CAUSE NO.. 2312-DCE

JOHN GLOVER, on behalf of himself and IN THE DISTRICT COURT
all others similarly situated,

Plaintiff,
V. HAYS COUNTY, TEXAS
NOVA RECOVERY LLC d/b/a NOVA
RECOVERY CENTER,
Defendant. 453" JUDICIAL DISTRICT

PRELIMINARY A ROVAL ORDER

Plaintiff John Glover, by and through his 1nsel, has submitted a Class Action Settlement
Agreement (the “Settlement”) and has applied unc = Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 42 for an order:
(1) preliminarily approving the terms and conditions set forth in the Settlement, (2) certifying a
class for purposes of settlement, (3) approving t - form and method of notice to the Settlement
Class Members, and (4) scheduling a Final Faii :ss Hearing to consider final approval of the
Settlement. The Court has given due consideratic to the terms of the Settlement, the exhibits to
the Settlement, the submissions in support of p liminary approval of the Settlement, and the
record of proceedings, and now finds that the iroposed Settlement should be preliminarily
approved pending notice to the Settlement Class Members and a final hearing on whether the
Settlement is fair, reasonable, and adequate.

ACCORDINC”™ Y, IT IS HEREBY ORDEREI
1. Terms capitalized herein and not otherwise defined shall have the meanings

ascribed to them in the Settlement Agreement.



2. This Court has jurisdiction over tt

over the Plaintiff, the Settlement Class Members,

“Parties™).

3. The Court finds that for the purpo

Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 42 have been met,

a.

The Settlement Class is so
impracticable, as there are thot
There are questions of law or {
the claims raised in the lawsuis
The Plaintiff’s claims are typic
from the same Data Incident;

The Plaintiff and Class Counst

subject matter of this lawsuit and jurisdiction

d Defendant in the above-captioned case (the

. of settlement and notice the requirements of
ecifically:

wmerous that joinder of all members is
nds of members;

: common to the Settlement Class based upon
emming from the Data Incident;

of the claims of the Settlement Class and stem

will fairly and adequately protect the interests

of the Settlement Class as they have the same interests in claims relating to the

Data Incident;

A class action provides a fai~ ind efficient method for adjudication of the

controversy, as questions of

predominate over any questior
questions all relate to the Data
available methods for the fair ¢

will resolve all claims through

The Court therefore CERTIFIES the following ¢

All individuals residing in the United
compromised in the Data Incident e
approximately May 22, 2025, including a

Incident.

v and fact common to the Settlement Class
affecting only individual members in that the
1cident, and a class action is superior to other
1 efficient adjudication of the controversy as it
1¢ proceeding.

tlement Class:

ates whose Private Information was

ccting Nova Recovery starting on
those who received notice of the Data



The Court appoints Plaintiff as Class Representa
C. Borrelli of Strauss Borrelli PLLC as Settlemer

4. The Court finds that the terms o
reasonable, and adequate settlement between t
circumstances of this casc. The Court therefore p
the Parties to the Settlement to perform and satisf
are triggered by such preliminary approval.

5. The proposed Notice in the form:
distribution of such Notice by direct mail, are h
practicable to the Class. The proposed Notice

distribution of such by posting to the Settlement

e of the Settlement Class and appoints Raina
“lass Counsel.

1¢ Scttlement are within the range of a fair,
Settlement Class and Defendant under the
iminarily approves the Settlement and directs

he terms and conditions of the Settlement that

ttached to the Settlement, and the manner of
by approved by this Court as the best notice
ached to the Settlement and the manner of

‘ebsite, is hereby approved by the Court. The

form and manner of notice proposed in the Secttlement complies with the requirements of due

process. The Claim Form is likewise approved by the Court.

6. Pursuant to Texas Rule of Civil |

icedure 42, a Final Fairness Hearing shall be

held before the undersigned at the Ilays County C. sernment Center, 712 S. Stagecoach Trail, San

Marcos, TX 78666 (or by telephone or vi'

, 2026, a m for

> conference, if necessary) on

ie purposcs of: (a) determining whether the

Settlement is fair, rcasonabie, ana aaequate and should be finally approved; (b) determining

whether a Final Approval Order should be entered
for an award of attorneys’ fees, expenscs, and a s

and reconvene the Final Approval Hearii  pursu

to the Settlement Class, and the Court may cons’~

with or without minor modification and without f

nd (c¢) considering Class Counsel’s application
vice award. The Court may adjourn, continue,
t to oral announcement without further notice
er and grant final approval of the Settlement,

ther notice to the Settlement Class.



