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Zia F. Modabber (SBN I 3RES)
Gloria C. Franke (SBN 228864)
IGTTEN MUCHfi I ROSENIvIAN LLP
2029 Century Park EasL Suite 2600
Los Angeles, CA 90067-3012
Telentrone: 3 I 0.788,4400
Facslmile: 310.788.4471

Attorneys for Plaintitr
STE\IEN V. TALL.ARICO, pka STEVEN TYLER
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COMPLAINT FOR DAI\,IAGES AIID
INJTINCTTVE RELIEF' FOR:

(t) PLJBLIC DISCLOSLJRE OF PRIVATE
FACTS;

(2) FALSE LIGHT; Al.iD

(3) COMMON LA$TMSAPPROPRTATTON
OF LIKENESS
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SUPERIOR COIJRTFORTHE STATE OF CALIF'ORNIA

FOR THE COT]NTY OF LOS ANGETES

cENTRAL DrsrRrcr I cJ 9 87 | s

PlaintiffSteven V. Tallarico, pka StwanTylo, C'Plsintiff) through counecl, allegss as

follows:

suryr.r\{ARY0,F-ALLEGATTONS

posting onlinc diary entries that not only disclose privatE thoughts and details about Plai

private lifc, but fraudulently rspresentto the public that the statemonb in the blog are dfrct

mada by Plaintiff himself,
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PIaintitr,

vs.

DOES t throryh20, inclusive,

Ddcardants.

Plaintiffseels d"rnages and an irrjunction to stop Dcfendarrts DOES 1 thtough 20 E S g fr :
EH-gF

(collcotively, *Defendants') from impersonating Plaintiffand Plaintiffls Sidtig{iU*W$ 
Ftr

dtary or blog. Specifically, Deft,ndants havc engaged ur a pattern of pretendinetd"+Sintgl$ g
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Dofendants' dishubing and offensivo conduct has eausad, and rmless eojoined by thc Court

will contiuue to cause, damages to Plaintiffnol only in the form of a loss of confrol oru thc publio

disolosruc arrd use of his name,likeness and identity, butalso in ths vhtual theft of Plaintiffs

significant, well established and higily valuable publio image and identity. To prwent fruther

ineparable damage Plaitttiffrcguires an immediateprcliminary audperrranent irfunc'tiou

restaining Defendants ftom firther fraudulertt conduct and invasiou of Plafuniffs right to privacy.

PARTTES. JURTSDICTI9.I.{ A}tD VENU, E

l. Plaintiff Steven Y. Tallarico, pka Steven Tyler, is now, and at all relevant times

horeto has been, a oitizen of the Commonwealth of Massachusettg. He is the lead singer in the world

Srnous tocktt' roll band Acrosmith.

2. Plaintiffis ignorant ofthe tsue names and capaoities, whether individual, corporate or

otherwiso, of Defendants sued herein as DOE$ I tbrough20, inolusive, and therefore zues said

Defendanb by such fictitious names (colleotively, 'Defendants'). Plaintiffis also currerttly unaware

of the residence of Defendants. Plaintiffwill seek leave to smend this complaint to allegc thc tnre

nalnes and oapacities of tho fictitiously named DOE Defendants wtren thoir identities have becn

ascertained.

3. Plaintiff is informed asd bolieves, arrd on that basis alleges, that each of thc

fictitiously named Defendants is iiable to Plaintiffin some nratrner for tlrc aots alleged hcrcin.

Plaintiffis fltrthcr informed and believo, ard on that basis alleges, that said DOE Defendants arc

liable to Plaintiffas the agents, employeeq rcpresentatives, affiliates, paflners, principals or Go.

conspirators of the other DOE Defendants, and were alrd now are acting within the corrsc and soope

of suchrelationships at tho time ofthe acts desoribed bslpw,

4, Venue is proper in this Courtpursuant to Sectiou 395(a) of the Califomia Code of

CivilProcefurc.

GENEBAL AILEGaTI(}NS

5. Plaintiffha$ been a professional musician and songwiter for over thirty years, and

tluough many years of work enjoys the stetus of being the lead singcr of one of the most fanror:s and

supcessfltl bands in rock n' roll history. As anatural result, Steven TYler's nsoe, Iikencss, identity
z
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and image have cxfraordinary value around the globo, and the ability to contol arrd shape thc use of

his name, likoness, identity and image are critical 0o his contiuued worldwide appoal.

