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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFO RNIA - WESTERN DIVISION

LAURA SIEGEL LARSON,
individually and as personal
representative dhe ESTATE OF
JOANNE SIEGEL,
Plaintiff,
Vv

WARNER BROS. ENTERTAINMENT

INC., DC COMICS, and DOES 1-10,
Defendants and
Counterclaimants.

LAURA SIEGEL LARSON,
individually and as personal
representative dhe ESTATE OF
JOANNE SIEGEL,
Plaintiff,
v

TIME WARNER INC., WARNER
COMMUNICATIONS INC.,
WARNER BROS. ENTERTAINMENT
INC., WARNER BROS. TELEVISION
PRODUCTION INC., DC COMICS,
and DOES 1-10,

Defendants and

Counterclaimants.

Case No: 04-CV-08400 ODW (RZx)-**
Case No: 04-CV-08776 ODW (RZx

Hon. Otis D. Wright I, U.S.D.J.
Hon. Ralph Zarefsky, U.S.M.J.
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JUDGMENT
In a series of published decisiongethMarch 26, 2008; August 12, 2009;
October 30, 2009, in the “Superman’seaCase No. 04-CV-08400, ECF Nos. 1
560, 595), the Court resolved Plaintiffaura Siegel Larson’s First Claim @

Defendant-Counterclaimant DC Comics'r$tiand Second Counterclaims, filed
both the “Superman” case and the “Sinpost' case (Case No. 04-CV-08776).
Court thereby determined that, pursuarnhi Copyright Act, 17 U.S.C. 8§ 304(c),
Siegels validly terminated on April 16, 1998l prior grants or transfers by Jero
Siegel to any of the Defendanbr their predecessors-in-irgst, of his interest in th
renewal copyrights in and #ction ComicsNo. 1, as well agction ComicsNo. 4,

SupermanNo. 1 (pages 3-6), and the firstotweeks of the Superman newspd

and
P93,
nd

'he
he
me

e
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strips and that, as of April 17, 1999, tbiective terminate date, the Siegels owned

the aforesaid recaptured copyright interests.

On January 10, 2013, the United Stafesirt of Appeals for the Ninth Circui

reversed Judge Larson’s March 26, 2008iglasummary-judgment order in part &
held that, “as a matter ofa” Plaintiff Larson entered to an enforceable settlem¢

agreement with DC Comiagsn October 19, 2001Larson v. Warner Bros. Entn

Inc., Nos. 11-55863, 11-56032013 WL 1113259, at *1 (9tkir. Jan. 10, 2013).

“‘Statements from the attorneys for bogarties establish that the parties
undertaken years of negotiations . . . , arat the letter” sent by Larson’s attorn
Kevin Marks, on October 19, 2001, “accubateeflected the material terms they |
orally agreed to.”Id. The Ninth Circuit directed thi€ourt to “reconsider DC'’s thif
and fourth counterclaims in light of [jtholding that the October 19, 2001, le
created an agreement.’ld. at *2. The Ninth Circuit did not reach or addr
Plaintiff's First Claim in the “Superman” sa, or the First an8econd Counterclain
in the “Superman”ad “Superboy” cases.

This Court’'s March 20 and April 1013 Orders collectively granted D(
February 7, 2013 Motion for Summary Judgrhon its Fourth Counterclaim. T
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Court then entered DC’s proposed finatigmment on April 182013. On June 1
2013, the Court issued an Order (“Superman” case, ECF No. 734; “Superboy
ECF No. 253) granting in part Plaifis Motion to Amend the Judgme
(“Superman” case, ECF No. 731; “Sarpoy” case, EE No. 250).

