were subjected to physical, emotional, psychologicat, sultural;
gpirituat and sexual abuse by the people who were resporisible for theirwell-being.

The Plaintifis are asking for money to be paid to Class members for the damages they
suffered by.attending-the schools.

The following knowrrfactors were considéred when designing the'notice program?

1. There are an estimated 1,214 former residential school students alive and
living in the Atlantic region (Newfoundland and Labrador, New Brunswick,
Nova Scotia, and Prince Edward Island) in 2006, all of who are Aboriginal 2

2 Class members include people from the Métis and Inuit-Aboriginal groups,
and may also include people from.the First Nations Aboriginal group.

3 Class members are located in Newfoundland and Labrador, including on
reserves and within other Aboriginal communities/seftlements, as welt as
throughout Canada and within the general population,

4. Class members residing outside Aberiginal communities are likely located in

both large cities and small towns. :

The Defendant is expected 1o have addresses for a portion of the:Class from
information collected in In re Residential Schools: Litig., No. 00-CV-192059
(Ont. $.C.J.) ("RSA Settiement’).

.(\71

Objective
To reach both Survivor and Family Class members with notice communicated in clear,
concise, plain language so that their rights and options may-be fully understood.

Target Audience

Using available research data, we have calcutated reach among a broad population
base of Aboriginal people 25 years: of age and older (Aboriginals 25+); because we
believe the demographic profile and media usage of this target closely represents that.
of potential survivor Class members, as well as.Family Class members, Recognizing

2 @ased on Siggner & Associates, Inc. Estimating the Residential School Atiendee Population - Forthe
Years 2081, 2005 and 2008, indian Residentiat Schools. Resolutior:Canada, 2005;

© 2010 Analytics Inc. Legal Notice Division
Proprietary and Confidential
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that many former siudents are now older (e.g., 50 years etage or older), we will also
select media that will ensure an adequate reach among the older segment of.the Class.

Strategies

Direct mail notice will be sent to ali potential Class members: residing anywhere in
Canada whe can be identified from the RSA setilement and from the Defendant
Canada’s existing lists and records. In addition; paid-media efforts will include notice
placements in national and local Aboriginal media, including publication's, radio, and
television, as well as national and local mainstream newspapers, and local mainstream
television, Coverage will be further enhanced by an organizational outreach effort, a
nationakinformational news release, and a case website.

Ptan Delivery

The mainstream newspaper and televisionreffort: alone will reach approximately 76 7%
of Aboriginals 25+, and therefore likely Class. members, on average 4 4 times. each.
Although not measurable, coverage will be-further enhanced by the individual mailings,
the Aboriginal television, radio, and publication efforts, as well as the organizational
outreach effort; national informational news release, and case website,

Notice Design
The Notice's will provide a clear, concise, plain language statement of Class members’
tegal rights and options. A toll-free number and website address will be provided invthe
notice documents. The ad units selected are sized to attract attention to the Notices:

+ Full page units in tabloid puhlications

» Approximate quarter page units-in broadsheet newspapers

»  B0-second units in radio

« 30-second English and 60-second Inuktitut and Innu units intelevision

© 2010 Anatytics:Ine. Legal Notice Division
Proprietary and Confidential
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Knowing the characteristics, interests, and habits of a target group aids in the media
selection process. The data below is based on-Canada's 2006 Census.

Population/Size
» 20% (23,450) of Canada's: Aboriginal population (1,172,790) is located in
Newfoundland and Labrador,,.
» 4.7% (23,450) of Newfoundland and Labrador's total population (500,610) is
Aboriginal by identity. ‘
» 33.1% of Newfoundland and Labrador’s Aboriginal population is North American
Indian, 27.6% is Métis, and 20.1% is fnuit.

Geographic Location
= 55.8% of Newféundland and Labrador’s Aboriginal population live in rural areas,;
38.0% livesin.urban areas, and 6.1% live on reserve.
= Following are the'top cities in Newfoundland and Labrador in terms of Aboriginal
population,. Combined these cities represent 50.6% of Newfoundland and
L.abrador’'s Aboriginal population,

Division No. 70, Swd.C | 1,040
T Ver Brook cYy 1,025

Stephenwlle a35
"Samiaj Mtaw;:sukek ‘ 775
{ Division No. 4, Subd. E | 700
[Natuashish 660
St. George's B 500
 Stephenville Crossing ) 495
Cartwnght ‘ 485

© 2010 Analvtics Inc. Legal Notice Division
Proprietary and Confidential
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» Following are the top cities in Newfoundland and Labrador in terms of Métis or
Inuit population. Combined these cities represent 69.2% of Newfoundland and
Labrador's Métis or inuit population.

Newfoundland and Labrador - 185 Z
: Hapmr Val!ey-Goose Bay _ 2595

Nam S ‘ v | 94‘3 /
rwS*z Joho's i 510 “'

Cartw__ght o 485

Hopedale ‘ 475 . . L

Port Hope Slmpson | - 430

Division No. 10,Subd B | 336

Makkowk i 32§
, Noﬂh West R’wer ; ) 320 -
1 Chariottetown L 31}(): L
) Labrador City ; | 280
|Rigolet . 250  2.2%
Mary's Harbour - 250 ’ 22% |
| Comer Brook L 230 . 2.1% f

Totat o ) [ A . 89 10%

« The following cities in Newfoundland and Lebrador have the bhighest
concentration of Aboriginals. More than half of their population is Aboriginal,

| Rigolet 265 | 255 | 98.2%
Division No.10,Subd. C, | 1,400 | 1040, |  945%
Natuashish 705 | 660 | 936%
Nain 030 | 950 | 922% |
Makkovik 360 326 | 90.3%

© 2010 Analytics fhc. Legal Notice Drivision
Proprietary and Cornfidential
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Hopedale | sa | 415 | 896%
‘»’:Samnam Miawpukek | 870 | 775 |  B9.1%

| 10 | 15 | ese%
artwri | s55 | 485 | 874%
rPort H _g_eiSzmpson | 525 | 455 8‘8‘7% 5
| Charlottetown s | 30 | 838%
| St Lews 1 0 | 1sw | T20%
[ Divisior a5 | sk | 705% |
495 | sa0 | 68T%
410 245 | 598% |

» The following cities in Newfoundland and Labrador have the: highest
concentration of Métis or tnuit people. More than half of their population is Métis
or Inuit.

| Hopedale
Postville L

| Cartwright | 555 1 485

| Charlotietown 370 1 30 | 8387
Port Hope Simpson " 595 | 430 .

{ Division No. 10, Subd. B | 475 ; 335

| St. Lewis 250 175
I'North West River 495 320

TMaw's Harbour 410 | 250

Language
The majority of Newfoundland and Labrador's Aboriginal population speak English,

followed by Montagnais-Naskapi {Innu-aimuny}, Inoktitut, French, and Cree.

)Montagnals Naskapi 67% | 41_@3{3 N ?2% 0:2% 

© 2010 Analjilics Inc. Legal Notice Division
Proprietary and Confidentiat
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Inuktitut 2% | o0o% . | a0% |  08%
French 1 098% 00% | 11% | = 0T%
 Cree 1 ot% | 00% |  04% 0.0%

g often
English
;MQ'%“?Q“?} s-Naskapi
Inuktitut

 99.8%

_0.8%

' French D%
Mobility

e 87.2% of Newfoundland and: Labrador's ABoriginal ancestry population lived at
the same address one year ago.
» 66.1% of Newfoundland and Labrador's Aboriginal ancestry populatiorslived at
the same address five years.ago. 4
«  Only 2.3% of Newfoundiand and Labrador’s Aboriginal ancestry population lived @?
in a different provincefterritory or country one year ago;:
+ Only 6.2% of Newfoundland and Labrador’s Aboriginal ancestry population lived
in & different provincefterritory or country five years ago.

® 2010 Analytics Inc. Legal Notice Division
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To creats the most optimal plan, we evaluated the strengths and weaknesses' of the
various medi, as well as their reach and frequency potential, composition,
format/content, and efficiencies, Our recommended media mix provides:

Focused efforts in Newfoundland and Labrador with some extended coverage
nationally, to reach those Class members who may have relocated to-a different
province/terriory during the class period;

Documented audience data guaranteeing reach among Aboriginals in Newfoundland
and Labrador;

Repeat.notice exposures as a result of the overlapping media audiences;

Notice piacements in Aboriginal publications with distribution in° Newfoundland and
{ abrador, as well as exterded coverage nationally;

Notice airings on Aboriginal radio reaching Class members located in remote
Aboriginal communities in Newfoundland and Labrader;

Highly targeted Aboriginal television with npational distribution, as well as focused
programming targeting remote Aboriginal communities in Newfoundland and
Labrador;

Intrusive mainstreany television airings with a quick cail-for-action focusing on the:
Newfoundland and Labrador television market;

Notice placements in mainstream daily and.weekly newspapers with distribution in.
key cities throughout Newfoundland and Labrader;

A written summary of key information that may be easily referred to or passed on to
others. as a result of placements in Aberiginal publications and mainstream

© 2010 Analytics Inc, Legal Notice Division
Proprietary and Confidential
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newspapers,
Reminders to act before deadlines-through frequent: radio and television airings; and

. Access to ihe notice documents {including in other languages) through an
established case website.

