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Rc: Warner Bros. Ente~tainmcnt. Inc. a. al. v. RDR Books. 07 Cv. 9667 (RPP) 

Dear Judge Pancrson. 

1 write on behalf of RDR Books ("RDR"), for whom I have today been retainccl as New 
York counsel. 1 do so on the suggestion or your Chambers, with whom the partics engaged in a 
confcrene a l l  this morning. 1 placed this call, and write this lcrter, to yequcst an adjournment ol' 
the briefing schedule presently in place, undcr which plaintiffs hrief on its mulinli for a 
l~reliminrlry injunction is due today, and RDR's opposition pape1.s duc a week from today. 

The reason for my requcst is simple: my client. RDR Books, is a very small company, 
operating near Cirmd Rapids Michigw, with gross sales of a littlc more tllm $100,000 pcr ycar. 
RDR does not have Ii~tcllcctual Property counscl, indeed docs nut really kavc any permancnr 
cou~lsel, nor does it havc the resources ncccssary to hire an cxpnt ill Tntclleclual Propcrty law. 
Indeed. RDR's prescnt plan is to havc its briefs composcd by the cousin ol'RDR's owncr, a solo 
practi~ioner who is not himself an lntellectuul Propcrty lawyer, and a man who (though he has 
some general idca or wliat RL)K does), will necd some time to cducate himsclf as to the facts and 
issues in this pmicular casc. 

For lhcsc rcasons, we ask for an adjournnlcnl or h e  bricfing schedulc on plaintiffs 
preli~iiinary injunction motion until the first week in January - that is, for about 7 wceks. RDR is 
prepared. ofco~u.se. to cnter into a voluntary freeze ordcr t b a ~  would be comparable 10 u 
preliminary injunction and would bc cfrective for thc period of thi5 udjoumcn[. Such an order 
would insure that plaintiff sustains no prejudice from any adjournmeiit -- other Lhan thc facl that 
it has wnrked for the last fcw days to produce r hrief that would now be submitted in January. 
We note, in this regard, that RDR l m  voluntarily colnplicd with plaintiffs expedited discove~y 
requests. and that a1 adjounimel~t thcrcfore would givc plaintiffs tilnc to make thcir own review 
of what RDR actually intends to publish. 
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MY preferellcr wollld be lo come before Your Honor this afternoon to discuss rhcsc 
issues. railing thak 1 w a i t  the Court's instrucliolls on how to proceed. 

David S. H m c r  

cc. Dulr M Cenhli 
O'Melveney & Myers, LLP 
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