
 

 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE  

WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI 

WESTERN DIVISION 

 

JEREMY KEEL, JEROD BREIT,  ) 

HOLLEE ELLIS, FRANCES HARVEY, ) 

RHONDA BURNETT, DON GIBSON,  ) 

LAUREN CRISS, JOHN MEINERS,  ) 

DANIEL UMPA, CHRISTOPHER   ) 

MOEHRL, MICHAEL COLE, STEVE  ) 

DARNELL, JACK RAMEY, and   ) 

JANE RUH, individually and on behalf  ) 

of all others similarly situated,   ) 

      ) 

  Plaintiffs,    ) 

      ) 

 v.      )  Case No. 4:25-cv-00055-SRB 

      )  

      )  

HOUSE OF SEVEN GABLES  ) 

REAL ESTATE, INC., WASHINGTON ) JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

FINE PROPERTIES, LLC; SIDE, INC.;  ) 

SIGNATURE PROPERTIES OF  ) 

HUNTINGTON, LLC; J.P. PICCININI ) 

REAL ESTATE SERVICES, LLC;  ) 

JPAR FRANCHISING, LLC; CAIRN ) 

REAL ESTATE HOLDINGS, LLC;   ) 

CAIRN JPAR HOLDINGS, LLC;  ) 

YOUR CASTLE REAL ESTATE, LLC; )  

BROOKLYN NEW YORK MULTIPLE ) 

LISTING SERVICE, INC.; CENTRAL  ) 

NEW YORK INFORMATION   ) 

SERVICE, INC.; FIRST TEAM REAL ) 

ESTATE - ORANGE COUNTY; SIBCY ) 

CLINE, INC.     ) 

      ) 

  Defendants.    ) 

 

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION AND SUGGESTIONS IN SUPPORT OF 

MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT WITH  

DEFENDANT SIBCY CLINE 

 

This Court granted preliminary settlement approval on February 4, 2025. See Doc. 7. On 

February 5, 2025, Plaintiffs reached an additional settlement with Sibcy Cline, Inc. and Sibcy 
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Cline, Inc. of Kentucky (collectively, “Sibcy Cline”). The Settlement is attached as Exhibit A to 

the Berman Declaration, Exhibit 1. The Sibcy Cline Settlement is materially the same as all other 

settlements in this case that the Court approved.  

As with the prior settlements in the real estate commissions litigation, the Sibcy Cline 

Settlement was the result of lengthy arms-length negotiations, including mediation with Greg 

Lindstrom, and consideration of the risk and cost of litigation. See Berman Decl. at ¶¶ 10-12. As 

with the prior settlements, this Settlement was reached after an investigation of the Defendant’s 

financial condition and ability to pay a judgment or settlement. See id. The Settlement is fair, 

reasonable, and adequate, and beneficial to the Settlement Classes. See id.  The Class 

Representatives have approved them. See id. at ¶ 13. 

A. Settlement Class: 

The proposed Sibcy Cline Settlements reflects the same Settlement Class that the Court 

preliminarily approved for all other brokerage Defendants in this case: 

All persons who sold a home that was listed on a multiple listing service1 anywhere in the 
United States where a commission was paid to any brokerage in connection with the sale 
of the home in the following date range: October 31, 2019 to date of Class Notice.  

 

(See Sibcy Cline Agreement at ¶ 13) 

B. Settlement Amount: 

The Settlement provides Sibcy Cline will pay $895,000, bringing the total settlement fund 

in this case to a total of $11,465,000 for the benefit of the Settlement Class.  

Together with other Settlements in Gibson and Burnett, Plaintiffs have recovered over $1 

billion for the benefit of the Settlement Class. The non-monetary terms of Sibcy Cline Settlement 

 
1 MLS includes non-NAR multiple listing services, including REBNY / RLS, as well as 

multiple listing services owned, operated, or governed by, or associated with the Florida 

Association of Realtors (or its regional and local associations). 
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are the same in all material respects as the terms of the previous Gibson and Burnett Settlements 

that this Court preliminarily approved in this case, as well as including substantially similar 

Practice Changes (Sibcy Cline Agreement at ¶¶ 48-50), Cooperation (id. at ¶¶ 51-54), and 

Release provisions (id. at ¶¶ 28-30).  

