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I, Rachel Christman, declare as follows:

1. | am employed by KCC Class Action Services, LL@& sluccessor company of
Gilardi & Co. LLC (collectively “KCC"), located at Mclnnis Parkway, Suite 250, San Rafael,
California. KCC was hired by Class Counsel as thigl&nent Administrator in this matter. | am
over 21 years of age and am not a party to thisracExcept as otherwise stated, | have persong
knowledge of the facts set forth herein and, ifexhhs a witness, could and would testify
competently thereto.

2. | make this declaration to report on: (a) a sumnudrotice Procedures; (b) KCC’s
processes for reviewing, analyzing, and validativegclaims received; (c) calculating the total
qualifying purchases for the initial distributiohtbe Net Settlement Funds; and (d) calculating th
pro ratashare of the Net Settlement Funds to be distribtdeeach approved claimant.

Summary of Notice Procedures

3. As further outlined in th®eclaration of Markham Sherwood re Dissemination of
Notice to Class Members and Requests for Exclufiied August 6, 2012 (ECF No. 1294), the
Declaration of Markham Sherwood re Disseminatioahasonic Notice to Class Members and
Requests for Exclusipfiled November 8, 2012 (ECF No. 1434), theclaration of Markham
Sherwood re Dissemination of LG Notice to Class Mamsand Requests for Exclusjdited
January 24, 2013 (ECF No. 1541), ieclaration of Markham Sherwood re Dissemination of
Toshiba Notice to Class Members and Requests fdugirn filed May 29, 2013 (ECF No. 1696),
theDeclaration of Ross Murray Re Dissemination of EliaSamsung Notice to Class Members
and Requests for Exclusidiled June 26, 2014 (ECF No. 2650), theclaration of Ross Murray
re Dissemination of Thomson/TDA Notice to Class Mamand Requests for Exclusidired
August 24, 2015 (ECF No. 4017), thenended Declaration of Ross Murray re Disseminatibn
Thomson/TDA Notice to Class Members and Requedtétusion filed August 26, 2015 (ECF
No. 4020), théeclaration of Ross Murray re Dissemination of Metand Claim Forms to Class
Members and Lack of Objections to Plaintiff’'s Matior Attorneys’ Fees and Costsed October
8, 2015 (ECF No. 4114-2), theclaration of Ross Murray re Dissemination of gaied Class

Notice to Class Members and Requests for Exclusiled,January 21, 2016 (ECF No. 4330), the
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Declaration of Rachel Christman re DisseminatiorNaotice to Class Members re Mitsubishi
Electric Settlement and Application for Attornelfees and Expenses and Incentive Awdildsl
March 6, 2017 (ECF No. 5126), and theclaration of Rachel Christman re Class Members’
Response to Noticéled May 18, 2017 (ECF No. 5163-2), KCC hasfpened outreach to
potential Class Members in nine phases:

a. Dissemination of notice relating to the Chunghwd Bhilips Settlement
Agreements (“Chunghwa/Philips Notice”) took placeJune 7, 2012. KCC mailed notice to
16,307 potential Class Members and sent notice-wiail to 791 potential Class Members. The
Chunghwa/Philips Notice provided Class Members withopportunity to object to or request
exclusion from the settlements with Defendants Ghwa and Philips.

b. Dissemination of notice relating to the Panasomiti@&nent Agreement
(“Panasonic Notice”) took place on September 10228 CC mailed notice to 16,333 potential

Class Members and sent notice via email to 872npiateClass Members. The Panasonic Notice

provided Class Members with the opportunity to obje or request exclusion from the settlement

with the Panasonic Defendants.

