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IN THE UNTIED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

DALLAS DIVISION

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE §
COMMISSION, §
§
Plaintiff, §
§

V. § Civil Action No. 3:09-CV-298-N
§
STANFORD INTERNATIONAL BANK, §
LTD., et al., §
§
Defendants. §
§

MARQUETTE PLAINTIFFS MOTION TO CLARIFY SCOPE OF
ANTISUIT INJUNCTION, OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR LEAVE
TO INITIATE NONPARTY ARBITRATION AGAINST PERSHING, LLC

Stanford Investors Numa Marquette; Gail Marquette; Cornelius Shaw; Patricia Shaw;
Raymond Hunter in his individual capacity and on behalf of Ramona Hunter; Diane Hunter;
Lynn Wiggins; Tony Harper; Linda Pace in her individual capacity and as independent executrix
of the succession of Jackson Allen Pace; Monya Paul; Heidi Gaiennie in her individual capacity;
Dina Dickerson in her individual capacity; Jason Hutchinson, Heidi Gaiennie and Dina
Dickerson as beneficial owners of the Nolan Gilbert Hutchinson Testamentary Trust; I City
Plaza, LLC as assignee of Regions Bank; I.J. Sherman; Milford Wampold III, Wampold &
Company, Inc.; Milford Wampold Support Foundation; Kenneth Bird; Teresa Lamke; Antonio
Carrillo; Maria Carrillo; Herman Thibodeaux; John Thibodeaux; and Patricia Thibodeaux
(collectively referred to herein as “Marquette Plaintiffs” or “Movants”), move this Court to grant
them leave to initiate an arbitration proceeding before the Financial Industry Regulatory
Authority (“FINRA”) in Louisiana in order to assert the Louisiana state-law claims that they

have against Pershing, LLC (“Pershing”), which has agreed to arbitrate Plaintiffs’ claims.
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In support of its motion, Marquette Plaintiffs contemporaneously file their Memorandum
in Support of their Motion to Clarify Scope of the Antisuit Injunction, or, in the Alternative, for
Leave to Initiate Nonparty Arbitration Against Pershing, LLC.

WHEREFORE, Marquette Plaintiffs respectfully move this Court for entry of an Order
either clarifying that the antisuit injunction contained in the Court’s March 12, 2009 Amended
Order Appointing Receiver does not apply to Marquette Plaintiffs’ arbitration with Pershing, or
granting Marquette Plaintiffs relief from this Court’s antisuit injunction in order to initiate

arbitration against Pershing.

Dated: June 18, 2010 Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Benjamin D. Reichard
James R. Swanson
(jswanson @fishmanhaygood.com)
Benjamin D. Reichard
(breichard @fishmanhaygood.com)
FISHMAN HAYGOOD PHELPS
WALMSLEY WILLIS & SWANSON LLP
201 St. Charles Ave., Suite 4600
New Orleans, Louisiana 70170
Telephone: (504) 586-5252
Facsimile: (504) 586-5250
Attorneys for Marquette Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF CONFERENCE

On June 14, 2010, counsel for Marquette Plaintiffs conferred with counsel for Pershing,
LLC, who advised that Pershing believes that the antisuit injunction applies to arbitration claims,
but takes no position with respect to the lifting of the stay. On June 17, 2010 counsel for
Marquette Plaintiffs conferred with: (1) the Examiner, who advised that he does not oppose
Marquette Plaintiffs’ Motion and intends to file a response; and (2) counsel for the Receiver,
who advised that the Receiver opposes the Marquette Plaintiffs’ Motion to the extent it will
result in process or discovery being directed towards the Receiver, and also to the extent that it
will result in depletion of Receivership Estate assets.

/s/ Benjamin D. Reichard

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing document,
accompanying brief, and exhibits have been served on all known counsel of record via the

Court’s electronic filing system this 18th day of June, 2010.

/s/ Benjamin D. Reichard




