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Subject to the approval of the Court, and after consultation with the Court’s ADR Unit,
the parties, by and through their attorneys of record, hereby stipulate to extend the mediation
deadline to 90 days after defendant files an answer, if any. The current deadline is 120 days
from the date of the Stipulation and Order Selecting ADR Process, which was dated September
29, 2011, and filed October 3, 2011.

The parties believe good cause exists for this request as follows. Defendant’s motion to
dismiss (Doc. #9) has been fully briefed and is awaiting decision. The parties understand from
the ADR Unit that it may be easier to assign a mediator once a decision has been issued and any
answer has been filed. Additionally, defendant believes mediation would be more productive
after its motion to dismiss has been ruled on and any answer has been filed. Although plaintiff is
willing to mediate the case at any time, plaintiff does not object to extending the mediation
deadline as requested herein.

This is the first request to extend the mediation deadline. This Court previously granted
defendant’s administrative motion to continue the date of the initial CMC (see Doc. #16) and
plaintiff’s Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply (see Doc. #25). There is no
trial date and there are currently no other case management dates aside from the mediation

deadline.

DATED: December 13, 2011 By: /sl
MARY DRYOVAGE
Attorney for Plaintiff

DATED: December 13, 2011 By: /sl
WENDY MUSELL
Attorney for Plaintiff

MELINDA HAAG
United States Attorney

DATED: December 13, 2011 By: Is/
NEILL T. TSENG
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Assistant United States Attorney
Attorneys for Defendant
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PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT IS SO ORDERED:

DATED:12/14/11 é 1 5‘
HONORABLE SAUNDRA B. ARE@E RONG

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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