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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
F@R THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

DALLAS DIVISION
CLnRi\Pg D}\JCT COURT

eput
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION, e

v/

Plaintiff,

V. Civil Action No. 3:05-CV-1328-L

§
§
§
§
:
MEGAFUND CORPORATION, STANLEY A. §
LEITNER, SARDAUKAR HOLDINGS, IBC., §
BRADLEY C. STARK, CIG, LTD., and §
JAMES A. RUMPF, Individually and d/b/a §
CILAK INTERNATIONAL, §
§
§
§
§
§
§
§
§

Defendants,

and
PAMELA C. STARK,
Relief Defendant.
MOTION TO VACATE ORDER RE-SETTING HEARING ON ORDER

TO SHOW CAUSE AND TO DISMISS CONTEMPT MOTION AND IN THE
ALTERNATIVE FOR A CONTINUANCE

Comes now Bradley C. Stark and Pamela Stark, Defendants herein, and respectfully
request the Court to vacate its Order of August 14, 2006 setting a hearing for September 21,
2006 on an Order to Show Cause and further to order dismissed the prior Motion for Contempt
filed against Bradley C. Stark, et al and in support would show as follows:

1. On August 14, 2006, with no indication that the Receiver wishes to further
prosecute the matter, this Court entered an Order re-setting for September 21, 2006 a hearing on
an Order to Show Cause previously entered on May 22, 2006 for Bradley and Pamela Stark to
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show cause why they should not be held in contempt of court. The brief history of this matter is
as follows:

2. On Friday, May 19, 2006 the Receiver, Michael J. Quilling, filed a Motion for
Bradley C. Stark, et al to appear and show cause why they should not be held in contempt of
court for alleged violations of prior court orders in this case.

3. On Monday, May 22, 2006 this court entered its Order to Show Cause requested
by the Receiver and set such matter for hearing on June 2, 2006.

4. On May 26, 2006 the hearing date was continued until June 16, 2006.

5. On June 13, 2006 Defendants Bradley C. Stark and Pamela Stark filed their
Motion to Vacate the Order to Show Cause, as well as a Motion for Continuance of the Hearing
on such Order.

6. Later on June 13, 2006 the Court denied without prejudice the Motion to Vacate
filed by Defendants Stark earlier that date and also entered an Order continuing the hearing on
the Order to Show Cause for a date later to be determined.

7. On July 21, 2006 this Court entered its Order stating in pertinent part, “It now has
been more than five weeks since the show cause hearing was postponed and the court has not
been advised of any settlement between the Receiver and the Starks. Nor has the Receiver
requested that the hearing be rescheduled. If the Receiver intends to prosecute the pending
motion for contempt, he shall file a written request for a new hearing date by August 4,
2006. Otherwise, the motion will be denied without prejudice. (Emphasis supplied, except
for the August 4, 2006 date.)

8. The docket sheet in this case reveals that no written request for a new hearing date

was filed by the Receiver on August 4, 2006, or at any other time, as specified in the Court’s
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Order in paragraph 6, above. Undersigned counsel has received no copy of such a written
request from the Receiver, filed, or un-filed. There is no indication on file that the Receiver
wishes to prosecute the matter any further. Under these circumstances, as stated in the July 21,
2006 Order, “... the Motion will be denied without prejudice.”

9. In addition, undersigned counsel, who has been the primary attorney on this case,
will be entering Presbyterian Hospital on August 28, 2006 for total hip replacement surgery and
is expected to be away from the office for a period of approximately six weeks. Mr. Charles M.
Meadows, Jr. of this firm, who has been also working on this case, will be out of the country
from September 10 through September 30, 2006. Under these circumstances, it is respectfully
requested that no hearing in this matter be set until approximately October 23, 2006..

Wherefore, since this Court’s prior Order of July 21, 2006, was not complied with by the
Receiver and there is no indication that the Receiver wishes to pursue the matter further, it is
respectfully requested that the hearing date set on August 14, 2006 for September 21, 2006 be
vacated and that the Motion for Contempt earlier filed by the Receiver on May 19, 2006 be
denied without prejudice as previously stated by the Court in its Order of July 21, 2006.

In the alternative, due to the circumstances of their counsel in this case, Defendants respectfully

request a continuance until approximately October 23, 2006.
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Respectfully submitted,

By:

. ney, Jt.

State Bar No. 19570500

Charles M. Meadows, Jr.
State Bar No. 13886700

MEADOWS, OWENS, COLLIER, REED,
COUSINS & BLAU, L.L.P.

901 Main Street, Suite 3700

Dallas, Texas 75202

(214) 744-3700 Telephone

(214) 747-3732 Facsimile

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANTS
BRADLEY C. STARK and PAMELA STARK
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CERTIFICATE OF CONFERENCE

I hereby certify that I attempted on August 14 and the morning of August 15, 2006 to

contact Mr. Michael Quilling with regards to the foregoing pleading, however he was

unavailable for conference.

John W. Sweeney,

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a copy

of the foregoing document was served on all

counsel of record in accordance with the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure on the 15th day of

August, 2006, via the method specified below:

Steve J. Korotash
U.S. Securities & Exchange Commission
Fort Worth Regional Office
801 Cherry Street, Suite 1900
Fort Worth, TX 76102
ATTORNEY FOR SECURITIES
and EXCHANGE COMMISSION

Eric Werner

U.S. Securities & Exchange Commission

Fort Worth Regional Office

801 Cherry Street, Syute 1900

Fort Worth, TX 76102

ATTORNEY FOR SECURITIES and
EXCHANGE COMMISSION

VIA REGULAR U.S. MAIL

VIA REGULAR U.S. MAIL
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Stephen Webster VIA REGULAR U.S. MAIL
U.S. Securities & Exchange Commission

Fort Worth Regional Office

801 Cherry Street, Suite 1900

Fort Worth, TX 76102

ATTORNEY FOR SECURITIES and

EXCHANGE COMMISSION

Scott Russell Baker VIA REGULAR U.S. MAIL
Law Office of Scott R. Baker

10830 N. Central Expressway

Suite 475, LB 4

Dallas, TX 75231-1050

ATTORNEY FOR STANLEY A. LEITNER

Steven M. Smoot VIA REGULAR U.S. MAIL
Smoot Law Firm

4545 Mt. Vernon

Houston, TX 77006

ATTORNEY FOR CIG, LTD. and

JAMES A. RUMPF

Philip D. Collins VIA REGULAR U.S. MAIL
Philip D. Collins & Associates

2626 Cole Avenue, Suite 510

Dallas, TX 75204

ATTORNEY FOR CIG, LTD. and

JAMES A. RUMPF

Michael J. Quilling VIA REGULAR U.S. MAIL
Quilling Selander Cummiskey &
Lownds
2001 Bryan Tower
Suite 1800
Dallas, TX 75201
RECEIVER
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Brent Jason Rodine VIA REGULAR U.S. MAIL
Clark B. Will
D. Dee Raibourn, III
Quilling Selander Cummiskey &
Lownds
2001 Bryan Tower
Suite 1800
Dallas, TX 75201
ATTORNEYS FOR RECEIVER

el

John W. Sweeney, Jr.
341442
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