IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF LASALLE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CHANCERY DIVISION

KATE HOFFOWER

DRU DOMINICI

WILTON ALDERMAN
TAMMY MCALPINE BROWN,
REID COOPER,

MARK SESSA, AND Case No. 2025CH000014
GARY HALL,

on behalf of themselves and all others
similarly situated,

Plaintiffs,
V.

DEMANDBASE, INC. and INSIDEVIEW
TECHNOLOGIES, INC.,

Defendants.

CLASS ACTION SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

This Class Action Settlement Agreement (“Agreement” or “Settlement Agreement”™) is
entered into by and among (i) Plaintiffs Kate Hoffower, Dru Dominici, Wilton Alderman, Tammy
McAlpine Brown, Reid Cooper, Mark Sessa, and Gary Hall (collectively, “Plaintiffs™), for
themselves individually and on behalf of the Settlement Classes, and Defendants Demandbase,
Inc. and Insideview Technologies, Inc. (“Defendants™). Plaintiffs and Defendants are collectively
referred to as the “Parties.” This Settlement Agreement is intended by the Parties to fully, finally,
and forever resolve, discharge, and settle the Released Claims upon and subject to the terms and
conditions of this Settlement Agreement, and subject to the final approval of the Court.

RECITALS
A. Prior plaintiftf Amos Gbeintor filed a putative class action in the United States

District Court for the Northern District of California on December 8, 2021, alleging violations of
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the California Right of Publicity Act, Cal. Civ. Code § 3344, California common law prohibiting
misappropriation of a name or likeness, and California’s Unfair Competition Law, Cal. Bus. &
Prof. Code § 17200 et seq. Gbeintor v. Demandbase, Inc. et al., Case No. 4:21-cv-09470-TLT,
Dkt. 1 (N.D. Cal.). On April 1, 2022, Plaintiffs Wilton Alderman and Dru Dominici (with Mr.
Gbeintor, the “N.D. Cal. Plaintiffs”) filed an amended complaint, adding alleged violations of the
Ohio Right of Publicity Statute, Ohio Rev. Code § 2741, and Ohio’s tort of appropriation of a
name or likeness. Id., Dkt. 30. Specifically, the amended complaint alleged that Defendants’ use
of the N.D. Cal. Plaintiffs’ and other consumers’ identities to encourage individuals to purchase
subscriptions to Defendants’ database violated California and Ohio right-of-publicity statutes. /d.

B. On May 13, 2022, Defendants moved to dismiss, or in the alternative, to strike
under California’s Anti-SLAPP statute; Defendants also moved to stay. Dkts. 31, 32. On June 10,
2022, Plaintiffs filed their oppositions to the motions to dismiss, to strike, and to stay. Dkts. 38,
39. Defendants replied on July 8, 2022. Dkts. 42, 43.

C. On December 5, 2022, the Court granted Defendants’ motion to stay but declined
to stay discovery upon concluding that the anti-SLAPP motion was untimely. Dkt. 59. Defendants
moved for leave to file a motion for reconsideration, Dkt. 60, and filed a protective, interlocutory
appeal to the Ninth Circuit of the anti-SLAPP denial. Dkts. 61, 62. On January 5, 2023, the Court
granted Defendants leave to file their reconsideration motion, which was filed on January 24, 2023.
See Dkts. 64, 65, 67. On February 17, 2023, the Court granted Defendants’ motion for
reconsideration after concluding that Defendants’ anti-SLAPP motion was timely, and stayed the
case in its entirety pending resolution of the Ninth Circuit appeal in Martinez v. ZoomInfo, Inc.—
a similar right-of-publicity class action—as Defendants had requested. Dkts. 68, 71.

