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Defendant brings this Motion at this early stage because Plaintiff continues to focus his
efforts on litigating for the press, pushing issues not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence of the claims and defenses in this case. Defendant therefore
asks this Court to issue specific rulings ripe for decision, to save the parties, and the Court,
valuable time and resources. Plaintiff is simultaneously ignoring his discovery obligations, in
violation of this Court’s Orders. Most critically, Plaintiff has not produced ANY documents
supporting his claim of $50 million damages, despite repeated Orders to do so. After 18 months
of discovery and Court Orders requiring Mr. Depp to produce this evidence, enough is enough.
Plaintiff should be sanctioned by limiting his evidence at trial to the discovery he has produced
in response to this Court’s Orders.

ARGUMENT

I.  Plaintiff is in Contempt of this Court’s August 10 Orders

This Court granted portions of Defendant’s Motions to Compel, and entered Orders on
August 10, 2010. Att. 1; Att. 2. The Court compelled Plaintiff to fully respond to Int. Nos. 1,
11,12, 14, and 16, and further compelled Plaintiff to “identify non-.privileged documents
responsive to this Interrogatory, if any, by Bates number following document production” as
Plaintiff himself agreed.. Atts. 1-2; Att. 3 (Depp Responses to 1% Interrogatories).
Subsequently, Plaintiff repeated his overruled objections, and failed to respond as ordered. Att.
4, General Obj. No. 1, Interrogatory Nos. 1, 11, 12, 14, and 16; Att. 5. Plaintiff further failed to
fully respond to Int. No. 1 by disclosing no witness knowledge, and failed to fully supplement
his response to Int. Nos. 12, 14 and. 16. Atts. 4-5.

For Defendant’s 2™ Interrogatories, the Court Ordered Plaintiff to fully respond to Int.

Nos. 1 and 2. Att. 2. Again, Plaintiff repeated his overruled objections, and responded that he




would “identify any non-privileged documents responsive to this Interrogatory...by Bates
number following document production,” yet did not produce or identify any documents, as
required by Court Order. Att. 6.! For these reasons, Ms. Heard respectfully requests the Court
sanction Plaintiff for this discovery conduct by restricting his evidence at deposition and trial to
exactly what he has supplemented, and nothing more.

II.  Mr. Depp’s Evidence of Damages Should Be
Limited to the Scope of His Discovery Provided as of August 16, 2020

Int. No. 16 seeks all facts supporting or related to Plaintiff’s claim for any monetary
damages. Att. 4. Plaintiff initially only objected, indicating “Plaintiff will not be responding to
this Interrogatory at this time, and reserves the right to supplement...” 1d. Defendant
successfully moved to compel these facts. Att. 1; Att. 8, 7/10/20 Tr. at 34:12-20 (The Court
compelled “facts as to the damages™ because “the underlying facts as to damages, those are
certainly some things that are within his knowledge at this time.”). Similarly, Defendant
successfully moved to compe! documents “related to any other acting roles which were not
provided to [Mr. Depp], or which were rescinded, as a result of the op-ed in question” and
“related to any other acting roles which were not provided to [Mr. Depp], or which were
rescinded, as a result of the op-ed in question.” Att. 2; Att. 9, Nos. 11-12.

In spite of these clear Orders, Plaintiff failed to produce a single responsive document,
repeated his objections, and only supplemented the interrogatory response on damages with

conclusory statements. Att. 4, No. 16 (his reputation and career has been severely damaged, and

! For Defendant’s 1 RFAs, the Court compelled Plaintiff to substantively respond to Request
Nos. 11-15. Att. 2. Again, Plaintiff repeated his overruled objections, and qualified all of his
supplemental responses, in violation of this Court’s Order. Aftt, 7, Nos. 11-15 (Depp’s
Supplemental Responses to 1% Requests for Admissions).




that “the economic impact will be the subject of expert analysis and disclosure.”); Att. 9. Mr.
Depp’s only other “facts” supporting damages are that four days after Defendant’s op-ed was
first published, Disney announced that it was dropping Plaintiff from his role as Jack Sparrow in
the sixth installment of the Pirates of the Caribbean franchise,” and that “Mr, Depp expects that
his role in the sixth installment would have been worth at least $50,000,000.” Att. 4, No. 16.

Thus, despite Plaintiff filing the Complaint on March 1, 2019 and Defendant seeking this
discovery since July and October 2019, and despite the Court’s Order and specific instructions
on the discovery Plaintiff needed to provide, Plaintiff’s only evidence of his damages in August
2020 is parroting the generalized allegations and ad damnum clause from his Complaint coupled
with his generalized “expect[ations]” of compensation, without a single specific fact or
supporting document on why the Op-Ed caused the damage, or how those damages were
computed, nor does he even attempt to respond to the Interrogatory’s request for all efforts to
mitigate his damages. For these reasons, Plaintiff’s evidence of damages should be limited to the
verbatim text of his supplemental Court-Ordered response to Int. No. 16, and he should further
be precluded from introducing into evidence any documents supporting his damages for his
repeated failure to produce.

II1.  Anyv Evidence Related to Charges Not Resulting in Any Conviction Should Be Excluded

In Virginia, only the “fact that a party in a civil case...has previously been convicted of a
felony, or a misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, and the number of such convictions may be
elicited during examination.” Va. Sup. Ct. R. 2:609(a)(i). In no event may “the details of prior
convictions be elicited,” unless offered to rebut other evidence concerning prior convictions. Id.
at (a)(iii). Despite Virginia’s clear rules on this type of evidence, Plaintiff has repeatedly raised

and attempted to obtain in discovery far outside of the parameters of Rule 2:609 to harass




Defendant and play to the press. This includes serving extensive third-party discovery
(somctimes without copying defense counsel), leading to this Motion. Evidence regarding the
following should be excluded:

(1) Arrests in King County, Washington, where it is undisputed no criminal charges were
brought.

(2) Evidence that Plaintiff and Defendant unlawfully brought their dogs to Australia,
where “there is no conviction recorded” because the Australian Court instead “discharge[d] the
person without proceeding to conviction.” Att. 10 (Confidential); Att. 11 (Australian Crimes
Act 1914, § 19B). This includes claims by a third-party witness that Defendant asked him to
make false statements, which is inadmissible for the same reasons, as well as because it is an
improper attempt to introduce collateral evidence for impeachment,

(3) Evidence related to the employment status of Savannah McMillen with Defendant

and statements made to the government regarding the same, where no charges were ever brought

against Defendant.

1V. Evidence of the Amount of Ms. Heard’s Charitable Donations Should Be Excluded

Despite having no relevance to this case, Plaintiff has repeatedly sought documents from
third-parties respecting the amount of Defendant’s charitable donations. Att. 12 (ACLU
Subpoena); Att. 13 (Children’s Hospital Subpoena). But the existence and amount of
Defendant’s charitable donations have absolutely no relevance to the claims and damages. The
Plaintiff contends such discovery is relevant to “test the veracity” of Defendant in general, but in
Virginia “specific instances of the conduct of a witness may not be used to attach or support
credibility,” and also “specific instances of the conduct of a witness may not be proved by

extrinsic evidence.” Va. Sup. Ct. R. 2:608(b); Haas v. Commonwealth, 71 Va. App. 1, 11-12




(Va. Ct. App. 2019) (“Rule 2:608 provides that "impeaching the truthfulness of any witness . . .
can only be done by reputation proof and not by cluttering the record with evidence of specific
instances of that prior witness’ lying or false behavior," and that “admitting evidence of
“reputation formed as a result of one single incident is not proper.™).

