




























































































Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Office of the Commissioner of Baseball 2004 156 J 2

Anaheim Angels 2004 156 W 2

Arizona Diamondbacks 2004 156 W 2

Atlanta Braves 2004 156 W 2

Baltimore Orioles 2004 156 W 2

Boston Red Sox 2004 156 W 2

Chicago Cubs 2004 156 W 2

Chicago White Sox 2004 156 W 2

Cincinnati Reds 2004 156 W 2

Cleveland Indians 2004 156 W 2

Colorado Rockies 2004 156 W 2

Detroit Tigers 2004 156 W 2

Florida Marlins 2004 156 W 2

Houston Astros 2004 156 W 2

Kansas City Royals 2004 156 W 2

Los Angeles Dodgers 2004 156 W 2

Milwaukee Brewers 2004 156 W 2

Minnesota Twins 2004 156 W 2

New York Mets 2004 156 W 2

New York Yankees 2004 156 W 2

Oakland Athletics 2004 156 W 2

Philadelphia Phillies 2004 156 W 2

Pittsburgh Pirates 2004 156 W 2

San Diego Padres 2004 156 W 2

San Francisco Giants 2004 156 W 2

Seattle Mariners 2004 156 W 2

St. Louis Cardinals 2004 156 W 2

Tampa Bay Rays 2004 156 W 2

Texas Rangers 2004 156 W 2

Toronto Blue Jays 2004 156 W 2

Washington Nationals/Montreal Expos 2004 156 W 2

Office of the Commissioner of Baseball 2005 397 J 2

Anaheim Angels 2005 397 W 2

Arizona Diamondbacks 2005 397 W 2

Atlanta Braves 2005 397 W 2

Baltimore Orioles 2005 397 W 2

Boston Red Sox 2005 397 W 2

Chicago Cubs 2005 397 W 2

Chicago White Sox 2005 397 W 2

Cincinnati Reds 2005 397 W 2

Cleveland Indians 2005 397 W 2

Colorado Rockies 2005 397 W 2

Detroit Tigers 2005 397 W 2

Florida Marlins 2005 397 W 2

Houston Astros 2005 397 W 2

Kansas City Royals 2005 397 W 2

Los Angeles Dodgers 2005 397 W 2

Milwaukee Brewers 2005 397 W 2

Minnesota Twins 2005 397 W 2

New York Mets 2005 397 W 2

New York Yankees 2005 397 W 2

Oakland Athletics 2005 397 W 2

Philadelphia Phillies 2005 397 W 2

Pittsburgh Pirates 2005 397 W 2

San Diego Padres 2005 397 W 2

San Francisco Giants 2005 397 W 2

Seattle Mariners 2005 397 W 2

St. Louis Cardinals 2005 397 W 2

Tampa Bay Rays 2005 397 W 2

Texas Rangers 2005 397 W 2

Toronto Blue Jays 2005 397 W 2

Washington Nationals 2005 397 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Office of the Commissioner of Baseball 2006 383 J 2

Anaheim Angels 2006 383 W 2

Arizona Diamondbacks 2006 383 W 2

Atlanta Braves 2006 383 W 2

Baltimore Orioles 2006 383 W 2

Boston Red Sox 2006 383 W 2

Chicago Cubs 2006 383 W 2

Chicago White Sox 2006 383 W 2

Cincinnati Reds 2006 383 W 2

Cleveland Indians 2006 383 W 2

Colorado Rockies 2006 383 W 2

Detroit Tigers 2006 383 W 2

Florida Marlins 2006 383 W 2

Houston Astros 2006 383 W 2

Kansas City Royals 2006 383 W 2

Los Angeles Dodgers 2006 383 W 2

Milwaukee Brewers 2006 383 W 2

Minnesota Twins 2006 383 W 2

New York Mets 2006 383 W 2

New York Yankees 2006 383 W 2

Oakland Athletics 2006 383 W 2

Philadelphia Phillies 2006 383 W 2

Pittsburgh Pirates 2006 383 W 2

San Diego Padres 2006 383 W 2

San Francisco Giants 2006 383 W 2

Seattle Mariners 2006 383 W 2

St. Louis Cardinals 2006 383 W 2

Tampa Bay Rays 2006 383 W 2

Texas Rangers 2006 383 W 2

Toronto Blue Jays 2006 383 W 2

Washington Nationals 2006 383 W 2

Office of the Commissioner of Baseball 2007 365 J 2

Anaheim Angels 2007 365 W 2

Arizona Diamondbacks 2007 365 W 2

Atlanta Braves 2007 365 W 2

Baltimore Orioles 2007 365 W 2

Boston Red Sox 2007 365 W 2

Chicago Cubs 2007 365 W 2

Chicago White Sox 2007 365 W 2

Cincinnati Reds 2007 365 W 2

Cleveland Indians 2007 365 W 2

Colorado Rockies 2007 365 W 2

Detroit Tigers 2007 365 W 2

Florida Marlins 2007 365 W 2

Houston Astros 2007 365 W 2

Kansas City Royals 2007 365 W 2

Los Angeles Dodgers 2007 365 W 2

Milwaukee Brewers 2007 365 W 2

Minnesota Twins 2007 365 W 2

New York Mets 2007 365 W 2

New York Yankees 2007 365 W 2

Oakland Athletics 2007 365 W 2

Philadelphia Phillies 2007 365 W 2

Pittsburgh Pirates 2007 365 W 2

San Diego Padres 2007 365 W 2

San Francisco Giants 2007 365 W 2

Seattle Mariners 2007 365 W 2

St. Louis Cardinals 2007 365 W 2

Tampa Bay Rays 2007 365 W 2

Texas Rangers 2007 365 W 2

Toronto Blue Jays 2007 365 W 2

Washington Nationals 2007 365 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Office of the Commissioner of Baseball 2008 274 J 2

Arizona Diamondbacks 2008 274 W 2

Atlanta Braves 2008 274 W 2

Baltimore Orioles 2008 274 W 2

Boston Red Sox 2008 274 W 2

Chicago Cubs 2008 274 W 2

Chicago White Sox 2008 274 W 2

Cincinnati Reds 2008 274 W 2

Cleveland Indians 2008 274 W 2

Colorado Rockies 2008 274 W 2

Detroit Tigers 2008 274 W 2

Florida Marlins 2008 274 W 2

Houston Astros 2008 274 W 2

Kansas City Royals 2008 274 W 2

Los Angeles Angels 2008 274 W 2

Los Angeles Dodgers 2008 274 W 2

Milwaukee Brewers 2008 274 W 2

Minnesota Twins 2008 274 W 2

New York Mets 2008 274 W 2

New York Yankees 2008 274 W 2

Oakland Athletics 2008 274 W 2

Philadelphia Phillies 2008 274 W 2

Pittsburgh Pirates 2008 274 W 2

San Diego Padres 2008 274 W 2

San Francisco Giants 2008 274 W 2

Seattle Mariners 2008 274 W 2

St. Louis Cardinals 2008 274 W 2

Tampa Bay Rays 2008 274 W 2

Texas Rangers 2008 274 W 2

Toronto Blue Jays 2008 274 W 2

Washington Nationals 2008 274 W 2

Office of the Commissioner of Baseball 2009 375 J 2

Arizona Diamondbacks 2009 375 W 2

Atlanta Braves 2009 375 W 2

Baltimore Orioles 2009 375 W 2

Boston Red Sox 2009 375 W 2

Chicago Cubs 2009 375 W 2

Chicago White Sox 2009 375 W 2

Cincinnati Reds 2009 375 W 2

Cleveland Indians 2009 375 W 2

Colorado Rockies 2009 375 W 2

Detroit Tigers 2009 375 W 2

Florida Marlins 2009 375 W 2

Houston Astros 2009 375 W 2

Kansas City Royals 2009 375 W 2

Los Angeles Angels 2009 375 W 2

Los Angeles Dodgers 2009 375 W 2

Milwaukee Brewers 2009 375 W 2

Minnesota Twins 2009 375 W 2

New York Mets 2009 375 W 2

New York Yankees 2009 375 W 2

Oakland Athletics 2009 375 W 2

Philadelphia Phillies 2009 375 W 2

Pittsburgh Pirates 2009 375 W 2

San Diego Padres 2009 375 W 2

San Francisco Giants 2009 375 W 2

Seattle Mariners 2009 375 W 2

St. Louis Cardinals 2009 375 W 2

Tampa Bay Rays 2009 375 W 2

Texas Rangers 2009 375 W 2

Toronto Blue Jays 2009 375 W 2

Washington Nationals 2009 375 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

National Basketball Association 2004 347 J 2

Atlanta Hawks 2004 347 W 2

Boston Celtics 2004 347 W 2

Charlotte Bobcats 2004 347 W 2

Chicago Bulls 2004 347 W 2

Cleveland Cavaliers 2004 347 W 2

Dallas Mavericks 2004 347 W 2

Denver Nuggets 2004 347 W 2

Detroit Pistons 2004 347 W 2

Golden State Warriors 2004 347 W 2

Houston Rockets 2004 347 W 2

Indiana Pacers 2004 347 W 2

Los Angeles Clippers 2004 347 W 2

Los Angeles Lakers 2004 347 W 2

Memphis Grizzlies 2004 347 W 2

Miami Heat 2004 347 W 2

Milwaukee Bucks 2004 347 W 2

Minnesota Timberwolves 2004 347 W 2

New Jersey Nets 2004 347 W 2

New Orleans Hornets 2004 347 W 2

New York Knickerbockers 2004 347 W 2

Orlando Magic 2004 347 W 2

Philadelphia 76ers 2004 347 W 2

Phoenix Suns 2004 347 W 2

Portland Trail Blazers 2004 347 W 2

Sacramento Kings 2004 347 W 2

San Antonio Spurs 2004 347 W 2

Seattle Sonics 2004 347 W 2

Toronto Raptors 2004 347 W 2

Utah Jazz 2004 347 W 2

Washington Wizards 2004 347 W 2

National Basketball Association 2005 288 J 2

Atlanta Hawks 2005 288 W 2

Boston Celtics 2005 288 W 2

Charlotte Bobcats 2005 288 W 2

Chicago Bulls 2005 288 W 2

Cleveland Cavaliers 2005 288 W 2

Dallas Mavericks 2005 288 W 2

Denver Nuggets 2005 288 W 2

Detroit Pistons 2005 288 W 2

Golden State Warriors 2005 288 W 2

Houston Rockets 2005 288 W 2

Indiana Pacers 2005 288 W 2

Los Angeles Clippers 2005 288 W 2

Los Angeles Lakers 2005 288 W 2

Memphis Grizzlies 2005 288 W 2

Miami Heat 2005 288 W 2

Milwaukee Bucks 2005 288 W 2

Minnesota Timberwolves 2005 288 W 2

New Jersey Nets 2005 288 W 2

New Orleans Hornets 2005 288 W 2

New York Knickerbockers 2005 288 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Orlando Magic 2005 288 W 2

Philadelphia 76ers 2005 288 W 2

Phoenix Suns 2005 288 W 2

Portland Trail Blazers 2005 288 W 2

Sacramento Kings 2005 288 W 2

San Antonio Spurs 2005 288 W 2

Seattle Sonics 2005 288 W 2

Toronto Raptors 2005 288 W 2

Utah Jazz 2005 288 W 2

Washington Wizards 2005 288 W 2

National Basketball Association 2006 299 J 2

Atlanta Hawks 2006 299 W 2

Boston Celtics 2006 299 W 2

Charlotte Bobcats 2006 299 W 2

Chicago Bulls 2006 299 W 2

Cleveland Cavaliers 2006 299 W 2

Dallas Mavericks 2006 299 W 2

Denver Nuggets 2006 299 W 2

Detroit Pistons 2006 299 W 2

Golden State Warriors 2006 299 W 2

Houston Rockets 2006 299 W 2

Indiana Pacers 2006 299 W 2

Los Angeles Clippers 2006 299 W 2

Los Angeles Lakers 2006 299 W 2

Memphis Grizzlies 2006 299 W 2

Miami Heat 2006 299 W 2

Milwaukee Bucks 2006 299 W 2

Minnesota Timberwolves 2006 299 W 2

New Jersey Nets 2006 299 W 2

New Orleans/Oklahoma City Hornets 2006 299 W 2

New York Knickerbockers 2006 299 W 2

Orlando Magic 2006 299 W 2

Philadelphia 76ers 2006 299 W 2

Phoenix Suns 2006 299 W 2

Portland Trail Blazers 2006 299 W 2

Sacramento Kings 2006 299 W 2

San Antonio Spurs 2006 299 W 2

Seattle Sonics 2006 299 W 2

Toronto Raptors 2006 299 W 2

Utah Jazz 2006 299 W 2

Washington Wizards 2006 299 W 2

National Basketball Association 2007 22 J 2

Atlanta Hawks 2007 22 W 2

Boston Celtics 2007 22 W 2

Charlotte Bobcats 2007 22 W 2

Chicago Bulls 2007 22 W 2

Cleveland Cavaliers 2007 22 W 2

Dallas Mavericks 2007 22 W 2

Denver Nuggets 2007 22 W 2

Detroit Pistons 2007 22 W 2

Golden State Warriors 2007 22 W 2

Houston Rockets 2007 22 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Indiana Pacers 2007 22 W 2