C. Dissemination of notice relating to the LG Settletn&greement (“LG Notice”)
took place on November 27, 2012. KCC mailed ndticg6,601 potential Class Members and se
notice via email to 872 potential Class Members L& Notice provided Class Members with thd
opportunity to object to or request exclusion frthra settlement with the LG Defendants.

d. Dissemination of notice relating to the Toshibatl8etent Agreement (“Toshiba
Notice”) took place on April 1, 2013. KCC mailedtioe to 16,618 potential Class Members and

send notice via email to 872 potential Class MembEne Toshiba Notice provided Class

Members with the opportunity to object to or redqueslusion from the settlement with Defendant

Toshiba.
e. Dissemination of notice relating to the Hitachi éamsung SDI Settlement
Agreements (“Hitachi/Samsung Notice”) took placeAgil 28, 2014. KCC mailed notice to

16,895 potential Class Members and send noticemial to 873 potential Class Members. The
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Hitachi/Samsung Notice provided Class Members Wighopportunity to object to or request
exclusion from the settlements with Defendants ¢fitand Samsung SDI.

f. Dissemination of notice relating to the Thomson/TBéttlement Agreement
(“Thomson/TDA Notice”) took place on June 26, 20K&C mailed notice to 16,914 potential
Class Members and send notice via email to 87pateClass Members. The Thomson/TDA
Notice provided Class Members with the opportutotpbject to or request exclusion from the
settlement with Defendant Thomson/TDA.

g. The “Initial Claims Mailing” took place on Septemitil, 2015, wherein KCC
mailed a notice and Proof of Claim form to 16,9#41ential Class Members and sent notice via e;
mail to 873 potential Class Members. The Initighi@ls Mailing provided Class Members with theg
opportunity to file a claim for payment from thettBaments with Defendants Chunghwa, Philips,
Panasonic, LG, Toshiba, Hitachi, and Samsung SmMdgember 10, 2015.

h. Dissemination of notice relating to the Litigateth€s (“Litigated Class Notice”)
took place on November 23, 2015. KCC mailed ndtic#8,038 potential Class Members and se
notice via email to 873 potential Class Members Thigated Class Notice provided Class
Members with the opportunity to object to or requeeslusion from Litigated Class. Class
Members who excluded themselves from the Litig&kds are excluded from the settlement wit
Defendant Mitsubishi.

I. The “Second Claims Mailing” took place on February 2017, wherein KCC
mailed a notice and Proof of Claim form to 19,6@%emtial Class Members and sent notice via
email to 1,343 unique email addresses on the updzitess List. The Second Claims Mailing
provided Class Members with the opportunity to obje the Settlement with Defendant
Mitsubishi and with the opportunity to file a clafior payment from the settlements with all

Defendants by May 29, 2017.

! Claimants who had previously filed claims in théial Claims Mailing were advised it was not
necessary to file a second claim in the Secondr@laflailing so long as no details on the claim
had changed. All claims received in the Initial i@la Mailing were considered for payment
alongside all claims submitted in the Second Clauhasging.
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4, In addition to the direct notice outreach descriabdve, summary notice was
published in th&Vall Street Journatluring each phase listed above, with an additipohlication
in theNew York Timefor the Thompson/TDA Settlement, the LitigatedsSl&lotice, and the
Second Claims Mailing. KCC also established ae®ttint website

(www.CRTDirectPurchaserAntitrustSettlement.donase dedicated email address

(claims@CRTDirectPurchaserAntitrustSettlement.;dhost Office Box, and toll free number

(877-224-3063), allowing potential Class Memberseas to additional information and documents
about the settlements, including the settlemergeagents, the Preliminary and Final Approval
Orders, the Final Judgments, the Notices, Summaticés, and a downloadable Proof of Claim
Form.
Requestsfor Exclusion

5. Class Members were provided with the opportunitsetpuest exclusion from
individual settlements while maintaining their o in the remaining settlements. KCC received
requests for exclusion from 31 entities and 2 iitilial persons, a total of 33 requests. Of these, 8
also filed individual claims for payment from thet@ement Funds (referred to herein as “Opt-Ouf
Claimants”). Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a 6étll requests for exclusion along with detail
from which settlement each request was made amdifidation of the 8 Opt-Out Claimants.