V. Claims by Third Parties of Hearsay Statements of Paice Heard Should Be Excluded

Plaintiff obtained a “Declaration” from Jennifer Howell that bears this Court’s heading,
was never produced to Defendant and was procured by false subpoenas never served on
Defendant’s counsel. Instead, Plaintiff’s counsel Adam Waldman “leaked” this Declaration
created by him on his twitter account. Att. 14. The Court Ordered Plaintiff to produce this
document and all documents transmitted to the press or social media users, but consistent with
his conduct in this case Plaintiff refused to produce it, so Defendant only possesses the
screenshot from Mr. Waldman’s tweet. Att. 1; Att. 14. Because of the violation of this Court’s
Order, the Declaration and all information included, should be excluded as a sanction.
Separately, in this Declaration, Jennifer Howell repcatedly includes hearsay statements regarding
Defendant’s deceased mother. Att. 14, § 8. All of this evidence is hearsay, and none of
Virginia’s exceptions to the hearsay rule apply. For these reasons, this evidence purporting to
reflect Paige Heard’s statements, should be excluded from deposition and trial. Va. Sup. Ct. Rs.
2:803-804.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth above, Defendant respectfully requests that this grant the

Motion.
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VIRGINITA:
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY
JOHN C. DEPP, 1l

Plaintiff,

V. Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911
AMBER LAURA HEARD
Defendant.
ORDER

THIS CAUSE comes at the request of Defendant Amber Laura Heard, by counsel, who has
filed a Motion to Compel Production of Documents, Interrogatory Responses & Enforce this
Court’s October 18, 2019 Order against Plaintiff John C. Depp. 1l (“Defendant’s Motion™).
Having reviewed the parties’ pleadings and heard their argument on this matter, it is hereby:

ORDERED that Deferdant’s Motion is GRANTED in part and DENIED in part as set
forth below. On or before 5 p.m. on August 14, 2020, Plaintiff shall:

(1) produce to Ms. Heard all documents (including any metadata) produced in the Depp v.
News Group Newspapers Limited, et al. case in London, QB-2018-006323 (the “NGN Case”);

(2) produce to Ms Heard all trial bundles from the NGN Case;

(3) produce to Ms. Heard all documents Plaintiff, his counsel or anyone acting on his behalf
or in concert with Plaintiff, have provided, distributed, or otherwise transmitted to the press, both
digital and paper-based, and/or social media users, including but not limited to those documents
outlined in Ms. Heard’s Motion and Section B of Ms. Heard’s Memorandum in Support. to the

extent they exist in Plaintiff’s “possession, custody, or control” as defined in Va. Sup. Ct.R. 4:9(a),




even if such documents are not presently in the possession, custody. and control of Plaintiff’s
counsel;

(4) supplement Plaintiff’s answers to Interrogatory Nos. 11, 14 and 16; and

(5) produce to Ms. Heard all remaining responsive documents pursuant to this Court's
October 18, 2019 Order, including, but not limited to, any and all documents and medical records
that refer or relate to the finger injury Plaintiff sustained in Australia in 2015.

(6) produce documents that Plaintiff stated would be produced in response to Interrogatory
Nos. ¢ & 10, to the extent agreed, and not already produced by Plaintiff, though the motion to

compel further answers to these interrogatories is denied.

ITIS SO ORDERED
ENTERED this /0 2 dayof / ds ' , 2020.

Ih>Honorable Bruce D, white
Chief Judge, Circuit Court for the County of Fairfax

ENDORSEMENT OF THIS ORDER BY COUNSEL OF RECORD FOR THE PARTIES IS
WAIVED IN THE DISCRETION OF THE COURT PURSUANT TO RULE 1:13 OF THE
SUPREME COURT OF VIRGINIA.
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VIRGINIA:
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY

JOHN C. DEPP, 11

Plaintiff,

V. Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911

AMBER LAURA HEARD I

Defendant.

ORDER

THIS CAUSE comes at the request of Defendant Amber Laura Heard, by counsel, who
filed a Motion to Compel Production of Documents and Responses to Interrogatories and Requests
for Admission against Plaintiff John C. Depp, II on July 2, 2020. Having reviewed the parties’
pleadings and heard their argument on this matter, it is hereby:

ORDERED that Defendant’s Motion is GRANTED in part and DENIED in part as set
forth below. On or before 5 p.m. en August 21, 2020, Plaintiff shall:

(1) Supplement his Answers and substantively respond to Defendant’s First Requests for
Admission Nos. 11,12, 13, 14 and 15;

(2) Produce all documents responsive to Defendant’s First Request for Production Nos. 11-
12;

(3) Fully supplement his Answer to Interrogatory No. 1 in Defendant’s First Set of
Interrogatories to Plaintiff for aIl.persons with knowledge of any information relating to claims
and defenses, including but not limited to all known addresses, email addresses and telephone
numbers for all individuals identified, to the extent Plaintiff' has that information within his

possession, custody, or control;




(4) Supplement his Answer to Interrogatory No. 12 in Defendant’s First Set of
Interrogatories to *“Identify each romantic partner other than Ms. Heard that [Mr. Depp has) had in
the past 10 years;”

(5) Substantively and fully respond to Interrogatory No. 1 in Defendant’s Second Set of
Interrogatories to identify all payments, gifts or transfers of value, in monetary form, to the
identified individuals and any other Romantic Partners frem 2012 to present;

(6) Substantively and fully respond to Interrogatory No. 2 in Defendant’s Second Set of
Interrogatories to Plaintiff to identify all “fees from every Performance from 2010 to present;” and

(7) Produce all documents responsive to Defendant’s Second Request for Production Nos.
10, 12 and 13.

ITIS SO ORDERED

ENTERED this /0 day of Q(Ac;as'f'" , 2020,

=

Chief Judge, Fairfax Circuit Court

ENDORSEMENT OF THIS ORDER BY COUNSEL OF RECORD FOR THE PARTIES IS
WAIVED IN THE DISCRETION OF THE COURT PURSUANT TO RULE 1:13 OF THE
SUPREME COURT OF VIRGINIA.
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VIRGINTA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, I
Plaintiff,

V.

AMBER LAURA HEARD,

Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911
Defendant.

PLAINTIFF JOHN C. DEPP, II’S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO DEFENDANT
AMBER LAURA HEARD’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES

Pursuant to Rule 4:8 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff John C,
Depp, II, by and through his undersigned counsel, hereby responds and objects to Defendant
Amber Laura Heard’s First Set of Interrogatories (each, an “Interrogatory™ and collectively, the
“Interrogatory”), dated October 7, 2019 and served in the above captioned action (“Action”) as
follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Plaintiff incorporates by reference as if fully set forth herein the General
Objections contained in the Responses and Objections to Defendant’s First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents and Things to Plaintiff, dated September 3, 2019,

OBJECTIONS TO INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

Instructions
1. In accordance with the Rules of this Court, You shall answer the following

Interrogatories separately and fully, in writing, under oath.




