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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

cand.uscourts.gov

Post-Distribution Accounting Form

For guidance and instruction, please see
https://www.cand.uscourts.gov/forms/procedural-guidance-for-class-action-settlements/

Case Number (YY-xx-#####) | Master File No. 4:07-cv-05944-JST, MDL No. 1917

IN RE: CATHODE RAY TUBE (CRT) ANTITRUST LITIGATION

Case Name Luscher, et al. v. Mitsubishi Electric Corp.

Mario N. Alioto & Lauren C. Capurro

Attorney Name Trump, Alioto, Trump & Prescott, LLP

Alleged overcharges on cathode ray tube (CRT) Products purchased

Nature of Action indirectly from the Defendants.

Attorney Email | malioto@tatp.com; laurenrussell@tatp.com

Party Represented | Indirect purchasers of CRT Products

This is: An interim post-distribution accounting.
Not all settlement funds have been distributed.
@ A final post-distribution accounting.

All settlement funds have been distributed.

1. Total settlement fund $ 33,000,000.00
2. Number of class members # Total class size unknown
3. Number of class members to whom notice was sent # 12,262,663
and not returned as undeliverable
4. Number of claim forms submitted # 3,243,561 N/A
5. Percentage of claim forms submitted [=Q4/Q3] % 26 N/A
6. Number of opt-outs # 1
7. Percentage of opt-outs [=Q6/Q3] % 0.000008
8. Number of objections # 0
9. Percentage of objections [=Q8/Q3] % 0
10. Average recovery per claimant $ 95.20
11. Median recovery per claimant s 10.00
12. Maximum recovery per claimant S 486,738.47
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13. Minimum recovery per claimant

$ 10.00

14. Methods of notice to class members [1 or more], and percentage of success by method if known.

Leave percentage blank if not known.

v Mail (4

Email

Text

v Advertisement v

Website

See attached
v Other "

15. Methods of payment to class members [1 or more], and percentage of success by method if

known. Leave percentage blank if not known.

Direct Deposit Gift Card (4 Paper Check
Wire (4 Payment App (4 Other :z:ezttac}led
16. Number of checks not cashed # 52,036
17. Total value of checks not cashed S 852,384.09
18. Amount of settlement funds claimed by class member | $ Pro rata fund distribution N/A ||V
19. Amount of settlement funds distributed to class S 23,421,706.90
members
20. Amounts distributed to Name Amount
each cy pres recipient 1. | American Antitrust Institute (“AAI”) $917,648.32
2. S
3. S
4, S
5. S
6. S
7. S
8. S
9. S
10. S

21. Administrative costs

¢ (Notice Programs) $979,000
(Claims Administration) $1,185,551

22. Attorneys’ fees $ 9,075,000
23. Attorneys’ costs excluding expert costs S 7,647.10
24. Expert costs S 5,475.00

v.2024-02-21
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25. Attorneys’ fees in terms of percentage of the % 27.5
settlement fund )
26. Plaintiffs’ counsel’s final lodestar total S 2,808,649.50
27. Lodestar multiplier [# x.y] #x.y 3.23
28. Describe any potential fraud issues encountered, the likely causes, and how they were
addressed

The Settlement Administrator implemented the claim verification plan approved by the Court (ECF No. 6367 §1) and identified
2,793,716 claims that were not eligible and deficient for reasons such as “bot” submissions, direct purchaser claims, purchases made in
ineligible states, or otherwise ineligible. Additionally, 41,363 claims were withdrawn or marked as duplicates. Those claims that were
deemed blatantly fraudulent in the other CRT Indirect-Purchaser Settlements (i.e. individual claiming to have purchased billions of
CRT Products) were not deemed eligible for the Mitsubishi Electric Settlement, but for those claims that were deemed ineligible due to
the state(s) in which CRT purchases were claimed, they were reviewed for their eligibility in the Mitsubishi Electric Settlement. The
Settlement Administrator conducted audits, contacted claimants and third-party representatives, requested verification of claims and
reviewed additional documentation for: (1) claims for ineligible purchases (e.g. purchases of non-CRT products, purchases made
outside the U. S., or CRT Products directly purchased from manufacturer,); (2) claims submitted by a third-party representative
without an agreement demonstrating the authority of the third-party to represent the Class member; (3) submission of duplicate
claims; and (4) claims that appeared to be inflated compared to benchmark purchase patterns for businesses or consumers (e.g., where
claimants asserted that they regularly replaced their CRT products at a rate that was more than twice the industry standard).

