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RELIEF REQUESTED

Lead Plaintiffs Mark Combs, Vlad lacob, and Benjamin Northey (“Lead Plaintiffs”), on
behalf of themselves and all other members of the proposed settlement class (the “Class”),
through Court-appointed Lead Counsel, Scott+Scott Attorneys at Law LLP (“Scott+Scott” or
“Lead Counsel”), respectfully move this Court for an order, pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 23: (i) preliminarily approving a proposed settlement (the “Settlement!”) of the above-
captioned action between Lead Plaintiffs, on behalf of themselves and the Class, as defined below,
and Ellen E. Ostrow, the Chapter 7 trustee (the “Trustee”) for the bankruptcy estate (the “Estate™)
of SafeMoon US, LLC (“SafeMoon” or the “Debtor Defendant™); (ii) certifying, for settlement
purposes, a class of purchasers of SafeMoon from March 8, 2021 to November 1, 2023 (“Class
Period”); (iii) approving the form and manner of providing notice of the proposed Settlement
to the Settlement Class, including the procedures and deadlines for objecting, seeking
exclusion from the Settlement Class, and submitting Claim Forms; (iv) scheduling a date for
a hearing (the “Settlement Fairness Hearing”) to consider the fairness, reasonableness, and
adequacy of the Settlement, the proposed plan of allocation for the Settlement proceeds (the “Plan
of Allocation”), Lead Counsel’s application for an award of attorneys’ fees and expenses, and Lead
Plaintiffs” request for an award for the time and expenses they incurred prosecuting the above-
captioned action; (v) appointing Stretto, Inc. (“Stretto”) as the Claims Administrator to
administer the Settlement; and (vi) granting such other and further relief as the Court may

deem fair and proper.

! The Stipulation of Settlement is attached as Exhibit A to the Declaration of John T. Jasnoch
in Support of Preliminary Approval (“Jasnoch Decl.), filed herewith.
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INTRODUCTION

On March 30, 2026, the Court denied preliminary approval of the proposed Settlement
without prejudice, while expressly recognizing that the Settlement largely satisfies the
governing Rule 23(e) standards. See generally Memorandum Decision and Order Denying
Plaintiffs’ [213] and [214] Motions for Preliminary Approval of Proposed Class Action
Settlement Agreements, ECF No. 221 (the “Order”). The Court found that the proposed
Settlement was the product of arm’s-length negotiations (id. at 7-8), that Lead Plaintiffs and
Lead Counsel adequately represented the class (id. at 6-7), that the relief provided is likely
adequate in light of the risks of continued litigation (id. at 8-9), and that the Settlement treat
class members equitably relative to one another. Id. at 9. The Court further concluded that
the Settlement would likely satisfy the Tenth Circuit’s Jones factors and falls within the range
of possible approval. Order at 10. However, the Court also held that Lead Plaintiffs did not
adequately address whether the proposed class could be certified for Settlement purposes and
therefore denied preliminary approval without prejudice to refiling with a more robust
showing on class certification. Id. at 11-12.

Accordingly, because the Court has already determined that the proposed Settlements
satisfy the substantive factors governing preliminary approval under Rule 23(e) and the Jones
framework, Lead Plaintiffs focus on the areas the Court identified as insufficiently developed,;
namely, whether the proposed classes may be certified for purposes of judgment on the
proposal. As such, Lead Plaintiffs now provide a comprehensive showing on numerosity,
commonality, typicality, adequacy, ascertainability, predominance, and superiority,
addressing the concerns raised by the Court and demonstrating that the proposed classes

readily satisfy the requirements for certification in the settlement context. Lead Plaintiffs
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respectfully request that the Court certify the class for purposes of judgment such that
Preliminary Approval of the Settlement should be granted, and notice issued to the Class.
l. STATEMENT OF FACTS COMMON TO THE CLASS

In March 2021, Defendant Karony formed and entered into an agreement with several
others to create and sell the SafeMoon tokens, which were launched on March 8, 2021. 145, 49-
50, 54.2 Karony, as both de facto and then official Chief Executive Officer (“CEQ”) of SafeMoon,
had control over the Debtor Defendant (including, its operations and marketing) throughout the
entire Class Period. 1916, 53.

SafeMoon offered and sold SafeMoon tokens pursuant to common short and long form
“whitepapers.” {162-74. Among other things, the whitepapers described how each transaction for
SafeMoon tokens received a 10% tax as a fee to encourage long-term holding by disincentivizing
existing token holders from selling their SafeMoon tokens. 169. The 10% tax was proportioned
so that half supposedly went back into the SafeMoon token liquidity pool controlled by the
Company and half would be dispersed to SafeMoon token holders in the form of dividends referred
to as “Reflections.” 1169-71. The Company also directly solicited sales of SafeMoon tokens via
a common “buying guide” section on its website, which encouraged investors to buy and hold
SafeMoon tokens in order to “see your balance grow from reflections.” 77; see also 184-85.
The SafeMoon website additionally promoted various blockchain related products that the
Company was purportedly developing: a wallet and an exchange. 180.

The Company also directly promoted SafeMoon tokens to investors “relentlessly on social

media.” 1182, 87-88, 90-97, 100-27, 149, 154, 166-67, 169-74, 176, 184, 195-96, 205, 209, 214-

2 All references to “§” or “11” shall hereafter refer to the Amended Complaint in Combs et
al v. SafeMoon LLC et al, No. 2:22-cv-00642, ECF No. 133 (D. Utah Mar. 17, 2023) (“Amended
Complaint”).
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216, 255-56, 261, 266-67, 269, 275, 285-86, 291-93, 316. Karony, as CEO of the Debtor
Defendant, and architect of its marketing strategies, controlled the statements released by the
Company. These statements made a standardized marketing campaign that promoted a single,
uniform set of solicitations to Settlement Class members.

1. RELEVANT PROCEDURAL HISTORY

This action (the “Action”) was first filed in the Central District of California (the
“California District Court™) on February 17, 2022. Bill Merewhuader et al v. SafeMoon LLC et
al, No. 2:22-cv-01108, ECF No. 1 (C.D. Cal. Feb. 17, 2022). By order dated June 7, 2022, the
California District Court consolidated two related SafeMoon class actions determined that Lead
Plaintiffs were the “most adequate plaintiffs” and appointed them as lead plaintiffs in the
consolidated Securities Litigation. See id. at ECF No. 52 {[1. Pursuant to the Lead Plaintiff order,
the California District Court: (i) granted Lead Plaintiffs the authority to “represent the [c]lass” in
the Securities Litigation and any subsequent “related actions”; and (ii) appointed Scott+Scott as
lead counsel in the Securities Litigation, with the authority to “speak for all plaintiffs and Class
members in all matters regarding the litigation, including, but not limited to, pre-trial proceedings,
motion practice, trial and settlement.” Id. 2.

On October 5, 2022, the Action was transferred to the District of Utah and was assigned to
this Court. Id. at ECF No. 76. On March 17, 2023, the operative Complaint, the Amended
Complaint was filed. Combs et al v. SafeMoon LLC et al, No. 2:22-cv-00642, ECF No. 133 (D.
Utah Mar. 17, 2023).

On November 1, 2023, an indictment was unsealed in the Eastern District of New York
charging various individuals with fraud and conspiracy, including the Debtor Defendant’s former

CEO and now Objector, Karony. See USA v. Karony et al, No. 1:23-cr-00433 (E.D.N.Y.). Also
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on November 1, 2023, the Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC”) filed a civil complaint
against the Debtor Defendant and related persons and entities. See S.E.C. v. SafeMoon LLC et al,
No. 1:23-cv-08138, ECF No. 1 (E.D.N.Y.).

On December 14, 2023, the Debtor Defendant filed its Chapter 7 proceeding. See
SafeMoon US, LLC, No. 2:23-bk-25749, ECF No. 1 (Bankr. D. Utah Dec. 14, 2023). Pursuant to
the automatic stay under 11 U.S.C. 8362, this Action was stayed as to the Debtor Defendant.

1.  ARGUMENT

Federal courts routinely recognize the propriety of class action treatment for cases alleging
violations of the federal securities laws. See Dura Pharms. Inc. v. Broudo, 544 U.S. 336, 345
(2005) (“The securities statutes seek to maintain public confidence in the marketplace.”); see also
In re Myriad Genetics, Inc. Sec. Litig., 2021 WL 5882259, at *2-5 (D. Utah Dec. 13, 2021)
(Barlow, J.); Yi Xiang v. Inovalon Holdings, Inc., 327 F.R.D. 510, 519 (S.D.N.Y. 2018) (noting
that class action treatment is “particularly appropriate when plaintiffs seek redress for violations
of the securities laws” as it is “well recognized that private enforcement of these laws is a necessary
supplement to government regulation.”) (citations omitted); Pub. Emps.” Ret. Sys. of Miss. v.
Merrill Lynch & Co., Inc., 277 F.R.D. 97, 101 (S.D.N.Y. 2011) (“suits alleging violations of the
securities laws . . . are especially amenable to class action resolution”) (citing Amchem Prods., Inc.
v. Windsor, 521 U.S. 591, 625 (1997)); Blackie v. Barrack, 524 F.2d 891, 902 (9th Cir. 1975)
(observing that the “overwhelming weight of authority”” holds that securities actions are properly
certifiable as class actions and noting that when “[c]onfronted with a class of purchasers allegedly
defrauded over a period of time by similar misrepresentations, courts have taken the common sense
approach that the class is united by a common interest in determining whether a defendant’s course

of conduct is in its broad outlines actionable, which is not defeated by slight differences in class
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members’ positions, and that the issue may profitably be tried in one suit”) (collecting cases).
Moreover, class certification is especially appropriate in cases alleging Securities Act violations,
because “the potential defenses to liability” in such actions, “to the extent they are viable at all,
can largely be resolved through generalized proof,” and granting class treatment in such cases
“promises an enormous savings in judicial resources.” Pub. Emps.” Ret. Sys. of Miss., 277 F.R.D.
at 101.

As particularly relevant here, courts have also consistently granted class certification in
other securities cases that, like this one, involve the sale of unregistered crypto-related securities.
See, e.g., Zakinov v. Ripple Labs, Inc., 2023 WL 4303644, at *9 (N.D. Cal. June 30, 2023)
(certifying nationwide class of purchasers of unregistered cryptocurrency-related securities);
Balestra v. Cloud With Me Ltd., 2020 WL 4370392, at *2 (W.D. Pa. July 2, 2020), report and
recommendation adopted, 2020 WL 4368153 (W.D. Pa. July 30, 2020) (same); Davy v. Paragon
Coain, Inc., 2020 WL 4460446, at *6 (N.D. Cal. June 24, 2020) (same); Williams v. KuCoin, 2021
WL 5316013, at *11 (S.D.N.Y. Oct. 21, 2021), report and recommendation adopted, 2022 WL
392404 (S.D.N.Y. Feb. 9, 2022) (partially certifying class of purchasers of unregistered securities,
i.e., TOMO tokens).

To certify a class, the parties moving for class certification must first show that the
proposed class meets the four requirements of Rule 23(a): “(1) the class is so numerous that joinder
of all members is impracticable; (2) there are questions of law or fact common to the class; (3) the
claims or defenses of the representative parties are typical of the claims or defenses of the class;
and (4) the representative parties will fairly and adequately protect the interests of the class.” Fed.
R. Civ. P. 23(a)(1)-(4). These four requirements are known as the “numerosity, commonality,

typicality, and adequacy” requirements. Myriad Genetics, 2021 WL 5882259, at *2.
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If the Lead Plaintiffs show that the four requirements of Rule 23(a) are met, they must then
also show that the suit can be maintained under one of the three categories of class actions
described in Rule 23(b). One of those categories, applicable here, is when the movant shows that
“that the questions of law or fact common to class members predominate over any question
affecting only individual members, and that a class action is superior to other available methods
for fairly and efficiently adjudicating the controversy.” Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(b)(3). These are the
predominance and superiority requirements. See Or. Laborers Emp. Pension Tr. Fund v. Maxar
Tech. Inc., 2021 WL 3021461, at *3 (D. Colo. July 16, 2021). As set forth herein, these six
requirements, the four requirements of Rule 23(a) and the two requirements of Rule 23(b)(3), are
readily satisfied here.

A. The Proposed Settlement Class Satisfies the Standards for Class
Certification under Rule 23(a)

1. The Proposed Settlement Class is Sufficiently Numerous

Under Rule 23 “plaintiffs need not show that joinder of all members is impossible, only
that it is impracticable.” Gelt Trading Ltd. v. Co-Diagnostics, Inc., 2023 WL 5334623, at *3 (D.
Utah Aug. 18, 2023) (quoting Ditty v. Check Rite, Ltd., 182 F.R.D. 639, 641 (D. Utah 1998). In
determining whether a proposed class meets the numerosity requirement, “the exact number of
potential members need not be shown,” and a court “may make ‘common sense assumptions' to
support a finding that joinder would be impracticable.” Bustillos v. Bd. of Cnty. Comm'rs of
Hidalgo Cnty., 310 F.R.D. 631, 650 (D.N.M. 2015) (citations omitted). Here, there are likely
thousands of Class members given the sheer volume of SafeMoon token sales.

Areview of BSCTrace, a blockchain explorer and analytics platform for BNB Smart Chain,
shows that there over 710,000 wallet addresses holding SafeMoon token and there have been over

6.5 million transfers. Jasnoch Decl., Exhibit B. While an individual can own/transact with
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multiple wallets for the same cryptocurrency, it is reasonable to infer that of the 710,000 identified
unique wallets transacting in SafeMoon tokens, at least several thousand people owned those
wallets. Indeed, there have already been over 1,500 redacted or confidential claims submitted in
the Chapter 7. See Jasnoch Decl. Ex. C. In re Evergreen Ultra Short Opportunities Fund Sec.
Litig., 275 F.R.D. 382, 388 (D. Mass. 2011) (noting that “[a]lthough the number of class members
is still unknown, because there are millions of shares outstanding and were millions of transactions
during the class period, the Court can reasonably infer that there are at least hundreds, if not
thousands of class members”). Given these facts, joinder is plainly impractical. Ind. Pub. Ret.
Sys. v. Pluralsight, Inc., 2023 WL 8936277, at *3 (D. Utah Dec. 27, 2023) (Barlow, J.) (finding
that joinder would be impracticable for a geographically dispersed class that numbers in the
thousands); In re Progressive Leasing Breach Litig., 2025 WL 3089724, at *3 (D. Utah Nov. 5,
2025) (Barlow, J.) (same); see also Rex v. Owens ex rel. State of Okl., 585 F.2d 432 (10th Cir.
1978) (“Class actions have been deemed viable in instances where as few as 17 to 20 persons are
identified as the class.”); Circle v. Jim Walter Homes, Inc., 535 F.2d 583 (10th Cir. 1976) (finding
class with 358 members to sufficiently numerous).

2. There are Questions of Law and Fact Common to the
Settlement Class

Rule 23(a)(2) requires there to be “questions of law or fact common to the class.” Fed. R.
Civ. P. 23(a)(2). As the Tenth Circuit has explained, commonality requires the capacity of a class-
wide proceeding to generate common answers apt to drive the resolution of the litigation. Sherman
v. Trinity Teen Sols., Inc., 84 F.4th 1182, 1192 (10th Cir. 2023). In other words, “[f]actual
differences between class members' claims do not defeat certification where common questions of
law exist” that are capable of classwide resolution. DG ex rel. Stricklin v. Devaughn, 594 F.3d

1188, 1195 (10th Cir. 2010). Accordingly, “a finding of commonality requires only a single
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question of law or fact common to the entire class.” Sherman, 84 F.4th at 1192 (citation modified).

The Lead Plaintiffs’ overarching theory of the case that the SafeMoon tokens were
unregistered securities shows that the Action is based on common questions of law and fact. They
include: (i) whether SafeMoon tokens are securities under the Securities Act of 1933; (ii) whether
the sale and promotion of the SafeMoon tokens by the Debtor Defendant violated the registration
requirements of the Securities Act; and (iii) to what extent Lead Plaintiffs and the members of the
Class have sustained damages, as well as the proper measure of damages.

Courts routinely hold that securities class action suits like this matter raise questions of law
and fact common to all proposed Class members and that litigating common issues for Lead
Plaintiffs will necessarily resolve it for all proposed Class members. See, e.g., Gelt, 2023 WL
5334623, at *3 (“This case—as is typical of most securities fraud putative class actions—raises
common questions of law and fact.”) (citation omitted); see also In re Checking Acct. Overdraft
Litig., 307 F.R.D. 656, 668 (S.D. Fla. 2015) (“The commonality requirement of Rule 23(a)(2) is a
low hurdle easily surmounted.”) (citation modified). Class treatment here can generate “common
answers apt to drive the resolution of the litigation.” See Amy G. v. United Healthcare, 2020 WL
3065414, at *3 (D. Utah June 9, 2020) (quoting Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. v. Dukes, 564 U.S. 338, 350
(2011)). The common answer of whether the SafeMoon tokens were unlawfully sold as
unregistered securities will resolve the issue that is central to the validity of the Securities Act
claims in one stroke.

Here, Plaintiffs’ and Class members’ claims arise from the common contentions that: (i)
Defendants made uniform solicitations to Plaintiffs and the Class members regarding the
SafeMoon token; and (ii) this resulted in a common harm to Plaintiffs and Class members who

overpaid for the tokens that were unregistered. This promotional strategy was not targeted to
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isolated individuals in unique circumstances, but was broadly applied to all potential investors
through public channels and endorsements by celebrities. As such, the validity of each Class
members’ claim can be determined in one stroke, by resolving these common questions. Ind. Pub.
Ret. Sys., 2023 WL 8936277, at *4.

Notably, courts addressing similar crypto-related unregistered securities class actions have
found these issues sufficient to satisfy the commonality requirement. See, e.g., Williams, 2021
WL 5316013, at *11 (holding that “questions common to members of the class” include “whether
the TOMO Tokens are securities” and “whether KuCoin offered or sold the TOMO Tokens to
members of the class”); Balestra, 2020 WL 4370392, at *2 (finding common questions include
whether “Defendants offered and sold unregistered securities in violation of the federal securities
laws”); Davy, 2020 WL 4460446, at *6 (“whether the PRG Tokens qualify as ‘securities’” is a
common question). Whether SafeMoon tokens were sold through a fraudulent scheme, and
whether SafeMoon’s public statements were false or misleading are issues common to every class
member. Thus, there are plenty of common questions capable of generating common answers to
the Settlement Class, any one of which alone satisfies Rule 23(a)(2). See DG ex rel. Stricklin, 594
F.3d at 1195 (“A finding of commonality requires only a single question of law or fact common
to the entire class.”).

3. The Claims of the Lead Plaintiffs are Typical of the Claims
of the Settlement Class Members

Rule 23(a) also requires that “the claims or defenses of the representative parties are typical
of the claims or defenses of the class.” Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(a)(3). The Tenth Circuit has recognized
that “like commonality, typicality does not require that every member of the class share a fact
situation identical to that of the named plaintiff.” Sherman, 84 F.4th at 1193 (citation modified).

Rather, typicality requires “only that the claims of the class representative and class members are

10
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based on the same legal or remedial theory.” Id. (citation omitted). Moreover, “[t]he test for
typicality is not demanding.” Egan v. Fastaff, LLC, 2025 WL 2781227, at *4 (D. Colo. Sept. 30,
2025) (quoting Herbert B. Newberg et al., NEWBERG AND RUBENSTEIN ON CLASS ACTIONS §3:29
(6th ed. 2002)).

Here, Lead Plaintiffs’ claims are typical of the claims of the members of the Class of
investors that purchased SafeMoon tokens because the injuries of the unnamed class members
result from the same injurious course of conduct and are sufficiently similar to those of the Lead
Plaintiffs. See Ind. Pub. Ret. Sys., 2023 WL 8936277, at *6. Like all other class members, the
Lead Plaintiffs purchased SafeMoon tokens based on the uniform representations and omissions
made by SafeMoon’s team. Lead Plaintiffs suffered the same type of harm (loss of investment
value) caused by the same alleged fraud. Id. There are no unique defenses targeting the Lead
Plaintiffs and their interests are fully aligned with those of the class: all seek redress for the loss in
token value due to the alleged misconduct. Defendant Karony cannot point to any meaningful
factual or legal difference that would render the Lead Plaintiffs’ claims atypical. This is sufficient
to satisfy the typicality requirement. See Gelt, 2023 WL 5334623, at *4 (finding that “the
complaint indicates that Gelt and the class members’ claims are based on the same conduct, assert
the same violations of the federal securities laws, and deal with similar injury. This indicates that
Gelt’s claims are typical of the class”); Williams, 2021 WL 5316013, at *12 (“Williams’ claims
are typical of the claims of the putative class of persons who purchased and sold TOMO Tokens
during the relevant time period.”); Davy, 2020 WL 4460446, at *6 (holding typicality satisfied
because “Plaintiffs allege the same harm as absent class members — purchase of PRG Tokens”).

4, The Lead Plaintiffs Will Fairly and Adequately Protect the
Interests of the Settlement Class

Lead Plaintiffs “adequacy” turns on two questions: “(1) do the named plaintiffs and their

11
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counsel have any conflicts of interest with other class members and (2) will the named plaintiffs
and their counsel prosecute the action vigorously on behalf of the class?”” Rutter & Wilbanks Corp.
v. Shell Oil Co., 314 F.3d 1180, 1187-88 (10th Cir. 2002) (citations omitted). Lead Plaintiffs here
are more than adequate to serve as settlement class representatives because, far from having any
fundamental conflicts with the Class, their interests align perfectly with those of the Class, as just
described. In fact, this Court previously found that both “the class representative and counsel seem
to adequately represent the class.” Order at 6. Indeed, Lead Plaintiffs, like all other members of
the putative Class, suffered financial injury as a result of purchasing unregistered SafeMoon
tokens. Lead Plaintiffs have standing and will benefit from the same relief as other Class members.
In short, “there is no indication that Plaintiff has any conflict of interest with other class members.”
Gelt, 2023 WL 5334623, at *6 (finding adequacy requirement satisfied); Martinez v. Reams, 2020
WL 7319081, at *6 (D. Colo. Dec. 11, 2020) (finding adequate representation where “there is
nothing in the record or proposed settlement agreement that raises obvious concerns regarding
interclass conflicts”); Peace Officers” Annuity & Benefit Fund of Ga. v. DaVita Inc., 2021 WL
1387110, at *4-5 (D. Colo. Apr. 13, 2021) (finding that “Plaintiffs’ interest in obtaining the largest-
possible recovery in this class action was firmly aligned with all class members”).

Lead Plaintiffs have sought to maximize the Class’s recovery by supervising and
participating in this Action, and by hiring counsel who are experienced in securities class action
litigation, crypto-related litigations, and who have demonstrated here their ability to vigorously
prosecute this Action. See, e.g., Ind. Pub. Ret. Sys., 2023 WL 8936277, at *6-7 (finding Lead
Plaintiffs adequate when they had, inter alia, litigated the case for over three years, opposed a
motion to dismiss, and filed multiple pleadings); Yi Xiang, 327 F.R.D. at 524-26 (class

representative whose interests were aligned with the class, who had been monitoring the litigation,

12



Case 2:22-cv-00642-DBB-JCB  Document 223  Filed 04/03/26 PagelD.2078 Page
19 of 33

and who had engaged experienced counsel was adequate in securities action). Lead Counsel,
Scott+Scott, has successfully prosecuted numerous class actions in recent years, including
securities actions, through which it has recovered billions of dollars for injured investors. Lead
Counsel has also demonstrated its commitment to Lead Plaintiffs and Class members here, by,
among other things, initially investigating claims of fraud by the Debtor Defendant and its
executives and then initiating litigation, defeating the motions to dismiss, and successfully
advocating for the class members prior to any parallel enforcement or regulatory action (the
existence of which further demonstrates the significance of Lead Counsel’s early and continued
efforts to protect and vindicate the putative Class). Based on those actions and its experience,
Scott+Scott’s adequacy as Settlement Class counsel is also clear. See McEwen v. Digitran Sys.,
Inc., 160 F.R.D. 631, 637 (D. Utah 1994) (experienced securities class action plaintiffs’ firm was
adequate class counsel in securities action).

Any differences between Lead Plaintiffs’ damages and those suffered by class members
does not render Lead Plaintiffs inadequate or conflicted. Damages can be calculated for each
member of the proposed Class using a common methodology because Section 12(a) provides
statutory formulas for damages. Under Section 12(a), damages are a return of the consideration
paid with interest for the security upon tender, or if the security has been sold, the consideration
paid with interest less the price received on resale. See 15 U.S.C. §77I(a); Michael J. Kaufman,
SEC. LITIG. DAMAGES 87:11 (2026 ed.). The damages methodology for Section 12(a) claims can
be represented in two arithmetic formulas: one for class members who have retained their
SafeMoon tokens and one for class members who sold their SafeMoon tokens. These formulas
can be uniformly and mechanically applied to all Settlement Class members to calculate their

individual damages.

