
	

	

September 24, 2018 

VIA ECF 
 
Hon. Ronnie Abrams 
United States District Court Judge 
Southern District of New York 
40 Foley Square, Room 2203 
New York, NY  10007 

Re: Perry Margouleff v. Jeff Beck, 18 Civ. 7334 (RA) (BCM) 

Dear Judge Abrams: 

We represent the defendant, Jeff Beck (“Beck”), a resident of the United Kingdom, for the limited 
purpose of the motion to dismiss that he will file in this action for lack of personal jurisdiction.  The 
parties have agreed that the motion shall be filed no later than October 25, 2018, pursuant to a 
proposed stipulation and order that we will respectfully submit to the Court.  We write this letter to 
advise the Court that, due to the lack of personal jurisdiction over Beck, we are constrained to 
attend the conference scheduled for October 26, 2018 in a limited capacity, namely, solely to 
address issues related to personal jurisdiction.  For the same reason, we are not able to draft and 
file the proposed Civil Case Management Plan that is set forth in Your Honor’s Individual Rule 2B. 

Background 

Plaintiff Perry Margouleff (“Margouleff”), a guitar dealer, filed this action against Beck in order to 
obtain declaratory judgment that he owns the title to a stolen guitar that he purportedly purchased 
in 2000 (the “Guitar”).  The Complaint does not identify the name or address of the seller, much 
less where the purported sale took place.  The Complaint does state, however, that Margouleff 
(and the seller) were aware that the Guitar had belonged to Beck at the time of the transaction.   

The guitar at issue is a sunburst 1959 Les Paul Standard, and it is one of the most famous stolen 
guitars in the history of rock and roll, having been taken from Beck in 1969 during his tour with the 
well-known Jeff Beck Band that included fellow band mates Rod Stewart and Ronnie Wood.  The 
theft is recorded in guitar reference books, such as The Early Years of the Les Paul Legacy 1915-
1963 (Hal Leonard Corp. 2008), and it was recently featured in a music industry article “Still at 
Large:  6 Famous Stolen Guitars that have Yet to be Recovered,” which also references other 
iconic stolen guitars such as Eric Clapton’s 1959 Les Paul Standard, Paul McCartney’s 1962 
Hofner bass, and George Harrison’s 1965 Rickenbacker.  The notoriety of the Guitar is largely 
due to the fame of Beck, who is ranked by Rolling Stone magazine as one of the “100 Greatest 
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Guitarists of All Time,” has won eight Grammy Awards, and was twice inducted (as both a band 
member and a solo artist, respectively) into the Rock and Roll Hall of Fame. 

Contrary to the allegations in the Complaint, Beck has never “abandoned” the Guitar, and he 
remains the rightful owner of the instrument to this day given the well-settled legal principle that ‘a 
thief can never get good title.’  Nevertheless, Beck does not wish to litigate this dispute in New 
York, where he has no residence, and where the litigation will be more costly for him (also, the 
courts in the United States do not award legal fees to the prevailing party, unlike his home 
jurisdiction).  Although Margouleff appears to see these factors as leverage to force Beck into a 
settlement whereby he would relinquish the Guitar, Beck simply does not wish to engage the 
issue in any respect in New York, and there is no basis to compel him to do so. 

The Basis for the Scheduling of the Motion  

Knowing that Beck is a resident of the United Kingdom, Margouleff waited to file the case until 
August 14, 2018, one day prior to Beck’s solo concert at The Capitol Theatre in Port Chester, 
New York, and then Margouleff engaged a process server to surprise Beck with personal service 
in the moments prior to the show, as he walked from his tour bus to the stage entrance.  The 
strategy, it seems, was to obtain ‘tag’ jurisdiction over Beck by personal service, and to harass 
him by disrupting the show.  Although the process server provided an affidavit attesting to service, 
we obtained sworn witness testimony and security video footage from the venue that plainly 
showed that the process server was not truthful, and that service was not effectuated.  Indeed, 
Beck was unaware of this case until it was reported by the New York Post on August 19, 2018. 

After advising Margouleff’s counsel of these facts (and that there was therefore no ‘tag’ service 
that would confer personal jurisdiction over Beck in New York), Margouleff engaged solicitors in 
the United Kingdom to serve him overseas last week.  There, once again, questions arose as to 
the manner and effectiveness of the service was attempted.  In an effort to avoid a dispute, 
however, we informed Margouleff’s counsel that we are willing to accept service of the Complaint 
as counsel on Beck’s behalf, provided that the parties agreed that the objection to personal 
jurisdiction was not waived, and there was an appropriate time to file the motion to dismiss based 
on the date (last week) that Margouleff made his second attempt to serve Beck.  Based on those 
discussions, the parties agreed to October 15, 2018 as the date for Beck to file the motion. 

 Respectfully submitted 
 

 
David R. Baum 

 
      

cc: Dean R. Nicyper, Counsel for Plaintiff (via email) 
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