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Additionally, it should be noted to this court, the subsequent Defense Exhibits are the exact
proofs of evidence submitted to Plaintiff and, his then, attorneys.

DEFENSE CASE
3. The Defendant denies all the allegations in Plaintiff’s Complaint, Nature of the Case,
Paragraphs 1 to 8. The Defendant made it clear to Plaintiff, in 2010 upon entering
Undergraduate School, that the Defendant was going to start a business entity with the primary
focus on business management consulting and further related focus would extend to Cisero S.
Murphy (hereinafter Cisero Sr.) untold legacy.
4. In 2016, after Defendant graduated from two (2) colleges, Defendant verbally and in
written communication informed Plaintiff of the goal to implement and solidify the previously
mentioned plan, in paragraph 3. From 2012 to 2016, Plaintiff was fully aware of Defendant
conducting research and background on Cisero Sr., for Cisero Sr. biography book (see Plaintiff’s
Exhibit D, Page 22 marked July 3%, 2016 at 3:29pm). When Plaintiff’s 2014 failed family
attempt (Plaintiff excluded the Defendant) to produce a documentary of Cisero Sr. imploded,
Plaintiff then wanted to work with Defendant. Defendant established Murphy Enterprise
Solutions, LLC (hereinafter MES) on June 20", 2016 with no help from the Plaintiff (see
Defense Exhibit A). Plaintiff verbally asked Defendant how is the process conducted, in which,
Defendant elaborated verbally and in written communication to Plaintiff (see Plaintiff’s Exhibit
D, Pages 22 and 18 marked June 14™, 2016 at 8:31pm to June 25", 2016 at 12:32pm).
5. From July 2016 to January 2017, Defendant began entering contracts with all individuals
who agreed to be a part of MES’s project of Cisero Sr., in which they agreed and signed the
MES Restricted Disclosure of Content / Release Authorization Form (see Defense Exhibit B1 to

BS). Plaintiff also signed this contract (see Plaintiff’s Exhibit F).
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6. The Defendant denies all allegations in Plaintiff’s Compliant, Nature of the Case,
Paragraphs 9 to 11. Defendant finished the final draft of Big City Nights: The Autobiography
of the Legendary Cisero Murphy book, in late December 2016. On January 19", 2017, the
Defendant filed his work with U.S. Copyright Office, in which, Defendant was issued
Registration Number: TXu002130697 (see Defense Exhibit C). Plaintiff fraudulently filed
Defendant’s copyrighted work as Plaintiff’s work five (5) to six (6) months later under closely
titled names of the Defendant’s literary work (see Plaintiff’s Exhibits B and C).

7. The Defendant denies all allegations in Plaintiff’s Complaint, Facts, Paragraphs B 13
to D 20. The Defendant has firmly established to this court within Defense Case, Paragraphs 4
to 6, the Plaintiff fraudulently filed stolen literary work.

8. The Defendant denies all allegations in Plaintiff’s Complaint, Facts, Paragraphs E 21
to 30. In accordance to FRCP Rule 9 (d), The Defendant, and Plaintiff collectively signed two
different contracts on January 25%, 2017, the MES Restricted Disclosure of Content / Release
Authorization Form and the Forfeiture Contract, in which both documents, in the second and
third paragraphs from the bottom, exclusively state “MES and Associate, do not intend to form
any... agency, and/or partnership...between them by simultaneously concurring to the
agreement” (see Plaintiff’s Exhibits A and F). Additionally, in accordance with FRCP Rule 9
(b), the first time the Defendant became aware of Plaintiff’s brummagem accusation of them
being “Co-Owners of MES” was through the forged document the Plaintiff submitted to his three
different legal advisors to utilize as evidence against the Defendant (see Defense Exhibit D).
The Defendant obtained a copy from Attorney Daniel Angel in his July 3™, 2018 communication
in which he titled it “Exhibit C”. Moreover, in accordance with FRCP Rule 9 (b), Defense

Exhibit E1 to E3 is the unedited copy of Attorney Angel July 3™ communication, in which, the
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Plaintiff submitted a forged communication document, to this court, that mysteriously excluded
Attorney Angel’s mention of “Exhibit C”, the Defendant’s wrong mailing address, and is dated
July 2'2018 (see Plaintiff’s Exhibit M).

