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

IRENE SIMMONS AND RODELL Case No.: 24-1.-010142
SANDERS, for themselves and others similarly

situated,

Hon. Joel Chupack
Plaintiffs,

Y.

MOTOROLA SOLUTIONS, INC., and
VIGILANT SOLUTIONS, LLC,

Defendants.

PRELIMINARY APPROVAL ORDER

This matter having come before the Court on Plaintiffs’ Motion in Support of Preliminary
Approval of Class Action Settlement (the “Motion”), the Court having reviewed in detail and
considered the Motion and memorandum 1n support of the Motion, the Settlement Agreement and
Release (“Settlement Agreement™) between Plaintiffs Irene Simmons and Rodell Sanders, for
themselves individually and on behalf of the Settlement Class (“Plaintiffs™), and Defendants
Motorola Solutions, Inc. (*Motorola Solutions”) and Vigilant Solutions, LLC (*Vigilant,” and

together with Motorola Solutions, “Defendants™; Plaintiffs and Defendants together are the

“Parties”), and all other papers that have been filed with the Court related to the Settlement
Agreement, including all exhibits and attachments to the Motion and the Settlement Agreement,

and the Court being fully advised in the premises,
[T IS HEREBY ORDERED AS FOLLOWS:

1. Capitalized terms used in this Order that are not otherwise defined herein have the

same meaning assigned to them as in the Settlement Agreement.







2. Ihe terms of the Settlement Agreement are preliminarily approved as fair,

reasonable, and adequate. There is good cause to find that the Settlement Agrecment_ was
negotiated at arms-length and in good faith between the Parties, who were represented by
experienced class action counsel familiar with the legal and factual issues of this case, and was
reached with the assistance of the Honorable Sidney Schenkier (Ret.) of JAMS Chicago.

3, Based on this preliminary evaluation, the Court finds that the Settlement
Agreement meets all applicable requirements of Section 2-801 of the Illinois Code of Civil
Procedure for settlement purposes only, including that the Settlement Class is sufficiently
numerous, that there are questions of law and fact comﬁwn to members of the Settlement Class
that predominate, that the proposed Class Representatives fairly and adequately protect the
interests of the Settlement Class, and that class treatment is an appropriate method for the fair and
efficient adjudication of the Litigation.

4, The Court hereby preliminarily certifies, pursuant to Section 2-801 of the Illinois
Code of Civil Procedure, and for the purposes of settlement only, the following Settlement Class
consisting of’

“All persons whose faces appeared in images that were processed using the

FaceSearch technology, including but not limited to images that are or were

Included in the booking photo databases that Motorola Solutions and/or Vigilant
created and made available for law enforcement customer searches, images

uploaded by law enforcement customers, and images used to train or test the

FaceScarch technology, at any time up through the entry of the Preliminary
Approval Order who either: (a) are or were Illinois residents; or (b) were present in

[llinois at the time the images were taken or processed.”

di tor settlement purposes only, Plaintiffs Irene Simmons and Rodell Sanders are

appointed as Class Representatives,

0. For settlement purposes only, the following counsel are hereby appointed as Class

Counsel:







Jonathan I. Loevy

Michael I. Kanovitz
Thomas M. Hanson
LOEVY & LOEVY

311 N. Aberdeen, 3rd Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60607
312.243.5900
jon@loevy.com
mike@loevy.com
hanson@loevy.com

7 The Court recognizes that, pursuant to the Settlement Agreement, Defendants retain
all rights to object to the propriety of class certification in the Litigation in all other contexts and
for all other purposes should the Settlement not be finally approved. Therefore, as more fully set
torth below, if the Scttlement is not finally approved, this Court’s preliminary findings regarding
the propriety of class certification shall be of no further force or effect whatsoever, and this Order
will be vacated in its entirety.

8. The Court approves the proposed plan for giving Notice to the Settlement Class as
fully described in the Settlement Agreement. The plan for giving Notice, in form, method, and
content, fully complies with the requirements of 735 ILCS 5/2-803 aﬁd due process and is due and
sufficient notice to all persons in the Settlement Class. In addition, the Court finds that no notice

other than that specifically identified in the Settlement Agreement is necessary.

0. Epig Class Action & Claims Solutions, Inc. is hereby appointed Settlement
Administrator to supervise and administer the notice process, as well as to oversee the
administration of the Settlement, as fully set forth in the Settlement Agreement. The Settlement
Administrator may proceed with the distribution of the Notice as set forth in the Settlement
Agreement. The Court hereby directs the Parties and Settlement Administrator to complete all
aspects of the Notice plan by May 27, 2025. To facilitate the Notice Plan, the Court further directs

Defendants to provide the Settlement Administrator with information in their possession regarding

















































