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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

RACHEL CODY,individudly ard on Case No. CV 15-06457 MWEBEM)
behalf of all others similarly situated,

Plaintiff,
VS. JUDGMENT APPROVING CLASS
ACTION SETTLEMENT AND
SOULCYCLE, INC DISMISSING THISACTION WITH
PREJUDICE
Defendant.

Plaintiffs Rachel Cody and Lindseynkwles (“Plaintiffs”), on behalf o
themselves and the Settlement Classmiders, Defendant SoulCycle, Ir
(“Defendant”) (with Plaintiffsand Defendant collectivelseferred to herein as tf
“Parties”) have agreed totle the above-captioned class action suit (the “Actig
on the terms and conditions set forththe Settlement Agreement (this settlem
process hereinafter referremas the “Settlement”).

The Court has concurrentiRANTED the Motion for Final Approval @
the Settlement pursuant to Rule 23(e}had Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (
“Settlement Motion”); also pending is Class Counsel’'s Motion for Attorneys’
and Expenses (the “Fee Motion”) aridr the incentive award for the cla
representative.

In connection with the Settlement ane tturrent Motions before the Cou

the Court makes the following findings:
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A.  OnJune 22, 2017, the Court enteaedOrder Preliminarily Approvin

Settlement and Approving Notice of Propo&ettilement and Faiess Hearing (th

g
e

“Preliminary Approval Order”) certifyinghe proposed Settlement Class under Rule

23(a) and Rule 23(b)(3); appointing Cl&3sunsel, the class representatives, a
Settlement Administrator; and directing thmaitice be given to the members of
Settlement Class of the proposed Settlement and of a Fairness Hearing.

B. In the Preliminary Approval Ordethe Court approved the form a

nd a
the

nd

content of the Notice of Proposed (JaAction Settlement and Fairness Hearing

(“Notice”) directed to membersf the Settlement Class.

C. During the Notice period, June 28017 through September 11, 20
the Settlement Administrator caused thetibd to be emailedbr mailed to al
members of the Settlement Class, arehted a Settlement Website and a toll-
number for class members. The Noticégbsite, and toll-free number inform
members of the Settlement Class of th&l&ment terms and that the Court wo
consider the following issues at the Fagsdiearing: (i) whether the Court sho
grant final approval to the Settlemenii) (vhether the Court should enter fin
judgment dismissing the Action with prejudidei) the amount of attorneys’ fee
costs, and expenses, if aty be awarded to Class Coehgiv) whether to approv
the payment of the Incentive Amount t@tblass representative and the amour
the Incentive Amount; and (v) any objectidng members of the Settlement CI
to any of the above that were timelydaproperly served in accordance with
Preliminary Approval Order.

D. Pursuant to the Notice, six (8) mbers of the Settlement Class ch
to exclude themselves from the Settlement by submitting timely and valid O
Forms, two (2) objections to the Settlememstre filed with theCourt, and one (1
objection to the amount of attorneys’ feemss sent to class counsel. The 1|

objections to the Settlement were suhsmtly withdrawn prior to the Fairne

Hearing, though the Court still considette@ arguments raised in the objections|
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E. On August 28, 2017, the Settlement Administrator filed with the Court

a declaration attesting to the mailing oé tNotice to all members of the Settlem

ent

Class and the results of the NoticeOn September 25, 2017 the Settlement

Administrator filed with the Court an updated declaration attesting to the res
the Notice.

F.  In accordance with thiotice, a Fairness Heag was held on Octob
2, 2017.

The Court having entered the PrelimpnaApproval Order, having hea

argument in support of the Settlememtd the Fee Motion and request for

ults c

D
—

rd
the

Incentive Amount for the class representatives/ing reviewed all of the evidence,

objections, and other submissions presented with respect to the Settlement
record of all proceedings in this caaed having made the foregoing findings,
ITISHEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED as follows:

1. The Court has jurisdiction ovethe subject matter and perso

jurisdiction over the parties to the Actidncluding the Settlenm# Class Members,

2. The Settlement and all of its exhibits (as filed with the Court)
incorporated in this Judgment, includinge tbefinitions and terms set forth in t
Settlement Agreement.

3.  The Court preliminarily approved c¢#ication of the Settlement Clas
in this action on June 22, 2017. The Settlement Class is defined as follows:

e SoulCycle customers nationwidehw purchased, during the peri
commencing on August 25, 2014 amading on February 10, 2017
SoulCycle Class that expired unusadd SoulCycle customers with
California biling address who purchased, during the pe
commencing on Februady, 2012 and ending dfebruary 10, 2017,
SoulCycle Class that expired unused.

e Excluded from the Settlement Clas® 4d) the judge to whom th
case is assigned, the judge’s staffid any member of the judge
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immediate family; (2) officers andirectors of SoulCycle; and (
persons who timely and validly opd exclude themselves from t

Settlement Class.

4. The Court finds that Plaintiffsaunsel satisfies the requirements of

Rule 23(g). The Court further confirmsrfsettlement purposes the appointment of

Plaintiff's counsel as Class Counsel under Rule 23(g).

5.  The Court also confirms the apptnent of Rachel Cody and Linds
Knowles as the class represéivies of the Settlement Class.

