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another notice of appearance, but this time included a signed form indicating that Mr. Rundo 
consented to “be represented by Stephen Yagman.”  (Dkt. 417.)  Mr. Yagman also “suggest[ed] that 
an in-person, in-court hearing be held to decipher this matter.”  (Id.)  Mr. Yagman further clarified 
that he is “one of the attorneys for Robert Rundo in this action” and was not replacing the FPDO.  (Id. 
[emphasis added]; see also Dkt. 418.)  On May 21, 2024, the FPDO, in correspondence to the Court, 
Mr. Yagman, and the government, inquired as to the Court’s availability for a hearing on May 23, 
2024, or May 24, 2024, to address Mr. Rundo’s representation with the Court. 

 
This case is really no longer before the Court.  The Ninth Circuit holds jurisdiction over this 

case and is reviewing both the Court’s bail order and dismissal order.  The Court struggles to 
conceive of a substantive issue over which it presently could exercise jurisdiction in light of the 
appeals before the Ninth Circuit.  According to the public docket, the government has filed its 
opening briefs, Defendants’ answering brief regarding the dismissal order is due today, and Mr. 
Rundo’s answering brief regarding bail is due next week.  Only the FPDO is currently representing 
Mr. Rundo on appeal before the Ninth Circuit.  Indeed, it appears that Mr. Yagman is unable to 
practice before the Ninth Circuit because he is, despite having been reinstated to practice by the 
California State Bar, “still disbarred from practice before the New York State Bar.”  In re Yagman, 38 
F.4th 25, 27 (9th Cir. 2022). 

 
Because the Ninth Circuit holds jurisdiction over this case, the Court is reluctant to and will not 

schedule a status conference at this time.  Should Mr. Rundo, Mr. Yagman, or the FPDO believe that 
there is an issue over which this Court may exercise jurisdiction and it is imperative that the Court 
resolve it immediately during the pendency of the government’s appeals to the Ninth Circuit, they may 
file an appropriate emergency application providing the Court with sufficient information to assess its 
jurisdiction and the necessity of an immediate hearing.  

 
 
CC: Stephen Yagman, filing@yagmanlaw.net 
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