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M3 GIRL DESIGNS, LLC

Plaintiff,

V.

BLUE BROWNIES, LLC
KRISTA DUDTE, ROBERT DUDTE,
and SHANNON DUNN

Defendants.

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
DALLAS DIVISION

CIVIL ACTION NO. 3-09CV2390-F
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APPENDIX

DEFENDANTS’ REPLY TO PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE TO
SECOND MOTION TO COMPEL AND
SECOND MOTION FOR SANCTIONS UNDER RULE 37

The following documents are submitted in support of this Motion.

Exhibit A
Exhibit B
Exhibit C
Exhibit D
Exhibit E
Exhibit F
Exhibit G
Exhibit H

Exhibit |

Exhibit J

July 11, 2011 Letter from Charles Hanor to Scott Hemingway
July 14, 2011 Letter from Scott Hemingway to Charles Hanor
July 26, 2011 Letter from Scott Hemingway to Charles Hanor
M3G-7277 (FILED UNER SEAL)

M3G-4527 — 4556 (FILED UNDER SEAL)

Quickbooks products

March 24, 2011 Letter from Scott Hemingway to Charles Hanor
March 22, 2011 Letter from Charles Hanor to Scott Hemingway

July 27, 2011 Plaintiff’s Supplemental Responses to
Interrogatories

Tabberone’s Hall of Shame M3 Girl Designs Copied Artwork
Comparisons from www.tabberone.com-



http://www.tabberone.com-/
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Exhibit K

Exhibit L
Exhibit M
Exhibit N

Exhibit O

Exhibit P

January 2010 letter and response regarding M3 Girl Designs’
infringement of Karyn Lewis Bonfiglio’s Copyrighted Material.

June 1, 2011 Letter from Scott Hemingway to Charles Hanor
June 3, 2011 Letter from Charles Hanor to Scott Hemingway
July 11, 2011 Letter from Charles Hanor to Scott Hemingway

Texas Secretary of State Management Listing for M3 Girl
Designs, LLC.

August 11, 2011 Affidavit of Jeannine Davis Vasquez

Respectfully submitted,
Charles W. Hanor

Hanor IP Law

Charles W. Hanor, P.C.
750 Rittiman Road

San Antonio, Texas 78209
Telephone: (210) 829-2002
Facsimile: (210) 829-2001

By:_ C‘u-uqhnc\-«

Charles W. Hanor
Texas Bar No. 08928800

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANTS
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