13
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I. The Settlement Class Members Are Ascertainable
Although the Tenth Circuit has not explicitly held that “ascertainability” is a requirement
for class certification, this Court has found that “plaintiffs must offer ‘some evidence of
established, ascertainable numbers constituting the class” as part of its numerosity showing. See
Ind. Pub. Ret. Sys., 2023 WL 8936277, at *3 (citation modified); accord Shook v. El Paso Cnty.,
386 F.3d 963, 972 (10th Cir. 2004) (remarking that “the lack of identifiability is a factor that may
defeat Rule 23(b)(3) class certification”). Here, Class membership is determined by the dates of
investors’ transactions in SafeMoon tokens and will be easily administrable by reference to trading
records. This establishes ascertainability. See City of Sunrise Gen. Emps.” Ret. Plan v. FleetCor
Techs., Inc., 2019 WL 3449671, at *3 (N.D. Ga. July 17, 2019) (finding “the Class is easily
ascertainable” because identifying class members “can easily be done by looking to investor
records”); Azar v. Blount Int'l, Inc., 2019 WL 7372658, at *5 (D. Or. Dec. 31, 2019) (finding that
class members “were identifiable from stock purchase records and thus this [ascertainability]
requirement is met”); In re Glob. Brokerage, Inc., 2021 WL 1160056, at *6 n.9 (S.D.N.Y. Mar.
18, 2021) (“In this case, as in most securities fraud cases, ascertainability does not impede
certification, because members of the proposed Class, which includes purchasers of FXCM Stock

and FXCM Notes within a specified time period, can be easily identified.”).

B. The Proposed Settlement Class Satisfies the Predominance and
Superiority Requirements of Rule 23(b)(3)

1. Questions of Law and Fact Common to Settlement Class
Members Predominate Over Any Questions Affecting Only
Individual Members
While there is no fixed standard for determining which type of issues predominate, the

predominance requirement is typically satisfied when “common, aggregation-enabling, issues in

the case are more prevalent or important than the non-common, aggregation-defeating, individual

14
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issues.” Sherman, 84 F.4th at 1194 (quoting Tyson Foods, Inc. v. Bouaphakeo, 577 U.S. 442, 453
(2016)); see also Amgen Inc. v. Conn. Ret. Plans & Tr. Funds, 568 U.S. 455, 459 (2013) (“Rule
23(b)(3) requires a showing that questions common to the class predominate, not that those
questions will be answered, on the merits, in favor of the class.”)

Here, the common issues related to the sale of SafeMoon tokens predominate over any
other issues, because, in a strict liability Securities Act case, the most prevalent or important issue,
and indeed the “central inquiry,” is the common question of whether the Debtor Defendant
unlawfully sold unregistered securities in violation of federal securities laws. See Gelt, 2023 WL
5334623, at *7. Because the elements of Plaintiffs’ Section 12(a)(1) claim (i.e., is the SafeMoon
token a security and was it sold without first being registered) are amenable to common proof from
the same evidence, the predominance element for class certification is satisfied. Likewise,
predominance is established because questions like whether SafeMoon and its executives engaged
in a fraudulent scheme and made fraudulent misstatements predominate and can be proven with
common evidence regarding SafeMoon’s conduct, marketing, and management of the liquidity
pool. See Tyson Foods, 577 U.S. at 453.

Any arguable individual questions (such as the precise amount of each investor’s
damages) are secondary and ministerial in comparison to the broad, class-wide issues. Ind. Pub.
Ret. Sys., 2023 WL 8936277, at *11-12 (finding that “complex liability issues—common to the
putative class—predominate over the damages issue”). All class members were subject to the same
uniform misconduct and can use the same evidence to make a prime facie showing of their claims,
and there is no need for individualized adjudication of liability. The Objectors’ assertion that
individual issues defeat predominance (ECF No. 215 at 14-16) is unsupported; in reality, this case

revolves around the unregistered sale of SafeMoon tokens, not the peculiarities of any single
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investor. It is exactly the type of case for which class treatment is intended, and proceeding as a
class is far superior to thousands of individual actions or claims.

In the securities context, several courts (including this one) have found that damages can
be proven using a common methodology. See, e.g., In re Oppenheimer Rochester Funds Grp. Sec.
Litig., 318 F.R.D. 435, 447 (D. Colo. 2015) (damages “common to the Class” because “Securities
Act damages are calculated using a statutory formula”); Myriad Genetics, 2021 WL 5882259, at
*7 (finding in the securities fraud context that “complex liability issues do indeed predominate
over the more discrete and mechanical damages issue”);
Zakinov, 2023 WL 4303644, at *6 (finding predominance established where a common damages
methodology had been identified “by looking at (1) the quantity of XRP [token] purchased and
sold, (2) the purchase price and currency used, (3) the sale price and currency used, and (4) the
currency exchange rate between purchase and sale currencies (if a different currency was used for
the XRP purchase than was used for the sale)”). As the same is true here, Plaintiffs submit that
the Court should determine that the Rule 23(b) predominance requirement has been met.

2. Settlement Class Treatment is the Superior Method for
Adjudicating the Controversy

Rule 23(b)(3) also requires “that a class action [be] superior to other available methods for
fairly and efficiently adjudicating the controversy.” Ind. Pub. Ret. Sys., 2023 WL 8936277, at *12.
“In general, securities suits ... easily satisfy the superiority requirement of Rule 23.” Gelt, 2023
WL 5334623, at *9 (citation omitted). Courts in this Circuit have recognized that “class actions
are the favored method of litigating securities fraud actions in which numerous plaintiffs are
involved.” In re Thornburg Mortg., Inc. Sec. Litig., 912 F. Supp. 2d 1178, 1233 (D.N.M. 2012)
(citation omitted); Brokop v. Farmland Partners, Inc., 2021 WL 4913970, at *20 (D. Colo. Sep.

30, 2021); In re Oppenheimer, 318 F.R.D. at 450.
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In considering whether the superiority requirement is met, courts are directed to consider
a set of four non-exclusive factors: “(A) the class members’ interests in individually controlling
the prosecution or defense of separate actions; (B) the extent and nature of any litigation
concerning the controversy already begun by or against class members; (C) the desirability or
undesirability of concentrating the litigation of the claims in the particular forum; and (D) the
likely difficulties in managing a class action.” Myriad Genetics, 2021 WL 5882259, at *10
(citation omitted).

Here, class treatment of this matter is a vastly superior method to adjudicate and resolve
thousands of identical securities claims via a single class claim, rather than in numerous separate
claims that may not only yield inconsistent results but also has the potential to exhaust substantial
estate assets unnecessarily. As with many class actions, the individual Settlement Class members
here may not have the economic wherewithal to prosecute their individual securities claims or
other legal claims in the Bankruptcy Court against the Debtor Defendant. See id. at *10 (finding
superiority of class treatment where “most potential class members have likely suffered losses that
are not of sufficient magnitude to justify bringing action individually”). Hearing a multitude of
cases about nearly the same set of facts concerning the unregistered sale of SafeMoon tokens
would be costly and inefficient; thus it is not superior to a single class case. See Williams, 2021
WL 5316013, at *15-17 (finding a class action to be superior in a similar digital asset class action);
Balestra, 2020 WL 4370392, at *4 (same); Davy, 2020 WL 4460446, at *7 (same).

Lead Plaintiffs and Lead Counsel are unaware of any Class member that would prefer to
prosecute his, her or its claims individually. See Myriad Genetics, 2021 WL 5882259, at *10
(finding absence of other litigation asserting claims on behalf of individual class members

supported adjudicating case as class action). Indeed, on June 11, 2024, Lead Plaintiffs filed a
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Motion for Order Certifying the Class for Purposes of the Class Claim Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P.
23 and Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7023 and 9014(c) (the “Class Claim Motion”) asking the Bankruptcy
Court to certify a class of SafeMoon investors for the purposes of pursuing a Class Proof of Claim
against the Debtor. SafeMoon US, LLC, No. 2:23-bk-25749, ECF No. 182 (Bankr. D. Utah Jun.
11, 2024). No class member objected in the Bankruptcy Court to the Class Claim Motion or
advised they wished to pursue individual claims based on their purchase of SafeMoon tokens.

* * *

The Lead Plaintiffs meet all requirements to be certified as class representatives under Rule
23(a)-(b). Granting this motion under the circumstances here comports with controlling Tenth
Circuit law, and it will enable the effective and efficient resolution of Lead Plaintiffs’ and the
Settlement Class’s claims with minimal administrative cost to the estate.

C. The Court Has Already Found that the Settlement Satisfies Each of
the Rule 23(e)(2) Factors and Should be Preliminarily Approved

Pursuant to Rule 23(e)(1), at this stage, the issue is whether the Court “will likely be able
to: (i) approve the proposal under Rule 23(e)(2); and (ii) certify the class for purposes of judgment
on the proposal.” Rule 23(e)(2) lists a set of factors that the Court must consider in determining
whether the settlement is “fair, reasonable, and adequate”:

(A)  the Plaintiffs and Lead have adequately represented the class;

(B)  the proposal was negotiated at arm’s-length;

(C)  the relief provided for the class is adequate, taking into account:

() the costs, risks, and delay of trial and appeal;
(i) the effectiveness of any proposed method of distributing relief to the class,
including the method of processing class-member claims;

(iii)  the terms of any proposed award of attorney’s fees, including timing of

18
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payment; and
(iv)  any agreement required to be identified under Rule 23(e)(3); and
(D)  the proposal treats class members equitably relative to each other.
As explained below, the Court has already ruled that Lead Plaintiffs have met all of the
requirements imposed by Rule 23(e)(2) and, therefore, Lead Plaintiffs respectfully request that the
Court grant preliminary approval.

D. Lead Plaintiffs and Lead Counsel Have Adequately Represented the
Class

In weighing approval, courts consider whether “the class representatives and class counsel
have adequately represented the class,” which involves an inquiry into any conflicts between Lead
Plaintiffs and the Class and the ability of Lead Plaintiffs and Lead Counsel to conduct the litigation.
Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(e)(2)(A); see also Rutter, 314 F.3d at 1187-88 (“Resolution of two questions
determines legal adequacy: (1) do the named plaintiffs and their counsel have any conflicts of
interest with other class members and (2) will the named plaintiffs and their counsel prosecute the
action vigorously on behalf of the class?”).

Lead Plaintiffs, like the other Class members, purchased SafeMoon tokens during the Class
Period, and were injured by the same alleged wrongdoing. Moreover, Lead Plaintiffs and Lead
Counsel have vigorously represented the Class both by prosecuting the Action since its inception,
through the motion to dismiss and the Bankruptcy proceedings, and by negotiating a favorable
Settlement for an initial estimated payment of $12 million, plus the possibility of a subsequent
payment into the settlement fund. In light of these facts, the Court ruled that the Lead Plaintiffs’
claims arise from the same alleged misconduct as the class and that Lead Counsel is experienced
in this type of litigation, with no apparent conflicts of interest. Order at 6-7. The Court further

noted that no objections had been raised regarding any conflicts of interest and that Lead Counsel’s
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experience in similar litigation supports a finding of adequacy. Id. at 7.

E. The Settlement was the Product of Arm’s-Length Negotiations

The Settlement here is the product of fair, honest, and vigorous negotiations between
experienced and informed counsel under the supervision of a highly experienced mediator. First,
the proposed Settlement was the product of extensive arm’s-length negotiations among highly
experienced counsel knowledgeable about the Action. In re Molycorp, Inc. Sec. Litig., 2017 U.S.
Dist. LEXIS 215174, at *13 (D. Colo. Feb. 15, 2017). Settling parties are entitled to a presumption
that a proposed settlement is fair and reasonable where the settlement “resulted from arm’s length
negotiations between experienced counsel.” Lucas v. Kmart Corp., 234 F.R.D. 688, 693 (D. Col.
2006).

Moreover, as noted above, settlement negotiations were supervised by Chief Magistrate
Judge Pead. Courts in this Circuit and elsewhere have held that the involvement of an experienced
mediator strongly supports the fairness of a proposed settlement, and the Settling Parties
respectfully submit that Judge Pead in particular is “a highly qualified mediator” who possesses
considerable expertise in mediating complex cases. In re Myriad Genetics, Inc. Sec. Litig., No.
2:19-cv-00707-JNP-DBP, ECF No. 285 at 3 (D. Utah Aug. 25, 2023) (finding “probative that the
Settlement was negotiated at arm’s length under the oversight of experienced mediators”).

Based on these facts, the Court found that the Settlement was negotiated with the assistance
of an experienced, neutral mediator and found no evidence of collusion or improper conduct in the
negotiation process. Order at 7. The Court specifically rejected Objector Karony’s arguments
attacking the negotiation process, finding they did not meaningfully undermine the fairness or
integrity of the negotiations. Order at 8.

F. The Settlement Provides Adequate Relief

In assessing the adequacy of a proposed settlement, courts balance the benefits afforded to
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the class—including the immediacy and certainty of a recovery—against the significant costs,
risks, and delay of proceeding with the action through trial and inevitable appeal. Fed. R. Civ. P.
23(e)(2)(C)(i). While Lead Plaintiffs believe their claims have merit, if litigation proceeded, the
instant Action would have faced numerous risks. For example, Lead Plaintiffs recognize that there
are significant hurdles to proving liability or even proceeding to trial. Accordingly, in the absence
of a settlement, there was a very real risk that the Class would recover an amount significantly less
than the total Settlement Amount—or nothing at all.

The Court found that the Settlement provides adequate relief in light of the substantial risks
of continued litigation and disputed merits, and that the recovery is supported by evidence of
sufficient funds available to satisfy the Settlement. Order at 9. The Court also emphasized that
the requested attorneys’ fees were within a range commonly approved and that the Trustee’s sworn
declaration confirmed sufficient assets to fund the Settlement. Id.

G. The Proposed Allocation Method Treats Class Members Fairly

Rule 23(e)(2)(D) directs the Court to evaluate whether “the proposal treats class members
equitably relative to each other.” Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(e)(2)(D). Here, the Plan of Allocation will
govern how Class members’ claims will be calculated and, ultimately, how money will be
distributed to Authorized Claimants. The proposed Plan of Allocation treats Class Members
“equitably relative to each other” by: (i) applying the same standards to all Class members under
the common Plan of Allocation; and (ii) distributing the Net Settlement Fund on a pro rata basis
based on each Authorized Claimant’s (Class members who submit valid claims) share of the total
recognized losses. The Court determined that this proposed allocation method likely treats Class
members equitably by distributing the settlement fund on a pro rata basis tied to each claimant’s
actual losses. The Court found no indication that any subset of class members would be favored

or disfavored under the proposed distribution methodology. Order at 9.
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H. The Settlement is Within the Range of Approval

Lead Plaintiffs and Lead Counsel’s achievement of an initial payment of $12,000,000, plus
the possibility of a subsequent settlement residual fund, represents an excellent result for the Class.
Among other things, the Settlement amount is far above the median securities class action
settlement from 2015-2024 where individual investors served as lead plaintiffs.> Given such a
result, the Settlement is well within the range of approval. The Court also rejected arguments that
the Settlement contained “Obvious Deficiencies” and reiterated that merits-based challenges are
not appropriately resolved at the preliminary approval stage. Order at 10-11.

l. The Settlement Satisfies the Jones Factors

The Court likewise held that the Settlement would likely satisfy the Tenth Circuit’s Jones
factors, finding that it was fairly and honestly negotiated, that serious questions of law and fact
remain, and that the value of an immediate recovery outweighs the risks and costs of continued
litigation. Order at 10. The Court emphasized that these factors substantially overlap with the
Rule 23(e)(2) analysis and are satisfied for the same reasons supporting preliminary approval. Id.
The Court further recognized that the Settlement was negotiated with the assistance of a neutral
mediator, that the merits of Plaintiffs’ claims remain disputed, and that both Plaintiffs and the
Trustee agree the Settlement provides a meaningful and mutually beneficial resolution. 1d. at 7-8,
10. In light of these findings, the Court has already concluded that it would likely be able to

approve the Settlement under Rule 23(e)(2). Id. at 11.

* * *

3 Laarni T. Bulan & Eric Tam, Securities Class Action Settlements: 2024 Review & Analysis,

CORNERSTONE RESEARCH at 3 (last visited Nov. 21, 2025), https://www.cornerstone.com/wp-
content/uploads/2025/03/Securities-Class-Action-Settlements-2024-Review-and-Analysis.pdf
[https://perma.cc/NDV3-DGNK].
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For the same reasons, Lead Plaintiffs request that the Court affirm its findings in the Order
that the Rule 23(a) and (b) requirements for class certification have been established.

IV. THE MANNER AND FORM OF NOTICE SHOULD BE APPROVED, AND THE
PROPOSED CLAIMS ADMINISTRATOR SHOULD BE APPOINTED

As set forth in the proposed Preliminary Approval Order, Lead Plaintiffs propose to
give notice to Settlement Class Members by the Claims Administrator sending the: (i)
Settlement Notice (the “Notice”); (ii) Proof of Claim; (iii) Notice of Motion for Attorneys’
Fees and Expenses; and (iv) Summary Notice, to known creditors and publishing to other
potential members of the Class via publication through social media channels, a dedicated
settlement website, and on one of the following online Cryptocurrency media outlets:
Coindesk, CoinTelegraph, and/or The Block. Lead Counsel also agrees to publish the
Summary Notice via a press release on a newswire service. This notice program is adequate
to satisfy the requirements of Rule 23 and due process. Rule 23(c)(2) directs that the notice
be “the best notice that is practicable under the circumstances” and Rule 23(e)(1)(B) directs
“notice in a reasonable manner.” To satisfy due process, the notice must be “reasonably
calculated, under all the circumstances, to apprise interested parties of the pendency of the
action and afford them an opportunity to present their objections.” Tennille v. Western Union
Co., 785 F.3d 422, 436 (10th Cir. 2015).

With respect to the form of the notice, “[t]here are no rigid rules to determine whether
a settlement notice to the class satisfies constitutional or Rule 23(e) requirements; the
settlement notice must fairly apprise the prospective members of the class of the terms of the
proposed settlement and of the options that are open to them in connection with the
proceedings.” Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. v. Visa U.S.A., Inc., 396 F.3d 96, 114 (2d Cir. 2005)

(citation modified). “Notice is ‘adequate if it may be understood by the average class
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member.”” Id. (quoting Herbert B. Newberg et al., NEWBERG ON CLASS ACTIONS 8§11:53 (4th
ed. 2002)). The proposed Notice satisfies this standard. It advises Settlement Class members
of the essential terms of this Settlement, the Plan of Allocation, and information regarding
Lead Counsel’s motion for attorneys’ fees and expenses and Lead Plaintiffs’ request for an
award for the time and expenses they incurred prosecuting the Action. Among other things,
the Notice also will provide specifics on the date, time, and place of the Settlement Fairness
Hearing and set forth the procedures for objecting to, or requesting exclusion from, the
Settlement. Moreover, the Notice provides this information in a format that is accessible to
the reader and is also available, along with all other relevant documents, on the Settlement
website, www.SafeMoonSettlement.com.
V. PROPOSED SCHEDULE OF SETTLEMENT EVENTS

Plaintiffs respectfully request that the Court set a proposed schedule of events leading
to the Settlement Fairness Hearing as listed forth below. This schedule is reflected in the

proposed Preliminary Approval Order.

Event Time for Compliance
Deadline for commencing the transmittal of 20 calendar days after entry of the
the Notice and Proof of Claim to known Preliminary Approval Order.

creditors and publication through social media
channels, creation of a dedicated settlement
website, and publication on one of the
following online Cryptocurrency media
outlets: Coindesk, CoinTelegraph, and/or The
Block; Lead Counsel to publish the Summary
Notice via a press release on a newswire
service (the “Notice Date”).

Deadline for posting and serving of 14 calendar days before the deadline for
memoranda in support of approval of the objections to be filed.

Settlement and Plan of Allocation, Lead
Counsel’s application for an award of
attorneys’ fees and expenses, and Plaintiffs’
request for an award for the time and

24



Case 2:22-cv-00642-DBB-JCB  Document 223  Filed 04/03/26 PagelD.2090 Page

31 0f 33

Event Time for Compliance
expenses they incurred prosecuting the
Action.
Deadline for submitting exclusion requests or | 21 calendar days before the Settlement
Objections. Fairness Hearing.
Deadline for filing Proofs of Claim. 120 calendar days after the Notice Date.
Deadline for posting and filing of reply 7 calendar days before the Settlement
memoranda in further support of the Fairness Hearing.

Settlement and Plan of Allocation, Lead
Counsel’s application for an award of
attorneys’ fees and expenses, and Plaintiffs’
requests for an award for the time and
expenses they incurred prosecuting the
Action.

Settlement Fairness Hearing. At the Court’s convenience; the Settling
Parties respectfully suggest approximately
90 days from the date notice is given
pursuant to the Class Action Fairness Act, 28
U.S.C. §1715.

CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing, Lead Plaintiffs respectfully request that the Court enter the
Preliminary Approval Order in connection with the settlement proceedings, which will: (i)
preliminarily approve the proposed Settlement; (ii) certify, for settlement purposes, a class of
purchasers of SafeMoon from March 8, 2021 to November 1, 2023; (iii) approve the proposed
form and manner of providing notice to the Class; (iv) schedule the Settlement Fairness Hearing
to consider the fairness, reasonableness, and adequacy of the Settlement, and the proposed Plan of
Allocation; (v) appoint Stretto, under the Direction of the Trustee, as the Claims

Administrator; and (vi) grant such other relief as the Court may deem fair and proper.
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Respectfully submitted,

[s/ John T. Jasnoch

John T. Jasnoch (pro hac vice)

SCOTT+SCOTT ATTORNEYS AT LAW LLP
600 W. Broadway, Suite 3300

San Diego, CA 92101

Telephone: 619-233-4565

Facsimile: 619-233-0508
jjasnoch@scott-scott.com

Sean T. Masson (pro hac vice)

SCOTT+SCOTT ATTORNEYS AT LAW LLP
The Helmsley Building

230 Park Avenue, 24th Floor

New York, NY 10169

Telephone: 212-223-6444

Facsimile: 212-223-6334
smasson@scott-scott.com

Lead Counsel for Lead Plaintiffs

Brent O. Hatch

HATCH LAW GROUP
22 E 100 S STE 400

Salt Lake City, UT 84111
801-869-1919
hatch@hatchpc.com

Local Counsel for Lead Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served by CM/ECF
on April 3, 2026, on all counsel or parties of record. Notice of this filing will be sent to all
counsel of record by operation of the Court’s electronic filing system.

/s/ John T. Jasnoch
John T. Jasnoch
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John T. Jasnoch (pro hac vice)
jjasnoch@scott-scott.com

SCOTT+SCOTT ATTORNEYS AT LAW LLP

600 W. Broadway, Suite 3300
San Diego, CA 92101
Telephone: 619-233-4565
Facsimile: 619-233-0508

Lead Counsel for Plaintiffs

(Additional Counsel on Signature Page)

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH

MARK COMBS, VLAD IACOB, and
BENJAMIN NORTHEY, Individually and on
Behalf of All Others Similarly Situated,

Plaintiffs,
V.

SAFEMOON LLC, SAFEMOON US, LLC,
SAFEMOON CONNECT, LLC, TANO LLC,
SAFEMOON LTD, SAFEMOON
PROTOCOL LTD, SAFEMOON MEDIA
GROUP LTD, BRADEN JOHN KARONY,
JACK HAINES-DAVIES, HENRY “HANK?”
WYATT, JAKE PAUL, KYLE NAGY,
DeANDRE CORTEZ WAY, BEN
PHILLIPS, MILES PARKS McCOLLUM,
THOMAS SMITH and DANIEL M. KEEM,

Defendants.

DECLARATION OF JOHN T.
JASNOCH IN SUPPORT OF LEAD
PLAINTIFFS® SECOND MOTION FOR
PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF
PROPOSED CLASS ACTION
SETTLEMENT

Case No. 2:22-cv-00642-DBB-JCB

Assigned Judge: Hon. David Barlow
Referred Magistrate Judge: Jared C. Bennett
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I, John T. Jasnoch, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 81746, hereby declare as follows:

1. I am an attorney admitted pro hac vice in the above-captioned matter. I am an
attorney with the law firm of Scott+Scott Attorneys at Law LLP (“Scott+Scott”). | have
personal knowledge of the matters stated herein and if called upon, | could, and would,
competently testify thereto.

2. Mark Combs, Vlad lacob, and Benjamin Northey (“Lead Plaintiffs”) have been
appointed as Lead Plaintiffs and Scott+Scott has been appointed Lead Counsel in this case.

3. I make this declaration in support of Lead Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary
Approval of Proposed Class Action Settlement.

4, Attached are true and correct copies of the following Exhibits:

Exhibit A: Stipulation and Agreement of Settlement and Release;

Exhibit B: SafeMoon (SFM) Information Page, printed from
https://bsctrace.com/token/0x42981d0bfbaf196529376ee702f2a9eb9092fch5
on April 3, 2026. BSCTrace.com is a blockchain explorer and analytics
platform for BNB Smart Chain blockchain.

Exhibit C: Printout of highest-numbered claims in the SafeMoon US LLC
Chapter 7 Claims page operated by Stretto, Inc. printed from
https://cases.stretto.com/safemoon/claims/#search on April 3, 2026.