RESPONSE: No objection.

2. The answers You provide are to be signed by You.

RESPONSE: No objection.
3. Where knowledge or information in Your possession is requested, such request

includes knowledge of Your agent(s), employee(s), assign(s), representative(s), and all others
acting on Your behalf,
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires knowledge from individuals not under
Plaintiff>s control. Plaintiff will provide information based on his personal

knowledge.

4, Whenever appropriate in these Interrogatories, the singular form of a word shall
be interpreted as its plural to whatever extent is necessary to bring within the scope of these

Interrogatories any information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.
RESPONSE: No objection.

5. Unless otherwise indicated, these Interrogatories refer to the time, place, and

circumstances of the occurrences mentioned or complained of in the pleadings in this case.
RESPONSE: No objection.

6. All references to an entity include the entity and its agents, officers, employees,
representatives, subsidiaries, divisions, successors, predecessors, assigns, parents, affiliates, and
unless privileged, its attorneys and accountants.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to provide information from

individuals and entities not under Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff will provide
information based on his personal knowledge.




7. If You perceive any ambiguities in a question, instruction, definition, or other
aspect of these discovery requests, set forth the matter deemed ambiguous and the construction
used in answering.

RESPONSE: No objection.

8. If You assert a claim of privilege as to any of Your responses to the Interrogatories,
state the basis for the asserted privilege, specify the privilege claimed, and include in Your answer
sufficient information to permit the Court to make an informed ruling on the claim of privilege. If
the claim relates to a privileged document, state the date, person or persons who prepared or
participated in preparing the document, the name and address of any person to whom the document
was shown or sent, the general subject matter of the document, the present or last known location
and custodian of the original of the document, and the basis for the claim of privilege with respect
to the document. If the claim of privilege relates to a communication, state the date(s), place(s)
and person(s) involved in the communication, the subject matter of the communication, and the
basis for the claim of privilege with respect t o that communication. Reliance on any claim of
privilege is subject to the Rules of this Court, including the production of a privilege log.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to produce a privilege log in a
specific manner at a specific time. Plaintiff will produce a privilege log at a time
and in a manner to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith.

9. If You perceive any discovery request to be overly broad, unduly burdensome, or
objectionable for any other reason, respond to the fullest extent possible and clearly note any

objection so that the Court will be permitted to make an informed ruling on the objection.

RESPONSE: No objection.

10. In answering each interrogatory:



a state whether the answer is within the personal knowledge of the person
answering the interrogatory and identify each person known to have
personal knowledge of the answer; and

b identify each document that was used in any way to formulate the answer.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to provide information from

individuals and entities not under Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff will provide
information based on his personal knowledge

11.  If, after a reasonable and thorough investigation, using due diligence, You are
unable to answer any interrogatory, or any part of an interrogatory, on the grounds of lack of
information available to You, specify why the information is not available to You and what has
been done to locate such information

RESPONSE: No objection.

12. These interrogatories are continuing in character so as to require You to promptly
amend or supplement Your responses in accordance with the Rules of the Supreme Court of
Virginia within a reasonable time if You obtain or become aware of any further information
responsive to these interrogatories. Ms. Heard reserves the right to propound additional

interrogatories.

RESPONSE: No objection.
Definitions
a Action. The Term “Action” means the above-captioned action.
RESPONSE: No objection.
b And/or. The use of “and/or” shall be interpreted in every instance both
conjunctively and disjunctively in order to bring within the scope of these discovery requests any

information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.




RESPONSE: No objection.

c Chat Application. The term “Chat Application” means any electronic
program or application, usable on any device or platform, that allows the user to communicate
with another person by way of exchange of text messages and/or images, including, but not
limited to, iMessage, Facebook Messenger, WhatsApp, WeChat, Slack, Twitter, Skype,
Instagram, Kik, Signal, Telegram, Viber, Threema, Dust, and Wickr.

RESPONSE: No objection.

d Communication. The term “communication” means any oral or written
exchange of words, thoughts, or ideas to another person, whether person-to-person, in a group,
by phone, text (SMS), letter, fax, e-mail, internet post or correspondence, social networking post
or correspondence or by any other process, electric, electronic, or otherwise. All such
Communications are included without regard to the storage or transmission medium
(electronically stored information and hard copies are included within this definition).

RESPONSE: No objection.

e Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by
Plaintiff in this matter, currently pending before this Court.

RESPONSE: No objection.

f Concerning. The term “concerning” means relating to, referring to,
describing, evidencing, or constituting.

RESPONSE: No objection,

i Correspondence. The term “correspondence™ means any document(s)
and/or communication(s) sent to or received from another entity and/or person.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it is duplicative of the terms Document and




Communication, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the Rules.

h Defendant and/or Ms. Heard. The terms “Defendant” and/or “Ms. Heard”
refer to Defendant Amber Laura Heard, including her agents, representatives, employees,
assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on her behalf.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it is inclusive of “agents, representatives,

employees, assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on her behalf.”

i Depp Declaration. The term “Depp Declaration™ shall mean the
Declaration filed by Plaintiff in this matter as Exhibit 1 to Plaintiff’s Opposition to the Motion to
Dismiss.

RESPONSE: No objection.

i Document. The term “document” {s defined in its broadest terms currently
recognized The term shall include, without limitations: any written or other compilation of
information (whether printed, handwritten, recorded, or encoded, produced, reproduced, or
reproducible by any other process), drafts (revisions or finals), original or preliminary notes, and
summaries of other documents, communications of any type (e-mail, text messages, blog posts,
social media posts or other similar communications or correspondence), computer tape,
computer files, and including all of their contents and attached files. The term “document” shall
also include but not be limited to: correspondence, memoranda, contractual documents,
specifications, drawings, photographs, images, aperture cards, notices of revisions, test reports,
inspection reports, evaluations, technical reports, schedules, agreements, reports, studies,
analyses, projections, forecasts, summaries, records of conversations or interviews, minutes or

records of conferences or meetings, manuals, handbooks, brochures, pamphlets, advertisements,




circulars, press releases, financial statements, calendars, diaries, trip reports, ete. A draft of a
non-identical copy is a separate document within the meaning of this term.
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the Rules.

k ESI. “ESI” means electronically stored information.

RESPONSE: No objection.

] Heard Declaration. The term “Heard Declaration” shall mean the
Declaration filed by Ms. Heard and dated April 10, 2019,

RESPONSE: No objection

m Identify (with respect to documents). When referring to documents, to
“identify” means to give, to the extent known, the (i) type and title of document; (ii) general
subject matter; (iii} date of the document; and (iv) author(s), addressee(s), and recipient(s).