D. On September 21, 2023, a three-judge panel of the Ninth Circuit affirmed the
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district court’s order denying the anti-SLAPP motion in Martinez. See Martinez v. Zoomlinfo
Techs., Inc., 82 F.4th 785, 787 (9th Cir. 2023) (now vacated). The Parties notified the Court of the
ruling and filed supplemental briefs addressing the impact on the proceedings of the panel opinion
in Martinez. See Dkts. 72—75. The Court subsequently re-set for May 7, 2024 Defendants’ motion
to dismiss and/or strike, set a case management conference (“CMC”) for February 8, 2024, and
ordered the parties to file by February 1, 2024 a CMC statement. See Dkts. 76, 78.

E. On January 18, 2024, the Ninth Circuit vacated the three-judge panel opinion in
Martinez and ordered that the Martinez “case be reheard en banc.” See Martinez v. ZoomlInfo
Techs., Inc., 90 F.4th 1042, 2024 WL 189137 (9th Cir. Jan. 18, 2024); Dkt. 81. At the February 8,
2024 CMC, the Court set a tentative schedule but, since Martinez had not been resolved,
maintained the stay and invited the parties to file another update ahead of the May 7, 2024 motion
hearing. See Dkts. 84, 85. On March 1, 2024, the Martinez parties filed a notice with the Ninth
Circuit indicating that they had entered into a memorandum of understanding (“MOU”) to settle
the case. The Ninth Circuit subsequently vacated the en banc hearing.

F. In parallel with these proceedings, while Defendants’ motion to dismiss and/or
strike was pending, motions to dismiss similar lawsuits were both granted and denied in various
jurisdictions within the Ninth Circuit, and the Ninth Circuit granted a Rule 23(f) petition to review
on an interlocutory basis a district court’s order granting class certification in another case
presenting similar issues in a similar factual context. See Nolen v. PeopleConnect, Inc., No. 24-
3318 (9th Cir. June 21, 2024). The Parties agreed to explore early resolution of this matter and
exchanged information pursuant to Rule 408. As these initial discussions progressed, Defendants
expressed an interest in reaching a global settlement that would resolve pending and potential right

of publicity claims against them. The N.D. Cal. Plaintiffs and Defendants therefore discussed
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potential settlement proposals that involved the California and Ohio claims asserted, as well as
potential claims under the right of publicity laws in Nevada, South Dakota, Alabama, Indiana, and
linois. To facilitate those discussions, Plaintiffs’ counsel sought informal discovery into the
potential settlement class sizes in each of these states, which Defendants provided under Rule 408
protection in advance of mediation. Thus, while official discovery did not commence, Defendants
provided key information on the putative classes’ composition and the types of data that
Defendants maintained related to its website, visitors, and business.

G. The Parties agreed to mediate with the Hon. Jay C. Gandhi (Ret.) of JAMS. In
advance of the mediation, the Parties exchanged mediation briefs setting forth their respective
positions, held calls with the mediator, and provided Judge Gandhi with relevant documents from
the case. As part of this process, and understanding that Defendants sought a settlement that would
provide a global resolution, Plaintiffs’ counsel issued non-contingent settlement proposals for
settlement classes in California, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Alabama, South Dakota, and Nevada.
Defendants were welcome to accept or reject any of these individual proposals.

H. After exchanging the mediation briefs, and having several additional calls among
the Parties to discuss class sizes and financial information, on November 8, 2024, the Parties
participated in a 12-hour in-person mediation with Judge Gandhi, where they negotiated at arms’-
length and ultimately reached agreement on the material terms of this settlement. This agreement
was memorialized in a term sheet that was formalized into this Settlement Agreement. Because of
the confidential information learned during this mediation and pursuant to Rule 408, Plaintiffs
elected to dismiss the case pending in the Northern District of California and refile in this Court to
allow the proposed settlement to be evaluated and effectuated through a single action. On

November 21, 2024, the N.D. Cal. Plaintiffs filed a notice of voluntary dismissal without prejudice,
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and the N.D. Cal. case was terminated that same day.

L. On May 1, 2025, all Plaintiffs filed a class action complaint in this Court (the
“Action”), asserting right of publicity claims on behalf of seven Classes for residents of Ohio,
Nevada, South Dakota, California, Alabama, Indiana, and Illinois.