I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America
that the foregoing facts are true and correct.

Executed on April 3, 2026 at San Diego, California.

/s/ John T. Jasnoch

Lead Counsel for Lead Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served by CM/ECF
on April 3, 2026, on all counsel or parties of record. Notice of this filing will be sent to all
counsel of record by operation of the Court’s electronic filing system.

/s/ John T. Jasnoch
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THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH

MARK = COMBS, VLAD . 1ACOB’ and | Cage No. 2:22-cv-00642-DBB-JCB
BENJAMIN NORTHEY, Individually and on
Behalf of All Others Similarly Situated,

Plaintiffs, Assigned Judge: Hon. David Barlow

Referred Magistrate Judge: Jared C. Bennett
V.

SAFEMOON LLC, SAFEMOON US, LLC,
SAFEMOON CONNECT, LLC, TANO LLC,
SAFEMOON LTD, SAFEMOON
PROTOCOL LTD, SAFEMOON MEDIA
GROUP LTD, BRADEN JOHN KARONY,
JACK HAINES-DAVIES, HENRY “HANK”
WYATT, JAKE PAUL, KYLE NAGY,
DeANDRE CORTEZ WAY, BEN PHILLIPS,
MILES PARKS McCOLLUM, THOMAS
SMITH and DANIEL M. KEEM,

Defendants

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH

IN RE BANKRUPTCY CASE NO. 23-25749
CHAPTER 7

SAFEMOON US LLC,
HONORABLE PEGGY HUNT
DEBTOR.

STIPULATION AND AGREEMENT OF SETTLEMENT AND RELEASE

This Stipulation and Agreement of Settlement and Release, dated September 10, 2025
(including any subsequent amendments thereto, the “Stipulation”), is made and entered into by
and among: (i) Lead Plaintiffs Mark Combs, Vlad Iacob, and Benjamin Northey (“Lead
Plaintiffs”), on behalf of themselves and the Settlement Class (defined below), by and through
Lead Counsel (defined below); and (ii) and Ellen E. Ostrow, the Chapter 7 trustee (the “Trustee”)

4915-0538-9409.1 1
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for the bankruptcy estate (the “Estate”) of SafeMoon US, LLC (“SafeMoon” or the “Debtor
Defendant”), by and through Trustee’s Counsel. Lead Plaintiffs and the Trustee are referred to
herein as the “Settling Parties” or simply the “Parties.” The Stipulation is intended to fully, finally,
and forever resolve, discharge, and settle the Released Claims, subject to the approval of the
District Court and Bankruptcy Court and the terms and conditions set forth in this Stipulation.

WHEREAS, on February 17, 2022, the above-captioned civil action (the “Securities
Action”) was first filed in the United States District Court for the Central District of California
against the Debtor Defendant and other defendants, including the Debtor Defendant’s former CEO
Braden John Karony (“Karony”).

WHEREAS, on June 7, 2022, the Lead Plaintiffs were appointed and Scott+Scott
Attorneys at Law LLP was appointed as Lead Counsel.

WHEREAS, on October 5, 2022, the Securities Action was transferred to the District of
Utah and was thereafter assigned to the District Court Judge David Barlow.

WHEREAS, on March 17,2023, the operative complaint was filed in the Securities Action.

WHEREAS, on November 1, 2023, an indictment was unsealed in the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of New York charging various individuals with fraud and
conspiracy, including the Debtor Defendant’s former CEO, Karony. See USA v. Karony et al, No.
1:23-cr-00433 (E.D.N.Y.) (the “Criminal Case”).

WHEREAS, on May 21, 2025, the jury in the Criminal Case convicted Karony of
Securities Fraud Conspiracy, Wire Fraud Conspiracy and Money Laundering Conspiracy.

WHEREAS, on November 1, 2023, the Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC”)
filed a civil complaint against the Debtor Defendant and related persons and entities. See S.E.C.
v. SafeMoon LLC et al, No. 1:23- ¢v-08138 (E.D.N.Y.).

WHEREAS, on December 14, 2023 (the “Petition Date”), the Debtor Defendant filed the
above-captioned Chapter 7 proceeding (the “Bankruptcy Case™).

WHEREAS, concurrently with the filing of the Bankruptcy Case, the Office of the United
States Trustee appointed the Trustee as the chapter 7 trustee for the Estate.

WHEREAS, pursuant to title 11 of the United States Code (the “Bankruptcy Code”), the
Trustee is a fiduciary for the creditors of SafeMoon and had no relationship with the Debtor
Defendant or its principals prior to the Petition Date.

WHEREAS, on June 11, 2024, Lead Plaintiffs filed a Motion for Order Certifying the Class
for Purposes of the Class Claim Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 23 and Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7023 and
9014(c) (the “Class Claim Motion™), asking the Bankruptcy Court to certify a class of SafeMoon
investors for the purposes of pursuing a Class proof of claim against the Debtor Defendant.

4915-0538-9409.1 2
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WHEREAS, the Bankruptcy Court set a claims bar date of July 22, 2024 (the “Bar Date™),
and on July 18, 2024, Lead Plaintiffs filed proof of claim No. 927 against the Estate on behalf of
the proposed class (“Claim No. 927”).

WHEREAS, rather than go through the time and expense of litigating the Class Claim
Motion, the Parties desired to mediate the dispute and on July 18, 2024, the Bankruptcy Court
issued its Order Referring Contested Matter for Mediation (Bankruptcy ECF No. 203). On August
9, 2024, the Bankruptcy Court issued an updated order setting the settlement conference for
October 9, 2024 and a pre-settlement conference call for October 2, 2024.

WHEREAS, on October 2, 2024, the pre-settlement conference call was held with The
Honorable Dustin B. Pead, Chief Magistrate of the District of Utah, and progress was made toward
a settlement. Judge Pead directed the parties to meet and confer further and rescheduled the
settlement conference for October 16, 2024. On October 9, 2024, the Lead Plaintiffs met and
conferred with the Trustee, the Trustee’s Counsel, and the Trustee’s advisors and further progress
was made toward a settlement. On October 16, 2024, the Parties held their settlement conference.

WHEREAS, following protracted good faith, arm’s length mediation efforts, conducted by
Judge Pead, Lead Plaintiffs and the Trustee (collectively, the “Settling Parties”, or simply the
“Parties”), by and through their respective counsel, reached a global agreement for the settlement
of the Lead Plaintiffs’ Class Claim Motion as well as the claims against the Debtor Defendant in
the Securities Action, subject to certain post-mediation conditions precedent to the Settlement.

WHEREAS, the post-mediation conditions precedent to the Settlement have been satisfied,
subject to District Court and Bankruptcy Court approval of the Settlement and the terms herein.

WHEREAS, notwithstanding their belief that the claims asserted in the Securities Action
and in the Class Claim have merit based on their extensive investigations, Lead Plaintiffs and their
counsel, Scott+Scott, (“Lead Counsel”) recognize and acknowledge that prosecuting the Securities
Action against the Debtor Defendant through the pending Class Claim Motion, summary
judgment, trial, post-trial motions, and appeals, would involve substantial expense, and likely years
of further litigation; that even if they were to eventually prevail in full on their claims there was
no assurance that they would be able to collect on any judgment they might obtain against the
Debtor Defendant, including in the manner that they are collecting under the Settlement, and that
accordingly they believe that the Settlement set forth in this Stipulation confers substantial benefits
upon the Class in light of the risks of continued litigation and that it is fair, reasonable and
adequate, and is in the best interests of the Class.

WHEREAS, notwithstanding her belief that she had credible objections to the Class Claim
Motion and the claims asserted in the Securities Action, the Trustee, based on her business
judgment and advice of her advisors, determined to enter into this Settlement, among other reasons,
to avoid further expense, and the burden of protracted litigation, to avoid the distraction and
diversion of the Estate’s resources, to avoid the risks of litigation, and to obtain a full release of
all claims and potential claims from the Class Members (defined below).

4915-0538-9409.1 3
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NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing promises, and for good and other
valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, the Parties
agree as follows:

1. The Securities Action and the Bankruptcy Case

The Debtor Defendant was a cryptocurrency and blockchain company based in Pleasant
Grove, Utah that was created in March 2021. Kyle Nagy (“Nagy”’) was the founder of the Debtor
Defendant. Prior to the Debtor’s bankruptcy filing, Karony served as the Debtor Defendant’s
CEO. Other individuals served in key roles at the Debtor Defendant, including, without limitation,
Jack Haines-Davies, the Debtor’s Chief Operating Officer, Henry Wyatt (“Wyatt”), the Debtor
Defendant’s Chief Technology Officer, and Thomas Smith (“Smith”), the Debtor’s Chief
Blockchain Officer. The Debtor Defendant is one of several entities that were part of the
SafeMoon corporate structure. Concurrent with its inception, the Debtor Defendant created and
sold a SafeMoon token (“SFM Token”) that trades on the BNB Smart Chain, Polygon, and
Ethereum blockchains. The value of the SFM Token increased exponentially in its first month of
existence, with the SFM Token’s market capitalization reaching billions of dollars in April 2021.
Over time, however, allegations that the Debtor Defendant’s principals made misrepresentations
and engaged in other alleged misconduct led to a sharp reduction in the market price of the SFM
Tokens.

On February 17, 2022, the Securities Action was filed in the United States District Court
for the Central District of California against the Debtor Defendant and numerous other parties. On
June 7, 2022, the Lead Plaintiffs were appointed and Scott+Scott Attorneys at Law LLP was
appointed as Lead Counsel. On October 5, 2022, the Securities Action was transferred to the
District of Utah and was thereafter assigned to Judge Barlow. On March 17, 2023, the operative
complaint was filed.

In May 2023, the Debtor Defendant and other Defendants filed their motions to dismiss
the complaint. On November 1, 2023, an indictment was unsealed in the Eastern District of New
York charging various individuals with fraud and conspiracy, including Karony. See USA v.
Karony et al, No. 1:23-cr-00433 (E.D.N.Y.). Also on November 1, 2023, the SEC filed a civil
complaint against the Debtor Defendant and related persons and entities. See S.E.C. v. SafeMoon
LLC et al, No. 1:23- cv-08138 (E.D.N.Y.).

On December 14, 2023, the Debtor Defendant filed the instant Chapter 7 Bankruptcy Case.
By operation of the automatic stay pursuant to § 362 of the Bankruptcy Code, the Securities Action
was stayed with respect to the Debtor Defendant. Concurrently with the filing of the Bankruptcy
Case, the Office of the United States Trustee appointed the Trustee as the chapter 7 trustee for the
Estate. The Trustee is a fiduciary for the creditors of the Debtor and had no relationship with the
Debtor Defendant or its principals prior to the Petition Date.

On March 29, 2024, the District Court issued its omnibus order on the motions to dismiss
in the Securities Action. The District Court: (i) dismissed Lead Plaintiffs’ fraud claims under the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (the “Exchange Act”) without prejudice against all Defendants;
(i1) dismissed Lead Plaintiffs’ claim under Section 12(a)(1) of the Securities Act of 1933 (the

4915-0538-9409.1 4
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“Securities Act”) for the sale of unregistered securities against Defendants Wyatt and Nagy; (iii)
dismissed Lead Plaintiffs’ control person claims under Section 15 of the Securities Act without
prejudice against Defendants Nagy and Smith; (iv) dismissed the control person claims under
Section 20 of the Exchange Act without prejudice; and (v) dismissed Lead Plaintiffs’ common law
claims for conversion, conspiracy, and unjust enrichment without prejudice; (vi) dismissed Lead
Plaintiffs’ civil RICO claim without prejudice; and (vii) dismissed Lead Plaintiffs’ claims under
the Florida Deceptive and Unfair Trade Practices Act without prejudice. Thus, the District Court
found that Lead Plaintiffs had adequately stated claims for violation of Section 12(a)(1) of the
Securities Act against the non-debtor SafeMoon entity Defendants as well as against Defendants
Karony and Smith. The District Court also found that Lead Plaintiffs have adequately stated a
control person claim pursuant to Section 15 of the Securities Act against Defendant Karony.

On June 11, 2024, Lead Plaintiffs filed the Class Claim Motion in the Bankruptcy Case
asking the Bankruptcy Court to certify a class of SafeMoon investors for the purposes of pursuing
a Class proof of claim against the Debtor Defendant. Lead Plaintiffs further requested to be
appointed as Class Representatives and to appoint Lead Counsel as Class Counsel. After filing,
the Parties worked together to reschedule the hearing for August 21, 2024, with any responses due
August 12, 2024. Lead Plaintiffs filed proof of claim No. 927 on July 18, 2024, four days prior to
the Bar Date.

Rather than go through the time and expense of litigating the Class Claim Motion, the
Parties desired to mediate the dispute. On July 18, 2024, the Bankruptcy Court issued its Order
Referring Contested Matter for Mediation (Bankruptcy ECF No. 203). The Court also continued
the hearing on Lead Plaintiffs’ Class Claim Motion.

On October 2, 2024, the Parties held their preconference call with Judge Pead. Judge Pead
directed the parties to further meet and confer and rescheduled the settlement conference for
October 16, 2024. On October 9, 2024, the Parties held a meet-and-confer teleconference where
additional progress was made toward settlement. On October 16, 2024, the Parties held their
settlement conference with Judge Pead. Following arms-length negotiations through Judge Pead,
the parties agreed to resolve the Securities Action and the Class Claim Motion, subject to certain
post-mediation conditions precedent to the Settlement.

The post-mediation conditions precedent to the Settlement have been satisfied, subject to
District Court and Bankruptcy Court approval of the Settlement and the terms herein.

2. Definitions.
The following terms, as used in this Stipulation, have the following meanings:
a. “Allowed General Unsecured Claim” means an allowed unsecured claim
against the Estate that (i) is not the Claim No. 927, or (b) a claim entitled to

priority under § 507 of the Bankruptcy Code.

b. “Authorized Claimant” means a Class Member (1) who has already
submitted or submits to the Claims Administrator a timely and valid Class

4915-0538-9409.1 5



Ca¥eds@23\250892-DRB-3CB Filut 00187l 22 3-E nteFéle D9A/DR26.0: 255 | DIEEI2Maihage
Document 7 dPddge 25 of 100

Member Proof of Claim, substantially similar in form to that attached to the
Notice in Exhibit A-2 hereto, that is approved by the Claims Administrator
in whole or in part, or (2) timely filed a proof of claim in the Bankruptcy
Case in accordance with the Claims Bar Date Order.

c. “Attorneys’ Fee/Costs Cap” means the amount that Lead Counsel has
agreed to cap their attorneys’ fees and costs application and recovery, which
amount shall include all costs and expenses reasonably and actually
incurred in connection with obtaining Final Court Approval and be included
in their Fee and Expense Application. In the first instance, the Attorneys’
Fee/Costs cap shall be $1.8 million. In the event that $12.5 million or more
is paid out to the Settlement Class, the Attorneys’ Fee/Costs Cap shall be
increased by $250,000, for a total of $2.05 million.

d. “Bankruptcy Court” means the United States Bankruptcy Court for the
District of Utah.

e. “Bankruptcy Rules” means the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure.

f. “Claim No. 927” means the Lead Plaintiffs’ proof of claim No. 927 filed on

July 18, 2024 against the Estate on behalf of the proposed class and for
purposes of this Settlement only, consists of the agreed upon certified
settlement class consisting of all purchasers of SFM Tokens from March 8,
2021 to November 1, 2023.

g. “Claimant” means a Person who submits a Class Member Proof of Claim
to the Claims Administrator seeking to share in the Settlement Fund,
including via a timely filed proof of claim in the Bankruptcy Case in
accordance with the Claims Bar Date Order.

h. “Claims Administrator” means the entity to be appointed by the District
Court to disseminate Notice to Class Members, as further provided herein,
and administer the Settlement. The Parties agree to recommend to the
District Court that the Trustee shall be appointed to serve as the Claims
Administrator with Stretto as her selected service provider, on such terms
as Lead Counsel and the Trustee agree are fair and reasonable (and subject
to approval of the Bankruptcy Court).

1. “Claims Bar Date Order” means the Bankruptcy Court’s Order (1)
Establishing Deadlines for Filing Proofs of Claim; (II) Approving Form
and Manner of Notice Thereof; and (Ill) Granting Related Relief, entered
on April 17,2024 (Bankr. ECF No. 152).

J- The “Class” or the “Settlement Class” means all persons and entities that
purchased SFM Tokens from March 8, 2021 through November 1, 2023.

4915-0538-9409.1 6
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k. “Class Action Effective Date” means the first date by which all of the events
and conditions specified in Paragraph 9 below have been met and have
occurred.

1. “Class Member” or “Settlement Class Member” means any Person included

in the definition of the Class or Settlement Class as set forth herein, and who
does not timely and validly opt out of the Class or Settlement Class in
accordance with the exclusion procedure and deadline set by the District
Court.

m. “Class Member Proof of Claim” means a Proof of Claim and Release Form
substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit A-2.

n. “Class Representatives” or “Settlement Class Representatives” means the
Lead Plaintiffs Mark Combs, Vlad Iacob, and Benjamin Northey.

0. “Complaint” means the First Amended Complaint in the Securities Action
filed on March 17, 2023.

p. “Contemplated Recovery Actions” means potential legal proceedings to be
initiated by the Trustee against third parties for causes of action under the
Bankruptcy Code and applicable law including, without limitation, under
chapter 5 of the Bankruptcy Code and for breach of fiduciary duty.

q. “Cryptocurrency” means a digital currency or crypto asset in which
transactions are verified and records maintained by a decentralized system
using cryptography, rather than by a centralized authority, including
stablecoins, digital coins and tokens, such as security tokens, utility tokens
and governance tokens.

I. “District Court” means the United States District Court for the District of
Utah.
S. “Estimated Initial Settlement Fund” means approximately $12 million

($12,000,000) of the Estate’s cash on hand, which is the amount that is
estimated will be allocated to the Claim No. 927 as consideration for the
releases provided herein; for avoidance of doubt, this amount is an estimate
only and subject to the payment of all Senior Claims.

t. “Excluded Persons” means Debtor Defendant’s founders, former officers
and directors, members of their immediate families, legal representatives,
heirs, successors or assigns, and any entity in which they have or had a
direct or indirect controlling interest.
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u. “Final Court Approval” means (1) the District Court has entered the
Judgment in accordance with Paragraph 8 and the expiration of the time to
appeal or seek re-argument, certification, certiorari, or other review with
respect to such Judgment or, if any appeal, re-argument, writ of certiorari,
or other review is filed and not dismissed, after such Judgment is upheld in
all material respects and is no longer subject to re-argument, certification,
certiorari, or other review, and (2) the Bankruptcy Court has entered an
Order approving the Settlement and the expiration of the time to appeal or
seek re-argument, certification, certiorari, or other review with respect to
such Order or, if any appeal, re-argument, writ of certiorari, or other review
is filed and not dismissed, after such Order is upheld in all material respects
and is no longer subject to re-argument, certification, certiorari, or other
review.

V. “Final Order Date” means the first business day after Final Court Approval
is obtained.

w. “Judgment” means the proposed judgment and final order of dismissal with
prejudice to be rendered by the District Court substantially in the form and
content attached hereto as Exhibit B. “Judgment” also means, to the extent
required by the context in this Stipulation, the “Alternate Judgment” as

defined below.
X. “Lead Counsel” means Scott+Scott Attorneys at Law LLP.
y. “Net Settlement Fund” means the Estimated Initial Settlement Fund less any

District Court-approved attorneys’ fees and expenses awarded to Lead
Counsel (up to the Attorneys’ Fees/Costs Cap).

z. “Notices” means collectively the (i) Notice of Pendency and Proposed
Settlement of Class Action in substantially the same form attached as
Exhibit A-1, (the “Settlement Notice”); (i1) Notice of Motion for Attorneys’
Fees and Expenses’; and (iii)) Summary Notice, substantially in the form
attached as Exhibit A-3, all of which are to be distributed by the Claims
Administrator to known creditors on the creditor matrix and to other
potential members of the Class via publication through social media
channels as may be available, a dedicated settlement website, and on one of
the following online Cryptocurrency media outlets: Coindesk,
CoinTelegraph, and/or The Block. Lead Counsel also agrees to publish the
Summary Notice via a press release on a newswire service.

aa. “Person” means an individual, entity, corporation, limited liability
corporation, professional corporation, partnership, limited partnership,
limited liability partnership, association, joint stock company, estate, legal
representative, trust, unincorporated association, government or any
political subdivision or agency thereof, and/or any business or legal entity

4915-0538-9409.1 8
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and their spouses, heirs, predecessors, successors, representatives, or
assignees.

bb. “Lead Plaintiffs” means Mark Combs, Vlad lacob, and Benjamin Northey.

cc. “Plan of Allocation” means the plan for allocating the Net Settlement Fund
described below, in the Settlement Notice, or in any alternate plan of
allocation approved by the District Court, whereby the Net Settlement Fund
shall be distributed to Authorized Claimants.

dd. “Preliminary Approval Order” means an order by the District Court
substantially similar in form to Exhibit A hereto: (i) preliminarily
approving the Settlement; (ii) approving the form of the Settlement Notice;
and (iii) approving a plan for providing the Notices to Class Members by
the Claims Administrator to known creditors on the creditor matrix and to
other potential members of the Class via publication through social media
channels as may be available, a dedicated settlement website, and on one of
the following online Cryptocurrency media outlets: Coindesk,
CoinTelegraph, and/or The Block, Lead Counsel’s publication via a press
release on a newswire service, and/or such other method that is acceptable
to the Claims Administrator and approved by the District Court, that is
practicable under the circumstances and satisfies the requirements of Rule
23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and the Private Securities Action
Reform Act of 1995.

ee. “Released Claims” means all Released Defendants’ Claims and all
Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims.

ff. “Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims” means any and all individual or class
claims, demands, losses, rights, and causes of action of any nature
whatsoever, known or Unknown Claims, whether arising under federal,
state, common, or foreign law by the Releasing Lead Plaintiff Parties
against any of the Released Defendant Parties, that have been or could have
been asserted in the securities Action, or could in the future be asserted in
any forum, domestic or foreign, or which arise out of, are based upon, or
relate to in any way to (i) the purchase, sale, acquisition, or disposition of
SFM Tokens and (ii) any of the allegations, acts, transactions, facts, events,
matters, occurrences, representations, or omissions involved, set forth,
alleged, or referred to, in the Securities Action. For the avoidance of doubt,
Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims do not include: (i) claims relating to the
enforcement of the Settlement; (ii) any claims of Persons who submit a
request for exclusion that is accepted by the District Court; and (iii) any
Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims against third parties, including those who
acted in concert with or aided and abetted any alleged wrongdoing by the
Debtor Defendant other than any Released Defendant Parties.

4915-0538-9409.1 9



Ca¥eds@23\250892-DBRB-3CB Filmt 00187l 22 3-E nteFéle DOA/DR26.0: 255 | DIEEI5Maihage
Document 11 éfage 29 of 100

gg. “Released Lead Plaintiff Parties” shall mean Lead Plaintiffs and Lead
Counsel.

hh. “Releasing Lead Plaintiff Parties” means each and every Settlement Class
Member, Lead Plaintiff, Lead Counsel, and each of their respective past or
present trustees, officers, directors, partners, employees, affiliates,
contractors, principals, agents, attorneys, predecessors, successors, assigns,
insurers, parents, subsidiaries, general or limited partners or partnerships,
and limited liability companies; and the spouses, members of the immediate
families, representatives, heirs, executors, and administrators of any
Releasing Lead Plaintiff Party who is an individual, as well as any trust of
which any Releasing Lead Plaintiff Party is the settlor or which is for the
benefit of any of their immediate family members. Releasing Lead Plaintiff
Parties does not include any Person who timely and validly seeks exclusion
from the Settlement Class.

il. “Released Defendants’ Claims” means all claims and causes of action of
any nature and description, including both known claims and Unknown
Claims, whether arising under federal, state, common, or foreign law, that
the Trustee, the Debtor Defendant or the Estate could have asserted against
the Releasing Lead Plaintiff Parties that arise out of, or relate in any way to,
the institution, prosecution, or settlement of the claims in the Securities
Action, except for claims relating to the enforcement of the Settlement or
any claims against any Person who submits a request for exclusion that is
accepted by the District Court.

i “Released Defendant Parties” means the Trustee, the Trustee’s Counsel and
Advisors, the Debtor Defendant, Ronin Crypto Group, LC, Ronin Energy
Group, LC, Ronin Money Transfer Operations, LC, Ronin Real Estate
Holdings, LC, SafeMoon Media Co. Ltd., SafeMoon, LLC, SafeMoon,
Ltd., SafeMoon Connect, LLC, SafeMoon Lithuania (CEX), SafeMoon
Media Co. Ltd. or SafeMoon Protocol, Ltd. Released Defendant Parties also
means, with respect to the Trustee and Trustee’s Counsel and Advisors,
each of their respective past or present direct or indirect subsidiaries,
parents, affiliates, principals, successors, and predecessors, assigns,
officers, directors, controlling shareholders, underwriters, trustees, partners,
agents, fiduciaries, contractors, employees, attorneys, accountants, auditors,
financial or investment advisors or consultants, insurers; the spouses,
members of the immediate families, representatives, heirs, executors, and
administrators of the Trustee and the Trustee’s Counsel and Advisors.

kk. “Released Claims” means the Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims and the
Released Defendants’ Claims.

