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It is hereby ADJUDGEDMand DECREED THAT:

1. This Court has jurisdiction over teabject matter of th action and over a
parties to the action, including all membefdsthe class it certified on December
2014, pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Bedure 23(b)(3), consisting of “all persons
California who, as adult smokse were assigned registration numbers by RJIR, collg
C-Notes, and held C-Notess of October 1, 2006,” bugxcluding “(1) the Judge

presiding over the Actions, and members tbéir families; (2) the Defendant, its

subsidiaries, parent companies, succesgoegjecessors, and any entity in which
Defendant or its parents hagecontrolling interest and theturrent or former officers
directors, and employees; and (3) any persah apted out of the class that the Ca
certified on December 19, 2014.”

2. Pursuant to the tlement reached by the pias, this Court hereb
dismisses this action on the merits and with prejudice.

3. This Court hereby directs entry ofstiudgment pursuant to Federal Rule
Civil Procedure 58 based upon the Court’s figdihat there is no just reason for de
of enforcement or appeal of this judgmenbtwithstanding the Court’'s retention
jurisdiction to oversee implemttion and enforcement of the

settlement agreement.
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IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated this 5th day of May, 2016 M ﬂ(«M J j"%yﬂL

HONORABLECHRISTINA A. SNYDER
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

JUDGMENT ENTERED: May 5, 2016
By: CLERK OF THE UNITEDSTATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRCT OF CALIFORNIA
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