9. The Defendant denies all allegations in Plaintiff Complaint, Facts, Paragraphs F 31 to
34, 37, and 39.

10.  The Defendant denies all allegations in Plaintiff Compliant, Facts, Paragraphs F 40 to
43. The Plaintiff is purposely misleading this court as the Plaintiff asserts, in the compliant, “On
January 16, 2017, Cisero printed three copies of the typed manuscript... Tyriek came out of his
house, went into Cisero’s car, and stole a copy...”. However, in Defense Exhibit F1 to F6, the
Defendant confronted the Plaintiff, on May 8%, 2017 at 12:31pm, about printing out Defendant’s
work and passing it off as Plaintiff’s work, in which, Plaintiff vigorously denied printing out
Defendant’s work. Plaintiff submitted same documentation to this court (see Plaintiff Exhibit
D), but the correspondence was jumbled and out of order.

11.  The Defendant denies all allegations in Plaintiff Complaint, Facts, Paragraph G 44 to
60. In accordance with FRCP Rule 12 (f)(2), Defense Motion to Strike Paragraphs G 44 to 60 of
Plaintiff Compliant on grounds of redundant, immaterial, and scandalous matter as it has been
established, to this court, Plaintiff confirmed signing the MES Restricted Disclosure of Content /
Release Authorization Form and the Forfeiture Contract (see Plaintiff Exhibit A and F).
Furthermore, Plaintiff’s Exhibit E, is a signed copy of Defendant’s MES Restricted Disclosure
of Content / Release Authorization Form with MES, which has no relevance in this complaint.
Though, the Plaintiff, once more, attempts to mislead this court into believing Plaintiff Exhibit

E was a release form between Plaintiff and Defendant.
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12.  The Defendant denies all allegations in Plaintiff Compliant, Facts, Paragraphs H 61
and 64. In accordance with FRCP Rule 12 (f)(2), Defense Motion to Strike Paragraphs H 61 and
64 of Plaintiff Complaint on grounds of redundant and scandalous matter.

13.  The Defendant denies all allegations in Plaintiff Complaint, Facts, Paragraphs I 65 to
70. In accordance with FRCP Rule 12 (f)(2), Defense Motion to Strike Paragraphs 1 65 to 70 of
Plaintiff Complaint on grounds of redundant and scandalous matter.

14.  The Defendant denies all allegations in Plaintiff Complaint, Facts, Paragraphs J 71, 73
to 74,76, 78, 80 to 81, 83 to 89, and 92. In accordance with FRCP Rule 12 (f)(2), Defense
Motion to Strike Paragraphs J 71, 73 to 74, 76, 78, 80 to 81, 83 to 89, and 92 of Plaintiff
Complaint on grounds of redundant and scandalous matter.

15.  The Defendant denies all allegations in Plaintiff Complaint, Facts, Paragraphs K 93 to
102. In accordance with FRCP Rule 12 (f)(2), Defense Motion to Strike Paragraphs K 93 to 102
of Plaintiff Complaint on grounds of redundant and scandalous matter.

16.  The Defendant denies all allegations in Plaintiff Complaint presumably Facts,
Paragraphs K 103 to 107. Defendant’s copy of Plaintiff’s Complaint does not show
paragraphs 103 to 107.

17.  The Defendant denies all allegations in Plaintiff Complaint, Facts, Paragraphs L 108 to
114 and 116 to 121. In accordance with FRCP Rule 8 (c)(1) Fraud, and FRCP Rule 9 (b) Fraud,
whereby, the Plaintiff knowingly, willingly, and purposely deceived this court with the claim of
the Defendant defaming Plaintiff to Plaintiff’s family and friends. Plaintiff asserts Defendant
contacted Plaintiff’s sister, Anna Garcia (hereinafter Delarosa Ana) on November 29, 2018,
nonetheless, Defense Exhibits G1 to G4 demonstrates Delarosa Ana initially communicated

with the Defendant when Delarosa Ana requested to post an advertisement of an organization,
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led by the Plaintiff, on MES Facebook social media page with intent to utilize MES’s reputation
and societal status. Delarosa Ana, under pressure from the Plaintiff, emphasized “I thought
when I seen that, that you 2 were working together. Because I truly didn’t want to post it” (see
Defense Exhibit G3).

18. In addition to paragraph 17, In accordance with FRCP Rule 8 (c)(1) Fraud, and FRCP
Rule 9 (b) Fraud, whereby, the Plaintiff knowingly, willingly, and purposely deceived this court
with the prerogative of the Defendant defaming Plaintiff to Plaintiff’s family and friends. Again,
Plaintiff claimed Defendant contacted Maris Nimmons on August 23, 2018, on the contrary, in
Defense Exhibit H, depicts Maris initiating the communication with the Defendant at 3:50pm on
August 23", 2018.