Collection and Evaluation of Claim Forms

6. Class Members who wished to file claims were abled so by completing the
Proof of Claim form in its entirety and mailingt@ KCC no later than the postmark deadline of
May 29, 2017. Class Members also had the optionsdfng the settlement website and filing the
Proof of Claim form electronically by May 29, 20IThe format of the Proof of Claim form was
designed to be clear and simple so that poteriiahants could easily fill out the form and
provide information required in support of theiaiohs. The Proof of Claim form requested a
summary of all purchases of Cathode Ray Tubes (*CRRAnd Finished Products containing
Cathode Ray Tubes (“CRT Finished Products”) madecty from any Defendant or Co-
Conspirator from March 1, 1995 through NovemberZZ8)7 (the “Class Period”).
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7. As of the date of this declaration, KCC has reag®@®80 claims. For quality

control purposes, each paper and electronic PiioGfaam form submitted was given a unique

claim number and was entered into KCC’s proprietitabase. The total amount of claimed CRT

and CRT Finished Product purchases is $28,354,80®9, with claimed Calculated CRT
Purchasésof $19,030,717,038.45. Of the 4,080 claims file8lwere filed after the May 29, 2017
Claims Filing Deadline. To facilitate the greateatmber of valid claims possible and maximize
the benefit to the Class, KCC recommends approwitigput qualification all late claims which
are otherwise valid; a total of 45 recommended @apgd late claims.

8. As explained below, after extensive claims anaJysSC has verified that 1,834
submitted claims are eligible and valid.

9. KCC reviewed each Proof of Claim form submitteddompleteness and
determined that some claims were deficient or ingete. Among the various types of deficiencie
found were: (a) claimants failed to provide a pas#amounts for CRT and CRT Finished
Products purchased from Defendants (or subsidiagyfiiate thereof) or Co-Conspirators on the
Proof of Claim form or only partially completed shinformation when filling out the Proof of
Claim form; (b) claimants failed to sign the PradiClaim form; (c) claimants included ineligible
purchases (such as indirect purchases at retadhases of electronics and/or other products whi
do not qualify as CRTs or CRT Finished ProductsT@Rd CRT Finished Product purchases
made outside of the Class Period, CRT and CRT edi$’roduct purchases made from non-
Defendants or Co-Conspirators, or CRT and CRT RedsProduct purchases made outside of th
United States; (d) a Third Party Filer (an entitgittfiles a claim on behalf of a claimant pursuant
assignment or service agreement) failed to proaidgned Service Agreement demonstrating
agency, or sufficient claim information or docuneitn of purchases by the assignor; (e)
claimants submitted duplicate Proof of Claim forfimeluding instances of potential fraudulent
filings where numerous Proof of Claim forms werbrsitted on behalf of a single entity, in many

instances with an attempt to slightly vary therolant contact information in an attempt to avoid

2 To determine each approved claimant’s “Calcul&@&I Purchases”, CRT tubes (CPTs/CDTS)
are calculated at full value while televisions @atued at 50% and computer monitors are valued
75%.
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detection); or (f) claimants submitted competingd?rof Claim forms (two completed Proof of
Claim forms were submitted on behalf of the sara@@hnt by two separate entities).

10.  Deficiency Outreach: Where a claim exhibited onenore of the criteria addressed
in 91 9(a) — 9(d) herein, KCC mailed and/or emagéddiotice of Deficient Claim which outlined
the deficiencies in the claim and provided clairsamith the opportunity to correct the
deficiencies. Where no response was provided, ¢fieient claim was rejected and sent notice of
such rejection. Where a response to the Defici€hayeach was provided, KCC reviewed the
response and corrected the deficiency accorditigiliye response was not sufficient to clear the
deficiency(ies) on a claim, the claimant was sormied and no further outreach was performed K
KCC unless requested by the claimant.

