




























apparent conflict between the named Plaintiffs and Mr. Heiserman or eliminate what appear to 

be varying representations and degrees ofreliance among the putative class members. Nor 

would more time bridge the gap between those putative class members who "invested" before 

October, 2016 and those who did so afterward. 

Under these circumstances, the Court cannot conclude that common questions 

predominate over individual ones or that certification of Plaintiffs' proposed class is the superior 

method of proceeding. 
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ORDER 

eFor the foregoing reasons, it is this ytn. day of November, 2019, by the Circuit Court fo

Montgomery County, Maryland, hereby 

ORDERED, that Plaintiff's Amended Motion for Class Certification (DE 77) be and is 

hereby DENIED. 
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