Because the Settlement provides substantially similar relief to the Settlements the Court 

previously approved in Burnett (Burnett Docs. 1487, 1622), Gibson (Gibson Doc. 530), and Keel 

(Doc. 7), the Court should grant preliminary approval of the present Settlement with Sibcy Cline. 

In support, Plaintiffs incorporate herein their previous motions for preliminary and final approval 

in Gibson and Burnett (e.g., Burnett Docs. 1458, 1518, 1538; Gibson Docs. 161, 294, and 521) as 

well is this case (Doc. 2). 

Plaintiffs will include the Sibcy Cline Settlement in their forthcoming motion for approval 

of the form and manner of Class notice that satisfies the requirements of due process and also takes 

into account the settlement notice that has already been provided at least three times in Burnett 

and Gibson. 

Wherefore, Plaintiffs respectfully request that the Court enter an order: (1) preliminarily 

approving the Settlement with Sibcy Cline; (2) certifying the Settlement Class as defined above 

for settlement purposes only; (3) appointing Plaintiffs as Settlement Class Representatives; (4) 

appointing Co-Lead Settlement Class Counsel;2 (5) appointing JND as the notice administrator; 

and (6) directing Plaintiffs to file, at a later date, a motion seeking approval of the form and manner 

of class notice. 

 

 
2 Proposed Settlement Class Counsel are Ketchmark & McCreight P.C., Boulware Law LLC, 

Williams Dirks Dameron LLC, Hagens Berman Sobol Shapiro LLP, Cohen Milstein Sellers & 

Toll PLLC, and Susman Godfrey LLP. (See, e.g., Doc. 530 at ¶ 88 and Doc. 534 at ¶ 8.) 
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Dated: February 7, 2025 Respectfully submitted by, 

HAGENS BERMAN SOBOL SHAPIRO 

LLP 
 
/s/ Steve W. Berman    
Steve W. Berman (pro hac vice) 
steve@hbsslaw.com 
1301 Second Avenue, Suite 2000 
Seattle, WA 98101 
Telephone: (206) 623-7292 
 
Rio S. Pierce (pro hac vice) 
riop@hbsslaw.com 
715 Hearst Avenue, Suite 300 

WILLIAMS DIRKS DAMERON LLC 

 

/s/ Eric L. Dirks     

Eric L. Dirks MO # 54921 

1100 Main Street, Suite 2600 

Kansas City, MO 64105 

Tele: (816) 945 7110 

Fax: (816) 945-7118 

dirks@williamsdirks.com  

 

Berkeley, CA 94710 
Telephone: (510) 725-3000 

 

Jeannie Evans (pro hac vice) 

Nathan Emmons (Mo. Bar. No. 70046) 

455 North Cityfront Plaza Drive, Suite 2410 

Chicago, IL 60611 

Telephone: (708) 628-4949 

jeannie@hbsslaw.com  

nathane@hbsslaw.com  
 

BOULWARE LAW LLC 

Brandon J.B. Boulware MO # 54150 

Jeremy M. Suhr MO # 60075 

1600 Genessee Street, Suite 956A 

Kansas City, MO 64102 

Tele: (816) 492-2826 

Fax: (816) 492-2826 

brandon@boulware-law.com  

jeremy@boulware-law.com  
 

COHEN MILSTEIN SELLERS & 

TOLL PLLC 

 

Benjamin D. Brown (pro hac vice) Robert 

A. Braun (pro hac vice) Sabrina Merold 

(pro hac vice) 1100 New York Ave. NW, 

Fifth Floor Washington, DC 20005 

Telephone: (202) 408-4600 

bbrown@cohenmilstein.com 

rbraun@cohenmilstein.com 

smerold@cohenmilstein.com  
 

KETCHMARK AND MCCREIGHT P.C. 

Michael Ketchmark MO # 41018 

Scott McCreight MO # 44002 11161 

Overbrook Rd. Suite 210 

Leawood, Kansas 66211  

Tele: (913) 266-4500  

mike@ketchmclaw.com  

smccreight@ketchmclaw.com  
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs and the Class 

Daniel Silverman (pro hac vice)  

769 Centre Street, Suite 207  

Boston, MA 02130 

Telephone: (617) 858-1990 

dsilverman@cohenmilstein.com 
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SUSMAN GODFREY L.L.P.  

