United States Courts

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Southern District of Texas
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS LL. APR 3 0 2004
HOUSTON DIVISION ] AR 9 R £
IN RE ENRON CORPORATION Miehasl N, Milby; Glerk

SECURITIES, DERIVATIVE &
“ERISA” LITIGATION

MDL-1446

MARK NEWBY, et al,,
Plaintiffs,

CIVIL ACTION NO. H-01-3624
VS. AND CONSOLIDATED CASES
ENRON CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants.

THE REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF

CALIFORNIA, et al., Individually and On

Behalf of All Others Similarly Situated,
Plaintiffs,

VS.

KENNETH L. LAY, etal,,
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Defendants.

UNOPPOSED MOTION BY J.P. MORGAN CHASE & CO,,
J.P. MORGAN SECURITIES INC,, AND JPMORGAN CHASE BANK
FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO RESPOND TO
PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST AMENDED CONSOLIDATED COMPLAINT

Defendants J.P. Morgan Chase & Co., J.P. Morgan Securities Inc., and JPMorgan
Chase Bank (collectively the “JPMorgan Chase Entities™) file this unopposed motion for an
extension of time to answer Plaintiffs’ First Amended Consolidated Complaint for Violation of

the Securities Laws (the “Amended Complaint”), and respectfully show the Court the following:




This Court entered its order on the JPMorgan Chase Entities’ motion to dismiss
the Amended Complaint on April 5, 2004. On April 14, 2004, the JPMorgan Chase Entities filed
an unopposed motion for extension of time to respond to the Amended Complaint to May 3,
2004. On April 19, 2004, JPMorgan Chase Bank filed the Motion to Reconsider the Court’s
April 5, 2004 re: J.P. Morgan Defendants (“Reconsideration Motion”). On April 20, 2004, the
Court granted the JPMorgan Chase Entities’ motion for extension of time to respond to the
Amended Complaint.

The JPMorgan Chase Entities believe that the time to answer the Amended
Complaint was stayed by the filing of the Reconsideration Motion. In an abundance of caution,
however, the JPMorgan Chase Entities hereby move for an extension of time to answer the
Amended Complaint as follows: the JPMorgan Chase Entities will submit their answer to the
Amended Complaint within thirty days after this Court resolves the Reconsideration Motion.

The JPMorgan Chase Entities believe that this extension of time is reasonable and
will not prejudice any party to this litigation.

CONCLUSION

The JPMorgan Chase Entities respectfully request that the Court grant this
unopposed motion and enter an order extending the date by which the JPMorgan Chase Entities
must respond to the Amended Complaint until thirty days after this Court resolves the
Reconsideration Motion.

Dated: April 30, 2004



Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Richard Warren Mithoff
Richard Warren Mithoff
Attorney-in-Charge
Texas Bar No. 14228500
S.D. Texas 1.D. No. 2102
MITHOFF & JACKS, L.L.P.
One Allen Center, Penthouse
500 Dallas Street, Suite 3450
Houston, Texas 77002
Telephone:  (713) 654-1122
Telecopier:  (713) 739-8085

OF COUNSEL:

Charles A. Gall

Texas Bar No. 07281500

S.D. Texas Bar No. 11017
James W. Bowen

Texas Bar No. 02723305

S.D. Texas 1.D. No. 16337
JENKENS & GILCHRIST, P.C.
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 3200
Dallas, Texas 75202

Telephone:  (214) 855-4500
Telecopier:  (214) 855-4300

Bruce D. Angiolillo

Thomas C. Rice

David J. Woll

Jonathan K. Youngwood

SIMPSON THACHER & BARTLETT LLP
425 Lexington Avenue

New York, New York 10017

Telephone:  (212) 455-2000

Telecopier:  (212) 455-2502

Attorneys for J.P. Morgan Chase & Co., J.P.
Morgan Securities Inc., and JPMorgan Chase
Bank



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document has been served upon all
counsel of record by sending a copy to the www.esl3624.com website on this 30th day of April.

/s/ Richard Warren Mithoff
Richard Warren Mithoft
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