RESPONSE: Plaintift objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are

required by the Rules.

n Identify (with respect to persons). When referring to a person, to
“identify” means to give, to the extent known, the person’s full name, present or last known
address, telephone number, and email address, and when referring to a natural person,
additionally, the present or last known home address and telephone number. Once a person has
been identified in accordance with this definition, only the name of that person need be listed in
response to subsequent discovery requesting the identification of that person.

RESPONSE: No objection.

o Identify (with respect to things). When referring to tangible or intangible
things, 1o “identify” means to describe, to the extent known, the (i) type of thing; (ii) any unique

identifiers pertaining to that thing (including, for example, corporate registration number, registered




name, account number, username, serial number, email address, or any other unique characteristic); and
(iii) the owner or controller of the thing.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the rules.

p Including. The term “including” means including but not limited to.

RESPONSE: No objection.

q Person. The term “person” is defined as any natural person, business,
company, partnership, legal entity, governmental entity, and/or assoctation,

RESPONSE: No objection.

r Plaintiff and/or Mr. Depp. The terms “Plaintiff” and/or “Mr. Depp” refer
to Plaintiff John C. Depp, 11, including his agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and
unless privileged, all persons acting on his behalf.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it is inclusive of “agents, representatives,

employees, assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on his behalf.”

s Romantic Partners. The term “Romantic Partners™ shall mean any
persons You have touched in a sexual manner in the past ten (10) years, meaning: (a) direct
contact between any part of your body and another person’s genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner
thigh, or buttocks; or (b) direct contact between any part of a third party’s body and your
genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner thigh, or buttocks.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, vague and ambiguous to the extent it sceks to impose burdens

beyond those required by the Rules. This term is overly broad in its ten year
scope, and vague and ambiguous in its use of the terms “direct contact” and

“sexual manner.” Plaintiff further objects to this term to the extent that it is

inflammatory and harassing, assumes facts not in evidence, lacks foundation, calls

for a medical and/or legal conclusion and seeks information unrelated to this case

and that is unlikely to tead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff will
agree to meet and confer with Defendant regarding this term.



t You and/or Your. The terms “You” and/or “Your” refer to the recipient(s)
of these discovery requests, as well as all persons and entities over which said recipient has
“control” as understood by the Rules of this Court.

RESPONSE: No objection.

INTERROGATQRIES

1. Identify each person having any knowledge or information about any of the claims or
defenses in this case, including but not limited to Your (a) substance abuse, (b) damage
of property, (c) acts of violence, (d) abuse in any form of any Romantic Partner, and (¢)
relationship with Ms. Heard. The answer to this Interrogatory should include contact
information, to the extent known, for the following: Alejandro Romero, Ben King, Bobby
de Leon, Brandon Patterson, Bruce Witkin, Christi Dembrowski, C.J. Roberts, Dr.
Connell Cowan, Cornelius Harrell, Dr. David Kipper, Debbie Lloyd, Erin Boerum
(Falati), Isaac Baruch, Joel Mandel, Kevin Murphy, Jerry Judge, Josh Drew, Keenan
Wyatt, Laura Divenere, Lisa Beane, Malcolm Connolly, Melissa Saenz, Nathan Holmes,
Samantha McMillan, Sam Sarkar, Sean Bett, Stephen Deuters, Tara Roberts, Todd
Norman, Trinity Esparza, Trudy Salven, Tyler Hadden.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to
this case. Plaintiff’s purported substance abuse, damage of propetrty, acts of violence, and “abuse
in any form” are irrelevant to the claims or defenses in this case. Plaintiff further objects to the
extent that this Interrogatory assumes facts not in evidence, and contains allegations that Mr.
Depp intends to disprove,

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff identifies the following

individuals with knowledge of the claims or defenses in this case:



Person Contact Information

Isaac Baruch Unknown

Lisa Beane Unknown

Sean Bett Contact through Plaintiff’s counsel.

Robin Baum

901 Highland Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90038
(310)461-0100

Erin Boerum Unknown
Malcolm Connolly Unknown
Dr. Connell Cowan Unknown
Bobby de Leon Unknown

Elisa “Christi” Dembrowski

To be contacted through counsel Dylan Ruga, Stalwart
Law Group, 1100 Glendon Ave., 17th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90024, 310-954-2000

Gina Deuters

Contact through Plaintiff’s counsel.

Stephen Deuters

Contact through Plaintiff’s counsel.

[Laura Divenere Unknown
Josh Drew Unknown
Trinity Esparza Unknown
Tyler Hadden Unknown
Cornelius Harrell Unknown
Nathan Holmes Unknown
Jerry Judge Deceased
Ben King Unknown
Dr. David Kipper Unknown
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Debbie Lloyd

Unknown

Joel Mandel

To be contacted through Michael Kump and Suann
Maclsaae, Kinsella Weitzman Iser Kump & Aldisert
LLP, 808 Wilshire Blvd., Santa Monica, CA 90401,
310-566-9800

Samantha McMillen Unknown
Kevin Murphy Unknown
Todd Norman Unknown
Brandon Patterson Unknown
C.J. Roberts Unknown
Tara Roberts Unknown
Alejandro Romero Unknown
Antheny Romero Unknown
Melissa Saenz Unknown
Trudy Salven Unknown
Sam Sarkar Unknown
Robin Schulman Unknown
Doug Stanhope Unknown

Laura Wasser

2049 Century Park East, Suite 800
Los Angeles, CA 90067, (310)277-7117

Wasser, Cooperman & Mandles, P.C.

2049 Century Park East, Suite 800
Los Angeles, CA 90067, (310) 277-7117

Jessica Weitz Unknown
Bruce Witkin Unknown
Keenan Wyatt Unknown
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Blair Berk Unknown

Jacob Bloom Unknown

2. State whether You or anyone acting on Your behalf, including Your attorneys or
investigator(s), have ever taken, received or assisted in drafting or preparing any
declaration, affidavit, or other written staterment of any person relating to this lawsuit
and/or the factual allegations that are the substance of this suit. If so, please provide the
names, current addresses, telephone numbers and occupation of each such persen giving
a statement, and the date of each such statement.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff identifies the following
statements: Plaintiff’s declaration in support of his opposition to the motion to dismiss and Kevin
Murphy’s (Plaintiff’s former estate manager) declaration in support of PlaintifP’s opposition to
the motion to dismiss.

3. Identify all devices in Your possession, custody, or control in which ESI that relates to
the claims or defenses in this case, or is reasonably likely to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence, is or is reasonably likely to be stored. For the avoidance of doubt,

include in your response all devices in your possession, custody, or control that are or
were owned or used by Ms. Heard.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the

attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity,
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or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information
outside of his personal knowledge, and within the personal knowledge of Ms. Heard.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff identifies the following
devices: iPhone, iPad, MacBook Pro, an iCloud account, and the devices and data belonging to
Stephen Deuters collected in May 2017 (iPad and iPhone) and Nathan Holmes collected in
March 2018 (iPhone).

4. Identify all email addresses, social media accounts, and Chat Applications that You have
used to communicate in relation to this Action or the claims and defenses therein.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the
attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity,
or protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff identifies the following
accounts: dictator3{@aol.com (email account) and him@infinitum-nihil.com (email account). Mr.
Depp uses his mobile phone to communicate on iMessage and WhatsApp.