11. Duplicate Review: Where a claim fell into one ormnof the categories addressed
in 91 9(e) — 9(f) herein, KCC reviewed the potdrdiglicate claims to remove complete
duplicates (where a single claimant inadvertentidfmore than one identical claim) and to
consolidate partial duplicates (where a singlenatant filed more than one claim with unique
purchase information; in such cases the purchdsemation from both claims was consolidated
into a single master claim with the second clainmked as a duplicate filing). Where competing
claims were filed, KCC defaulted to the claim fileg the claimant (where a competing claim had
been filed by a Third Party Filer) or reached @uboth parties to identify the master and duplicat
claims. All complete duplicate, partial duplicatedacompeting claims have been resolved.

12. Fraud Review: KCC reviewed all filed claims andyfied submissions where
certain criteria were met (multiple claims filedngsa single IP address, multiple claims filed with
a pattern of slight variance in the claim name, ieaddress, and/or mailing address, or claims
filed by individuals who have been previously idéed as fraudulent filers in other cases which
KCC has administered). Claims which were determiodak fraudulent were rejected and sent a
Notice of Rejected Claim. Claims which were idaatifas potentially fraudulent were sent a
Request for Documentation. Where no response vwagded, the potentially fraudulent claim was
rejected without further outreach. Where a respaveseprovided, KCC reviewed the response ar

provided a determination.
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13. The notifications addressed in {{ 10 — 12 aboweelisas the Requests for
Documentation addressed in § 15 and the final oie@tion notices addressed in 28 below wer
sent on a rolling basis as determinations were meaéhe extent multiple claims could be
addressed in a single notice (for entities whalfg&aims on behalf of multiple claimants), or
where a notice served multiple purposes (for examqitlining a deficiency and also requesting

documentation), the notices were consolidatednélices regarding the rejection (in whole or in

part) of a claim contained a response deadlinelwtaeild vary based on specific negotiations with

the claimant, but in no event was less than 15.dayshe extent a claimant submitted a response
within a reasonable time after a given deadlineCk®onsidered those responses to be timely if
relevant documentation and/or information was piedi As of the date of this declaration, KCC
has sent 7,667 such notices addressing all 4,880diaims, and the deadline to respond or dispU
for each has passed.

Claim Document Review

14.  All claims were subject to review and/or audit b€®&. In collaboration with Class
Counsel, KCC evaluated all filed claims to estdbashreshold at which claimants would be
required to submit documentation to support thiaiinted purchases. The threshold was set at
$100,000 in Calculated CRT Purchases. Claims wieitlat or above the review threshold are
referred to herein as “Top Claims” where claimsahhfiell below the review threshold are referreg
to as “Basic Claims.” Of the 4,080 claims filed 332nique claims (or 7.92% of the total count of
claims) were reviewed as Top Claims, accountin@®b9% of the total amount of CRT
Purchases being claimed.

15. KCC received a summary compilation of purchaserdsctrom Class Counsel.
These records (referred to herein as the “Defendarthase Records”) are composed of a
summary Excel spreadsheet listing known CRT and €Rfuct purchases from the Defendants
by Class Members during the Class Period. KCC kas informed that the Defendant Purchase
Records do not represent a full and complete recbadl qualifying purchases from all Defendant
during the entire Class Period. As such, the DefahBurchase Records are used for comparisol

against filed claims and to supplement claims winerdocumentation is able to be provided by
7
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the Class Member. Where a Top Claim included claumchase information consistent with the
Defendant Purchase Records, the claim was appriviedre a Top Claim did not respond to
Requests for Documentation or responded indicatowymentation was not available, they have
been notified that their claims were being adjustethe amount reflected in the Defendant
Purchase Records or, if there was no such datathinalaim was denied.