@ 2010 Analylics Ing. Legal Notice Division
Proprietary and Confidential
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Direct mail notice will be serit for ali potential Class members. residing anywhers in.
Canada who can be identified from the RSA setilement and from the Defendant
Canada's existing lists'and fecords.

Prior to mailing, addresses will be:
» Checked against the National Change of Address ("NCOA")database maintained
by the Canada Post?
» Certified via the Address improvement Program (“AlP"Y
» Cerlitied viar the Address Management System (“AMS")5

Kotices returned: as undeliverable will be re-mafied to any address available through
any other available source.

3 The Natiohal Change of Address (NCOA) Service is the most accurate and up-to-date mover
information available: in Canada. Each year @pproximately 1.2 million holiseholds; file a Change of
Address Notification {COAN) form with. Canada Post when they move. This' information is captured
electronically sand made available, for those customers who have provided their consent, toJicensees of
Canada Post's National €hange of Address Data.

4 Tne Address Improvement Program {AIP) remodeled the processes that Canada Post uses o craale
and maintain addressing and delivery information. As part of this effort, the Address improvement team
has created @ new single database housed within the Address Management System {(AMSYloreplace the
Postal Code Support System (PCSS).

5 The AIP initiative also coflected and updated sireel names. {example Street to Roadl, rural defivery
addresses, civic addressas for rural routes (where they exist and are used by customers); and P 0. Box
addresses that are used as a primary maifing address.

& 2070 Analytics Inc. Legal Notice Division
Proprietary and Confidential’
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| Native Journal National & Monthly |

Windspeaker National ~ Monthly : 1

Turtle Island News o National g Weekly r 1

B P O B
First Nations Drum I Monthly: 1

| Eastern.Canada . y e

Regional,

fM:"kma Maliseet Nations | Nova Scotiay New

e . a9 Brunswick, PEL,  Monthly 1

e Newfoundland, NE | :

o ) Québec :

TOTAL , 5

s Includes:ane inserfion in each publication, for a total of five insertions:

» Utilizes full page ad units to attract atiention and enhance readership with
adequately sized text

» Provides relevant news on Aboriginal issues, people; and events

+ Builds reach in Newfoundland and Labrador while exiending coverage nationally

« All placements will be tracked to ensure that they appear exactly as planned, as well
as meet our high standards in terms of quality and positioning

© 2010 Analytics Inc. Legat Notice Division
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The following provides defails for each of the: recommended Abariginal publications:

o Monthly tabloid newspaper

o Coverage.National (including select areas in the United States)

o Total audience: 70,000

s Newfoundland and Labrador audience 1,275

o Distributed to 17°centers in Newfoundland and Labrador

o Distibutedito all First Nations and their affiliates, tribal coundils, and-Métis )Q€'
seftlements

o Disiributed to Aboriginal businesses, Native Bands, Friendship Centres,
government agencies, scheols, colleges, universities, correctional facilities,
private-institutions, and families

o Provides a variety of editorial subjects inciuding: news; sports; education;
environmental issues; heaith and healing; entertainment, art and culture;
hook, music and video reviews; and reading for kids

o Monthly tabloid newspaper

o Coverage: National

o 3% of distibution is within the Marftime area of Canada, including
Newfoundland and Labrador ‘

@ 2010 Analytics Inc. Legal Notice Division
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Total Monthly Circulation; 24,000+

Total audiénce; 148,000

80%. paid circulation

Distributed to more than 2,500 Aboriginal Organizations, over 620 First Nation
and Métis setflements, and more than 250 educational institutions

o Providesa variety of editorial subjects including Aboriginal news; information
and enterlainment

© ¢ 0 O

Turtie istand News

Weekly tabloid newspaper @(
Coverage: National

Total Circutation: 20,000

Distributed to-all reserves

Editorial focuses on news and features about First Nations peopie and the:
issues that affect theny

o Largest weekly First Nations newspaper in Canada

o & o O ©

Monthly fabloid newspaper

o Coverage: Regional; Eastern Canada; Newfoundland, Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick, Ontario, Manitoba; and Quéebec

o Total Circulation: 35,000

o Total audience: 70,000
Newfoundiand/Labrador audience: 3,000

© 2010 Analytics Inc. Legal Notice Division
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o Distributed to°1,500 Mikmaq First Nations:

5 Distributed t6 all native bands, schools, organizations, colleges and
universities

o Provides editorial with a speciab inferest in promoting nafive culture and
tradition.. Features include information on: writers, musicians; sculptors” and
designers designed to help native artists gain recognition.

Mi'kmag Maliseet Nations News

Manthly tabloid newspaper
o Coverage: R‘eg‘iana‘\!;,i Nova: Scotia, New Brunswick; Prince Edward Island,
Newfoundland and Northeast Québec
Total Circulation: 3,000
Newfoundland and Labrador circulation; 300
o Distributed to 13 First Nations bands

o 2010 Analytics Inc. Legal Notice Division
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(CKOKICKHV | Englis
| CKOKICKHY, | Inuktituinuttut 8 | 3
1 CUK Linnu 25 3

oo innu, 25 3
|ToTAL _ | 86 3

According to PMB data, Aboriginals 25+ are 12% more likely to be heavy radio
listeners, as.compared.to the general adult Canadian popuiation

Includes 54-75 spots, per station over a three week period

Utilizes 60-second spots in English, inuktitut/inuttut, and innu/Montagnaise-Naskan,
as appropriate to thesstation

Extends coverage into remote areas of Newfoundland and Labrador

Provides relevant news on Aboriginal issues, people, and events

Al spots will be fracked to ensure that they broadcast exactly as planned

OKalaKatiget Society (CKOK and CKHY Radio)

o vaerage area includes Nain, Hopedale; Makkovik,.Rigolet,. Postsville, North
West River, Mudlake, and Happy Valtey-Goose Bay

~ Broadcasts in both English and Inukiitut. (English and Inuktitut spots will air
back-to-back)

& Programming includes news, stories from elders, children’s programmes,
music, church services, public service announcements, etc.

o Promotes Inuit culture 20 hours per week; Monday through Friday 1:00pm-
4:00pm and Sunday 10:00am-12:00pm and 1:00pm-4:00pm

o Typically accepts two 80-seconds spots per day, but has agreed to allow
three per day for this particular message

© 2010 Analytics inc. Legal Notice Division
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Swcieté de Communications AtikamekwiMontagnais (SOCAM) Network

CJIK Radio

o Reaches Sheshatshit Innu community

o Broadcasts in both English and Inriu, but Innu is the preferred language

o Programming airs Monday through Friday' 9:00am-1:00pm and 4:00pm-
5:00pm

CJMI Radio

o Reaches Natuashish Innu community 7

o Broadgasts in both English and nnu, but inr is the preferred language

o Programming airs Monday through Friday 9.00am-1:00pm and: 4:00pm-
5:00pm

A
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Aboriginal Peoples Television Network: (APTN) is the first national Aboriginal television.
network in the world.
. Dedicated to APTN programming with documentaries, news, dramas,
entertainment specials, children series, cooking and educational shows
»  84% of programming originates in Canada
= QOver half of the programming is exclusive
» PBroadcasts in English (56% of programs), French (16%), and a variety of
Aboriginal languages, including Inuktitut

‘Programs targeted to
| Newfoundtand and
| Labrador region

| English,
1 Inuktitut and Innu

s includes approximately B0 spots per week over three weeks, for a total of 180
spots

s Ufilizes 30-second English and 60-second tnuktitut and Innu units

« Builds reach in Newfoundiand and Labrador while extending coverage nationally

= Incorporates a variety of dayparts and programs including news, movies, and
programs targeted to the Newfoundland and Labrador region of the country

» Al spotswill be tracked to ensure that they broadcast exactly as planned

© 2010 Analytics Inc: Legal Notice Dwision
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 Globe & Mail _

380,971

,

| National Post . 2 166,284 | 0.
| St. John Telegramr: | | 2 51542 | 51542
Comerbrook Western Star | F 2 8000 | 8000
omae 5 606797 | 63,805

Sourcer ABC Repot”

Includes. two placements in each of the four newspapers™ best circulation day, for a
total of eight insertions

Inciudes: Canada’s two leading national newspapers to extend coverage 1o Class.
members who may have relocated outside of Newfoundiand and {abrador

Inctudes Newfoundland and Labrador's twordaily newspapers

Offers a combined best day Canadian circutation of 606,797

Offers.a combined bestday Newfoundland and Labrador circulation of 63,805
Schedule: (based on two insertions) offers 3,131,546 Carnadian adult notice
exposures

Schedule offers 234,446 Newfoundland and Labrader adult notice exposures

Utilizes approximate quarter page units to atiract attention and enhance readability
with adequately sized:text

Positioning will be sought far forward within news editorial to maximize visibility and
readership: ‘

All placements will be tracked to ensure that they appear exactly as planned as well
as meet our high standards in terms of quality and positioning

& 20107 Analytics Inc. Legal Notice Division
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Advertiser

|Aurora

| Beacon

Labradonan
Noﬂhem Pen

Nor’Wester
Packet

3

Southem Gazette g

1 Plécentiah ”

. Charter

Carbonear

Compass

| Port Aux, Basdues

| Guif News

2 667

: Grand Fa!ls-Wmdsor

!