Marc M. Seltzer (pro hac vice)  

Steven G. Sklaver (pro hac vice)  

1900 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 1400  

Los Angeles, California 90067  

Telephone: (310) 789-3100  

mseltzer@susmangodfrey.com  

ssklaver@susmangodfrey.com  
 

 

Beatrice C. Franklin (pro hac vice) 
One Manhattan West 
New York, New York 10001 
Telephone: (212) 336-8330 
bfranklin@susmangodfrey.com 
 

 

Matthew R. Berry (pro hac vice)  

Floyd G. Short (pro hac vice)  

Alexander W. Aiken (pro hac vice)  

401 Union St., Suite 3000  

Seattle, Washington 98101  

Telephone: (206) 516-3880  

mberry@susmangodfrey.com  

fshort@susmangodfrey.com  
aaiken@susmangodfrey.com 
 

 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs and the Class  

 

THE PETTIT LAW FIRM 

Julie Pettit (pro hac vice forthcoming) 

jpettit@pettitfirm.com 

1900 N. Pearl, Suite 1740 

Dallas, Texas 75201 

Telephone: (214) 329-0151 

Facsimile: (214) 329-4076 

 

LYNN PINKER HURST & SCHWEGMANN, LLP 

Michael K. Hurst (pro hac vice forthcoming) 

mhurst@lynnllp.com  

2100 Ross Avenue, Suite 2700 

Dallas, Texas 75201 

Telephone: (214) 981-3800 

Facsimile: (214) 981-3839 

 

KAPLAN FOX & KILSHEIMER LLP 

Frederic S. Fox (pro hac vice forthcoming) 

800 Third Avenue, 38th Floor 

New York, NY 10022 

Telephone: (212) 687-1980 
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Facsimile: (212) 687-7714 

ffox@kaplanfox.com 

 

Additional Class Counsel 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE  

WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI 

WESTERN DIVISION 

 

JEREMY KEEL, JEROD BREIT,  ) 

HOLLEE ELLIS, FRANCES HARVEY, ) 

RHONDA BURNETT, DON GIBSON,  ) 

LAUREN CRISS, JOHN MEINERS,  ) 

DANIEL UMPA, CHRISTOPHER   ) 

MOEHRL, MICHAEL COLE, STEVE  ) 

DARNELL, JACK RAMEY, and   ) 

JANE RUH, individually and on behalf  ) 

of all others similarly situated,   ) 

      ) 

      ) 

  Plaintiffs,    ) 

      ) 

 v.      )  Case No. 4:25-cv-00055-SRB 

      )  

      )  

HOUSE OF SEVEN GABLES  ) 

REAL ESTATE, INC., WASHINGTON ) JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

FINE PROPERTIES, LLC; SIDE, INC.;  ) 

SIGNATURE PROPERTIES OF  ) 

HUNTINGTON, LLC; J.P. PICCININI ) 

REAL ESTATE SERVICES, LLC;  ) 

JPAR FRANCHISING, LLC; CAIRN ) 

REAL ESTATE HOLDINGS, LLC;   ) 

CAIRN JPAR HOLDINGS, LLC;  ) 

YOUR CASTLE REAL ESTATE, LLC; )  

BROOKLYN NEW YORK MULTIPLE ) 

LISTING SERVICE, INC.; CENTRAL  ) 

NEW YORK INFORMATION   ) 

SERVICE, INC.; FIRST TEAM REAL ) 

ESTATE - ORANGE COUNTY; SIBCY ) 

CLINE, INC.     ) 

      ) 

  Defendants.    ) 

 

 

DECLARATION OF STEVE W. BERMAN IN SUPPORT OF PRELIMINARY 

APPROVAL OF SIBCY CLINE SETTLEMENT; CERTIFICATION OF SETTLEMENT 

CLASS; AND APPOINTMENT OF CLASS REPRESENTATIVES AND SETTLEMENT 

CLASS COUNSEL 
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I, Steve W. Berman, state under oath, as follows: 

 

1. I am the Managing Partner of Hagens Berman Sobol Shapiro LLP (“Hagens 

Berman”). The Court in Moehrl v Nat’l Ass’n of Realtors, Case No. 1:19-cv-01610-ARW (N.D. 

