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NFL PRODUCTIONS, L.L.C., NFL ENTERPRISES, L.L.C., REPLAY 

PHOTOS, L.L.C., ASSOCIATED PRESS, NFL PROPERTIES, LLC, ARIZONA 
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Defendant. 
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EAST\143075474.1  

STATEMENT PURSUANT TO FED. R. APP. P. 26.1 

The Associated Press is a not-for-profit news cooperative.  It has no parent 

corporation and no publicly-held stock.  No publicly-held corporation owns 10% 

or more of any interest in The Associated Press. 

Replay Photos, LLC is a limited liability company and a subsidiary of Lulu 

Enterprises, Inc.  No publicly-held corporation owns more than 10% of its stock.  
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