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Hanorable Robat P. Psmmn, Jr. 
MEMO. ENDORSED 

Coited S- District Judge 
Daniel Patrick Moynihan United Statcs Courthouse 
500 Pcarl Street, Room 2550 
NEW York, New York 10007-13 12 

Re: Person v. Google, W V 4 6 8 3  W P )  

Dear Judge Pattmson: 

We havc rccejved Mr. Penon's Iettet to you of September 15th in which he stam that hc will bc 
filing an Amended Complaint- While we do not often take to writing informal le~ters to the 
Court, we lhought it appropriate to respond and suggest the following. 

First, thc parties should await the C o d ' s  decision on lhe original motion lo dismiss before any 
other activity in the c u e  is undertaken The Court's analysis may resolve various issues Mr. 
Person may seek 10 raist in his h e n d e d  Complaint, including whether this action is properly 
vcnucd here. Wih  the h c f i t  of the Coun's decision, Mr. Pmonmay determine that his 

rnak cs no scnsc. 

7 
suggcstcd amendments are futile w, perhaps, ht might seek to amend his Complaint furthtr. h 
any wen4 acting on a unilateral amadmcnt at this time, before receipt of the Court's analysis, I 

a :. Second, cbnsistent with the StipuWm and Ordcr to which the parties agoad and the Court sd 
, -. 
,., . o r d d  at the oubet of the case, any further briefmg or other activity in connection with iht 
..bl motion for a pmlimjnar y injunction should be stayed until the motion to dismiss - including any 
2.i 
* - 
a ,  

further motion to dismiss an Amended Camplairit -has bem decided hy thc Cwrt. If the 
L operative complaint fails to state a claim, as we hnve argued, thm no prclirninary injunction can 

be granted. In any event, a d e t m h t i o n  whether there is a case at all will be important in 
-, evaluating whether the plaintiff has any chance for success, let alone a probability of success on 

the meritn. 

SEP 2 0 2006 

l l a v m d t o c h ~ ~ ~ f ~ n ~ ~ ~ ~ *  -'9** W D I E M  SFJlFaWU 

S e d  by chamkr~ on 
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Third, despite Mr. Person's plea ofurgency, there is no crncrgcncy here. As Mr. Personb own 
campeign web site discloses, at http:llwww .ca11person4nyag.cod, he is not on the bal tot for 
New York State Attorney General. Nothing he hw accusal Gaoglc ofdoing is IikeIyto cause 
him any harm (and certainly not irreparable harm). Accardingl y, there is no reason why the 
parties cannot await a decision h m  the Court. 

For all these rmans, Google respectfilly requests that all further pruceediogs in the case await 
the Court's decision on the motion to bsmiss. 

onathan M. Jacob wn 8-g.n- 
cc: Carl Perwn. Ebq. (via facshilc) 
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