






























































































































































































































































37.  The Notice Program followed the gunidance for satisfying due process obligations
that a notice expert gleans from the United States Supreme Court’s seminal decisions, which
emphasize the need: (a) to endeavor to actually inform the Settlement Class, and (b) to ensure that

notice is reasonably calculated to do so:

a)  “[W]hen notice is a person’s due, process which is a mere gesture is not
due process. The means employed must be such as one desirous of
actually informing the absentee might reasonably adopt to accomplish
it,” Mullane v. Central Hanover Trust, 339 U.S, 306, 315 (1950); and

b)  “[NJotice 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,” Eisen v. Carlisle & Jacquelin,
417 U.S. 156 (1974) (citing Muilane, 339 U.S. at 314).

38.  The Notice Program schedule afforded sufficient time to provide full and proper
notice to Settlement Class members before the deadlines to opt-out or object.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed June 10,
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