5. Identify all pseudonyms, nicknames, handles, stage names, or other names that You have
used in referring to Yourself, or which any person identified in Your answer to Interrogatory
No. 2, has used in referring to You. For each, describe the context in which the name was
used.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and

to the extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the

attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity,
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or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as referring to “any person identified
in Your answer to Interrogatory No. 2 as vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff will interpret this
phrase to mean “any person identified in Your answer to Interrogatory No. 1.”

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff identifies the
following: “J,” “JD,” “Johnny,” “Sparrow,” “Steve,” “Him,” “David Michael,” and “Peter D.”.

6. Identify each private aircraft company that You used for travel between January 1, 2010 to
the present.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to
this case. Not every private aircraft used by Mr. Depp is relevant to this case.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff identifies the
following: TourJet, Trans-Exec Air Service, Inc., FreeSpeed Aviation, LLC, and Execulet
Aviation Group.

7. Identify each entity (including, without limitation, corporation, company, partnership, or

any other kind of business association) under Your direct or indirect control, or over
which You hold a direct or indirect ownership interest.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work

product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
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objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to

this case. Not every entity in which Mr. Depp holds an interest is relevant to this case.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff identifies the
following: A Contrario, Brave Pictures, Inc., Contre Courant, The Depp Irrevocable Trust, HST
Archives, LLC, Scaramanga Bros., Inc., L.R.D. Productions, Inc., Infinitum Nihil, Inc., Infinitum
Nihil Publishing, LLC, Infinitum Nihil Records, LLC, Infinitum Nihil Media, LLC, Infinitum
Nihil Music, LLC, JDM Ventures, LL.C, John C. Depp II Insurance Trust, John C. Depp 11
Living Trust, L.R.D. Productions, Inc., Le Hameau du Bebe, LLC, Stratton Films, Inc., The
Mooh Investment Trust, P Music Group, LLC, Versailles Road Trust, Sweetzer Trust, LI.C, SCI
La Pierre, Stratton Films, Inc., and Vajoliroja, LLC,

8. Identify and describe any and all electronic systems You and/or any entities listed in
Your answer to Interrogatory No. 7 use to effect, track, monitor, or create records of
incoming and outgoing payments, including without limitation any system maintained
with or having any relation to City National Bank. Further identify and describe any and
all outgoing and incoming payments, from 2010 to the present, to or from the individuals

listed in Defendant’s Request for Production No. 16 made using each such system,
including the amount and purpose of each such payment.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to
this case.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not be responding to this Interrogatory.
9. ldentify each mental and/or physical health care provider (including drug and/or alcohol

addiction/dependency care or treatment providers, counselors or therapists) that You saw
or consulted or who examined You or provided treatment or services to You from
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January 1, 2010 to the present and state the reason and duration You saw or consulted or
received treatment or services from each identified provider. The answer to this
Interrogatory should include visits to emergency rooms; any addiction, drug or alcohol
treatment or therapy session(s); and visits with or physical or mental health treatment
from any doctor, surgeon, psychiatrist, nurse, psychologist, therapist, counselor, medical
advisor, specialist, or other provider.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objccts to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to
this case. Not all of Mr. Depp’s medical treatment is relevant to this Action, Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it calls for confidential, personal business, financial,
medical, or other proprietary information protected by law, including information that may be
protected by the physician-patient privilege and/or the Privacy Rule of the Health Insurance
Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 (“HIPAA™). Plaintiff further objects on the grounds
that this Interrogatory calls for a medical and/or legal conclusion. Plaintiff further objects to this
Interrogatory to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of
privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information more readily
obtained by other means, including by way to deposition testimony and/or document discovery.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will identify non-
privileged documents responsive to this Interrogatory, if any, by Bates number following
document production, in accordance with Rule 4.8(f).

10. For each prescription drug You have been prescribed to take since 2010 or that you

currently take: (a) identify the physician and/or health care provider who wrote the
prescription; (b} state the name of the drug and the dosage to be taken; and (c) identify
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each pharmacist who filled the prescription and such pharmacist’s pharmacy and/or place
of employment.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to
this case. Not all of Mr. Depp’s medical treatment is relevant to this Action. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it calls for confidential, personal business, financial,
medical, or other proprietary information protected by law, including information that may be
protected by the physician-patient privilege and/or the Privacy Rule of the Health Insurance
Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 (“HIPAA”). Plaintiff further objects on the grounds
that this Interrogatory calls for a medical and/or legal conclusion. Plaintiff further objects to this
Interrogatory to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of
privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information more readily
obtained by other means, including by way to deposition testimony and/or document discovery.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will identify non-
privileged documents responsive to this Interrogatory, if any, by Bates number following
document production, in accordance with Rule 4.8(f).

11. For each instance of physical violence or abuse alleged in Ms. Heard’s Declaration, state
whether You were under the influence of or had consumed any alcohol, medication, or
drugs on the days of each such incident, and, if so, state as to each substance consumed
(including alcohol) the identity of the substance consumed, the amount of the substance
consumed, the date and time each such substance was consumed, the name and address of
the place(s) where the substance was consumed, the location and person from which the

substance was acquired or obtained, any witnesses present at the time of consumption,
and the effect of the substance on You,

17




ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to
this case. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it assumes facts not in evidence,
and assumes the truth of Ms, Heard’s Declaration. Mr. Depp disputes the allegations of Ms,
Heard’s allegations. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information
more readily obtained by other means, including by way to deposition testimony and/or
document discovery. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is intended to
harass Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this
Interrogatory because it calls for a legal conclusion. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory
because it is compound,

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not respond Interrogatory because he
denies all allegations of physical violence and abuse in Ms. Heard’s declaration.

12. Identify each Romantic Partner, other than Ms, Heard, that You have had in the past 10
years.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further

objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to
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this case. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information more readily

obtained by other means, including by way to deposition testimony and/or document discovery.

Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff, and

constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as calling for

information that is neither relevant nor proportional to this case.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, none of Mr. Depp’s prior
Romantic Partners have ever alleged any acts of physical violence or abuse by Mr. Depp other
than Ms. Heard. Notwithstanding the foregoing, Mr. Depp has had romantic relationships in the
past ten years with Vanessa Paradis and Polina Glen.

13. Describe in detail any separation agreements, settlements, releases, tolling agreements,
conftdentiality and/or non-disclosure agreements, forbearance agreements, Mary Carter
agreements, or any other agreements of any kind which You have negotiated with any
Romantic Partner. Your answer should include any such agreements that have been

negotiated in order to gain the assistance or compliance of another person and/or entity
with regard to this or any other matter.

ANSWER;

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to
this case. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information more readily
obtained by other means, including by way to deposition testimony and/or document discovery.
Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff, and
constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as calling for

information that is neither relevant nor proportional to this case.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff identifies the divorce
settlement with Ms. Heard. As Ms. Heard is a party to that agreement, Mr. Depp will not further
describe that agreement. Plaintiff also identifics the Settlement Agreement with Ms. Vanessa
Paradis with respect to the parentage, custody and support of their two minor children, Lily-Rose
Depp and- No agreements with any Romantic Partners have ever been negotiated in
order to gain the assistance or compliance of another person and/or entity with regard to this
matter.

