
Laura Lynn Hammett

16 GoLd Lake Ctub Road

Conway, Arkansas 72032

December 28,2024

Megan C. Rahman Sent Certified

Registered Agent for Troutman Pepper Hamitton Sanders LLP

1001 Haxatt Pt Ft 15

Rich mond, V A 2321 9-3944

James K. Trefit Sent First Ctass USPS and emaiI

Troutman Pepper Hamitton Sanders LLP James.Trefit@Troutman.com

Troutman Pepper Buitding

1001 Haxal,[ Point, 15'h Ftoor

Richmond, VA23219

Re: Demand for Retraction of Defamatory Letter to Automattic, lnc.

This is a demand that Troutman Pepper Hamitton Sanders LLP ("The Firm") send a [etter to
Automattic, lnc that retracts the defamatory statements made by James K. Trefit and The

Firm to which he betongs within a letter dated December 19,2024.

The defamatory statements characterize me, "Hammett", as posting "untawf u[" materiat.

Trefil. and The Firm made the fatse statement that "if [information designated as

'Confidentiat'was] f iLed in court, Iit] was to be fited under seat." ln fact, paragraph '1 3 of the
protective order specifies that court approvaI is required to "the extent that any
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conf identiaI drscovery materiaI f ited with the Court during this Suit is desired by the f il.ing

party to be ptaced under seat".

Trefit and The Firm omitted that Hammett served a motion to unseaI the Appendices at the
Supreme Court of the United States, 24M44, and that motion was docketed as "Motion
Granted". The date of fiLing is docketed as October 7,2024, but the onty motion concerning
the seated documents was not even written untiI October 24,2024. That was an obvious
clerk error that Trefit and The Firm knew about.

Trefit and The Firm wrote falsel.y that Hammett pubtished information that "does not
comply with al.t appticabte [aws and regutations", which sounds tike the pubtishing did not
compty. lt shoutd be clarified that itwas the inaccurate data in the documents that did not
comp[y with att [aws and regutations.

TrefiI and The Firm fatsety ctaimed Hammett pubtished information for an unlawfuI purpose

or ittegaI content. Again, the meaning of the provision is not to exctude Hammett f rom f iting
fatsified evidence, that is ctearty designated as fatsified.

Copyright inf ringement does not appty to publ.ishing evidence that was used to obtain an

order of summary judgment.

Hammett did not disctose personal information of others. The data was fatsified, but
purportedty it pertained to Hammett (who was then Laura Lynn).

I demand that the retractions be made "immediatety", with a copy to me. You are on notice
that a defamation suit wit[ be fil.ed to compensate me for any and al.t damages caused by
Automattic, lnc. or Wordpress' retiance on the fatse information provided by James K. Trefit
and The Firm.

I [ook forward to your prompt cooperation in this matter.

Best Regards,

t,/i/ tt4
rl.Lroa' - L f ,;. 1 t t r qL f

Laura Lynn Hammett
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