J. Over the next several weeks, the parties continued to cooperatively negotiate this
Settlement Agreement.

K. Plaintiffs and Class Counsel believe that the claims asserted in this action have
merit, and that they would have ultimately succeeded in certifying a class, at trial or summary
judgment, and on any subsequent appeal. But Plaintiffs and Class Counsel recognize that
Defendants have raised relevant factual and legal defenses that pose risks to the Settlement Classes.
Class Counsel have also taken into account the uncertain outcome and risks of any litigation,
especially in complex actions, as well as the difficulty and delay inherent in such litigation and the
appeals that would follow any judgment in favor of the Settlement Classes. Class Counsel believe
that this Agreement eliminates uncertainty in the outcome and presents an exceptional result for
the Settlement Classes, and one that will be provided without delay. Therefore, Plaintiffs believe
that it is in the best interest of the Settlement Classes to settle the Action and that the Released
Claims be fully and finally compromised, settled, and resolved with prejudice, pursuant to the
terms and conditions set forth in this Settlement Agreement.

L. Defendants deny all allegations of wrongdoing and liability, deny all material
allegations in the N.D. Cal. case and this Action, and believe that they would prevail in defeating
class certification, on summary judgment, at any trial on the merits, and on any subsequent appeal,
but have similarly concluded that this Settlement Agreement is desirable to avoid the time, risk,

and expense of defending protracted litigation, and to avoid the risk posed by the Settlement
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Classes’ claims for damages. Defendants thus desire to resolve finally and completely the pending
claims of Plaintiffs and the Settlement Classes.

M. NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and
among Plaintiffs on behalf of the Settlement Classes, and Defendants that, subject to Court
approval after a hearing as provided for in this Settlement Agreement, and in consideration of the
benefits flowing to the Parties from the settlement set forth herein, the Released Claims shall be
fully and finally compromised, settled, and released, and the Action shall be dismissed with
prejudice, upon and subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Settlement Agreement.

AGREEMENT

1. DEFINITIONS.

In addition to any definitions set forth elsewhere in this Settlement Agreement, the
following terms have the meanings specified below:

1.1 “Action” means the case captioned Hoffower et al. v. DemandBase, Inc. et al., Case
No. 2025CH000014, pending in the Circuit Court of LaSalle County, Illinois.

1.2 “Approved Claim” means a Claim Form submitted by a Settlement Class Member
that is: (i) submitted timely and in accordance with the directions on the Claim Form and the
provisions of the Settlement Agreement; (ii) fully and truthfully completed with all of the
information required of a Settlement Class Member; and (iii) signed by the Settlement Class
Member, either physically or electronically.

1.3 “Alabama Settlement Class” means Tammy McAlpine Brown and All Alabama
residents who are not registered users of InsideView or Demandbase and whose InsideView
“people” profile was viewed by a free user between December 2019 and February 2022. Excluded

from the Alabama Settlement Class are (1) any Judge or Magistrate presiding over this action and
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members of their families, (2) Defendants, Defendants’ subsidiaries, successors, predecessors, and
any entity in which Defendants have a controlling interest, (3) persons who properly execute and
file a timely request for exclusion from the class, and (4) the legal representatives, successors, or
assigns of any such excluded persons.

1.4  “Alabama Settlement Class Representative” means Plaintiff Tammy McAlpine
Brown.

1.5 “Alabama Settlement Fund” means the non-reversionary cash settlement fund
that shall be established by Defendants in the total amount of $325.,575 (approximately 4.5% of
the Alabama statutory damages minimum of $5,000) for the benefit of the Alabama Settlement
Class. This amount shall be deposited in an Escrow Account by Defendants no later than thirty
(30) days after Preliminary Approval. From this Alabama Settlement Fund, the Settlement
Administrator shall pay (i) Approved Claims of the Alabama Settlement Class, (ii) a proportional
amount of the Settlement Administration Expenses, (iii) any service award to the Alabama
Settlement Class Representative, and (iv) any Fee Award. The Alabama Settlement Fund shall be
kept in an Escrow Account with permissions granted to the Settlement Administrator to access
said funds until such time as the above-listed payments are made. In no event shall any amount
paid by Defendants into the Alabama Settlement Fund, or any interest earned thereon, revert to
Defendants or any other Released Party, except as set forth in Paragraph 9.4.