16.  Top Claims which include claimed purchases in exoéshe Defendant Purchase
Records were reviewed based on documentation stéohtoy the claimant. The claim
documentation review was designed to confirm thated purchases were: 1) CRTs or CRT
Finished Products; 2) purchased directly from aeddént (or subsidiary or affiliate thereof) or
Co-Conspirator; 3) purchased within the United &atnd 4) purchased within the Class Period.
The ideal form of documentation is a copy of a €lslember’s internal recordkeeping in databas|
format (such as Microsoft Excel), which allows K&Crun various queries and comparisons to
efficiently evaluate the veracity of claimed pursés. The level of detail in database
documentation can vary from simple (e.g., 3-4 calsmproviding only the amount of information
necessary to validate a claim) to highly compleg.(enultiple tabbed databases with thousands
line items over dozens of columns constitutingftileunfiltered internal recordkeeping for a
claimant).

17. To the extent documentation submitted in suppod ciiim was not in a database
format (additional documentation types submittedude internal recordkeeping in pdf format,
purchase orders, invoices, screen shots of compuégyes, etc.), KCC attempted to review the
documentation as submitted or reached out to timaht to request documentation in a databas
format. However, where no such documentation wadahe, KCC manually transcribed
purchase information from the documentation sulemitin some cases, claimants submitted
thousands of pages of documents in support of tfeims.

18.  Once a claim had documentation in a reviewablebda& format, KCC reviewed
claimed purchases on a line-item basis. Some dousnpeovided a description of the product
purchased (i.e., “CRT", “TV”, “Monitor”, etc.), whe others provided only product numbers or

serial numbers. Where no detailed description wagdable, KCC manually reviewed the product
8
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or serial numbers via online searches to deterrhthe product did, in fact, qualify. KCC
manually reviewed tens of thousands of line itectess numerous Top Claims to determine
eligibility.

19. KCC utilized a two-tier process to review claim downtation. Tier 1 included the
initial review by a team of claims review agentsl diter 2 included a more in-depth review for
certain claims by the case management team, whegaipped with a comprehensive knowledge
of the numerous nuances of this matter. The Trewlew evaluated all documentation submitted
within structured guidelines and provided one @ffibllowing three determinations:

- Approve at Claimed Amount: The claim is fully apped with no reduction in

purchases.

- Approve at Reduced Amount: The claim is partiajppved as some of the claimed

purchases are ineligible based on documentatiomisieial.

- Insufficient Documentation: The documentation subediin support of a claim is

insufficient to substantiate claimed purchasess Titludes claims with documentation
such as bank records, bankruptcy documents, affgjand other such documentation
which do not demonstrate direct purchases of CRTRF Products during the Class
Period.

20.  Approve at Claimed Amount: Where a Tier 1 reviesuteed in the determination
of “Approve at Claimed Amount”, no further reviewtbe claim was performed and a
“Determination Letter” was sent to the claimantfooning the approved amount of claimed
purchases and total CRT Purchases.

21.  Approve at Reduced Amount: Where a Tier 1 reviesulted in the determination
of “Approve at Reduced Amount”, the claim progresse Tier 2. If the Tier 2 review found any
errors in the Tier 1 determination, the claim wetsimed to Tier 1 for re-review (or completed by
the case management team, where appropriatd)e Tier 2 review confirmed the Tier 1
determination, a Determination Letter was senh&daimant providing the opportunity to

dispute.
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22. Insufficient Documentation: Where a Tier 1 revieagulted in the determination of
“Insufficient Documentation”, the claim progresdedrier 2. If the Tier 2 review found any errors
in the Tier 1 determination, the claim as returteedier 1 for re-review (or completed by the casg
management team, where appropriate). If the Trew2w confirmed the Tier 1 determination,
KCC reached out to the claimant to request additidocumentation that clearly demonstrated
gualifying purchases.

23. Determination Letters were mailed and/or emaile@oolling basis to Top Claims
as claim reviews were completed. All disputes ne@iwere reviewed with Class Counsel before
final dispute response was provided to the claimardome cases, Class Counsel was involved i
communications with claimants and/or their représares or counsel as well as the resolution of
disputes.

24.  The final status of claims received by KCC as efdhate of this declaration are
detailed as follows:

25.  Withdrawn and Duplicate Claims: Of the 4,080 filddims, 307 were marked as
duplicate claims and 1,362 were withdrawn by tlaénchnt, the vast majority of which were
withdrawn in response to a request for documentatial/or Notice of Deficient Claim.