14. Identify and describe facts relating to each instance where any person, other than Ms.
Heard, alleged (publicly or privately) that You engaged in any act of physical violence,
abuse, or destruction of property at any point in the past 15 years, including (i) the
identity of the person(s) that accused You of such conduct; (ii) the person and/or property
toward which Your alleged conduct was directed; (iii) whether You were, or were alleged
to have been, under the influence of alcohol, medication or illegal drugs at the time of

Your alleged conduct; (iv) the date, time and location(s) of each such instance; and (v)
the identity of all persons present at the time of the alleged incident.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to
this case. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it assumes facts not in evidence,
and characterizes Plaintiff as engaging in acts of violence. Plaintiff denies any allegation that he
engaged in an act of violence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks
information more readily obtained by other means, including by way to deposition testimony
and/or document discovery. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is

intended to harass Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff vehemently denies all
of Ms. Heard’s allegations of physical violence, abuse, and destruction of property. Plaintiff also
denies Gregg “Rocky” Brooks’ allegations of physical violence. Specifically, on the evening of
April 12, 2017, Mr. Brooks was working as a location manager on the set of a film that has not
yet been released, entitled “City of Lies.” Mr. Brooks was involved in a series of altercations
with persons on set, including a security guard for a nearby property whom Mr. Brooks flipped
off; and a woman who was present on set, with whom Mr. Brooks became verbally abusive. Mr.
Depp, who was also present on set, eventually intervened and verbally reprimanded Mr. Brooks
for his misbehavior. Mr. Brooks claims that during this exchange, Mr. Depp punched him twice.
That is categorically false. Mr. Depp, along with multiple eyewitnesses, including Ms. Emma
Danoff, Mr. Sean Bett and Mr. Brad Furman who were standing close by and had an unimpeded
view of the exchange, have either testified in deposition and/or will testify at trial that Mr. Depp
never even touched (and certainly did not punch) Mr. Brooks. Plaintiff reserves his right to
supplement his answer to this Interrogatory by identifying non-privileged documents responsive
to this Interrogatory, if any, by Bates number following document production, in accordance
with Rule 4.8(f).

15. Provide the name, address, profession, and qualifications of each expert witness who You
intend to call to testify at the trial of this case, including any rebuttal experts and/or
experts to address any alleged new matters raised in Defendant’s designation of experts.
For each such expert, state the subject matter in which the expert is expected to testify;
the substance of the facts as to which the expert is expected to testify; the substance of
the opinions which the expert is expected to give; a summary of the grounds for each
such opinion; the terms of the expert’s compensation, and attach to Your answers any

available list of publications written by the expert and any written report made by the
expert concerning the expert’s findings and opinions in this matter.

ANSWER:
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In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as premature given the early stage of
discovery.

In lLight of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will respond to this Interrogatory in
accordance with his obligations under a Stipulation and Order Governing Expert Discovery in
this Action and according to a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties or entered by the Court.
16. State in detail all facts which support and/or otherwise relate to any claim for monetary

relief as part of this matter. Include in Your answer: (i) an itemization of all damages,

loss or injury for which You are claiming or seeking to recover in this action—including
each and every employment opportunity which You claim You have lost as a result of the
actions complained of; (ii) an explanation of how the damages were computed, (iii) all
assumptions made in computing the damages, and the basis for such assumptions; (iv) an

explanation of how the damages are attributable to Defendant; and (v} all efforts to
mitigate the damages.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objcctions and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it sceks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information more readily obtained by other means,
including by way to deposition testimony and/or document discovery. Plaintiff further objects to
this Interrogatory because it would be more appropriately addressed by other means including
expert discovery.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not be responding to this Interrogatory
at this time, and reserves his right to supplement this response to the extent necessary following
the completion of fact and expert discovery.

17. Identify each judicial or administrative proceeding (including all details needed to locate
the docket) in which You have had any involvement (including as a party, witness, or
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nonparty) from January 1, 2010 to the present, and include a description of (i) the nature
of each proceeding; (ii) the court in which the proceeding was/is maintained; (iii) Your
involvement in the proceeding, (iv) the status of the proceeding; and (v) the result, if the
proceeding has concluded.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitiens and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff’ further
objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that s neither relevant nor proportional to
this case. Plaintiff’s other legal proceedings not involving Ms. Heard are not relevant to this
Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information more readily
obtained by other means, including by way to deposition testimony and/or document discovery.
Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff, and
constitutes an invasion of privacy.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff identifies the divorce
proceedings with Ms. Heard. Because Ms. Heard was a party to those proceedings, Mr. Depp

will not describe them further. Plaintiff further identifies:

Judicial/Administrative Nature of The Court in Plaintiffs Status/Result
Proceeding Proceeding Which the Involvement
Procceding
Was/Is
Maintained
John C. Depp, I1, et al. v. | Civil LASC Plaintiff and Resolved
The Mandel Company, Cross-
Inc. dba The Defendant
Management Group, et
al. (Case No.
BC682487)
John C. Depp, 11, et al. v. | Cvil LASC Plaintiff and Ongoing
Bloom Hergott Diemer Cross-
Rosenthal Laviolette Defendant
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Feldman Schenkman &
Goodman, LLP, et al.

(BC680066)
Gregg “Rocky” Brooks | Civil LASC Defendant Trial set for
v. John C. Depp, et al. May 11, 2020
(Case No. BC713123)
Jane Doe v. John Civil LASC Defendant Court-Ordered
Christopher Depp, et al. Dismissal
(Case No. BC482823)
Eugene Arreola, et al. v. | Civil LASC Defendant Resolved
John C. Depp, 11, et al.
(BC704539)
John Christopher Depp | Libel In The High Claimant Ongoing
Il and News Group Court Of Justice
Newspapers LTD and Queen’s Bench
Dan Wootton (Claim Division
No. Hql18m01923) Media And

Communications

List
Buckley LLP v. John C. | Civil LASC Defendant Ongoing
Depp, 11, et al. (Case No.
19STCV17470)
Amber Heard v. John Purported Signature Purported Denied
Christopher Depp 11 Arbitration Resolution Respondent
(Case No. 9DLP7) Demand
In re the Marriage of Family LASC Respondent Resolved
Amber Laura Depp and
John Christopher Depp
11 (BD641052)
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Dated: October 28, 2019

Respectfully submitted,

chLlumin G. Chew (VSB #29113)
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, Il

Plaintiff,
v.
AMBER LAURA HEARD,
Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911
Defendant.

