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THOMAS D. NOLAN (SBN 238213) @
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LOEB & LOEB LLP K

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, Suite 2200 \/?

Los Angeles, California 90067-4120 ﬁ
Telephone: 310-282-2000 4\
Facsimile:  310-282-2200 O

Attorneys for Defendant C
STEVE HARVEY

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
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WE 3 KINGS, INC.,~ ¢ »

Plaintiff, @

V. @ \Z’
THE STEVE HARVEY SHOW,
ENDEMOL USA, INC.. et al., Q R

Defendants. ’(a?
) %

By and through his undersigned counsel, I:o@ & Loeb LLP, Defendant Steve
Harvey (“Harvey”) submits the following Answer to %tiff’s Complaint.
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Case No.: CV14-08816-DSF (ASx)
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Assigned to Hon. Dale S. Fischer

ANSWER TO COMPLAINT BY
DEFENDANT STEVE HARVEY

[S—
(O8]

[E—
N’ N’ N’ N’ N N e’

Complaint filed November 13, 2014
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1.  Harvey lacks information and belief sufficient to admit or deny the

[\
[

allegations of Paragraph 1 of the Complaint, and on that basis denies them.
Q > 22 2.  To the extent the allegations of Paragraph 2 of the Complaint are
@ 231l directed at Defendant Harvey, Harvey denies them. To the extent the allegations of

@\A;j’ Paragraph 2 are directed at other Defendants, Harvey lacks information and belief]
25

26

sz@ficient to admit or deny them, and on that basis denies them.
®@ Harvey admits that Plaintiff asserts claims under the Copyright Act, but
2111 denies (tﬁy /ﬁch claims have merit, and denies the remaining allegations of
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1|| Paragraph 3. @
2 4. Harvey lacks information and belief sufficie@to, admit or deny the
3|| allegations of Paragraph 4 of the Complaint, and on that basis\g s them.
4 5. Harvey lacks information and belief sufficient to a§1@ r deny the
5|| allegations of Paragraph 5 of the Complaint, and on that basis denies thgé?
6 6. Harvey denies the allegations of Paragraph 6. %
7 7. Harvey incorporates by reference the responses to Paragraphs 1-6 és
8|| though fully set forth herein. O
9 8.  Harvey denies the allegations of Paragraph 8.
10 0. Hé& y denies the allegations of Paragraph 9.
11 10. HarvefNlenies the allegations of Paragraph 10.
12 11. Harvey in@porates by reference the responses to Paragraphs 1-10 ag
13{| though fully set forth here}sr?(?) .
14 12. Harvey denies thééj@gations of Paragraph 12.
15 13. Harvey denies the alle@@ns of Paragraph 13.
16 14. Harvey incorporates by ref%gyce the responses to Paragraphs 1-13 as
17|| though fully set forth herein. O
18 15. Harvey denies the allegations of Parag&%ph 15.
19 O
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\/§® 22 AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES
() 23 Harvey submits the following defenses, without assuming the burden of proof|
@ﬂ;‘b on such defenses that would otherwise rest with the Plaintiff:
25(\8:/) First Affirmative Defense
26 Q (Failure to State a Claim)
27 'Rf? omplaint, and the claims for relief alleged therein, fail to state a claim
28| upon whiﬁéﬁéf can be granted.
R | O% :
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1 Second Affirmative Defenﬁ@
2 (Estoppel and Waiver) ‘O) i
3 Plaintiff’s claims are barred, in whole or in part, by legal’}stoppel, equitable]
4|/ estoppel, and/or waiver. @
5 Third Affirmative Defense \/E?
6 (License) %
7 Plaintiff’s claims are barred, in whole or in part, by implied and/or exp‘re&s
8|| license. O
9 Fourth Affirmative Defense

10 é (Laches)

11 Plaintiff’s cl&iins_are barred, in whole or in part, by the doctrine of laches.

12 @ Fifth Affirmative Defense

13 ®\Q) (Misuse of Copyright)

14 Plaintiff’s claims are baI{q@ in whole or in part, by misuse of copyright.

15 Harvey reserves all rights \@@espect to affirmative defenses that may be

16|| revealed during the course of discovery. \,?

17 %

18| Dated: January 12, 2015 LOEB & LQEB LLP
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20 By: /s/ David G;@sman

David Grossman
1 Barry I. Slotnick
é \/ﬁ Thomas D. Nolan
Q 22 Attorneys for Defendant STEVE
L 23 HARVEY
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