L2 425

ToTAL

; Advemser-Monday‘ :

o fro o (o [ro P o o [ fna o ina i o o

I
i~

42 099

Includes two insertions in each of the 15 paid weekly newspapers. in the
Newfoundland and Labrador province, for a total of 30 nsertions

- Offers a combined circulabion of 42,099

Offers 78,304 adult notice exposures (based on two insertions)

Extends coverage into rural areas of Newfoundltand and Labrador

Utilizes approximate quarter page units to attract attention and enhance readability
with adequately sized text

Positioning will be sought far forward within news. editorial to maximize visibility and
readership

All placements will be tracked to ensure that they appear exactly as planned as-well
as meet our high standards in terms of quality and positioning

@ 2010 Analytics inc. Legal Nofice Divisiorr
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Compared to the getieral aduit population. Aboriginals 25+ are 45% more likely to be
heavy users of television.

Two St. John stations cover the Newfoundland and Labrador television market:
o CBNT-TV (CBC)
o CJON-TV (CTV}y

Early Fringe L 15 5%
Evening News s L o ,
Prime Access , ] 1 | 3U e | | 10% .
{Prime I - 25%
|WeekendSports | 15 'ﬁ 5%
{rotaL L a0 | 100.00%

+ Delivers approximately 300 Aduit 25+ GRPs over a period of three weeks’
+ 30-second units are distributed among a variety of dayparts to reach persons with
different viewing habits®
« RBroadens reach throughout Newfoundiand and Labrador
» Utilizes informative news programming ideal for a notification message
» Includes dayparts heavily watched by Aboriginals 25+
o Compared to-the general population, Aboriginats 25+ are 22% more likely to

6 PMB-2010 Spring 2-year Readership and Product Database
7 Because of their heavy television viewership, GRPS, and therefore reach, will fikely be greater among
Aboriginals 25+ :

8 Daypart mixes and programming selections may change at the time the buy is authorized, based on
negotiations, availabilities, and market conditions:

o 2010 Analytics Inc. Legal Notice Division.
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watch TV between Gam and Spm

o Compared to the general population, Aboriginals 25+ are 14% more likely to
watch TV between:5pm and 7pm

- Programyselectiont will focus on shows that skew slightly older

» |f planned spots” are: prerempted {(do not runj, replacements will be sought in

acceptable programs

s A post buy analysis will ensure that planned GRP levels are achieved

® 2010 Analytics Inc. Legal Notice Division
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A Summary Nofice and cover letter will be mailed, faxed, andfor emailed to First Nation,
Métis, and Inuit offices; organizations, and associations reguesting their assistance in
distributing notice information to Class.members.

© 2010 Analytics Inc. Legal Notice Division
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Although not guaranteed, earned media allows additional notice exposure opportunities
beyond thatwhich is provided by the paid media.

Informational Release

» |ssued o aﬁproximatef? 660 press outiets throughout Canada
+  Will include the toll-free. number and website address

» jssued in English and/or French, as appropriate

&2010 Analytics Iric. Legat Notice Division
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According to PMB data, 51.79% of Aboriginals 25+ accessed the Infernet in the: past
seven days, and 43.57% accessed the internet yesterday.

A party neutral case website will be established that will allow Class members to:

+ Obtain additional information and documents Including the Detailed Notice (in
English, French, inukiitut, and Innu), Class Action Complaints, Class Certification
Orders, Optin Form, Opt-Out Form, List of Schools, and any gther information the
Court may require

+ Register to receive a Notice by mail if a judgment is made or settlement is reached

» Submit guestions or comments to the administrator

The case website will also allow communities and organizations to request notice
materials for distribution to their members.

The case website will be prominently dispiayed in notice documents and key words will
be registered with hundreds of search engines, {e.g., Yahoo!, WebCrawler, AltaVista} to
help the site appear at.or near the top of search lists.

© 2010 Analytics inc. Legal Notice Division
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A toll-free number will be established thiat will allow Class members to:
+ Obtain additional information

»  Learn more about the case in the form of frequently asked questions and answers
» Request to have more information mailed directly to them

The toll-free number will be prominently displayed.in notice documents.

© 2010 Analytics inc. Legal Notice Division
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Thie design and content of all of the notice materials will be similar to those that were
utilizedsin the RSA settlement. For examiple:

:§umma_rg Notice Design Features

E >

. '.

Bold head¥ine to capture attention and speak directly to Class:members

Prominent ad size to promote attention, readership, and comprehension

Legal significance- highfighted so that it is not confused ‘with a commercial soficitation
Congcise plair language without “egalese” to enhance comprehension

inclusion of all criticat information:in simple format

Inclusion of a toll-free number and case website address for easy response

French, Inuktitut, and Innu tag lines directly under the headline to direct Class
members less familiar with the English language to call the toli-free number or go fo
the website to receive a Notice in their niative language

Detailed Notice Design Features

Fo

Prominent “Your Rights and Options” table on first page 1o immediately inform Class
members of their rights and options in the case

Table of Contents and guestion and answer format to assist Class. members in
locating information

Bold headline to capture attention and speak directly to Class members

Concise plain language without egalese” to enhance comprehension

More detailed information than the Summary Notice

Inclusior of all critical information in simple format

inclusion of a toll-free number and case website address for easy response

Erench, Inuktitut, and Innu tag fines directly under the: headline: to direct Class®
members less famifiar with the English language to call the toll-free number or go to
the website fo receive a Notice in their native language

Radio Notice Design Features

&

Legal significance highlighted so that the spot is not confused with @ commercial
solicitation

& 2010 Analytics Inc: Legal Notice Division
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« Inclusion of a-tollfree number and case website address:for easy response

s Voice selection that-depicts likely Class members in an effort to help them identify
with and relate to the message.

+ Brief message to capture Class members’ aftention and provides them with
response mechanisms to easily obtain more information

Television Notice Design Features

» Legal significance highlighted so thal.the spot is not confused with a commercial
solicitation

« Key words and concepts depicted on screen 10 aid comprehension

» Denionstrative and compelling images to-draw attentioryand aid comprehension

» Inclusion of a toll-free number and case website address for easy response

» Inclusion of case websiter and toll-free number both spoken and on screen long
encugh to-aliow Class members to write thent down andfor remember them

s Voice selection that depicts likely Class members in an effort-to help then identify
with and relate to the message

« Brief message to capture Class members® atfention and provides them with
response mechanisms to easily obtain more information W

© 2010 Analytics inc. Legal Notice Division
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ANALYTICS w’;}l INCORPORATED

A BMC GROUP COoOMPANMY

LEGAL NOTICE DIISION

Analytics, Inc. Legal Notice Division provides expert legal notice: services in class actien,
mass fort and bankruptcy settings. We specialize ih the design and implementation of notice
programs with plain language notices; expert opinions and testimony on the adequacy of
notice: and criigues of other notice programs and notices . With over & decade of
experience, our legal noticing team has been difectly responsible for more than a hundred
sHiective and efficient notice programs reaching class members®and claimants in almost
every country, dependency and territory in the world, and praviding notice in over 35
languages. OQur programs satisfy due process requirements, as well as all applicable state:
and federal laws. Some landmark case examples: our experts: have been involved with
nclude:

v in re Trans Union Corp. Privacy Litigation, MDL No. 1350 (N.D. UL} The largest
discrelionary class action notice campaigreinvolving virtually every adultin the United States
and informing thiem about thelr rights in the'$75 million data breach setliement;

« In re TJX Companies, inc., Customer Data Security Breach Litigation, MDL No. 1838.40. W
Mass.} The largest U.S. and Canadian retail consumer security breach notice pragram.

¢ Lockwood v. Certegy Check. Services, Inc., No. 8:07-CV-1434-T-23TGW (M:D. Flaj A,
complex national data theft class action settlement myvolvitig millions of class members,

- In re Residential Schoois Litigation, No. 00-CV-19205¢ (Ont. 5.C.J.) The largest and most
complex class action in Canadian history incorporaling a groundbreaking notice:program to
disparate, remote aboriginal persons guatified to receive benefits “n the multi-billion dollar
settlement.

« Thompsor v. Metropolitan Life Ins. Co., No. 216 F.R.D. 55,62-68 (S.D. N.Y..2003¥ The
largest race-based pricing case with-natioral seftlement notice to 26 million policyholders:

- Scott v. Blockbuster, No. D 162-535 {Tex., 136th Jud. Dist.) The nationa! seltfement notice
to 40 millien class members, which withstood collateral review, Peters v. Blockbusler, 65
S.W.3d 295, 307 (Tex. App.-Beaumont 2001},

» Williams v. Weyerhaeuser Co., No. 995787 (Cal. Super,Ct.) Thernational hardboard siding
setllement notice, in which notice withstogd appeliater challenge; 2002 Wi 373578, at 10°
{Cal. App. 1 Dist.).