Los Angeles Clippers 2007 22 W 2

Los Angeles Lakers 2007 22 W 2

Memphis Grizzlies 2007 22 W 2

Miami Heat 2007 22 W 2

Milwaukee Bucks 2007 22 W 2

Minnesota Timberwolves 2007 22 W 2

New Jersey Nets 2007 22 W 2

New Orleans/Oklahoma City Hornets 2007 22 W 2

New York Knickerbockers 2007 22 W 2

Orlando Magic 2007 22 W 2

Philadelphia 76ers 2007 22 W 2

Phoenix Suns 2007 22 W 2

Portland Trail Blazers 2007 22 W 2

Sacramento Kings 2007 22 W 2

San Antonio Spurs 2007 22 W 2

Seattle Sonics 2007 22 W 2

Toronto Raptors 2007 22 W 2

Utah Jazz 2007 22 W 2

Washington Wizards 2007 22 W 2

National Basketball Association 2008 52 J 2

Atlanta Hawks 2008 52 W 2

Boston Celtics 2008 52 W 2

Charlotte Bobcats 2008 52 W 2

Chicago Bulls 2008 52 W 2

Cleveland Cavaliers 2008 52 W 2

Dallas Mavericks 2008 52 W 2

Denver Nuggets 2008 52 W 2

Detroit Pistons 2008 52 W 2

Golden State Warriors 2008 52 W 2

Houston Rockets 2008 52 W 2

Indiana Pacers 2008 52 W 2

Los Angeles Clippers 2008 52 W 2

Los Angeles Lakers 2008 52 W 2

Memphis Grizzlies 2008 52 W 2

Miami Heat 2008 52 W 2

Milwaukee Bucks 2008 52 W 2

Minnesota Timberwolves 2008 52 W 2

New Jersey Nets 2008 52 W 2

New Orleans Hornets 2008 52 W 2

New York Knickerbockers 2008 52 W 2

Orlando Magic 2008 52 W 2

Philadelphia 76ers 2008 52 W 2

Phoenix Suns 2008 52 W 2

Portland Trail Blazers 2008 52 W 2

Sacramento Kings 2008 52 W 2

San Antonio Spurs 2008 52 W 2

Seattle Sonics 2008 52 W 2

Toronto Raptors 2008 52 W 2

Utah Jazz 2008 52 W 2

Washington Wizards 2008 52 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

National Basketball Association 2009 11 J 2

Atlanta Hawks 2009 11 W 2

Boston Celtics 2009 11 W 2

Charlotte Bobcats 2009 11 W 2

Chicago Bulls 2009 11 W 2

Cleveland Cavaliers 2009 11 W 2

Dallas Mavericks 2009 11 W 2

Denver Nuggets 2009 11 W 2

Detroit Pistons 2009 11 W 2

Golden State Warriors 2009 11 W 2

Houston Rockets 2009 11 W 2

Indiana Pacers 2009 11 W 2

Los Angeles Clippers 2009 11 W 2

Los Angeles Lakers 2009 11 W 2

Memphis Grizzlies 2009 11 W 2

Miami Heat 2009 11 W 2

Milwaukee Bucks 2009 11 W 2

Minnesota Timberwolves 2009 11 W 2

New Jersey Nets 2009 11 W 2

New Orleans Hornets 2009 11 W 2

New York Knickerbockers 2009 11 W 2

Orlando Magic 2009 11 W 2

Philadelphia 76ers 2009 11 W 2

Phoenix Suns 2009 11 W 2

Portland Trail Blazers 2009 11 W 2

Sacramento Kings 2009 11 W 2

San Antonio Spurs 2009 11 W 2

Oklahoma City Thunder 2009 11 W 2

Toronto Raptors 2009 11 W 2

Utah Jazz 2009 11 W 2

Washington Wizards 2009 11 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

National Football League 2004 338 J 2

Arizona Cardinals 2004 338 W 2

Atlanta Falcons 2004 338 W 2

Baltimore Ravens 2004 338 W 2

Buffalo Bills 2004 338 W 2

Carolina Panthers 2004 338 W 2

Chicago Bears 2004 338 W 2

Cincinnati Bengals 2004 338 W 2

Cleveland Browns 2004 338 W 2

Dallas Cowboys 2004 338 W 2

Denver Broncos 2004 338 W 2

Detroit Lions 2004 338 W 2

Green Bay Packers 2004 338 W 2

Houston Texans 2004 338 W 2

Indianapolis Colts 2004 338 W 2

Jacksonville Jaguars 2004 338 W 2

Kansas City Chiefs 2004 338 W 2

Miami Dolphins 2004 338 W 2

Minnesota Vikings 2004 338 W 2

New England Patriots 2004 338 W 2

New Orleans Saints 2004 338 W 2

New York Giants 2004 338 W 2

New York Jets 2004 338 W 2

Oakland Raiders 2004 338 W 2

Philadelphia Eagles 2004 338 W 2

Pittsburgh Steelers 2004 338 W 2

St. Louis Rams 2004 338 W 2

San Diego Chargers 2004 338 W 2

San Francisco 49ers 2004 338 W 2

Seattle Seahawks 2004 338 W 2

Tampa Bay Buccaneers 2004 338 W 2

Tennessee Titans 2004 338 W 2

Washington Redskins 2004 338 W 2

National Football League 2005 290 J 2

Arizona Cardinals 2005 290 W 2

Atlanta Falcons 2005 290 W 2

Baltimore Ravens 2005 290 W 2

Buffalo Bills 2005 290 W 2

Carolina Panthers 2005 290 W 2

Chicago Bears 2005 290 W 2

Cincinnati Bengals 2005 290 W 2

Cleveland Browns 2005 290 W 2

Dallas Cowboys 2005 290 W 2

Denver Broncos 2005 290 W 2

Detroit Lions 2005 290 W 2

Green Bay Packers 2005 290 W 2

Houston Texans 2005 290 W 2

Indianapolis Colts 2005 290 W 2

Jacksonville Jaguars 2005 290 W 2

Kansas City Chiefs 2005 290 W 2

Miami Dolphins 2005 290 W 2

Minnesota Vikings 2005 290 W 2

New England Patriots 2005 290 W 2

New Orleans Saints 2005 290 W 2

New York Giants 2005 290 W 2

New York Jets 2005 290 W 2

Oakland Raiders 2005 290 W 2

Philadelphia Eagles 2005 290 W 2

Pittsburgh Steelers 2005 290 W 2

St. Louis Rams 2005 290 W 2

San Diego Chargers 2005 290 W 2

San Francisco 49ers 2005 290 W 2

Seattle Seahawks 2005 290 W 2

Tampa Bay Buccaneers 2005 290 W 2

Tennessee Titans 2005 290 W 2

Washington Redskins 2005 290 W 2

National Football League 2006 305 J 2

Arizona Cardinals 2006 305 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Atlanta Falcons 2006 305 W 2

Baltimore Ravens 2006 305 W 2

Buffalo Bills 2006 305 W 2

Carolina Panthers 2006 305 W 2

Chicago Bears 2006 305 W 2

Cincinnati Bengals 2006 305 W 2

Cleveland Browns 2006 305 W 2

Dallas Cowboys 2006 305 W 2

Denver Broncos 2006 305 W 2

Detroit Lions 2006 305 W 2

Green Bay Packers 2006 305 W 2

Houston Texans 2006 305 W 2

Indianapolis Colts 2006 305 W 2

Jacksonville Jaguars 2006 305 W 2

Kansas City Chiefs 2006 305 W 2

Miami Dolphins 2006 305 W 2

Minnesota Vikings 2006 305 W 2

New England Patriots 2006 305 W 2

New Orleans Saints 2006 305 W 2

New York Giants 2006 305 W 2

New York Jets 2006 305 W 2

Oakland Raiders 2006 305 W 2

Philadelphia Eagles 2006 305 W 2

Pittsburgh Steelers 2006 305 W 2

St. Louis Rams 2006 305 W 2

San Diego Chargers 2006 305 W 2

San Francisco 49ers 2006 305 W 2

Seattle Seahawks 2006 305 W 2

Tampa Bay Buccaneers 2006 305 W 2

Tennessee Titans 2006 305 W 2

Washington Redskins 2006 305 W 2

National Football League 2007 24 J 2

Arizona Cardinals 2007 24 W 2

Atlanta Falcons 2007 24 W 2

Baltimore Ravens 2007 24 W 2

Buffalo Bills 2007 24 W 2

Carolina Panthers 2007 24 W 2

Chicago Bears 2007 24 W 2

Cincinnati Bengals 2007 24 W 2

Cleveland Browns 2007 24 W 2

Dallas Cowboys 2007 24 W 2

Denver Broncos 2007 24 W 2

Detroit Lions 2007 24 W 2

Green Bay Packers 2007 24 W 2

Houston Texans 2007 24 W 2

Indianapolis Colts 2007 24 W 2

Jacksonville Jaguars 2007 24 W 2

Kansas City Chiefs 2007 24 W 2

Miami Dolphins 2007 24 W 2

Minnesota Vikings 2007 24 W 2

New England Patriots 2007 24 W 2

New Orleans Saints 2007 24 W 2

New York Giants 2007 24 W 2

New York Jets 2007 24 W 2

Oakland Raiders 2007 24 W 2

Philadelphia Eagles 2007 24 W 2

Pittsburgh Steelers 2007 24 W 2

St. Louis Rams 2007 24 W 2

San Diego Chargers 2007 24 W 2

San Francisco 49ers 2007 24 W 2

Seattle Seahawks 2007 24 W 2

Tampa Bay Buccaneers 2007 24 W 2

Tennessee Titans 2007 24 W 2

Washington Redskins 2007 24 W 2

National Football League 2008 155 J 2

Arizona Cardinals 2008 155 W 2

Atlanta Falcons 2008 155 W 2

Baltimore Ravens 2008 155 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Buffalo Bills 2008 155 W 2

Carolina Panthers 2008 155 W 2

Chicago Bears 2008 155 W 2

Cincinnati Bengals 2008 155 W 2

Cleveland Browns 2008 155 W 2

Dallas Cowboys 2008 155 W 2

Denver Broncos 2008 155 W 2

Detroit Lions 2008 155 W 2

Green Bay Packers 2008 155 W 2

Houston Texans 2008 155 W 2

Indianapolis Colts 2008 155 W 2

Jacksonville Jaguars 2008 155 W 2

Kansas City Chiefs 2008 155 W 2

Miami Dolphins 2008 155 W 2

Minnesota Vikings 2008 155 W 2

New England Patriots 2008 155 W 2

New Orleans Saints 2008 155 W 2

New York Giants 2008 155 W 2

New York Jets 2008 155 W 2

Oakland Raiders 2008 155 W 2

Philadelphia Eagles 2008 155 W 2

Pittsburgh Steelers 2008 155 W 2

St. Louis Rams 2008 155 W 2

San Diego Chargers 2008 155 W 2

San Francisco 49ers 2008 155 W 2

Seattle Seahawks 2008 155 W 2

Tampa Bay Buccaneers 2008 155 W 2

Tennessee Titans 2008 155 W 2

Washington Redskins 2008 155 W 2

National Football League 2009 236 J 2

Arizona Cardinals 2009 236 W 2

Atlanta Falcons 2009 236 W 2

Baltimore Ravens 2009 236 W 2

Buffalo Bills 2009 236 W 2

Carolina Panthers 2009 236 W 2

Chicago Bears 2009 236 W 2

Cincinnati Bengals 2009 236 W 2

Cleveland Browns 2009 236 W 2

Dallas Cowboys 2009 236 W 2

Denver Broncos 2009 236 W 2

Detroit Lions 2009 236 W 2

Green Bay Packers 2009 236 W 2

Houston Texans 2009 236 W 2

Indianapolis Colts 2009 236 W 2

Jacksonville Jaguars 2009 236 W 2

Kansas City Chiefs 2009 236 W 2

Miami Dolphins 2009 236 W 2

Minnesota Vikings 2009 236 W 2

New England Patriots 2009 236 W 2

New Orleans Saints 2009 236 W 2

New York Giants 2009 236 W 2

New York Jets 2009 236 W 2

Oakland Raiders 2009 236 W 2

Philadelphia Eagles 2009 236 W 2

Pittsburgh Steelers 2009 236 W 2

St. Louis Rams 2009 236 W 2

San Diego Chargers 2009 236 W 2

San Francisco 49ers 2009 236 W 2

Seattle Seahawks 2009 236 W 2

Tampa Bay Buccaneers 2009 236 W 2

Tennessee Titans 2009 236 W 2

Washington Redskins 2009 236 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

