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1 | am a partner at the law firm of Munger, Tolles & Olson LLP, counsel of record
for Plaintiffs. | make this Declaration in support of Plaintiffs' Reply in support of Plaintiffs
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment on Plaintiffs' Ownership or Control of the Works at
Issue. The contents of this Declaration are based upon my own personal knowledge, and if
called upon to do so, | could and would testify competently to the matters stated herein.

2. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 isatrue and correct copy of achart prepared at my
direction. Based on Defendants' Response to Plaintiffs’ 56.1 Statement and Exhibit 1 to the
Declaration of Thomas Meloro, the chart in Exhibit 1 clarifies which works are undisputed and
which works Defendants still oppose. If awork is opposed, the chart points to the paragraph of
the Reply 56.1 Statement that corresponds to that particular work.

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 isatrue and correct copy of an excerpt from the
transcript of the deposition of Wade Leak taken in this action. This particular excerpt, though
previously designated confidential, is being de-designated as non-confidential concurrently with

thisfiling.
| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the foregoing is

true and correct.

Dated: March 1, 2011
Los Angeles, CA
s/Melinda E. LeMoine
MéindaE. LeMoine
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