4915-0538-9409.1 10
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11. “Released Parties” means the Released Defendant Parties and the Releasing
Lead Plaintiff Parties.

mm. “Releasing Parties” means each of the parties releasing a claim, as defined
in the Stipulation.

nn. “SEC Claim” means any claim by the SEC against the Estate including,
without limitation, the proof of claim filed against the Estate on July 5, 2024
bearing claim number 602.

00. “Senior Claims” shall mean all claims against the Estate having priority
over the claims of Class Members including, without limitation,
compensation, fees and expenses of the Trustee and her professionals
(including Trustee’s Counsel and Advisors), claims entitled to priority
under § 507 of the Bankruptcy Code and Allowed General Unsecured

Claims.
pp- “Settlement” means the settlement contemplated by this Stipulation.
qq.  “Settlement Fairness Hearings” means the hearing to be scheduled by the

District Court to determine (i) whether the Settlement is fair, reasonable,
and adequate; and (ii) consider Lead Counsel’s request for an award of
attorneys’ fees and expenses, including an aggregate award of no greater
than $15,000 to Lead Plaintiffs, subject to the Attorneys' Fee/Cost Cap..

IT. “Settling Parties” or “Parties” means Lead Plaintiffs and the Trustee.

SS. “Subsequent Settlement Fund” means any additional net assets recovered
or liquidated by the Trustee (after payment of fees and expenses to recover
such assets), beyond the Estimated Initial Settlement Fund, that may be
recovered for the benefit of the Estate and will also be allocated to the Claim
No. 927 as consideration for the releases provided herein. Sources of the
Subsequent Settlement Fund may include: (i) monies saved upon successful
challenge of other creditors’ claims; (ii) sale of previously locked
cryptocurrency assets; (iii) assets that may be recovered for the benefit of
the Estate in the forfeiture action known as United States of America v.
680,467.92  Tether  Seized from OKX  Account User ID
422338420543782467 (E.D. Va.); and (iv) any net assets recovered for the
benefit of the Estate through the Contemplated Recovery Actions.

tt. “Trustee” means Ellen E. Ostrow, in her capacity as Chapter 7 trustee for
the bankruptcy estate of SafeMoon US, LLC.

uu.  “Trustee’s Counsel and Advisors” means Foley & Lardner LLP and
Dundon Advisers LLC.

4915-0538-9409.1 11
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vVv. “Unknown Claims” means any Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims which
Lead Plaintiffs, any other Settlement Class Member, or any other Releasing
Lead Plaintiff Party does not know or suspect to exist in their favor at the
time of the release of such claims, which, if known by them, might have
affected their decision(s) with respect to this Settlement, including, but not
limited to, whether or not to object to this Settlement or seek exclusion from
the Class; and any Released Defendants’ Claims which any Released
Defendant or any other Released Defendant Party does not know or suspect
to exist in their favor at the time of the release of such claims, which, if
known by them might have affected their decision(s) with respect to this
Settlement. With respect to any and all Released Claims, the Parties
stipulate and agree that, upon the Class Action Effective Date of the
Settlement, Lead Plaintiffs and the Trustee (on behalf of the Debtor
Defendant and the Estate) shall expressly waive, and each of the other
Settlement Class Members and the Trustee (on behalf of the Debtor
Defendant and the Estate) shall be deemed to have waived, and by operation
of the Judgment, shall have expressly waived, any and all provisions, rights,
and benefits conferred by any law of any state or territory of the United
States, or principle of common law or foreign law, which is similar,
comparable, or equivalent to California Civil Code § 1542, which provides:

A general release does not extend to claims that the creditor
or releasing party does not know or suspect to exist in his or
her favor at the time of executing the release, and that, if
known by him or her, would have materially affected his or
her settlement with the debtor or released party.

The Releasing Lead Plaintiff Parties and the Trustee acknowledge that they
may hereafter discover facts in addition to, or different from, those which
he, she, it, or their counsel now knows or believes to be true with respect to
the subject matter of the Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims or Released
Defendants’ Claims, but the Settling Parties shall expressly fully, finally,
and forever waive, compromise, settle, discharge, extinguish, and release,
and each Releasing Lead Plaintiff Party and the Trustee (on behalf of the
Debtor Defendant and the Estate) shall be deemed to have waived,
compromised, settled, discharged, extinguished, and released, and upon the
Class Action Effective Date, and by operation of the Judgment shall have
waived, compromised, settled, discharged, extinguished, and released,
fully, finally, and forever, any and all Released Claims, known or unknown,
suspected or unsuspected, contingent or non-contingent, whether or not
concealed or hidden, which now exist, heretofore have existed, or may
hereafter exist, upon any theory of law or equity now existing or coming
into existence in the future, including, but not limited to, conduct which is
negligent, intentional, with or without malice, or a breach of any duty, law,
or rule, without regard to the subsequent discovery or existence of such
different or additional facts, legal theories, or authorities.
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Lead Plaintiffs, the Trustee and the Trustee’s Counsel and Advisors
acknowledge, and each of the other Settlement Class Members shall be
deemed by operation of law to have acknowledged, that the foregoing
waiver was separately bargained for and a key element of the Settlement.

3. Certification of a Settlement Class. The Parties agree, for purposes of this
Settlement only, that a settlement class should be certified consisting of all purchasers of SFM
Tokens from March 8, 2021 to November 1, 2023, but excluding any such individuals who timely
elect to opt out of the Class (the “Settlement Class” and each a “Settlement Class Member”). The
Parties also agree to appointment of Lead Plaintiffs Mark Combs, Vlad Iacob, and Benjamin
Northey as Settlement Class Representatives and appointment of Scott+Scott as settlement class
counsel (“Class Counsel”). The Settlement Class is to be certified in order to pursue Claim No.
927 against the Estate on behalf of all Settlement Class Members.

4. Subordination of Claim No. 927. The Parties agree that the Claim No. 927 shall be
allowed as a subordinated claim under § 510(b) of the Bankruptcy Code. For avoidance of doubt,
no distributions on the Claim No. 927 shall be made until all Senior Claims including, without
limitation, all Allowed General Unsecured Claims, are paid in full (or reserved for in full for any
disputed Senior Claim).

5. Release.

a. Upon the Class Action Effective Date, the Releasing Lead Plaintiff Parties
shall, pursuant to and by operation of the Judgment, fully, finally, and
forever waive, release, relinquish, dismiss, and discharge the Releasing
Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims and shall forever be barred and enjoined from
commencing, instituting, prosecuting, or maintaining any and all of the
Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims against any and all of the Released
Defendant Parties, whether or not such Releasing Lead Plaintiff Party
executes and delivers the Class Member Proof of Claim or shares in the Net
Settlement Fund. Claims to enforce this Stipulation are not released.

b. Any Class Member Proof of Claim that is executed by Class Members shall
release all Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims against the Released
Defendant Parties and shall be substantially in the form contained in Exhibit
A-2 attached hereto

c. Upon the Class Action Effective Date, the Trustee (on behalf of the Debtor
Defendant and the Estate) shall, pursuant to and by operation of the
Judgment, fully, finally, and forever relinquish and discharge the Released
Defendants’ Claims against the Released Lead Plaintiff Parties. Claims to
enforce this Stipulation are not released.
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6. SEC Subordination: The Settlement is contingent upon the SEC agreeing to
subordinate the SEC Claim to any recoveries on the Claim No. 927.

7. Settlement Fund.

a. “Settlement Fund” means the funds to distribution to the Settlement Class,
comprising the balance of the Debtor’s assets on hand after payment in full
of all Senior Claims, which will be allocated to Claim No. 927 as
consideration for the releases provided herein.

b. The Trustee agrees to use best efforts, consistent with her existing fiduciary
duties, to recover additional assets for the benefit of creditors of the Estate.
To the extent that the Trustee is successful in challenging certain claims, in
liquidating currently held assets, and in recovering additional assets
included Contemplated Recovery Actions, such assets, after payment in full
of all Senior Claims, will be added to the Subsequent Settlement Fund for
the benefit of the Settlement Class.

c. The Trustee agrees to use best efforts to pursue the Contemplated Recovery
Actions to obtain additional assets for the Estate for the benefit of all
creditors, to the extent that the Trustee, in her sole discretion, deems such
Contemplated Recovery Actions to be in the best interests of all creditors.
To the extent that additional monies or assets are recovered pursuant to the
Trustee’s Contemplated Recovery Actions, these funds shall be added to the
Subsequent Settlement Fund, subject to any compensation, fees and costs
associated with the recovery. In consideration thereof, Lead Plaintiffs and
Lead Counsel agree to stay the Securities Action against affiliates of the
Debtor Defendant as well as against individual Defendants Karony and
Smith such that the Trustee can pursue the Contemplated Recovery Actions.
Lead Plaintiffs agree to stay the Securities Action until final judgment is
issued in the Trustee’s Contemplated Recovery Actions or upon written
instruction from Trustee or Trustee’s counsel that the claims in the
Securities Action may proceed.

8. Preliminary Approval Order and Settlement Fairness Hearing.

a. As soon as practicable after execution of the Stipulation, the Trustee shall
submit the Stipulation together with its exhibits (the “Exhibits”) to the
Bankruptcy Court and request approval thereof pursuant to Bankruptcy
Rule 9019.

b. As soon as practicable after Bankruptcy Court approval of this Stipulation
under Bankruptcy Rule 9019, Lead Plaintiffs shall apply for entry of the
Preliminary Approval Order, substantially in the form of Exhibit A
attached hereto, requesting, inter alia, the preliminary approval of the
Settlement set forth in the Stipulation, and approval of dissemination of the
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Settlement Notice and Class Member Proof of Claim and Summary Notice,
substantially in the forms of Exhibit A-1, A-2, and A-3 attached hereto.

c. Lead Counsel shall request that the District Court hold the Settlement
Fairness Hearing (to consider whether to finally approve the Settlement and
Plan of Allocation) on a date no earlier than 90 days from the date of
issuance of Notice to the Class. At or after the Settlement Fairness Hearing,
Lead Counsel also will request that the District Court approve its Fee and
Expense Application (defined below).

d. Any Class Member who wishes to opt out of the Class must submit to Lead
Counsel a timely and valid written request (a “Request for Exclusion™) on
or before the opt-out deadline set forth in the Settlement Notice and
Preliminary Approval Order. A Request for Exclusion must be signed by
the Class Member and must comply with the other requirements set forth in
the Notice and Preliminary Approval Order.

e. If the Settlement contemplated by this Stipulation is approved by the
District Court, Lead Counsel shall request that the District Court enter a
Judgment substantially in the form annexed hereto as Exhibit B.

f. The Parties agree to cooperate to jointly secure the District Court’s
preliminary and final approval of the Settlement and Bankruptcy Court’s
approval of the Settlement and will take all actions reasonably necessary to
effectuate and implement the terms of the Settlement.

0. Conditions to Settlement.
a. The Settlement is conditioned on each of the following:
1. Entry of the Preliminary Approval Order by the District Court;
il. The District Court has entered the Judgment, or a judgment

substantially in the form and content of Exhibit B attached hereto,
or a judgment in a form other than that provided above acceptable
to all of the Settling Parties (the “Alternate Judgment”);

iii. Entry of a non-appealable order by the Bankruptcy Court approving
the Stipulation;

v. Final Court Approval by the District Court;

V. Agreement by the SEC to subordinate the SEC Claim to any
recoveries on the Claim No. 927.
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b. Upon the occurrence of all of the events referenced in Paragraph 9.a hereof,
the rights of the Settlement Class to the Net Settlement Fund (subject to the
terms hereof) shall fully vest.

10. Termination.

a. The Trustee and Lead Plaintiffs, through their respective counsel, shall each
have the right to terminate the Settlement and this Stipulation by providing
written notice of their election to do so (“Termination Notice™) to all other
parties hereto within thirty (30) days of: (a) the District Court’s final non-
appealable refusal to enter the Preliminary Approval Order in any material
respect; (b) the District Court or Bankruptcy Court’s final non-appealable
refusal to approve this Stipulation or any material part of it; (c) the District
Court’s final non-appealable refusal to enter the Judgment in any material
respect; or (d) the date upon which the Judgment is finally modified or
reversed in any material respect by an appellate court. Any orders with
respect to Lead Counsel’s Fee and Expense Application (defined below)
shall not be a ground for termination of the Settlement or for the Settlement
not becoming final.

11. Effect of Termination or Failure to Obtain Approval.

If this Stipulation does not obtain final approval and the Judgment (or any Alternate
Judgment) does not become final and non-appealable, or if the Stipulation is terminated pursuant
to Paragraph 10, the Parties shall be deemed to have reverted nunc pro tunc to their respective
status as of September ___, 2025, and the Securities Action shall proceed in all respects as if this
Stipulation and related orders had not been executed and without prejudice in any way from the
negotiation, terms, or existence of this Settlement. Further, in that event:

a. This Settlement and all of the negotiations, discussions, and statements with
respect hereto, shall be inadmissible in the Securities Action for all purposes
and shall not entitle any party to recover costs incurred in connection with
the implementation of this Settlement.

b. All Parties reserve and have not waived any rights or arguments by entering
into this Stipulation, including any arguments and/or defenses with respect

to liability.

c. The Stipulation and any subsequent Settlement documents shall be null and
void and inadmissible in any proceeding before any court or tribunal.

12. Administration of the Settlement Fund.

a. The Trustee, as Claims Administrator, subject to such supervision and
direction of the Bankruptcy Court, shall oversee distribution of the Net
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Settlement Fund to Authorized Claimants. The Net Settlement Fund should
be administered as follows:

1. Pay the amount awarded to Lead Counsel by the District Court on
their Fee and Expense Application (subject to the Attorneys’
Fees/Costs Cap); and

ii. as soon as practicable upon the entry by this District Court of the
Final Approval Order, and as approved by the Bankruptcy Court,
make an initial distribution of some of the Net Settlement Fund, to
Class Members pursuant to the Plan of Allocation, which generally
provides that for each SFM Token purchased or otherwise acquired
from March 8, 2021 through November 1, 2023, inclusive (the
“Class Period”), the “Recognized Loss” for each such share shall be
calculated as set forth below. For SFM Tokens purchased on or after
March 8, 2021 and on or before November 1, 2023, inclusive, the
Recognized Loss shall be equal to (a) the amount the Claimant paid
for the SFM Token(s) during that period, less (b) the amount, if any,
the Claimant received in any sale of such SFM Tokens on or before
the Petition Date. If a Recognized Loss amount is calculated to be
a negative number, that Recognized Loss shall be set to zero and the
Claimant shall not be entitled to any recovery from the Settlement
Fund.

b. Each Class Member who fails to submit a valid and timely Request for
Exclusion shall be deemed to have submitted to the jurisdiction of the
Bankruptcy Court with respect to their claim.

c. Upon the Effective Date and thereafter, in accordance with the Bankruptcy
Code and the Bankruptcy Rules, and after satisfaction of all Senior Claims
(or reserving in full for any disputed Senior Claims), and in accordance with
the terms of the Stipulation, the Plan of Allocation, or such further order(s)
of the Bankruptcy Court as may be necessary or as circumstances may
require, the Trustee, in her discretion, shall make distributions from the Net
Settlement Fund to Authorized Claimants at such times and in such amounts
that in her discretion maximize the value of the Net Settlement Fund as part
of her duty to administer the Estate.

d. By the date set forth in the Notice or such other time as may be set by the
District Court, each Class Member shall be required to submit to the Claims
Administrator a completed Class Member Proof of Claim, substantially in
the form and content of Exhibit A-2 hereto, with such documentation as
required therein, and signed under penalty of perjury.

e. Each Class Member Proof of Claim shall be reviewed by the Claims
Administrator, with the guidance and input of Lead Counsel, and the Claims
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Administrator shall determine in accordance with this Stipulation and the
approved Plan of Allocation, the extent, if any, to which each claim shall be
allowed, subject to review by the Bankruptcy Court.

f. Class Member Proofs of Claim that do not meet the submission requirement
may be rejected. Prior to rejecting a Class Member Proof of Claim, in whole
or in part, the Claims Administrator shall provide notice to the Claimant to
allow the claimant the chance to remedy any curable deficiencies in the
Class Member Proof of Claim submitted pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 3007.

g. Except as otherwise ordered by the Bankruptcy Court, all Class Members
who fail to timely submit a Class Member Proof of Claim within the time
set forth in the Notice, or such other period as may be ordered by the Court,
shall be forever barred from receiving any payments pursuant to this
Stipulation and the Settlement set forth herein, but will in all other respects
be subject to and bound by the provisions of this Stipulation, the releases
contained herein, and the Judgment. Any Class Member who fails to submit
a Class Member Proof of Claim by the date approved by the Court shall be
forever barred from receiving any payment pursuant to the Settlement
(unless, by order of the Bankruptcy Court, a later submitted Class Member
Proof of Claim by such Class Member is approved), but shall in all other
respects be bound by all of the terms of the Settlement as set forth herein,
including the terms of the Final Judgment and the release and covenant not
to sue, and will be barred from bringing any action against the Released
Parties. Further, each Claimant shall be deemed to have submitted to the
jurisdiction of the Bankruptcy Court with respect to the Claimant’s claim.

h. Class Members who filed a proof of claim in the Bankruptcy Case in
accordance with the shall be deemed to have timely submitted a Class
Member Proof of Claim for purposes of this Stipulation (“Bankruptcy Case
Claimants”). The Claims Administrator shall be authorized to request
additional information from Bankruptcy Case Claimants in order to have
the claims of such Bankruptcy Case Claimants include the content set forth
on Exhibit A-2 hereto, with such documentation as required therein. If
Bankruptcy Case Claimants fail to respond to any such request by the
Trustee within 30 days of such request, then the Trustee (as Claims
Administrator) may seek disallowance of the proof of claim of such
Bankruptcy Case Claimant.

1. Each Claimant who declines to be excluded from the Class shall be deemed
to have submitted to the jurisdiction of the Bankruptcy Court with respect
to the Claimant’s claim, including, but not limited to, all releases provided
for herein and in the Judgment, and the claim will be subject to investigation
and discovery under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and Federal Rules
of Bankruptcy Procedure, provided that such investigation and discovery
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shall be limited to the Claimant’s status as a Class Member and the validity
and amount of the Claimant’s claim. In connection with processing the
Class Member Proof of Claim and Releases, no discovery shall be allowed
on the merits of the Litigation or the Settlement. All proceedings with
respect to the administration, processing, and determination of Claims and
the determination of all controversies relating thereto, including disputed
questions of law and fact with respect to the validity of claims, shall be
subject to the jurisdiction of the Bankruptcy Court, but shall not in any event
delay or affect the finality of the Judgment. All Class Members, other
Claimants, and the Settling Parties expressly waive trial by jury (to the
extent any such right may exist).

] Payment pursuant to the Settlement shall be deemed final and conclusive
against all Class Members, and shall be conditioned upon filing an
appropriate Class Member Proof of Claim, as set forth herein, including
execution of the release and covenant not to sue. All Class Members whose
claims are disallowed shall be barred from participating in distributions
from the Net Settlement Fund, but otherwise shall be bound by all of the
terms of this Settlement as set forth herein, including the terms of the Final
Judgment and the release and covenant not to sue and will be barred from
bringing any action against the Released Defendant Parties.

k. The Claims Administrator shall calculate the claims of Authorized
Claimants, determine the extent to which claims shall be allowed, and
oversee distribution of the Net Settlement Fund in accordance with the Plan
of Allocation. The Bankruptcy Court shall have jurisdiction over the claims
process, subject to the appellate rights of any party.

1. Each Authorized Claimant shall be allocated a pro rata share of the Net
Settlement Fund based on his, her, or its claim to the extent allowed by the
Claims Administrator, subject to the terms and conditions herein (a
“Recognized Claim”), compared to the total Recognized Claims of all
accepted claimants.

m. In addition to Paragraph 16 hereof, no Person shall have any claim against
Lead Plaintiffs, Lead Counsel, the Trustee, the Trustee’s Counsel and
Advisors or other professionals retained by the Trustee, or the Trustee as
Claims Administrator, based on distributions of the Settlement Fund made
substantially in accordance with this Stipulation and the Settlement
contained herein, the Plan of Allocation, or further order(s) of the
Bankruptcy or District Courts; and no Person shall have any Claims against
the Released Defendants or the Released Defendant Parties based on
distributions of the Settlement Fund, whether or not made substantially in
accordance with this Stipulation and the Settlement contained herein, the
Plan of Allocation, or further order(s) of the Bankruptcy Court.
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n. The Net Settlement Fund shall be distributed to Authorized Claimants
substantially in accordance with the Plan of Allocation set forth in the
Notice and approved by the Court. If there is any balance remaining in the
Net Settlement Fund after three (3) months from the date of the final
distribution of the Net Settlement Fund (whether by reason of tax refunds,
uncashed checks or otherwise), the Trustee, shall, if feasible, reallocate such
balance among Authorized Claimants in an equitable and economic fashion.
These redistributions shall be repeated until the balance remaining in the
Net Settlement Fund is de minimis and no longer economically feasible to
distribute to Class Members. Thereafter, any balance which still remains in
the Net Settlement Fund shall be paid to the Bankruptcy Court’s Unclaimed
Funds Registry.

0. It is understood and agreed by the Settling Parties that any proposed Plan of
Allocation of the Net Settlement Fund, including, but not limited to, any
adjustments to an Authorized Claimant’s claim set forth therein, is not a part
of the Stipulation and is to be considered by the Bankruptcy Court
separately from the Bankruptcy Court’s and District Court’s consideration
of the fairness, reasonableness, and adequacy of the Settlement set forth in
the Stipulation. Any order or proceeding relating to the Plan of Allocation
shall not operate to terminate or cancel the Stipulation or affect the finality
of the Bankruptcy Court’s Order or District Court’s Judgment approving
the Stipulation and the Settlement set forth therein, or any other orders
entered pursuant to the Stipulation.

p. The provisions of the Agreement regarding the administration of the
Settlement Fund and distribution of the Net Settlement Fund to Authorized
Claimants may be modified or adjusted as ordered or required by the
Bankruptcy Court for efficient claims administration.

q. Upon the Class Action Effective Date, the Settlement shall be deemed final
and conclusive against all Class Members in all respects, including, but not
limited to, the execution of the release and covenant not to sue.

. Following the Class Action Effective Date, neither the Trustee nor the
Debtor Defendant shall have any reversionary interest in the Settlement
Fund, i.e. this is not a claims-made settlement.

13. Plan of Allocation
The Claims Administrator shall calculate the claims of Authorized Claimants, determine
the extent to which claims shall be allowed, and oversee distribution of the Net Settlement Fund

in accordance with the Plan of Allocation approved by the Courts, subject to the jurisdiction of the
Bankruptcy Court and any appellate court.

4915-0538-9409.1 20



Ca¥eds@23\250892-DBRB-3CB Fikeut 00187l 22 3-E nteFéle D9A/DR26.0: 255 | DI Maihage
Document 22 éfage 40 of 100

Each Authorized Claimant shall be allocated a pro rata share of the Net Settlement Fund
based on his, her, or its Recognized Claim, compared to the total Recognized Claims of all
accepted claimants.

The Claims Administrator shall distribute the Net Settlement Fund pursuant to the
methodology developed by her as Trustee, as informed by the Trustee’s advisors and Lead
Counsel, which in sum provides for the following plan of allocation:

a. Subject to final approval of the Bankruptcy Court and at such times in her
discretion, the Claims Administrator will distribute the Net Settlement Fund
to Authorized Claimants on a pro rata basis based on the relative size of
their Recognized Claims. Specifically, a “Distribution Amount” will be
calculated for each Authorized Claimant, which shall be the Authorized
Claimant’s Recognized Claim divided by the aggregate Recognized Claims
of all Authorized Claimants, multiplied by the total amount in the Net
Settlement Fund.

b. Class Members shall be entitled to a subsequent distribution such that each
member of the Settlement Class will receive its share of the Net Settlement
Fund (valued in U.S. dollars) on a Pro Rata basis. This Pro Rata distribution
is calculated based on the value of the Class Member’s claim in proportion
to the total value of eligible Class Member claims in the aggregate.

c. Any Plan of Allocation shall not be deemed to be part of the Settlement, and
in the event that the Bankruptcy Court declines to approve the proposed
plan of allocation, the Parties agree to cooperate in good faith to propose
(and obtain approval of) an alternate plan of allocation.

