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TRE & CASTR 

R N E Y S  

Honorablr:: 'I'heodore H. Katz 
United !;i:.iites Magistrate Judge 
l:>a~iiel P;i.:rick Moynihan I1.S. Courthouse 
500 I'cas. jtrcct 
New Yorls., New York 10OO7-13 12 

1Et.t:: Anwar, et a/. v. Fairfield Greenwich Limited, e l  aL, 
09-CV-I1 8 V M )  (THK) 
Headwa.y Invcstmmt Corporation v. American Express Bunk Ltd., et a/., 
09-cv-850fl (S.D. Fla. #1:09-cv-21395 transfcrred by MDL 2088) 

I : ~ I I ~  firm represents Plaintiff l Ieadway invest in en^. For the reasons set forth here, 
Headway respectfully rcqucsts a 120-day cxtcnsio~~ to servc process on ~ h c  defendants in 
Ifendway who have not yet been scrved. 

I [[:adway originally filed its conlplaint in Florida statc coult on April 6, 2009. 
The ncrir111 was subseq~~enlly rcrnoved to the Southern Llistricl ul'Floridn on May 22, 
2009. Prm.c)r to its removal, lieadway was not able to serve all the defendanrs, including 
some de1;::ndants that we also named in the Anwur aclion. On June 23, 2009, Judge 
AItonag;~ of thc Southern District of Florida stayed the case as requested in Fairfield 
Grccnwi;:h Advisor's Motion to Stay Proceedings Pending Dstcrmination by the Judicial 
Panel or) 'Mul~idistrict Litigation o l  Ihc Proper Venue Ibr this ~ c t i o n . '  

1,ollowing 111~: Octobcr 6 ,  2009 Order of the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict 
J ,itigation rransfcrring the aclion lo thc Southern District of New York, Headway 
con~actcr!, counsel for several of the unserve~l clclcrldants regarding accepting scrvicc of 
process 0,-I bchalf of their clients. We have been unable to obtain a waiver of service from 
all of hli unscrved defendants. 

1 ' - I  accordance with 28 U.S.C. $ 1407, a.t the end of thc consolidaled prctrial 
proceecli~..gs, Ht!trdrrlc.~~y anticipates remand of its acliorl to Southern District of Florida Sor 
trial. At)j :nt an agreement tu acccpt service ol-Headway's Complaint by the unserved 

.. 
' Iieadws;\l originally sewed waiver of scrvice requests, which wcrc r~ot returned by all dcl'enda~lts. when 
the case \\;I:; first filcd in Florida state court. 
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defendarrts, Headway needs to serve its Complaint (as opposed to the Sccond Amended 
Consolidsred Complaint in Anwnr) to fbreclose any potential challenge upon rcmmd by 
these yel rl.nscrved defendants that they are not subjcct to the jilrisdiction the Southern 
District of 1:lorida or wcre otherwisc not properly served. 

7'111: ul~scrved del'cndants would not be prqiucliccd by an extension. As this (lour1 
knows, clisc:ove~-y has not comlncnccd and the S~andard Chartered I2laintiffs' Complaints 
have no[ y : ~  bccn answered. 

A c:,:ordingly, Headway respecthlly requesu that the Court set n pre-motion 
confercn~:ci: on these issues, or grant an extension of 120 days from the cndorselnent of 
this Ictter .lo perfcct service, which should give IIeadway cnough time to ei~hcr serve or 
come to : ~ J I  agrcelnent on waiver of'scrvice wi~l.1 the unservcd dcfendan~s. / 

Rcspcctfully submitted, / 

cc: (,:riunsel for all parlies (by o-mail) / 


