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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
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I, Abraham Harari, of full age, do hereby declare and say: 

1. My name is Abraham Harari.  I am the President, owner and co-founder of Capital 

Audio Electronics, Inc. (“Capital Audio” or the “Store”).  

2. Capital Audio is a small, family-run business that sells consumer electronics 

(televisions, stereo equipment, video cameras, etc.).  Its “retail division” is a single storefront on 

Duane Street in lower Manhattan.  A few doors down the block on Duane Street is the Store’s 

“corporate division.”  From this location, Capital Audio runs a separate wholesale business that sells 

consumer electronics to retailers in the New York metropolitan area. 

3. Capital Audio previously submitted a declaration in support of the proposed 

settlement in this case on April 11, 2013.  Dkt. No. 2113-7. 

4. As I said in my previous declaration, Capital Audio, believes that the proposed 

settlement is fair, reasonable and adequate and in the best interest of all members of the Rule 

23(b)(2) and (b)(3) Settlement Classes. 

5. Capital Audio is familiar with many of the objections that have been filed in 

opposition to the proposed settlement, including the objections made by some of the named 

plaintiffs. 

6. Capital Audio is familiar with the unfounded claim, made by NACS and others, that 

the named plaintiffs that signed the Class Settlement Agreement did so only in exchange for the 

guarantee of receiving incentive awards.  This is completely false.  Capital Audio agreed to serve as 

a class representative without any guarantee that it would receive an incentive award if the case 

settled, and agreed to the settlement without any promise that it would receive an incentive award.  

There was no “quid pro quo,” contrary to the objectors’ claim. 
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