14. Attorneys’ Fees and Costs.

a. Lead Counsel may submit an application or applications (the “Fee and
Expense Application) for distributions to it from the Settlement Fund for:
(a) an award of attorneys’ fees and litigation expenses incurred in
connection with prosecuting the Securities Action and seeking approval of
the Settlement through Final Court Approval, including any appeals, and
providing the required Notices; and (b) an amount pursuant to 15 U.S.C.
§77z-1(a)(4) in connection with Lead Plaintiffs’ representation of the Class
(the “Fee and Expense Award”). Lead Counsel agrees to not seek a Fee and
Expense Award exceeding $2.05 million in fees and expenses (the
“Attorneys’ Fees/Costs Cap”) and to waive any award to the extent it
exceeds the Attorneys’ Fees/Costs Cap.

b. The Attorneys’ Fees/Costs Cap shall initially be $1.8 million. To the extent
that the payout to the Settlement Fund exceeds $12,500,000, Lead Counsel
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shall be entitled to seek an additional award of $250,000, for a total of $2.05
million.

C. Unless requested by the District Court or Bankruptcy Court, the Trustee and
Trustee’s Counsel shall take no position on any application by Lead
Counsel for an award of attorneys’ fees, costs, or expenses in connection
with this Settlement. Attorneys’ fees, costs, and/or expenses awarded to
Lead Counsel (including taxes thereon, as applicable) shall be paid solely
out of, and shall not be in addition to, the Settlement Fund.

d. The amount of the Fee and Expense Award ordered by the District Court is
within the discretion of the District Court. Any Fee and Expense Award
awarded by the District Court shall be payable to Class Counsel from the
Settlement Fund, as ordered, immediately after the District Court executes
an order awarding such fees and expenses notwithstanding any objection or
appeal thereto; provided however, that the Bankruptcy Court has entered a
final non-appealable order approving the Settlement. This is subject to the
joint and several obligations of all counsel and Lead Plaintiffs who receive
any award of attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses to make full refunds or
repayments to the Trustee, plus interest earned thereon, if the award is
lowered or the Settlement is disapproved by a final order not subject to
further review.

e. The Settlement is not conditioned upon any award of attorneys’ fees, costs,
or expenses to Lead Counsel. Any order or proceedings relating to the
application for attorneys’ fees, costs, and/or expenses, any appeal from any
order relating thereto or reversal or modification thereof, or any award that
is less than Lead Counsel requested, shall not operate to terminate or cancel
the Settlement, or affect or delay the finality of the Judgment approving the
Settlement.

15. No Admission.

The Parties agree that the proposed Settlement is a compromise of disputed claims and in
no way represents, and may not be construed as, or received in evidence as, an admission of
liability or an admission against interest or an admission of any wrongdoing whatsoever by any of
the Settling Defendants. The Settlement shall not be construed as, or received in evidence as, an
admission, concession, or presumption against the Lead Plaintiffs or any of the Class Members
that any of their claims are without merit, or that any defenses asserted by the Settling Defendants
have any merit, or that damages recoverable in the Action would not have exceeded the Settlement
Fund. The Settlement and all negotiations, discussions, and proceedings in connection with the
Settlement shall not create an inference of wrongdoing, and are inadmissible for any purpose other
than the enforcement of the terms of this Settlement.

16. Liability. Neither the Parties nor their counsel shall have any liability for any act,
omission, or determination of the Claims Administrator, or any of her respective designees or
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agents, in connection with the administration of the Settlement Fund, the payment or withholding
of any taxes, tax expenses, and/or costs incurred in connection with the taxation of the Settlement
Fund or the filing of any returns, or otherwise.

17. Costs. Each party shall bear his, her, or its own costs, expenses, and legal fees,
except as awarded to Lead Counsel from the Settlement Fund.

18. Stay of Proceedings. Pending Final Court Approval, the Parties shall not seek relief
in any forum, and all proceedings in the Securities Action shall be stayed and suspended, except
that the Parties shall take all such action and file such papers as are necessary and appropriate to
effect the consummation and approval of the Settlement. Pending Final Court Approval, subject
to approval of the Court, all Class Members shall be barred and enjoined from prosecuting any of
the Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims against any of the Released Defendant Parties.

19. CAFA Notice. Pursuant to the Class Action Fairness Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1715
(“CAFA”), no later than ten (10) calendar days after this Stipulation is filed with the District Court,
Lead Counsel shall complete or cause to be completed service on the appropriate federal and state
government officials of all notices required under CAFA, and shall thereafter notify Lead Counsel
as to completion of such service. The Claims Administrator shall cooperate in the provision of
information concerning Class Members as reasonably necessary to facilitate such service.

20.  Authority. Lead Counsel, on behalf of the Class, is expressly authorized by Lead
Plaintiffs to take all appropriate action required or permitted to be taken by the Class pursuant to
this Stipulation to effectuate its terms, and also is expressly authorized to enter into any
modifications or amendments to this Stipulation on behalf of the Class which it deems appropriate.
Each counsel or other Person executing this Stipulation, its Exhibits, or any related Settlement
document, on behalf of any party hereto hereby warrants that such Person has the full authority to
do so, and that they have the authority to take appropriate action required or permitted to be taken
pursuant to the Stipulation to effectuate its terms, subject to Final Court Approval, without
requiring additional consent, approval, or authorization of any other Person, board, entity, tribunal,
or other regulatory or governmental authority.

21.  No Privilege Waiver. Nothing in the Stipulation, or the negotiations relating
thereto, is intended to, or shall be deemed to, constitute a waiver of any applicable privilege or
immunity, including, without limitation, attorney-client privilege, joint defense privilege, or work
product protection.

22. Governing Law. This Stipulation shall be governed by, and construed in
accordance with, the laws of the State of Utah, without regard to Utah conflict of law rules. All
disputes regarding the existence, validity, or enforceability of this Stipulation shall be filed in the
Bankruptcy Court. If any disputes arise out of the finalization of the settlement documentation or
the Settlement itself prior to submission to the Court of the application for preliminary approval
of the Settlement, those disputes will be resolved by the Bankruptcy Court.
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23. Party Notice. When this Stipulation requires or contemplates that one party shall
give notice to another, notice shall be provided by e-mail and next-day (excluding weekends)
express delivery service as follows:

a. If to Lead Plaintiffs and the Class, then to:

SCOTT+SCOTT ATTORNEYS AT LAW LLP
John T. Jasnoch

600 W. Broadway, Suite 3300

San Diego, CA 92101

Telephone: 619-233-4565

Facsimile: 619-233-0508
Jjjasnoch@scott-scott.com

b. If to the Debtor Defendant, then to:

FOLEY & LARDNER LLP
Geoffrey S. Goodman

321 North Clark Street, Ste. 3000
Chicago, IL 60654

Telephone: 312.832.4514

Email: ggoodman@foley.com

FOLEY & LARDNER LLP

Ellen E. Ostrow, Trustee (#14743)
95 State Street, Suite 2500

Salt Lake City, Utah 84111
Telephone: 801.401.8900

Email: eostrow@foley.com

24. Successors. Except as otherwise provided herein, this Stipulation shall be binding
upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, the Parties and their respective agents, successors, executors,
heirs, and assigns.

25.  No Party Is the Drafter. None of the Parties hereto shall be considered to be the
drafter of this Stipulation or any provision hereof for the purpose of any statute, case law, or rule
of interpretation or construction that would or might cause any provision to be construed against
the drafter hereof. All Parties agree that this Stipulation was drafted at arm’s length, and that no
parol or other evidence may be offered to explain, construe, contradict, or clarify its terms, the
intent of the Parties or their counsel, or the circumstances under which the Stipulation was made
or executed.

26. Calculation of Time Period. All time periods set forth herein shall be computed in
calendar days unless otherwise expressly provided. In computing any period of time prescribed
or allowed by this Stipulation or by order of Court, the day of the act, event, or default from which
the designated period of time begins to run shall not be included. The last day of the period so
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computed shall be included, unless it is a Saturday, a Sunday, or a federal holiday, in which case
the period shall run until the end of the next day that is not one of the aforementioned days. As
used herein, “legal holiday” includes New Year’s Day, Martin Luther King, Jr., Day, Presidents’
Day, Memorial Day, Juneteenth, Independence Day, Labor Day, Indigenous Peoples’ Day,
Veterans Day, Thanksgiving Day, Christmas Day, and any other day appointed as a federal
holiday.

27. Entire Agreement. This Stipulation, including the Exhibits thereto, contains the
Parties’ entire agreement, and supersedes any prior oral or written agreements, negotiations, and/or
communications by the Parties on the subject matter hereof.

28.  Amendment; Waiver. This Stipulation shall not be modified in any respect except
by a writing executed by all the Parties hereto, and the waiver of any rights conferred hereunder
shall be effective only if made by written instrument of the waiving party. The waiver by any
party of any breach of this Stipulation shall not be deemed or construed as a waiver of any other
prior, subsequent, or contemporaneous breach of this Stipulation.

29.  Federal Rule of Civil Procedure Rule 11 Compliance. The Parties agree that each
has fully complied with Rule 11 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

30.  Execution. This Stipulation may be executed in counterparts by facsimile or
original signature, each of which shall constitute and be deemed one and the same instrument.
Each of the attorneys executing this Stipulation on behalf of their respective client(s) hereby
represents and warrants that they have full power and authority to do so.

SCOTT+SCOTT

ATTORNEYS AT LAW LLP

John’ F" g asnoch Ellen Ostrow

on behalf of Lead Plaintiffs Mark Combs, Chapter 7 Trustee

Vlad Iacob, and Bfn_] amin Northey

20}6 Dated: 9 ;/“.a /20’23’—

Dated: &\

25
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EXHIBIT A

(Proposed Order Preliminarily Approving Settlement and
Providing for Notice)
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THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH

MARK = COMBS, VLAD . 1ACOB’ and | Cage No. 2:22-cv-00642-DBB-JCB
BENJAMIN NORTHEY, Individually and on
Behalf of All Others Similarly Situated,

Plaintiffs, Assigned Judge: Hon. David Barlow

Referred Magistrate Judge: Jared C. Bennett
V.

SAFEMOON LLC, SAFEMOON US, LLC,
SAFEMOON CONNECT, LLC, TANO LLC,
SAFEMOON LTD, SAFEMOON
PROTOCOL LTD, SAFEMOON MEDIA
GROUP LTD, BRADEN JOHN KARONY,
JACK HAINES-DAVIES, HENRY “HANK”
WYATT, JAKE PAUL, KYLE NAGY,
DeANDRE CORTEZ WAY, BEN PHILLIPS,
MILES PARKS McCOLLUM, THOMAS
SMITH and DANIEL M. KEEM,

Defendants

WHEREAS, the Lead Plaintiffs Mark Combs, Vlad Iacob, and Benjamin Northey (“Lead
Plaintiffs”), on behalf of themselves and each Class Member (as defined below), by and through
Lead Counsel (defined below); Ellen E. Ostrow, the Chapter 7 trustee (the “Trustee”) for the
bankruptcy estate (the “Estate”) of SafeMoon US, LLC (“SafeMoon” or the “Debtor Defendant”),
by and through Trustee’s Counsel, entered into a Stipulation of Settlement dated September 10,
2025 (the “Stipulation” or “Settlement”), which is subject to review and approval by this Court
and which, together with the Exhibits thereto, sets forth the terms and conditions for the Settlement
of the claims alleged in the above-entitled action (the “Action”); and the Court having read and

considered the Stipulation and the accompanying documents; and the Parties to the Stipulation
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having consented to the entry of this Order; and all capitalized terms used herein having the
meanings defined in the Stipulation.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, this __ day of , 2025, that:

1. The Court preliminarily finds that:

(a) the Settlement resulted from informed, extensive arm’s-length negotiations,
including mediation under the direction of a highly experienced mediator,
the Honorable Dustin B. Pead, Chief Magistrate of the District of Utah,;

(b) the Settlement is sufficiently fair, reasonable, and adequate to warrant
providing notice of the Settlement to the Class; and

(©) the Settlement Class shall be composed of all persons and entities that
purchased SafeMoon (SFM) tokens from March 8, 2021 through November
1,2023.

2. A hearing (the “Settlement Fairness Hearing”) is hereby scheduled to be held before
the Court, either in person or remotely at the Court’s discretion, on a date no earlier than 90 days
from the date notice is given pursuant to the Class Action Fairness Act, 28 U.S.C. §1715
(“CAFA”), on _,2025,at  a.m./p.m., for the following purposes:

(a) to determine whether the proposed Settlement is fair, reasonable, and
adequate, and should be approved by the Court;

(b) to determine whether Judgment as provided under the Stipulation should be
entered;

(©) to determine whether the proposed Plan of Allocation should be approved
by the Court as fair, reasonable, and adequate;

(d) to consider Lead Counsel’s Fee and Expense Application,;
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(e) to consider the Lead Plaintiffs’ requests for the payment of their time and

expenses they incurred in prosecuting this litigation on behalf of the Class;

and
® to rule upon such other matters as the Court may deem appropriate.
3. The Court reserves the right to approve the Settlement with or without modification

and with or without further notice to the Class and may adjourn the Settlement Fairness Hearing
without further notice to the Class. The Court reserves the right to enter the Judgment approving
the Settlement regardless of whether it has approved any Fee and Expense Award.

4. The Court approves the form, substance, and requirements of the Notice of
Proposed Settlement of Class Action (the “Notice”) and the Summary Notice of Proposed
Settlement of Class Action (the “Summary Notice”), annexed hereto as Exhibits A-1 and A-2,
respectively, as well as approval of the Proof of Claim and Release form, substantially in the form
of Exhibit A-3 attached hereto.

5. The Court approves the appointment of the Trustee as the Claims Administrator
and with Stretto, Inc., as her selected service provider, to supervise and administer the notice
procedure in connection with the proposed Settlement as follows:

(a) The Claims Administrator shall cause the Notice, substantially in the form
annexed hereto, all of which are to be distributed by the Claims
Administrator to known creditors on the bankruptcy creditor matrix and to
other potential members of the Class via publication through available
social media channels, a dedicated settlement website, and on one of the

following online Cryptocurrency media outlets: Coindesk, CoinTelegraph,



Ca¥eds@23\250892-DRB-3CB Fikmt 0018l 22 3-E nteFéle D9A/DR26.0: 255 | DB Maihage
Document 31 éfage 49 of 100

and/or The Block. Lead Counsel shall also publish the Summary Notice via
a press release on a newswire service.

(b) The Claims Administrator shall post the Stipulation and the executed Order
Preliminarily Approving Settlement and Providing for Notice on the
settlement website. The Claims Administrator shall post to the settlement
website the papers in support of the Settlement and the Fee and Expense
Application after they are filed. The settlement website shall provide
summary information regarding the case and Settlement and highlight
important dates, including the date of the Settlement Fairness Hearing. All
posted documents shall be available for downloading from the Settlement
Website.

6. At least seven (7) calendar days prior to the Settlement Fairness Hearing, Lead
Counsel shall file with the Court proof, by affidavit or declaration, of such service, which shall
also describe the Claims Administrator’s efforts to provide notice to Settlement Class Members in
compliance with the specific requirements set forth above.

7. This Order and the Stipulation, whether the Settlement contemplated by the
Stipulation is consummated or not, and any statements made or proceedings taken pursuant to
them are not, shall not be deemed to be, and may not be argued to be or offered or received:

(a) Against any of the Released Defendant Parties or their legal counsel as
evidence of, or construed as evidence of, any presumption, concession, or
admission by any of the Released Defendant Parties with respect to the truth
of any fact alleged in the First Amended Complaint (and earlier complaints

filed in the Action, together the “Complaints™) or the Action, or the validity
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of any claim that has been, or could have been, asserted against any of the
Released Defendants in the Complaints or the Action, or the deficiency of
any defense that has been, or could have been, asserted in the Action, or of
any wrongdoing or liability by any of the Released Defendants, or any
liability, fault, misrepresentation, or omission with respect to any statement
or written document approved or made by any of the Released Defendants;

(b) Against the Lead Plaintiffs or any Settlement Class Member or Lead
Counsel as evidence of, or construed as evidence of, any infirmity of the
claims alleged by the Lead Plaintiffs in the Complaints or the Action or of
any lack of merit to the claims in the Complaints or the Action or of any
bad faith, dilatory motive, or inadequate prosecution of the claims in the
Complaint or the Action;

(©) Against any of the Released Defendants, the Plaintiffs, or any Settlement
Class Member, or their respective legal counsel, as evidence of, or
construed as evidence of, any presumption, concession, or admission by any
of the Released Defendants, the Lead Plaintiffs, or any Settlement Class
Member, or their respective legal counsel, with respect to any liability,
negligence, fault, or wrongdoing as against any of the Released Defendants,
the Lead Plaintiffs, or any Settlement Class Member, or their respective
legal counsel, in any other civil, criminal, or administrative action or
proceeding, other than such actions or proceedings as may be necessary to
effectuate the provisions of the Stipulation by the Parties to such

Stipulation;
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(d) Against any of the Released Defendants or their legal counsel as evidence
of, or construed as evidence of, any presumption, concession, or admission
by any of them that any of the Lead Plaintiffs’ claims have merit, or that
any defenses asserted by the Released Defendants are without merit, or that
the Settlement Amount represents the amount which could or would have
been received after any trial of the Action against them; or

(e) Against the Lead Plaintiffs or any Settlement Class Member or Lead
Counsel as evidence of, or construed as evidence of, any presumption,
concession, or admission by any of the Plaintiffs or any Settlement Class
Member that any of their claims are without merit, or that any defenses
asserted by the Released Defendants have any merit, or that damages
recoverable in the Action would not have exceeded the Settlement Amount.

8. The form and content of the Notice and the Summary Notice, and the method set
forth herein of notifying the Class of the Settlement and its terms and conditions, satisfy all
applicable requirements of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (including Rules 23(c)-(¢)), the
U.S. Constitution (including the Due Process Clause), Section 21D(a)(7) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, 15 U.S.C. §78u-4(a)(7), as added by the Private Securities Litigation
Reform Act of 1995, the Rules of this Court, and other applicable law, and constitute the best
notice practicable under the circumstances, and shall constitute due and sufficient notice to all
persons and entities entitled thereto.

0. In order to be entitled to participate in the Net Settlement Fund, each Class Member

shall take the following actions and be subject to the following conditions:
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a. Unless you filed a timely proof of claim in SafeMoon’s chapter 7
bankruptcy case, Case No. 23-25749 (Bankr. D. Utah), within one hundred
twenty (120) days after such time as set by the Court to mail notice to the
Class, each Person claiming to be an Authorized Claimant shall be required
to submit to the Claims Administrator a completed Proof of Claim,
substantially in the form contained in Exhibit A-2 attached hereto and as
approved by the Court, supported by such documents as are specified in the
Proof of Claim, and signed under penalty of perjury.

b. Except as otherwise ordered by the Court, all Class Members who fail to
timely submit a Proof of Claim within such period, or such other period as
may be ordered by the Court, or otherwise allowed, shall be forever barred
from receiving any payments pursuant to the Stipulation and the Settlement
set forth therein, but will in all other respects be subject to and bound by the
provisions of the Stipulation, the releases contained therein, and the
Judgment. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Trustee may, in her
discretion, accept for processing late submitted claims so long as the
distribution of the Net Settlement Fund to Authorized Claimants is not
materially delayed, but shall incur no liability for declining to accept a late-
submitted claim.

c. As part of the Proof of Claim, each Class Member shall submit to the
jurisdiction of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Utah

(the “Bankruptcy Court”) with respect to the claim submitted and shall



Ca¥eds@23\250892-DBRB-3CB Fikut 0018l 22 3-E nteFéle D9A/DR26.0: 255 | DIESDMaihage
Document 35 éfage 53 of 100

(subject to the effectuation of the Settlement) release all Released Claims
as provided in the Stipulation.

10. Class Members shall be bound by all determinations and judgments in this Action,
whether favorable or unfavorable, whether or not they submit a Proof of Claim, unless they request
exclusion from the Class in a timely and proper manner, as hereinafter provided. A Class Member
wishing to make such request shall, no later than twenty-one (21) calendar days prior to the date
scheduled herein for the Settlement Fairness Hearing, mail a Request for Exclusion in written form
by First-Class Mail postmarked to the address designated in the Notice. Such Request for
Exclusion shall indicate the name, address, email address, and telephone number of the person
seeking exclusion, and that the person requests to be excluded from the Class, and must be signed
by such person. The Request for Exclusion shall not be effective unless it is made in writing,
within the time stated above, and the exclusion is accepted by the Court. Class Members
requesting exclusion from the Class shall not be entitled to receive any payment out of the Net
Settlement Fund as described in the Stipulation and Notice.

11. Upon receiving any Request for Exclusion, Lead Counsel shall promptly provide
copies of such request(s) to Trustee’s counsel within seven (7) calendar days after receiving any
Request for Exclusion.

12. Any Settlement Class Member and any other interested person may appear at the
Settlement Fairness Hearing or by counsel and be heard, to the extent allowed by the Court, either
in support of, or in opposition to, the matters to be considered at the hearing, provided, however,
that no person shall be heard, and no papers, briefs, or other submissions shall be considered by

the Court in connection to such matters, unless postmarked no later than ,

2025, which is twenty-one (21) calendar days prior to the date scheduled herein for the Settlement
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Fairness Hearing, and provided such person files with the Court a statement of objection signed
by the objector, even if represented by counsel, setting forth: (i) whether the person is a Settlement
Class Member; (i1) to which part of the Stipulation the Settlement Class Member objects; and (iii)
the specific reason(s), if any, for such objection including any legal support the Settlement Class
Member wishes to bring to the Court’s attention and any evidence the Settlement Class Member
wishes to introduce in support of such objection. Such Settlement Class Member shall also provide
documentation sufficient to evidence their membership in the Settlement Class. Settlement Class
Members wishing to appear in person at the Settlement Fairness Hearing must also submit a Notice
of Intention to Appear with the objection. If the objector intends to appear at the Settlement
Fairness Hearing through counsel, the objection must be postmarked no later than

, 2025, which is twenty-one (21) calendar days prior to the date scheduled

herein for the Settlement Fairness Hearing, and the objection must also state the identity of all
attorneys who will appear at the Final Approval Hearing and such counsel must submit a Notice

of Intention to Appear with the objection. All objection materials must be sent to the following:

Orrin G. Hatch United States
Courthouse

351 South West Temple,
Rm. 10.420

Salt Lake City, Utah 84101

600 W. Broadway,
Suite 3300
San Diego, CA 92101

COURT CLASS COUNSEL TRUSTEE’S COUNSEL
Clerk of the Court John T. Jasnoch Geoffrey S. Goodman
United States District Court | Scott+Scott Attorneys at Foley & Lardner LLP
for the District of Utah Law LLP 321 North Clark Street,

Ste. 3000
Chicago, IL 6065

13.  All papers in support of the Settlement and any Fee and Expense Application shall
be filed and served fourteen (14) calendar days prior to the deadline in Paragraph 12 for objections
to be filed. All reply papers shall be filed and served at least seven (7) calendar days prior to the

Settlement Fairness Hearing.
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14. Any Person who is excluded from the Class by virtue of having submitted a valid
and timely Request for Exclusion may, at any point up to the day of the Settlement Fairness
Hearing, submit a written revocation of Request for Exclusion following the same instructions in
Paragraph 10 above.

15. The Court approves the appointment of the Trustee as Claims Administrator, to
manage the Settlement Fund for the benefit of the Settlement Class.

16. Upon final Court approval, the rights of the Settlement Class to the Net Settlement
Fund shall fully vest, and the Settlement Fund shall be deemed and considered to be in custodia
legis of the Court, and shall remain subject to the jurisdiction of the Court, until such time as such
funds shall be distributed pursuant to the Stipulation and/or further order(s) of the Bankruptcy
Court.

17. The Trustee’s Counsel and Lead Counsel shall promptly furnish each other with
copies of any and all objections that come into their possession.

18. Pending final determination of whether the Settlement should be approved, this
Action shall be stayed and the Lead Plaintiffs, all Class Members, and any Person claiming through
or on behalf of them, shall not institute, commence, maintain, or prosecute, and are hereby barred
and enjoined from instituting, commencing, maintaining, or prosecuting, any proceeding in any
court or tribunal that asserts any Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims against any Released Defendant
Party, except that the Parties shall take all such actions and file such papers as are necessary and
appropriate to effect the consummation and approval of the Settlement.

19. All reasonable expenses incurred in notifying Class Members shall be paid as set

forth in the Stipulation.

10
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20. If any specified condition to the Settlement set forth in the Stipulation is not
satisfied and Lead Plaintiffs or Trustee elects to terminate the Settlement, then the Stipulation,
including any amendment(s) thereof, shall be null and void, of no further force or effect without
prejudice to any party, and may not be introduced as evidence or referred to in any action or
proceeding by any person or entity for any purpose, and each party shall be restored to their
respective position as it existed on September 10, 2025.

21. No Person shall have any claim against Lead Plaintiffs, Lead Counsel, the
Settlement Class Members, the Claims Administrator, the Trustee, the Released Defendant Parties,
or any other agent designated by the Claims Administrator based on distributions of the Settlement
Fund, whether or not made substantially in accordance with the Stipulation and the Settlement
contained therein.

22. Pursuant to the Class Action Fairness Act, 28 U.S.C. §1715, the Trustee and
Trustee’s Counsel shall take reasonable steps to complete service promptly on the appropriate
federal and state government officials of all notices required under CAFA, and shall thereafter
notify Lead Counsel as to completion of such service.