National Hockey League 2004 339 J 2

Mighty Ducks of Anaheim 2004 339 W 2

Atlanta Thrashers 2004 339 W 2

Boston Bruins 2004 339 W 2

Buffalo Sabres 2004 339 W 2

Calgary Flames 2004 339 W 2

Carolina Hurricanes 2004 339 W 2

Chicago Blackhawks 2004 339 W 2

Colorado Avalanche 2004 339 W 2

Columbus Blue Jackets 2004 339 W 2

Dallas Stars 2004 339 W 2

Detroit Red Wings 2004 339 W 2

Edmonton Oilers 2004 339 W 2

Florida Panthers 2004 339 W 2

Los Angeles Kings 2004 339 W 2

Minnesota Wild 2004 339 W 2

Montreal Canadiens 2004 339 W 2

Nashville Predators 2004 339 W 2

New Jersey Devils 2004 339 W 2

New York Islanders 2004 339 W 2

New York Rangers 2004 339 W 2

Ottawa Senators 2004 339 W 2

Philadelphia Flyers 2004 339 W 2

Phoenix Coyotes 2004 339 W 2

Pittsburgh Penguins 2004 339 W 2

St. Louis Blues 2004 339 W 2

San Jose Sharks 2004 339 W 2

Tampa Bay Lightning 2004 339 W 2

Toronto Maple Leafs 2004 339 W 2

Vancouver Canucks 2004 339 W 2

Washington Capitals 2004 339 W 2

National Hockey League 2005 289 J 2

Mighty Ducks of Anaheim 2005 289 W 2

Atlanta Thrashers 2005 289 W 2

Boston Bruins 2005 289 W 2

Buffalo Sabres 2005 289 W 2

Calgary Flames 2005 289 W 2

Carolina Hurricanes 2005 289 W 2

Chicago Blackhawks 2005 289 W 2

Colorado Avalanche 2005 289 W 2

Columbus Blue Jackets 2005 289 W 2

Dallas Stars 2005 289 W 2

Detroit Red Wings 2005 289 W 2

Edmonton Oilers 2005 289 W 2

Florida Panthers 2005 289 W 2

Los Angeles Kings 2005 289 W 2

Minnesota Wild 2005 289 W 2

Montreal Canadiens 2005 289 W 2

Nashville Predators 2005 289 W 2

New Jersey Devils 2005 289 W 2

New York Islanders 2005 289 W 2

New York Rangers 2005 289 W 2

Ottawa Senators 2005 289 W 2

Philadelphia Flyers 2005 289 W 2

Phoenix Coyotes 2005 289 W 2

Pittsburgh Penguins 2005 289 W 2

St. Louis Blues 2005 289 W 2

San Jose Sharks 2005 289 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Tampa Bay Lightning 2005 289 W 2

Toronto Maple Leafs 2005 289 W 2

Vancouver Canucks 2005 289 W 2

Washington Capitals 2005 289 W 2

National Hockey League 2006 306 J 2

Anaheim Ducks 2006 306 W 2

Atlanta Thrashers 2006 306 W 2

Boston Bruins 2006 306 W 2

Buffalo Sabres 2006 306 W 2

Calgary Flames 2006 306 W 2

Carolina Hurricanes 2006 306 W 2

Chicago Blackhawks 2006 306 W 2

Colorado Avalanche 2006 306 W 2

Columbus Blue Jackets 2006 306 W 2

Dallas Stars 2006 306 W 2

Detroit Red Wings 2006 306 W 2

Edmonton Oilers 2006 306 W 2

Florida Panthers 2006 306 W 2

Los Angeles Kings 2006 306 W 2

Minnesota Wild 2006 306 W 2

Montreal Canadiens 2006 306 W 2

Nashville Predators 2006 306 W 2

New Jersey Devils 2006 306 W 2

New York Islanders 2006 306 W 2

New York Rangers 2006 306 W 2

Ottawa Senators 2006 306 W 2

Philadelphia Flyers 2006 306 W 2

Phoenix Coyotes 2006 306 W 2

Pittsburgh Penguins 2006 306 W 2

St. Louis Blues 2006 306 W 2

San Jose Sharks 2006 306 W 2

Tampa Bay Lightning 2006 306 W 2

Toronto Maple Leafs 2006 306 W 2

Vancouver Canucks 2006 306 W 2

Washington Capitals 2006 306 W 2

National Hockey League 2007 26 J 2

Anaheim Ducks 2007 26 W 2

Atlanta Thrashers 2007 26 W 2

Boston Bruins 2007 26 W 2

Buffalo Sabres 2007 26 W 2

Calgary Flames 2007 26 W 2

Carolina Hurricanes 2007 26 W 2

Chicago Blackhawks 2007 26 W 2

Colorado Avalanche 2007 26 W 2

Columbus Blue Jackets 2007 26 W 2

Dallas Stars 2007 26 W 2

Detroit Red Wings 2007 26 W 2

Edmonton Oilers 2007 26 W 2

Florida Panthers 2007 26 W 2

Los Angeles Kings 2007 26 W 2

Minnesota Wild 2007 26 W 2

Montreal Canadiens 2007 26 W 2

Nashville Predators 2007 26 W 2

New Jersey Devils 2007 26 W 2

New York Islanders 2007 26 W 2

New York Rangers 2007 26 W 2

Ottawa Senators 2007 26 W 2

Philadelphia Flyers 2007 26 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Phoenix Coyotes 2007 26 W 2

Pittsburgh Penguins 2007 26 W 2

St. Louis Blues 2007 26 W 2

San Jose Sharks 2007 26 W 2

Tampa Bay Lightning 2007 26 W 2

Toronto Maple Leafs 2007 26 W 2

Vancouver Canucks 2007 26 W 2

Washington Capitals 2007 26 W 2

National Hockey League 2008 695 J 2

Anaheim Ducks 2008 695 W 2

Atlanta Thrashers 2008 695 W 2

Boston Bruins 2008 695 W 2

Buffalo Sabres 2008 695 W 2

Calgary Flames 2008 695 W 2

Carolina Hurricanes 2008 695 W 2

Chicago Blackhawks 2008 695 W 2

Colorado Avalanche 2008 695 W 2

Columbus Blue Jackets 2008 695 W 2

Dallas Stars 2008 695 W 2

Detroit Red Wings 2008 695 W 2

Edmonton Oilers 2008 695 W 2

Florida Panthers 2008 695 W 2

Los Angeles Kings 2008 695 W 2

Minnesota Wild 2008 695 W 2

Montreal Canadiens 2008 695 W 2

Nashville Predators 2008 695 W 2

New Jersey Devils 2008 695 W 2

New York Islanders 2008 695 W 2

New York Rangers 2008 695 W 2

Ottawa Senators 2008 695 W 2

Philadelphia Flyers 2008 695 W 2

Phoenix Coyotes 2008 695 W 2

Pittsburgh Penguins 2008 695 W 2

St. Louis Blues 2008 695 W 2

San Jose Sharks 2008 695 W 2

Tampa Bay Lightning 2008 695 W 2

Toronto Maple Leafs 2008 695 W 2

Vancouver Canucks 2008 695 W 2

Washington Capitals 2008 695 W 2

National Hockey League 2009 234 J 2

Anaheim Ducks 2009 234 W 2

Atlanta Thrashers 2009 234 W 2

Boston Bruins 2009 234 W 2

Buffalo Sabres 2009 234 W 2

Calgary Flames 2009 234 W 2

Carolina Hurricanes 2009 234 W 2

Chicago Blackhawks 2009 234 W 2

Colorado Avalanche 2009 234 W 2

Columbus Blue Jackets 2009 234 W 2

Dallas Stars 2009 234 W 2

Detroit Red Wings 2009 234 W 2

Edmonton Oilers 2009 234 W 2

Florida Panthers 2009 234 W 2

Los Angeles Kings 2009 234 W 2

Minnesota Wild 2009 234 W 2

Montreal Canadiens 2009 234 W 2

Nashville Predators 2009 234 W 2

New Jersey Devils 2009 234 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

New York Islanders 2009 234 W 2

New York Rangers 2009 234 W 2

Ottawa Senators 2009 234 W 2

Philadelphia Flyers 2009 234 W 2

Phoenix Coyotes 2009 234 W 2

Pittsburgh Penguins 2009 234 W 2

St. Louis Blues 2009 234 W 2

San Jose Sharks 2009 234 W 2

Tampa Bay Lightning 2009 234 W 2

Toronto Maple Leafs 2009 234 W 2

Vancouver Canucks 2009 234 W 2

Washington Capitals 2009 234 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

National Collegiate Athletic Association 2004 433 J 2

America East Conference 2004 433 W 2

Atlantic Coast Conference 2004 433 W 2

Atlantic 10 Conference 2004 433 W 2

Big East Conference 2004 433 W 2

Big Sky Conference 2004 433 W 2

Big South Conference 2004 433 W 2

Big Ten Conference 2004 433 W 2

Big 12 Conference 2004 433 W 2

Colonial Athletic Association 2004 433 W 2

Conference USA 2004 433 W 2

Mid-American Conference 2004 433 W 2

Mid-Eastern Athletic Conference 2004 433 W 2

Missouri Valley Conference 2004 433 W 2

Mountain West Conference 2004 433 W 2

Northeast Conference 2004 433 W 2

Ohio Valley Conference 2004 433 W 2

Pacific-10 Conference 2004 433 W 2

Patriot League 2004 433 W 2

Southeastern Conference 2004 433 W 2

Southern Conference 2004 433 W 2

Sun Belt Conference 2004 433 W 2

Appalachian State University 2004 433 W 2

Austin Peay State University 2004 433 W 2

Baylor University 2004 433 W 2

Boise State University 2004 433 W 2

Bradley University 2004 433 W 2

Brigham Young University 2004 433 W 2

Coastal Carolina University 2004 433 W 2

Drake University 2004 433 W 2

East Carolina University 2004 433 W 2

Eastern Kentucky University 2004 433 W 2

Florida International University 2004 433 W 2

Harvard University 2004 433 W 2

Iowa State University 2004 433 W 2

Jacksonville State University 2004 433 W 2

Lehigh University 2004 433 W 2

Liberty University 2004 433 W 2

Louisiana Tech University 2004 433 W 2

Marshall University 2004 433 W 2

Montana State University Bozeman 2004 433 W 2

Morehead State Unviersity 2004 433 W 2

New Mexico State University 2004 433 W 2

Ohio University 2004 433 W 2

Old Dominion University 2004 433 W 2

Quinnipiac University 2004 433 W 2

Samford University 2004 433 W 2

San Jose State University 2004 433 W 2

Southeastern Louisiana University 2004 433 W 2

Southwest Missouri State University 2004 433 W 2

State University of New York Buffalo 2004 433 W 2

Tennessee State University 2004 433 W 2

Tennessee Technological University 2004 433 W 2

Texas Tech University 2004 433 W 2

Troy University 2004 433 W 2

University of Alabama Tuscaloosa 2004 433 W 2

University of Arizona 2004 433 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

University of Arkansas Fayetteville 2004 433 W 2

University of California Berkeley 2004 433 W 2

University of California Irvine 2004 433 W 2

University of California Los Angeles 2004 433 W 2

University of California Riverside 2004 433 W 2

University of Connecticut 2004 433 W 2

University of Dayton 2004 433 W 2

University of Denver 2004 433 W 2

University of Hawaii Manoa 2004 433 W 2

University of Idaho 2004 433 W 2

University of Kansas 2004 433 W 2

University of Kentucky 2004 433 W 2

University of Maine Orono 2004 433 W 2

University of Massachusetts Amherst 2004 433 W 2

University of Missouri Colombia 2004 433 W 2

University of Montana 2004 433 W 2

University of Nebraska Lincoln 2004 433 W 2

University of North Texas 2004 433 W 2

University of Northern Iowa 2004 433 W 2

University of Oregon 2004 433 W 2

University of South Florida 2004 433 W 2

University of Tennessee Martin 2004 433 W 2

University of Texas Austin 2004 433 W 2

University of Tulsa 2004 433 W 2

University of Utah 2004 433 W 2

University of Wisconsin Eau Claire 2004 433 W 2

University of Wisconsin Milwaukee 2004 433 W 2

University of Wyoming 2004 433 W 2

Valparaiso University 2004 433 W 2

Vanderbilt University 2004 433 W 2

Virginia Commonwealth University 2004 433 W 2

Washington State University 2004 433 W 2

West Virginia University 2004 433 W 2

Western Kentucky University 2004 433 W 2

National Collegiate Athletic Association 2005 560 J 2

America East Conference 2005 560 W 2

Atlantic Coast Conference 2005 560 W 2

Big 12 Conference 2005 560 W 2

Big East Conference 2005 560 W 2

Big Sky Conference 2005 560 W 2

Big South Conference 2005 560 W 2

Big Ten Conference 2005 560 W 2

Colonial Athletic Association 2005 560 W 2

Conference USA 2005 560 W 2

Mountain West Conference 2005 560 W 2

Ohio Valley Conference 2005 560 W 2

Southeastern Conference 2005 560 W 2

Sun Belt Conference 2005 560 W 2

Patriot League 2005 560 W 2

Arizona State University 2005 560 W 2

Baylor University 2005 560 W 2

Boise State University 2005 560 W 2

Bradley University 2005 560 W 2

Brigham Young University 2005 560 W 2

California State University Fresno 2005 560 W 2

Coastal Carolina University 2005 560 W 2

Creighton University 2005 560 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

