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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

EASTERN DIVISION

AMERICAN NEEDLE, INC,, )
)

Plaintiff, )

)

VS. ) No. 04 C 7806

)

NEW ORLEANS LOUISIANA SAINTS, )
et al., )
)

Defendants. )

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

On July 12,2007, we granted defendants’ motion for summary judgment on Counts [T
and V. That led to a renewal of defendants’ motion for summary judgment on Counts T and
IIl. We now grant that motion.

We had earlier ruled that trademarks could, in somewhat unique circumstances, define
a market. That, in turn, kept alive a section2 monopolization claim. We thought that the July
12, 2007, ruling did bring to an end the section 2 claim as well, but, because the issue had not
been directly addressed, we asked for and received additional briefing from the parties. We
now conclude that additional discovery is unnecessary, that the “single entity” ruling dooms
the section 2 claims, and that a final and appealable judgment should be entered.

Plaintiff is correct in asserting that a finding of “single entity” does not in all
circumstances doom a monopolization claim. But here the conduct of the “single entity”
relates to the licensing of intellectual property and the owner or controller of such property
can license to one or many without running afoul of the antitrust laws. And the licensee can

aggressively promote such an arrangement because it is only promoting what the licensor has
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KJ JAMES B. MORAN
Sestior Judge, U. S. District Court

a right to do.
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