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1||TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR RESPECTIVE ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:
2 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on February 8, 2021 at 1:30 p.m. or as soon thereafter as the
3 || matter may be heard in the Courtroom of the Honorable Lucy H. Koh, United States District Court,
4 || Northern District of California, San Jose Division, 280 South 1st Street, San Jose, CA 95113,
5 || Plaintiffs Christina Grace and Ken Potter (“Plaintiffs”) will and hereby do move the Court, pursuant
6 || to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(e), for the entry of an Order granting final approval of the
7 || Settlement Agreement between Plaintiffs and Defendant Apple Inc. (“Apple”).
8 The grounds for this motion are that the proposed settlement is within the necessary range of
9 || reasonableness to justify granting final approval pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(e).
10 || This motion is based upon this Notice of Motion and Motion for Final Approval of Class Action
11 {| Settlement, the Declaration of Daniel L. Warshaw, the Declaration of Cameron R. Azari, the
12 || pleadings and papers on file in this action, and such oral and documentary evidence as may be
13 || presented at the hearing on this motion.
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