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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF RHODE ISLAND

IN RETEXTRON, INC. ERIA
LITIGATION Civil ActionNo. 09-383-M.
(Consdidated Ations)
THIS DOCUMENT RELATESTO:
ALL ACTIONS

ORDER AND FINAL JUDGMENT

On the 24th day of Jaauy, 2014, this Court held aehing to detemine (1)whether the
tems and conidions of theClass Action SétlementAgreement datedAugust 14, 2013 (“the
Sdtlement Agreement”are fair, reasonable and adeqgedor the sdtlement of all clams
aserted by all memebrs of the Sa#lementClassagainst [@fendants in the cksadion captioned
In re Textron, Inc. ERISA Litigation, Civil Action No. 09-383-ML (the “Adion”), including the
relesse of all Déendans from the Retased Plaintiffs’ Claims, and should be approved; {2
whether final judgment should be erdd dismsdng the Complaint against éendants vith
prgudice (3) whether to approve the proposethn of Alocaion as a fair and egable method
to dlocae the Stalemen Fund among all S#ementClass memters; (4) whether and inwhat
amount to awrd Plaintiffs’ Counselfees and expenseand (5) whether and what amounta
award each of the propose®Ilaintiffs aPlaintiffs’ Case Contribuion Award in reaogntion of he
time andeffort they contributedvhil e represetingthe membrs of the SélementClass.

The Court having consiegled all mdters sulmitted to it at the daing and otlerwise; and
it appeaing that a ntice of the leaing, substatially in the form approved by the Court, sva
maled to all grsonsreasonably idetifiable as SelementClass memlers; and asummary
notice, substahally in form approved by the Court, was fisbed on thePR Newswire; and

webstes have ben maintained the $ementAdministrator and by the Court; and the Court
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having considred and detrmined he fairness, ressonablenssand adequacof the Sélement,
the proposedPlan of Allocaion, and the fairrss and reasonablesgof the award of thorneys’
fees and expenseasquested; and all ial captalized ems used hein having the meanings sé
forth in the S@lement Ageement,

ITISHEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

1. The Court has jusdction over the subp matter of the Aton and over 4l
patties toit, includingall memiers of the Se#lementClass.

2. The Court finds for the purposes dfa Sdtlement only thathte prerequistes br
cettification of this Adion as a clssadion under Rules Z8) and (b)(1) of thé-ederal Rulesof
Civil Procedure have been ssfied in that in this Aton: (@) the number of SdementClass
memlers herein isso nunerous that joindeof all memters thereof is impradicable; (b) there &
guesions of law and fact comon to the meméxs of the SttlementClass heren; (c) the clams
of the Class Repesentaives cesignated éren are typcd of the clams of the SalementClass
sought to baepresented; (d) th&lass Repesentaives have fairly and adequatglrepresented,
and will fairly and adequatglrepresent, the intessts of the Slement Clas heran. The Cour
also finds for purposes of #ement only, as requd by FED. R. Qv. P. 23(h(1),that he
proeaition of separatadions by individual menmdrs of the Stlement Classwould creae a
risk of: (i) inconsistent or varying adjudittans as to individual $téementClass memkers tha
would estaliishincompdible standrds of conduct for theasties opposig the clams as<rted n
this Adion or (i) adudicaions as to individual $SgementClass memlers thatwould, as a
pradicd matter, be disposive of the inerests of the other members noapes to the
adjudcaions, or substdrally impair or impede the abty of suwch persons to prad ther

interests.



3. Pussuant to Rule 23 offte Federd Rules ofCivil Procedure and for purposes of
Sdtlement orly, the Court leréby finally cetifies this Adion as a clss adion, with the
SdtlementClassbeing defined as fd ows:

All Persons who were participants in or
beneficiaries of the Textron Savings Plan

(the “Plan”) at any time between July 17,

2007 and December 31, 2011 (the *“Class

Period”), and whose accounts included
investments in the Textron Stock Fund.
Excluded from the Settlement Class are

Defendants and their Immediate Family
Members, any entity in which a Defendant has

a controlling interest, and their heirs,
Successors-in- Interest, or assigns (in their
capacities as heirs, Successors-in-Interest,
or assigns).
4, Pussuant to Rule 23 of the Federal RulesQi¥il Procedure and for the purpose

of the Sétlement only, the Court appointdma I. PerezAdrienne Harington-Wtedley, Diara
Leadh, andHolly Sheds asClass Repesentaives in this Aton. The Court appointsVil berg
LLP asClassCounsel. The Court has consated ead of the elements reqed by Fed. R. Civ.
P. 23(g) in order to ensure tHalassCounsel il fairly and adequately regsent the irdrests of
the SétlementClass. Class Counselwho seek to represent the StementClassin the Adion
have donesuficient work andare suficiently experienced in ERISA clas adion liti gaion to
represent the irgrestsof the SétlementClass.