1.6  “California Settlement Class” means Plaintiff Wilton Alderman and all
California residents who are not registered users of InsideView or Demandbase and whose
InsideView “people” profile was viewed by a free user between December 2019 and February
2022. Excluded from the California Settlement Class are (1) any Judge or Magistrate presiding

over this action and members of their families, (2) Defendants, Defendants’ subsidiaries,
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successors, predecessors, and any entity in which Defendants have a controlling interest, (3)
persons who properly execute and file a timely request for exclusion from the class, and (4) the
legal representatives, successors, or assigns of any such excluded persons.

1.7  “California Settlement Class Representatives” means Plaintiff Wilton
Alderman.

1.8  “California Settlement Fund” means the non-reversionary cash settlement fund
that shall be established by Defendants in the total amount of $729,088.50 (approximately 4.5%
of the California statutory damages minimum of $750) for the benefit of the California Settlement
Class. This amount shall be deposited in an Escrow Account by Defendants no later than thirty
(30) days after Preliminary Approval. From this California Settlement Fund, the Settlement
Administrator shall pay (i) Approved Claims of the California Settlement Class, (ii) a proportional
amount of the Settlement Administration Expenses, (iii) any service award to the California
Settlement Class Representatives, and (iv) a proportional amount of any Fee Award. The
California Settlement Fund shall be kept in an Escrow Account with permissions granted to the
Settlement Administrator to access said funds until such time as the above-listed payments are
made. In no event shall any amount paid by Defendants into the California Settlement Fund, or
any interest earned thereon, revert to Defendants or any other Released Party, except as set forth
in Paragraph 9.4.

1.9  “Claims Deadline” means the date by which all Claim Forms must be postmarked
or submitted on the Settlement Website to be considered timely and shall be set as a date no later
than ninety (90) days after the Notice Date. The Claims Deadline shall be clearly set forth in the
order granting Preliminary Approval, in the Notices, and in the Claim Form.

1.10  “Claim Form” means the claim form attached hereto as Exhibit A, as approved by
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the Court. The Claim Form must be completed and physically signed or verified electronically by
any Settlement Class Members who wish to file a claim for a settlement payment, and shall be
available for submission on, or download from, the Settlement Website in hardcopy form. The
Claim Form will not require notarization, but will require the information supplied to be true and
correct. The online Claim Form will provide the option of having settlement payments transmitted
electronically through Venmo, Zelle, or check. Class Members who submit a paper Claim Form
that is approved will be sent a check via U.S. Mail.

1.11  “Class Counsel” means Sam Strauss, Raina Borrelli, and Brittany Resch of Strauss
Borrelli PLLC, Michael Ram of Morgan & Morgan, and Benjamin Osborn of the Law Office of
Benjamin R. Osborn PLLC.

1.12  “Class Representatives” means the California Settlement Class Representatives,
the Illinois Settlement Class Representative, the Indiana Settlement Class Representative, the Ohio
Settlement Class Representative, the South Dakota Settlement Class Representative, the Alabama
Settlement Class Representative, and the Nevada Settlement Class Representative.

1.13  “Court” means the Circuit Court of LaSalle County, Illinois, and any judge
presiding over this Action.

1.14  “Defendants” mean Demandbase, Inc. and Insideview Technologies, Inc.

1.15  “Defendant’s Counsel” means R. Adam Lauridsen and Cody Gray of Keker, Van
Nest & Peters, LLP.

