
 

King & Spalding LLP 
1290 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, New York 10104 
 
 

 
 

Leigh M. Nathanson 
Partner 
T:  (212) 790-5359 
lnathanson@kslaw.com 

 

 
 

April 10, 2026  
 
VIA ECF  
 
Hon. John G. Koeltl 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan United States Courthouse 
500 Pearl Street  
New York, NY 10007 
 
        Re:  Leadenhall Capital Partners LLP et al. v. Wander et al., 24-cv-03453-JGK 

Dear Judge Koeltl, 

On behalf of Leadenhall Capital Partners LLP and Leadenhall Life Insurance Linked 
Investments Fund PLC (together, “Leadenhall”), we write to update the Court regarding the request 
made by Defendants Advantage Capital Holdings LLC and Kenneth King (together, “A-CAP”) for 
supplemental briefing (ECF 499) on Leadenhall’s motion for contempt (ECF 281).   

By letter dated March 27, 2026 (ECF 500), Leadenhall advised the Court that it would seek 
to confer with counsel for A-CAP regarding both parties’ motions for contempt.  On April 3, 2026, 
Leadenhall met and conferred with A-CAP.  During that call, Leadenhall advised A-CAP that the 
Second Circuit’s March 23, 2026 decision1 narrowed the scope of the preliminary injunction in 
this action so as to render moot Leadenhall’s motion for contempt (ECF 281).  Accordingly, 
Leadenhall withdraws that motion, and no supplemental briefing on it is warranted.  

Leadenhall proposed that A-CAP similarly withdraw its competing motion for contempt 
against Leadenhall (ECF 465) to avoid burdening the Court with unnecessary motion practice.  
A-CAP has advised Leadenhall that it will not withdraw its motion.  Leadenhall respectfully 
maintains that A-CAP’s motion for contempt is meritless and should be denied for the reasons 
stated in Leadenhall’s Opposition (ECF 483). 
 
        Respectfully submitted,  
 
        /s/ Leigh M. Nathanson 

Leigh M. Nathanson 

 
1 See Leadenhall Capital Partners LLP v. Advantage Capital Holdings, LLC, No. 24-2647 (2d 
Cir.), Dkt. 95.1.  
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