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U.S. DISTRICT COURT By MOSLNCIERE
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI e 0P

ATT: The Honorable District Judge Halil S. Ozerden
RE: Defendants Motion of Partial Summary Judgment

TEXT ONLY ORDER RESPONDING TO DEFENDANTS MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

The Plaintifts, GGG, 2y s to the Court to NOT request the Defendant’s motion
to dismiss Count 2 — Punitive damages for lack of timely response to settling our claim for re-imbursement
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It is the firm belief of the Plaintiff’s in this case that State Farm has continue to request for already
submitted information in an effort to discourage us from pursuing this litigation. For example:

1. We were subjected to a 6 hour deposition in which State Farm representatives repeatedly address
the issue of wind vs. water. All forms and photographs were viewed and answered to the best of
our ability and under oath. We, the Plaintiffs belicve that this line of questioning is mote since

The Stink Shak has been satisfactorily compensated for the damage cansed by Hurrieane Katrina.

2. In phone conversations with Attorncy Ryan A. Frederic we snggested that we would mieve te dismiss
Count 2 pursuant to an acceptable offer to cover “loss of income”, a clause in our policy that states
we are entitled to 1 year’s compensation. Due to untimely compensation on property loss, we were
unable to re-open our store until 18 months after the storm.

3. We were hopeful that mediation would reselve the issne and clear the docket of The Cowrtof
this trivial litigation. We made an attempt to lower our offer from 555,000 te $40,000. Plaintiff’s
denied our offer and the Mediator saggested we get an stiorncy due to the complexity of the Comrt’s
procedures. It is not feasible to attain an attorney for an amount equal to our Joss,

4, We have submitted to the Defendants, 2 complete bistery of sales and overhead for the 8 months
preceding the storm and the 4 months after re-opening. I siTived st $55,000 by adding the gross sales - -
and subtracting overhead of rent, ntilitics, insarance, and sales taxes. Pluintifis only addresses our
‘income tax forms which of course, shows a loss. A smsll business has many alowable deductions but
these amounts are discrenatory and drawn from the net account 28 we see fit. '

5. Lastly, I beg the Court te be tolerant of our ignorance. If it is the Court’s will to dismiss this case
due to lack of preper format, then let it be. 1, DY worked in the Municipal Court
in California for 18 ycars and have the up most respect for the system and these whe participate in

Sincerely,




E_::m,w,_S%\E&,%_.ﬁsNgﬂﬁ,%ﬁ%\.%ﬂv Gy R TR

LS w2 S/ - Eralo
A O th\v%\ﬁ\@ sas 9 74381

A a—— .

2400/ vz @ SV
o AT 705 77 o s

7CY 226%
ygwvor pe THIN

B .03 3N0INN SOV & LSV0D IHL
_. < 57060 SN ONYIIAVAL
._“z o " : B s anHErH
».uf_uw&}u _..%m.u;.,;..%.ﬁf. co .
fpi,_;;_ ._ |  yyHS MNILS 3HL