DePaul University 2005 560 W 2

Drake University 2005 560 W 2

East Carolina University 2005 560 W 2

Fordham University 2005 560 W 2

Gonzaga University 2005 560 W 2

Harvard University 2005 560 W 2

Hope College 2005 560 W 2

Indiana State University 2005 560 W 2

Iowa State University 2005 560 W 2

Kansas State University 2005 560 W 2

Lehigh University 2005 560 W 2

Long Beach State University 2005 560 W 2

Louisiana Tech University 2005 560 W 2

Marshall University 2005 560 W 2

Missouri State University 2005 560 W 2

Montana State University Bozeman 2005 560 W 2

Morehead State Unviersity 2005 560 W 2

New Mexico State University 2005 560 W 2

North Dakota State University 2005 560 W 2

Ohio University 2005 560 W 2

Old Dominion University 2005 560 W 2

Oregon State University 2005 560 W 2

San Jose State University 2005 560 W 2

St. Mary's College of California 2005 560 W 2

Texas Christian University 2005 560 W 2

Texas Tech University 2005 560 W 2

Tulane University 2005 560 W 2

University of Alabama Tuscaloosa 2005 560 W 2

University of Arkansas Fayetteville 2005 560 W 2

University of California Irvine 2005 560 W 2

University of California Los Angeles 2005 560 W 2

University of California Riverside 2005 560 W 2

University of Colorado Boulder 2005 560 W 2

University of Connecticut 2005 560 W 2

University of Dayton 2005 560 W 2

University of Florida 2005 560 W 2

University of Georgia 2005 560 W 2

University of Hawaii Manoa 2005 560 W 2

University of Houston 2005 560 W 2

University of Idaho 2005 560 W 2

University of Kansas 2005 560 W 2

University of Maine Orono 2005 560 W 2

University of Memphis 2005 560 W 2

University of Missouri Colombia 2005 560 W 2

University of Montana 2005 560 W 2

University of Nebraska Lincoln 2005 560 W 2

University of Nevada Las Vegas 2005 560 W 2

University of New Mexico 2005 560 W 2

University of North Carolina Greensboro 2005 560 W 2

University of North Texas 2005 560 W 2

University of Northern Iowa 2005 560 W 2

University of Oregon 2005 560 W 2

University of San Diego 2005 560 W 2

University of San Francisco 2005 560 W 2

University of South Carolina Columbia 2005 560 W 2

University of South Florida 2005 560 W 2

University of Texas Austin 2005 560 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

University of Tulsa 2005 560 W 2

University of Wisconsin Eau Claire 2005 560 W 2

University of Wisconsin Milwaukee 2005 560 W 2

University of Wyoming 2005 560 W 2

Virginia Commonwealth University 2005 560 W 2

West Virginia University 2005 560 W 2

Western Kentucky University 2005 560 W 2

Wichita State University 2005 560 W 2

Wofford College 2005 560 W 2

National Collegiate Athletic Association 2006 501 J 2

America East Conference 2006 501 W 2

Atlantic Coast Conference 2006 501 W 2

Big 12 Conference 2006 501 W 2

Big East Conference 2006 501 W 2

Big Sky Conference 2006 501 W 2

Big South Conference 2006 501 W 2

Big Ten Conference 2006 501 W 2

Colonial Athletic Association 2006 501 W 2

Conference USA 2006 501 W 2

Mountain West Conference 2006 501 W 2

Ohio Valley Conference 2006 501 W 2

Ball State University 2006 501 W 2

Boise State University 2006 501 W 2

Bradley University 2006 501 W 2

California State University Fresno 2006 501 W 2

Chicago State University 2006 501 W 2

Creighton University 2006 501 W 2

Drake University 2006 501 W 2

East Carolina University 2006 501 W 2

Eastern Illinois University 2006 501 W 2

Eastern Kentucky University 2006 501 W 2

Gonzaga University 2006 501 W 2

Harvard University 2006 501 W 2

Hope College 2006 501 W 2

Indiana State University 2006 501 W 2

Iowa State University 2006 501 W 2

Lehigh University 2006 501 W 2

Louisiana Tech University 2006 501 W 2

Marshall University 2006 501 W 2

Montana State University Bozeman 2006 501 W 2

Morehead State Unviersity 2006 501 W 2

North Dakota State University 2006 501 W 2

Ohio University 2006 501 W 2

Radford University 2006 501 W 2

San Jose State University 2006 501 W 2

Tennessee Technological University 2006 501 W 2

Troy University 2006 501 W 2

University of Alabama Tuscaloosa 2006 501 W 2

University of Arkansas Fayetteville 2006 501 W 2

University of California Irvine 2006 501 W 2

University of Cincinnati 2006 501 W 2

University of Connecticut 2006 501 W 2

University of Dayton 2006 501 W 2

University of Georgia 2006 501 W 2

University of Hawaii 2006 501 W 2

University of Idaho 2006 501 W 2

University of Kansas 2006 501 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

University of Kentucky 2006 501 W 2

University of Louisville 2006 501 W 2

University of Maryland 2006 501 W 2

University of Massachusetts Amherst 2006 501 W 2

University of Missouri Colombia 2006 501 W 2

University of Montana 2006 501 W 2

University of Nebraska Lincoln 2006 501 W 2

University of Nevada Las Vegas 2006 501 W 2

University of New Mexico 2006 501 W 2

University of North Texas 2006 501 W 2

University of Northern Iowa 2006 501 W 2

University of South Florida 2006 501 W 2

University of Tennessee Martin 2006 501 W 2

University of Utah 2006 501 W 2

University of Wisconsin Milwaukee 2006 501 W 2

University of Wyoming 2006 501 W 2

Utah State University 2006 501 W 2

Virginia Commonwealth University 2006 501 W 2

Wichita State University 2006 501 W 2

Wofford College 2006 501 W 2

National Collegiate Athletic Association 2007 486 J 2

Atlantic Coast Conference 2007 486 W 2

Big 12 Conference 2007 486 W 2

Big East Conference 2007 486 W 2

Big Sky Conference 2007 486 W 2

Big South Conference 2007 486 W 2

Big Ten Conference 2007 486 W 2

Colonial Athletic Association 2007 486 W 2

Conference USA 2007 486 W 2

Mid-American Conference 2007 486 W 2

Ohio Valley Conference 2007 486 W 2

Sun Belt Conference 2007 486 W 2

Southeastern Conference 2007 486 W 2

Boise State University 2007 486 W 2

Bradley University 2007 486 W 2

Brigham Young University 2007 486 W 2

Butler University 2007 486 W 2

California State University Fresno 2007 486 W 2

Creighton University 2007 486 W 2

Drake University 2007 486 W 2

East Carolina University 2007 486 W 2

Gonzaga University 2007 486 W 2

Harvard University 2007 486 W 2

Hope College 2007 486 W 2

Indiana State University 2007 486 W 2

Iowa State University 2007 486 W 2

Lehigh University 2007 486 W 2

Marshall University 2007 486 W 2

Midwestern State University 2007 486 W 2

Montana State University Bozeman 2007 486 W 2

National Collegiate Athletic Association 2007 486 W 2

Niagara University 2007 486 W 2

Nicholls State University 2007 486 W 2

North Dakota State University 2007 486 W 2

Old Dominion University 2007 486 W 2

San Jose State University 2007 486 W 2

Temple University 2007 486 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Tennessee Tech University 2007 486 W 2

Texas Tech University 2007 486 W 2

Troy University 2007 486 W 2

University of Alabama Tuscaloosa 2007 486 W 2

University of Arkansas Fayetteville 2007 486 W 2

University of California Irvine 2007 486 W 2

University of California Los Angeles 2007 486 W 2

University of Cincinnati 2007 486 W 2

University of Dayton 2007 486 W 2

University of Florida 2007 486 W 2

University of Georgia 2007 486 W 2

University of Hawaii Manoa 2007 486 W 2

University of Idaho 2007 486 W 2

University of Iowa 2007 486 W 2

University of Kansas 2007 486 W 2

University of Kentucky 2007 486 W 2

University of Louisiana Lafayette 2007 486 W 2

University of Montana 2007 486 W 2

University of Nebraska Lincoln 2007 486 W 2

University of Northern Iowa 2007 486 W 2

University of San Diego 2007 486 W 2

University of South Carolina 2007 486 W 2

University of Tennessee Martin 2007 486 W 2

University of Wisconsin Eau Claire 2007 486 W 2

University of Wisconsin Milwaukee 2007 486 W 2

University of the Pacific 2007 486 W 2

Utah State University 2007 486 W 2

Villanova University 2007 486 W 2

West Virginia University 2007 486 W 2

Western Kentucky University 2007 486 W 2

Wichita State University 2007 486 W 2

National Collegiate Athletic Association 2008 471 J 2

Atlantic Coast Conference 2008 471 W 2

Atlantic Ten Conference 2008 471 W 2

Big 12 Conference 2008 471 W 2

Big East Conference 2008 471 W 2

Big Sky Conference 2008 471 W 2

Big South Conference 2008 471 W 2

Colonial Athletic Association 2008 471 W 2

Conference USA 2008 471 W 2

Ohio Valley Conference 2008 471 W 2

Southeastern Conference 2008 471 W 2

Southland Conference 2008 471 W 2

Sun Belt Conference 2008 471 W 2

Austin Peay University 2008 471 W 2

Bradley University 2008 471 W 2

Brigham Young University 2008 471 W 2

California State University Fresno 2008 471 W 2

Coastal Carolina University 2008 471 W 2

Creighton University 2008 471 W 2

East Carolina University 2008 471 W 2

Eastern Illinois University 2008 471 W 2

Gonzaga University 2008 471 W 2

Iowa State University 2008 471 W 2

Jacksonville State University 2008 471 W 2

James Madison University 2008 471 W 2

Kansas State University 2008 471 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Lehigh University 2008 471 W 2

Louisiana Tech University 2008 471 W 2

Marshall University 2008 471 W 2

Missouri State University 2008 471 W 2

National Collegiate Athletic Association 2008 471 W 2

Niagara University 2008 471 W 2

Nicholls State University 2008 471 W 2

North Dakota State University 2008 471 W 2

Old Dominion University 2008 471 W 2

Temple University 2008 471 W 2

Tennessee Tech University 2008 471 W 2

Texas Tech University 2008 471 W 2

Troy University 2008 471 W 2

University of Arkansas Fayetteville 2008 471 W 2

University of California Irvine 2008 471 W 2

University of California Los Angeles 2008 471 W 2

University of Dayton 2008 471 W 2

University of Hawaii Manoa 2008 471 W 2

University of Idaho 2008 471 W 2

University of Iowa 2008 471 W 2

University of Kansas 2008 471 W 2

University of Kentucky 2008 471 W 2

University of Missouri 2008 471 W 2

University of Montana 2008 471 W 2

University of Nebraska Lincoln 2008 471 W 2

University of New Mexico 2008 471 W 2

University of North Carolina Asheville 2008 471 W 2

University of North Texas 2008 471 W 2

University of Northern Iowa 2008 471 W 2

University of San Diego 2008 471 W 2

University of Southern Mississippi 2008 471 W 2

University of Texas Arlington 2008 471 W 2

University of Tennessee Martin 2008 471 W 2

University of Utah 2008 471 W 2

University of Wyoming 2008 471 W 2

Virginia Commonwealth University 2008 471 W 2

West Virginia University 2008 471 W 2

Western Carolina University 2008 471 W 2

Western Kentucky University 2008 471 W 2

Wichita State University 2008 471 W 2

Wright State University 2008 471 W 2

National Collegiate Athletic Association 2009 543 J 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Atlantic Coast Conference 2009 543 W 2