26. Approved Claims: KCC has identified 1,834 validinis, with total qualifying and
eligible purchases amounting to $7,509,205,90%1%@alculated CRT Purchases. KCC'’s detailed
and thorough review process therefore identified @mminated invalid claims or portions of
claims equaling $11,521,511,132.69 in Calculated ®Rrchases, or 60.54% of the Calculated
CRT Purchases originally claimed.

27. Rejected Claims: The 577 remaining claims have bejected for the reasons
identified below:

» 316 claims were rejected because the claimantsrese to the Notice of Deficient Claim
and/or the Request for Documentation did not prewdfficient information or
documentation to substantiate the claim, or thienglat did not respond;

» 234 claims were rejected because the claim was eldéobe fraudulent;

10
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» 23 claims were rejected because the entirety gbtinehases claimed were either indirect
purchases of CRTs or CRT Finished Products manuttiby the Defendants or Co-
Conspirators, or were CRTs or CRT Finished Produmasufactured by a non-Defendant
or Co-Conspirator;

» 2 claims were rejected because the entirety optiehases claimed were not CRTs or
CRT Finished Products; and

» 2 claims were rejected because the claimant entitexe subsidiaries and/or affiliates of
Defendants or Co-Conspirators and thus are not reeswdf the class.

All claimants whose claims were rejected were d#tices of Deficient Claim and/or Notices of
Rejected Claim and provided an opportunity to resipas described in § 10 and 12 above. A li
of these 577 ineligible claims identifying the reador ineligibility for each is attached hereto as
Exhibit B.

28.  During the course of the deficiency and documenmateview, KCC had thousands
of email exchanges and telephone conversationsalatimants and/or their representatives or
counsel and mailed over 3,000 letters in an eftoresolve deficiencies and anomalies on the filg
claims and to complete the claim documentationes@vKCC has notified, via mail, email, or both
(where applicable), all filed claims of the finatdrmination of their claims.

Net Settlement Funds Amounts

29. KCC has performed a thorough audit of the indiviciedtlement funds and can
confirm that after the addition of interest earoadthe consolidated funds and after the deductior
of Court-authorized attorneys’ fees and expengegtion expenses and costs, and the class
representative plaintiff awards proportionatelynfreach settlement fund, the balance of
Settlement Funds to be distributed is $143,930&218s of the date of this declaration. This brea
out to:

» $5,185,958.08 from the Chunghwa Settlement (thautighwa Fund”)

* $9,809,088.96 from the Philips Settlement (the lipsiFund”)

e $11,986,717.96 from the Panasonic Settlement @a@dsonic Fund”)

e $17,167,472.94 from the LG Settlement (the “LG Fyind
11
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e $9,287,035.41 from the Toshiba Settlement (the Hitwes Fund”)

* $9,274,837.82 from the Hitachi Settlement (the &diti Fund”)

e $22,787,892.66 from the Samsung SDI Settlement‘@8amsung Fund”)
e $6,670,500.74 from the Thomson/TDA Settlement (ffeomson Fund”)
e $51,761,105.65 from the Mitsubishi Settlement (t@subishi Fund”)

30. To date, KCC has billed and been paid $485,513 3. amount represents the
cost to facilitate the six notice phases address§d(a) - 3(e) herein. With the exception of some
notice related costs, KCC has not been paid foitiaddl notice costs and claims administration
work performed from September 11, 2015 through D 31, 2021 in the amount of
$1,291,445.86. This amount represents the cosbéion and Evaluation of Claim Forms and
Claim Documentation Review as discussed in 1 8 keein. Finally, KCC estimates that the
remaining work will cost $70,660.76 in additiondhainistration fees. This amount represents the

cost of distribution to Class Members and the dgsif the case in KCC'’s files. Attached hereto as

—

Exhibit C is an accounting of the amounts incutsatdnot paid as well as the estimated amount ¢
administration fees remaining.

