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	22-1753
	22 Joint Response of Dow Silicones Corporation, The Debtor's Representatives, The C - 09/06/2022, p.1
	INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND
	ARGUMENT
	a. The Motion To Stay Pending Appeal Is Barred Because It Is Not Timely.
	B. The Motion to Stay Should be Denied Pending Action by the District Court
	C. Movants Cannot Satisfy Any Of The Factors That Govern A Stay.
	1. Korean Claimants Are Not Likely to Succeed on Appeal.
	2. There is No Irreparable Harm to Korean Claimants.
	3. Issuance of a Stay Would Cause Harm and Delay to the SF-DCT, Other Claimants and Dow Silicones.
	4. A Stay Would Not Serve the Public Interest.

	CONCLUSION

	22 Exhibit 1 to Joint Response to Motion to Stay - 09/06/2022, p.31
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