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Michael Lipman (SBN 66605)
COUGHLAN, SEMMER & LIPMAN, LLP
501 West Broadway, Suite 400

San Diego, CA 92101-3564

Tel: (619) 232-0800

Facsimile: (619) 232-0107

Darrell D. Hallett

John M. Colvin

CHICOINE & HALLETT, P.S.
1011 Western Avenue, Suite 803
Seattle, WA 98104

Telephone: (206) 223-0800
Facsimile: (206) 467-8170

Attorney for Defendants L. DONALD GUESS,
XELAN INVESTMENT SERVICES, INC.,
XELAN ANNUITY COMPANY, INC., AND
XELAN ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES INC.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ‘
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Plaintiff,

V.

L. DONALD GUESS: LESLIE S. BUCK;
DAVID JACQUOT; MONTE T. MELLON; G.
THOMAS ROBERTS; CHRIS G. EVANS:
NIGEL BAILEY:; DOCTORS BENEFIT
INSURANCE COMPANY, LTD.; DOCTORS
BENEFIT HOLDING COMPANY; DOCTORS
INSURANCE SERVICES, INC_; XELAN
INVESTMENT SERVICES, INC.; XELAN
ANNUITY CO., LTD.; XELAN
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES, INC.; XELAN
FOUNDATION, INC.; XELAN OF TEXAS,
INC.; XELAN, INC.: XELAN, THE
ECONOMIC ASSOCIATION OF HEALTH
PROFESSIONALS, INC.; PYRAMIDAL
FUNDING SYSTEMS, INC.: dba XELAN
INSURANCE SERVICES; XELAN PENSION

/

-j-

CASE No. 04-CV-2184 W(AJB).

/

Judge: Larry A. Burns

Date: December 3, 2004
Time: 1:30 a.m.

OPPOSITION OF DEFENDANTS XELAN
INVESTMENT SERVICES, INC., XELAN
ANNUITY CO., LTD. AND XELAN
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES INC. TO
APPLICATION TO MOTION FOR
PRELIMINARY INJUNCITON®
APPOINTMENT OF RECEIVER AND
REPATRIATION OF FOREIGN ASSETS
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SERVICES, INC.; XELAN FINANCIAL
PLANNING, INC.; EURO-AMERICAN
TRUST COMPANY; AMS TRUST
COMPANY; and JOHN DOES, UNKNOWN
PERSONS WHO ARE TRUSTEES OF XELAN
LONG TERM CARE TRUST, XELAN
DISABILITY EQUITY TRUST, XELAN |
MALPRACTICE EQUITY TRUST and XELAN
MEDICAL SAVINGS EQUITY TRUST,

Defendants.
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