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NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on June 7, 2022, at 2:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as the 

matter may be heard by the Honorable Yvonne Gonzalez Rogers of the United States District Court 

for the Northern District of California, located in Courtroom 1, at 1301 Clay Street, Oakland, CA 

94612, Developer Plaintiffs will and hereby do move the Court, pursuant to Rule 23 of the Federal 

Rules of Civil Procedure, for an order: 

(1) Granting final approval of the proposed class action settlement with Apple Inc.; and 

(2) Certifying the proposed Settlement Class. 

This motion is based on this notice of motion and motion, the accompanying memorandum of 

points and authorities, the declarations in support of the motion, argument by counsel at the hearing 

before this Court, such oral and documentary evidence as may be presented at the hearing of this 

motion, and all papers and records on file in this matter. 
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