QOUR EXPERTS

Gina M. Intrepido-Bowden s the Vice President of Legal Notice of Analytics’ Legal Notice
Division: She is a leading expert on the design of evidence based legal notice campaigns,
scientifically calculating reach among targeted groups and.providing courts with the evidence they
need fo determine the adequacy of notice. Her vast experience includes meticulous analyses
and validation-of effective reach among demographically diverse groups, such as displaced
Hurricane Katrina and Rita victims, crawfish' farmers, aboriginals, as-well as. large consumer.
classes of credit card holders: compuler purchasers; prescription drug users; and automobile
owners. Her intense negotiating skilis allow her fo design mediasprograms-that putperform and
cost less than typical plans. in addilion; she successfully critiques other notice programs allowing



cours to order changes that result in programs that.betier meet due process obligations . Gina is
a frequent authior and spesker on” class nolice issues including effective reach, notice:
dissemiriation, and CAFA concerns. With over 15 years of media research, planning. and buying
experience, she biégan her caréer at one of New York City's elite advertising agency media
departments She holds a B.A. in Advertising from Pennsylvania State-Uriversity, graduafing
Summa Cum Laude: Ginacan be reached ai gintrepido@analylics-ing.com..

Carld A. Peak is the Direstor of Legal Notice of Analytics’ Legal Notice Divisions She is an
expert on the: design of plain language legal notice documents, sffectively tackling the
shatienges-of communicating complex fegal information to ctass members in a manner that
they can understand, while satislying all federal and state requirements. Her gxperience
‘ncludes the design and production-of published, individual, broadcast and internet notices,
as well as fulfiling the nollfication requirements of the Class Actiorn Fairmess Act {CAFR).
Carla-focuses on delivering the highest quality standards of notice production, as well as'jesearch
into the effectiveness of netification efforts, and ensuring that expert reports are: fully and
acctirately documented., With over a decade of production experience, she has successfully
implemented nofice in both national and international markets, including notice in mare tharmr
35 languages, placements in thousands of media, and mailings to miltions of class members.
Carla has also co-authered anarticle on sffective class action settiements. She holds a B.A. in
Sociclogy from Temple University, graduating Cum laude. Carla ¢an be feached at

cpeak@analyiics-inc.com.

JUuDICiAL RECOGNITION OF OUR EXPERTS’ WORK

Judge James Robertson, In re Department of Veterans Affairs (VA} Data Theft Litig.,
{February 11, 2009) MDL No 1796 (D.GY):

The' Court approves the proposed method of dissemination of rotice set forth in
the Notice Plan, Exhibit 1 to the Settlement Agreement. The Notice Plan meels
the requirements of due process and is the best notice practicable under the
circumstances. This method of Class Action Setflement notice dissemination fs
hereby approved by the Courl.

Judge Louis J. Farina, Soders v. General Motors Corp., {December 18, 2008) No. CI-00=
04255 {C P.Pa}

The Court has considered the proposed forms of Notice fo Class members of the
seitfement and the plan for disseminating Notice, and finds that the formr and
manner of notice proposed by the parties and approved herein meet the
requirements of due process, are the best notice practicable under the
circumstances; and constitule sufficient notice to all persons entiied to nolice .

Jurdge Robert W. Gettleman, /n Re Trans Union Corp., (September 17, 2008y MDL No 1350
(N.D. HILE

The:Court finds that the dissemination of the Class Notice under the lerms-and in
the format provided for in its Preliminary Approval Order constitutes the best
notice praclicable under the circumstances, is due and sufficient notice for all
purposes lo alf persons entitled to such nofice, and fully salisfies the
requirements of the Federsl Rufes of Civil Procedure, the requirements of due
process under the: Constitution of the United States, and any other applicabie
faw...Accordingly, afl objections ere hereby OVERRULED.

Steveri D. Merryday, Lockwood v. Certegy Check Services, Inc.. (September 3, 2008) No.
8:07-cv+1434-T-23TGW (MD. Fla):



Judge William G. Young, In re TJX Companies, (September 2, 2008) MDL No. 1838 (D.

Mass )

Judge Philip S. Gutierrez, Shaffer v. Continental Casuaity Cow (June 11, 2008] SACV-06=

The form. content. and method of dissermination of the nofice given {o the
Setflément Class were adequate and reasonable and constituted the best notice
practicabie in the circumstances. The riotice as given provided valid, due, and
sufficient notice of the proposed seitlement, the terms and conditions of the
Séttlement Agreement, and these proceedings to all persans enfitied fo such
notice, and the notice satisfied the requirements of Rule 23, Federal Rules of
Civil Procedare, and due process.. the notice lo the Settiement class directed by
the order of preliminary approval and the governmental notice required by the
Glass Action Fafinass Act, Pub. L. 1092, 11 9 Stat. 4 (20088 286 US.C. § 1715
have been appraved.

_.as altested in the Affidavit of Gina M. Intrepido. . The form, content and
method of dissemination of notice: provided fo the Selflement Class werg
adequale and reasonable, and constituted the best notice praciicable gnder:the.
circumstances, The Nofice, as given, provided vaird, due, and sufficient.notice of
the proposed seltlement; the terms: and conditions set forth in the Selfement
Agrsement, and these procesdings. lo alt Persons' entitfed to such nolice; and
said Notice fully satisfied the requirements of Fed. R. Ciy, P23 and dug process;

2235-PSG (C.D. €al.):

«Judge David De Alba, Ford Explorer Cases, (May 29, 2008y JCCP Nos. 4226 & 4270 {Cal

_.was reasonable and constitutes due, adequale; and sufficient notice® to afl
persons entifled {o receive notice; and met all applicable reguirements of the
Federal Rufes of Clvil Procedure, the Ciass Action Faimess: Adl, the United
States Constituiion (inciuding the Due Process Clauses), the Rules of the Cout,
and any other applicable law. :

Super. GL):

Judge Robert L. Wyatt, Gunderson v. AIG Claim Services, Inc., {May 29, Z008) No. 2004-

[Tihe Court is satisfied that the notice plan, design, implementation, costs, reach,
were alf reasonable, and has no reservations about.the notice to those in this
state and those in other stales as well; including Texas, Connecticut, and Hinois;
that the plan thal was approved —subimitted and approved, comportsewith the
fundamentals of due process as described it the case law that was offered by
counset.

002417 (14" Jud. D. Ct La.);

Judge Mary Anne Mason, Palace v. DaimlerChrysler Corp., £May‘29a.2008;%N0, 01-CH-13168

{Cy. Ct

Notices given to Seltfement Class members. were reasonably calculated under
all the circumstances and have been sufficient, as o form, content, and manner
of dissamination. .. Such nofices corplied with all requirements of the federal and
state consfitutions, including the due process clausg; and applicable articles of

the Louisiana Code of Ciil Procedure, and conslituted the best nolice’

practicable under the circumstances and constituted due and sufficient notice fo
alf potentiat members of the Settiement Class.
CHEY

The form, content, and method of dissemination of the notice given fo the Hiinels

class and fo'the Hiinois Setttement Class were adequete and reasonable, and
constituted the best nofice practicable under the: ciroumstances. The nofice, as
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given, provided valid, due, and sufficient notice of the proposed Seftlernent, the
torms and conditions set forth in the Ssiflement Agreement, and these
proceedings: fo alf Persons entitled to such notice, and said nofice fufly satisfied
the requirements of due process and complied with 7351LCS §§5/2-803 and 572+~
806

Judge Ronald. B. Leighton, Grays Harbor Adventist Christian School v. Carrier Corp., (April
22,2008) No, 05-05437 (W.D ‘Wash},

The Court finds and éoncludes thaf the Notice Program as-a whole provided the
best précticable notice 10'the members of the Class under the circumstances,
and satisfies the requirements prascribed by the United States Supreme Court ...
The Court finds tHal’ this nobce was the best nolice practicable under the
circumstances, that it provided due and adequate notice of the proceedings and
of the malters set forth therein, and that it fully satisfied all applicable
requiremertts of law and due process.

Judge Kirk D. Johnson, Webb v. Liberty Mutual Insurance Co., (March 3, 2008) No. CV-
2007-418-3 (Gir: CLAIK):

The Court finds that there was minimal opposition lo the" sefliement: After
undertaking an extensive notice campaign to Class members of approximatefy
10707 persons; mailed notice reached 92 5% of potential Class members.

Judge Carol Crafton Anthony, Johnsom v. Progressive Casualty Ins. Co;, (D€cember §,
2007y No. CV-2003-813(Cir. €t Arlc),

Notice was direct mailed to all Class members whose current whereabouts could
be identified by reasonable effort,  Notice' reached a farge majority of the Class
members. The Court finds that such nolice: constitules the best notice
practicable. . The forms of Nofice and Nolice Plan satisfy alf of the reguirements
of Arkansas faw and due process.