23. The Court retains jurisdiction over the Action to consider all further matters arising
out of, or connected with, the Settlement. The Court may approve the Settlement, with such
modifications as may be agreed by the Settling Parties, if appropriate, without further notice to the

Class.

DATED:

DAVID BARLOW, U.S.DJ.
DISTRICT OF UTAH

11
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EXHIBIT A-1

(Notice)

4903-4183-0499.1
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THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH

MARK = COMBS, VLAD . 1ACOB’ and | Cage No. 2:22-cv-00642-DBB-JCB
BENJAMIN NORTHEY, Individually and on
Behalf of All Others Similarly Situated,

Plaintiffs, Assigned Judge: Hon. David Barlow

Referred Magistrate Judge: Jared C. Bennett
V.

SAFEMOON LLC, SAFEMOON US, LLC,
SAFEMOON CONNECT, LLC, TANO LLC,
SAFEMOON LTD, SAFEMOON
PROTOCOL LTD, SAFEMOON MEDIA
GROUP LTD, BRADEN JOHN KARONY,
JACK HAINES-DAVIES, HENRY “HANK”
WYATT, JAKE PAUL, KYLE NAGY,
DeANDRE CORTEZ WAY, BEN PHILLIPS,
MILES PARKS McCOLLUM, THOMAS
SMITH and DANIEL M. KEEM,

Defendants

NOTICE OF PENDENCY AND PROPOSED SETTLEMENT
OF CLASS ACTION

TO: ALL PERSONS AND ENTITIES THAT PURCHASED SAFEMOON (SFM)
TOKENS FROM MARCH 8, 2021 THROUGH NOVEMBER 1, 2023!

THIS NOTICE WAS AUTHORIZED BY THE COURT. IT IS NOT A LAWYER
SOLICITATION. PLEASE READ THIS NOTICE CAREFULLY AND IN ITS
ENTIRETY.

WHY SHOULD I READ THIS NOTICE?

This Notice is given pursuant to an order issued by the United States District Court for the
District of Utah (the “District Court”). This Notice serves to inform you of the proposed settlement

! All capitalized terms used in this Notice that are not otherwise defined herein shall have
the meanings provided in the Stipulation and Agreement of Settlement and Release dated October
xX, 2024 (the “Stipulation”), which is available at www.SafeMoonSettlement.com.

4903-4183-0499.1 1
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of the above class action lawsuit (the “Settlement”) for estimated distributions of approximately
$12,000,000 in cash plus the potential for a subsequent settlement fund, which Class Members
may be eligible to participate in, and the hearing (the “Settlement Fairness Hearing”) to be held by
the Court to consider the fairness, reasonableness, and adequacy of the Settlement, as set forth in
the Stipulation. The Stipulation is by and between: (i) Lead Plaintiffs Mark Combs, Vlad Iacob,
and Benjamin Northey, on behalf of themselves and each Class Member (as defined below), by
and through Lead Counsel (defined below); and (i1) Ellen E. Ostrow, solely in her capacity as the
Chapter 7 trustee (the “Trustee”) for the bankruptcy estate (the “Estate”) of SafeMoon US, LLC,
by and through Trustee’s Counsel. Upon and subject to the terms and conditions hereof, Lead
Plaintiffs, on behalf of themselves and the Class, on the one hand, and the Trustee, on the other
hand (collectively, “Settling Parties™), intend this Settlement to be a final and complete resolution
of all disputes between the Settling Parties with respect to the Securities Action. This Notice is
not an expression of any opinion by the District Court as to the merits of the claims or defenses
asserted in the lawsuit.

YOUR LEGAL RIGHTS AND OPTIONS IN THE SETTLEMENT

ACTIONS YOU MAY PURSUE EFFECT OF TAKING THIS ACTION

IF YOU HAVE NOT ALREADY
SUBMITTED A PROOF OF CLAIM IN
THE BANKRUPTCY CASE, SUBMIT A
PROOF OF CLAIM FORM

Get payment. You will not have a right to
pursue any other lawsuit against the Released
Defendants and Released Parties relating to

POSTMARKED (IF MAILED) OR this case.

RECEIVED (IF FILED VIA EMAIL OR

ONLINE) NO LATER THAN __ , 2025.

EXCLUDE YOURSELF FROM THE Get no payment. This is the only option that
CLASS BY SUBMITTING A WRITTEN allows you to ever be part of any other lawsuit
REQUEST FOR EXCLUSION against the Released Defendants and the

POSTMARKED NO LATER THAN __, | Released Parties relating to this case.
2025.

OBJECT TO THE SETTLEMENT BY Write to the District Court about why you

SUBMITTING A WRITTEN don’t like the Settlement.

OBJECTION POSTMARKED NO

LATER THAN , 2025.

ATTEND THE SETTLEMENT Speak in District Court about the fairness of
FAIRNESS HEARING ON , 2025 the Settlement.

AT

DO NOTHING If you did not submit a proof of claim with the

Bankruptcy Court by the Bar Date and do
nothing in response to this notice, you will
receive no payment. You will be deemed to
give up your rights.

4903-4183-0499.1 2
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e These rights and options — and the deadlines to exercise them — are explained in this Notice.

e The Bankruptcy Court has authorized the Trustee to enter into the Settlement and has approved
the Settlement. The District Court in charge of this case still has to decide whether to approve
the Settlement. Payments will be made to Allowed Claimants, in accordance with the Plan of
Allocation set forth below and as authorized by the Bankruptcy Court, if the Court approves
the Settlement and, if there are any appeals, after the appeals are resolved. Please be patient.

WHAT IS THIS LAWSUIT ABOUT?
The Allegations and Status of the Case

The Debtor Defendant SafeMoon US, LLC was a cryptocurrency and blockchain company
based in Pleasant Grove, Utah that was created in March 2021. Kyle Nagy (“Nagy”) was the
founder of the Debtor Defendant. Prior to the Debtor’s bankruptcy filing, Braden John Karony
(“Karony”) served as the Debtor Defendant’s CEO. Other individuals served in key roles at the
Debtor, including Jack Haines-Davies (‘“Haines-Davies”), the Debtor’s Chief Operating Officer,
Henry Wyatt (“Wyatt”), the Debtor’s Chief Technology Officer, and Thomas Smith (“Smith”), the
Debtor’s Chief Blockchain Officer. The Debtor is one of several entities that were part of the
SafeMoon corporate structure. Concurrent with its inception, the Debtor created and sold a
SafeMoon token (“SFM Token”) that trades on the BNB Smart Chain, Polygon, and Ethereum
blockchains. The value of the SFM Token increased exponentially in its first month of existence,
with the SafeMoon Token’s market capitalization reaching the billions of dollars in April 2021.
Over time, however, allegations that the Debtor’s principals made misrepresentations and engaged
in other alleged misconduct led to a sharp reduction in the market price of the SFM Tokens.

On February 17, 2022, the Securities Action was filed in the United States District Court
for the Central District of California against the Debtor Defendant, SafeMoon US, LLC, and
numerous other parties. On June 7, 2022, the Lead Plaintiffs were appointed and Scott+Scott
Attorneys at Law LLP was appointed as Lead Counsel. On October 5, 2022, the Securities Action
was transferred to the District of Utah and was thereafter assigned to Judge Barlow. On March
17, 2023, the operative complaint was filed.

In May 2023, the Debtor Defendant and other Defendants filed their motions to dismiss
the complaint. On November 1, 2023, an indictment was unsealed in the Eastern District of New
York charging various individuals with fraud and conspiracy, including the Debtor Defendant’s
former CEO, Braden John Karony. See USA4 v. Karony et al, No. 1:23-cr-00433 (E.D.N.Y.) (the
“Criminal Case”). Also on November 1, 2023, the Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC”)
filed a civil complaint against the Debtor Defendant and related persons and entities. See S.E.C.
v. SafeMoon LLC et al, No. 1:23- ¢v-08138 (E.D.N.Y.).

WHEREAS, on May 21, 2025, the jury in the Criminal Case convicted Braden John

Karony of Securities Fraud Conspiracy, Wire Fraud Conspiracy and Money Laundering
Conspiracy.

4903-4183-0499.1 3



Ca¥eds@23\250892-DBRB-3CB Fikmt 0018l 22 3-E nteFéle D9A/DR26.0: 255 | DIXESIB8Maihage
Document 43 éfage 61 of 100

On December 14, 2023 (the “Petition Date”), the Debtor Defendant filed the instant
Chapter 7 proceeding. By operation of the automatic stay pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362, the
Securities Action was stayed with respect to the Debtor Defendant. Concurrently with the filing
of the chapter 7 case, the Office of the United States Trustee appointed the Trustee as the chapter
7 trustee for the Estate. Pursuant to title 11 of the United States Code (the “Bankruptcy Code™),
the Trustee is a fiduciary for the creditors of SafeMoon and had no relationship with the Debtor
Defendant or its principals prior to the Petition Date.

On March 29, 2024, the District Court issued its omnibus order on the motions to dismiss
in the Securities Action. The District Court: (i) dismissed Lead Plaintiffs’ fraud claims under the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (the “Exchange Act”) without prejudice against all Defendants;
(i1) dismissed Lead Plaintiffs’ claim under Section 12(a)(1) of the Securities Act of 1933 (the
“Securities Act”) for the sale of unregistered securities against Defendants Wyatt and Nagy; (iii)
dismissed Lead Plaintiffs’ control person claims under Section 15 of the Securities Act without
prejudice against Defendants Nagy and Smith; (iv) dismissed the control person claims under
Section 20 of the Exchange Act without prejudice; and (v) dismissed Lead Plaintiffs’ common law
claims for conversion, conspiracy, and unjust enrichment without prejudice; (vi) dismissed Lead
Plaintiffs’ civil RICO claim without prejudice; and (vii) dismissed Lead Plaintiffs’ claims under
the Florida Deceptive and Unfair Trade Practices Act without prejudice. Thus, the District Court
found that Lead Plaintiffs had adequately stated claims for violation of Section 12(a)(1) of the
Securities Act against the non-debtor SafeMoon entity Defendants as well as against Defendants
Karony and Smith. The District Court also found that Lead Plaintiffs have adequately stated a
control person claim pursuant to Section 15 of the Securities Act against Defendant Karony.

On June 11, 2024, Lead Plaintiffs filed a Motion for Order Certifying the Class for
Purposes of the Class Claim Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 23 and Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7023 and 9014(c)
(the “Class Claim Motion”) asking the Bankruptcy Court to certify a class of SafeMoon investors
for the purposes of pursuing a Class Proof of Claim against the Debtor Defendant. Lead Plaintiffs
further requested to be appointed as Class Representatives and appoint Lead Counsel as Class
Counsel. After filing, the Parties worked together to reschedule the hearing for August 21, 2024,
with any responses due August 12, 2024.

On July 18, 2024, the Bankruptcy Court issued its Order Referring Contested Matter for
Mediation (Bankruptcy ECF No. 203). The Bankruptcy Court also continued the hearing on Lead
Plaintiffs’ Class Claim Motion. On October 2, 2024, the Parties held their preconference call with
The Honorable Dustin B. Pead, Chief Magistrate of the District of Utah. Judge Pead directed the
parties to further meet and confer and rescheduled the settlement conference for October 16, 2024.
On October 9, 2024, the Parties held a meet-and-confer teleconference where additional progress
was made toward settlement. On October 16, 2024, the Parties held their settlement conference
with Judge Pead. Following arms-length negotiations through Judge Pead, the parties agreed to
resolve the Securities Action and the Class Claim Motion.

THE COURT HAS NOT RULED AS TO WHETHER THE RELEASED
DEFENDANTS ARE LIABLE TO LEAD PLAINTIFFS OR THE CLASS. THIS NOTICE
IS NOT INTENDED TO BE AN EXPRESSION OF ANY OPINION BY THE COURT

4903-4183-0499.1 4
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WITH RESPECT TO THE TRUTH OF THE ALLEGATIONS IN THIS LAWSUIT OR
THE MERITS OF THE CLAIMS OR DEFENSES ASSERTED. THIS NOTICE IS
SOLELY TO ADVISE YOU OF THE PENDENCY OF THE SECURITIES ACTION AND
PROPOSED SETTLEMENT THEREOF AND YOUR RIGHTS IN CONNECTION WITH
THAT SETTLEMENT.

HOW DO I KNOW IF I AM A CLASS MEMBER?

If you purchased or otherwise acquired SafeMoon (SFM) Tokens between March 8, 2021
and November 1, 2023, inclusive, you may be a Class Member. As set forth in the Stipulation,
excluded from the Class are any persons named as Defendants in the operative complaint,
including the Debtor Defendant’s founders, former officers and directors, members of their
immediate families, legal representatives, heirs, successors or assigns, and any entity in which they
have or had a controlling interest.

If you are not sure if you are a Class Member, you can ask for free help. You can contact
the Claims Administrator at 1-800-xxx-xxxx, or John T. Jasnoch, a representative of Lead Counsel,
at 1-800-332-2259. You can also fill out and return the Proof of Claim enclosed with this Notice.

PLEASE NOTE: Receipt of this Notice does not mean that you are a Class Member or
that you will be entitled to receive a payment from the Settlement. If you are a Class Member and
you wish to be eligible to participate in the distribution of proceeds from the Settlement, you are
required to submit the Proof of Claim that is being distributed with this Notice, as directed herein,
unless you timely filed a Proof of Claim in the Bankruptcy Case in accordance with the Bankruptcy
Court’s Order (1) Establishing Deadlines for Filing Proofs of Claim, (II) Approving Form and
Manner of Notice Thereof; and (Ill) Granting Related Relief, entered on April 17, 2024 (Bankr.
ECF No. 152) (the “Claims Bar Date Order™).

WHAT IS THE MONETARY VALUE OF THE PROPOSED SETTLEMENT?

The Settlement, if approved, will result in the creation of an initial cash settlement fund of
approximately Twelve Million ($12,000,000) in cash (the “Settlement Fund”). Depending on the
outcome of additional legal proceedings in the Bankruptcy Court in pursuing recoveries on other
assets of the Estate, there is a possibility of a subsequent payment into the Settlement Fund. The
Settlement Fund, plus accrued interest and minus any attorneys’ fees and expenses that may be
approved by the District Court (the “Net Settlement Fund”), will be distributed to Class Members
pursuant to the Plan of Distribution that is described in the next section of this Notice.

Should the Court award attorneys’ fees of up to 16.375% of the estimated Settlement Fund
(or $1,965,000), Lead Counsel’s expenses of up to $70,000 and an award to the Lead Plaintiffs of
up to a combined $15,000, the estimated Net Settlement Fund will be approximately $10,000,000.

Additionally, a Class Member’s actual recovery will be a pro rata proportion of the Net
Settlement Fund determined by that Claimant’s recognized claim as compared to the total
recognized claims submitted. An individual Class Member may also receive more or less
depending on the value of claims submitted by all Class Members, whether the individual’s

4903-4183-0499.1 5
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Eligible Tokens (defined below) were held or sold, and, if sold, when they were sold and the
amount received. See the Plan of Allocation below for more information on how claims are
calculated.

WHAT IS THE PROPOSED PLAN OF DISTRIBUTION?

The Trustee and Lead Counsel have consulted with their advisors in developing the Plan
of Allocation, which determines the amount that an Authorized Claimant may recover. The
calculation of claims is not an estimate of actual damages or the amount you will receive. It is a
formula for allocating the Net Settlement Fund among all Authorized Claimants.

Tradable SFM Tokens purchased or otherwise acquired on or after March 8, 2021 and on
or before November 1, 20232 (collectively, the “Eligible Tokens™) are potentially eligible for
damages. The damages for each purchased token will be based on their Recognized Loss and
resulting total value of each Authorized Claimant’s Recognized Claim (as a percentage of the
Aggregate Recognized claims of all Authorized Claimants), as set forth below.

A. Calculation of Recognized Losses on Eligible Tokens

For each Eligible Token, the Recognized Loss for each such share shall be calculated as
set forth below. If a Recognized Loss amount is calculated to be a negative number, that
Recognized Loss shall be set to zero and the Claimant shall not be entitled to any recovery from
the Settlement Fund.

For Eligible Tokens purchased on or after March 8, 2021 and on or before November 1,
2023, inclusive, the Recognized Loss shall be equal to (a) the amount the Claimant paid for the
Eligible Token(s) during that period, less (b) the amount, if any, the Claimant received in any sale
of such Eligible Tokens on or before the Petition Date. The value of any Cryptocurrency used to
acquire Eligible Tokes — or received in a sale of Eligible Tokens — shall be converted to U.S.
dollars based on the market price of such Cryptocurrency on the applicable acquisition or sale date.

B. Additional Provisions Relating to the Calculation of Recognized Losses

For Class Members who made multiple purchases (and/or acquisitions) and/or sales of
Eligible Tokens during the Class Period, the First-In, First-Out (“FIFO”’) method will be applied
to purchases (and/or acquisitions) and sales for purposes of calculating a claim. Under the FIFO
method, sales of Eligible Tokens during the Class Period will be matched in chronological order
against Eligible Tokens purchased or otherwise acquired during the Class Period.

All purchase, acquisition, and sale prices shall exclude any fees and commissions. The
receipt or grant by gift, devise, or operation of law of Eligible Tokens during the Class Period shall
not be deemed a purchase or sale of such shares for the calculation of a Claimant’s Recognized
Claim, nor shall it be deemed an assignment of any claim relating to the purchase of such tokens
unless specifically provided in the instrument of gift or assignment, or if the donor or decedent

2 The period of March 8, 2021 through November 1, 2023 shall be known as the “Class Period.”

4903-4183-0499.1 6
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purchased or otherwise acquired such Eligible Tokens during the Class Period and no Proof of
Claim form was submitted by or on behalf of the donor, on behalf of the decedent, or anyone else
with respect to such Eligible Tokens.

C. Allocation of Net Settlement Proceeds Based on Recognized Losses

A Claimant’s “Recognized Claim” under the Plan of Allocation shall be the sum of his,
her, or its Recognized Loss amounts for their Eligible Tokens, as determined in accordance with
§§ A and B above.

As noted above, to the extent a Claimant had a market gain with respect to his, her, or its
overall transactions in Eligible Tokens between March 8, 2021 and the Petition Date, the value of
the Claimant’s Recognized Claim shall be zero, but such Claimants shall in any event be bound
by the Settlement.

The Net Settlement Fund will be distributed to Authorized Claimants on a pro rata basis
based on the relative size of their Recognized Claims. Specifically, a “Distribution Amount” will
be calculated for each Authorized Claimant, which shall be the Authorized Claimant’s Recognized
Claim divided by the aggregate Recognized Claims of all Authorized Claimants, multiplied by the
total amount in the Net Settlement Fund. If any Authorized Claimant’s Distribution Amount
calculates to less than $50.00, it will not be included in the calculation and no distribution will be
made to such Authorized Claimant.

The Net Settlement Fund will not be distributed to Class Members unless and until the
Courts have (a) approved the Settlement; and (b) the time for any petition for rehearing, appeal, or
review, whether by certiorari or otherwise, has expired with respect to both Courts.

Each Class Member shall be deemed to have submitted to the jurisdiction of the Courts
with respect to his, her, or its claim. Payment pursuant to the Plan of Distribution set forth above
shall be conclusive against all Class Members.

The Trustee may file objections to Proofs of Claim before the Bankruptcy Court. You will
receive notice at your address on record of any such objection and a deadline to respond. If you
are unsatisfied with the determinations, you may ask the Bankruptcy Court, which retains
jurisdiction over all Class Members and the claims administration process, to decide the issue by
submitting a written request. Distributions will be made to Authorized Claimants, at such times
and in such amounts in the discretion of the Trustee, as approved by the Bankruptcy Court, after
all claims have been processed and after the Courts have finally approved the Settlement

MUST I CONTACT LEAD COUNSEL IN ORDER TO PARTICIPATE IN
DISTRIBUTION OF THE SETTLEMENT FUND?

No. If you have received this Notice and timely submit your Proof of Claim to the address
or email address designated on the Proof of Claim form accompanying this Notice, you need not
contact Lead Counsel. If you did not receive this Notice but believe you should have, or if your
address changes, please contact the Claims Administrator at:

4903-4183-0499.1 7
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SafeMoon US Claims Processing
c/o Stretto
410 Exchange, Suite 100
Irvine, CA 92602
Online Submissions: https://cases.stretto.com/safemoon

THERE WILL BE NO PAYMENTS IF THE STIPULATION IS TERMINATED

The Stipulation may be terminated under several circumstances outlined in it. If the
Stipulation is terminated, the Securities Action will proceed as if the Stipulation had not been
entered into, subject to the applicable provisions of the Bankruptcy Code with respect to the Debtor
Defendant, including the automatic stay.

WHAT ARE THE REASONS FOR SETTLEMENT?

The Court has not reached any final decisions regarding the merits of the claims or defenses
asserted in the Securities Action. Instead, the Lead Plaintiffs and the Trustee have agreed to this
Settlement, which was reached with the substantial assistance of the Chief Magistrate Judge Dustin
Pead, who presided over the settlement conference with the Settling Parties. In reaching the
Settlement, the Settling Parties have avoided the cost, delay, and uncertainty of further litigation.

As in any litigation, Lead Plaintiffs and the Class would face an uncertain outcome if they
did not agree to the Settlement. The Settling Parties expected that the case could continue for an
intense and longer period of time, delaying any possible recovery for the Class. There are several
complicated bankruptcy-specific issues underlying the Settlement, as well as uncertainty as to the
liability and amount of any claim held by the Class.

Lead Plaintiffs and Lead Counsel believe that this Settlement is fair and reasonable to the
Class Members. They have reached this conclusion for several reasons. Specifically, if the
Settlement is approved, the Class will receive a significant monetary recovery. Additionally, Lead
Counsel believes that the significant and immediate benefits of the Settlement, when weighed
against the significant risk, delay, and uncertainty of continued litigation and of any recovery, are
an excellent result for the Class.

WHO REPRESENTS THE CLASS?

The law firm of Scott+Scott Attorneys at Law LLP represent you and other Class Members.
These lawyers are called Lead Counsel. These lawyers will apply to the District Court for payment
of attorneys’ fees and expenses from the Settlement Fund; you will not be otherwise charged for
their work. If you want to be represented by your own lawyer, you may hire one at your own
expense.

4903-4183-0499.1 8
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HOW WILL LEAD COUNSEL BE PAID?

Lead Counsel will file a motion for an award of attorneys’ fees and expenses that will be
considered at the Settlement Fairness Hearing. Lead Counsel will apply for an award not to exceed
$1.965 million, plus payment of expenses incurred in connection with the Securities Action in an
amount not to exceed $70,000. In addition, Lead Plaintiffs may seck an aggregate award of up to
$15,000 for their time and expenses incurred in representing the Class. Such sums as may be
approved by the Court will be paid from the Settlement Fund. Class Members are not personally
liable for any such fees or expenses.

The attorneys’ fees and expenses requested will be the only payment to Lead Counsel for
their efforts in achieving this Settlement and for their risk in undertaking this representation on a
wholly contingent basis. Lead Counsel has committed significant time and expenses in litigating
this case for the benefit of the Class. To date, Lead Counsel have not been paid for their services
in conducting the Securities Action on behalf of the Lead Plaintiffs and the Class, or for their
expenses. The fees requested will compensate Lead Counsel for their work in achieving the
Settlement. The Court will decide what constitutes a reasonable fee award and may award less
than the amount requested by Lead Counsel.

CAN I EXCLUDE MYSELF FROM THE SETTLEMENT?

If you want to keep the right to sue or continue to sue Released Defendants on your own
about the legal issues in this case, then you must take steps to get out of the Class. This is called
excluding yourself from, or “opting out” of, the Class.

To exclude yourself from the Class, you must send a letter by mail saying that you want to
be excluded from the Class in the following action: Combs, et al. v. SafeMoon LLC, et al., Case
No. 12:22-cv-00642-DBB-JCB (D. Utah). Be sure to include your name, address, e-mail address,
telephone number, and sign the letter. Your exclusion request must be postmarked no later than

, 2025 and sent to Lead Counsel at the address listed on Page 10.

You cannot exclude yourself by phone or by e-mail. If you make a proper request for
exclusion, you will not receive a Settlement payment. If you make a proper request for exclusion,
you will not be legally bound by anything that happens in this lawsuit. If you wish to be excluded
from the Settlement Class, submit a request for exclusion only.

CANITOBJECT TO THE SETTLEMENT, THE REQUESTED ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND
EXPENSES, AND/OR PAYMENT TO LEAD PLAINTIFFS?

Yes. Ifyou are a Class Member, you may object to the terms of the Settlement. Whether
or not you object to the terms of the Settlement, you may also object to the requested attorneys’
fees, costs, and expenses, and/or application for an award to the Lead Plaintiffs for their time and
expenses. To object, you must write to the Court setting out your objection in the case known as
Combs, et al. v. SafeMoon LLC, et al., Case No. 12:22-cv-00642-DBB-JCB (D. Utah) stating why
you think the Court should not approve any part or all of the Settlement, the requested attorneys’
fees, costs, and expenses, and/or application for an award to the Lead Plaintiffs for their time and

4903-4183-0499.1 9
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expenses. You must include your name, address, telephone number, and your signature; include
documents sufficient to prove your membership in the Class. Your letter must also state the
specific reasons why you object, including any legal or evidentiary support for your objection.
Your objection must state whether it applies only to you, to a specific subset of the Class, or to the
entire Class.

