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Exhibit B to the Settlement Agreement

IN THE UNITED S TATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN
SOUTHERN DIVISI ON

IN RE: AUTOMOTIVE PARTS 12-md-02311
ANTITRUST LITIGATION :

PRODUCTS): :  Hon. Marianne O. Battani

AUTOMOTIVE WIRE HARNESSES

This Document Retas to:
Case No. 12v-00103

ALL END-PAYOR ACTIONS

ORDER GRANTING END -PAYOR PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION

FOR PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF SE TTLEMENT WITH

DEFENDANTS LEAR CORPORATION AND KYUNGSHIN -
LEAR SALES AND ENGINEERING, LLC AND

PROVISIONAL CERTIFICAT IONOFASETTLEMENT CLASS
Upon considerationof EndPayor Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Approval of
Settlenent with Defendants Lear Corponati (“Lear”) and Kyungshirear Sales and
Engineering, LLC (“KL Sales”) and Provisional Certification of a Settlenent Class (the
“Motion”), it is herebyORDERED asfollows:
1. The Motion is herebgranted.
2. Unlessotherwisesetforth herein,definedtermsin this Order shall have thesane

meaning ascribed to émin the Settlenent Agreenent.

Preliminary Approval ofSettlanent Agreenent

3. This Court has jurisdiction over this action and each of the parties to the

Settlanent Agreenent.
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4, Thetems of the Settlanent Agreemert are hereby preliminarily approved,
including thereleasecontainedtherein,asbeingfair, reasmable,and a@lequateto the Settlanent
Class, subjectto final approvalat a Fairness Hearing. The Court findsthat the Settlanent
Agreament was entered into atra’s length by experigced counsel and is sufficiently within the
range of reasonableness that notice of thdeB®ht Agreenent should be given, pursuant to a
planto be subnited by Settlenent ClassCounseland approvedby the Courtat a later dateas
providedin this Order. The Courtfurther finds thereis a suficient basisfor notifying the class
of the proposedettlenent, pursuanto the Notice Motion(definedin paragrapl® below),to be
submtted by EndPayor Plantiffs for Court approval, ad for enjoning class menbers from
proceeling in any other action pendingetisonclusion of the Fairness Hearing.

Class Cerfication

5. Pursuartb Rule 23 of the FederalRules of Civil Procedurandin light of the
proposedsettlanent, the Courtherebyfinds that the prerequisitedor a classaction havebeen
met and povisionally certifies the following clastor settlanent purposes(the “Settlement

Class”):

All personsand entitiesfrom January 12000 throughMay 5, 2014 who: (1)
purchasedr leased a new motowehicle inthe Uhited Statesfor personal use and
not for resalewhich included oner more AutomotiveWire HarnessSysten(s) as
a componentpart, which were manufacturedr soldby a Defendantany current
or former subsidiary of aDefendantor any co-conspirator of thédefendantsor
(2) indirectly purchased oner nore Automotive Wre HarnessSysem(s) as a
replacenent part, which were manufacturedor soldby a Defendant,any current
or former subsidiaryof a Defendantor any co-conspirator of theDefendants.
Excluded from the Settlenent Class are Defendants,their parent companies,
subsidiaries andaffiliates, any ceconspirators, fedaf goverrment entities and
instrumentalitiesof the deralgovernnent, statesandtheir subdvisions, agencies
and instrmentalities, and persons who purchased AutomoWiee Harness
Systens directly for reale.



6. TheCourtfindsthat provisional ceification of theSettlanent Classis warranted
in light of the Settlenent Agreament becaus: (a) the Settlanent Classis so nhumerousthat
joinder is impracticable; (b) End-Payor Plaintiff Classrepreserdtives’ claims preent common
issuesof law and fact and are typical of the Settlanent Class;(c) End-Payor Plaintiff Class
representativesand Settlanent Class Counsel (defined belowill fairly and adequately
represent the Settlanent Class; and (d) common isaes predomnate over any individual issues
affectingthe menbersof the Settlenent Class. The Courtfurther finds that End-PayorPlaintiff
Class representtives’ interests are alighed with the nterests of al other memlers of the
Settlenent Class. The Courtalsofinds settlanent of this actionon aclassbasissuperiorto other
means ofresolving tle mater.

Appointnent of Settlenent Class Cansel

7. TheCourt hereby appointsCotchett, Ptre & McCarthy LLP, Robins, Kaplan,
Miller & Ciresi L.L.P., and Ssman Godfey L.L.P. as Settiment Class Counsel, having
detemined that the requirenentsof Rule23(g) ofthe Fedeal Rulesof Civil Prccedure are tilly
satisfied by this appointemt.

8. EactEnd-PayorPlaintiff Classrepreserdtive nanmedin the Complaintwill sewve
as EndPayor Plantiff Class rgreseatative on behalf of the Settleant Class.