PLAINTIFF JOHN C. DEPP, II'S SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS
TO DEFENDANT AMBER LAURA HEARD'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES

Pursuant to Rule 4:8 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia and the Court’s Order
of August 10, 2020, Plaintiff John C. Depp, I, by and through his undersigned counsel, hereby
responds and objects to Defendant Amber Laura Heard’s First Set of Interrogatories (each, an
“Interrogatory” and collectively, the “Interrogatory™), dated October 7, 2019 and served in the
above captioned action (“Action™) as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Plaintiff incorporates by reference as if fully set forth herein the General
Objections contained in the Responses and Objections to Defendant’s First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents and Things to Plaintiff, dated September 3, 2019.

OBJECTIONS TO INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

Instructions
1. In accordance with the Rules of this Court, You shall answer the following

Interrogatories separately and fully, in writing, under oath.




RESPONSE: No objection.
2. The answers You provide are to be signed by You.

RESPONSE: No objection.

3. Where knowledge or information in Your possession is requested, such request
includes knowledge of Your agent(s), employee(s), assign(s), representative(s), and all others
acting on Your behalf,

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires knowledge from individuals not under

Plaintiff”s control. Plaintiff will provide information based on his personal
knowledge.

4. Whenever appropriate in these Interrogatories, the singular form of a word shall
be interpreted as its plural to whatever extent is necessary to bring within the scope of these

Interrogatories any information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.
RESPONSE: No objection.

5, Unless otherwise indicated, these Interrogatories refer to the time, place, and

circumstances of the occurrences mentioned or complained of in the pleadings in this case.
RESPONSE: No objection.

6. All references to an entity include the entity and its agents, officers, employees,
representatives, subsidiaries, divisions, successors, predecessors, assigns, parents, affiliates, and
unless privileged, its attorneys and accountants.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to provide information from

individuals and entities not under Plaintifl"s control. Plaintiff will provide
information based on his personal knowledge.




7. If You perceive any ambiguities in a question, instruction, definition, or other
aspect of these discovery requests, sct forth the matter deemed ambiguous and the construction
used in answering,

RESPONSE: No objection.

8. If You assert a claim of privilege as to any of Your responses to the Interrogatories,
state the basis for the asserted privilege, specify the privilege claimed, and include in Your answer
sufficient information to permit the Court to make an informed ruling on the claim of privilege. If
the claim relates to a privileged document, state the date, person or persons who prepared or
participated in preparing the document, the name and address of any person to whom the document
was shown or sent, the general subject matter of the document, the present or last known location
and custodian of the original of the document, and the basis for the claim of privilege with respect
to the document. If the claim of privilege relates to a communication, state the date(s), place(s)
and person(s) involved in the communication, the subject matter of the communication, and the
basis for the claim of privilege with respect t o that communication. Reliance on any claim of
privilege is subject to the Rules of this Court, including the production of a privilege log.

RESPONSF: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to produce a privilege log in a
specific manner at a specific time. Plaintiff will produce a privilege log at a time
and in a manner to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith.

9. If You perceive any discovery request to be overly broad, unduly burdensome, or
objectionable for any other reason, respond to the fullest extent possible and clearly note any
objection so that the Court will be permitted to make an informed ruling on the objection.

RESPONSE: No objection.

10. In answering each interrogatory:




a state whether the answer is within the personal knowledge of the person
answering the interrogatory and identify each person known to have
personal knowledge of the answer; and

b identify each document that was used in any way to formulate the answer.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to provide information from

individuals and entities not under Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff will provide
information based on his personal knowledge
It. If, after a reasonable and thorough investigation, using due diligence, You are
unable to answer any interrogatory, or any part of an interrogatory, on the grounds of lack of

information available to You, specify why the information is not available to You and what has
been done to locate such information
RESPONSE: No objection.

12. These interrogatories are continuing in character so as to require You to promptly
amend or supplement Your responses in accordance with the Rules of the Supreme Court of
Virginia within a reasonable time if You obtain or become aware of any further information
responsive to these interrogatories. Ms. Heard reserves the right to propound additional

interrogatories.

RESPONSE: No objection.
Definitions

a Action. The Term “Action” means the above-captioned action.

RESPONSE: No objection.
b And/or. The use of “and/or” shall be interpreted in every instance both
conjunctively and disjunctively in order to bring within the scope of these discovery requests any

information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.




RESPONSE: No objection.

c Chat Application. The term “Chat Application” means any electronic
program or application, usable on any device or platform, that allows the user to communicate
with another person by way of exchange of text messages and/or images, including, but not
limited to, iMessage, Facebook Messenger, WhatsApp, WeChat, Slack, Twitter, Skype,
Instagram, Kik, Signal, Telegram, Viber, Threema, Dust, and Wickr.

RESPONSE: No objection.

d Communication. The term “communication” means any oral or written
exchange of words, thoughts, or ideas to another person, whether person-to-person, in a group,
by phone, text (SMS), letter, fax, e-mail, internet post or correspendence, social networking post
or correspondence or by any other process, electric, electronic, or otherwise. All such
Communications are included without regard to the storage or transmission medium
(electronically stored information and hard copies are included within this definition).

RESPONSE: No objection.

e Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by
Plaintiff in this matter, currently pending before this Court,

RESPONSE: No objection.

f Concerning. The term “concerning” means relating to, referring to,
describing, evidencing, or constituting.

RESPONSE: No objection.

g Correspondence. The term “correspondence™ means any document(s})
and/or communication(s) sent to or received from another entity and/or person.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it is duplicative of the terms Document and




Communication, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the Rules.

h Defendant and/or Ms. Heard. The terms *Defendant” and/or “Ms. Heard”
refer to Defendant Amber Laura Heard, including her agents, representatives, employees,
assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on her behalf.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it is inclusive of “agents, representatives,

employees, assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on her behalf.”

i Depp Declaration. The term “Depp Declaration” shall mean the
Declaration filed by Plaintiff in this matter as Exhibit 1 to Plaintiff’s Opposition to the Motion to
Dismiss.

RESPONSE: No objection,

i Document. The term “document” is defined in its broadest terms currently
recognized. The term shall include, without limitations: any written or other compilation of
information (whether printed, handwritten, recorded, or encoded, produced, reproduced, or
reproducible by any other process), drafts (revisions or finals), original or preliminary notes, and
summaries of other documents, communications of any type (¢-mail, text messages, blog posts,
social media posts or other similar communications or correspondence), computer tape,
computer files, and including all of their contents and attached files. The term “document” shall
also include but not be limited to: correspondence, memoranda, contractual documents,
specifications, drawings, photographs, images, aperture cards, notices of revisions, test reports,
inspection reports, evaluations, technical reports, schedules, agreements, reports, studies,
analyses, projections, forecasts, summaries, records of conversations or interviews, minutes or

records of conferences or meetings, manuals, handbooks, brochures, pamphlets, advertisements,




circulars, press releases, financial statements, calendars, diaries, trip reports, etc. A draft of a
non-identical copy is a separate document within the meaning of this term.
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the Rules.
k EST, “ESI” means electronically stored information.
RESPONSE: No objection.
| Heard Declaration. The term “Heard Declaration” shall mean the

Declaration filed by Ms. Heard and dated April 10, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection

m Identify (with respect to documents). When referring to documents, to
“identify” means to give, to the extent known, the (i) type and title of document; (ii) general
subject matter; (iii) date of the document; and (iv) author(s), addressee(s), and recipient(s).