1.16 “Effective Date” means one business day following the later of: (i) the date upon
which the time expires for filing or noticing any appeal of the Final Approval Order after entry of
Final Judgment of that Order; (ii) if there is an appeal or appeals, other than an appeal or appeals

solely with respect to the Fee Award or service awards, (a) the date of completion, in a manner
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that finally affirms and leaves in place the Final Approval Order without any material modification,
of all proceedings arising out of the appeal(s) (including, but not limited to, the expiration of all
deadlines for motions for reconsideration or petitions for review and/or certiorari, all proceedings
ordered on remand, and all proceedings arising out of any subsequent appeal(s) following
decisions on remand); or (b) the date of final dismissal of any appeal or the final dismissal of any
proceeding on certiorari with respect to the Final Approval Order.

1.17  “Escrow Account” means the interest-bearing escrow account or accounts to be
established by the Settlement Administrator for the California Settlement Fund, Nevada Settlement
Fund, South Dakota Settlement Fund, Alabama Settlement Fund, Illinois Settlement Fund, Indiana
Settlement Fund, and Ohio Settlement Fund. Each Escrow Account shall be established under
terms acceptable to Plaintiffs and Defendants at a depository institution insured by the Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation that will constitute a court-approved Qualified Settlement Fund
(QSF) for federal tax purposes pursuant to Treas. Reg. § 1.468B-1. The money in each Escrow
Account shall be invested in the following types of accounts and/or instruments and no other:
(1) demand deposit accounts and/or (ii) time deposit accounts and certificates of deposit, in either
case with maturities of forty-five (45) days or less. The costs of establishing each Escrow Account
shall be proportionally deducted from the California Settlement Fund, Nevada Settlement Fund,
South Dakota Settlement Fund, Alabama Settlement Fund, Illinois Settlement Fund, Indiana
Settlement Fund, and Ohio Settlement Fund. Any interest earned on any Escrow Accounts shall
be considered part of that respective state-specific Settlement Fund. The Settlement Administrator
shall be responsible for all tax filings with respect to any earnings on any Escrow Account and the
payment of all taxes that may be due on such earnings.

1.18 “Fee Award” means the amount of attorneys’ fees and costs awarded by the Court

10
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to Class Counsel to be paid from the California Settlement Fund, Nevada Settlement Fund, South
Dakota Settlement Fund, Alabama Settlement Fund, Illinois Settlement Fund, Indiana Settlement
Fund, and Ohio Settlement Fund.

1.19  “Final Approval Hearing” means the hearing before the Court where the Plaintiffs
will request the Final Approval Order be entered by the Court confirming approval of the
Settlement Classes for purposes of Settlement, approving the Settlement Agreement, and
determining the Fee Award and service awards to the Class Representatives.

1.20  “Final Approval Order” means the final approval order to be entered by the Court
confirming approval of the Settlement Classes for purposes of Settlement, approving the settlement
of the Action in accordance with this Settlement Agreement after the Final Approval Hearing,
awarding fees, costs, and service awards, and dismissing the Action with prejudice.

1.21  “Illinois Settlement Class” means Kate Hoffower and all Illinois residents who
are not registered users of InsideView or Demandbase and whose InsideView “people” profile was
viewed by a free user between December 2020 and February 2022. Excluded from the Illinois
Settlement Class are (1) any Judge or Magistrate presiding over this action and members of their
families, (2) Defendants, Defendants’ subsidiaries, successors, predecessors, and any entity in
which Defendants have a controlling interest, (3) persons who properly execute and file a timely
request for exclusion from the class, and (4) the legal representatives, successors, or assigns of any
such excluded persons.

1.22  “Illinois Settlement Class Representative” means Plaintiff Kate Hoffower.

