
 
 

 
 

Case No. 2:19-cv-08535-TJH (ASx) 
ENTRAVISION'S REPLY TO GMR’S  
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STAY  

 

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 

Jeffrey A. LeVee (State Bar No. 125863) 
Brent D. Sokol (State Bar No. 167537) 
jlevee@jonesday.com 
JONES DAY 
555 South Flower Street 
Fiftieth Floor 
Los Angeles, CA  90071.2452 
Telephone: +1.213.489.3939 
Facsimile: +1.213.243.2539 

Attorneys for Defendant and Counterclaimant 
ENTRAVISION COMMUNICATIONS 
CORPORATION 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

GLOBAL MUSIC RIGHTS, LLC, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

ENTRAVISION 
COMMUNICATIONS 
CORPORATION, 

Defendant. 

Case No. 2:19-cv-08535-TJH (ASx) 
 

DEFENDANT AND 
COUNTERCLAIMANT 
ENTRAVISION 
COMMUNICATIONS 
CORPORATION’S REPLY TO 
GMR’S OPPOSITION TO MOTION 
TO STAY 

Date:  March 2, 2020 
Time:  Taken Under Submission 
Judge:  Hon. Terry J. Hatter, Jr. 

 
       

Case 2:19-cv-08535-TJH-AS   Document 33   Filed 02/18/20   Page 1 of 14   Page ID #:275

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 
 

 

 
 

Case No. 2:19-cv-08535-TJH (ASx) 
ENTRAVISION'S REPLY TO GMR’S  
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STAY  

 

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 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 
I. INTRODUCTION ........................................................................................... 5 
II. ARGUMENT .................................................................................................. 6 

A. This Action and the RMLC Action Involve the Same Claims ............. 6 
B. GMR’s Antitrust Violations Arise From Its Leverage of 

Copyright Ownership To Control Areas Outside Its Limited 
Monopoly And These Misuse Issues Are Before the Court in the 
RMLC Action ....................................................................................... 8 

C. A Stay Will Not Prejudice GMR ........................................................ 12 
III. CONCLUSION ............................................................................................. 13 

Case 2:19-cv-08535-TJH-AS   Document 33   Filed 02/18/20   Page 2 of 14   Page ID #:276

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 
 

 

 
 

Case No. 2:19-cv-08535-TJH (ASx) 
ENTRAVISION'S REPLY TO GMR’S  
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STAY  

 

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 

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES 

 Page 

CASES 

A & M Records v. Napster, 
239 F.3d 1004 (9th Cir. 2001) ......................................................................... 9, 10 

Altera Corp. v. Clear Logic, Inc., 
424 F.3d 1079 (9th Cir. 2005) ............................................................................. 11 

Apple Inc. v. Psystar Corp., 
658 F.3d 1150 (9th Cir. 2011) ............................................................................. 11 

Broad. Music, Inc. v. Hearst/ABC Viacom, 
746 F. Supp. 320 (S.D.N.Y. 1990) .................................................................... 8, 9 

Clark v. Amica Mutual Ins. Co., 
2013 WL 12171876 (E.D. Wash. May 21, 2013) ................................................. 8 

Hangarter v. Provident Life and Accident Ins. Co., 
373 F.3d 998 (9th Cir. 2004) ................................................................................. 7 

Landmark Tech., LLC v. iRobot Corp., 
2014 WL 486836 (E.D. Tex. Jan. 24, 2014) ......................................................... 6 

Lasercomb Am. v. Reynolds, 
911 F. 2d 970 (4th Cir. 1990) ................................................................................ 9 

Levya v. Certified Grocers of CA, Ltd., 
593 F.2d 857 (9th Cir. 1979) ............................................................................... 13 

Omega v. Costco Wholesale Corp., 
776 F.3d 692 (9th Cir. 2015) ....................................................................... 8, 9, 11 

Practice Mgmt. Info. Corp. v. The Am. Med. Ass’n, 
121 F.3d (9th Cir. 1997) ........................................................................................ 8 

Case 2:19-cv-08535-TJH-AS   Document 33   Filed 02/18/20   Page 3 of 14   Page ID #:277

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 
 

 
- 4 - 

  

 

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 

Radio Music License Committee, Inc. v. Global Music Rights, 
LLC, No. 2:16-cv-06076, ECF No. 64-1 ............................................................ 10 

Stebbins v. Geico Ins. Agency, 
2019 WL 281281 (D. Nev. Jan. 22, 2019) ............................................................ 7 

Tavakoli v. Allstate Property & Cas. Ins. Co., 
2012 WL 1903666 (W.D. Wash. May 25, 2012) .................................................. 7 

Wi-LAN Inc. v. LG Elecs. Inc., 
382 F. Supp. 3d 1012 (S.D. Cal. Apr. 12, 2019) ................................................... 7 

ZeniMax Media, Inc. v. Samsung Elecs. Co., Ltd., 
2017 WL 4805524 (N.D. Tex. Oct. 25, 2017) .................................................... 13 

Case 2:19-cv-08535-TJH-AS   Document 33   Filed 02/18/20   Page 4 of 14   Page ID #:278

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 
 

 

 
 

Case No. 2:19-cv-08535-TJH (ASx) 
ENTRAVISION'S REPLY TO GMR’S  
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STAY  

 

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 

 
I. INTRODUCTION 

 
The logic of a modest stay of this action is unassailable:  there is a prior 

related case—the RMLC Action—in which the complex antitrust claims raised in 

this action are already being litigated, discovery is active and ongoing, and the 

Court has set a discovery cutoff date and pretrial conference.  By contrast, in this 

action, discovery has not yet begun, and the Court has not even scheduled the Rule 

26 conference. 

Once the Court has resolved the antitrust claims in the RMLC Action, this 

lawsuit literally may be over because a finding that GMR has violated the antitrust 

laws in the RMLC Action would necessarily carry over to this action and bar 

GMR’s affirmative claims.  Likewise, Entravision has agreed that a finding in favor 

of GMR on the facts presented in RMLC’s antitrust claims would bind Entravision 

in this action.  What is the logic of forcing Entravision—one of thousands of 

members of RMLC—to actively litigate its antitrust claims in this action while the 

RMLC Action is heading towards a resolution?  GMR never explains, beyond the 

implied fact that GMR wants Entravision to have to spend a lot of money on legal 

fees to put pressure on Entravision to settle. 

GMR will not suffer any prejudice if a stay of the case is issued, whereas 

Entravision would be prejudiced if a stay is not issued.  For all these reasons, 

Entravision urges the Court to grant this motion. 
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