19. Furthermore, lastly to paragraph 17, In accordance with FRCP Rule 8 (¢)(1) Fraud, and
FRCP Rule 9 (b) Fraud, whereby, the Plaintiff knowingly, willingly, and purposely deceived this
court with the prerogative of the Defendant defaming Plaintiff to Plaintiff’s family and friends.
Plaintiff fabricated an account of the Defendant emailing Clifton Bell (hereinafter CB) to
denigrate Plaintiff. CB, although a friend of the Plaintiff, had a verbal agreement with Defendant
on working together to construct a project for Cisero Sr. CB specifically did video production
work which was covered under the contracts signed by willing participants (see Defense
Exhibits B1 to BS). The court should note CB signed as being witness to the contract between
Defendant and Associate (see Defense Exhibit B3). Defendant sent CB a professional courtesy
communication (see Defense Exhibit I to inform CB of the new changes regarding Plaintiff
status as associated with MES and presenting CB the opportunity, should CB choose, to continue
to work with MES on Cisero Sr. project. CB, to date, has not replied to Defendant

correspondence.
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Defense of Plaintiff Count 1
20.  The Defendant denies all allegations and objection to Plaintiff requested relief in
Plaintiff Complaint, Count 1, Paragraphs 121 to 130. In accordance with FRCP Rule 8 (c)(1)
Fraud and Statue of Frauds, FRCP Rule 9 (b) Fraud, FRCP Rule 9 (c) Official Document or Act,
and FRCP Rule 12 (b)(6) failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted, Plaintiff
knowingly, willingly, and purposely deceived this court with deliberate omissions of facts and/or
evidence that would give this court clear and precise knowledge to make a justified decision as it
surrounds Plaintiff’s long-term knowledge of Defendant’s U.S. Copyrighted work even through
three different legal advisors/law firms, Plaintiff’s contractual agreements with Defendant, and
Plaintiff’s forged documentation to coincide with false accounts of the truth. Upon this court
decision to grant Defense Motion to Strike Paragraphs within Plaintiff Complaint and in
conjunction with Defense Case, Plaintiff would not have a valid claim.

Defense of Plaintiff Count 2
21.  The Defendant denies all allegations and objection to Plaintiff requested relief in
Plaintiff Complaint, Count 2, Paragraphs 131 to 141. In accordance with FRCP Rule 8 (c)(1)
Fraud and Statue of Frauds, FRCP Rule 9 (b) Fraud, FRCP Rule 9 (¢) Official Document or Act,
and FRCP Rule 12 (b)(6) failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted, Plaintiff
knowingly, willingly, and purposely deceived this court with deliberate omissions of facts and/or
evidence that would give this court clear and precise knowledge to make a justified decision. In
accordance with FRCP Rule 12 (f)(2), Defense Motion to Strike Count 2 Paragraphs 131 to 141
of Plaintiff Complaint on grounds of redundant and scandalous matter.

Defense of Plaintiff Count 3
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22.  The Defendant denies all allegations and objection to Plaintiff requested relief in
Plaintiff Complaint, Count 3, Paragraphs 142 to 147. In accordance with FRCP Rule 8 (c)(1)
Fraud and Statue of Frauds, FRCP Rule 9 (b) Fraud, FRCP Rule 9 (c) Official Document or Act,
and FRCP Rule 12 (b)(6) failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted, Plaintiff
knowingly, willingly, and purposely deceived this court with deliberate omissions of facts and/or
evidence that would give this court clear and precise knowledge to make a justified decision. In
accordance with FRCP Rule 12 (f)(2), Defense Motion to Strike Count 3 Paragraphs 142 to 147
of Plaintiff Complaint on grounds of redundant and scandalous matter.

Defense of Plaintiff Count 4
23.  The Defendant denies all allegations and objection to Plaintiff requested relief in
Plaintiff Complaint, Count 4, Paragraphs 148 to 154. In accordance with FRCP Rule 8 (c)(1)
Fraud and Statue of Frauds, FRCP Rule 9 (b) Fraud, FRCP Rule 9 (c) Official Document or Act,
and FRCP Rule 12 (b)(6) failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted, Plaintiff
knowingly, willingly, and purposely deceived this court with deliberate omissions of facts and/or
evidence that would give this court clear and precise knowledge to make a justified decision.
Plaintiff repeated refractory regarding his meritless claim against the Defendant has only proven
two facets: three certified law firms refused to represent Plaintiff in this frolicsome claim, thus,
the reason Plaintiff filed Pro Se, and Plaintiff is wasting this court time and resources to hear this
frivolous claim that the Plaintiff perjured himself to filed as evident in Defense Case,
Paragraphs 4 to 11, and 17 to 19. Plaintiff signed a sworn Verification on May 26", 2020
affirming this complaint was accurate knowing he deceived this court with premeditated

omissions and false accounts. In accordance with FRCP Rule 12 (f)(2), Defense Motion to
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Strike Count 4 Paragraphs 148 to 154 of Plaintiff Complaint on grounds of redundant and
scandalous matter.