5. The Court de¢mines that theClass Notice ranamitted to the S#lementClass
and the pulbbshed Summary Notice provided puguant to the Rldiminaly Approval Orde
corceming the Sdétlement and the other iers set forth thesin are the bst natlice padicabke
under the ecumstance and, in the form of th€lass Notice included individual noce to al
memlers of the St#lementClass who could be idetified through essonable effos. Such

Notice provided viad, due, anduficient ndice of theeproeedings and of the nters set forth



theran, including the Sdétlement desribed in the Stlement Agreement and thelan d
Allocdion, to all grsons etitlted to such notce and such Notice has fully s@sfied the
requirementsof Fed. R.Civ. P. 23 and theequirements of due pess.

6. The Court deémines that lie Sdtlement Ageement was nedgted vgorously
and atam’s-length byPlaintiffs and theicounsel on behalf of thelan and the S#ementClass
and further finds that, at diimes, Plaintiffs have aded independently and that theirarastsare
iderticd to the inerests of thePlan and e SdtlementClass. If settlement ofPlairtiffs’ clams
had not leen achieved, bothPlaintiffs and [2fendantsfaced the expense, risk, and agtainty of
extendeditigaion. The Court further finds that the gkeement comlppes wth the ems of he
Department of Labor’'s Class Exempion for the Retase of Claims and Extensions of r&lit in
Conredion with Litigation PTE 2003-39, ad is supported by a daminaion from an
Independent Fiduciary that thettbement is ppropriate for thePlan. Accordingly, he Cout
deemines that the rgetiation and consmmation of the Selement by theéPlaintiffs on behalbf
the Plan and the S#ementClass do not constute “prohibited tansadions” as @fined in
ERISA 88 406(apr (b).

7. Pusuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 2@&), the Court bBrdoy approves and confirms the
Sdtlement embodied in the lement Ageement as being a fairesonable, and adeqeat
sdtlement and comprorse ofthe Adion and in the kst interests of the SlementClass. The
Court oreers that the SHement Ageement shall be consmmated andimplemented in
acordance wthits terms and coniti ons.

8. The Court rereby finds that thePlan of Alocaion provides dair and eqitable
basis uporwhich to allacae the proceeds ohé Sdtlement Fund among the tBementClass

memlers. A full and fair opportunity was accorded to altteenentClassmemlers to be hard



with resped to the Plan of Alocaion. Accordingly, the Court érdoy approves thélan of
Allocation.

9. The Action is hereby dimissed wth prejudice, each party to bea its own costs,
except as provided herei

10. The Court havng cettified the Adion as a non-opt-out daadion underFed. R
Civ. P. 23a) and 23(h(1), SetlementClassmemlers shall be bound by the &&ement.

11. Upon he Effective Date of the Sdtlement, he Plan, ty and through he
Independent Fiduciary retained pursuant stiSn 2.4 of he SdtlementAgreement, and
operaion of this Orér, both on the behalff the Plan and on behalf of thelan’s participans
who are membrs of he Sdtlement Clas, absolutely and uncoittbnally reease and foreue
discharge each and all of the Releasedi®airom the Release®laintiffs’ Claims. Nothing
heran, howeer, shall pedude any ation or claimrelated to the implement@n and/or
enforcement of the &ement Ageament.

12. Upon the Effective Date of the Sdtlement, Plainffs and S#lement Clas
memlers, and all Sucessas-in-Interest of any of the foregoing, absolutely and undtiehally
relesse and foever discharge lie Released Ritiesfrom the ReleaseBlaintiffs’ Clams. Nahing
heran, howeer, shall pedude any ation or claimrelated to the implement@n and/or
enforcement of the &ement Ageament.

13. Upon the Hiedive Dateof the Sé&lement, Dé&ndants and the other Reted
Parties absolutely andncondtionally releasse and feever disclarge thePlaintiffs, the Plan, the
SdtlementClass, Plaintiffs’ Counsel, and all Sgessas-in-Intaestof any of the foregoingrom
the Rekased Déendans’ Clams. Nothing heein, howevershall predude anyadion or clam

related to theimplementdon and/or enfarement of the StlementAgreement. The Paties



intend the Stlement to be a final and completsdetion of all disputessserted orwhich coud
have leen asserted by Plaitiffs, the SétlementClass, the Plan, andPlaintiffs’ Counsel against
the Rekased Pares wth respect to the RaasedPlaintiffs’ Claims. Accordingly, Plaintiffs and
Defendans sthall not asert in any forum that the dims asserted in the Aton were broughtro
defended in bad fidh or without a easonabé basis. The Parties shall not ssert any contetion
regarding a violation of Rule 11 of theFederal Rules of Civil Procedure relating to the
proeaition, defense or sitlement of the Adion. Except as expesdy set forth in the S8ement
Agreament, ech party shall kea his, her orits own costs and expensencluding atorneys
fees.

14. In the event that the 8kement dces not becomeffedive in accordance wth the
tems of he Sdatlement Agreement, the Final Ordeshall berendaed null and void andghall be
vacded nunc pro tunc, and the Ation shall proceal in the manneprovided in the Sement
Agreement and the Order ofr@minaryApproval.

