
 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF COLORADO 

 
WARNER BROS. RECORDS INC., et al.,  

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

CHARTER COMMUNICATIONS, INC., 

Defendant. 

C.A. No.: 19-cv-00874-MSK-MEH 

DEFENDANT CHARTER COMMUNICATIONS, INC.’S MOTION TO DISMISS 
PLAINTIFFS’ CLAIM FOR VICARIOUS LIABILITY 
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