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NETFLIX, INC., a Delaware corporation,
Plaintiff,
V.

BLOCKBUSTER, INC., a Delaware
corporation, DOES 1-50,

Defendant.
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Dated: May 7, 2007
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By:
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Netflix respectfully submits this response to the Court’s May 1, 2007 Order requesting
input on page limits for summary judgment motions: Netflix has no objection to the proposed

limitations set forth in the Court’s May 1, 2007 Order.

Respectfully submitted,
KEKER & VAN NEST, LLP

/s| Eugene M. Paige

Eugene M. Paige
Attorneys for Plaintiff
NETFLIX, INC.
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