6. Without Plaintiffs authorization or cousent, Defeudanh hwe becn imperaonating

Plaintiffand Plaintiffs girlfriend rn tw'o online blogs in a rnarurer that ropresents to the pubtic that

thc stf,tsments contained therein are being made by Plaintiff when in faot they ae not. Thro"gh

thesc blogs, Defendants published and oontinue to publish intimate details about Plaintifs pivate

life os the intenret weheite www,blsgspotcom.

7. Defe'ndants pretend to be Plaintiffin jorxnal enties posted on the blog located at the

web address http/ltylers84902l.blogspot.coru. This blog contains thirty-one journal enties postcd

by *STEI/EIV' in 2008, and one ontry posted by "STEVEN' in Decenrbet 2007. Defendantr' ta$

cntry in the blog is dated Septcmber 4,2008. Eachjounral entry made by Defendants is signed "ST'

(Plaintiff s initials) and the enties contafur pictures of Plaintiff, intrmatc details about Plaintiffs

privato life inoluding Plaintiffs relationship with his girlfriend, his ohildren and his motlrer. The

impersonated statemens relnting to PlaintifPs mother are perhaps most hurtful giveu that stre

recently passed away. Defendants package and publish this personal information about Ptaintifr in a

way tbat expressly and fraudulently tepresents to the public that the statements in the blog ere boing

made by Plaintifr.

8. Deferrdants impcrsonate Plaintiffs girlfiiend, Erin Brady, in diary-type cntics postcd

on the blog located at the web address http://shelikespulple.blogspot.com. This blog contains sevetr

joumal enties posterl by "$TEVEN" from June to August 2008; the last entry is dated August 27,

2008. Eaoh journal enhy made by Defendant is signed *EB" (PtaintifPs girlAiend's initials) and

tho artiea coatain pictrues ofPlaintiff, private informatioa about Plaintifit's lift, ard fabricsted

thougbts and commentary that purport to come from PlaintifiPs girlfriend's pcrspcotiw. In fact, they

do not. Defendants packago and publish thcse iutimate details about Plaintiffs life in a manner th*

falsely rcprescnts to the public that the statements in the blog were rnade by or endorwd by Plaintiff

and/or Plaintiff s girlfriond.

9. Both of Defertdants' blogs appear to be written by the same "blogspof'ascounVuser,

trrder the nane "STEVEN."

3 lil5ttT9t-l200At-0000 I
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10. Ptaintiff discovered Defendants' blogs located at http;//tylers84902l,blogspot.com

and http//shelikespurple,blogspot.com on or about Septeno,ber 5, 2008.

I l. Plaintiffis informed and believos, and on that basis alleges, that Defen&nts ar€ also

responsible for impersonating Plaintiffand Plaintiffa girlfriend in provious blogs that Plaintitr

discovered in or about Novamber 2007. Afier the discovery, Plaintiffs counsel promptly notified

Google that thess blog sites were operated by an irrposter who vuas posing as Plaintiffand Plaintiffs

girlfricnd, and rcquostod that Google take doum the offensirre and misleading blog sitcs. Shortly

thercafter, in or about December 200?, Google removed the blog sites cffectivoly kickiag

Defendants offof the sites, Apparently defiant and intent on infringing upon Plaintiffs righE, thcy

haw nowrcappeared.

IrRST CAUSE Or ACTION

(Public Discloeure of Priynte FacB)

12. Plaintiff incorporates by reference paragraphs l-1 1 as if fulty restated herein.

13, Defendants made public disclosutc of private facts about Plaintiffs life ttuough

impersonating Plaintiffand Plaintiff s girltiend in an online diary or blog whioh cnn be accessed by

the public-

14. Defendants pretend to be Ptaintiffand Plaintiffs girtftiend and posl blog entries tbat

discloso intirrato dEtails of PlaintifFs private life, such as personal details about Plairrtifrs

relationship with his gidfiiend, his chitdren and his reactiol to the daath of his mother.

15. This ftau<lulent disclosure of private facts about Plaintiffs life in this ma6er woulil

be higfily offensivo to a roasonable person.

16. Dcfendants' disolosuie sf in6mate details about Plaintiffs life inthis deceitful

mflnner scrvcs no legitimate public interest and is uot nowsworlhy,

17. As a direct and proximato result of Defendants' conduc! Plaintiffhas sustained and

will continue to sustain general and special damages, includirrg damages to his reputatioq personal

feeliugs afld loss of publicity value.
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lE. Defendants' sctions were malicious and fraudulen! and undprtaken in osrlscious

disrogard of Plaint'rffs rights. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an award of punitivc and uremplary

damages in an anormt zuffisient to punish Defendants and deter them fiom similar fthne conduct.