The Settlement Administrator identified and blocked fraudulent attempts to cash Settlement checks, including legitimate checks that
were altered to change the dollar amount or identity of the payee and fabricated checks that were fraudulently printed with the routing
number and account number of the CRT Settlement accounts. The Settlement Administrator also blocked fraudulent attempts to
transfer funds from CRT Settlement accounts via unauthorized ACH or wire transfer. All CRT Settlement accounts were monitored on
a daily basis by Settlement Administrator personnel, with additional bank protections added via Positive Pay and ACH blocking
services.

29. Number of class members availing themselves of # N/A
nonmonetary relief

30. Aggregate value redeemed S N/A

Continued on next page.
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31. Where injunctive and or other non-monetary relief has been obtained, discuss the benefit
conferred on the class.

N/A

32. Other notes and issues required to be addressed by judge’s standing order.

Judge Tigar's Standing Order for All Civil Cases provides that "the post-distribution
accounting must discuss any significant or recurring concerns communicated by class
members to the settlement administrator or counsel since final approval, any other
issues in settlement administration since final approval, and how any concerns or
issues were resolved."

Class members have not raised any significant or recurring issues with the Claims
Administrator or class counsel. The distribution of funds to claimants has concluded.

End of form.

v.2024-02-21 4 of 4



Case 4:07-cv-05944-JST  Document 6513  Filed 12/29/25 Page 5 of 7

December 29, 2025
IN RE: CATHODE RAY TUBE (CRT) ANTITRUST LITIGATION
Luscher, et al. v. Mitsubishi Electric Corp.
Case File No. 4:17-cv-04067-JST; MDL No. 1917

NOTES TO POST-DISTRIBUTION ACCOUNTING

All settlement funds have been distributed except for amounts reserved for identified expenses
(ECF No. 6508) and a residue of $917,648.32 where such residue represents 2.78 % (0.0278) of
the Mistubishi Electric Settlement Fund. This residue is a result of uncashed checks, undistributed
checks in connection with noncompliant third-party representatives, unreachable claimants,
accrued and unallocated interest and money reserved for taxes and accounting expenses pursuant
to the Settlement Agreement.

Line Description
No.
1. The total settlement fund consisted of $33,000,000 pursuant to the Court’s Order

Granting Preliminary Approval (ECF No. 6104). In addition, the settlement account
managed by the Settlement Administrator earned interest of $386,961.68. Interest
earned on the account has been applied to increase the amount available to: (a)
distribute to claimants, (b) pay taxes, and (c) pay accounting and administrative fees.

2. In an indirect purchaser class action such as this one, the “number of class members”
is not precisely known because cathode ray tube products, such as televisions and
computer monitors, were widely purchased from numerous resellers and there is no
definitive list of Class Members available to the parties covering all times during the
Class Period (1995 —2007).

3. The number listed here is the total number of notices mailed and emailed at various
stages of the litigation. Some Class Members received more than one notice as a result
of multiple notice programs. Notices were sent to a targeted demographic that was
designed to reach the maximum number of potential Class Members, which resulted
in an overbroad dissemination of Notice that included persons who may not have
qualified as Class Members.

4. As reported in the Declaration Of Joseph M. Fisher Re: Notice, Claims Processing
And Distribution Of Settlement Funds atq 21 (ECF No. 6406-1) there were 3,087,094
newly-submitted timely claims. In addition, 156,467 claims from the prior
Settlements were automatically entered as claims in the current Settlement.

