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waived that right by agreeing to be bound by a physical solution to be later approved by the

Court.

Finally,the W illis Class Settlement Agreement does not require further notice to be given

regarding the terms of the physical solution;the W illis Class Settlement Notice acknowledges

that the physical solution may,in fact,be different from the W illis Class Settlement Agreement.

(Motion,Ex.C at ¶9.)

V. CONCLUSION

For the above reasons,the Court should deny the Motion.
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