
17373.001 4847-3782-9083.1   

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 

 

IN RE:  DAILY FANTASY SPORTS 
LITIGATION 
 
This Document Relates to: 
All Cases 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

MDL No. 1:16-md-02677-GAO 

 
 

BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ AND DEFENDANT DRAFTKINGS INC.’S 
JOINT MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF PROPOSED SETTLEMENT 

AND APPROVAL OF THE PROPOSED NOTICE OF THE SETTLEMENT 
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