Defense of Plaintiff Count S
24.  The Defendant denies all allegations and objection to Plaintiff requested relief in
Plaintiff Complaint, Count 5, Paragraphs 155 to 161. In accordance with FRCP Rule 8 (c)(1)
Fraud and Statue of Frauds, FRCP Rule 9 (b) Fraud, FRCP Rule 9 (c¢) Official Document or Act,
and FRCP Rule 12 (b)(6) failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted, Plaintiff
knowingly, willingly, and purposely deceived this court with premeditated omissions of facts
and/or evidence that would give this court clear and precise knowledge to make a justified
decision. In accordance with FRCP Rule 12 (f)(2), Defense Motion to Strike Count 5 Paragraphs
155 to 161 of Plaintiff Complaint on grounds of redundant and scandalous matter.

Defense of Plaintiff Count 6
25.  The Defendant denies all allegations and objection to Plaintiff requested relief in
Plaintiff Complaint, Count 6, Paragraphs 162 to 167. In accordance with FRCP Rule 8 (c)(1)
Fraud and Statue of Frauds, FRCP Rule 9 (b) Fraud, FRCP Rule 9 (c) Official Document or Act,
and FRCP Rule 12 (b)(6) failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted, Plaintiff
knowingly, willingly, and purposely deceived this court with premeditated omissions of facts
and/or evidence that would give this court clear and precise knowledge to make a justified
decision. In accordance with FRCP Rule 12 (f)(2), Defense Motion to Strike Count 6 Paragraphs
162 to 167 of Plaintiff Complaint on grounds of redundant and scandalous matter.

Defense of Plaintiff Prayer for Relief

26.  The Defendant denies all allegations and objection to Plaintiff requested relief in

Plaintiff Complaint, Prayer for Relief, Paragraphs 1 to 11. In accordance with FRCP Rule 8
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(c)(1) Fraud and Statue of Frauds, FRCP Rule 9 (b) Fraud, FRCP Rule 9 (c¢) Official Document
or Act, and FRCP Rule 12 (b)(6) failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted,
Plaintiff knowingly, willingly, and purposely deceived this court with premeditated omissions of
facts and/or evidence that would give this court clear and precise knowledge to make a justified
decision. In accordance with FRCP Rule 12 (f)(2), Defense Motion to Strike Prayer for Relief
Paragraphs 1 to 11 of Plaintiff Cdmplaint on grounds of redundant and scandalous matter.
Defense Counterclaim Against Plaintiff
27. COUNTERCLAIM 1, In accordance with FRCP Rule 13 (a)(1)(A), Plaintiff is in
violation by which Plaintiff knowingly, willingly, and purposely violated 17 U.S.C. Sections
501, 506 (a)(3)(B)(ii), and 18 U.S.C. Section 2319 on June 15, 2017 when Plaintiff falsely filed
Defendant’s U. S. Copyrighted literary work entitled Big City Nights: The Autobiography of the
Legendary Cisero Murphy (see Defense Exhibit C) as Plaintiff’s work under the title Big City
Knights The Biography of: Cisero “Sonny” Murphy A World Class Champion (see Plaintiff
Exhibit B). Plaintiff, on or around March 27", 2019, used this copyright infringement to broker
an entertainment movie deal with Jason Lee, Yvonne Lee, Matthew Socari of Lagralane Group
LLC and Camille West, R. Blake West of United Film House (see Defense Exhibits J1 to J5),
as it was advertised on Variety Website, Blake West, Jason Lee, and Yvonne Lee’s Instagram
social media pages.
28. COUNTERCLAIM 2, In accordance with FRCP Rule 13 (a)(1)(A), Plaintiff is in
violation by which Plaintiff knowingly, willingly, and purposely violated 17 U.S.C. Sections
501, 506 (a)(3)(B)(ii), and 18 U.S.C. Section 2319 on July 3, 2017 when Plaintiff falsely filed
Defendant’s U. S. Copyrighted literary work entitled Big City Nights: The Autobiography of the

Legendary Cisero Murphy (see Defense Exhibit C) as Plaintiff’s work under the title Big City
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31. COUNTERCLAIM §, In accordance with FRCP Rule 8 (c)(1), FRCP Rule 9 (b)(c)(d),
and FRCP Rule 13 (a)(1)(A) Plaintiff is in violation by which Plaintiff knowingly, willingly, and
purposely breached contract, as stipulated in Plaintiff Exhibit A, paragraph 1, to broker an
entertainment movie deal illegally utilizing Defendant U.S. Copyrighted Work, as detailed in
Paragraphs 27 to 29.