Atlantic Ten Conference 2009 543 W 2

Big 12 Conference 2009 543 W 2

Big East Conference 2009 543 W 2

Big Sky Conference 2009 543 W 2

Big South Conference 2009 543 W 2

Colonial Athletic Association 2009 543 W 2

Conference USA 2009 543 W 2

Ohio Valley Conference 2009 543 W 2

Southeastern Conference 2009 543 W 2

Southern Conference 2009 543 W 2

Southland Conference 2009 543 W 2

Boise State University 2009 543 W 2

Bradley University 2009 543 W 2

Brigham Young University 2009 543 W 2

California State University Fresno 2009 543 W 2

Coastal Carolina University 2009 543 W 2

Creighton University 2009 543 W 2

East Carolina University 2009 543 W 2

Eastern Illinois University 2009 543 W 2

Gonzaga University 2009 543 W 2

Indiana State University 2009 543 W 2

Iowa State University 2009 543 W 2

Jacksonville State University 2009 543 W 2

James Madison University 2009 543 W 2

Lehigh University 2009 543 W 2

Louisiana Tech University 2009 543 W 2

Marshall University 2009 543 W 2

Montana State University Bozeman 2009 543 W 2

Morehead State Unviersity 2009 543 W 2

National Collegiate Athletic Association 2009 543 W 2

Niagara University 2009 543 W 2

Nicholls State University 2009 543 W 2

North Dakota State University 2009 543 W 2

Old Dominion University 2009 543 W 2

South Dakota State University 2009 543 W 2

Tennessee Tech University 2009 543 W 2

Texas Tech University 2009 543 W 2

Troy University 2009 543 W 2

University of Arkansas Fayetteville 2009 543 W 2

University of Dayton 2009 543 W 2

University of Georgia 2009 543 W 2

University of Hawaii Manoa 2009 543 W 2

University of Idaho 2009 543 W 2

University of Iowa 2009 543 W 2

University of Kansas 2009 543 W 2

University of Kentucky 2009 543 W 2

University of Missouri Colombia 2009 543 W 2

University of New Mexico 2009 543 W 2

University of North Texas 2009 543 W 2

University of Northern Iowa 2009 543 W 2

University of San Diego 2009 543 W 2

University of Tennessee Martin 2009 543 W 2

Virginia Commonwealth University 2009 543 W 2

Western Carolina University 2009 543 W 2

Western Kentucky University 2009 543 W 2

Wichita State University 2009 543 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

WNBA Enterprises, LLC 2004 342 J 2

Charlotte Sting 2004 342 W 2

Connecticut Sun 2004 342 W 2

Detroit Shock 2004 342 W 2

Houston Comets 2004 342 W 2

Indiana Fever 2004 342 W 2

Los Angeles Sparks 2004 342 W 2

Minnesota Lynx 2004 342 W 2

New York Liberty 2004 342 W 2

Phoenix Mercury 2004 342 W 2

Sacramento Monarchs 2004 342 W 2

San Antonio Silver Stars 2004 342 W 2

Seattle Storm 2004 342 W 2

Washington Mystics 2004 342 W 2

WNBA Enterprises, LLC 2005 291 J 2

Charlotte Sting 2005 291 W 2

Connecticut Sun 2005 291 W 2

Houston Comets 2005 291 W 2

Indiana Fever 2005 291 W 2

Los Angeles Sparks 2005 291 W 2

Minnesota Lynx 2005 291 W 2

New York Liberty 2005 291 W 2

Phoenix Mercury 2005 291 W 2

Sacramento Monarchs 2005 291 W 2

San Antonio Silver Stars 2005 291 W 2

Seattle Storm 2005 291 W 2

Tulsa Shock 2005 291 W 2

Washington Mystics 2005 291 W 2

WNBA Enterprises, LLC 2006 300 J 2

Charlotte Sting 2006 300 W 2

Chicago Sky 2006 300 W 2

Connecticut Sun 2006 300 W 2

Houston Comets 2006 300 W 2

Indiana Fever 2006 300 W 2

Los Angeles Sparks 2006 300 W 2

Minnesota Lynx 2006 300 W 2

New York Liberty 2006 300 W 2

Phoenix Mercury 2006 300 W 2

Sacramento Monarchs 2006 300 W 2

San Antonio Silver Stars 2006 300 W 2

Seattle Storm 2006 300 W 2

Tulsa Shock 2006 300 W 2

Washington Mystics 2006 300 W 2

WNBA Enterprises, LLC 2007 21 J 2

Chicago Sky 2007 21 W 2

Connecticut Sun 2007 21 W 2

Houston Comets 2007 21 W 2

Indiana Fever 2007 21 W 2

Los Angeles Sparks 2007 21 W 2

Minnesota Lynx 2007 21 W 2

New York Liberty 2007 21 W 2



Claimant Claim Year Claim Number Claim Type Phase I Category

Phoenix Mercury 2007 21 W 2

Sacramento Monarchs 2007 21 W 2

San Antonio Silver Stars 2007 21 W 2

Seattle Storm 2007 21 W 2

Tulsa Shock 2007 21 W 2

Washington Mystics 2007 21 W 2

WNBA Enterprises, LLC 2008 51 J 2

Atlanta Dream 2008 51 W 2

Chicago Sky 2008 51 W 2

Connecticut Sun 2008 51 W 2

Houston Comets 2008 51 W 2

Indiana Fever 2008 51 W 2

Los Angeles Sparks 2008 51 W 2

Minnesota Lynx 2008 51 W 2

New York Liberty 2008 51 W 2

Phoenix Mercury 2008 51 W 2

Sacramento Monarchs 2008 51 W 2

San Antonio Silver Stars 2008 51 W 2

Seattle Storm 2008 51 W 2

Tulsa Shock 2008 51 W 2

Washington Mystics 2008 51 W 2

Women's National Basketball Association 2009 12 J 2

Atlanta Dream 2009 12 W 2

Chicago Sky 2009 12 W 2

Connecticut Sun 2009 12 W 2

Indiana Fever 2009 12 W 2

Los Angeles Sparks 2009 12 W 2

Minnesota Lynx 2009 12 W 2

New York Liberty 2009 12 W 2

Phoenix Mercury 2009 12 W 2

Sacramento Monarchs 2009 12 W 2

San Antonio Silver Stars 2009 12 W 2

Seattle Storm 2009 12 W 2

Tulsa Shock 2009 12 W 2

Washington Mystics 2009 12 W 2
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NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION TO DISMISS 

 

PROSKAUER ROSE LLP
SCOTT P. COOPER (SBN 96905) 
scooper@proskauer.com 
JENNIFER L. ROCHE (SBN 254538) 
jroche@proskauer.com 
JACQUELYN N. FERRY (SBN 287798) 
jferry@proskauer.com 
2049 Century Park East, 32nd Floor 
Los Angeles, CA  90067-3206 
Telephone:     (310) 557-2900 
Facsimile:      (310) 557-2193 
 
MARGARET A. DALE (pro hac vice) 
mdale@proskauer.com 
11 Times Square 
New York, NY 10036-8299 
Telephone:    (212) 969-3000 
Facsimile:    (212) 969-2900 
 
Attorneys Specially Appearing for Defendant 
FÉDÉRATION INTERNATIONALE DE FOOTBALL ASSOCIATION 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
 
WORLDWIDE SUBSIDY GROUP, 
LLC, a Texas Limited Liability 
Company, dba INDEPENDENT 
PRODUCERS GROUP,  
 
                   Plaintiff, 
 
 
        v. 
 
FÉDÉRATION INTERNATIONAL DE 
FOOTBALL ASSOCIATION, and Does 
1 through 20, inclusive, 
 
                   Defendants. 

 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
)

                                                      
Case No. 2:14-cv-00013-MMM-MAN

Hon. Margaret M. Morrow 
 
DEFENDANT FÉDÉRATION 
INTERNATIONAL DE 
FOOTBALL ASSOCIATION’S 
NOTICE OF MOTION AND 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
PLAINTIFF’S COMPLAINT 
PURSUANT TO FED. R. CIV. P. 
12(b)(2) AND (6); 
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS 
AND AUTHORITIES IN 
SUPPORT THEREOF 
 
[Declarations of Markus Kattner and 
Jennifer L. Roche and [Proposed] 
Order filed concurrently herewith] 
 
Date:              April 28, 2014 
Time:             10:00 a.m. 
Courtroom:    780 
 
Complaint Filed:  October 16, 2013
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 1 
NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION TO DISMISS 

 

TO PLAINTIFF AND ITS ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on April 28, 2014 at 10:00 a.m., or as soon 

thereafter as the matter can be heard in the courtroom of U.S. District Judge 

Margaret M. Morrow, Courtroom 780, 255 East Temple Street, Los Angeles, 

California, 90012, defendant Fédération Internationale de Football Association 

(“FIFA”) will specially appear for the sole purpose of moving this Court pursuant 

to Rules 12(b)(2) and (6) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure to dismiss the 

Complaint of plaintiff Worldwide Subsidy Group, LLC (“WSG”) on the grounds 

of lack of personal jurisdiction and failure to state a claim for which relief can be 

granted.  The grounds for this motion are that (1) this Court lacks power to 

exercise personal jurisdiction over FIFA in this action, as no constitutionally 

sufficient basis for jurisdiction exists between FIFA and the State of California; 

and (2) the Complaint fails to allege the existence of a valid contract between FIFA 

and WSG and WSG is therefore unable state a claim for breach of contract, breach 

of the covenant of good faith and fair dealing, or for a judicial declaration 

regarding the purported contract. 

FIFA’s only appearances have been to present a Notice of Removal, a 

Stipulation and Proposed Order extending its time to plead, and this Motion. 

This motion is made following a conference of counsel pursuant to Local 

Rule 7-3, which took place on January 30, 2014. 

/ / / / / / / / / /  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Case 2:14-cv-00013-MMM-MAN   Document 14   Filed 02/10/14   Page 2 of 24   Page ID #:218



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

 

 2 
NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION TO DISMISS 

 

This Motion is based upon this Notice, the attached Memorandum of Points 

and Authorities, the Declarations of Markus Kattner and Jennifer L. Roche filed 

concurrently herewith, the pleadings herein, any further documents that may be 

filed in support of this Motion, and oral argument to be made at the noticed 

hearing. 

 

DATED: February 10, 2014 PROSKAUER ROSE LLP 
 SCOTT P. COOPER 

MARGARET A. DALE 
JENNIFER L. ROCHE 
JACQUELYN N. FERRY 

 
 
By: /s/ 

 Jennifer L. Roche
 Attorneys for Defendant 

Fédération Internationale de Football 
Association  
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 i 
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES ISO MOTION TO DISMISS 

 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
Page 

I.  INTRODUCTION ........................................................................................... 1 

II.  STATEMENT OF FACTUAL BACKGROUND .......................................... 2 

III.  ARGUMENT .................................................................................................. 3 

A.  WSG’s Complaint Should Be Dismissed Because This Court 
Lacks Personal Jurisdiction Over FIFA ................................................ 3 

1.  Legal Standard For The Exercise of Personal Jurisdiction ........ 3 

2.  The Court May Not Exercise General Jurisdiction 
Because FIFA Does Not Maintain Sufficient Business 
Contacts Within California ......................................................... 4 

3.  The Court May Not Exercise Specific Jurisdiction Over 
FIFA ............................................................................................ 6 

B.  Alternatively, WSG’s Complaint Should Be Dismissed Because 
WSG Has Failed To State A Claim .................................................... 11 

1.  Legal Standard For A Motion to Dismiss Pursuant To 
Rule 12(b)(6) ............................................................................ 11 

2.  Plaintiff Has Not Pleaded Facts Plausibly Alleging the 
Existence of A Valid Contract .................................................. 12 

IV.  CONCLUSION ............................................................................................. 17 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES ISO MOTION TO DISMISS 

 

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES 
Page(s) 

FEDERAL CASES 

Amba Marketing Systems, Inc. v. Jobar Intern., Inc., 
551 F.2d 784 (9th Cir. 1977) ................................................................................ 4 

Amoco Egypt Oil Co. v. Leonis Navigation Co., 
1 F.3d 848 (9th Cir. 1993) .................................................................................. 10 

Applied Elastomerics Inc. v. Z-Man Fishing Prods., Inc., 
No. C 06-2469 CW, 2006 WL 2319233 (N.D. Cal. Aug. 10, 2006) ................... 9 

Appling v. Wachovia Mortg., FSB, 
745 F. Supp. 2d 961 (N.D. Cal. 2010)................................................................ 11 

Ashcroft v. Iqbal, 
556 U.S. 662 (2009) ........................................................................................... 11 

Associated Gen. Contractors of Cal., Inc. v. Cal. State Council of 
Carpenters, 
459 U.S. 519 (1983) ........................................................................................... 12 

Bancroft & Master, Inc. v. August Nat’l Inc., 
223 F.3d 1082 (9th Cir. 2000) .......................................................................... 5, 7 