5. The percentage of claim forms was calculated as required on the Form. As noted
above, the number of eligible Class Members is not known; some Class Members
received multiple notices; and some recipients of the Notice may not have qualified
as Class Members and were not eligible to submit claims. In some instances a single
claim form may account for the claims of multiple Class Members, such as when a
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Line
No.

December 29, 2025
NOTES TO POST-DISTRIBUTION ACCOUNTING

Description

10.

14.

15.

16. &
17.

20.

21.

claimant filed a claim on behalf of multiple Class Members whose assets had been
acquired through numerous bankruptcy auctions. Accordingly, the reported
percentage may not reflect the percentage of qualified Class Members who received
notices and submitted Claim Forms.

Average recovery per claimant is based on the number of accepted claims. In addition,
claimants from the Prior Settlements have received an average recovery of $2,925.01.

Other methods of notice (reported to the Court in ECF No. 6192-2), included paid
digital media on Google Display Network, Yahoo!, Facebook, YouTube, LinkedIn,
and AARP as well as search ads on Google.com; earned media and social media via
PR Newswire; Twitter Posts to Reports; outreach to other online media websites with
a focus on home, finance, and leisure; and a toll-free telephone notice.

Payments were made by paper check and through a highly secure third-party digital
payment service that facilitated payments via ACH, E-MasterCard, PayPal, Venmo,
and Zelle.

Checks not cashed refers to the net number of paper checks and digital payments
remaining after the distribution of funds to claimants. If a digital payment was not
successful (payment expired, digital selection was locked due to failed verification or
other reasons, no digital payment selection made, invalid last name), then the
Settlement Administrator issued a paper check to those whose digital payment failed,
if a valid mailing address was available.

Additionally, the Settlement Administrator received several requests to reissue checks
from claimants with uncashed/expired checks. The Settlement Administrator reissued
checks to qualified claimants from available Settlement funds. The number and value
of these reissued checks are included in the distribution numbers as reported.

The Form shows the amount currently available from the Mitsubishi Electric
Settlement for cy pres distribution, which has not yet occurred. Additional funds
totaling $385,281.32 from prior indirect purchaser CRT settlements are available to
augment the cy pres distribution to AAI for a total cy pres distribution $1,302,929.64
as stated in the Order Granting Motion to Approve Distribution of Residual Settlement
Funds at 9 6, filed December 23, 2025 (ECF No. 6512) (“Residual Fund Order”). The
amounts shown may be reduced by taxes, accounting fees and additional costs that
are incurred or disbursed subsequent to the filing of this Form.

Claims administration costs include all amounts invoiced and paid for administration

plus the approved reserve of $24,958 for anticipated administrative costs and services
for the Mitsubishi Electric Settlement. See Residual Fund Order atq 3.
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Line
No.

December 29, 2025
NOTES TO POST-DISTRIBUTION ACCOUNTING

Description

22.

26. &
27.

The Order Granting in Part Motion for Attorney’s Fees, Expenses, and Incentive
Awards for Class Representatives dated November 6, 2023 (ECF No. 6337), provides
for an aggregate fee award plus interest which totals $9,723,478.

$2,808,649.50 is plaintiffs’ counsel’s final lodestar total for work on the Mitsubishi
Electric case only. Likewise, the 3.23 lodestar multiplier is calculated using the
Mitsubishi Electric fee ($9,075,000) and plaintiffs’ counsels’ final lodestar for work
on the Mitsubishi Electric case only.

Plaintiffs’ counsels’ final lodestar total for their work on the entire case, including
time spent on the Mitsubishi Electric case and the case against the other defendants,
is $81,021,971.50. See Indirect Purchaser Plaintiffs’ Second Motion for an Award of
Attorneys’ Fees, Reimbursement of Expenses, and Incentive Awards for Class
Representatives (ECF No. 6177) at 31. The Court has awarded a total fee of
$138,681,250 ($129,606,250 + $9,075,000). See ECF Nos. 5786, 6337. Thus, the
overall lodestar multiplier is 1.71.
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