32. COUNTERCLAIM 6, In accordance with FRCP Rule 13 (c), The Defendant is seeking
this court to demand or order the Plaintiff to pay the amount of $6,000,000 as compensation for
the Breach of Contract. Additionally, Defendant is seeking the maximum relief, demand, or
order in accordance with 17 U.S.C. Sections 502 (a), 503 (a)(1)(A), 504 (a)(1)(2), and 505 as a
result by which Plaintiff knowingly, willingly, and purposely violated 17 U.S.C. Sections 501,
506 (a)(3)(B)(ii), and 18 U.S.C. Section 2319 as depicted in Paragraphs 27 to 29.

33. COUNTERCLAIM 7, In accordance with FRCP Rule 13 (b) Plaintiff is in violation by
which Plaintiff knowingly, willingly, and purposely inflicted Harassment and Defamation of
Defendant and MES. In which Plaintiff repeatedly had multiple law firms, over the course of
several years, engage Defendant and MES on frivolous allegations of violating State and Federal
Civil and Criminal Procedures, as stipulated in Plaintiff Exhibit H, J, L, and M. Additionally,
Plaintiff, around September 2017, defamed Defendant and MES to Nate Bryant in a phone
communication. Bryant agreed to provide an affidavit and/or testimony if needed. In a second
instance, before or on August 28", 2018, Plaintiff incited David Sapolis, Cisero Sr. mentee and
once in good standing with Defendant, to harass and/or threaten to defame Defendant and/or
MES if Defendant did not “mend the bridge with [Plaintiff]” (see Defense Exhibit K1 to K7).
34. COUNTERCLAIM 8, In accordance with FRCP Rule 13 (c), The Defendant is seeking

this court to demand or order the Plaintiff to pay the amount of $10,000,000 as compensation for
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the Harassment and Defamation the Defendant and MES has endured due to Plaintiff’s malicious
sumpsimus.

DEFENSE CLOSING STATEMENT
3s. The Plaintiff Complaint imploded, on the Federal level, May 26", 2020 when Plaintiff
perjured himself by signing a Verification of this complaint. Plaintiff attempts to mammock
established facts and/or evidence, by Plaintiff own submitted exhibits, to support an egregious
and felonious claim which severely demonstrates Plaintiff refractory and cupidity. Plaintiff told
this court, he was working on a project regarding Cisero Sr., but, outside of the fraudulent
copyrights filed by Plaintiff that the propinquity cannot be debated, fail to produce a single form
of proof to support the declaration and simultaneously confirmed the Defendant claim of being
the originator by submitting MES documents as Plaintiff Exhibits. (see Plaintiff Exhibits A, D,
E, F, and G), which is in respect to Plaintiff claim of copyright infringement, whereby, Plaintiff
knew Defendant was authoring Cisero Sr. book (see Defense Exhibits B1 to BS). Defendant
protected his literary piece with the U.S. Copyright Office (see Defense Exhibit C). Plaintiff
was unaware Defendant filed, Defendant’s literary work officially and Plaintiff presumed
Defendant literature was still unprotected, thus giving Plaintiff the eagerness to steal and
fraudulently file Defendant’s work as Plaintiff’s own.
36.  Plaintiff perjured himself, on May 26, 2020, by asserting co-ownership of MES in a
premeditated fictious megillah which resulted in no viable supporting documentation to this
court. However, Plaintiff did confirm Defendant stance regarding Plaintiff status as not, or a
non-business partner and Plaintiff being allowed under MES with uncompensated restricted

access as depicted in four MES documents (see Plaintiff Exhibits A, E, F, and G). These
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documents in conjunction with Defense Exhibit A solidify to this court who is the true sole
owner of MES.

37.  Plaintiff, for the third instance, perjured himself, on May 26", 2020 to this court when
Plaintiff declared defamation by Defendant to Plaintiff’s friends and family. Plaintiff knowingly
attested to false accounts of events by stating Defendant contacted Maris Nimmons to denigrate
Plaintiff, in which Defense Exhibit H depicts, clearly, Maris Nimmons making first contact.
Plaintiff asserted Defendant defamed him to Clifton Bell in an email, in which the email
correspondence Defense Exhibit I undoubtedly shows Defendant updating Clifton Bell on the
changes within MES and why, as well as giving him the opportunity to continue to work with
Defendant on Cisero Sr. project. Plaintiff emphasized the Defendant contacted Anna Garcia to
vilify Plaintiff, in which Defense Exhibit G1 to G4 demonstrates Anna Garcia sought out
communication with the Defendant, under the directive of Plaintiff, to get the Defendant to
approve an advertisement for an organization led by Plaintiff on Defendant’s MES social media
page.

