STATE CF MINNESCTA
FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

FRAWCIS J, CORMOLLY
AUDGE
HEMNERIN COUNTY GOYVERMNMENT CEMTER
MINMEAPOLIS. MINNESSTA SSAB7-O422
1B12] 5S96-88230
Fak (E612) Ja48-212)

August 2, 2007

Alfred Stanbury, Esq.
2209 St. Anthony Parkway
Minncapclis, MN 55418

Karin Peterson, Esq.

206 East Bridge — Riverplace
10 Second Street N.E.
Minneapolis, MN 55413

Re:  Peter Huxman v. Minneapolis Park and Recreation Board
Court File No. CV 07-7807

Dear Counsel:

[ have received Mr. Stanbury’s letter of July 30, 2007. As all parties are aware, the Defendant
has scheduled a summary judgment motion for August 30, 2007 at 8:30 a.m. Mr. Stanbury is
requesting the Court stay the proceedings pending an appeal of the Court’s Order denying a
motion for a temporary injunction pursuant to Rule 62 of the Rules of Civil Procedure and Rule
108 of the Rules of Civil Appellate Procedure. Mr. Stanbury must bring a formal motion for
such a stay and the Court will hear that motion on the same day. This will be considered a
nondispositive motion and Plaintiff and Defendant must file and serve their papers in accordance
with the timelines set forth in the General Rules of Practice.

All parties should be prepared to discuss whether a bond or other conditions as provided by the
Rules should be imposed if the Court grants such a stay. The Court also will hear arguments on
the summary judgment motion at that time as well in case the Court decides not to grant the stay.

Sincerely yours,
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