Judge Kirk D. Johnson, Siyreeten v. American Empire Insurance Co., (August 20, 20077 Ko,
CV-2007-154-3{Cir. Ct Ak}

The Court does find that all notices required by the Courd to be given to class
members was done withir' the time aflowed and the manner best caloulated to
give notice and apprise afl the inferested periies of the litigation, 1t was done
through individual notice, first class mail, through internet webstte and the fofl-
free telephione call center:

Judge Kirk D. Johnson, Hunsucker v. American Sfandard ins. Co. of Wisconsin, (Rugust
10, 2007) No. €V-=2007-155-3 (Cir. Ct. Ark )0

Having admitted and reviewed the- Affidavits of Carla Peak and Christine
Danielson concerning the success of the notice campaign, including the fact that
written notice reached approximalely 86% of the potentfal Class Members, the
Court finds that it is unnecessary {o afford 8 new opportunity to request exclusion
fo individual class members who-had an eadier opportunity to request exclusion
sut failed fo do so.. Specifically, the Court received and admitted affidavils from
Carla Peak and Christine Danigison, selfing forth the scope and results of the
notice campaign. Based on the Court’s review of the evidence admitted and
argument of counsel, the Court finds and conciudes that the Class Notice and
settlement website as disseminaled to members of the Setfiement Class: in
accordance with provisions. of the Preliminarily Approval Order was the bes!
notice practicable under the circumstances fo all members of the Setilement
Class. '



Judge Lewis A. Kaplan, in re Parmalat Securities Litig., [luly 18, 2007y MDL No. 1853-LAK

The Court finds that the distribution of thes Notice, the publication of the
Bublication Notice, and the notice'methodology -..met ali applicable requiremerts
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the United States Constitution, (including
the Due Process clause), the Private Securities Litigation Reform Actof 1995 (16
U.S.C. 78u-4, et seq} (the "PSLRA"), the Rulss of the Court, and any other
applicable faw.

Judge Robert Wyatt, Gunderson v. EA. Richard & Associates; Ine., (duly 18, 2007} Ne.
2004-2417-0 (14% Jud, D. Ct La ) '

Okay. Let rire sign this ons. This is the final Order and Judgrment regarding thé
fairmness. reasonableness and adequacy. And | am satisfied in all respecls
regarding the presentation thal's been made fto the Court:this morning in the
Class rmemberships, the representation, the notice, and ali other aspects and I'm
signing that Order af this time. Congratulations, gentiemen:

Judge: Ronald B. Leighton, Grays Harbor Adventist Christian School v. Carrier
Corporation; (May 29, 2007) Ng..D5-05437 (W.D . Wash:)

Based on the foregoing, the Court finds Plaintiffs® Mokion for Approval of
Proposed Form of Notice and Notice Plan is appropriate and should be granted.

Judge John'D. Allen, Carter v. North Central Life Insurance Co., {hpril 24, 20073:No. SU-
2008-CN-3764-6 {Ga, Super. Ct:

The Notices prepared in this matter were couched in plain, easily undersiood
language and were wiitten and designed fo the highest communicalion
standards. The Notice Plam effectively reached a substantial percentage of Class
Mambers and defivered noliceable Notices deigned o capture Ciass:Members
attontion.

Judge John D. Allen, Dasportes. v. American General Assurance Co, {April 24, 2007) No-
SU-04-CV-3637 {Ga, Super, CL)

[THre Court finds that [the notice]...fully satisfied the requirements-of the Georgia
Rules of Civii Procedure {including Ga. Code Ann. § 9-11-23{c}{2} and (e)), the
Georgia end United States Constitutions (including the Due-Process: Clause), the
Rules of the Court, and any other applivable law.

Judge: Joe Griffin, Beasley v, The Reliable Life Insurance Coy, (March 29, 2007} Ng. CV:
2005-58-1 (Cir..CL Ark:).

{Tlhe Court has, pursuant lo the festimony regarding the nofification
requirerents, that were specified and adopted by this Court, has heen salisfied
and that they meet the requirements of due process. They are fair, reasonable,
and adequate. f think the method of nolification certainly meets the requirermernts
of dire progess.

Judge Lewis A, Kaplan, in re Parmalat Securities Litig., {March 1,.2007) MDL 1853 (SN p1 4

The couri approves, as fo the form and content, the Notice and the Publication
Nolice, attached hereto as Exhibits 1 and 2, respectively, and finds that the-
mailing and distribution of the Notice and the publication of the Pubfication Notice
in the manner and form set forth in Paragraph 6 of this Order..meet the
requirernents of Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civif Procedurs, the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, as emended by Section 215(a)7) of the Private
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Securities Litigatiorr reform Act of 1995, 15 US.C. § 78u-4(a){7}. and dué
process; and is the best notice practivable undér the ciroumstances. and shall
constitute due and sufficient niotice 1o all gersons and enlities entitied therslto

Judge Anna J. Brown, Reynyofds; v. The Hartford Financial Services Group, Inc.. {February
27,2007} No. CV-01:1528-BR (D .Ore):

[TIhe court finds that the Notice Program fairly, fully, accurately, and adequately
advised members of the Selilement Class and each Seitlement Subclass of all
relevant and madlerial information concerning thie proposed setilement of this
action, their rights under Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and
related malters, and afforded the Setflement. Class with adequate time and an
opportunity to file objections to the Seftiement or request exclusibn from the
Settlemept Ciass. The court finds that the Nofice Program constituted thebest’
notice practicable under thef circumstances.and fully satisfied the requirements of
Rule 23 and due process.

Judge Kirk D. Johnson, Zarebski v. Hartford insurance Company of the Midwest, (February
43, 2007} No. CV-2006-408-3.(Cir. G Ark};

Accordingly; the Class Notice and Claim Fornr as disseminated are Tfinally
approved as fair, reasonable, and adequale notice under the circumstances.
The Court finds and concludes that due-and adeqguate notice of the pendancy of
this Action, the Stipulation, arid the Final Setflement Hearing has beerr provided
to members of the Selffiement Class, and the Court further finds and concludes
that the notice:campaign described I the Preliminary Approval Order and
complated by the parties complied fully with the requirements of Arkansas Ruie
of Civit Procedure 23:and the requirements of due progess under the Arkansas
and United States Conslitutions ..Based on the Courl's review of the evidence
admitted and argument of counsel, the Court.finds and concludes that the-Class
Notice . as disseminated to members.of the Seftfement Class in accordance with
provisions. of the Prefiminary Approval Order, was the best notice practicable
under the circumstances to-alf membersof the Setflement Class.

Judge Richard J. Holwell, In re Vivendi Universal, S.A. Securitles: Litig., 2007 WL 1480466,
at*34 (5.DNY )

in response to defendanis’ manageability concerns, plaintiffs hsve filed a
comprehensive affidavil outlining the effectiveness of its proposed method of
providing notice in foreigr countnies. According to this..the Court is salisfied that
plaintiffs: intend to provide individual rotice™ to those class members whose
names and addresses are ascertainable, and that plainfiffs' proposed form of
publication notice, while complex, will prove both manageable and the best
means practicable of providing notice.

Judge Efdon E. Fallon, Turner v, Murphy, USA, Inc,, 2007 WL 283431 at*5 (E.D. Lay:

Most of the putalive class members were displaced following hurricane
Katrina.. With this challenge in mind, the parties prepared a notice plan designed
o reach the class. members wherever they might reside. to ensure thal
sdequate nolice wes given to class members in light of the unique chaflenges
presented in this case..

Judge Sarah S. Vance, i re Educational Testing Services PLT 7-12 Test Scoring Litig., 47
F.SuppZd. 817 {E.D. La. 2006)r

The Court is satisfied that notice to the dlass fully complied witlr the requirements
of Rule 23,
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Judge Samuel Conti, Ciabattarf v. Toyofa Motor Sales, U.S.A., Inc. «(November 17, 2006¥No,
C-05:04289-SC (N.O. Cat)!

After reviewing the evidence and arguments presented by the parties.. the Court
finds as folfows .. The class members were giverr the best nofice practicable
under the circumstances, and that such notive meels the requirements of the
Due Process Clause of the U.S. Conslitution. and ail applicable statutes ang
rutes of court.

Judge Ivdn L.R. Lemelle; in re High Sulfur Content Gasoline Prods. Liability Lifig.,
{November 8, 2006) MDL No.- 1832 (E.D. Lajx

This Churt approved a carefully-worded Notice Flan...The Notice Plan for this
Crass Settlement was consistent with the best practices developed for modern-
style “plain English” class notices; the Court and Selfling Farties invested
substantial effort to ensure riotice to persons displaced by the Huyricanes of
20057 and as this Court has- already determined, the Mofice Plan mef the
requirements: of Rie 23 and constitutional due process.

Judge Catherine C. Blake, in ro Royal Ahold Securities and "ERISA” Litig., (Novemnber 2,
2006) MDL. No.1539 {D, Md.x

The global aspect of the case raised additional practical and legal complexities,

as did the parallel criminat proceedings in another district. The seltfement

obfained is*among the largest cash seltlements everin a securities class actiot

case and represents an estimated 40% recovery of possibie provabie damages.

The notice process appears to have been very successful not only in reaching K
but also i eliviting claims from a substantial percentage of those sligite for

recovery.