38.  To summarize, Plaintiff has shown a devious pattern of deliberate deception to get this
court to rule in Plaintiff favor. Whether Perjury or omissions, Plaintiff’s cupidity knows no
boundaries, by which Plaintiff knowingly, willingly, and purposely deceived this court with
premeditated omissions of truths and/or evidence that would give this court clear and precise
knowledge to make a justified decision. In view of the inadequate Plaintiff Complaint while in
conjunction with Defense Case, and in accordance with FRCP Rule 8 (c)(1) Fraud and Statue of
Frauds, FRCP Rule 9 (b) Fraud, FRCP Rule 9 (c) Official Document or Act, and FRCP Rule 12
(b)(6) failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted, and FRCP Rule 12 (f)(2),

Defense Motion to Strike Plaintiff Complaint in its entirety on grounds of redundant, immaterial,
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and scandalous matter, furthermore, in accordance to FRCP Rule 12 (c), Defense request Motion

to Dismiss Plaintiff Complaint.

Dated: #L,
ooklyn, New York

/ 73
— VY] .A’!//_'.id g M.
e 4 - 4
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K ¥ Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP
GISSON DUNN £I 200 Park Avenue

New York, NY 10166.0193
Tel 212.351.4000
www.gibsondunn.com
Daniel Angel
Partner
Direct +1 212.351.2323

CONFIDENTIAL Do

July 3,2018

VIA UPS

Murphy Enterprise Solutions LLC c/o Tyriek Murphy

2790 86th Street e

Apt4B

Brooklyn, NY 11223

Re:  Complaint Concerning Big City Nights: A Biography of the Legendary Cisero

Murphy
Dear Mr. Murphy:

I write on behalf of Cisero Murphy, Jr. (“Cisero Murphy™), sole author of Big City Nights: A
Biography of the Legendary Cisero Murphy (“Big City Nights”) and sole owner of its
copyrights. See Copyright Reg. Nos. TXu002053010 and TXu002060114, attached hereto as
Exhibit A and Exhibit B, respectively. As I am sure you are aware, Cisero Murphy
registered these copyrights in Big City Nights with the U.S. Copyright Office on June 15,
2017 and July 3, 2017, respectively, and his copyrights in the title remain valid and
enforceable.

It has come to our attention that you are attempting to profit off of Cisero Murphy’s work by

selling Big City Nights on, among other places, your websites, Booktopia, Barnes and Noble,
eBay and Amazon at the following links:

e https://murphyentsolutions.com/

e http://www.murphnettifashions.mybigcommerce.com/big-city-nights-the-biography-of-
the-legendary-cisero-murphy/

e https://www.booktopia.com.au/big-city-nights-mpa-tyriek-a-
murphy/prod9781480947849.html

¢ https://www_.barnesandnoble.com/w/big-city-nights-tyriek-a-murphy-
mpa/1127202677?type=eBook

o https://www.ebay.com/p/Big-City-Nights-The-Biography-of-the-Legendary-Cisero-
Murphy-by-Tyriek-A-Murphy-2017-Paperback/239661549

e https://www.amazon.com/Big-City-Nights-Biography-Legendary/dp/1480947849

The posting of Big City Nights for sale in such places is not authorized by Cisero Murphy,
his agents, or the law. Accordingly, this conduct constitutes a violation of United States
Copyright law. See 17 U.S.C. § 101, et seq. In particular, the Copyright Act provides that

Beijing - Brussels - Century City - Dallas - Denver - Dubai - Frankfurt - Hong Kong - Houston - London - Los Angeles
Munich - New York - Orange County - Palo Alto * Paris - San Francisco - S&o Paulo - Singapore - Washington, D.C
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Cisero Murphy has the “exclusive” right to authorize all reproductions of Big City Nights, to
distribute copies of Big City Nights, and to publicly display Big Citj( Nights. 1d. § 106. This
conduct violates all three of these exclusive rights, rendering you liable for copyright
infringement under Section 501 of the Copyright Act, and subjecting you to injunctive relief,
as well as potential liability for actual damages, disgorgement of profits, or statutory
damages to be assessed by a court of competent jurisdiction. 17 U.S.C. §§ 502, 504. As
demonstrated by evidence of your direct knowledge that Cisero Murphy Jr. was writing Big
City Nights (see Exhibit C), there is no question that your unlawful infringement was willful,
subjecting you to additional civil and criminal penalties. Cisero Murphy has undertaken
significant investments in his intellectual property and takes your blatant violations of his
copyright in Big City Nights extremely seriously.