1.23  “Illinois Settlement Fund” means the non-reversionary cash settlement fund that
shall be established by Defendants in the total amount of $501,975 (approximately 4.5% of the

[llinois statutory damages minimum of $1,000) for the benefit of the Illinois Settlement Class. This

11
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amount shall be deposited in an Escrow Account by Defendants no later than thirty (30) days after
Preliminary Approval. From this Illinois Settlement Fund, the Settlement Administrator shall pay
(1) Approved Claims of the Illinois Settlement Class, (ii) a proportional amount of the Settlement
Administration Expenses, (iii) any service award to the Illinois Settlement Class Representative,
and (iv) any Fee Award. The Illinois Settlement Fund shall be kept in an Escrow Account with
permissions granted to the Settlement Administrator to access said funds until such time as the
above-listed payments are made. In no event shall any amount paid by Defendants into the Illinois
Settlement Fund, or any interest earned thereon, revert to Defendants or any other Released Party,
except as set forth in Paragraph 9.4.

1.24  “Indiana Settlement Class” means Reid Cooper and All Indiana residents who
are not registered users of InsideView or Demandbase and whose InsideView “people” profile was
viewed by a free user between December 2019 and February 2022. Excluded from the Indiana
Settlement Class are (1) any Judge or Magistrate presiding over this action and members of their
families, (2) Defendants, Defendants’ subsidiaries, successors, predecessors, and any entity in
which Defendants have a controlling interest, (3) persons who properly execute and file a timely
request for exclusion from the class, and (4) the legal representatives, successors, or assigns of any
such excluded persons.

1.25 “Indiana Settlement Class Representative” means Plaintiff Reid Cooper.

1.26  “Indiana Settlement Fund” means the non-reversionary cash settlement fund that
shall be established by Defendants in the total amount of $320,445.00 (approximately 4.5% of the
Indiana statutory damages minimum of $1,000) for the benefit of the Indiana Settlement Class.
This amount shall be deposited in an Escrow Account by Defendants no later than thirty (30) days

after Preliminary Approval. From this Indiana Settlement Fund, the Settlement Administrator shall
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pay (i) Approved Claims of the Indiana Settlement Class, (ii) a proportional amount of the
Settlement Administration Expenses, (iii) any service award to the Indiana Settlement Class
Representative, and (iv) any Fee Award. The Indiana Settlement Fund shall be kept in an Escrow
Account with permissions granted to the Settlement Administrator to access said funds until such
time as the above-listed payments are made. In no event shall any amount paid by Defendants into
the Indiana Settlement Fund, or any interest earned thereon, revert to Defendants or any other
Released Party, except as set forth in Paragraph 9.4.

1.27 “Nevada Settlement Class” means Mark Sessa and all Nevada residents who are
not registered users of InsideView or Demandbase and whose InsideView “people” profile was
viewed by a free user between December 2017 and February 2022. Excluded from the Nevada
Settlement Class are (1) any Judge or Magistrate presiding over this action and members of their
families, (2) Defendants, Defendants’ subsidiaries, successors, predecessors, and any entity in
which Defendants have a controlling interest, (3) persons who properly execute and file a timely
request for exclusion from the class, and (4) the legal representatives, successors, or assigns of any
such excluded persons.

1.28 “Nevada Settlement Class Representative” means Plaintiff Mark Sessa.

1.29 “Nevada Settlement Fund” means the non-reversionary cash settlement fund that
shall be established by Defendants in the total amount of $115,256.25 (approximately 4.5% of the
Nevada statutory damages minimum of $750) for the benefit of the Nevada Settlement Class. This
amount shall be deposited in an Escrow Account by Defendants no later than thirty (30) days after
Preliminary Approval. From this Nevada Settlement Fund, the Settlement Administrator shall pay
(i) Approved Claims of the Nevada Settlement Class, (ii) a proportional amount of the Settlement

Administration Expenses, (iii) any service award to the Nevada Settlement Class Representative,
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and (iv) any Fee Award. The Nevada Settlement Fund shall be kept in an Escrow Account with
permissions granted to the Settlement Administrator to access said funds until such time as the
above-listed payments are made. In no event shall any amount paid by Defendants into the Nevada
Settlement Fund, or any interest earned thereon, revert to Defendants or any other Released Party,
except as set forth in Paragraph 9.4.