15. Upon the Eedive Date of the S#lement,Plaintiffs, the Plan, and all Settlement
Classmemlers are pmanently enjoined andalred from canmencingor proseauting anyadion
aserting any of the Releas®aintiffs’ Claims against any of the Regked Rrties.

16. The Sdtlement Ageament and this Final Ost, whether or not consummated, do
not andshall not be construed, gued, or deemed in any way to be (a) amisdon or
corcesson by Defendars with respect to any of the RetsedPlaintiffs’ Clams or evidence of
any violaion of any statute or law or other wrongdoifagilt, or liahlity by Defendans, or (b)
an aanisgon or conceson by Plaintiffs or ary member of he SetlementClassthat their clams
ladk merit or that the dienses that havedan or may hae been asrted by Defendasthave

merit. Absent witten ageanent of the padres, in the eventhe final judgment approvinghte



Sdtlement isreversed, \acded, or modified in any sped by the Court or ay other court, he
cettification of the StlementClass shall be \acaded, the Ation shall proceal as though the
SdtlementClass had never e cettified, and noreference to the pror SdtlementClassor ary
documentgelated theretcshall be made for any purposeNothing heran shall be cdeemed b
predude Defendantsom conteing classcettifi caion for any other purpose.

17.  The Sdtlement Ageement and the Final Order shall not béedd or receivedm
evidence by any c&& member or party to thiadion in any civil or achinistrative adion or
procealing other than prealings recessay to approve or enfae the terms of the 8ement
Agreement and this Order and Final Judgment.

18. Plaintiffs Aima |. Peez is awarded $10,000, Adrienneatington-Whed#ey is
awarded $10,000, Diana Leach is awarded $10,000, Holty Sheds is awarded $10,000s a
Plaintiff Case Contribdion Awards, as defined in the Slement Ageement, inrecogntion of
their contribdions to this Aton, to be paidrom the Settlement Fund iaceordance wh the
Sdtlement Ageement.

19. The Cout defers ruling on Plaintiffs’ Counsels mation for atorneys’ fees,
pending sulmisson of alditional informaionfrom Plaintiffs’ Counsel.

20. The litigaion expense incured by Plaintiffs Counsé in the couse of
proeaiting this adion arefair and eaonable. Acordingly expenses are awled in the amount
of $162,757.34, to be paiftom the Selement Fund in accordanceitiv the Sélement
Agreament.

21. As required byFed. R. Civ. P. 23(N(3), the Court has congdad and finds a

followsin makingthis avard of expenss:



a. The Sdtlementcreated a gross gkement fund ©$4.375milli on incash,
plus inerest, for distribtion to hePlan, and nurrous SélementClassmemiers will berefit

from the St#lement pursuant to th&lan of Allocaion;

b. More than 58,000 copies of the Midibtice were sent to putave
SdtlementClassmemters ndifying them thaPlaintiffs’ Counselvould beapplying to the
Court for up to 30%f the Gross S8ement Fund inttorneys’ fees and appriomately $195,000

in expenss;

C. TheMail Notice advised S#ementClassmemlers that more informson
would be maeavalable on the S#ement Website. Pswant to the RliminaryApproval Order,
Plaintiffs’ Counsel’sfingin support of final approval of the @ement, he proposed Plan of
Allocaion, and heapgications for étorneys’ fes, expenss, andcasecontribution awards was
posted tolie Sdtlement Website aebst twenty-one days prior to thedlline for Setlement

Classmemters toreview and eve obpdions tlerdo;

d. Oneobjedion was il ed against the terms of thetement, the proposed
Plan of Allocaion,or Plaintiffs’ Counsel’s aplpcations for @torneys’ fees, expenses anchse

contribtion avards;

e. TheAction involved complefactual and legaldsies, wasadively
proeauted for more than tbe years and, in the lasenceof a sdtlement, vould involve further

lengthy pre@ealings wth urcettain resdution of the complexactual and legalsstes;

f. HadPlaintiffs’ Counsel noadhieved the S#ement tiere would remaina
significant risk thatPlaintiffs and the clssthey sought teepresentwould remver lessor nothing

from the Defendast

g. Plaintiffs’ Counsel’'dee and expense alpgetion indicaes that thg
incurred $162,757.34 inti gation expenses tachieve the Stlement; and



h. Theamount of expenses awled by he Court is fair andeasonable and

consistent uth such awards inimil ar cases.

22.  Withoutaffeding the findity of this Judgment, the Coumtains jursdction for
purposes ofmplemerning the Sdtlement Agreement aneserves the power to enter addnd
orders to effectuate thdair and orekrly administration and consmmation of the Sélement
Agreement and the S$tement, as may fronime totime be appropriate, angsdution of ary
and all disputearising theraunder.

SO ORDERED this 10" day ofFebruary 2014.

/s/ Mary M. Lisi

MARY M. LISI
UNITED STATES DISTRICT WDGE




