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2 SICRE DE FONTBRUNE V. WOFSY 
 

Before:  Andrew D. Hurwitz and Lawrence VanDyke, 
Circuit Judges, and Joan N. Ericksen,* District Judge. 

 
Opinion by Judge Ericksen 

 
 

SUMMARY** 

 
 

Foreign Judgments 
 
 The panel reversed the district court’s summary 
judgment entered for defendants Alan Wofsy and Alan 
Wofsy & Associates (collectively “Wofsy”) in an action 
brought by Yves Sicre de Fontbrune in California state court 
seeking recognition of a French money judgment. 
 
 The photographer Christian Zervos created the Zervos 
Catalogue of the works of Pablo Picasso, which was 
originally published under the label of Cahiers d’Art.  In 
1979, Sicre de Fontbrune acquired the rights for the business 
capital of Cahiers d’Art.  Wofsy produced a series of books, 
titled “The Picasso Project,” that contained reproductions of 
photographs from the Zervos Catalogue. 
 
 The French judgment found that Wofsy had violated an 
astreinte – a French legal device that imposed money 
damages for the continued use of copyrighted photographs 
of Pablo Picasso’s works.  Sicre de Fontbrune had obtained 

 
* The Honorable Joan N. Ericksen, United States District Judge for 

the District of Minnesota, sitting by designation. 

** This summary constitutes no part of the opinion of the court.  It 
has been prepared by court staff for the convenience of the reader. 
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 SICRE DE FONTBRUNE V. WOFSY 3 
 
that astreintre as a form of relief in a 2001 French judgment 
finding that the photographs’ copyrights were infringed.  
The district court granted summary judgment for Wofsy 
based on a defense to recognition under California’s 
Uniform Foreign-Country Money Judgment Recognition 
Act, Cal. Civ. Proc. Code §§ 1713-1725, namely, the defense 
that the French judgment was repugnant to United States 
public policy protecting free expression. 
 
 The panel held that in international diversity cases, such 
as this one, the enforceability of foreign judgments is 
generally governed by the law of the state in which 
enforcement is sought; and the California Recognition Act 
governed.  The Recognition Act lists several grounds for 
nonrecognition.  Five statutory grounds for nonrecognition 
of the French judgment are at issue in this appeal. 
 
 First, Sicre de Fontbrune challenged the district court’s 
conclusion that the French judgment was repugnant to 
United States public policy favoring free expression.  The 
fair use defense to copyright infringement is one of the built-
in First Amendment accommodations that ease the tension 
between free expression and U.S. copyright law.  As part of 
its public policy defense, Wofsy asserted that the fair use 
doctrine of U.S. copyright law – a feature that France’s 
copyright scheme lacked – would have protected the copying 
of the photographs at issue.  The panel rejected this 
contention.  The fair use defense requires the analysis of four 
statutory factors, and the panel examined the factors with 
respect to the individual photographs in the catalogue at 
issue.  Concerning the first factor - the “purpose and 
character” of the use, the panel held that the undisputed 
evidence showed that the use of the copyrighted photographs 
was commercial and non-transformative.  This factor 
weighed against a finding of fair use.  For the second fair use 
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factor – the nature of the copyrighted work, the panel held 
that the photographs’ creative qualities prevented this factor 
from weighing heavily, if at all, in favor of fair use. With the 
third factor – the amount and substantiality of the portion 
used, the panel held this factor weighed against fair use 
where the copying included the entirety of the copyrighted 
photographs at issue and Wofsy did not transform the 
photographs.  With the fourth fair use factor – the effect on 
potential market or value of the copyrighted work, the panel 
held that this factor weighed against fair use where there was 
no evidence countering the presumption of market harm, 
which arose where the allegedly infringing use was both 
commercial and non-transformative.   After weighing the 
four factors, the panel had serious doubts that a fair use 
defense would protect the copying of the photographs at 
issue, even if the nature of the copyrighted works were to 
favor fair use.  Wofsy’s inability to urge a fair use defense in 
France did not place the French judgment in conflict with 
fundamental American constitutional principles, and Sicre 
de Fontbrune was therefore entitled to partial summary 
judgment on this defense. 
 
 Second, both parties appealed the district court’s denial 
of summary judgment concerning the assertion that the 
French court lacked subject matter jurisdiction.  The French 
appellate courts did not evaluate whether the French trial 
court, the Tribunal de Grande Instance de Paris (“TGI”), 
had subject matter jurisdiction over the astreinte proceeding.  
The panel held that the TGI’s subject matter jurisdiction did 
not depend on Sicre de Fontbrune’s standing, and therefore 
the district court erred in holding otherwise.  There is no 
indication that a plaintiff’s lack of standing circumscribes 
the judicial power – the subject matter jurisdiction – of 
French courts.  The panel concluded that Sicre de Fontbrune 
is entitled to partial summary judgment on this defense. 
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 Third, Wofsy challenged the district court’s grant of 
summary judgment to Sicre de Fontbrune regarding the 
assertion that the French court lacked personal jurisdiction 
over Wofsy.  A court applying California’s Recognition Act 
shall not refuse recognition of a foreign-country judgment 
for lack of personal jurisdiction if the defendant “voluntarily 
appeared in the proceeding.”  Cal Civ. Proc. Code 
§ 1717(a)(2).  The panel agreed with the district court that 
Wofsy waived this defense through a voluntary appearance 
when he petitioned the TGI to set aside a 2012 judgment. 
The panel concluded that the district court properly granted 
partial summary judgment to Sicre de Fontbrune regarding 
the defense of lack of personal jurisdiction. 
 
 Fourth, Wofsy asserted that he was entitled to summary 
judgment on the defense that he received inadequate notice 
of the proceedings that resulted in the French judgment.  The 
California Supreme Court has not clarified the showing that 
a defendant must make to prove the insufficient notice 
defense.  A California Court of Appeal has held that a mere 
failure of actual notice does not prove the inadequate notice 
defense.  The panel accepted the Court of Appeal’s holding 
that the insufficient notice defense requires the proponent to 
prove the absence of a constitutionally adequate attempt at 
actual notice.  The panel considered whether the attempts to 
serve Wofsy before the October 2011 hearing constituted 
sufficient efforts at notice, despite their failure.  The panel 
held that the failed attempts to service process did not, by 
themselves, disprove the notice defense.  There was, 
however, a factual dispute as to whether Wofsy received 
actual notice of the pendency of the action and an 
opportunity to present objections.  The panel held that the 
district court appropriately left to the finder of fact to 
determine whether Wofsy “receive[d] notice of the 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