1.30 “Notice” means the notice of this proposed Class Action Settlement Agreement
and Final Approval Hearing, which is to be sent to the Settlement Classes in the manner set forth
in this Agreement, fulfills the requirements of due process and 735 ILCS 5/2-803, and is
substantially in the form of Exhibits B-D, attached hereto.

1.31 “Notice Date” means the date by which notice is to be provided, which shall be a
date no later than thirty (30) days after entry of Preliminary Approval.

1.32  “Objection/Exclusion Deadline” means the date by which a written objection to
this Settlement Agreement or a request for exclusion submitted by a person within the Settlement
Classes must be postmarked and/or filed with the Court, which shall be designated as sixty (60)
days after the Notice Date.

1.33  “Ohio Settlement Class” means Dru Dominici and all Ohio residents who are not
registered users of InsideView or Demandbase and whose InsideView “people” profile was viewed
by a free user between December 2017 and February 2022. Excluded from the Ohio Settlement
Class are (1) any Judge or Magistrate presiding over this action and members of their families,
(2) Defendants, Defendants’ subsidiaries, successors, predecessors, and any entity in which
Defendants have a controlling interest, (3) persons who properly execute and file a timely request
for exclusion from the class, and (4) the legal representatives, successors, or assigns of any such

excluded persons.
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1.34  “Ohio Settlement Class Representative” means Plaintiff Dru Dominici.

1.35  “Ohio Settlement Fund” means the non-reversionary cash settlement fund that
shall be established by Defendants in the total amount of $1,699,830.25 (approximately 4% of the
Ohio statutory damages minimum of $2,500) for the benefit of the Ohio Settlement Class. This
amount shall be deposited in an Escrow Account by Defendants no later than thirty (30) days after
Preliminary Approval. From this Ohio Settlement Fund, the Settlement Administrator shall pay (i)
Approved Claims of the Ohio Settlement Class, (ii) a proportional amount of the Settlement
Administration Expenses, (iii) any service award to the Ohio Settlement Class Representative, and
(iv) any Fee Award. The Ohio Settlement Fund shall be kept in an Escrow Account with
permissions granted to the Settlement Administrator to access said funds until such time as the
above-listed payments are made. In no event shall any amount paid by Defendants into the Ohio
Settlement Fund, or any interest earned thereon, revert to Defendants or any other Released Party,
except as set forth in Paragraph 9.4.

1.36  “Plaintiffs” means, collectively, Kate Hoffower, Dru Dominici, Wilton Alderman,
Tammy McAlpine Brown, Reid Cooper, Mark Sessa, and Gary Hall.

1.37  “Preliminary Approval” means the order preliminarily approving the Settlement
Agreement, appointing Class Counsel, certifying or finding the Settlement Classes are likely to be
certified for purposes of entering the Final Approval Order, and approving the form and method
of distributing the Notice.

1.38 “Released Claims” means any and all past and present claims and causes of action,
known or unknown, contingent or absolute, pleaded or that could have been pleaded, arising from
or that are in any way related to Defendants’ use of Settlement Class Members’ names, contact

information, job titles, places of work, education histories, cities of residence, photographs,
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personas, or other personal or professional information, including any claims alleging the violation
of any right of publicity laws in Alabama, California, Illinois, Indiana, Nevada, Ohio, or South
Dakota.

1.39 “Released Parties” means Defendants and each of their respective parents,
subsidiaries, predecessors, successors, insurers, reinsurers, assigns, affiliates, attorneys, agents,
representatives, employees, directors, shareholders, officers, trustees, and administrators.

1.40 “Releasing Parties” means Plaintiffs and each Settlement Class Member and their
respective present or past heirs, executors, estates, administrators, assigns, and agents.