Judge Elaine E. Bucklo, Carnegie v. Household intemnational, (August 28, 2006) No..98 C
2178 (N.D. fi):

[Tihe Notice=was disseminated pursuant to a plan consisting of first class maif’
and publication developed by Plaintiff's notice consultant..who the Courf
recognized as experls in the design of notice plans in class actions. The Notice:
by first-ctass mail and publication was: provided in an adequate end sufficient
manner: constitules the besf nofice practicable under the circumslances; and
safisfies alf requirements of Rule 23(s) and due process.

Judge William A. Mayhew, Nature Guard Cement Roofing Shingles Cases, {June 29, 2006)
J.C.C.P. No 4215 (Cal. Sup. Ct.):

The method for dissemination of nolice...constitute: the fairest and best noficfe
practicable under the circumstances of this case, comply with the applicable
Catifornia Rules:of Court, and satisfy due-process.

Judge Catherine C. Blake, /n re Royal Ahold Securities & "ERISA” Litig., {June 16, 2006}
MOL 1539 (D.Md.):

in that regard, | would also comment on the notice. The form and scope of the
notice in this:case, and I'm repeafing a filtie bit what already appeared to me &
be evident at the prefiminary stage,, but the form and scope of the nolice has
been remarkable... The use of sort of plain language, the targeting of publications
and media, the websile with the translation into multiple languages, the mailings
that have been done, | think you all are lo be congralilsted. ..

Judge Joe E. Griffin, Beasley v. Hartford Insurance Company of the Midwest, {June 13,
2006) No, CV-2005-58-1 (Cir. CL ATK ).



Based on the Court’s review of the“evidence admitsd and argument of counse,
the Coutt finds and contfudes. that the ndividual Nolice and the Publicalion
Notice, as disseminated tormembers of the Settlement Class i accordance with
provisions of the Preliminarily Approval Order, was the best notice practicable
under the circumstances...and e requirements of due process under the
Arkansas and United States Constitulions:

Judge Joe E. Griffin, Beasley v. Hartford Insurance Company of the Midwest, {June 13,
2006) No. CV-2005-58-1 (Cir. Gt ATk}

Although' the Notice Campaign was highly successful and resulted in actual
mailed notice being received by over 400,000"Class Members, only one Class
Mamber attempted to'file a purparted objection to either the Stiptilation or Class
Counsels’ Application for Fegs The Court finds it significant that out.of over
400,000 Class Members whoreceived maiisd Notice, there:was no-opposition {o
the proposed Settlement-or Class Counsels® Application for Fees, other than a
single void objection. The lack.of opposition by a well-noticed €lass strongly
supports the fairness; reasonableness and adequacy of the Stipufation and Class
Counsels' Application for Fees....

Judge Norma L. Shapiro, First State Orthopaedics, et.al, v, Concentra, Inc., (May 1, 2008)
No. 2:05-CV-04951-NS (E.D. Pa J.

The Court finds that dissemination of the Mailed Nofice, Published Notice and
Full Notice in the manner sef forth here and in the Setflement Agreement mesls ’
the requirements of dugprocess and Pennsylvanialaw.

Judge Thomas M- Harl, Froeber v. Liberty Matual Fire Ins. Co., {April 18 2008) No.
00C 15234 (Cir. CL. Ore.;

The court has found and riow'reaffirms that disseminationr and pubfication of the
Class Notice in accordance with the ferms” of the Third Amended Order
constitutes thebest notice prachicable under the circumstances;

Senior Justice Winklgr, Baxter v. Canada (Attorney General}, (March 10, 2006} No. 00-CV-
192059-CPA{ONnL Super, CL.):

...the English versions of the Notices provided lo the court on this motion are
themselves plainly worded and appedr {o be both informative and designed to be
readily understood. it is contemplated that the form of notice wilt be published in
English, French and Abofiginal languages;. as appropriate for each media
vehicle:

Judge Catherine C. Blake, In re Royal Ahold Securities & “ERISA” Litig., (January 6, 2006F
MDL No. 1539 (D. Md ),

! think it's remarkable, as | indicated briefly before, given the breadth and scope
of the proposed Class, the global nature of the Class, frankly, that again, at'least
on & prefiminary basis, and § wil be gelting a finaf report on this, that the Notice
Pian that has been proposed seems very well, very well suited, bothr; i terms. of
its plain language and in terms of its international reach, {o do what ! hope wilf be
very thorough' and broad-ranging job of reaching as many of the shareholders,

whether individusl or institutional, as possibig can be tone {o:participate in what {
also preliminarily believe to be g fair, adequate and reasonable settlement.

Judge Catherine C. Biake, /n re Royal Ahold Securities & “ERISA” Litig., 2008 WL 132080,
at*4 (D.Md ¥



The Court finds [fiat the form of Notice, the form of Summary Notice, end the
Notice Plan salisfy the requirements of Fed R Civ.P. 23, due process, constitute
the best notice practicable under the circumstances, and shall constitute due and
sufficient nofice to alf members-of the Class.

JudgeRobert H. Wyatt, Jr., Gray v;. New Hampshire Indemnity Co.inc., {December 18, 2005}
No. CV-2002-952-2-3 (Cir, Ct. ArkJ!

Notice of the Setliement Class was constitutionally adequate, both in terms of its
subistance and the manner in which it.was disseminaled. Notice was direct
mailed to alf Class members whose current whereaboufs could be iWerttified by
reasonable effort. Nofice Was also &ffecied by publication in many newspapers
and magazines’ throughaut the nation, reaching a farge majority of the Class
members mufliple times.. The Court.finds that such notice constitues the best
notice practicable.

Jﬁdge;‘Michael’ J. O'Wialley, Defrates v. Hoflywood Eptm’t Corp., (June 24, 2005) No..02 L
707 (Cir. Ct LY.

[Tihis Court hereby finds that the nolice’ program described it the Preliminary
Approval Order and completed by HEC complied fully with the requirements of
due process; the Federal Rulas of Clvil Procedure and aff othrer applicable laws.

Judge Wilford D. Carter, Thibodeaux v. Conoto Phillips-Co., (May 26, 2D05Y No, 2003481 F
(14" J.D:Ctolay

Such notices complied with: gl requirements of the federal and state
cangfi‘rutfons; incliding the due process clause, and applicable articles of the
Louisiaira Code of Civil Procedure. and constifuted the best notice praclicable
drider the circumstances and-conséituted due process and sufficient notice tor afll
potential members of the Class as Defined.

Judge Michael Canaddy, Morrow v. Conoco Inc., (May 25, 2005) No. 2002-3860 G @4 Jp,
Ct. Laj:

The obfections. if any, made to due procass, constitutionality, procedures, and
compliance with law, including, but not limited to, the adequacy of notice and the:
faimess: of the proposed Seftlement Agreement, lack merit end are hersbhy
overruled.

Judge John R.Padova, Nichols v.. SmithKiine Beecham Corp., (Aptl 22, 2005) No . 00-6222
{E.D. Pa).

After reviewing the individual mailed Notice, the publication Notises, the PSAs
and the informational releass, the Courf concludes thal the substarice of the
Notice provided to members of the End-Payor Class irs this case was adequals lo
satisfy the concerns of due process and tite Federal Rujes.

Judge Johri R: Padova, Nichols v. SmithKiine Seecham Corp., (Apnil 22, 2006¥ No, 00-6222°
{(ED Pay

..End-Payor Plaintiffs used published Summary Notice (o reach consumer
members of the End-Payor Class; riot individual mailed Notive .that Notice has
reached 81.9% of all Paxil users...Such notice lo class members of the Class is
hereby determined to be fully in compliance with requirements of Fed R.Civ. P.
23(e) and due process and is found 15 be ihe best notice’ practicable under the
circumstances: and to constitute due and suffivient notice to alt entities entitled
thereto.



Judge Douglas L. Combs, Morris v, Liberty Mutual Fire Ins. Co, (February 22, 2005) No, CJ-
0e714(D. Okla.).

i 8m very impressed thaf lhe notice was able fo reach—be defivered to 97 %
percent members-of the class. That, lo me, is admirable. And I'm also—at the
time that this was Initially entered, | was concerned about the ability of notice fo
be understood by common, nonlawyer person, when we lalk about fegalese’ in a
court setting. In this particufar notice, not enly the summary rnofice but even the
fong form of the notice were easily understandable, for sorneone who could réatt
the English language, to tell themn whether or not they had the:opportunily & file a
¢clairm:

Judge Joseph'R. Goodwin, In re Serzone Products Liability Litig. ;231 FR.0, 221, 236:(3.0:
W Va, 2005);

Mot orfe of the objectors support challenges to-the adequacy of notice with any

kind of evidence; rather, these objections consist of mere -arguments’ and

speculation. | bave, nevertheless, addressed the main arguments herein, and |

have- considered alf arguments when evaluating the notice in this manner

Aceordingly. afler considering the full record of evidence and filings before the

court; { FIND thal rotice in this malfer comporls with the requirements of Due

Process under the Fifth Amendmernt and Federal Rules of Ciil Procedure

23(c)(2) and 23(g}.
Judge Richard G. Stearns, In re Lupmn Markefing and Sales Practice Litig., (November 24, ‘
Z004) MDL. No. 1430(D. Mass} ‘

After review of the proposed Notice Plar.,.is hersby found fo- be-the best

practicable notice uridet the circumstances and, when completed, shalf Coristitute

due and sufficient notice of the Sefllement gnd the Faimess Hearing o alt

persons and entities affected by and/or entilied 1o parlicipate in the Settfement, in

full compliance with the notice requirements of Rulg’ 23 the-Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure and due process.

