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November 19, 2025 

VIA ECF 
 
The Honorable Lewis J. Liman 
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York  
500 Pearl Street  
New York, NY 10007 

Re: Lively v. Wayfarer Studios LLC, et al., No. 1:24-cv-10049 (LJL)  

Dear Judge Liman: 

Plaintiff Blake Lively respectfully writes this Court in support of the motion of Stephanie 
Jones and Jonesworks LLC (the “Jones Parties”) seeking that this Court compel third-party 
Katherine Case to produce relevant, non-privileged materials in response to the Rule 45 subpoenas 
duces tecum served on her. ECF No. 166.1 The documents sought by the Jones Parties should have 
been produced to Ms. Lively months ago in accordance with this Court’s order. See Exs. A, B. 
Instead, Ms. Lively only learned of their existence when Ms. Case “confirmed that she possessed” 
and “agreed to produce” certain documents in response to the Jones Parties’ supplemental 
subpoena. ECF No. 166 at 2. Lively respectfully submits that the documents the Jones Parties seek 
are highly relevant to the above-captioned matter as they will meaningfully assist the jury in 
assessing the credibility and truthfulness of key witnesses at Ms. Lively’s fast-approaching trial 
against the Wayfarer Defendants. 

 On June 24, 2025, the Court issued an order, inter alia, “compelling the production of 
documents responsive to requests 1, 5, 6, and 7 of the subpoena[]” directed to Ms. Case. Ex. B at 
24:6–10. That order required Ms. Case to produce “[a]ll Documents and Communications 
concerning” (1) the Digital Campaign, which was defined as “efforts of the Wayfarer Defendants” 
(including TAG, Ms. Nathan, Mr. Wallace, and Street Relations) “to communicate information 
regarding . . . the Actions on any Social Media, news outlet, or other internet platform;” and (2) 
the “Actions.” Ex. A. at 4–5, 7, 15 (emphasis added). “The Actions” was defined to “collectively 
refer[] to” cases including “(d) Jones v. Jennifer Abel et al., United States District Court for the 
Southern District of New York (NYS Case No. 659849/2024; SDNY Case No. 1:25-cv-00779) 
. . . as well [as] the factual allegations or claims contained in all pleadings” (the “Jones Action”). 
Id. at 1.  

 The complaint filed in the Jones Action is replete with factual allegations and claims related 
to the creation of a derogatory website relating to Ms. Jones, as well as the placement of the 
Business Insider article Who’s Afraid of Stephanie Jones? (the “Business Insider Article.”). See, 

 
1 “ECF No.” refers to the docket in Jones v. Abel, Case No. 1:25-cv-00779-LJL.  
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