Notice to Btential ChssMembers

9. Priorto the FairnessHearing, Settlenent Class Counselshall utilize the best
availablemeansof providing noticeof the Settlanent Agreement andthe FaimessHearing toall
persons affected by and/or entitledptrticipate inthe Settement Agreement, in full compliance
with the noticerequirementsof Rule 23 ofthe FederaRulesof Civil Procedureanddueprocess

of law. Such meansof providing noticewill be addressedn a subsequen®rder following



subnissionby End-PayorPlaintiffs at alater dateof a proposalor noticeto the SettlanentClass
and relatedorms for notice, clans, and distribution (“Notice Motion”).

10. The Notice Motion shall include a proposetbrm of, methodfor, and date of
dissenination ofnotice,consistent vih the Sélement Agreement. The dateonwhich the ndice
is mailed shall be the Notice Dete.”

11. Noticego menbersof the Settlanent Class,exceptstatutorynoticerequiredto be
given by Lear and KL Sales pursuant to 28SWC. § 1715, shall be the responsibility of
Settlenent Class Counsel.

Other Provisions

12. Asof the dae of the emry of this Order, End-PayorPlaintiffs andall membersof
the Settlement Class shall be preliminarily enjoined from commencing, prosecuting, or
continuinganyactionagainst_ear and/oiKL Salesbasedupon orrelated tothe ReleasedClaims
pendingFinal Approval of the settement or until suchtime asthis Courtlifts suchinjunctionby
subsequentrder.

13. Inthe eventthat the Settlanent Agreement is temminatedin accordace with its
provisiors, the Settlment Agreement and allproceedingshad in connectionherewith shall be
null andvoid, exceptinsofarasexpresslyprovided tothe catrary inthe Settlenent Agreanent,
andwithout prejudicedo the status quo ante rights of End-Payor Plaintiffs, Lear,KL Sales,or the
members of the Settieent Class.

14. TheCourt’s provisionalcertification of the Settlanent Classas providedhereinis
without prejudice to, owaiver of, therights of any Defendantto contestcertification of any
other class proposed in these coordinated actidie Court’s findings in this Order shall have

no effect on theCourt’s ruling on any motion to certify any classin theseactions or on the



Court’s ruling(s) concerningany Defendant’smotion; and no paity may cite or refer to the
Court’s approval of the Settlanent Classas persuasive or binding thority with respectto any
motion to certify any such class or any Defendamicgion.

15. TheCourt approves thestblishment of theescrowaccountunder the Sttlement
Agreament as a qualified settlenent fund (“QSF”) pursuantto Internal Revenue Cod&ection
1.468B-1 and the Treasury Regulations promulgated thereunder, and retains continuing
jurisdiction asto anyissuethat may arise inconnectionwith the formation and/or adhinistration
of the QSF. Settlenent Class ©Gunsel are, in accordee with te Settlenent Agreenent,
authorizedto expend funddrom the QSF for the paynent of the costsof notice, paynent of
taxes, and settheent aaninistration costs.

16. If the Settlanent Agreement is teminated or is ultimately not approvedany of
the parties may seekto modify any Court-ordeed schedule to ensure that the Hayor
Plaintiffs, Lear, and KL Sales willdve suficient time to preparéor theresumption oflitigation,
including but not Imited to the copletion of discovery, preparation of expert reports, the filing
of class certificatiormotion(s), the filing of summary juagent motion(s), and preparation for
trial. The End-PayorPlaintiffs, Lear,and KL Sdes haveagreed,andthe Courtso orders,that
this Sdtlement Agreamentand its contents,ncluding its exhibits, an@ny and all statenents,
negotiations, docuants,and discussiong@ssociateavith it, shall not bedeemed or construedo
be an admission or eudence of any violation of any statute or law or of any liability or
wrongdoing or of the truth of any of the cteg allegations, or defenses contained in the
complaints in the Actions or any other pleadng or filing, and evidence thereof shall not be
discoverableor used,directly or indirectly, in any way, whether inthe Actions ornin any other

action or procealing. Neither this Settlanent Agreanment, norany of the negotiations or



proceelings connectedwith it, nor any otheractiontakento carry out its terms by Lear and/or
KL Sales shall be referred to, offered as evidence, or received in evidence ienalygpor
future civil, criminal, or administrativeaction or proceedigs, exceptin a proceeling to enforce
this Settlement Agrement, or todefend agais the assertion of the Released @Gisj or as
otherwiserequiredby law.

17.  The litigation agairst Lear and KL Sales istayed except to the exie necessary

to effectuate the Settleent Agreenent.

IT 1S SO ORDERED

Date: July 3, 2014 s/Marianne O. Battani
MARIANNE O. BATTANI
United States District Judge

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that the foregoing Order was served upon counsel of record via the Court's ECF
System to their respective email addresses or First Class U.S. mail to the non-ECF participants on July 3,
2014.

s/ Kay Doaks
Case Manager