Bell Atl. Corp. v. Twombly, 
550 U.S. 544 (2007) ..................................................................................... 11, 15 

Calvert v. Huckins, 
875 F. Supp. 674 (E.D. Cal. 1995) ....................................................................... 6 

Chaganti v. i2 Phone Int’l, Inc., 
635 F. Supp. 2d 1065 (N.D. Cal. 2007) ............................................................. 13 

Clark v. Countrywide Home Loans, Inc., 
732 F. Supp. 2d 1038 (E.D. Cal. 2010) .............................................................. 12 

CollegeSource, Inc. v. AcademyOne, Inc., 
653 F.3d 1066 (9th Cir. 2011) .......................................................................... 4, 5 

Crescent Woodworking Co., LTD v. Accent Furniture, Inc., 
No. EDCV 04-01318 .......................................................................................... 16 
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Daimler AG v. Bauman et al., 
No. 11-965, 2014 WL 113486 (U.S. Jan. 14, 2014) ............................................ 4 

Doe v. Unocal Corp., 
248 F.3d 915 (9th Cir. 2001) .................................................................. 6, 7, 8, 10 

Hirsch v. Blue Cross, Blue Shield, 
800 F.2d 1474 (9th Cir. 1986) .............................................................................. 7 

Howard v. First Horizon Home Loan Corp., 
No. 12-cv-05735-JST, 2013 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 85585 (N.D. Cal. June 18, 
2013) ................................................................................................................... 16 

Jack Russell Terrier Network v. Am. Kennel Club, Inc., 
407 F.3d 1027 (9th Cir. 2005) ............................................................................ 12 

Leroy-Garcia v. Brave Arts Licensing, 
No. C 13-01181 LB, 2013 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 109872 (N.D. Cal. Aug. 5, 
2013) ..................................................................................................................... 9 

Mavrix Photo, Inc. v. Brand Tech., Inc., 
647 F.3d 1218 (9th Cir. 2011) .............................................................................. 5 

McGlinchy v. Shell Chem. Co., 
845 F.2d 802 (9th Cir. 1988) ................................................................................ 9 

North Am. Lubricants Co. v. Terry, 
Civ. No. 11-1284, 2012 WL 1108918 (E.D.Cal. Apr. 2, 2012) ........................... 4 

Pareto v. FDIC, 
139 F.3d 696 (9th Cir. 1998) .............................................................................. 11 

Roth v. Garcia Marquez, 
942 F.2d 617 (9th Cir. 1991) ................................................................ 8, 9, 10, 11 

Salesbrain, Inc. v. AngelVision Techs.,  
No. C 12-05026 LB, 2013 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 40607 (N.D. Cal. Mar. 21, 
2013) ................................................................................................................... 10 

Schwarzenegger v. Fred Martin Motor Co., 
374 F.3d 797 (9th Cir. 2004) ........................................................................ 4, 5, 8 

Sher v. Johnson, 
911 F.2d 1357 (9th Cir. 1980) .......................................................................... 3, 8 

Case 2:14-cv-00013-MMM-MAN   Document 14   Filed 02/10/14   Page 6 of 24   Page ID #:222



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

 

 iv 
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES ISO MOTION TO DISMISS 

 

SOAProjects, Inc. v. SCM Microsystems, Inc., 
2010 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 133596 (N.D. Cal. Dec. 7, 2010) ................................. 13 

St. Claire v. Gilead Scis., Inc. (In re Gilead Scis. Sec. Litig.), 
536 F.3d 1049 (9th Cir. 2008) ............................................................................ 11 

Straus v. de Young, 
155 F. Supp. 215 (C.D. Cal. 1957) ..................................................................... 12 

U.S. Merch. Sys., LLC v. A Furniture Homestore, LLC, 
No. C 07-0991 CRB, 2007 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 35511 (N.D. Cal. May 3, 
2007) ..................................................................................................................... 7 

STATE CASES 

Bustamante v. Intuit, Inc., 
141 Cal. App. 4th 199 (2006) ....................................................................... 13, 14 

Ersa Grae Corp. v. Fluor Corp., 
1 Cal. App. 4th 613 (1991) ................................................................................. 13 

Escondido Mutual Water Co. v. George A. Hillebrecht, Inc., 
241 Cal. App. 2d 410 (1966) .............................................................................. 16 

Harris v. Time, 
191 Cal. App. 3d 449 (1987) .............................................................................. 15 

Pac. States Enters., Inc. v. City of Coachella, 
13 Cal. App. 4th 1414 (1993) ............................................................................. 16 

Sterling v. Taylor, 
40 Cal. 4th 757 (2006) ........................................................................................ 13 

STATUTES 

California Civil Code 
§ 1624(a)(1) ........................................................................................................ 12 

OTHER AUTHORITIES 

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
Rule 12(b)(2) .................................................................................................... 1, 4 
Rule 12(b)(6) .................................................................................................. 1, 11 

Rest. 2d Contracts § 54 ............................................................................................ 14 

Case 2:14-cv-00013-MMM-MAN   Document 14   Filed 02/10/14   Page 7 of 24   Page ID #:223



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

 

  
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES ISO MOTION TO DISMISS 

 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

Defendant Fédération Internationale de Football Association (“FIFA”), by 

its undersigned counsel, respectfully submits this memorandum of law in support 

of its motion to dismiss the Complaint of Worldwide Subsidy Group, LLC (“WSG 

or “Plaintiff”).1 

I. INTRODUCTION 

FIFA is the international governing body of association football (known in 

the United States as soccer).  Plaintiff’s Complaint should be dismissed for two 

independent reasons.  First, the Complaint should be dismissed pursuant to Fed. R. 

Civ. P. 12(b)(2) for lack of personal jurisdiction.  FIFA is a Swiss entity that is not 

incorporated in and does not have its principal place of business in California, and 

thus this case does not satisfy either of the paradigm bases, as recently affirmed by 

the Supreme Court, for the exercise of general jurisdiction.  Any incidental 

contacts FIFA has with California are insufficiently substantial and continuous to 

meet the demanding standard required to establish general jurisdiction over a non-

resident defendant.  The exercise of specific jurisdiction is also inappropriate as 

FIFA did not undertake to transact business with WSG in California, and thus did 

not purposefully avail itself of the privilege of conducting business in California 

related to WSG, and because jurisdiction over FIFA here would be unreasonable.  

Therefore, no basis exists for the Court to exercise jurisdiction over FIFA. 

Separately, WSG’s Complaint, based on a purported written Representation 

Agreement that FIFA is not alleged ever to have signed, should be dismissed 

pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6) for failure to state a claim.  The supposed Representation 

Agreement plainly fails to satisfy the statute of frauds.  And Plaintiff has alleged 

no facts to support its naked allegation that FIFA entered into the Representation 

Agreement by way of a 2001 email that makes no reference to the alleged 
                                                 
1 WSG filed its Complaint in the Superior Court for the County of Los Angeles on 
October 16, 2013. FIFA was served with the Complaint on December 4, 2013 and 
timely removed the action to this Court on January 2, 2014. (See Dkt. Nos. 1-4.) 
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Representation Agreement, is inconsistent with the supposed terms of the 

Representation Agreement, and does not constitute an enforceable agreement in its 

own right.  As a matter of law, the Complaint should therefore be dismissed on this 

ground as well.  

II. STATEMENT OF FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

FIFA has no relevant jurisdictional contacts in California.  FIFA is 

headquartered in Zurich, Switzerland and is organized under the laws of 

Switzerland.  (Declaration of Markus Kattner (“Kattner Decl.”) ¶¶ 2-3.)  Contrary 

to Plaintiff’s conclusory allegation, made on information and belief, that FIFA is 

“doing business” in Los Angeles (Compl. ¶ 1), FIFA in fact has no offices, 

employees or property in California, is not licensed to do business in California, 

maintains no bank accounts in California, and does not pay California state taxes.  

(Kattner Decl. ¶ 4.)  FIFA, in fact, is not resident anywhere in the United States.  

(Id.)  FIFA operates a website that is generally available worldwide, including to 

California residents, and FIFA maintains a number of agreements with select 

California entities unrelated to WSG.  (Id. ¶¶ 5-6.)   

The Complaint contains no non-conclusory factual allegations that FIFA 

conducted or engaged in any business or transactions in California related to 

Plaintiff’s claims.  Plaintiff admits that it solicited FIFA, not the other way around, 

regarding the collection of cable and satellite transmission royalties for FIFA 

programs, and specifically, World Cup Soccer broadcasts.  (Compl. ¶ 7.)  

Moreover, Plaintiff alleges no facts supporting its claim that WSG and FIFA 

entered into the purported “Representation Agreement” anywhere, let alone in 

California.  The purported Representation Agreement is unsigned (Compl. Ex. A), 

and the Complaint does not allege that FIFA ever signed it.  Instead, the 

Complaint’s allegation that WSG and FIFA entered into a binding agreement is 

based on a single email from FIFA on July 31, 2001 that contains no reference to 
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the Representation Agreement and contradicts the allegation that the parties 

entered into any contract.  (Compl. ¶ 7 and Ex. B.)  

WSG also makes the conclusory allegation that prior to FIFA allegedly 

engaging WSG “pursuant to the terms of the [Representation] Agreement,” it and 

FIFA negotiated the terms of the alleged agreement and that “WSG modified its 

format agreement according to the instructions of FIFA personnel” (Compl. ¶ 7), 

but Plaintiff does not aver the substance of these alleged negotiations, who was 

involved in them or how the form agreement was allegedly modified.  Plaintiff 

does not allege that FIFA ever met with any WSG representatives in California or 

otherwise traveled to California relative to any alleged business with WSG.  WSG 

alleges no communications between it and FIFA other than by email and fax, and 

attaches only a single email to the Complaint.  After the July 2001 email, the 

Complaint does not allege that WSG and FIFA had any further contact until 

sometime after September 22, 2011, over ten years after the parties allegedly 

entered into the Representation Agreement, when WSG claims it contacted FIFA 

to request additional information.  (Compl. ¶¶ 13-14.) 

WSG is a Texas entity and the successor in interest to Worldwide Subsidy 

Group, LLC, a California limited liability company that was canceled in 2008.  

(Compl. ¶1; Declaration of Jennifer L. Roche, ¶ 2 and Ex. A.)  

III. ARGUMENT 

A. WSG’s Complaint Should Be Dismissed Because       
This Court Lacks Personal Jurisdiction Over FIFA 

1. Legal Standard For The Exercise of Personal Jurisdiction 

There are two limitations on a court’s exercise of personal jurisdiction in 

California over a non-resident defendant:  the state long-arm statute and principles 

of due process.  Sher v. Johnson, 911 F.2d 1357, 1361 (9th Cir. 1980).  Because 

California’s long-arm statute is co-extensive with federal due process 

requirements, the jurisdictional analyses are the same under state and federal law.  

Case 2:14-cv-00013-MMM-MAN   Document 14   Filed 02/10/14   Page 10 of 24   Page ID #:226



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

 

 4 
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES ISO MOTION TO DISMISS 

 

Schwarzenegger v. Fred Martin Motor Co., 374 F.3d 797, 800-01 (9th Cir. 2004).  

Once personal jurisdiction is challenged, it is the plaintiff’s burden to demonstrate 

that the exercise of jurisdiction is appropriate, by providing facts, through affidavit 

or otherwise, that satisfy plaintiff’s burden.  CollegeSource, Inc. v. AcademyOne, 

Inc., 653 F.3d 1066, 1073 (9th Cir. 2011); Amba Marketing Systems, Inc. v. Jobar 

Intern., Inc., 551 F.2d 784 (9th Cir. 1977).   

In evaluating the plaintiff’s showing, conclusory allegations in the complaint 

are to be disregarded.  North Am. Lubricants Co. v. Terry, Civ. No. 11-1284, 2012 

WL 1108918, at *4 (E.D.Cal. Apr. 2, 2012) (citations omitted).  And “[w]hen there 

is a conflict between the complaint and an affidavit, plaintiff cannot rely on the 

complaint to establish jurisdictional facts.”  Id. (citing Data Disc, 557 F.2d at 1284 

(9th Cir. 1977).  As discussed below, WSG cannot demonstrate a sufficient basis 

for the exercise of either general or specific jurisdiction over FIFA.  Thus, the 

Complaint should be dismissed pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(2). 

2. The Court May Not Exercise General Jurisdiction     
Because FIFA Does Not Maintain Sufficient Business 
Contacts Within California 

As the U.S. Supreme Court recently confirmed, the exercise of general 

jurisdiction over a foreign entity is appropriate “only when the corporation’s 

affiliations with the State in which suit is brought are so constant and pervasive ‘as 

to render [it] essentially at home in the forum State.’”  Daimler AG v. Bauman., 

No. 11-965, 2014 WL 113486, at *4 (U.S. Jan. 14, 2014) (citations omitted).  In 

the case of a corporation, the place of incorporation and the principal place of 

business are the “paradigm bases for general jurisdiction.”  Id. at *11 

(acknowledging that only in an “exceptional case,” can operations in a state other 

than an entity’s place of incorporation and principal place of business be so 

substantial and of such a nature as to render an entity at home in that state too). 