Judge Richard G. Stearns, In re Lupron® Marketing and Sales Practice Litig., (November 23,
2004 MDL No. 1430 (D. Mass.);

i actyally find the: frrotice] plan as proposed fo be comprehensive and exlremely
sophisticated and very likely be as comprehensive as any plan of its kind could
be in reaching those most directly affecled:

Judge Paul H. Alvarado, Microsoft I-V Cases, (July 6, 2004) J.C.C.P. No. 4106 {Cal. Super.

[Tihe Courtlinds the notice prograny of the proposed Settlement was-extensive
and appropriafe. 1f complied with all requirements of California law and due
pracess.. . The Seftfement notice plan was ullimately more successful than
anticipated and it now appears: that over 80% of the ciass was nolified of the
Settlement.

Judge Robert E. Payne, Fisher v. Virginia Electric & Power Co., (July 1, 2004) No,
F02CV431 (ED. Va):

The success rate in nofifving the class is, I belisve, at least in my expsenence, |
share Ms. Kauffman's experience, it is as great as | have ever seen in practicing
or serving in this-job ...Se | don't believe we coufd have had any more effective
‘riolice.. The record here shows thal the class members have been fully and fairly
notified of e existence of the class aclion, of the issues in #, of the approaches
taken by each side in it in such a way as fo inform meeningfully those whose
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Judge John Kraetzer, 8iaz v. Mountain View Cemetery (Apri 14 2004} No. 809859-2 (Cal.

rights are affecled and to fHersby enable them lo° exercise their rights
intelfigeritly.

Soper, GL):

Judge Joseph R. Goodwin, /n re Serzone Prods. Liabifity Litig., 2004 U.S, Dist’ LEXIS

Thesnotice program was timely completed, complied with California Goveininent
Code section 8064, and provided the best pragticable nolice fo all members of
the Setiement Class under thecircumstances.

28297, at *10 (S.0. W Va)):

Judge Carter Holly, Richison v. Am. Cemwood Corp., (November 18, 2003} No. 005532{Cal.

The Court has considered the Notice Flan and proposed forms. of Notice and
Summary Notice submitied with the Memorandum for: Pre»‘tmmary Approval and
finds that the forms and manner of nofice proposed by Plaintiffs and approved
herein meet the requirements of due process and Fed R.Civ.P . 23(c) and (e), are:
the best notice practicable under the-circurnstances, constitute sufficient notice to
all persons enlitled to notice, and satisfy the Constitutional requirements of
nofice,

Bup:. £L):

.Judge Louis J. Farina, Soders.v, General Motors Corp:, [October 31, 2003) No. C1-00-04255

The nolice was reasonable and the best nolite practicable under the
circumstances, was due, adequale, and sufficient notice to ail Class members
and compi:ed fully with the ijaws of the State of California, the: Code of Civil
Procedure, due process; and California Rules of Court 7 859 “and 1860. .Not.a
single Class member—out of an estimated 30,000-~obfected to the terms of the
Phiase: 2 Selitement Agreement, potwithstanding a comprehehsive nabonaf
Notice camparign, via direct mail and publication Notice.

PG Pa.j;

Judge Thomas A. Higgins, /n re Columbia/HCA Healthcare Carp., {June 13, 2003} MDL

After- balancing the factors faid out in Rule 1712(a), | find that Plaintiffs

publication method is themethod most reasomably calcuiated to-inform the class
members of ithe pending action., . their plar will reach 84.8% of the class
members: Defendant provided the Court with po information regarding the
potential reach of their propesed plan...There is” no doubt that' some clags’
members: will remain unaware of the litigation; howsver, on balance, the.
Plaintiffs plan is likely fo reach as many class mempers:as the: Defendant’s-plan
at less than haif the cost As .such, I approve the Plaintiff's pubfication based
plan;

No:1227 (M. D, Tenr):

Judge Harold Baer, Jr., Thompson v. Metropolitan Life Ins. e, 216 FR .55, 62 (8.0:N.Y.
2003):

Nolice: of the settlement has been given in an adéquate and sufficient manner.
The notice provided by mailing the sefffement notice 1o certain class members
arid publishing notice in the manner described in the seltfement was the best
practicable notice, complying in all respects: with lhe requifements of due
proGess, .

in view of the exiensive nolice campaign waged DBy the defendant, the extremely
small number of class members objecting or requesting exciusicrr fromr the

i1
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settlement is a clear sign ¢f strong support for the selflemeant.;.The notice
campaign that defendant agreed to- undertake’ was extensive...! am salishied,

having reviewed the contents of the notice package, and the extensive steps:
taken fo disseminate notice of the setllement, that the class notice comphies with

the requirements of Rule 23 (c)(2) and 23{e). I summery, { have reviewed all of
the objections, and none persuade me fo-conclude that the proposed setflermnent

is- unfair, inadequate or unreasonable.

Judge Edgar E. Bayley, Dimitrios v, CVS, inc., No: 98-6209; Walker v. Rite Aid Corp,;, No,
99-6210: and Myers v, Rite Aid Corp., No, 01-2771 (November 27, 2002} (Pa. Ct-C P}“,

‘The:Court specifically finds that* fair and adequate notice has been given o the
class, which comports with due process of law.

Judge Dewey C. Whitenton; Ervin v. Movie Gallery, Inc, . (November 22, 2002) No. 13007
-{Tenn. Ch )z ,

[Tihe in-storgnotice afore accounted for an approximate 34% of all MGA class
members and the combined efforts of the in-store notice and the other notice
mechanisms:reached at least 84,5% of the entire MGA setffement class. the
effectivensss of the notice campaign and the very high teve! of penelration lo the
seftfementt class. were. [ruly remarkable..The nolice campaign was: highfy
successful and effoctive; and it more that satisfied the due process and state law

reguirements for class notice.: (
Judge James R. Williamson, Kiine v.-The Progressive Corp., (November 14, 2002} No. 01-L- I
S(Cir-CLAlLY:

Mofice jo-the Settfement Class was constilutionally adeguate, both in terms of its
substance and the marineriitwhich it was disseminaled,

Judge Marina Corodemus, Talalai v; Cooper Tire & Rubber Co., (September 13, 2002) No. L-
008830.00 (N.J. Super.Ct.):

Here, the compreliensive bilingual, English and Spanish, court-approved Nolice
Plan provided by the lerms of the settfement meels due process requirements.
Thie Notice: Plan used a variely of methods to reach potential class members.
For example: short form notices for print media were placed. . throughout the
United States and in major national consumer publications which include the
most widely read publications among Cooper Tire owner demographic groups.

Judge Harold Baer,: Jr., Thompson v. Metropolitan Life Ins. Co., (September 3, 2002) No: 00-
CV=5071 (S.DNY.):

in sum, the Court finds+that the proposed notice texts and methodology are
reasonable, that they constitule due, adequate and sufficient notice to all persons
entitted to-be provided with notice, and that they meet the requirements of (he
Federal Rules of civil Procedure (including Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(c)(2) and (e}}, the
United States:Constitution: (including the Due Process Clause, the Rules of the
Court, and any other applicable law.

Judge Milton Gunn Shuffield, Scot v, Blockbuster Inc,, (January 22, 2002¥ No, D 162-535
(Tex. Jud. Dist. Ct. Jefferson Co.) Ultimately withstood challenge to Court-of Appeais of Texas.
Peters v, Blockbiuster 65 S;W.3d 295, 307 (Tex. App:-Beaumont, 2001).

This® Court conciudes that the notice campaign was the best practicable,
reasonably calcutated, under alf the circumstances, to apprise mlerested parties
of the seiflament and afford them an opporiunity to prasent their objections.... The
notice campalgn was highly successful and effective, and it more than satisfied

12



the due process and state law requirements for class notice:

Wiltiams v. Weyerhaeuser Co., 2002 WL 373578, at 10 (Cal. App. 1 DisL.}:

The hybrid notice given here—a combination of individual notice. and notice by
publication—-was, as the trial court found, the best practicable method under the
cirsumstances. The'mass media campaign in this case dppearsito have been far
more extensive than that approved in Dunk. supra, 48 Cal App.4th at pp. 1800,
1805, 56 Cal.Rpir.2d 483 Objeclors’ own expenience indicates the campaign
was effective, Three of them received individual notices, two ledrned of the
setliement through advertisements, and the others apparently learned of the
settlement when one of them went around the neighborhood and fold his
neighbors about the seftiernent.

Judge Marina Corodemus, Talalai v. Cooper Tire & Rubber Co:, (October 39, 2001) Nog MID-
1-8839-00-MT (N.J. Stiper, CLY.

