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ENDORSE

[11 [ am satisfied that the proposed Notice Procedures arc adequate and will provide all
interested persons with sufficient notice and time to prepare for a motion to approve the
Settlement Agreement on March 3, 2010.

[2]  However, in érder to ensure that maximum time is provided to all partics who wish to
make representations, the Notice of Appearance Bar Date is to be modified from the proposed
datc to 10:30 am. (Eastern) Monday, March 1, 2010 with the hearing sct for 10:30 am.
Wednesday, March 3, 2010, :
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[31  There is no question that certain aspects of the Settlement Agreement are being disputed
by the main creditor groups; namely, the Bondholders and the UCC. In particular, these groups
take exception to. ¢lause H.2 as contained in the Scttlement Agreement which addresses the
possibility of future changes to the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act. This issue is not being
debated today and nothing in this endorsement or the formal court order shall be considered to be
determinative, in any way, of any aspect of this issue. This issue, and perhaps others, will be the
subject of argument on March 3, 2010, It is desirable that the order today be neutral on this
point. ' N

[4]  The parties have agrecd to delete paragraph 6 of the draft order, This is of assistance as it
underscores that the substance of the matter remains to be determined on the motion to approve
the Settlement Agreement and not on today’s motion.

[51 T oconsider the Notice Letter to bo an information notice and, in my view, the amendment
proposed by Mr. Zigler is appropriate as it provides information to the recipient of a portion of
the Scttlement Agreement that will be considered on March 3, 2010, The suggested language
. provided by Mr. Zigler is to be included in the Notice.

[6] . Further, irrespective of any determination to be made on the motion to approve the
Settlement Agreement, all parties are in agreement that they will not challenge the Notice
Procedures approved today. '

[N Anordershallissneﬁogiveeﬂ‘eottomeforegoing.whichwill take into account any

. consequential changes.
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