31. Additionally, a reserve of $250,000 is being held of the Net Settlement Funds

}

for any unforeseen concerns or tax liability. Skidhle requested administrative fees be approve
the funds remaining for distribution to approvediliants after withholding the reserve and
administrative feeswill be $142,318,503.60.
Calculation of Approved Claim Amounts

32. KCC administered each settlement fund separatedgdordance with the class
definition of that settlement fund. To calculate ffrayment amounts to approved claimants, KCC
first evaluated each Approved Claim to remove gible purchases, as described above in 1 9.
KCC also removed all purchases from Opt-Out Claisiahproducts purchased from the
Defendant(s) from whose settlement an Opt-Out Glairhad excluded itseli.é., if an Opt-Out

Claimant had excluded itself from the Panasoniti&aent, any Panasonic purchases included in

3 To the extent this reserve is not required, tifiesds would be combined with the funds from
uncashed checks and distributed in like mannec@ora@ance with the instructions provided by th¢
Court for uncashed checks.

D
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the claim were removg@dOpt-Out Claimants likewise did not receivpra ratashare from the
Settlement Fund from which the claimant opted out.

33.  After removal of ineligible purchases, the sumldgjible purchases of CRT tubes,
CRT computer monitors, and/or CRT color televisiaas converted to Calculated CRT Purchas
to arrive at the approved amount for each appralecth. The sum of each claimant’'s Calculated
CRT Purchases was then divided by the sum of &l wad approved Calculated CRT Purchases
for each settlement fund, the result of which deteed each claimantijgro ratashare (%) of each
settlement fund.

34. A strictpro ratadistribution of the Net Settlement Funds wouldutes 374
claimants receiving payments of less than $10414ging from $0.19 to $9.93. Based on KCC'’s
previous experience, checks of less than $10.0@ssdikely to be cashed. In addition, the value
of some checks issued according to a spriotratadistribution would be less than the
administration costs to issue and mail the checicadhed checks often result in additional delay
as well as administration costs related to trackingashed, expired checks and reissuing checks
replace them. (The estimated future administratmsts set forth in Exhibit C hereto are based of]
the issuance of checks valued at $10.00 or moodieitks of lesser value are issued, KCC's
estimate for such costs would increase.) Class s®utnerefore, has recommended that each
claimant be paid at least $10.00. KCC thus re-¢afed the payment for each of the 374 claims
(20.39% of all approved claims) that would haveittes! in a payment of less than $10.00 under
strict pro rata distribution. The proposed distribution amountdach approved claimant is listed
in Exhibit D. The proposed distributions total $1318,494.27, which is $9.33 less than the funds
remaining for distribution to approved claimantferenced in § 31 above due to rounding. The tg
113 approved claimants (6.16% of all approved cdiwould receive $140,932,053.89, or
99.03%, of the proposed distributions.

35. A schedule of all claimants with each approvednetait’s strictpro rata share of
each Settlement Fund is attached hereto as Exhilsibr each Settlement Fund, the schedule
indicates the total amount of approved purchasemel, in Calculated CRT Purchases calculatg

as described in footnote 2 above, as well as tbegsed funds to be distributed from it:
13
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e $4,995,385.28 from the Chunghwa Fund
* $9,564,189.78 from the Philips Fund
+ $11,829,645.65 from the Panasonic Fund
» $17,001,459.93 from the LG Fund
e $9,134,731.48 from the Toshiba Fund
¢ $9,122,593.49 from the Hitachi Fund
e $22,612,342.89 from the Samsung Fund
» $6,522,667.16 from the Thomson Fund
* $51,535,487.94 from the Mitsubishi Fund
These fund amounts, also listed in Exhibit E, t§te12,318,503.60, which equal the funds

remaining for distribution to approved claimantferenced in § 31 above.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foragas true and correct, and that this

declaration was executed this*3ay of March 2022.

Rocked Chuiskrmomn

RACHEL CHRISTMAN
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