7. Simpluris is appointed as Claims /
each Scttlement Class Member as set forth in the

8. Settlement Class Members shall
Settlement. Any Settlement Class Member wishi
submit written notice clearly manifesting their i:
within 60 days after the day on which the notice pi
box established by the Claims Administrator. Sc
timely notices of their intent to opt-out from tt
benefits of and/or be bound by the terms of this Se
timely and validly opt-out of the Settlement C
judgments in the action concerning the Settlemen

9. Settlement Class Members who ha
afforded an opportunity to object to the terms of
the name of the Action; (i1) the Settlement Class

(iii) a statement that states with specificity the gro

ninistrator and shall cause notice to be sent to
ttlement.

» afforded an opportunity to opt-out of the
to opt-out shall individually sign and timely
nt to be excluded from the Settlement Class
rram commences to the designated Post Office
ement Class Members who submit valid and
Settlement Class shall not receive any cash
ement. Settlement Class Members who do not

s shall be bound by all determinations and

not opted-out of the Settlement Class shall be
¢ Settlement. Any objection must include: (i)
mber’s full name and current mailing address;

ds for the objection, as well as any documents

supporting the objection; (iv) the identity of any attorneys representing the objector; (v) a statement

regarding whether the Settlement Class Member (or his/her attorney) intends to appear at the Final

Approval Hearing; (vi) information identifying the objector as a Settlement Class Member,

including proof that the objector is within the Se

of original notice of the Data Incident); and (vii) "

ement Class (e.g., copy of the Notice or copy

> signature of the Settlement Class Member or

the Settlement Class Member’s attorncy. To be timely, written notice of an objection in the

appropriate form must be filed with the Court.



10.  Any Settlement Class Member wt  does not make his or her objection known in
the manner provided in the Settlement and notice 1all be deemed to have waived such objection
and shall forever be foreclosed from making ar objection to the fairness or adequacy of the
proposed Settlement.

11. Any request for intervention in - s action for purposes of commenting on or
objecting to the Settlement must meet the require :nts set forth above, including the deadline for
filing objections, and also must be accompanied by any evidence, briefs, motions or other materials
the proposed intervenor intends to offer in suppor f the request for intervention.

12. Any lawyer intending to appear at  : Final Fairness Hearing must be authorized to
represent a Settlement Class Member, must be du  admitted to practice law before the Court, and
must file a written appearance. Copies of the a earance must be served on Settlement ( 1ss
Counsel and counsel for Defendant in accordance  -ith applicable rules of Court.

13. No later than fourteen (14) days rior to the deadlines for a Settlement Class
Member to opt-out of or object to the Settlement, ttlement Class Counsel shall file a motion for
approval of the attorneys’ fees, expenses, and ser :e awards to be paid by Defendant, along with
any supporting materials, to be considered at the  1al Fairness Hearing.

14. If the Settlement docs not become  fective or is rescinded pursuant to the terms of
the Settlement, the Settiement and all proceedin; had in connection therewith shall be without
prejudice to the status quo ante rights of the Plaintiff and Defendant, and all orders issued pursuant
to the Settlement shall be vacated.

15. The Court retains jurisdiction to consider all further applications arising out of or

connected with the proposed Settlement.



IT IS SO ORDERED.

SIGNED this lay « 2026.

JUI

AGREED AS TO FORM AND SUBSTANCE:

/s/ Joe Kendall /s/ Beth W. Petronio

JOE KENDALL BETH W. PETRONIO

Texas Bar No. 11260700 Texas Bar No. 00797664
KENDALL LAW GROUP, PLL.C K&L GATES LLP

3811 Turtle Creek Blvd., Suite 825 2828 N. Harwood Street, Suite 1800
Dallas, Texas 75219 Dallas, TX 75201

Telephone: 214/744-3000/214/744-3015 (fax) Telephone: 214/939-5500
ikendall(@kendalllawgroup.com Facsimile: 214/939-5849

beth.petroniof@klgates.com

Raina C. Borrelli (pro hac vice forthcoming)

STRAUSS BORRELLI PLLC Attorney for Defendant
980 N Michigan Ave, Suite 1610

Chicago, IL 60611

Telephone : 872/263-1100

raina(@straussborrelli.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff and the Proposed Class