WSG cannot meet the “exacting” standard required to establish general 

jurisdiction because the Complaint does not allege, and FIFA does not in fact have, 
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sufficiently substantial, continuous and systematic business contacts in California.  

CollegeSource, 653 F.3d  at 1074 (refusing to exercise general jurisdiction over a 

defendant that had no offices or staff in California, was not registered to do 

business and had no registered agent for service of process in California, and did 

not pay California state taxes).  Accord Bancroft & Master, Inc. v. August Nat’l 

Inc., 223 F.3d 1082, 1086 (9th Cir. 2000) (affirming lack of general jurisdiction 

where defendant was not registered or licensed to do business in California, paid 

no California taxes, maintained no bank accounts in California, and targeted no 

print, television or radio advertising toward California).  

FIFA is a Swiss association, with its principal place of business in Zurich, 

Switzerland.  (Kattner Decl. ¶¶ 2-3.)  FIFA is not incorporated, domiciled, resident 

or otherwise present in California.  (Id. ¶ 4.)  As was the case in CollegeSource and 

Bancroft, FIFA has no offices or staff in California, is not registered to do business 

in California, has no registered agent for service for process in California, does not 

own any property in California, and does not pay any California state taxes.  (Id.)  

Consequently, under Supreme Court and Ninth Circuit precedent, there is no basis 

for general jurisdiction over FIFA. 

Moreover, any remote and incidental contacts with California that FIFA 

might have are not sufficient to confer personal jurisdiction.  For example, the 

exercise of jurisdiction by a California court because FIFA operates an interactive 

website available to California residents in the same manner that site is available to 

the rest of the world (see Kattner Decl. ¶ 5), “would expose most large media 

entities to nationwide general jurisdiction,” and is inconsistent with constitutional 

due process requirements.  Mavrix Photo, Inc. v. Brand Tech., Inc., 647 F.3d 1218, 

1226 (9th Cir. 2011).  Likewise, FIFA’s contracts with certain California entities 

unrelated to WSG and the allegations of this case (see Kattner Decl. ¶ 6) may 

“constitute doing business with California, but do not constitute doing business in 

California,” and do not establish a basis for general jurisdiction.  Bancroft, 223 
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F.3d at 1086 (holding that the license agreements between the defendant and two 

television networks and a handful of California vendors did not establish general 

jurisdiction).  See also Schwarzenegger, 374 F.3d at 801 (out-of-state company’s 

contacts with California, which including sales contracts with California choice-of-

law provisions, retaining the services of a California marketing company and a 

California sales training company, and maintaining a generally available website 

fell “well short” of contacts sufficient to constitute presence in California).  Here, 

too, FIFA’s contracts with certain California entities unrelated to this case, and 

FIFA’s website fall “well short” of the high bar WSG must meet to demonstrate a 

basis for general jurisdiction.  

There is no substantial, continuous and systematic forum activity sufficient 

to render FIFA “at home” in California.  Thus, there is no basis for the Court to 

exercise general jurisdiction over FIFA. 

3. The Court May Not Exercise  
Specific Jurisdiction Over FIFA  

WSG fares no better should it contend that the Court may exercise specific 

jurisdiction over FIFA.  WSG cannot rely on the jurisdiction clause of the 

purported “Representation Agreement” because the Complaint does not allege that 

FIFA ever signed that agreement.  What the Complaint does aver is that after 

allegedly negotiating the terms of the Representation Agreement: 

 
Thereafter, FIFA engaged WSG on July 31, 2001 pursuant to the 
terms of the [Representation] Agreement, wherein it forwarded an 
email to WSG stating: “FIFA is interested in testing the services of 
Worldwide Subsidy Group in the administration of retransmission 
royalties.  Please go ahead with the necessary steps and keep us 
informed about the proceedings and the outcome.”  
 

(Compl. ¶ 7 quoting Ex. B.)  That email, however, omits any reference to the 

Representation Agreement, and, as discussed infra at p. 14, in fact, is inconsistent 
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with the purported written agreement.  As demonstrated below, the  Complaint 

does not allege facts that, if credited, plausibly show that the unsigned 

Representation Agreement is a binding contract between WSG and FIFA, and 

therefore the governing law and jurisdiction section of the Representation 

Agreement (Compl. Ex. A ¶ 11), cannot provide a basis for jurisdiction over FIFA.  

See U.S. Merch. Sys., LLC v. A Furniture Homestore, LLC, No. C 07-0991 CRB, 

2007 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 35511 (N.D. Cal. May 3, 2007) (no personal jurisdiction 

where the plaintiff offered no evidence to contradict the defendant’s evidence that 

it never signed the contract containing a forum selection clause).   

Unable to rely on the terms of the purported Representation Agreement to 

establish personal jurisdiction, WSG must show that (1) FIFA purposeful availed 

itself of the privilege to conduct business in California; (2) WSG’s claims arise out 

of or result from FIFA’s forum-related activity; and (3) jurisdiction is reasonable.  

Doe, 248 F.3d at 923.  

a. FIFA Has Not Purposefully Availed Itself  
Of The Privilege Of Conducting Business In 
California Related To Plaintiff’s Claim 

Purposeful availment “requires a finding that the defendant ‘[has] performed 

some type of affirmative conduct which allows or promotes the transaction of 

business within the forum state.’”  Unocal, 248 F.3d at 923 (quoting Sher, 911 

F.2d at 1362).  The “prong is satisfied when a defendant takes deliberate actions 

within the forum state or creates continuing obligations to forum residents.”  

Hirsch v. Blue Cross, Blue Shield, 800 F.2d 1474, 1478 (9th Cir. 1986).  “The 

purposeful availment analysis turns upon whether the defendant’s contacts are 

attributable to actions by the defendant himself, or conversely to the unilateral 

activity of another party.”  Roth v. Garcia Marquez, 942 F.2d 617, 621 (9th Cir. 

1991) (quotation marks omitted) (emphasis in original).  In the event a plaintiff can 

show purposeful availment, “the contacts constituting purposeful availment must 

be the ones that give rise to the current suit.”  Bancroft, 223 F.3d at 1088.  

Case 2:14-cv-00013-MMM-MAN   Document 14   Filed 02/10/14   Page 14 of 24   Page ID #:230



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

 

 8 
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES ISO MOTION TO DISMISS 

 

Even if the July 2001 email were sufficient to constitute a contract, and as 

explained below it is not, “[t]he mere existence of a contract with a party in the 

forum state does not constitute sufficient minimum contacts for jurisdiction.”  

Sher, 911 F.2d at 1362 (citing Burger King, 471 U.S. at 478).  A showing of 

purposeful availment with respect to an alleged contract typically consists of 

evidence of the defendant’s actions, such as executing or performing the contract 

in the forum.  Schwarzenegger, 374 F.3d at 802.  Prior negotiations, contemplated 

future consequences, the terms of the contract, and the parties’ actual course of 

dealing must all be evaluated.  Unocal, 248 F.3d at 924 (quoting Burger King, 471 

U.S. at 478-79).  Because the purposeful availment inquiry focuses on whether the 

contacts are attributable to the defendant’s action, a plaintiff’s solicitation of the 

defendant to enter into a contract, rather than the defendant reaching out to the 

plaintiff in the relevant forum, weighs against finding specific personal 

jurisdiction.  Roth, 942 F.2d at 620-21. 

Here, the Complaint does not allege that FIFA engaged in any affirmative 

conduct promoting business in California.  Plaintiff admits that it solicited FIFA 

(Compl. ¶ 7), a Swiss entity not resident or registered to do business in California 

(Kattner Decl. ¶¶ 2, 4).  The Complaint does not allege that any FIFA 

representative was ever in California to negotiate with WSG; the only specific 

contact alleged between WSG and FIFA occurred by fax or email.  (Compl. ¶ 7.).  

Such “use of mails, telephone or other international communications do not qualify 

as purposeful activity.”  Roth, 942 F.2d at 621-22; see also Unocal, 248 F.3d at 

924 (no jurisdiction where, among other things, contract was entered into by fax 

and telephone, or by meetings abroad).  Moreover, the Complaint fails to allege 

any subsequent course of dealing related to California.  Instead, according to the 

Complaint, after the parties allegedly entered into the Representation Agreement in 

July 2001, WSG did not contact FIFA for over ten years and once WSG contacted 
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FIFA, WSG was then informed that no agreement with FIFA exists.  (Compl. ¶¶ 

13-14.) 

Further, the 2001 email on which WSG purports to rely states only that 

FIFA is interested in “testing” WSG’s services, without reference to the scope of 

such testing, the time period over which it would occur, whether WSG would be 

compensated for any testing, or any obligation to maintain a business relationship 

with WSG thereafter.  (Compl. ¶ 7 & Ex. B.) Nor does the Complaint allege that 

the purported agreement identified or contemplated any particular or continuing 

connection with California which would support a showing of purposeful 

availment. See, e.g, Roth, 942 F.2d at 622 (finding purposeful availment in part 

because most of future performance of the contract would have depended upon 

activities in California); see also Applied Elastomerics Inc. v. Z-Man Fishing 

Prods., Inc., No. C 06-2469 CW, 2006 WL 2319233 (N.D. Cal. Aug. 10, 2006) 

(same, where defendant created continuing obligations knowing many of them 

could be carried out only in California).   

Moreover, any alleged performance of the supposed contract by WSG in 

California constitutes mere “unilateral activity” that cannot give rise to jurisdiction 

over FIFA– it is the defendant’s activity that must provide the basis for 

jurisdiction.  McGlinchy v. Shell Chem. Co., 845 F.2d 802, 816 (9th Cir. 1988) 

(plaintiffs’ statement that they performed 90% of their activities in California, even 

if accurate, constituted only unilateral activity.)   

In short, the Complaint does not set forth any facts alleging that FIFA has 

taken any deliberate action within California to promote the transaction of business 

here.  Because the Complaint does not allege facts plausibly indicating purposeful 

availment by FIFA in California, there is no allegation of California-related 

activity that would subject FIFA to specific personal jurisdiction in this State.  See 

also Leroy-Garcia v. Brave Arts Licensing, No. C 13-01181 LB, 2013 U.S. Dist. 

LEXIS 109872, at *36 n.8 (N.D. Cal. Aug. 5, 2013) (court found lack of specific 
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jurisdiction without addressing the “related to forum activity” and 

“reasonableness” prongs where plaintiffs did not meet their burden with respect to 

the first prong of the specific jurisdiction test); Salesbrain, Inc. v. AngelVision 

Techs., No. C 12-05026 LB, 2013 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 40607, at *36 n.14 (N.D. Cal. 

Mar. 21, 2013) (same).   

b. The Exercise Of Personal  
Jurisdiction  Would Be Unreasonable 

Because Plaintiff cannot show purposeful availment by FIFA in California 

related to Plaintiff’s claims, the Court need not reach the “reasonableness” prong 

of the specific jurisdiction analysis.  Unocal, 248 F.3d at 925.  But even if the 

Court were to consider it, the majority of the seven factors applied in this Circuit to 

test reasonableness (see Roth, 942 F.2d at 623), shows that the exercise of 

jurisdiction in California over FIFA would be unreasonable.2 

As shown above, FIFA has not interjected itself into California.  Litigating 

in California would be burdensome for FIFA, a Swiss organization not resident 

anywhere in the United States.  And, the sovereignty barrier is high and the 

reasonableness of jurisdiction is undermined where, as here, the defendant is from 

a foreign nation, rather than another state.  Amoco Egypt Oil Co. v. Leonis 

Navigation Co., 1 F.3d 848, 852 (9th Cir. 1993).  As the Ninth Circuit has 

repeatedly instructed, “‘[g]reat care and reserve should be exercised when 

extending our notions of personal jurisdiction into the international field.’”  Roth, 
                                                 
2 The factors considered in determining whether the exercise of jurisdiction would 
be reasonable include:  
 

1) the extent of the defendant's purposeful interjection into the forum 
state's affairs; 2) the burden on the defendant; 3) conflicts of law 
between the forum and defendant's home jurisdiction; 4) the forum's 
interest in adjudicating the dispute; 5) the most efficient judicial 
resolution of the dispute; 6) the plaintiff's interest in convenient and 
effective relief; and 7) the existence of an alternative forum. 

 
Roth, 942 F.2d at 623. A court must balance the seven factors; no one factor is 
dispositive. Id. 
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942 F.2d at 623 (quoting Asahi Metal Indus. Co. v. Super. Ct. of Cal., 480 U.S. 

102, 115 (1987)).  