1.41 “Settlement Administration Expenses” means the expenses incurred by or on
behalf of the Settlement Administrator in administering the Settlement Agreement, including
expenses relating to providing Notice, processing Claim Forms, disbursing payments and mailing
checks for settlement payments, and paying related tax expenses, escrow agent fees, and other
such related expenses, with all such expenses to be proportionally paid from each State-Specific
Settlement Fund, and Settlement Administration Expenses incurred on behalf of only one State-
Specific Settlement Fund shall be paid only from that respective State-Specific Settlement Fund.

1.42  “Settlement Administrator” means, subject to Court approval, Epiq Group, which
will provide the Notice, create and maintain the Settlement Website, receive and process Claim
Forms, send settlement payments to Settlement Class Members who submit Approved Claims, be
responsible for tax reporting, and perform such other settlement administration matters set forth
herein or contemplated by the Settlement.

1.43  “Settlement Classes” means collectively the Alabama Settlement Class, the
California Settlement Class, the Illinois Settlement Class, the Indiana Settlement Class, the Ohio

Settlement Class, the South Dakota Settlement Class, and the Nevada Settlement Class.
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1.44  “Settlement Class Member” means a person who falls within the definition of one
of the Alabama Settlement Class, the California Settlement Class, the Illinois Settlement Class,
the Indiana Settlement Class, the Ohio Settlement Class, the South Dakota Settlement Class, or
the Nevada Settlement Class, and who has not submitted a valid request for exclusion.

1.45 “Settlement Website” means the website to be created, launched, and maintained
by the Settlement Administrator, which allows for the electronic submission of Claim Forms and
provides access to relevant case documents, including the Notice and information about the
submission of Claim Forms.

1.46 “South Dakota Settlement Class” means Gary Hall and all South Dakota
residents who are not registered users of InsideView or Demandbase and whose InsideView
“people” profile was viewed by a free user between December 2019 and February 2022. Excluded
from the South Dakota Settlement Class are (1) any Judge or Magistrate presiding over this action
and members of their families, (2) Defendants, Defendants’ subsidiaries, successors, predecessors,
and any entity in which Defendants have a controlling interest, (3) persons who properly execute
and file a timely request for exclusion from the class, and (4) the legal representatives, successors,
or assigns of any such excluded persons.

1.47  “South Dakota Settlement Class Representative” means Plaintiff Gary Hall.

1.48 “South Dakota Settlement Fund” means the non-reversionary cash settlement
fund that shall be established by Defendants in the total amount of $7.830 (approximately 4.5% of
the South Dakota statutory damages minimum of $1,000) for the benefit of the South Dakota
Settlement Class. This amount shall be deposited in an Escrow Account by Defendants no later
than thirty (30) days after Preliminary Approval. From this South Dakota Settlement Fund, the

Settlement Administrator shall pay (i) Approved Claims of the South Dakota Settlement Class, (ii)
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a proportional amount of the Settlement Administration Expenses, (iii) any service award to the
South Dakota Settlement Class Representative, and (iv) any Fee Award. The South Dakota
Settlement Fund shall be kept in an Escrow Account with permissions granted to the Settlement
Administrator to access said funds until such time as the above-listed payments are made. In no
event shall any amount paid by Defendants into the South Dakota Settlement Fund, or any interest
earned thereon, revert to Defendants or any other Released Party, except as set forth in Paragraph
9.4.

1.49  “State-Specific Settlement Funds” means each of the Alabama Settlement Fund,
the California Settlement Fund, the Illinois Settlement Fund, the Indiana Settlement Fund, the Ohio
Settlement Fund, the South Dakota Settlement Fund, and the Nevada Settlement Fund.

1.50 “Unknown Claims” means claims that could have been raised in the Action and
that any or all of the Releasing Parties do not know or suspect to exist, which, if known by him or
her, might affect his or her agreement to release the Released Parties or the Released Claims or
might affect his or her decision to agree, object, or not to object to the Settlement. Upon the
Effective Date, the Releasing Parties shall be deemed to have, and shall have, expressly waived
and relinquished, to the fullest extent permitted by law, the provisions, rights and benefits of

§ 1542 of th
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