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Re:  WWE v, JAKKS Pacific. Inc. et al. 04 Cv 8223 (KMK)

Dear Judge Karas:

We represent plaintiff World Wrestling Entertainment, Inc, in the above matter and write
to respond briefly to today’s letter of counsel for the Jakks defendants requesting leave to submit
areply. Contrary to counsel’s comments, there were no “misleading factual and legal assertions”
in our letter 1o the Court, and there is cerainly no need for “correction.” To the extent that Jakks
wishes 1o extend the record solely io place before the Court i1s spin (at best) on the facts, it
would be unfair to allow it to do so without giving WWE tha opportunity to respond, further
extending the record. WWE would therefore object,

We do acknowledge, however, that Jakks now has important information thar it did not
have (because i1 did nor seek it} at the time it made its initia] submission. Jakks now knows the
limited items of discovery that WWE seeks at this time, much of which goes to the very subject
matiet jurisdictional arguments that Jakks continues 1o advance. T hus, if the Court should decide
to allow Jakks to submit a reply, WWE respectfilly requests that the Court direct Jakks to
address specifically the prejudice it will suffer in responding to the limited discovery sought by

WWE.
Respectfully submitred,
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