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FARHAD NOVIAN (SBN 118129) 
     Farhad@novianlaw.com  
ALEX TABOLSKY (SBN 316502) 
     Tabolsky@novianlaw.com  
NOVIAN & NOVIAN, LLP 
1801 Century Park East, Suite 1201 
Los Angeles, California 90067 
Telephone:  (310) 553-1222 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff  
STREAMUSIC, INC., a Delaware corporation 

 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

 

STREAMUSIC, INC., a Delaware 
corporation, 

                           Plaintiff, 

                                 vs. 

6IX9INE TOURING, INC., a New York 
corporation; DANIEL HERNANDEZ, an 
individual p/k/a TEKASHI 6IX9INE; and 
DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, 

                         Defendants. 

 
 

Case No.:   

PLAINTIFF’S COMPLAINT FOR: 

1. FRAUD IN THE INDUCEMENT 

2. BREACH OF WRITTEN CONTRACT 

3. BREACH OF IMPLIED COVENANT 
OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR 
DEALING 
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Plaintiff STREAMUSIC, INC., a Delaware corporation (“Plaintiff”) hereby complains 

against Defendants 6IX9INE TOURING, INC., a New York corporation (“Producer”), 

DANIEL HERNANDEZ, an individual p/k/a TEKASHI 6IX9INE (“Artist”), and DOES 1 

through 50, inclusive (collectively, Producer, Artist, and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, may 

sometimes be referred to hereinafter as the “Defendants”), and alleges as follows: 

PARTIES 

 1. Plaintiff is a corporation duly incorporated and existing under the laws of the 

State of Delaware, registered and qualified to do business in the State of California and in good 

standing thereat, with its principal place of business in the County of Los Angeles, State of 

California.  

 2. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that 

Defendant Producer is a corporation duly incorporated and existing under the laws of the State of 

New York, with its principal place of business in the County of Nassau, State of New York.  On 

further information and belief, Plaintiff alleges that Defendant Producer is not registered or 

qualified to do business in the State of California or in good standing thereat.  

 3. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on such information and belief alleges, that 

Defendant Artist is a citizen and resides in the County of Nassau, State of New York. 

 4. The true names and capacities (whether individual, corporate, associate, or 

otherwise) of the defendants sued as DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, or any of them, are unknown 

to Plaintiff, and Plaintiff therefore sues said defendants, and each of them, by such fictitious 

names. Once the names and capacities of said defendants are ascertained by Plaintiff, it shall 

seek leave of Court to allege the same. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on such 

information and belief alleges, that defendants sued as DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, are each 

responsible in some manner for the events and happenings herein referred to and are each 

responsible for damages to Plaintiff as herein alleged. 

ALTER-EGO LIABILITY 

 5. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that at all relevant times, 

there existed a unity of interest and ownership between Defendants Producer and Artist such that 
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any individuality or separateness between Defendant Producer, on the one hand, and Defendant 

Artist, on the other, have ceased.  Defendant Artist is the alter ego of Defendant Producer in that:  

(a) Defendant Producer is, and at all relevant times was, a mere shell, 

instrumentality, and conduit through which Defendant Artist carried 

on business in the name of Defendant Producer, while exercising 

complete control and dominance over Defendant Producer, its 

business, and its assets, to such an extent that any individuality or 

separateness between Defendants Producer and Artist did not exist;  

(b) as owner of Defendant Producer, Defendant Artist failed to keep an 

arms-length relationship between himself and Defendant Producer. 

6. Adherence to the fiction of the separate existence of Defendants Producer and 

Artist would permit an abuse of the corporate privilege and would sanction fraud, promote 

injustice, and otherwise aid in the commission of unlawful conduct. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

7. The Court has original jurisdiction over this action because the damage which 

Plaintiff has suffered by reason of Defendants’ conduct exceeds the jurisdictional minimum of 

this Court.  Furthermore, the written agreement between Plaintiff and Defendants at issue 

provides that all disputes regarding same shall be resolved in the state courts of the State of 

California, County of Los Angeles, and that Plaintiff and Defendants waive any jurisdictional or 

venue defenses otherwise available. 

