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■TEEL & B ELLMAN, P.C. 
A~at~ 

~1 Broedway.,........, YOl"'4{, N9Yv York 10013 

('?12) 825-7400 

Rlchel -d F. ~ 
L..ewieM. Stael 
a-, Fitz 

Hon. Charles H. Tenney 
United States District Court 
Folev Square 
New York, New York 10007 

Januarv 27. 1986 

Re: Avagliano, et al. v. Sumitomo Shoji America, Inc. 
77 Civ. 5641 (CHT) 
Incherchera v. Sumitomo Corp. of America 
~2 Civ. 4930 (CHT) 

Dear Judge Tennev: 

I ask the Court's permission to submit this short response to Defen­
dant's Memorandum in Reply to Plaintiff's Response to Objections, 
dated January 22, 1986. 

Mv failure to copv the Epstein Becker firID with my letter to the 
Court dated Januarv 7, 19Rn was accidental. In my haste to get a 
sh0rt statement into the Court's hands quickly on the issue covered 
hv the letter, I apparently failed to dictate that a copy should be 
sent to Epstein Becker. When at that firm a few days later, I 
broug~t up the contents of the letter, and was shocked to learn that 
counsel had not received it. I apoloeize for the oversi~ht. 

With regard to the rest of defendant's Januarv 22, 1986 Memorandum, 
Magistrate Dolinger explicitly understood that the Stipulation and 
Order dated October 24, 1985 was entered into to expedite discoverv, 
not to block it. After hearing argtm1ent and receiving written sub­
wissions, the Maeistrate determined that it was appropriate, in order 
to expedite the proceedin~s. to allow plaintiffs access at this time 
t0 the material which is the subiect ~atter of this motion. Plain­
tiffs' counsel believes that this ruling was correct for the reasons 
set fort~ in plaintiffs' memorand~~. 

LMS:PC 
cc: Epstein Becker Borsodv 

& Green, P.C. 

submitted, 
.,, .,. 

by----~~-=~=-.,,===-w .c;.;,,. •-+----­
TEEL , 
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