Accordingly, on behalf of Cisero Murphy, we demand that you:

1. Immediately take down Big City Nights from your website and cease all
reproduction, sale, distribution and display of the work, pursuant to the Digital
Millennium Copyright Act, 15 U.S.C. § 512;

2. Provide an accounting of how many copies of Big City Nights were purchased
via each venue and the price of each copy sold; and

3. Compensate Cisero Murphy for the injuries he has already suffered and any
profits you have unlawfully obtained from your unauthorized use of his work.

At a minimum, we believe that it would be appropriate for you to pay $750, representing the
statutory minimum for damages caused by willful infringement (17 U.S.C. § 504), multiplied
by the number of copies of Big City Nights that you have sold.

If you are prepared to cooperate, please sign the below acknowledgment and return a copy of
this letter, along with an accounting of the copies sold, to me within ten days. Should you fail
to honor these demands, we are prepared to take appropriate steps to protect and enforce Cisero
Murphy’s rights, including, but not limited to, seeking the maximum amount of damages
allowable under the Copyright Act, injunctive relief, costs, attorneys’ fees, and other remedies
available at law.

The information in this notification is accurate, and, under penalty of perjury, I am authorized
to act on behalf of Cisero Murphy, the owner of the copyright that is being infringed. This
letter is not intended to be a complete recitation of all relevant facts and is sent without
prejudice to any of Cisero Murphy’s rights, all of which are expressly reserved.
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Sincerely, .
. "4 /'“ . i
e

Daniel Angel

ACKNOWLEDGMENT:

I agree immediately to cease and desist from any further reproduction, distribution or display
of Big City Nights: A Biography of the Legendary Cisero Murphy (Copyright Reg. Nos.
TXu002053010 and TXu002060114). I agree to take all steps necessary to remedy my
unauthorized reproduction, distribution, and display of this work, including but not limited
to:

(1) removing this work from the website associated with Murphy Enterprise Solutions LLC;
(2) providing an accounting of all sales of this work; and

(3) providing appropriate compensation to its owner, Cisero Murphy.

Agreed to and accepted by:

Signature Date

Name: Tyriek Murphy
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< Me
12:31 PM, May 8

Better yet, exactly how much time were you
planning on letting go by before you reveal to
me you printed out Big City Nights... & carrying it
around in your black personal planner, on the left
hand side, face down, in a black & clear plastic

changed)

S00000, people supposed to believe that's your
writing style, huh???

I've known for months, & was just waiting to see

your intent. Why you'think | kept asking you if you

had anything to tell me or report & to my face, on
B &w\% the phone, and by text, you s‘traig‘ht lied to melll

Enibit
F3

Copy text Share More
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< Me
11:00 AM, Aug 29

Morning Dave,

It was brought to my attention, last night by my
social media manager, that you left a comment
saying "got something to say to me?" on a post |

put up.

Was that comment meant for me??

If so, What's that comment about??....

Because if | need or want to speak to you about

something its done like this, via phone call and/or
email as | have done in past communications!!

] < :
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< Dave Sapolis
11:28 AM, Aug 29

(No subject)

Answer me one question - that's pretty much all
| need is an answer to a question that | have.
Who is being counterproductive and helping
unauthorized individuals to undermine what
is being established? I've stayed out of your
situation regarding the issues concerning your
father. | do that out respect for your family and
your grandfather's legacy - not wanting to drag his
name into controversy or personal issues. You
know where | stand - and | refuse to allow you
D @CW“; or anybody else misrepresent your grandfather.
You and only you have the power to mend the
o bridge with your father, and if you can't be man
g ¥ ,M enough to make things right - then at least
have the decency to not make things worse by
insinuating crap on social media - and using your
K g grandfather's legendary status as a platform to
be resentful and spiteful. That behavior is childish
and more counterproductive than anything else.
If you cannot understand that, then you have no
business representing anything - especially your
grandfather. As far as communication - YOU
posted that publicly on social media - and that's
where | responded to you. If you have a problem
with that, you only have yourself to blame for
posting that comment. Do the right thing and
you won't have to worry about getting called out
for doing the opposite. If you call people out -
expect them to stand up for themselves. That's
what | did. If you're upset with me about that -
not my problem.