6. The Court finds, based on the evidertbat Notice to the members
the Settlement Class has been given irmd@quate and sufficient manner and

Notice given constitutes the best notmecticable under the circumstances,

was reasonably calculated to apprise redgeed parties othe pendency of the

Action, the nature of the claims, the ddfion of the Settlemen€lass, and the

ey

of

the

and

r

opportunity to exclude themselves frone tBettlement Class or present objections

to the Settlement. The Notice compliedalhrespects with the requirements of

the

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, theitdd States Constitution (including the Due

Process Clause), the rules of this Goand any other applicable law.
7. Members of the Settlement Clasgere given theopportunity to

exclude themselves fromdlClass through submission@pt-Out Forms, and eig

ht

(8) individuals did so in a timely fasmo These individuals are identified on the

papers filed under seal withelCourt on September 25, 2017.

8.  All individuals, other than the eight who timely excluded themse
are included in the Class. They ardtl®enent Class Members and are bound by
terms of the Settlemennd this Judgment.

9. Based on the number of members of the Settlement Class on th¢
List and the number of timely and val@pt-Out Forms submitted, the Settlem
Amount is $6.9-9.2 million.

10. Defendant has satisfied the requirements of CAFA.
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11. The Court finally approves the Settlement in all respects as
reasonable, adequate, and in the bestdste of the Settlemer@lass pursuant t
Rule 23(e). The Settlement was not a prodddraud or collusion, and the Col
finds it satisfies Rule 23(e) after consider (i) the complexity, expense, and like

duration of the Action; (ii) the stage tifie proceedings and amount of discov

completed; (iii) the factual and legal ohstes to prevailing othe merits; (iv) the

possible range of recovery; (v) the redpeac opinions of the parties, includir
Plaintiffs, Class Counsel, Defendanthda Defendant’'s Counsel; and (vi) a

objections submitted by memberstbé Settlement Class.

12. The terms of the Settlement shiadl forever binding on the Settlemé
Class.

13. Neither the Settlement, this Judgmemany papers related to t
Settlement, nor the fact of Settlement shalubed as a finding or conclusion of t

Court, or an admission by Defendant or Riffs) of the truth of any fact alleged
defense asserted, or of any fawltpngdoing, or liability whatsoever.

14. The parties and the Settlement Admtrator shall carry out all th
terms of the Settlement, including the disborsat of reinstated classes to eacl
the Settlement Class Membews, the disbursement of money to those Settler
Class Members who elect the Cash Optithe changes to Defendant’s busin
practices as provided for in the Settlem@&gteement; and the release provision
accordance with the terms of the Settlement.

15. Class Counsel shall be entitled to $1,790,000 in attorneys’
inclusive of costs. This amount is awad separate and apfnom the Settlemer
Amount, and shall not be deducted fromreduce the Settlement Amount in &
way. Plaintiffs Rachel @dy and Lindsey Knowles shade entitled to incentiv
awards of $5,000 each.

16. Releases:
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relinquish, and discharge the “ReledsParties,” which the Settleme

Agreement defines as:

and shall forever be enjoined fromopecution of Released Parties for, ;

and all “Released Claims,” which tisettlement Agreement defines as:

A. Settlement Class Members fullfinally, and forever releas

SoulCycle and each and all of its respective present or
former parents, subsidiariesffiliates, successors and
assigns, and each and all of the respective present or
former officers, directors, employees, employers,
attorneys, accountants, fim@al advisors, commercial
bank lenders, insurers, investment bankers,
representatives, generabnd limited partners and
partnerships, any trust of wdm SoulCycle is a settlor,
trustee or beneficiary, heirs, executors, administrators,
successors, affiliates, amdsigns of each of them,

any and all causes of actio@laims, damages, equitable
relief, legal relief, and demals or rights, whether known

or unknown, liquidated orunliquidated, accrued or
unaccrued, fixed or contingerdr based on any contract,
statute, regulation, or common law that have been, could
have been, may be, or could &leeged or asserted now or
in the future, all demands,ghts, damages, obligations,
suits, debts, liens, and causes of action of every nature
and description whatsoever,castained or unascertained,
suspected or unsuspected, 8®ip or claimed to exist,
including unknown claims as of the notice date, by
Plaintiffs and all Settlement Class Members against the
Released Parties in the Litigan or in any other court
action or before any administrative body, tribunal or
arbitration panel arising out afr related to of the claims
asserted by Plaintiffs anthe Settlement Class Members
in the Litigation or arising from the purchase of a
SoulCycle class that expired unused during the Class
Period, against the Releasedtles under federal, state,
or any other law or regulatiomcluding but not limited to
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the EFTA, the UCL, the CLRA, or the California Gift
Card Statute.

B. Settlement Class Members @ared and permanently enjoined

from prosecuting any and all Released @kagainst the Released Parties.

C. Nothing in this Judgment or the Settlement Agreement

preclude any action to enforce the terms of the Settlement.

shall

17. Plaintiff's Motion for Attorneys’ lees and Expenses and an Incentive

Award (Dkt. No. 238) is granted; the Coawards Class Counsel attorneys’ f

and costs in the amount of $1,790,000, whecto be paid sepate and apart from

the Settlement Amount.

ees

18. An incentive award in the amount of $5,000 each is approved for the

two class representatives.

19. Without affecting the finality of thidudgment in any way, this Court

will retain exclusive continuing jurisdion over all partiesand Settlement Class

Members with regard construe and enéothe Settlement Agreement in accordance

with its terms for the mutual benefit of the Parties.
20. The Action is dismissed with prajice and without costs (except
otherwise provided herein).

21. Thisis a final and gpealable judgment.

DATED: October3, 2017

MICHAEL W. FITZGERALD
United Stated District Judge
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