Ill.) (“Moehrl”) appointed my firm, together with Cohen Milstein Sellers & Toll PLLC (“Cohen 

Milstein”), and Susman Godfrey LLP (“Susman Godfrey”), as Co-Lead Class Counsel in the 

Moehrl litigation. 

2. Hagens Berman, Cohen Milstein, and Susman Godfrey also served as co-counsel 

for Plaintiffs in Umpa v Nat’l Ass’n of Realtors, Case No. 4:23-cv-00945-FJG (W.D. Mo.) until 

that case was consolidated with this case (“Gibson”) on April 23, 2024. (Gibson Doc. 145, Umpa 

Docs. 245–246). Our three firms, together with Ketchmark & McCreight, P.C. (“Ketchmark & 

McCreight”), Boulware Law LLC (“Boulware Law”) and Williams Dirks Dameron LLC 

(“Williams Dirks Dameron”) now serve as co-counsel for Plaintiffs in the consolidated Gibson 

action. (Gibson Doc. 146). The Court appointed these six firms as Interim Co-Lead Class Counsel, 

with responsibility “for any settlement negotiations with Defendants.” (Gibson Doc. 180). The 

Court also appointed the six firms as Co-Lead Counsel for the Settlement Classes in the first 

thirteen Gibson Settlements. (See Gibson Docs. 163, 297, 348, 530, and 534). 

3. We reached settlements with a total of 9 brokerages and MLSs outside of the 

Burnett / Moehrl and Gibson matters. We filed this case, including as a mechanism for approval 

of those settlements. On February 5, 2025, we reached an additional settlement with Sibcy Cline. 

4. I submit this declaration in support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Approval 

of Settlement with Sibcy Cline; Certification of Settlement Class; and Appointment of Class 

Representatives and Settlement Class Counsel. Based on personal knowledge or discussions with 
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counsel in my firm and co-counsel regarding the matters stated herein, if called upon, I could and 

would testify competently thereto. 

5. I have served as lead or co-lead counsel in antitrust, securities, consumer, products 

liability, and employment class actions, and other complex litigation matters throughout the 

country. For example, I have represented thousands of plaintiffs in large antitrust cases and have 

achieved favorable results for them. I was the lead trial lawyer in In re National Collegiate Athletic 

Association Athletic Grant-In-Aid Cap Antitrust Litig., MDL No. 2541 (N.D. Cal.) where the class 

obtained injunctive relief following a bench trial. As co-lead counsel in In re Visa 

Check/Mastercard Antitrust Litig., No. 96-cv-05238 (E.D.N.Y.), I obtained the then largest 

antitrust settlement in history for consumers while challenging alleged anti-competitive 

agreements among U.S. banks, Visa, and Mastercard, regarding ATM fees. I also represented 

consumers in In re Optical Disk Drive Products Antitrust Litig., No. 10-md-2143-RS (N.D. Cal.), 

In re Electronic Books Antitrust Litig., No. 11-md-02293 (DLC) (S.D.N.Y.), and In re Lithium Ion 

Batteries Antitrust Litig., No. 13-md-02430 (N.D. Cal.), obtaining court-approved settlements for 

class members in all three cases. I was approved as co-lead counsel to represent a certified class 

of thousands of consumers in In re Broiler Chicken Antitrust Litig., No. 1:16-cv-08637 (N.D. Ill. 

May 27, 2022), ECF No. 5644. I have negotiated numerous settlements in class and non-class 

cases during my decades of practice. 

6. Proposed Settlement Class Counsel are the following law firms: 

• Ketchmark & McCreight, P.C., 

• Boulware Law LLC, 

• Williams Dirks Dameron LLC, 

• Cohen Milstein Sellers & Toll PLLC, 

• Hagens Berman Sobol Shapiro LLP, and 

• Susman Godfrey LLP. 
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7. Proposed Settlement Class Counsel are highly experienced in the areas of antitrust 

and class action litigation. They have tried antitrust class actions to verdict and prosecuted and 

settled numerous others. Hagens Berman, Cohen Milstein, and Susman Godfrey—Co-Lead Class 

Counsel in Moehrl—each have extensive antitrust class action experience and have successfully 

prosecuted some of the most complex private antitrust cases in the last two decades. Each has a 

history of winning landmark verdicts and negotiating favorable settlements for their clients. Their 

collective and individual litigation experience—discussed in the memorandum of law and exhibits 

filed in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Appointment of Interim Co-Lead Class Counsel—amply 

demonstrates that all six firms have extensive knowledge of the relevant law, as well as the 

resources for effective representation of Settlement Class Plaintiffs, and the proven ability to reach 

superior results for parties injured by anticompetitive practices. (Gibson Doc. 156). 