8. Venue is property in the County of Los Angeles because the written agreement at 

issue was to be performed in the County of Los Angeles.  Furthermore, Plaintiff and Defendants 

conduct significant business in the County of Los Angeles. 

ALLEGATIONS COMMON TO ALL CAUSES OF ACTION 

Plaintiff and Defendants Enter into the Agreement 

9. Plaintiff and Defendants Producer and Artist are parties to that certain written 

agreement entitled “STREAMLIVE – TEKASHI 6IX9INE RESIDENCY AGREEMENT” 

made effective as of August 31, 2021 (the “Agreement”). Under the Agreement, Defendant 
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Artist was required to perform two musical concerts at Plaintiff’s private venue in the 

unincorporated area of Hollywood within the State of California, County of Los Angeles, and 

Plaintiff was granted a royalty-free, worldwide, sub-licensable right to create one (1) live 

audiovisual broadcast of each of the musical performances contemplated thereunder. In 

justifiable reliance on Defendants’ promises in the Agreement and inducements thereto, Plaintiff 

paid Defendants the total amount of One Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($150,000.00) upon 

full execution of the Agreement.  A true and correct copy of the Agreement is attached hereto as 

Exhibit A and incorporated herein by this reference.  

10. Pursuant to the Agreement, Defendant Artist was required to, inter alia, abide by 

certain marketing obligations through Defendant Artist’s social media platform on Instagram, an 

American photo and video sharing social networking service.  Section 3 of the Agreement 

required that Defendant Artist create a promotional video on Defendant Artist’s main page of his 

Instagram account ahead of the first performance, and it also required Defendant Artist to create 

a promotion video on Defendant Artist’s story channel of his Instagram account.  These 

provisions were essential inducements for Plaintiff entering into the Agreement with Defendants. 

 11. As stated in the Agreement, the first performance was to take place on December 

29, 2021.  Consistent with the Agreement, on December 5, 2021, Plaintiff reached out to 

Defendants in writing to obtain their compliance with Defendant Artist’s social mediation 

obligations set forth in the Agreement.  Defendants failed and/or refused to respond and comply 

with Defendant Artist’s social mediation obligations set forth in the Agreement.  

Defendants Fail and/or Refuse to Perform Under the Agreement 

  12. From December 5 to December 21, 2021, Plaintiff continued to follow up with 

Defendants in writing to obtain their compliance with Defendant Artist’s social mediation 

obligations set forth in the Agreement.  During this time period, Plaintiff followed up with 

Defendants in writing eight (8) times.  Each time, Defendants failed and/or refused to respond 

and comply with Defendant Artist’s social mediation obligations set forth in the Agreement.  

  13. Thereafter, on or about January 4, 2022, despite Defendants’ failure and/or refusal 

to comply with Defendant Artist’s social mediation obligations set forth in the Agreement, and 
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as an accommodation to Defendant Artist, Plaintiff offered to reschedule the first performance to 

January 29, 2022.  Defendants accepted this offer.  

 14. Consistent with the agreement between the parties to reschedule the first 

performance to January 29, 2022, on January 12, 2022, Plaintiff reached out to Defendants in 

writing to obtain their compliance with Defendant Artist’s social mediation obligations set forth 

in the Agreement.  Defendants failed and/or refused to respond and comply with Defendant 

Artist’s social mediation obligations set forth in the Agreement. 

15. From January 12 to around January 21, 2022, Plaintiff continued to follow up 

with Defendants in writing to obtain their compliance with Defendant Artist’s social mediation 

obligations set forth in the Agreement.  During this time period, Plaintiff followed up with 

Defendants in writing seven (7) times.  Each time, Defendants failed and/or refused to respond 

and comply with Defendant Artist’s social mediation obligations set forth in the Agreement. 

Defendants Fail and/or Refuse to Respond to Notice of Breach and Demand Letter 

16. On January 25, 2022, Plaintiff issued and delivered a Notice of Breach and 

Demand Letter to Defendants stating that Defendants materially and incurably breached the 

terms and conditions of the Agreement, and further demanded that Defendants return the One 

Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($150,000.00) paid by Plaintiff.  Defendants failed and/or 

refused to respond to or comply with the Notice of Breach and Demand Letter. 

