
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE INTERNET
IMMATERIAL PLANE, SOUTHERN DIVISION

GUY FLIERI )
on behalf of the MEXICO CITY WILD WINGS, ) No. -∞
Plaintiff, )

) DEFENDANTS’ MORTAL
v. ) REPRESENTATIVE’S

) RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT
THE BLASEBALL GODS, ) FOR DEFAMATION OF
Defendants ) CHARACTER

Before the court is Plaintiff’s complaint for Defendants’ alleged defamation of character. 

Intern-Interim Commissioner of Internet League Blaseball Prime Minister Parker MacMillan III 

(“Commissioner”)1, acting in their official capacity as a mortal representative of Defendants, 

respectfully requests that this Court dismiss the complaint, stating the following:

PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND AND FACTUAL CONTEXT

Plaintiff manages the Mexico City Wild Wings, a Blaseball team that participates as a 

franchise in Internet League Blaseball (“ILB”), likely under the sole control and demand of 

Defendants. Although Blaseball has existed since the beginning of time, only recently were 

teams and players drafted from the void by Defendants to play in an organized league format.

The ILB features an Election at the end of each season. Defendants present a set of 

Decrees to Blaseball Participants and enact the most popular Decree or Decrees before the start 

of the next season.

1 Unless the Commissioner accepts our representation, this document is an unofficial fan work.
– iliana#8784 (not a real lawyer)
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In ILB Season 1, the 20 teams were split into the “Good” and “Evil” leagues. In the 

Season 5 Election, the Participants voted for the “High Filter”, which, unbeknownst to the 

Participants until after the Election, moved existing ILB franchises into new “Wild” and “Mild” 

Leagues based on their Season 5 win-loss records. The franchises with the eleventh through 

fifteenth best records, including the Plaintiff, were organized into the Low Division of the Mild 

League.

Plaintiff’s complaint contends that Defendants defamed Plaintiff’s franchise, placed 

Plaintiff’s franchise in the Mild League “in full knowledge” with “intent to cast doubt on the 

nature of the team”, referring to the franchise’s name. Defendants believe the claim has no basis 

and presents their argument.

LEGAL STANDARD

This Court has no inherent precedent or legal standard, but relies instead on the most 

legitimate-sounding argument presented by parties to a lawsuit.

Defendants’ counsel presents the following standard they found on Google, from the 

Cornell Legal Information Institute: To prove prima facie defamation, a plaintiff must show four 

things: 1) a false statement purporting to be fact; 2) publication or communication of that 

statement to a third person; 3) fault amounting to at least negligence; and 4) some harm caused to

the person or entity who is the subject of the statement2.

2 https://www.law.cornell.edu/wex/defamation  
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ARGUMENT

A. Plaintiff’s Contention Does Not Meet Our Arbitrarily-Selected Standard

Plaintiff’s case presents all four necessary elements of defamation. The Defendants 

acknowledge the statement in question was published and communicated to a third person. 

However, the remaining three prongs of the standard are not sufficiently met.

I. Defendants’   Alleged   Statement is Not False  

The Plaintiff’s franchise has famously never traded or lost any of its players since the 

beginning of the ILB; nor have they made the postseason. Even Weather has held no effect3 over 

the franchise’s roster. Although it’s “right there in the name”, and Defendants recognize 

Plaintiff’s flavor, there is nothing else particularly Wild about the Mexico City Wild Wings.

II. It is Unclear If Defendants Knowingly Named the Leagues, or Anything Else Really

Defendants’ Will, apart from the need for Blaseball to continue, is unclear to mortals. The

Commissioner joined the ILB shortly after the Leagues were formed, but could not ascertain who

or why the Leagues were originally named “Good” or “Evil”, or how teams were organized 

between them.

Similarly, the Commissioner is unable to determine the cause for the Leagues’ current 

names. Plaintiff provides no evidence that Defendants were solely responsible for the alleged 

defamation.

III. It is Unclear If Plaintiff’s Franchise Even Named Itself

League history indicates that the franchises were named prior to the drafting of players 

from the void or the involvement of the Participants. Plaintiff provides no evidence or even oral 

3 Referring to our current timeline.
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history of the franchise’s venerable name. Even if the Court finds that the four prongs of 

defamation of character are valid, is defamation from the Defendants to the Defendants’ own 

creation an offense in the eyes of the Court?

IV. The Claimed Harms to the Plaintiff are Likely for Other Reasons

Plaintiff alleges that player suffering is due to Defendants’ alleged conduct. As Plaintiff 

indicates in their complaint, Blooddrain has taken hold of a number of ILB games in Season 6; 

and as Plaintiff alleges, the Blooddrain has caused damage to Plaintiff’s stadium. Furthermore, 

players must continue playing except for Siestas, and there have been no Siestas since the end of 

Season 4.

Plaintiff does not prove the alleged defamation by Defendants caused the health burden 

on the franchise’s players, and the argument that the players’ poor working conditions are a more

likely detrimental to players’ health than a distinction between “Wild” and “Mild”.

B. Plaintiff Presents No Legal Standard of Defamation; Ours Prevails

Because Plaintiff presents no legal standard for their complaint, our legal standard 

claimed is the de facto superior standard for the Court pertaining to this particular complaint.

C. There is No Cause to Fulfill Plaintiff’s Demands

Plaintiff’s demand to rename the Leagues or swap franchises between them exceeds the 

capability of the ILB. First, the suggestion to rename requires that no league name shall infringe 

on the identity of any of the twenty franchises. This puts undue burden on the Defendants and is 

likely to land them in this Court again with another franchise. Second, swapping the Plaintiff’s 

franchise with another team after season schedules have already been set and started will cause 

additional fracturing to spacetime.

DEFENDANTS’ MORTAL REPRESENTATIVE’S RESPONSE
TO COMPLAINT FOR DEFAMATION OF CHARACTER - 4

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22



Apart from the issue at hand, Plaintiff’s demands are primarily for commercially 

available goods and services, as well as a recipe for chicken wings, that need not be fulfilled nor 

cooked4 by Defendants even if the Court rules in favor of Plaintiff.

While Plaintiff’s demand for funding to renovate their franchise’s stadium is unclear and 

does not list a precise amount of currency, it seems to imply that Weather during the normal 

course of a Blaseball season caused damage to the stadium. Claims for stadium damage must be 

processed through the League’s Insurer according to the ILB Franchise Agreement.

D. The Court Must Dismiss This Case to Protect Blaseball

Blaseball and the ILB are in a fragile part of its history: the rift in spacetime over the 

Infinite Cit(ies) formerly known as Los Angeli combined with Defendants’ Discipline and 

resulting wrongful death lawsuits are stretching the ILB’s bureaucratic resources to its limit. In 

order to protect Blaseball for all Participants, the Court must end this lawsuit here and now.

E. Defendants are Literally Above the Law and This Court Has No Jurisdiction

Defendants contend that, should it become required, they could unilaterally destroy the 

Court and any form of law placed upon them.

F. The Commissioner is Doing a Great Job

According to an overwhelming majority of Participants in the Cultural Event of 

Blaseball, the Commissioner is doing a great job.

4 Defendants admit that Plaintiff, given their line of work, is likely to cook superior chicken wings.
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CONCLUSION

Plaintiff fails to meet the burden of proof for defamation of character by Defendants. 

Plaintiff’s demands can be easily fulfilled through commercially available goods and services. 

The Court must dismiss Plaintiff’s complaint to protect Blaseball and the Court.

DATED this 61st day of Season 6.
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