Your objection must be filed with the United States District Court for the Southern District

of Utah by hand or by mail at the address listed below such that it is received on or before
, 2025, at the address set forth below. You must also serve the papers on Lead Counsel

and Trustee’s Counsel at the addresses set forth below so that the papers are received on or before

, 2025.
COURT LEAD COUNSEL TRUSTEE’S COUNSEL

Clerk of the Court John T. Jasnoch Geoffrey S. Goodman
United States District Scott+Scott Attorneys at Law | Foley & Lardner LLP
Court for the District of 600 W. Broadway, Suite 3300 | 321 North Clark St.
Utah San Diego, CA 92101 Suite 3000

Telephone: 619-233-4565 Chicago, IL 60654
Orrin G. Hatch United Facsimile: 619-233-0508 Telephone: 312-832-4514
States Courthouse jjasnoch@scott-scott.com ggoodman@foley.com
351 South West Temple, (Counsel for the Trustee)
Rm. 10.430 Salt Lake
City, Utah 84101

Unless otherwise ordered by the Court, any Class Member who does not object in the
manner described in this Notice will be deemed to have waived any objection and will not be able
to appear separately at the Settlement Hearing or to make any objection to the Settlement, the
application for attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses, and/or application for an award to the Lead
Plaintiffs for their time and expenses.

If you hire an attorney (at your own expense) to represent you for purpose of objecting,
your attorney must serve a notice of appearance on counsel listed above and file it with the Court
(at the addresses set out above) by no later than , 2025.

WHAT IS THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN OBJECTING AND EXCLUDING MYSELF
FROM THE SETTLEMENT?

Objecting is telling the Court that you do not like something about the proposed Settlement,
Lead Counsel’s request for an award of attorneys’ fees and expenses, or an award to the Lead
Plaintiffs for their time and expenses. You can object only if you stay in the Class. Excluding
yourself is telling the Court that you do not want to be part of the Class or participate in the
recovery.

4903-4183-0499.1 10



Ca¥eds@23\250892-DBRB-3CB Filmt 00187l 22 3-E nteFéle DOA/DR26.0: 255 | DIXMstSMaihage
Document50 éfage 68 of 100

HOW CANIGET A PAYMENT?

To share in the distribution of the Net Settlement Fund, you must establish your rights by
submitting a Proof of Claim and Release Form (“Proof of Claim”) by mail (postmarked no later

than , 2025), or celectronically at the following  website:
www.SafeMoonSettlement.com, or by email at the following email address:
info@safemoonsettlement.com, no later than , 2025. The address for mailing the

proof of claim is:

SafeMoon US Claims Processing
c/o Stretto
410 Exchange, Suite 100
Irvine, CA 92602

Your failure to submit your Proof of Claim by , 2025, will subject your
claim to possible rejection and may preclude you from receiving any of the recovery in connection
with the Settlement of the Securities Action. If you do not submit a valid Proof of Claim, you will
not receive a payment from the Net Settlement Fund unless you previously submitted a proof of
claim in the Bankruptcy Case in accordance with the Claims Bar Date Order; however, unless you
expressly exclude yourself from the Class as described above, you will still be bound in all other
respects by the Settlement, the Judgment, and the releases contained in them.

WHAT CLAIMS WILL BE RELEASED BY THE SETTLEMENT?

Unless you exclude yourself, you are staying in the Class, and that means that you cannot
sue, continue to sue, or be part of any other lawsuit relating to securities claims involving the
purchase or other acquisition of the SFM Tokens at issue in this case. It also means that all of the
Court’s orders will apply to you and legally bind you and you will fully, finally, and forever release
the Releasing Lead Plaintiff Claims in this case.

“Released Claims” means all Released Defendants’ Claims and all Releasing Lead Plaintiff
Claims.

“Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims” means any and all individual or class claims, demands,
losses, rights, and causes of action of any nature whatsoever, known or Unknown Claims, whether
arising under federal, state, common, or foreign law by the Releasing Lead Plaintiff Parties against
any of the Released Defendant Parties, that have been or could have been asserted in the Securities
Action, or could in the future be asserted in any forum, domestic or foreign, or which arise out of,
are based upon, or relate to in any way to (i) the purchase, sale, acquisition, or disposition of
SafeMoon (SFM) Tokens (defined below) and (ii) any of the allegations, acts, transactions, facts,
events, matters, occurrences, representations, or omissions involved, set forth, alleged, or referred
to, in the Securities Action. For the avoidance of doubt, Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims do not
include: (i) claims relating to the enforcement of the Settlement; (ii) any claims of Persons who
submit a request for exclusion that is accepted by the Court; and (iii) any Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’
Claims against third parties, including those who acted in concert with or aided and abetted any
alleged wrongdoing by the Debtor Defendant.

4903-4183-0499.1 11
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“Releasing Lead Plaintiff Parties” means each and every Settlement Class Member, Lead
Plaintiff, Lead Counsel, and each of their respective past or present trustees, officers, directors,
partners, employees, affiliates, contractors, principals, agents, attorneys, predecessors, successors,
assigns, insurers, parents, subsidiaries, general or limited partners or partnerships, and limited
liability companies; and the spouses, members of the immediate families, representatives, heirs,
executors, and administrators of any Releasing Lead Plaintiff Party who is an individual, as well
as any trust of which any Releasing Lead Plaintiff Party is the settlor or which is for the benefit of
any of their immediate family members. Releasing Lead Plaintiff Parties does not include any
Person who timely and validly seeks exclusion from the Settlement Class.

“Released Defendants’ Claims” means all claims and causes of action of any nature and
description, including both known claims and Unknown Claims, whether arising under federal,
state, common, or foreign law, that Released Defendants could have asserted against the Releasing
Lead Plaintiff Parties that arise out of, or relate in any way to, the institution, prosecution, or
settlement of the claims in the Securities Action, except for claims relating to the enforcement of
the Settlement or any claims against any Person who submits a request for exclusion that is
accepted by the Court.

“Released Defendant Parties” means the Trustee, the Trustee’s Counsel and Advisors, the
Debtor Defendant, Ronin Crypto Group, LC, Ronin Energy Group, LC, Ronin Real Estate
Holdings, LC, SafeMoon, LLC, SafeMoon, Ltd., SafeMoon Connect, LLC, SafeMoon Lithuania
(CEX), SafeMoon Media Co. Ltd. or SafeMoon Protocol, Ltd. Released Defendant Parties also
means, with respect to the Trustee and Trustee’s Counsel and Advisors, each of their respective
past or present direct or indirect subsidiaries, parents, affiliates, principals, successors, and
predecessors, assigns, officers, directors, controlling shareholders, underwriters, trustees, partners,
agents, fiduciaries, contractors, employees, attorneys, accountants, auditors, financial or
investment advisors or consultants, insurers; the spouses, members of the immediate families,
representatives, heirs, executors, and administrators of the Trustee and the Trustee’s Counsel and
Advisors.

“Released Parties” means the Released Defendant Parties and the Releasing Lead Plaintiff
Parties.

“Releasing Parties” means each of the parties releasing a claim, as defined in the
Stipulation.

The above description of the proposed Settlement is only a summary. The complete terms
are set forth in the Stipulation (including its exhibits), which may be obtained at
www.SafeMoonSettlement.com, or by contacting Lead Counsel listed on Page 10. In the event of
any inconsistency between this notice and the Stipulation, the terms of the Stipulation control.

THE SETTLEMENT FAIRNESS HEARING

4903-4183-0499.1 12
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The Court will hold a Settlement Fairness Hearing , 2025, at , before the
Honorable David Barlow, United States District Judge, at the United States District Court for the
District of Utah, Orrin G. Hatch United States Courthouse, 351 South West Temple, Rm. 10.420,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101, for the purpose of determining whether: (1) the Settlement of the
Securities Action for rights to a Settlement Fund holding approximately $10 million in cash, with
the possibility of Subsequent Settlement Fund, should be approved by the District Court as fair,
reasonable, and adequate; (2) to award Lead Counsel attorneys’ fees and expenses out of the
Settlement Fund; (3) to pay the Lead Plaintiffs for their time and expenses incurred in representing
the Class; and (4) to enter the final Judgment as provided under the Stipulation. The District Court
may adjourn or continue the Settlement Fairness Hearing without further notice to Members of the
Class. If you want to attend the hearing, you should check with Lead Counsel or
www.SafemoonSettlement.com beforehand to be sure that the date and/or time have not changed.

Any Class Member may appear at the Settlement Fairness Hearing and be heard on any of
the foregoing matters.

HOW DO I OBTAIN ADDITIONAL INFORMATION?

This Notice contains only a summary of the terms of the proposed Settlement. The records
in the Securities Action may be examined and copied at any time during regular office hours, and
subject to customary copying fees, at the Clerk of the District of Utah. In addition, all of the
Settlement documents, including the Stipulation, this Notice, the Proof of Claim, and proposed
Judgment may be obtained on the settlement website, www.SafemoonSettlement.com, or by
contacting the Claims Administrator at:

SafeMoon US Claims Processing
c/o Stretto
410 Exchange, Suite 100
Irvine, CA 92602
Online Submissions: https://cases.stretto.com/safemoon

In addition, you may contact John T. Jasnoch, a representative of Lead Counsel, at 1-800-
332-2259, if you have any questions about the Action or the Settlement or want to obtain
Settlement documents.

DO NOT WRITE TO, OR TELEPHONE, THE COURT FOR INFORMATION

DATED: , 2025 BY ORDER OF THE UNITED STATES
DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT
OF UTAH

4903-4183-0499.1 13



Ca¥eds@23\250892-DBB-3CB Fikut 00187l 22 3-E nteFéle DOA/DR26.0: 255 | DIXsiBMaihage
Document53 éfage 71 of 100

EXHIBIT A-2

(Proof of Claim and Release)

Questions? Call 1-800-XYZ-1234, email info@safemoonsettlement.com, or visit www.SafemoonSettlement.com PAGE 1 of 6
4917-8912-4451.2
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THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH

MARK = COMBS, VLAD . 1ACOB’ and | Cage No. 2:22-cv-00642-DBB-JCB
BENJAMIN NORTHEY, Individually and on
Behalf of All Others Similarly Situated,

Plaintiffs, Assigned Judge: Hon. David Barlow

Referred Magistrate Judge: Jared C. Bennett
V.

SAFEMOON LLC, SAFEMOON US, LLC,
SAFEMOON CONNECT, LLC, TANO LLC,
SAFEMOON LTD, SAFEMOON
PROTOCOL LTD, SAFEMOON MEDIA
GROUP LTD, BRADEN JOHN KARONY,
JACK HAINES-DAVIES, HENRY “HANK”
WYATT, JAKE PAUL, KYLE NAGY,
DeANDRE CORTEZ WAY, BEN PHILLIPS,
MILES PARKS McCOLLUM, THOMAS
SMITH and DANIEL M. KEEM,

Defendants

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH

IN RE BANKRUPTCY CASE NO. 23-25749
CHAPTER 7

SAFEMOON US LLC,
HONORABLE PEGGY HUNT
DEBTOR.

PROOF OF CLAIM AND RELEASE FORM

To recover as a Settlement Class Member based on the claims asserted against the Released Defendant Parties in this Action,
you must complete, sign, and submit this Proof of Claim and Release Form (“Claim Form”). If you fail to submit a properly addressed
Claim Form, your claim may be rejected and you may be barred from any recovery from the Net Settlement Fund created under the
proposed Settlement.! YOU MUST MAIL, EMAIL, OR SUBMIT ONLINE YOUR COMPLETED AND SIGNED CLAIM FORM,
TOGETHER WITH COPIES OF THE DOCUMENTS REQUESTED HEREIN, ON OR BEFORE , 2025,
TO:

!'If you previously filed a proof of claim with the Bankruptcy Court, you do not need to complete this form. The Trustee or her Advisors
may request additional information from those that previously filed proofs of claim in the Bankruptcy Court.

Questions? Call 1-800-XYZ-1234, email info@safemoonsettlement.com, or visit www.SafemoonSettlement.com PAGE 1 of 5
4917-8912-4451.2
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SafeMoon US Claims Processing
c/o Stretto
410 Exchange, Suite 100
Irvine, CA 92602
Online Submissions: https://cases.stretto.com/safemoon

PART I: GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

1. It is important that you read and understand the Notice of Pendency and Proposed Settlement of Class Action (the
“Notice”) that accompanies this Claim Form. The Notice describes the proposed Settlement and how Settlement Class Members’ rights
may be affected by it. The Notice also contains the definitions of certain of the defined terms (which are indicated by initial capital
letters) used in this Claim Form. By signing and submitting the Claim Form, you will be certifying that you have read and that you
understand the Notice, including the terms of the releases that you will be giving if you submit a Claim Form.

2. This Claim Form is directed to all Persons who purchased or otherwise acquired SafeMoon (SFM) Tokens between
March 8, 2021 and November 1, 2023, inclusive. If you fit within this definition, and (i) are not excluded from the Class by reason of
your relationship to one of the founders or former officers and/or directors of SafeMoon US, LLC., or their affiliates (see Notice at 5
(“How Do I Know If I Am a Class Member?”’)) and (ii) do not exclude yourself by submitting a request for exclusion (see Notice at 9-
(“Can 1 Exclude Myself from the Settlement?””)), then you are a Settlement Class Member.2

3. If you are NOT a Settlement Class Member, you may NOT participate in the Settlement, you should NOT submit a
Claim Form, and any Claim Form you submit will be rejected.

4. If you are a Settlement Class Member and you do not timely request exclusion, you will be bound by the terms of any
judgment entered in this Action, including the releases provided for under the Settlement (see Notice at 11 (“What Claims Will Be
Released by the Settlement?””)), whether or not you submit a Claim Form.

5. Submission of this Claim Form does not guarantee that you will share in the proceeds of the Settlement. The
distribution of the Net Settlement Fund will be governed by the Plan of Allocation set forth in the Notice, or by such other plan of
allocation that is ultimately approved by the Bankruptcy Court.

6. Use Part II of this form, “Claimant Identification,” to identify each Safemoon (SFM) Token purchaser whose
purchases form the basis of this claim. THIS CLAIM FORM MUST BE FILED BY THE ACTUAL PURCHASERS OF SAFEMOON
TOKENS UPON WHOSE PURCHASES THE CLAIM IS BASED, OR BY THEIR LEGAL REPRESENTATIVE.

7. Separate Claim Forms should be submitted for each separate legal entity that purchased Safemoon (SFM) Tokens
(e.g., a claim from joint owners should not include separate transactions of just one of the joint owners, and an individual should not
combine his or her transactions through a separate legal entity with transactions made solely in the individual’s name). Generally, a
single Claim Form should be submitted on behalf of one legal entity including all holdings and transactions made by that entity on one
Claim Form. If a single person or legal entity had multiple accounts that were separately managed, separate Claim Forms may be
submitted for each such account. The Claims Administrator reserves the right to request information on all holdings and transactions in
Safemoon (SFM) Tokens made on behalf of a single beneficial owner.

8. All joint beneficial owners, purchasers, or acquirers must sign this Claim Form.

9. Agents, executors, administrators, guardians, conservators, and trustees must complete and sign this Claim Form on
behalf of Persons represented by them. They must also (i) identify the capacity in which they are acting; (ii) identify the name, account
number, last four digits of the Social Security Number (or Taxpayer Identification Number) of the beneficial owner (or other Person or
entity on whose behalf they are acting); and (iii) provide documentary evidence of their authority to legally bind the person or entity on
whose behalf they are acting to the Claim Form. (Authority to complete and sign a Claim Form cannot be established by brokers who
show only that they have discretionary authority to trade in another person’s accounts).

10. By submitting a signed Claim Form, you will be swearing to the truth of the statements contained therein and the
genuineness of the documents attached thereto, subject to penalties of perjury under U.S. law. Making false statements or submitting
fraudulent documentation will result in the rejection of your Claim and may subject you to civil liability or criminal prosecution.

2If you previously filed a proof of claim in the Bankruptcy Case, your claim, subject to any objections filed to the same, will be treated
as a Settlement Class Claim.

Questions? Call 1-800-XYZ-1234, email info@safemoonsettlement.com, or visit www.SafemoonSettlement.com PAGE 2 of 6
4917-8912-4451.2
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NOTICE REGARDING ELECTRONIC FILES: Certain Claimants with large numbers of transactions may request, or may be
requested, to submit information regarding their transactions in electronic files. If you wish to submit your claim electronically, you
must download the electronic filing template at www.SafemoonSettlement.com and follow the instructions contained within. Any file
that does not comply with the required electronic filing format will be subject to rejection. Do not assume that your file has been
received until you receive a confirmation from Stretto that your claim has been received. If you do not receive such confirmation upon
submitting your claim, you should contact the Claims Administrator’s Electronic Filing Department at TeamSafeMoon(@stretto.com
to inquire about your submission and confirm it was received.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REQUESTS: The Trustee and her Advisors may request additional information from each
Claimant. Each Claimant must provide this information to be eligible for a distribution.

Questions? Call 1-800-XYZ-1234, email info@safemoonsettlement.com, or visit www.SafemoonSettlement.com PAGE 3 of 6
4917-8912-4451.2
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PROOF OF CLAIM AND RELEASE (“CLAIM FORM”)
Combs v. Safemoon LLC, et al., Case No. 2:22-cv-00642-DBB-JCB (D. Utah)

PART II: CLAIMANT IDENTIFICATION

The Claims Administrator will use this information for all communications regarding this Claim Form. If this information changes, you
MUST notify the Claims Administrator in writing at the address above. Complete names of all persons and entities must be provided.
The Trustee and her Advisors will verify each wallet address after submission of this Claim Form to determine the claim amount.3

Beneficial Owner’s Name

Co-Beneficial Owner’s Name(s)

Entity Name (if Claimant is not an individual)

Representative or Custodian Name (if different from Benefical Owner(s) listed above)

Address 1 (street name and number)

Address 2 (apartment, unit, or box number)

City State Zip Code/Province Country

Last Four Digits of your Social Security No. or Taxpayer I.D. No. (applicable for foreign claimants??)

Telephone Number (home/cell) Telephone Number (work)

Email Address

Account Number/Wallet Address (if filing for multiple wallets or account types, please add a separate page identifying each wallet
address and/or account)

3 Claim amounts will be net losses calculated as net purchases (from March 8, 2021 through November 1, 2023) of SafeMoon (SFM)
Tokens less net sales (from March 8, 2021 through December 14, 2023) of SFM Tokens.

Questions? Call 1-800-XYZ-1234, email info@safemoonsettlement.com, or visit www.SafemoonSettlement.com PAGE 4 of 6
4917-8912-4451.2
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IN SUBMITTING THIS CLAIM, PROVIDE A COPY OF A W-9.

Questions? Call 1-800-XYZ-1234, email info@safemoonsettlement.com, or visit www.SafemoonSettlement.com PAGE 5 of 6
4917-8912-4451.2
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YOU MUST READ AND SIGN THE RELEASE BELOW.

PART II: RELEASE

1. I (we) hereby fully, finally, and forever settle, release, and discharge the Releasing Plaintiffs’ Claims (as defined in
the Notice).
2. I (we) hereby warrant and represent that I (we): have not assigned or transferred, voluntarily or involuntarily, any of

my (our) Releasing Plaintiff Claims or any other part thereof; have not submitted any other claim covering the same purchases or
acquisitions of Safemoon (SFM) Tokens other than any proof of claim filed in the SafeMoon US, LLC bankruptcy case, Case No.
23-25749 (Bankr. D. Utah; and have no knowledge of any other Person having done so on my (our) behalf.

3. I (we) hereby warrant and represent that I (we) purchased Safemoon (SFM) Tokens from March 8, 2021 through
November 1, 2023.

4. I (we) certify that I am (we are) NOT subject to backup tax withholding. (If the Internal Revenue Service has notified
you that you are subject to backup withholding, please strike out the prior sentence.)

5. I (we) submit to the jurisdiction of the U.S. Bankruptcy [?]Court for the District of Utah and the U.S. District Court
for the District of Utah with respect to my (our) Claim as a Settlement Class Member and for purposes of enforcing the releases set forth
above.

6. I (we) declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that all of the information submitted by me
(us) as part of this Claim Form is true and correct.

Signed on / /
Month Day Year

(Signature of beneficial owner) (Signature of co-beneficial owner, if any)
(Type or print your name here) (Type or print your name here)
(Title if signing for corporate entity, or your capacity if (Title if signing for corporate entity, or your capacity if
signing as, e.g., executor, trustee, etc., and attach signing as, e.g., executor, trustee, etc., and attach
documentation of your authority) documentation of your authority)
Reminder Checklist:

1. You must sign the above release and acknowledgment.

2 Do not send originals of certificates or other documentation as they will not be returned.

3 Keep a copy of your Claim Form and all supporting documentation for your records.

4. If you move, please send your new address to the address below.

5 Do not use red pen or highlighter on the Claim Form or any supporting documentation.

6. Accurate claims processing takes significant time. Thank you for your patience.

Do not mail or send your Claim Form to the Court, the Parties, or their counsel. Submit your Claim Form only to the Claims
Administrator at the mailing, email, or online addresses listed below, no later than , to:

SafeMoon US Claims Processing
c/o Stretto

Questions? Call 1-800-XYZ-1234, email info@safemoonsettlement.com, or visit www.SafemoonSettlement.com PAGE 6 of 6
4917-8912-4451.2
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410 Exchange, Suite 100
Irvine, CA 92602
Online Submissions: https://cases.stretto.com/safemoon

Questions? Call 1-800-XYZ-1234, email info@safemoonsettlement.com, or visit www.SafemoonSettlement.com PAGE 7 of 6
4917-8912-4451.2



Ca¥eds@23\250892-DBRB-3CB Fikmt 0018l 22 3-E nteFéle D9A/DR26.0: 255 | DIXEEHMaihage
Document61 éfage 79 of 100

EXHIBIT A-3

(Summary Notice)
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THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH

MARK = COMBS, VLAD . 1ACOB’ and | Cage No. 2:22-cv-00642-DBB-JCB
BENJAMIN NORTHEY, Individually and on
Behalf of All Others Similarly Situated,

Plaintiffs, Assigned Judge: Hon. David Barlow

Referred Magistrate Judge: Jared C. Bennett
V.

SAFEMOON LLC, SAFEMOON US, LLC,
SAFEMOON CONNECT, LLC, TANO LLC,
SAFEMOON LTD, SAFEMOON
PROTOCOL LTD, SAFEMOON MEDIA
GROUP LTD, BRADEN JOHN KARONY,
JACK HAINES-DAVIES, HENRY “HANK”
WYATT, JAKE PAUL, KYLE NAGY,
DeANDRE CORTEZ WAY, BEN PHILLIPS,
MILES PARKS McCOLLUM, THOMAS
SMITH and DANIEL M. KEEM,

Defendants

SUMMARY NOTICE OF PENDENCY AND PROPOSED SETTLEMENT
OF CLASS ACTION

TO: ALL PERSONS AND ENTITIES THAT PURCHASED SAFEMOON (SFM)
TOKENS FROM MARCH 8, 2021 THROUGH NOVEMBER 1, 2023

THIS NOTICE WAS AUTHORIZED BY THE COURT. IT IS NOT A LAWYER
SOLICITATION. PLEASE READ THIS NOTICE CAREFULLY AND IN ITS
ENTIRETY.

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED, pursuant to an Order of the United States District Court
for the District of Utah, that a hearing will be held on , 2025, at , before the Honorable
David Barlow, United States District Judge, at the United States District Court for the District of
Utah, Orrin G. Hatch United States Courthouse, 351 South West Temple, Rm. 10.420, Salt Lake
City, Utah 84101, for the purpose of determining: (1) whether the proposed Settlement of the
above-captioned Action, as set forth in the settlement agreement reached between the Lead
Plaintiffs Mark Combs, Vlad Iacob, and Benjamin Northey, on behalf of themselves and the Class
and Ellen E. Ostrow, the Chapter 7 trustee (the “Trustee”) for the bankruptcy estate (the “Estate”)
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of SafeMoon US, LLC (“SafeMoon”), consisting of an estimated distribution of approximately
$12,000,000 in cash (as well as a possible subsequent settlement fund), should be approved as fair,
reasonable, and adequate to the Members of the Class; (2) whether the release by Class Members
of claims as set forth in the Stipulation and Agreement of Settlement and Release (the
“Stipulation”) should be authorized; (3) whether the application by Lead Counsel for an award of
attorneys’ fees and expenses and any award to the Lead Plaintiffs should be approved; and (4)
whether the Judgment, in the form attached to the Stipulation, should be entered. The Court may
change the date of the Settlement Hearing without providing another notice. You do NOT need
to attend the Settlement Hearing in order to receive a distribution from the Net Settlement Fund.