The parties have crafted a nofice program which salisfies diie process

réguirements-without.relfance orr an unreascnably burdensome direct Fotification
process... The notice program is specifically designed to reach a substantial

percentage cf the putative sefffement class members, . the proposed notice pfan

the broader target of adults 35+, and 82.9% of key groups-that account for the
fargest share of tire purchasers such as men 35+

is designed to effectively reach 83.2% of owner’s of defendant’s tires as well s

Judge Marina Corodemus, Talalai v. Cooper Tire & Rubber Co., (Uctober 29, 2001) No. L-
8830-08:-MT (N.J. Super:CLY.

{ saw the various bar graphs for the different publications and the different media

 digsemination, and | think that was actually the clearest bar graph f've ever seer

in-my fife._ it was very clear of the time periods that you were doing as-to each
publication and which media you were domg gver what markel time, 50 | think
that was very clear,

Judyge Stuart R Pollak, Microsoft £V Cases, (April 1, 2001y J C.C.P. No.4106 (Csl;

Ct)

[Clonceming dissemination of cfass nolice; and | have reviewed the materials
that have been submitied on that subject and basicalfly Fm satisfied. 1 think it's
amazing if you're really getting 80 percent coverage. That's very reassuring. And
the papers that you submufted responded to a couple of things that had been
mentioned before and | am satisfied with all that.

Judge Stuart R. Pollak, Microsoft J-V Cases, (March 30,2001 J C.C.P-No 4108 {Cal

Ct.}:

‘Plaintiffs and Defendant Microsoft Corporation have submitted a joint statement

i support of theit request that the Court approve the plan for dissemination of

¢lass action notice and proposed forms of notice, and amend the class
definition...The Court further finds that the: methods for dissemination of the
nofice are the fairest and best practicable under the circumstances, and compori
with due process requirements.

Super .

Super;

Judge Alfred G. Chiantelli, Willlams v. Weyerhaeuser Co., {December 22, 2000} No, 885787
{Cal. Super. CL}.

The Class Notice complied with this Court's Order, was the best praclicable
notice, and comports with due process,..Based upomn the unconiroverted proof
Class Counsel have submitted to the Court, the Court finds that the seftling
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pam'és undericok an extensive notice campaign. =
Judge Sarah S, Vance,Jn re-Babcok & Wilcox Co., {August 25, 2000) No- 00:0558 (E.D. La}s

[tiHe (debtor's notice) plan’s reach and frequency methodology is consistent with
other asbestos-related nolice programs, mass fort bankruplcies, and other
sigriificant nolice programs...After reviewing deblor's Notice Plan, and the
Ghjections.raised o #, the Court finds that the plan is reasonably calculated 1o
appraise unknown claimants of their rights and meels the due process
requirements. sef forth in Mullane.,.Accordingly, the Notice Plan is approved:

PUBLICATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS

Presentations: Elizabeth Grande, Gina Intrepido-Bowden, and Carla Peak, Legal Notice Ethics,
CLE Program. Accreditation: received in- California, Colorado, Hiimols, New York,: Mintiesota,
Pennsylvania;and Texas. Presented at law firms in New York and Chicags (May 2010).

Presentationy; Brian Chiistensen; Gina intrepido, and Richard Simmons, Class Actions 101; Best
Praclices. and Potential Pitfalls.in. Providing Class Notice, Kansas Bar Association CLE Program
(20089).

John B. IsBister, Todd B. Hilsee, & Carla A. Peak, Seven Steps to a Successful Class Action
Settiernent; AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, SECTION OF LITIGATION, CLASS ACTIONS Topay 16 (2008).
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My Rights? The Ethics Behind Due Process in Class Action Notice Is More Than Just Plain
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[ Naef v. Masonite Corp. (f{a;dbbé};f Siding) T Gir. ct. Ala., CV-04-4033
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:‘n réﬁabc'ogkk and ﬁe‘ﬂcex Co. {Asbestos Related Bankruptcy) ED. La., (')0-1‘099\2 1
‘Brown v Am Tobarco’ 4 - Cal. Super.Ct, JL.C F.4042 No. 711400
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|/N.J. Super.Ct ,No. MID-1-8839-00 Mt

] Bryantv Wynd’ham int'L, inc. [Energy Surcharge)

Cal. Super_Gt, Nos. GIC 765441, GIG+ |
777547 (Consohdated)

' Thompson v. Metrcpa!ftan Life Ins. Co. {Race Related Sales
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e -
1SD:NY., No, eocwsaﬂ HB
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SCHEDULE "B"

Below is a notice schedule that could be implemented based on media funding and ad approval by May 30' 2012 and an opt out date and opt in
date (for Class members who are not residents of the Providence of Newfoundland and Labrador) of November 30, 2012.

Issue Informational Release

individual Mailings

Organizational Outreach

First Nations Drum Monthly

Mi'kmag Maliseet Nations News Monthly

Native Journal Monthly

Turtle Island News Weekly

Windspeaker Monthly

Aboriginal Radio

Aboriginal Television

Mainstream Newspapers

Mainstream Television

Case Website Constant

Blocks show when readers first receive publications (the on-sale date, not the issue/cover date). All media is subject to change based on

availability at the time of placement.

®2012

Proprietary and Confidential

1



SCHEDULE "C"
bmcgroup

Lincs Action Snrvicas

Schedule A

Projected Settlernent Administration Fees and Expenses
Anderson v. Canade Settiement

20 March 2012
Estimated
Volure
Preparation of Detailed Notice Plan for the Court: Includes Media Research, Analysis, Planning and Negoliating 40
Drafling and Designing Adequate Forms of Notice 40
Preparation of Pre- and Post-implementation Expert Affidavits Regatding Notice Program and Notice Adequacy 40
Total Projected Fees - Legal Notice Consuilting:
Aboriginal Publications
Abariginal Radio
Aboriginal Televisian
Mainstream Newspapers
Mainstream Television
Weekly Newspapers
Press Release
Total Projncted Foes - Media Campaign:
Production of Notice Materials
Total Projected Out-of-Packet Expenses:
Project Managemant: Initial Project Design, Implementation, and Supervision of Initial Class Mailing 15
Information Systems: Receive, Load, and Process Dalabase of Class Members. Initial Application Customization to Address Specifics of 10
Setitement.
Print and Mall Class Notice

Print, Personalize and Mail 4 Page Class Notice and 2 Page Claim Form Inserted Into No. 10 Window Envelope. 1,250

First Class Postage (Presorted fo Lowest Possible Cost) 1,280

Note: includes standardizing addresses and updating malling list with the National Change of Address database.

Translation of notices to French, tnuktitut, Innu 400
Organizational Qutreach includes research, contact and support 10
Projected Resuits of Class Malling:

Cfass Notices Returned As Undeliverable 10% 125

Class Notices Retumed With Address Corrections 2% 25
Receive and Log In Mail Returned as Undeliverable Mail and Address Comections 2
Process and Remail Address Corrections Provided by the Canada Post 2
Class Member Location Services

Research New Addresses for Class Membars Whose Notices are Returned as Undeliverable [

Research Fees 125

Remail Notices To Updated Addi {A an 80% Hit Rate from Skip Trace) 100

Total Projected Fees - Maliing of Class Notlce [

Hours or Units

Hours
Hours
Hours

Hours
Hours

Notices
Nofices

Words

Hours

Hours
Hours

Hours
Searches
Mailers

Rate

$275
$328
$325

$10,427.20
$11,117.65
$25,471.00
$57,763.31
$19,182.07
$17,853.53

$760.00

$125
$115

$3.00
$0.85
$1.20

$125

345
345

345
'$0.25
$1.25

Confidential

Estimated
Total
{CAD)

$11,000.00
$13.,000.00
§13,000.00

$37,000.00

$148,574.76

$11,800.00
$11,900.00

$1,875.00
$1,158.00

$3,750.00
$1,062.50
$480.00

$1,250.00

$90.00
§90.00

$281.25
$31.25
$125.00

$10,185.00



Cloce Action Becvises

Schedule A

Projeciad Seitiement Administration Fees and Exp
Argderson v, Canada Settlemant
20 March 2012

Inital Configuration of Call Conter

Automated Phone Support (Per minute, includes toli free charges)
Number of Calis
Aversge Call Langth (Minutes)
Totai Minutes

Cal Center Supervision
Call Center Training of Agents on Spexifics of Litigation
Franch speaking agent support

Tatal Projected Faes - Toll Fres Phone Support

10%

Website Dasign and Implemsntation in English, French and Imukbitut {Inchidss Domaln Reglstration snd Assumes Use of Analytics® Termplate)

Website Hosting at Tiec IV Data Center
Translalion of Website to French, inukiitut and Inm

Yotal Projacted Fees - Intermet Support
Total Projected Fees and Expenses, All Phasss

Note: Miscaitangous exp such as postage, FedEy, travsl, copy,

fax,

¥

and finandial institution charges will be tlemized and incorporated into our regular bills.

Estimated

Volume

10

125

an

Houts or Unils

Hours

Calls
Mirnstes
Minutes
Hours

Hours
Flat

Hours
Months

Wards

Rats

$115.00

30356

$125
845

Confidential

Estimatad
Tolal
{CAD}

$1,150.00

$131.28
$825.00
$225.00
$500.00

$2,831.25

$1,725.

$1,20000
$1,800.00
$2,925.00

$211,216.01