(] < :
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< Me
12:14 PM, Aug 29

(No subject)

First, | know where & what | say at all times. If
have to address someone, its done just like this
never through 3rd party or social media. There
has never been any negative impact thrown my
way because | do what | do with pure integrity.

Second, I'm very aware of what's going on as it
pertains to Cisero Jr. & who's assisting him. |,

as well, have been more than gracious with not
reacting to his antics. No one, INCLUDING Cisero
Jr., was really trying to depict my grandfather
legacy until | made it a priority to do so during

my graduate degree pursuit. I'm very much sure
he has told you some negative facets regarding
me as he has with others (and I got the notarized
letters to confirm). SV

Now, based upon the tone of yout text, | am
concluding you felt my post was a subliminal jab
at you??..... if you feel some type of way about it,
then that's something you have to deal with!!

Again, everything | have done to this point

was something that should have been done
decades ago by others, yourself (if you want

to be included), Cisero Jr., and/or other actual
family members but none did not!! | find it rather
intriguing how this HOF ceremony was setup
behind my back and I had to find out the day
before, in another state, while in the midst of a
interview promoting my book regarding Cisero
Sr.77.... how does that happen??

It's clear our vibe has changed, I'm ok with that,
if you are, | told you that in the email | sent you

] <
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< Me
12:14 PM, Aug 29

(No subject)
me as he has with others (and | got the notanzed
letters to confirm).

Now, based upon the tone of your text, | am
concluding you felt my post was a subliminal jab
at you??..... if you feel some type of way about it,
then that's something you have to deal with!!

Again, everything | have done to this point

was something that should have been done
decades ago by others, yourself (if you want

to be included), Cisero Jr., and/or other actual
family members but none did not! :I find it rather
intriguing how this HOF ceremony was setup
behind my back and I had to find out the day
before, in another state, while in the midst of a
interview promoting my book regarding Cisero
Sr.72.... how does that happen??

It's clear our vibe has changed, I'm ok with that,
if you are, | told you that in the email | sent you

& Cliff, that I'm not naive to think you'll loyalty
wouldn't be with Cisero Jr. Actions speaks more
than any words can!! | don't need to, nor have |
ever, degraded anyone to get to this point... like

| was always told, sit back, watch & listen, and
over time you get to see people true intent or
intentions!!

And, just so we clear, the HOF video tribute
regarding my grandfather that you got emotional
about, quite a few people, including me, felt more
genuineness from the other 2 presenters than
they from Cisero Jr.

] < E
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< Dave Sapolis
12:39 PM, Aug 29

(No subject)

Piss on documentation and all the legal bulishit.
This was never intended to be a complicated
situation. It was about two people who wanted
to honor the legacy of a good man. Yes, my tone
has changed. You created this entire situation
yourself. | had no part in creating the tension

or the legal nonsense . You did that. Nice try
on trying to deflect on me - just know that not
everyone is going to kiss your ass or agree with
everything you are doing. It is naive to believe
that. You have all the talent, brains, and skill

to do what you are trying to do without all of
this other nonsense. All of that drama distracts
from the main purpose - which is honoring your
grandfather's legacy - not using it as a weapon.
You may not view it that way - you can come at
me with all of the legal mumbo jumbo - knock
yourself out. This was never a complicated
situation until you became involved - and to me,
that speaks volumes. | always give people the
chance to do the right thing - but in this situation
doing the right thing is different depending

on your perspective. | get that, but it doesn't
change the fact that | dislike your methods and
your disregard for how your actions may be
interpreted or misinterpreted by others. There's
no right way to do the wrong thing. It's sad that
you don't understand that. So rock on with your
corporation. Just remember, your grandfather
would not approve of you treating his name or
his legacy as your property. Add that fact to your
documentation.
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UNITED STATES
Bad POSTAL SERVICE.

CADMAN PLAZA
271 CADMAN PLZ E STE 2
BROOKLYN, NY 11201-9997
(800)275-8777

05/07/2021 10:41 AM

Product Qty Unit Price
Price

Priority Mail® 1-Day 1 $7.95

Flat Rate Env
Saint Albans, NY 11412
Fiat Rate
Expected Delivery Date
Sat 05/08/2021

Certified Mail® $3.60
Tracking #:
70181130000169440926
Return Receipt $2.85
Tracking #:
9590 9402 5446 9189 1995 82
Total $14.40
Grand Total: $14.40
Cash $20.00
Change -$5.60

******************************************

USPS is experiencing unprecedented volume
increases and limited employee
availability due to the impacts of
COVID-19. We appreciate your natieman~