8. On behalf of Plaintiffs, other Co-Lead Counsel and I participated in settlement 

negotiations with opposing counsel and/or analysis and deliberation among the Plaintiffs’ legal 

team regarding settlement terms. 

9. The Settlement was achieved through extensive negotiations, and only after a 

mediation with Greg Lindstrom and fully evaluating Sibcy Cline’s financial condition.  Attached 

as Exhibit A is a true and accurate copy of the Settlement Agreement between Plaintiffs and Sibcy 

Cline. 

10. In my opinion, and in that of highly experienced Co-Lead Counsel, the proposed 

Settlement Agreement is fair, reasonable, and adequate. It provides substantial monetary and non-

monetary benefits to the Settlement Class, and it avoids the risks, costs, and delay of continuing 

protracted litigation. Details of the agreed monetary relief, changes to or maintenance of Sibcy 
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Cline’s business practices, and cooperation in Plaintiffs’ ongoing litigation against the non-settling 

defendants are set forth in the Settlement Agreement attached as Exhibits A. 

11. Plaintiffs and Class Counsel reached the Settlement Agreement after arms-length 

negotiations, including mediation with Greg Lindstrom, and considering the risk and cost of 

litigation. Plaintiffs and Class Counsel believe the claims asserted are meritorious and that the 

evidence developed to date supports the claims, but also recognize the risk and delay of 

proceedings in a complex case like this, and believe that the Settlement confers substantial benefits 

upon the Settlement Class Members. 

12. In my opinion, the Settlement is fair and reasonable in light of the financial 

condition of each Defendant, and the limited resources available to each to satisfy a judgment as 

compared to the size of the potential damages. Pursuant to FRE 408, Plaintiffs received and 

carefully reviewed detailed financial records from Defendants. Counsel assessed whether Settling 

Defendants could withstand a greater payment. The monetary settlements were reached with due 

consideration for the Defendants’ ability to pay a judgment or settlement. 

13. Class Counsel have discussed the Settlement Agreement with the Class 

Representatives, and they have approved them. 

14. There was no collusion among counsel for the parties at any time during these 

settlement negotiations. To the contrary, the negotiations were contentious, hard fought, and fully 

informed. Plaintiffs sought to obtain the largest possible monetary recovery, as well as the most 

impactful changes to (or agreements to maintain) Sibcy Cline’s business practices to avert 

potentially anticompetitive conduct going forward. Plaintiffs further sought the most helpful 

cooperation possible from Sibcy Cline. 
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15. When the Settlement Agreement was executed with Sibcy Cline, Co-Lead Counsel 

were fully aware of the strengths and weaknesses of each side’s positions. Extensive litigation and 

settlement negotiations in the related actions Moehrl, Burnett, and Gibson, laid the foundation for 

expeditiously achieving favorable settlements with Sibcy Cline. The parties in Burnett and Moehrl 

completed over five years of extensive fact and expert discovery, including propounding and 

responding to multiple sets of interrogatories and requests for production, followed by the 

production of well over 5 million pages of documents from the parties and dozens of non-parties 

across both actions. Plaintiffs briefed numerous discovery motions and disputed items in order to 

obtain important evidence to support their claims. The parties conducted over 100 depositions in 

the Moehrl action and over 80 depositions in the Burnett action. Moehrl Plaintiffs engaged six 

experts and Burnett Plaintiffs engaged five experts to support their claims and to rebut claims from 

the nine experts retained by Defendants in each case. Most experts in the case were deposed after 

the submission of 24 expert reports in Moehrl and 19 expert reports in Burnett. The Plaintiffs in 

both cases also briefed summary judgment, and the Plaintiffs in Burnett prevailed at trial, including 

against NAR, and briefed post-trial motions. 