19. Plaintiffincorporates by referonco paragraphs l -l I ris if fully rtstated herein.

20. Defendants are ongaged in a patterrr of impersouating Piaintiffand Plaintiffs

girlfriend in sn online blog which can bo acccssed by the public.

21. Defendant$ prosted blog enties that inclu& intimatc detaits about Plaintiffs pdvato

life and appear to be, but arc nol posted by Plaintiffhimself. Defenilants' ropresentafion to tbe

publio that tlrc statements in the blog were made by or endorsed by Plaintiffis unrrue and plaoes

Plaintiffin a false light,

?2. The false light in which Plaintiffwas placed would be highly offensiw to a

reasonable person.

23. Defcndants knewofthe feilsity of the rqresentations to thc public thattheir

statements were supposcdly st*temcntrs of the Plaintiff, and actcd in reckless disregad of the falee

ligh in wbich Plaintiffwouldbe placbd.

' 24, As a direct and proximate result of Defondants' oonduct, Ptaintiffhas su$aincd aud

will continue to sustain generat and special damages, inctuding damages to his rqutation, personal

feclings and loss ofpublicity value.

25, Dcfendants' actious were malioiow and ftaudulent, arrd undertaken in conscious

disrogard of Plaintiff s rights. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an award of punitive and exemplaryr

darnages in an amount sufficient to punish Defendants and tlete,r thcm frorn similar fufure conduct

THIBII CAUSE OF AGTT0N

(Conmou Law Mirappropriation of Likeness)

26. Plaintiffincorporates by rcferenceparagraphs 1-25 as if fully rcstatcd beqeirr.

27. Defendants knowingly used Plaintiff s naille, Iikeness, prublio image and identity

without his authorization or consent.

, ttr67erJ30028_00001
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28. Plaintiff is inforned and believes, and ou that basis alleges, that Defendauts obtaiued

a personal gnd/or comrnEroial benefrt by using Plaintiffs Dame, likeness and identity, to draw

attention to and promote Defendants' blogs, a.s well a$ to cause iqiury to Plaintiff and to mislead the

public.

29. As a direct arrd proximatc rosult of Defendants' conduct, Plaintiffhas stlrhincd ard

will continue to sustaifl genoral and speoial danrages, including damagcs to Ns rcputation" pcrsonal

feelings and loss ofpublioity value,

30. Defendants' aetions were malioious and fraudulent, and undeflaken in consoious

disrcgard of Plaintiffs rights. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an award of punilive and exemplary

damages iu an aarount sufficient to punish Defendasts atrd deter tharn from similar fu[rre conduct

31. Plaintiffhas been and, unless enjoirred by this Court, will continue to bc, damaged

and ineparably barmcd by Defendants' acts of misappropriation of likcness. Such itr,eparable hann

corutitutcs an injury for whioh Plaintiffhas no adequate remecly at law. Aecorcliugly, Plaintiffis

entitled to iqjunctive relief.

WIIEREF'ORE, Plaintiff prays for relief as follows:

ON THE T.IRST CAUSE OT.ACTION

(Public Disclosure of Private Facts)

l. For damager acoording toproofi

2. Forprmitive da^megos aacording to proof;

ON TITE SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

(Faluc Light)

1. For damages according to proof;

2, For punitive damages according o proof;

ON TIIE THIRD CAUSE OFACTION

(Common Law Misapproprirtion of Likeners)

1. For damages according to ptoof;

2. Fot ptutitive darnages according to proof;
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3. For a pdirninary and permancat injunction enrjoining and restrainiag Defendarlts, and

each of then, and all of their agents, officcrs, d,mployecs, affiliates and ali persous acting for or on

behalf ofDefsndants firom misappropriation ofPlaintiff s namo, likeness, public inage and identity

for use in online blogs or elsewhere in a mannu described above and in particularly in a manner th*

sugflesB to the public that Deferrdants are in faot Steven Tyler or that they speak for him

ON ALL CAUSE'S OT'ACTION

l. For cos8 ofsuit incurrod hereuu

2. For attomeys'fees as allowed by law;

3. For any other relief this Court deems just and proper.

Datcd: September2S, 2008 I(ATTEN MUCHIN ROSENIUAN LLP
ZlaF. Modabber
Oloria C. Franke


