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ORDER

This 19th day of December 2013, the Court, haviogsered this
matter after oral argument and on the briefs filmd the parties, has
determined that the final judgment of the CourtGifancery should be
affirmed on the basis of and for the reasons asdigoy the Court of
Chancery in its opinion dated June 24, 2013.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the judgrh
of the Court of Chancery be, and the same herel®AHSIRMED.

BY THE COURT:

/s/ Randy J. Holland
Justice