17. Plaintiff fulfilled all of its obligations required of it under the Agreement. 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Fraud in the Inducement against all Defendants) 

18. Plaintiff hereby realleges, and by this reference incorporates herein, each and 

every allegation of paragraphs 1 through 17, inclusive, as though fully set forth herein. 

19. Defendants’ promises in the Agreement and inducements thereto were made 

falsely and knowingly. 

 20. These promises and inducements were material and caused the Plaintiff to 

allocate significant financial and human resources in connection with negotiating and executing 

the Agreement, entering the Agreement, making a payment to Defendants in the amount of One 
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Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($150,000.00), and preparing for and marketing the 

performances that Defendants agreed to perform. 

21. In Plaintiff’s justifiable reliance on knowingly false statements made by 

Defendants, Plaintiff allocated significant financial and human resources in connection with 

preparing for and marketing the performances that Defendants agreed to perform, including, 

without limitation, hours of marketing meetings, hours of curating video assets, hours of 

development embedding videos into Plaintiff’s mobile application, hours of curating other assets 

and managerial tasks, and arrangements for extra security measures.  Defendants had actual 

knowledge that Plaintiff allocated such financial and human resources. 

22. Plaintiff would not have continued to move forward but for the knowingly false 

promises and inducements of the Defendants. 

23. Defendants did not but should have expressed their unwillingness to perform prior 

to inducing Plaintiff to allocate significant financial and human resources in connection with 

negotiating and executing the Agreement, entering the Agreement, making a payment to 

Defendants in the amount of One Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($150,000.00), and 

preparing for and marketing the performances that Defendants agreed to perform. 

24. The false promises and inducements and the Plaintiff’s justifiable reliance on 

knowingly false statements made by Defendants caused Plaintiff significant financial and 

reputational damage, including pecuniary damages, lost business profits, destruction of goodwill, 

cost of suit, lawful interest, and attorney’s fees, not only in the short term but also the foreseeable 

future. 

25. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ actions, the Plaintiff has suffered, 

and continues to suffer, pecuniary damages, in an amount to be proven according to proof at trial 

but in excess of one million dollars ($1,000,000.00). 

26. Defendants acted with oppression, fraud and malice and a conscious indifference 

to the consequences of their acts and/or omissions as alleged herein, they intended to cause 

injury to Plaintiff and acted with a conscious disregard for Plaintiff’s rights, and Defendants did 

in fact cause injury to Plaintiff.  
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27. In doing and committing the above described despicable acts, Defendants acted 

with malice, ill will, and with the intent and design of harming Plaintiff, for which Plaintiff is 

entitled to exemplary or punitive damages in an amount to be proven according to proof at trial 

but in excess of one million dollars ($1,000,000.00). 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Breach of Written Contract against all Defendants) 

28. Plaintiff hereby realleges, and by this reference incorporates herein, each and 

every allegation of paragraphs 1 through 17, inclusive, as though fully set forth herein. 

29. The Agreement is a valid, enforceable agreement between the Plaintiff and 

Defendants.  

30. Plaintiff has performed all or substantially all covenants, conditions, obligations, 

and promises required to be performed under the Agreement, with the exception of those 

covenants, conditions, obligations, and promises which have been waived or excused.  

31. Defendants have breached the Agreement by, inter alia: 

(a) failing and/or refusing to abide by marketing obligations through 

Defendant Artist’s social media platform on Instagram; 

(b) failing and/or refusing to create a promotional video on Defendant 

Artist’s main page of his Instagram account ahead of the first 

performance; 

(c) failing and/or refusing to create a promotion video on Defendant 

Artist’s story channel of his Instagram account; 

(d) failing and/or refusing to perform the first performance scheduled to 

take place on December 29, 2021; 

(e) failing and/or refusing to perform the first performance rescheduled to 

take place on January 29, 2022; 

(f) failing and/or refusing to perform any performance; 

(g) failing and/or refusing to communicate with Plaintiff to carry out 

Defendants’ obligations; 
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(h) destroying Plaintiff’s goodwill;

32. In Plaintiff’s reliance on Defendants’ full performance under the Agreement,

Plaintiff allocated significant financial and human resources in connection with preparing for and 

marketing the performances that Defendants agreed to perform, including, without limitation, 

hours of marketing meetings, hours of curating video assets, hours of development embedding 

videos into Plaintiff’s mobile application, hours of curating other assets and managerial tasks, 

and arrangements for extra security measures.  Defendants had actual knowledge that Plaintiff 

allocated such financial and human resources. 

33. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ actions, Plaintiff has suffered, and

continues to suffer substantial damages, including compensatory damages, consequential and 

incidental damages, lost business profits, destruction of goodwill, cost of suit, lawful interest, 

and attorney’s fees. 

34. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ actions, the Plaintiff has suffered,

and continues to suffer, pecuniary damages, in an amount to be proven according to proof at trial 

but in excess of one million dollars ($1,000,000.00). 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Breach of the Implied Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing against all Defendants) 

35. Plaintiff hereby realleges, and by this reference incorporates herein, each and

every allegation of paragraphs 1 through 17, inclusive, as though fully set forth herein, as well as 

each and every allegation of paragraphs 26 through 33, inclusive, as though fully set forth herein. 

36. Defendants have breached the covenant of good faith and fair dealing that is

implied in every contract in California.  Defendants entered into the Agreement with Plaintiff. 

37. Plaintiff has performed all or substantially all covenants, conditions, obligations,

and promises required to be performed under the Agreement, with the exception of those 

covenants, conditions, obligations, and promises which have been waived or excused.  In turn, 

Defendants were required to perform under the Agreement.  

38. Defendants, rather than performing according to the terms and covenants of the

Agreement, substantially interfered with Plaintiff’s right to receive the benefits of the Agreement 
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by, inter alia: 

(a) failing and/or refusing to abide by marketing obligations through 

Defendant Artist’s social media platform on Instagram; 

(b) failing and/or refusing to create a promotional video on Defendant 

Artist’s main page of his Instagram account ahead of the first 

performance; 

(c) failing and/or refusing to create a promotion video on Defendant 

Artist’s story channel of his Instagram account; 

(d) failing and/or refusing to perform the first performance scheduled to 

take place on December 29, 2021; 

(e) failing and/or refusing to perform the first performance rescheduled to 

take place on January 29, 2022; 

(f) failing and/or refusing to perform any performance; 

(g) failing and/or refusing to communicate with Plaintiff to carry out 

Defendants’ obligations; 

(h) destroying Plaintiff’s goodwill;  

39. Defendants’ actions violated the terms of the Agreement.  

40. In Plaintiff’s reliance on Defendants’ full performance under the Agreement, 

Plaintiff allocated significant financial and human resources in connection with preparing for and 

marketing the performances that Defendants agreed to perform, including, without limitation, 

hours of marketing meetings, hours of curating video assets, hours of development embedding 

videos into Plaintiff’s mobile application, hours of curating other assets and managerial tasks, 

and arrangements for extra security measures.  Defendants had actual knowledge that Plaintiff 

allocated such financial and human resources. 

41. The substantial interference caused by Defendants was a substantial factor in 

causing Plaintiff significant injuries, including, compensatory damages, consequential and 

incidental damages, lost business profits, destruction of goodwill, cost of suit, lawful interest, 

and attorney’s fees. 
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42. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct, the Plaintiff

has suffered, and continues to suffer, pecuniary damages, in an amount to be proven according to 

proof at trial but in excess of one million dollars ($1,000,000.00).  

PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff requests judgment against Defendants, and each of them, as 

follows: 

1. For compensatory damages according to proof in a sum to be proven at trial, but

no less than one million dollars ($1,000,000.00);

2. For exemplary or punitive damages according to proof in a sum to be proven at

trial, but no less than one million ten thousand dollars ($1,000,000.00);

3. For pre-judgment interest on any recovery by Plaintiff;

4. For Plaintiff’s costs of suit incurred herewith;

5. For such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper.

DATED:  April 7, 2022 NOVIAN & NOVIAN, LLP 

Attorneys at Law 

By: 

FARHAD NOVIAN 

ALEX TABOLSKY 

Attorneys for Plaintiff  

STREAMUSIC, INC., a Delaware corporation 
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