IF YOU PURCHASED SAFEMOON FROM MARCH §, 2021 THROUGH NOVEMBER
1, 2023, YOUR RIGHTS WILL BE AFFECTED BY THE SETTLEMENT OF THIS
LITIGATION.

Unless you filed a timely proof of claim in SafeMoon’s chapter 7 bankruptcy case, Case
No. 23-25749 (Bankr. D. Utah), to share in the distribution of the Net Settlement Fund, you must
establish your rights by submitting a Proof of Claim and Release Form (“Proof of Claim”) by mail

(postmarked no later than , 2025), or electronically at the following website:
www.SafeMoonSettlement.com, or by email at the following email address:
info@safemoonsettlement.com, no later than , 2025. Your failure to submit your
Proof of Claim by , 2025, will subject your claim to possible rejection and may

preclude you from receiving any of the recovery in connection with the Settlement of this Action.
If you are a member of the Class and do not request exclusion, you will be bound by the Settlement
and any judgment and release entered in the Action, including, but not limited to, the Judgment,
whether or not you submit a Proof of Claim. Lead Counsel represents you and other Members of
the Class. If you want to be represented by your own lawyer, you may hire one at your own
expense.

If you have not received a copy of the Notice, which more completely describes the
Settlement and your rights thereunder (including your right to object to the Settlement or exclude
yourself from the Class), you may obtain these documents, as well as a copy of the Stipulation
(which, among other things, contains definitions for the defined terms used in this Summary
Notice) and other Settlement documents, online at www.SafemoonSettlement.com, or by writing
to, emailing, or calling:

Safemoon Settlement
Claims Administrator
c/o Stretto Inc.
PO BOX —
Address
info@safemoonsettlement.com

Inquiries may also be made to a representative of Lead Counsel at:
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SCOTT+SCOTT ATTORNEYS AT LAW LLP
John T. Jasnoch
600 W. Broadway, Suite 3300
San Diego, CA 92101
Telephone: 619-233-4565
Facsimile: 619-233-0508
jjasnoch@scott-scott.com

Inquiries should NOT be directed to the Court, or the Clerk of the Court.

IF YOU DESIRE TO BE EXCLUDED FROM THE CLASS AND THE SETTLEMENT,
YOU MUST SUBMIT A REQUEST FOR EXCLUSION SUCH THAT IT IS POSTMARKED
NO LATER THAN ,2025, IN THE MANNER AND FORM EXPLAINED IN THE
NOTICE. ALL MEMBERS OF THE CLASS WHO HAVE NOT REQUESTED EXCLUSION
FROM THE CLASS WILL BE BOUND BY THE SETTLEMENT ENTERED IN THE ACTION.

IF YOU ARE A CLASS MEMBER, YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO OBJECT TO THE
SETTLEMENT, THE REQUEST BY LEAD COUNSEL FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’
FEES, COSTS, AND EXPENSES, AND/OR THE APPLICATION FOR AN AWARD TO THE
LEAD PLAINTIFFS FOR THEIR TIME AND EXPENSES. ANY WRITTEN OBJECTIONS
MUST BE SENT TO THE COURT POSTMARKED NO LATER THAN , 2025,
IN THE MANNER AND FORM EXPLAINED IN THE NOTICE. IF YOU FAIL TO OBJECT
IN THE MANNER AND FORM EXPLAINED IN THE NOTICE, YOU WILL BE DEEMED TO
HAVE WAIVED ANY OBJECTION AND WILL NOT BE ABLE TO APPEAR SEPARATELY
AT THE SETTLEMENT HEARING OR MAKE ANY OBJECTION TO THE SETTLEMENT,
THE REQUEST BY LEAD COUNSEL FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES, COSTS,
AND EXPENSES, AND/OR THE APPLICATION FOR AN AWARD TO THE LEAD
PLAINTIFFS FOR THEIR TIME AND EXPENSES.

DATED: , 2025 BY ORDER OF THE UNITED STATES
DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT
OF UTAH
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THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH

MARK COMBS, VLAD IACOB, and| case No. 2:22-cv-00642-DBB-JCB
BENJAMIN NORTHEY, Individually and on
Behalf of All Others Similarly Situated,

Plaintiffs, Assigned Judge: Hon. David Barlow

Referred Magistrate Judge: Jared C. Bennett
V.

SAFEMOON LLC, SAFEMOON US, LLC,
SAFEMOON CONNECT, LLC, TANO LLC,
SAFEMOON LTD, SAFEMOON
PROTOCOL LTD, SAFEMOON MEDIA
GROUP LTD, BRADEN JOHN KARONY,
JACK HAINES-DAVIES, HENRY “HANK?”
WYATT, JAKE PAUL, KYLE NAGY,
DeANDRE CORTEZ WAY, BEN PHILLIPS,
MILES PARKS McCOLLUM, THOMAS
SMITH and DANIEL M. KEEM,

Defendants

[PROPOSED] FINAL ORDER AND JUDGMENT GRANTING FINAL APPROVAL
OF CLASS ACTION SETTLEMENT
WHEREAS, the Court is advised that the Settling Parties, through their counsel, have
agreed, subject to Court approval following notice to the Class and a hearing, to settle this Action
upon the terms and conditions set forth in the Stipulation and Agreement of Settlement and Release

dated September 10, 2025 (the “Stipulation”), which was filed with the Court.!

! All defined and capitalized terms herein shall have the same meaning as set forth in the
Stipulation.
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WHEREAS, on , 2026, the Court entered its Order Preliminarily Approving
Settlement and Providing for Notice, which preliminarily approved the Settlement and approved
the form and manner of notice to the Class of the Settlement.

WHEREAS, said notice has been made to the Class and the Settlement Fairness Hearing
has been held pursuant to the terms of the Order Preliminarily Approving Settlement and Providing
for Notice.

NOW, THEREFORE, based upon the Stipulation and all of the filings, records, and
proceedings herein, and it appearing to the Court upon examination that the Settlement set forth in
the Stipulation is fair, reasonable, and adequate, and upon the Settlement Fairness Hearing having
been held after notice to the Class of the Settlement to determine if the Settlement is fair,
reasonable, and adequate and whether the Judgment should be entered in this Action, IT IS
ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED THAT:

1. The provisions of the Stipulation, including definitions of the terms used therein,
are hereby incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein.

2. This Court has jurisdiction of the subject matter of this Action and over all of the
Settling Parties and all members of the Class, including all Class Members who did not timely file
a request for exclusion from the Settlement Class by the relevant deadline pursuant to the
Preliminary Approval Order.

3. The form, content, and method of dissemination of notice given to the Class was
adequate and reasonable, met the requirements of due process, Rule 23 of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure, and 15 U.S.C. §78u-4(a)(7) (added to the Exchange Act by the Private Securities

Litigation Reform Act of 1995), and constituted the best notice practicable under the
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circumstances, including individual notice to all Class Members who could be identified through
reasonable effort.

4. Notice, as given, complied with the requirements of federal law, satisfied the
requirements of due process, and constituted due and sufficient notice of the matters set forth
herein.

5. The Settlement set forth in the Stipulation is fair, reasonable, and adequate.

@ The Settlement was negotiated at arm’s length by Lead Plaintiffs and Lead
Counsel on behalf of the Class and by the Trustee, all of whom were
represented by highly experienced and skilled counsel. The case settled
only after: (1) a court ordered settlement conference with Chief Magistrate
Dustin Pead, a highly experienced mediator who was thoroughly familiar
with this Action; (2) follow-up negotiations facilitated by the mediator; (3)
the exchange of detailed mediation statements, which highlighted the
factual and legal issues in dispute; (4) Lead Counsel’s extensive
investigation, which included, among other things, an extensive review of
publicly available information about the Settling Defendants; (5) the
drafting and filing of detailed initial complaint and amended complaint; (6)
full briefing on the Debtor Defendant’s motion to dismiss the Action; and
(7) the filing of the Class Proof of claim in the United States Bankruptcy
Court for the District of Utah (the “Bankruptcy Court”). Accordingly, both
Lead Plaintiffs and the Trustee were well-positioned to evaluate the
settlement value of this Action. The Stipulation has been entered into in

good faith and is not collusive.
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(b) If the Settlement had not been achieved, both Lead Plaintiffs and the Trustee
faced the expense, risk, and uncertainty of extended litigation, including a
hearing and decision on the class claim motion, the motion to dismiss, class
certification, summary judgment, trial, post-trial motions, and appeals. The
Court takes no position on the merits of either Lead Plaintiffs’ or the
Trustee’s potential arguments but notes these arguments as further evidence
in support of the reasonableness of the Settlement.

6. Lead Plaintiffs and Lead Counsel have fairly and adequately represented the
interests of the Class Members in connection with the Settlement.

7. Lead Plaintiffs, all Class Members, and the Released Defendants are hereby bound
by the terms of the Settlement set forth in the Stipulation.

8. The Settlement shall be consummated in accordance with the terms and provisions
of the Stipulation. The Settling Parties are to bear their own costs, except as otherwise provided
in the Stipulation.

9. The Court hereby grants class certification for settlement purposes and appoints
Mark Combs, Vlad lacob, and Benjamin Northey as Class Representatives and Scott+Scott
Attorneys at Law LLP as Settlement Class Counsel.

10.  The Court hereby reaffirms its determination in the Preliminary Approval Order
that the Settlement Class shall be composed of all means all persons and entities that purchased
SafeMoon (SFM) tokens from March 8, 2021 through November 1, 2023.

11. Upon the Class Action Effective Date, except with respect to individual claims by
persons who have validly and timely requested exclusion from the Class as listed in Exhibit A

hereto, all of the claims asserted in the First Amended (“Complaint”) (ECF No. 133) and in the
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Action against the Debtor Defendant are hereby dismissed with prejudice, without costs as to the
Settling Parties, except as awarded under the Settlement Fund and approved by the Court.

12. Upon the Class Action Effective Date, all Released Parties are released in
accordance with the Stipulation, and as defined in the Stipulation, each of the Releasing Parties
are hereby deemed to have fully, finally, and forever waived, released, relinquished, and

discharged each and every one of the Released Claims,? including Unknown Claims.?

2 “Released Claims” means Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims and the Released Defendants’
Claims. “Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims” means any and all individual or class claims,
demands, losses, rights, and causes of action of any nature whatsoever, known or Unknown
Claims, whether arising under federal, state, common, or foreign law by the Releasing Lead
Plaintiff Parties against the Released Defendants, that have been or could have been asserted in
the Action, or could in the future be asserted in any forum, domestic or foreign, or which arise out
of, are based upon, or relate to in any way to (i) the purchase, sale, acquisition, or disposition of
the SafeMoon or SFM Tokens and (ii) any of the allegations, acts, transactions, facts, events,
matters, occurrences, representations, or omissions involved, set forth, alleged, or referred to, in
the Action. For the avoidance of doubt, Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims do not include: (i)
claims relating to the enforcement of the Settlement; (ii) any claims of Persons who submit a
request for exclusion that is accepted by the Court; and (iii) any Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims
against third parties, including those who acted in concert with or aided and abetted any
wrongdoing. “Released Defendants” Claims” means all claims and causes of action of any nature
and description, including both known claims and Unknown Claims, whether arising under federal,
state, common, or foreign law, that Settling Defendants could have asserted against the Releasing
Lead Plaintiff Parties that arise out of, or relate in any way to, the institution, prosecution, or
settlement of the claims in the Action, except for claims relating to the enforcement of the
Settlement or any claims against any Person who submits a request for exclusion that is accepted
by the Court.

3 “Unknown Claims” means any Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims which Lead Plaintiffs,
any other Settlement Class Member, or any other Releasing Lead Plaintiff Party does not know or
suspect to exist in their favor at the time of the release of such claims, which, if known by them,
might have affected their decision(s) with respect to this Settlement, including, but not limited to,
whether or not to object to this Settlement or seek exclusion from the Class; and any Released
Defendants’ Claims which any Settling Defendant or any other Released Defendant Party does not
know or suspect to exist in their favor at the time of the release of such claims, which, if known
by them might have affected their decision(s) with respect to this Settlement. With respect to any
and all Released Claims, the Parties stipulate and agree that, upon the Class Action Effective Date
of the Settlement, Lead Plaintiffs and the Trustee shall expressly waive, and each of the other
Settlement Class Members and each of the other Released Parties shall be deemed to have waived,
and by operation of the Judgment, shall have expressly waived, any and all provisions, rights, and
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13. Upon the Class Action Effective Date, each of the Releasing Parties are hereby
forever barred and enjoined from filing, commencing, instituting, prosecuting, or maintaining,
either directly, indirectly, representatively, or in any other capacity, in this Court, or in any other
court of law or equity, administrative forum, or arbitration tribunal, any claim, counterclaim, cross-
claim, third-party claim, or other actions based upon, relating to, or arising out of, directly or
indirectly, any of the Released Claims.

14. Upon the Class Action Effective Date, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. §78u-4(f)(7)(A), this
Order provides that every Person is permanently and forever barred and enjoined from filing,

commencing, instituting, prosecuting, or maintaining, either directly, indirectly, representatively,

benefits conferred by any law of any state or territory of the United States, or principle of common
law or foreign law, which is similar, comparable, or equivalent to California Civil Code 81542,
which provides:

A general release does not extend to claims that the creditor or releasing party does
not know or suspect to exist in his or her favor at the time of executing the release,
and that, if known by him or her, would have materially affected his or her
settlement with the debtor or released party.

The Releasing Lead Plaintiff Parties and Released Defendant Parties acknowledge that they may
hereafter discover facts in addition to, or different from, those which he, she, it, or their counsel
now knows or believes to be true with respect to the subject matter of the Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’
Claims or Released Defendants’ Claims, but the Settling Parties shall expressly fully, finally, and
forever waive, compromise, settle, discharge, extinguish, and release, and each Releasing Plaintiff
Party and Released Defendant Party shall be deemed to have waived, compromised, settled,
discharged, extinguished, and released, and upon the Class Action Effective Date, and by operation
of the Judgment shall have waived, compromised, settled, discharged, extinguished, and released,
fully, finally, and forever, any and all Released Claims, known or unknown, suspected or
unsuspected, contingent or non-contingent, whether or not concealed or hidden, which now exist,
heretofore have existed, or may hereafter exist, upon any theory of law or equity now existing or
coming into existence in the future, including, but not limited to, conduct which is negligent,
intentional, with or without malice, or a breach of any duty, law, or rule, without regard to the
subsequent discovery or existence of such different or additional facts, legal theories, or
authorities.

Lead Plaintiffs and the Trustee acknowledge, and each of the other Settlement Class Members and
each of the other Released Parties shall be deemed by operation of law to have acknowledged, that
the foregoing waiver was separately bargained for and a key element of the Settlement.
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or in any other capacity, in this Court, or in any other federal, foreign, state, or local court, forum
or tribunal, any claim, counterclaim, cross-claim, third-party claim, or other actions based upon,
relating to, or arising out of the Releasing Lead Plaintiffs’ Claims and/or the transactions and
occurrences referred to in the Complaint, or in any other pleadings filed in this Action (including,
without limitation, any claim or action seeking indemnification and/or contribution, however
denominated), whether such claims are legal or equitable, known or unknown, foreseen or
unforeseen, matured or unmatured, accrued or unaccrued, or are asserted under federal, foreign,
state, local, or common law, including, without limitation, a specific bar against all future claims
for contribution arising out of the Action against the Released Defendant.

15.  To the extent required by the Exchange Act at Section 21D, as amended by the
Private Securities Litigation Reform Act, Non-Settling Defendants shall be entitled to a reduction
of any judgment that may be entered against them in this Action (including any subsequent action
that may be re-filed against them predicated on the same claims that have previously been asserted
against them in this Action) that is equal to the greater of: (i) the Settlement Amount; or (ii) the
Released Defendant Parties’ proportionate share of the fault.

16. Upon the Class Action Effective Date, each of the Trustee and the Trustee’s
Counsel and Advisors shall be deemed to have, and by operation of this Judgment shall have, fully,
finally, and forever released all Released Defendants” Claims.

17.  All Class Members who have not made their objections to the Settlement in the
manner provided in the Notice are deemed to have waived any objections by appeal, collateral

attack, or otherwise.
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18.  All Class Members who have failed to validly and timely submit Requests for
Exclusion (requests to opt out) from the Class are bound by the terms and conditions of the
Stipulation and this Judgment.

19.  The Requests for Exclusion, if any, by the persons or entities in Exhibit A to this
Judgment are accepted by the Court.

20. Neither this Judgment, the Preliminary Approval Order, the Stipulation (including
the exhibits thereto), nor any of the negotiations, documents, or proceedings connected with them
shall be argued to be or offered or received:

@ Against any of the Released Defendant Parties or their legal counsel as
evidence of, or construed as evidence of, any presumption, concession, or
admission by any of the Released Defendant Parties with respect to the truth
of any fact alleged in the Complaint or the Action, or the validity of any
claim that has been, or could have been, asserted against any of the Released
Defendants in the Complaint or the Action, or the deficiency of any defense
that has been, or could have been, asserted in the Action, or of any
wrongdoing or liability by any of the Released Defendants, or any liability,
fault, misrepresentation, or omission with respect to any statement or
written document approved or made by any of the Released Defendants.

(b) Against the Lead Plaintiffs or any Settlement Class Member or Lead
Counsel as evidence of, or construed as evidence of, any infirmity of the
claims alleged by the Lead Plaintiffs in the Complaint or the Action or of

any lack of merit to the claims or the Complaint or the Action or of any bad
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faith, dilatory motive, or inadequate prosecution of the claims or the
Complaint or the Action.

(© Against any of the Released Defendants, the Lead Plaintiffs, or any
Settlement Class Member, or their respective legal counsel, as evidence of,
or construed as evidence of, any presumption, concession, or admission by
any of the Released Defendants, the Lead Plaintiffs, or any Settlement Class
Member, or their respective legal counsel, with respect to any liability,
negligence, fault, or wrongdoing as against any of the Released Defendants,
the Lead Plaintiffs, or any Settlement Class Member, or their respective
legal counsel, in any other civil, criminal, or administrative action or
proceeding, other than such actions or proceedings as may be necessary to
effectuate the provisions of the Stipulation.

(d) Against any of the Released Defendants or their legal counsel as evidence
of, or construed as evidence of, any presumption, concession, or admission
by any of them that any of the Lead Plaintiffs’ claims have merit, or that
any defenses asserted by the Released Defendants are without merit, or that
the Settlement Amount represents the amount which could or would have
been received after any trial of the Action against them.

(e Against the Lead Plaintiffs or any Settlement Class Member, or Lead
Counsel, as evidence of, or construed as evidence of, any presumption,
concession, or admission by any of the Lead Plaintiffs or any Settlement
Class Member that any of their claims are without merit, or that any

defenses asserted by the Released Defendants have any merit, or that
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damages recoverable in the Action would not have exceeded the Settlement
Fund.

21. Neither the Stipulation nor the Settlement, nor any act performed or document
executed pursuant to, or in furtherance of, the Stipulation or the Settlement: (a) is or may be
deemed to be, or may be used as, a presumption, concession, or admission of, or evidence of, the
validity of any Releasing Lead Plaintiffs” Claims or of any wrongdoing or liability of the Released
Defendants or the Released Defendant Parties; or (b) is or may be deemed to be, or may be used
as, a presumption, concession, or admission of, or evidence of, any fault or omission of any of the
Released Defendants or the Released Defendant Parties in any civil, criminal, or administrative
proceeding in any court, administrative agency, or other tribunal; or (c) is or may be deemed to be
an admission or evidence that any claims asserted by the Lead Plaintiffs, any Class Member, or
Lead Counsel were not valid in any civil, criminal, or administrative proceeding.

22.  The Parties and other Released Parties, for the avoidance of doubt, may file or refer
to this Judgment, the Stipulation, Preliminary Approval Order, and/or any Claim Form: (a) to
effectuate the liability protections and/or releases granted hereunder or thereunder, including,
without limitation, to support a defense or counterclaim based on principles of res judicata,
collateral estoppel, release, good-faith settlement, judgment bar or reduction, or any theory of
claim preclusion or issue preclusion or similar defense or counterclaim; (b) to obtain a judgment
reduction under applicable law; (c) to enforce any applicable insurance policies and any
agreements relating thereto; or (d) to enforce the terms of the Stipulation and/or this Judgment.

23. In the event that the Final Order Date or Class Action Effective Date does not occur
in accordance with the terms and conditions set forth in the Stipulation, then this Order and

Judgment shall be vacated, rendered null and void, and be of no further force and effect, except as

10
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otherwise provided by the Stipulation, and this Judgment shall be without prejudice to the rights
of the Parties, and the Parties shall be deemed to have reverted nunc pro tunc to their respective
positions as of September 10, 2024, and the Parties shall proceed in all respects as if the Stipulation
had not been executed and the related orders had not been entered, without prejudice in any way
from the negotiation, fact, or terms of the Settlement, and preserving all of their respective claims
and defenses in the Action, and shall revert to their respective positions in the Action. In such
circumstances, the Parties shall thereafter work together to arrive at a mutually agreeable schedule
for resuming litigation of the Action.

24, Exclusive jurisdiction is hereby retained over the Parties for all matters relating to
the Action, including the administration, interpretation, effectuation, or enforcement of the
Stipulation, the Settlement contained therein, and this Judgment, except that the Parties shall
proceed in the Bankruptcy Court on the matters set forth pursuant to the terms of the Stipulation
including, without limitation, the administration of Proofs of Claim.

25.  Without further order of the Court, the Parties may agree to reasonable extensions
of time to carry out any of the provisions in the Stipulation.

26.  The Trustee and/or the Trustee’s Counsel has provided notification to all
appropriate federal and state officials regarding the Settlement as required by 28 U.S.C. §1715.

27.  The Court finds that during the course of the Action, the Settling Parties and their
respective counsel at all times complied with the requirements of Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
11.

28.  The Court’s orders entered during this Action relating to the confidentiality of

information shall survive this Settlement.

11
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29. A separate order shall be entered regarding Lead Counsel’s application for
attorneys’ fees and payment of expenses as allowed by the Court. Such order shall in no way
disturb or affect this Judgment and shall be considered separate from this Judgment. Such order
shall in no way affect or delay the finality of this Judgment and shall not affect or delay the Class
Action Effective Date.

30.  Without affecting the finality of this Judgment in any way, this Court hereby retains
continuing jurisdiction over: (i) implementation of the Settlement; (ii) any applications for
attorneys’ fees, costs, interest, and payment of expenses in the Action; (iii) all Parties for the
purpose of construing, enforcing, and administering the Settlement and this Judgment; and (iv)
other matters related or ancillary to the foregoing.

31.  There is no just reason for delay in the entry of this Judgment and immediate entry

by the Clerk of the Court is respectfully directed.

IT ISSO ORDERED.

DATED:

DAVID BARLOW, U.S.D.J.
DISTRICT OF UTAH

12
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993 0x07CDb8fC334DEB102a39d28fD01827a0Bf5605A8 17,497,813.176 0.0017%
994 0xf8344D2Ba3A8985cEf44CDCf19C7EO5F82DESAFD 17,496,673.8192 0.0017%
995 0x2705C13fC20307635¢c251aA869b1C7AES5a10321 17,492,446.9034 0.0017%
996 0x331062f87afeC11354E440a4BB59C9EC6FbbEd4A 17,436,383.7234 0.0017%
997 0x8a7252c0d67bCF9032E892aa6a7031bB68925b44 17,477,660.9431 0.0017%
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< Cases (https://cases.stretto.com)
Case Number: 23-25749 (PH)
SafeMoon US, LLC
District of Utah
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Claims 3of7 Items Per Page: 25 | 50 | 100
Creditor Name Schedule No. Claim No. Date Filed Current Claim Debtor Name

v Amount
Confidential 1575 04/01/2026 $4,800.00 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1574 02/26/2026 $250.00 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1573 02/23/2026 $20,000.00 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1572 02/20/2026 $5,440.00 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1571 02/21/2026 $400.00 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1570 02/14/2026 $10,000.00 SafeMoon US, LLC

Creditor



Creditor N8 222V QRBAFARE ICB  SARINEN, 22353te Ak 04/03/26  PaORRt¥21aihi 298 Debtor Name

4 of
v Amount
Redacted 1569 02/11/2026 $3,500.00 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1568 02/11/2026 $2,500.00 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Redacted 1567 02/09/2026 $60,000.00 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1566 02/14/2026 $700.00 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1565 02/11/2026 $173.08 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1564 02/05/2026 $6,341.67 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1563 01/27/2026 $2,000.00 SafeMoon US, LLC

Creditor



Creditor N8 222V QRBAFARE ICB  SARINENL2235dte Ak 04/03/26  PaORRtBLiaithi 298 Debtor Name

5 of
v Amount
Confidential 1562 01/22/2026 $1,400.00 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1561 01/21/2026 $15,850.00 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1560 01/12/2026 $7,672.72 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Redaction 1559 01/14/2026 $4,460.70 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Redaction 1558 01/08/2026 $2,039.91 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1557 01/04/2026 $3,000.00 SafeMoon US, LLC
Creditor
Confidential 1556 12/22/2025 $209,046.88 SafeMoon US, LLC

Creditor
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