


transport and freight forwarding services into and out of Central Asia, including
Kazakhstan.

4. Defendant Tamerlane is a Virginia corporation with its registered offices at 11710
Plaza America Drive, Suite 2000, Reston, Virginia 20190-4743. Tamerlane is a
company involved in global logistics services.

Facts

5. Pursuant to a Master Services Agreement (“MSA™) (copy attached as Exhibit 1),

Tamerlane contracted with STL for STL to provide project management, logistics,

storage and warehousing, and customs and delivery services (“Services”) to
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10.  STL began providing Services to Tamerlane on or about March 12, 2012.

Order it ful illed for Tamerlane.

12.  Almost from the inception of STL’s performance, Tamerlane breached its agreement
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between $79,285.00 and $833,898.50.

13. On or about August 15, 2012, STL began demanding payment from Tamerlane in the
face of Tamerlane’s flagrant breaches of its payment obligations. At that point,
Tamerlane owed STL $452,670.50.

14.  In retaliation for STL’s assertion of its right to be paid, Tamerlane immediately and
unjustifiably threatened to “report” STL, presumably to entities that would impact
STL’s ability to obtain business in the future.

15.  Inan attempt to induce STL to continue providing Services despite Tamerlane’s

breach, Tamerlane made various spurious promises to pay STL.
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balance of all outstanding invoices “within the next two weeks.”

Tamerlane again failed to pay STL as promised and agreed.

On January 29, 2013, Tamerlane’s Senior Counsel promised STL that Tamerlane
would pay “any amounts owed to STL,” emphasizing that “[t]here is no dispute that I
am aware of.”

On February 2, 2013, Tamerlane again promised to pay STL as agreed, saying that it
“did not deny that we owe you [STL] these funds.”

As of the date hereof, Tamerlane has not paid STL as agreed.

£

attorneys’ fees and costs in any dispute to enforce the terms of the MSA.

COUNT 1
BREACH OF CONTRACT
MASTER SERVICES AGREEMENT AND PURCHASE ORDERS
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WHEREFORE, STL prays that this Court enter judgment against Tamerlane and in favor
of STL in the amount of $203,094.80 (Two Hundred Three Thousand Ninety Four and 80/100
Dollars) or such other amount as may be proved at trial, for reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs,
for interest on all unpaid balances at the contract rate of eight percent (8%), for post-judgment
interest at the statutory rate, and for such other and further relief as may appear to the Court to be
Jjust and proper.

COUNT 2
BREACH OF CONTRACT
PROMISES TO PAY

33.  The averments of the preceding paragraphs are incorporated as if fully set forth

herein.
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Orders, are valid agreements between Tamerlane and STL.

35.  STL duly provided Services to Tamerlane in reliance on those agreements.
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