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Honorable Kenneth M. Karas
United States District Judge
United Siates Disinict Court
Southern District of New York
500 Pear] Street, Room 920
New York, New York 10007

Re:  World Wrestling Entertainment, Inc. v. JAKKS
Paci : = = a

Dear Judge Keras:

We were surprised to receive by email yesterday (at 4:49 p.m.), the
afternoon before its response to our dismissal motion is due, WWE's July &, 2008
letter to the Court requesting & pre-motion conference for permission to file &
separate motion to sirike an exhibit 1o my transmittel declaration consisting of the
January 15, 2004 Release (“Release") executed by WWE.

Conststent with WWE's partern of disrupting the Court's briefing
schedules and seeking 1o abtain the "last word" on all motions, WWE has waited
until the eve of its deadline to oppose the JAKKS Defendants' motion to dismiss to
seck a pre-motion conference (or to dispense with that requirement) on an issue that
WWE has known about for a year and a half and that has been the subject of mumer-
ous discussions in open court.' This belated action not enly violates Your Honar's

1

The Release exhibit that WWE now seeks to strike epparently on authenticity

grounds ja the idgnfical Release which accompanied the JAKKS Defendants'

original motion to dismiss in this action — Aled e year and a half ago = and
(continued...)
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Individusl Practices, which provide a specific imetable for pre-motion letters, but
threatens to derail the carefully crafied briefing schedule established at the lest
conference before Your Honor on April 26, 2006.

We are concerned that WWE's request to submit a separate formal
motion — rather than simply raising any arguments it may have in its opposition
papers — {8 an atempt by WWE to unilaterally alter the Court's April 26, 2006
Scheduling Order by preemptively granting itseif the right to file an additiong] reply
brief on the Release issue. As in the Court's November 21, 2005 Order on the cless
plaintiffs’ similar motion to strike, we urge thet no additional reply be permitied. Sec
Ex. A, hereto.

In sccordance with Your Henor's April 26, 2006 Scheduling Crrder,
we respectfully submit that WWE should be required to raise today, by motion or
otherwise, any and all arguments it may have in response o our dismissal motion,
including on the Releese. As contemplated by the Court's Scheduling Order, the
JAKKS Defendants remain prepared to respond on August |1, 2006 to eny legitimate
arguments WWE wishes to make, so that all owstanding disimissal issues may be
fully briefed snd ready for oral argument on September 6, 2006.

Respectfully submitted,
Jom J. Lerner
ce: All Counsel (via emeil) ’-I!t'-k L"l"g Sehadih_ S-c‘}
Attachm ﬂr'*‘ Lh Le0k temaing l“ﬁuﬂf mwrwfl aof
- [*v,nmJ Y .ﬁ;.r ey To othar -..wrclg-*d-lf_
l..u-li b o Gihhssiamg efder F"-*?ﬂ " 2otk
: {...continued)

was transmilted in exacily the same manner, without any objection by WWE
until vesterday. See Fsbruary 16, 2005 Declaration of Michael H. Gruenglas.
Indeed, one purpose of the pre-motion conference ia precisely to ferret out,
and resalve, such technical i3sues to avoid unnecessary motion practice.
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