16. Discovery in Burnett and Moehrl focused on the nationwide rules and practices of 

NAR and its members. Class Counsel and experts in Burnett and Moehrl analyzed rules, policies, 

practices, and transaction data, including on a nationwide basis. They also evaluated whether those 

policies and practices differed among MLSs across the country. Class Counsel obtained and 

analyzed information regarding the entire industry, and not just the MLSs and Defendants at issue 

in Burnett and Moehrl. 

17. During the course of the Burnett and Moehrl litigation, Plaintiffs’ counsel engaged 

in extensive arm’s-length settlement negotiations with various defendants in those cases that lasted 
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nearly four years, including several in-person and telephonic mediations with a nationally 

recognized and highly experienced mediator, mediations with a retired federal court judge and a 

federal magistrate judge, and dozens of one-on-one calls and direct communications. This work 

resulted in Settlement Agreements in those actions that required NAR and several of the largest 

real estate brokerage firms to abolish the challenged rules, provide cooperation in litigation against 

non-settling defendants, and pay the following amounts: 

a. Anywhere Real Estate, Inc. (f/k/a Realogy Holdings Corp.) (“Anywhere”): 

$83.5 million, 

b. RE/MAX LLC (“RE/MAX”): $55 million, 

c. Keller Williams Realty, Inc. (“Keller Williams”): $70 million,  

d. HomeServices of America, Inc., BHH Affiliates, LLC, Long & Foster 

Companies, Inc., and HSF Affiliates, LLC (“HomeServices”): $250 

million, and 

e. The National Association of Realtors (“NAR”): at least $418 million. 

18. Proposed Settlement Class Counsel are the same attorneys who successfully 

represented home sellers in the Burnett, Moehrl, and Gibson actions—and who prevail at trial in 

Burnett and achieved favorable settlements on behalf of home sellers. Proposed Settlement Class 

Counsel then used their work in those actions to further benefit the class. Plaintiffs filed the Gibson 

and Umpa actions alleging a nationwide class against additional Defendants. Based on their 

extensive work and research in Burnett and Moehrl, as well as in this action, Co-Lead Counsel 

were well informed of the value and consequences of the Settlement Agreement.  

19. In addition, in my opinion, the named Plaintiffs have ably represented the interests 

of the proposed class. Each has served as a named plaintiff in other litigation involving real estate 

commissions and has experience litigating such claims. In addition, each named Plaintiff 
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considered and approved the Settlement. Each also approved the filing of the complaint and is 

prepared to represent the Class. 

20. Given the considerable cost of issuing class notice in a case of this size, and the 

total Settlement Amount provided by this Settlement, I believe it would serve the best interest of 

the Class to implement a combined notice program that includes notice of several settlements in 

the related Gibson action. This would enable the Parties to make more efficient use of settlement 

funds. Plaintiffs intend to file a motion to approve the form of a combined notice program shortly. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed February 7, 2025. 

/s/ Steve W. Berman    

Steve W. Berman 
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Agreement shall, if they cannot be resolved by the Settling Parties, be presented to Greg Lindstrom 

for his assistance in mediating a resolution and, if a resolution is not reached, to binding arbitration 

with Greg Lindstrom. 

66. Each Settling Party acknowledges that he, she or it has been and is being fully advised

by competent legal counsel of such Settling Party's own choice and fully understands the terms and 

conditions of this Settlement Agreement, and the meaning and import thereof, and that such Settling 

Party's execution of this Settlement Agreement is with the advice of such Settling Party's counsel 

and of such Settling Party's own free will. Each Settling Party represents and warrants that it has 

sufficient information regarding the transaction and the other parties to reach an informed decision 

and has, independently and without relying upon the other parties, and based on such information as 

it has deemed appropriate, made its own decision to enter into this Settlement Agreement and was 

not fraudulently or otherwise wrongfully induced to enter into this Settlement Agreement. 

67. Each of the undersigned attorneys represents that he or she is fully authorized to

enter into the terms and conditions of, and to execute, this Settlement Agreement. 

Date: 5th Day of February, 2025 

ON BEHALF OF CO-LEAD COUNSEL 

Hagens Berman Sobol Shapiro LLP 

24 
\14164-24SH1200 vl 
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