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MEYERS LAW GROUP, P.C.

MERLE C. MEYERS, ESQ., CA Bar #66849
D. CLARKE SUGAR, ESQ., CA Bar #251681
44 Montgomery Street, Suite 1010

San Francisco, CA 94104

Telephone: (415) 362-7500

Facsimile: (415) 362-7515

Attorneys for Plaintiff John Van Curen, Trustee

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

Inre

JOHN VAN CUREN, as Trustee of the

Chapter 11 Estate of MICHAEL HAT, a/k/a] Case No. CW9-3509

MICHAEL HAT FARMING COMPANY,
Plaintiff,

V.

FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE

CORPORATION; and RISK

MANAGEMENT AGENCY,

Defendants.

STIPULATIONTO (1) ALLOW FILING OF AMENDED
COMPLAINT; AND (2) ESTABLISHING TIMETABLE FOR
RESPONSIVE PLEADINGSRELATING THERETO; ORDER THEREON

This stipulation is enterechto by and betweeplaintiff JOHN VAN CUREN,as trustedthe

“Plaintiff”’), and the defendantsFEDERAL CROP INSURANCE CORPORATION and RIS
MANAGEMENT AGENCY (collectively, the “Defendants’)through their respective counsel

record as follows:
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RECITALS

1. On July 30, 2009, the Plaintiff filed th@omplaint For Breach Of Contract And For
Damages Under 7 C.F.R. § 400.96 (the “Complaint,” eocketno. 1) initiating this civil action

2. On October 15, 2009, the Defendants responded to the Complaint by filiNtptiloa
To Dismiss For Failure To State A Claim And For Lack Of Jurisdiction, And In The Alternative To
Dismiss For Improper Venue (the “Motion,” docket no. 8), and scheduled a hearing thereon
January 7, 2010.

3. On December 17, 2009, the Plaintiff atite Defendants entered into tl88pulation
And [Proposed] Order To Continue Hearing On Mation To Dismiss For Failure To Sate A Claim
And For Lack And In The Alternative To Dismiss For Improper Venue (the “Stipulation,”docketno.
14) to continue the hearing of the MotionRebruary 25, 2010. The Coapprovedhe Stipulation
and continuance pursuant to an order (the “Ordeckédtno. 15)entered orbecember 30, 2009.

4. In preparing a response to the Motion, the Plainaffdeterminedhatthe Complaint
should be amended to allege additional claims for relief, and the parties hereto agree that a h
the Motion should be postponed in order to address those new claims for relief a@entpkint
has been amended.

AGREEMENT

NOW, THEREFORE, the Plaiff and Defendants hereby stipulate and agree, subje
approval by the aboveeferenced District Couras follows:

A. The Plaintiff shall be allowed to filand serve aramendedcomplaint on or beforg

February 52010, and Defendant®nsent thereto arafjree to accept service of the same byleggu

U.S. Mail and email service to their counsel of record.

B. The Defendants shall filand serve eithemn answerto the Complaint (in which cas
the Motion shall be deemed withdrawn without prejudmean amendmnt to theirMotion, on or
before March 172010.

C. In the event that the Defendaffite an amended Motion, th€i) the Plaintiff shall file
and serve a response to the amendetion on or before March 3201Q (ii) the Defendantsnay
file and serve a my thereto on or beforApril 7, 2010; andiii) a hearing é the amended Motior

2
STIPULATION TO (1)ALLOW FILING OF AN AMENDED COMPLAINT;
AND (2) ESTABLISHING TIMETABLE FOR RESPONSIVE PLEADINGS RELATINBHERETQ ORDER THEREON
9993/24653

for

barin

Ct to




LAW OFFI CES
MEYERS LAW GRoOuUP, P.C.

44 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 1010

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94104

© 00 ~N o o B~ w N P

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

shall bescheduledor April 22, 201Q at10:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be |

before the aboveaptionedistrict Court.

DATED: January 25, 2010

DATED: January 26, 2010

PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT ISSO ORDERED:

DATED: February 2,2010

MEYERS LAW GROUP, P.C.

By __ /sl Merle C. Meyers

Merle C. Meyers, Esq.
Attorneys for the Plaintiff

JOSEPH P. RUSSONIELLO
United States Attorney

By /s/ Jonathan U. Lee

Jonathan U. Lee
Assistant United States Attorney
Attorneys for the Defethants
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