UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN RE: NATIONAL FOOTBALL : No. 2:12-md-02323-AB
LEAGUE PLAYERS’ CONCUSSION :
INJURY LITIGATION : MDL No. 2323

Hon. Anita B. Brody
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO

Legacy Pro Sports, LLC Audit

ORDER

Before me is Legacy Pro Sports LLC (“LPS”), | . 2nd Ryan Sherry’s Motion
for Reconsideration or Clarification of the Court’s Settlement Implementation Determination of
August 25, 2021 (Doc. No. 237973).

In order to prevail on a motion for reconsideration, the moving party must demonstrate
one of the following: “(1) an intervening change in the controlling law; (2) the availability of
new evidence that was not available when the court granted the motion . . . ; or (3) the need to
correct a clear error of law or fact or to prevent a manifest injustice.” Max s Seafood Café ex rel.
Lou-Ann, Inc. v. Quinteros, 176 F.3d 669, 677 (3d Cir. 1999). Movants have made no such
demonstration.

Movants also request clarification of the Court’s Determination. Any future LPS claims
from their roster of 294 Players will be dealt with as follows:

e Any claims submitted will be audited,
e Audits will result in either a denial of claim (appealable per the outlined
processes) or an award on the claim,

e Any awards authorized will be paid to the Player as were the original LPS claims.



AND NOW, on this 30" day of September, 2021, it is ORDERED that Legacy Pro
Sports LLC, | 2nd Ryan Sherry’s Motion for Reconsideration of the Court’s

Settlement Implementation Determination is DENIED.

S/Anita B. Brody

ANITA B. BRODY, J.