Based on the decisions set forth abovis, @ourt now enteran amended fin
judgment based on DC’s Fourth Counterclaim in two of three long-ru
Superman cases presently before this Co(t) the “Superman” case; and (2)
“Superboy” case. In the pgaes’ October 19, 2001 settlement agreement, Larson
her family) “transfer[red] albf [their] rights” to DC, “esulting in 100% ownership
D.C. Comics,” effective Octmer 19, 2001. Declaratioaf Daniel M. Petrocel
(“Petrocelli Decl.”) Ex. B, at 21tarson 2013 WL 1113259, atl. This complets
transfer on October 19, 2001, bars certdilharson’s remaining claims in this ca
and entitles DC to judgment on its Fou@ounterclaim, which seeks a declara
confirming the October 19, 2001 settlemesgreement against Larson.
remaining claims are granted, deniedgdiemissed as set forth below. Therefore:
A.  Plaintiff's Claims (Superman, Case No. CV-04-8400)

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Plaiiff's First Claim for Relief ir
the “Superman” case, for “DeclaratoRelief re: Termination,” is GRANTEDhut
only to the extent that it sought a declaration that on April 16, 1999, the §
validly terminated under the Copyright Aall prior grants, assignments, or trans
by Jerome Siegel to any of the Defendantstheir predecessors-in-interest, of
renewal copyrights in and #ction ComicsNo. 1, as well agction ComicsNo. 4,
SupermanNo. 1 (pages 3-6), and the firstotweeks of the Superman newspd
strips, and judgment is hereby entered iairRiff's favor on this claim as set fof
herein. See*'Superman” case, ECF Nos. 293, 560.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDED that Plaintiff's Second Clai
for “Declaratory Relief re: Profits from Recaptured Copyrights,” Third Claim
“Declaratory Relief re: Use of the ‘Supean’ Crest,” and Fourth Claim f
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“Accounting for Profits” in the “Supenan” case are DISMISSED, WITHOU
PREJUDICE, AS MOOT.
B. Plaintiff's Claims (Superboy Case, Case No. CV-04-8776)

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Plaintiff's First Claim f
“Copyright Infringement,” Second Claim fdDeclaratory Relié re: Termination,
Third Claim for “Violation of the Lanha Act 8§ 43(a)(1)(B),” Fourth Claim fq
“Violation of California Busness and Professions Code, 88 17€0€8eq.’ and Fifth
Claim for “Injunctive Relief” in the*Superboy” case are DISMISSED, WITHOL
PREJUDICE, AS MOOT.

C. DC'’s Counterclaims (Superman and Superboy Cases)

IT IS ORDERED AND ADWDGED that DC’s First Counterclaim, “F
Declaration That The Superman NoticesdAThe Superboy Notice Are Ineffectiv
is DENIED WITH PREJUDICE in its entiretin the “Superman” case and as to P
(1), (2), and (5) in the “Superboy” cas&ee“Superman” case, ECF Nos. 293, ¢
(striking parts (3) and (4) from the RilGounterclaim in the “Superman” case).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that DC’'s Secorn

Counterclaim, “For Declaration That Ariflaim By The Siegal For Co-Ownership

Of Superman (Including Its Derivativeuferboy) Is Barred By The Statute

Limitations,” is DENIED WITH PREJUDCE Se€‘Superman” case, ECF No. 293|

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that DC's Fourt
Counterclaim, for “Declatary Relief Regarding thE2001 Settlement] Agreemen
IS GRANTED in part as follows. The Cdudeclares that the parties’ October

or
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2001 settlement agreement (embodied irviKeMarks'’s letter of the same d

te)

remains binding and enforceable solely urttherterms contained in that agreement.

Under that agreement, Lars and her family transfemeto DC, worldwide and i

perpetuity, any and all rights, title, and in&rancluding all copyright interests, tf

they had in Superman arg@lperboy, effective Octobdr9, 2001. Petrocelli Decl.
Ex. B, at 19, 21t arson 2013 WL 1113259, at *1-2.udgment is hereby entered i
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DC'’s favor and against Lawa on this counterclaim.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that DC’s Tidl, Fifth, and Sixth Counterclain
are DISMISSED, WITHOUT PRJUDICE, AS MOOT.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

N ;
. > /Hf
Dated: June 18, 2013 M%

Hon. Otis B Wright Il
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