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MARC A. LEVINSON (STATE BAR NO. 57613)
malevinson@orrick.com

NORMAN C. HILE (STATE BAR NO. 57299)
nhile@orrick.com

JOHN W. KILLEEN (STATE BAR NO. 258395)
jkilleen@orrick.com

ORRICK, HERRINGTON & SUTCLIFFE LLP
400 Capitol Mall, Suite 3000

Sacramento, California 95814-4497

Telephone:  (916) 447-9200

Facsimile: (916) 329-4900

Attorneys for Debtor

City of Stockton
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SACRAMENTO DIVISION
In re: Case No. 2012-32118
CITY OF STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA, D.C. No. OHS-7
Debtor. Chapter 9

NOTICE OF CITY OF STOCKTON’S
MOTION UNDER BANKRUPTCY
RULE 9019 FOR APPROVAL OF ITS
SETTLEMENT WITH AMBAC
ASSURANCE CORPORATION

Date: April 2, 2013

Time: 9:30 a.m.

Dept: C, Courtroom 35
Judge: Hon. Christopher Klein

TO CREDITORS AND PARTIES IN INTEREST:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the City of Stockton, California (the “City”) has
moved this Court pursuant to Rule 9019 of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure (the
“Motion™) for an order approving its settlement with Ambac Assurance Corporation (“Ambac”).
The Motion is supported by the declarations of Robert Deis and Lucinda Hruska-Claeys. A copy

of the subject Stipulation and Settlement Agreement is attached as an exhibit to the former.

NOTICE OF CITY’S MOTION UNDER RULE 9019
FOR APPROVAL OF ITS AGREEMENT WITH AMBAC
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The Motion will be heard on April 2, 2013 at 9:30 a.m. by the Honorable
Christopher M. Klein, Chief United States Bankruptcy Judge, in Courtroom C of the United
States Courthouse, 501 I Street, Sacramento, California 95814.

Pursuant to Local Bankruptcy Rule 9014-(f)(1)(B): Opposition, if any, to the
granting of the Motion shall be in writing and shall be served and filed with the Court by the
responding party at least 14 days preceding the date of the hearing [in the case of the Motion, no
later than 14 days prior to April 2, 2013]. Opposition shall be accompanied by evidence
establishing its factual allegations. Without good cause, no party shall be heard in opposition to a
motion at oral argument if written opposition to the Motion has not been timely filed. Failure of
the responding party to timely file written opposition may be deemed a waiver of any opposition
to the granting of the Motion or may result in the imposition of sanctions. Any opposition shall be

served on each of the following:

Marc A. Levinson

Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe LLP
400 Capitol Mall, Suite 3000
Sacramento, California 95814-4497
malevinson@orrick.com

William W. Kannel

Mintz Levin Cohn Ferris Glovsky and Popeo P.C.
One Financial Center

Boston, MA 02111

wkannel@mintz.com; mgardener(@mintz.com

David L. Dubrow

Arent Fox LLP

1675 Broadway

New York, New York 10019
david.dubrow(@arentfox.com

Dated: February 26, 2013 ORRICK, HERRINGTON & SUTCLIFFE LLP

By: /s/ Marc A. Levinson
Marc A. Levinson
Norman C. Hile
John W. Killeen
Attorneys for City of Stockton, Debtor
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