In addition, California has little interest in adjudicating a dispute between 

two non-resident parties (as noted, WSG is, and has been for over five years, a 

Texas company).  For the same reason, California would not provide the most 

efficient resolution and is not important to Plaintiff’s interest in convenient and 

effective relief.  Lastly, Plaintiff cannot meet its burden of showing the 

unavailability of an alternate forum.  Id. at 624.  While Plaintiff may prefer 

California to an alternative forum, that is not the test.  Id. (finding this factor 

weighed in favor of the defendants where the plaintiff had not shown he could not 

litigate in Spain or Mexico).  

As the relevant factors weigh heavily in favor of FIFA, the exercise of 

personal jurisdiction over FIFA would be unreasonable. 

B. Alternatively, WSG’s Complaint Should Be Dismissed Because  
   WSG Has Failed To State A Claim 

1. Legal Standard For A Motion to Dismiss          
Pursuant To Rule 12(b)(6)  

To survive a motion to dismiss under Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6), a plaintiff 

must plead facts showing that its “right to relief [rises] above the speculative 

level.”  Bell Atl. Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544, 555 (2007).  A plaintiff must 

show “more than a sheer possibility that a defendant has acted unlawfully.”  

Ashcroft v. Iqbal, 556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009).  While the Court must accept material 

factual allegations as true, pleadings that are “no more than conclusions, are not 

entitled to the assumption of truth.”  Id. at 679; see also Pareto v. FDIC, 139 F.3d 

696, 699 (9th Cir. 1998) (“conclusory allegations . . . and unwarranted inferences” 

are insufficient).  The Court need not accept as true allegations contradicted by 

exhibits attached to the complaint.  St. Claire v. Gilead Scis., Inc. (In re Gilead 

Scis. Sec. Litig.), 536 F.3d 1049, 1055 (9th Cir. 2008); Appling v. Wachovia 
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Mortg., FSB, 745 F. Supp. 2d 961, 967 (N.D. Cal. 2010).  In reviewing a motion to 

dismiss, the Court may not assume that a plaintiff can prove facts not alleged.  

Associated Gen. Contractors of Cal., Inc. v. Cal. State Council of Carpenters, 459 

U.S. 519, 526 (1983); Jack Russell Terrier Network v. Am. Kennel Club, Inc., 407 

F.3d 1027, 1035 (9th Cir. 2005) (same). 

2. Plaintiff Has Not Pleaded Facts Plausibly  
Alleging the Existence of A Valid Contract 

The existence of a valid contract is a necessary element of a breach of 

contract claim.  Clark v. Countrywide Home Loans, Inc., 732 F. Supp. 2d 1038, 

1043 (E.D. Cal. 2010) (citing McKell v. Wash. Mut., Inc., 142 Cal. App. 4th 1457, 

1489 (2006).  Here, Plaintiff has failed to allege a valid contract. 

a. The Alleged Representation Agreement  
Violates The Statute Of Frauds 

Plaintiff’s claims rely on the unsigned “Representation Agreement.”  

(Compl. Ex. A.)  This purported agreement was for a term of no less than three 

years (id., ¶ 2), and is therefore invalid and unenforceable because it violates the 

statute of frauds.  Cal. Civ. Code §1624(a)(1) (“An agreement that by its terms is 

not to be performed within a year from the making thereof” “is invalid unless [the 

contract], or some note or memorandum thereof, [is] in writing and subscribed by 

the party to be charged”).  Cal. Civ. Code §1624(a)(1).  

Although there are unusual instances in which several papers, only one of 

which is signed by the party to be charged, may be considered together to 

constitute an adequate memorandum of a contract, the unsigned “Representation 

Agreement” cannot be read in conjunction with the July 31, 2001 email to satisfy 

the statute of frauds.  That is because the email does not even refer to the 

Representation Agreement.  Straus v. de Young, 155 F. Supp. 215 (C.D. Cal. 1957) 

(three signed letters insufficient to constitute a memorandum required by statute of 

frauds where the letters did not mention or refer to the alleged oral agreement).  
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Nor does the 2001 email, standing alone, constitute a memorandum of the parties’ 

purported agreement sufficient to satisfy the statute of frauds.  Such a 

memorandum must identify the subject of the agreement, show that the parties 

made a contract, and state the essential terms of the contract with reasonable 

certainty.  Sterling v. Taylor, 40 Cal. 4th 757, 766 (2006); accord SOAProjects, 

Inc. v. SCM Microsystems, Inc., 2010 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 133596 (N.D. Cal. Dec. 7, 

2010).  As discussed below, the July 2001 email fails to meet these requirements. 

b. The July 2001 Email Does  
Not Constitute A Valid Contract  

The July 2001 email neither brings the Representation Agreement within the 

statute of frauds nor itself constitutes a valid and enforceable agreement. 

First, “[c]ontract formation requires mutual consent, which cannot exist 

unless the parties ‘agree upon the same thing in the same sense.’”  Bustamante v. 

Intuit, Inc., 141 Cal. App. 4th 199, 208 (2006) (quoting Cal. Civ. Code § 1580).  

“In order for a contract to form, there must be a meeting of the minds with an 

intent to be bound by a legally enforceable agreement.”  Chaganti v. i2 Phone Int’l, 

Inc., 635 F. Supp. 2d 1065, 1071 (N.D. Cal. 2007).  

Second, a contract’s terms are only sufficiently certain “if they provide a 

basis for determining the existence of a breach and for giving an appropriate 

remedy.”  Bustamante, 141 Cal. App. 4th at 209.  But if a supposed contract “does 

not provide a basis for determining what obligations the parties have agreed 

to…there is no contract.”  Id.; see also Ersa Grae Corp. v. Fluor Corp., 1 Cal. 

App. 4th 613, 623 (1991) (a contract is sufficiently definite when the court can 

ascertain the parties’ obligations and determine whether they have been performed 

or breached).  Thus in Bustamante, the court found the purported agreement 

indefinite despite plaintiff’s assertion that the contract “was simple and had certain 

terms” in that the parties agreed to “take all steps necessary to obtain adequate 

funding to formally launch the company.”  Bustamante, 141 Cal. App. 4th at 209-
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10.  The court questioned what steps were necessary, how it could be ascertained 

whether a party complied with this term, and how long they had to continue to seek 

adequate funding.  Id. at 210.  “The conditions for performance [were] fatally 

uncertain.”  Id. 

WSG fails sufficiently to allege that the parties agreed to the same thing or 

that they agreed to be bound by any agreement.  Contrary to Plaintiff’s allegation, 

the July 2001 email does not indicate consent to, and is in fact, inconsistent with, 

the Representation Agreement.  The unsigned Representation Agreement purports 

to assign WSG the right to apply for and collect royalties for an indefinite period, 

but in all events for a term of no less than three years.  The email, on the other 

hand, contemplates only a possible “test” of WSG’s potential services, a test that 

itself never occurred.  There are no terms in the email identifying what the parties’ 

respective obligations are, how FIFA would evaluate WSG’s services, for what 

period the parties would be obligated, or how a court would determine whether the 

parties’ obligations had been adequately performed.  A purported agreement based 

on the 2001 email would be “fatally uncertain” and too indefinite to enforce. 

The email also instructs WSG to keep FIFA informed about the proceedings 

and the outcome of the test.  Plaintiff does not allege that it ever kept FIFA 

apprised of its alleged yearly performance under the contract.  Even if the July 

2001 email conveyed a sufficiently definite offer from FIFA inviting WSG’s 

acceptance by performance (and as discussed, it does not), WSG’s purported 

performance for ten years without notice to FIFA not only contradicts FIFA’s 

express instruction, but invalidates any alleged contract based on that email.  FIFA 

had no adequate means of learning of WSG’s performance with reasonable 

promptness and certainty, and the very allegations of the Complaint contradict any 

possible argument that WSG provided timely notification.  See Rest. 2d Contracts 

§54 (notification to offerer of acceptance is necessary under such circumstances 

even where offer invites acceptance by performance).  Absent the requisite notice 
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of performance, such an offerer can treat the offer as having lapsed and no contract 

is formed.  See Harris v. Time, 191 Cal. App. 3d 449, 455-457 (1987) (sustaining 

demurrer to breach of contract where defendant had no means of learning of 

acceptance by performance and plaintiffs’ did not provide notice within a 

reasonable period of time).  

Ultimately, Plaintiff relies for its claim only on its naked conclusion – 

devoid of any specific factual allegations – that FIFA’s July 2001 email “engaged 

WSG … pursuant to the terms of the [Representation] Agreement” (Compl. ¶ 7.)  

Plaintiff omits any well-pleaded factual allegations to establish the existence of a 

valid agreement between the parties, rendering its Complaint fatally deficient.  

Twombly, 550 U.S. at 555 (legal conclusions are not entitled to the assumption of 

truth and are insufficient to state a claim for relief).  Plaintiff’s allegations, 

moreover, do not state a plausible claim.  Id. at 556.   

It is not reasonable to infer, for example, that FIFA would have agreed to a 

contract of many years duration by a simple email that (i) made no reference to the 

Representation Agreement that supposedly documented the parties’ “deal”, and (ii) 

contained language fundamentally inconsistent with the notion of a deal that would 

bind FIFA for over a decade.  The admitted lack of communication between the 

parties for over ten years following the July 2001 email further demonstrates the 

implausibility of Plaintiff’s contract claim.   

In sum, the unexecuted Representation Agreement is unenforceable, and the 

July 2001 email does not indicate mutual consent to a sufficiently certain 

agreement sufficient to constitute a valid and enforceable agreement, and itself 

violates the statute of frauds.  Plaintiff has failed to allege facts sufficient to state a 

claim for breach of contract.  As such the breach of contract claim must be 

dismissed. 
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c. Plaintiff’s Claim of Breach Of The Covenant  
Of Good Faith And Fair Dealing Fails Because  
It Requires The Existence Of A Valid Contract 

“[A] cause of action for a breach of the implied contractual covenant of good 

faith and fair dealing cannot be stated in the absence of a valid contract to which 

the covenant appertains.”  Pac. States Enters., Inc. v. City of Coachella, 13 Cal. 

App. 4th 1414, 1425 (1993).  A claim for breach of the covenant also “cannot 

merely duplicate a breach of contract claim because it would be superfluous.”  

Crescent Woodworking Co., LTD v. Accent Furniture, Inc., No. EDCV 04-01318 

DDP (PJWx), 2005 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 45840, at *9 (C.D. Cal. Dec. 7, 2005) (citing 

Guz v. Bechtel Nat’l, Inc., 24 Cal. 4th 317, 351-52 (2000)).  Here, Plaintiff’s 

purported breach of contract and breach of the covenant claim are co-extensive.  

(Cf. Compl. ¶ 20 and ¶ 23.)  Because no valid contract is alleged, there can be no 

breach of contract, and thus the duplicative claim for the breach of the covenant of 

good faith and fair dealing also fails. 

d. Plaintiff’s Declaratory Judgment Claim  
Likewise Fails Because It Is Premised  
On The Existence Of A Valid Contract  

Where a plaintiff seeks a judicial determination of the rights and obligations 

under a purported contract, and the court determines that plaintiff has failed to 

allege the existence of a contractual relationship, the declaratory relief claim must 

be dismissed.  Howard v. First Horizon Home Loan Corp., No. 12-cv-05735-JST, 

2013 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 85585, at *16 (N.D. Cal. June 18, 2013) (given that 

“declaratory relief is a remedy and not a cause of action,” such claim must fail 

where it is premised on a non-existent contract); Escondido Mutual Water Co. v. 

George A. Hillebrecht, Inc., 241 Cal. App. 2d 410, 416 (1966) (holding that in 

order to maintain a declaratory action to determine the validity and construction of 

a contract, there must be an existing contract).  

WSG’s declaratory judgment claim is based on the purported 

“Representation Agreement,” attached to the Complaint as Exhibit A, and seeks a 
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declaration that the parties entered into that agreement and that in that agreement, 

WSG retained the authority to make royalty claims for royalties attributable to 

FIFA World Cup Soccer telecasts.  (Compl. ¶ 27.)  As discussed above, the 

Complaint does not allege facts which, if credited, plausibly demonstrate that FIFA 

entered into the Representation Agreement.  Consequently, WSG’s declaratory 

relief action based on the existence of that agreement necessarily fails. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

For all of the foregoing reasons, FIFA respectfully requests that WSG’s 

Complaint be dismissed with prejudice in its entirety.  
 
 
 
DATED: February 10, 2014 

 
PROSKAUER ROSE LLP 

 SCOTT P. COOPER 
MARGARET A. DALE 
JENNIFER L. ROCHE 
JACQUELYN N. FERRY 

 
 
By: /s/ 

 Jennifer L. Roche
 Attorneys for Defendant 

Fédération Internationale de Football 
Association  
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