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, and to the extent that it secks to impose burdens beyond what are

required by the Rules.

n Identify (with respect to persons). When referring to a person, to
“identify” means to give, to the extent known, the person’s full name, present or last known
address, telephone number, and email address, and when referring to a natural person,
additionally, the present or last known home address and telephone number. Once a person has
been identified in accordance with this definition, only the name of that person need be listed in
response to subsequent discovery requesting the identification of that person.

RESPONSE: No objection.

o] Identify (with respect to things). When referring to tangible or intangible
things, to “identify” means to describe, to the extent known, the (i) type of thing; (ii) any unique

identifiers pertaining to that thing (including, for example, corporate registration number, registered




name, account number, username, serial number, email address, or any other unique characteristic); and
(i) the owner or controller of the thing,

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are

required by the rules.

p Including. The term “including” means including but not limited to.

RESPONSE: No objection.

q Person. The term “person” is defined as any natural person, business,
company, partnership, legal entity, governmental entity, and/or association,

RESPONSE: No objection.

r Plaintiff and/or Mr. Depp. The terms “Plaintiff® and/or “Mr, Depp” refer
to Plaintift John C. Depp, 11, including his agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and

unless privileged, all persons acting on his behalf,

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it is inclusive of “agents, representatives,
employces, assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on his behalf.”

] Romantic Partners. The term “Romantic Partners” shall mean any
persons You have touched in a sexual manner in the past ten (10) years, meaning: (a) direct
contact between any part of your body and another person’s genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner
thigh, or buttocks; or (b) direct contact between any part of a third party’s body and your
genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner thigh, or buttocks.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, vague and ambiguous to the extent it seeks to impose burdens
beyond those required by the Rules. This term is overly broad in its ten year
scope, and vague and ambiguous in its use of the terms “direct contact” and
“sexual manner.” Plaintiff further objects to this term to the extent that it is
inflammatory and harassing, assumes facts not in evidence, lacks foundation, calls
for a medical and/or legal conclusion and seeks information unrelated to this case
and that is unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff will
agree to meet and confer with Defendant regarding this term.




t You and/or Your, The terms “You” and/or “Your” refer to the recipient(s)
of these discovery requests, as well as all persons and entities over which said recipient has
“control” as understood by the Rules of this Court.

RESPONSE: No objection.

INTERROGATORIES

11. For each instance of physical violence or abuse alleged in Ms. Heard’s Declaration, state
whether You were under the influence of or had consumed any alcohol, medication, or
drugs on the days of each such incident, and, if so, state as to each substance consumed
(including alcohol) the identity of the substance consumed, the amount of the substance
consumed, the date and time each such substance was consumed, the name and address of
the place(s) where the substance was consumed, the location and person from which the
substance was acquired or obtained, any witnesses present at the time of consumption,
and the effect of the substance on You.

ANSWER;

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it secks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to
this case. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it assumes facts not in evidence,
and assumes the truth of Ms. Heard’s Declaration. Mr. Depp disputes the allegations of Ms.
Heard’s allegations. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information
more readily obtained by other means, including by way to deposition testimony and/or
document discovery. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is intended to
harass Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this

Interrogatory because it calls for a legal conclusion. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory

because it is compound.




In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not respond Interrogatory because he
denies all allegations of physical violence and abuse in Ms. Heard’s declaration.
SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER:

Plaintiff reiterates the objections stated above in its original Answer. Subject to and
without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds that he may have consumed
some amount of alcohol, mediations or drugs on one or more of the days of alleged incidents. To
the extent Plaintiff consumed some amount of alcohol, medications or drugs, Plaintiff does not
specifically recall the exact times or types of substances consumed as the incidents alleged by
Ms. Heard happened many years ago. Plaintiff also disputes Ms. Heard’s allegations, and
therefore has no reason to recall the details of the days of the alleged incidents. Whether or not
some moderate amount of substance was consumed, Plaintiff denies the binge alleged by Ms.
Heard. Plaintiff also responds that he did not and would not have engaged in the conduct alleged
by Ms. Heard whether or not such substances were consumed.

14. Identify and describe facts relating to each instance where any person, other than Ms.
Heard, alleged (publicly or privately) that You engaged in any act of physical violence,
abuse, or destruction of property at any point in the past 15 years, including (i) the
identity of the person(s) that accused You of such conduct; (ii) the person and/or property
toward which Your alleged conduct was directed; (iii) whether You were, or were alleged
to have been, under the influence of alcohol, medication or illegal drugs at the time of

Your alleged conduct; (iv) the date, time and location(s) of each such instance; and (v)
the identity of all persons present at the time of the alleged incident.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further

objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proporticnal to

10




this case. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it assumes facts not in evidence,
and characterizes Plaintiff as engaging in acts of viclence. Plaintiff denies any allegation that he
engaged in an act of violence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it secks
information more readily obtained by other means, including by way to deposition testimony
and/or document discovery. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is
intended to harass Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff vehemently denies all
of Ms. Heard’s allegations of physical violence, abuse, and destruction of property. Plaintiff also
denies Gregg “Rocky” Brooks’ allegations of physical violence. Specifically, on the evening of
April 12, 2017, Mr. Brooks was working as a location manager on the set of a film that has not
yet been released, entitled “City of Lies.” Mr. Brooks was involved in a series of altercations
with persons on set, including a security guard for a nearby property whom Mr. Brooks flipped
off; and a woman who was present on set, with whom Mr. Brooks became verbally abusive. Mr.
Depp, who was also present on set, eventually intervened and verbally reprimanded Mr. Brooks
for his misbehavior. Mr. Brooks claims that during this exchange, Mr. Depp punched him twice.
That is categorically false. Mr. Depp, along with multiple eyewitnesses, including Ms. Emma
Danoff, Mr. Sean Bett and Mr. Brad Furman who were standing close by and had an unimpeded
view of the exchange, have either testified in deposition and/or will testify at trial that Mr. Depp
never even touched (and certainly did not punch) Mr. Brooks. Plaintiff reserves his right to
supplement his answer to this Interrogatory by identifying non-privileged documents responsive
to this Interrogatory, if any, by Bates number following document production, in accordance
with Rule 4.8(f).

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER:

11




Plaintiff reiterates the objections stated above in its original Answer. Subject to and
without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds that no other person besides
Mr. Brooks has accused Plaintiff (publicly or privately) that Plaintiff engaged in any act of
physical violence, abuse, or destruction of property at any point in the past 15 years. The
allegations by Mr. Brooks are contained in his Complaint filed in the Los Angeles Superior
Court, and equally available to Ms. Heard.

16.  State in detail all facts which support and/or otherwise relate to any claim for monetary
relief as part of this matter, Include in Your answer: (i) an itemization of all damages,

loss or injury for which You are claiming or seeking to recover in this action—including

each and every employment opportunity which You claim You have lost as a result of the

actions complained of; (ii) an explanation of how the damages were computed; (iii) all
assumptions made in computing the damages, and the basis for such assumptions; (iv) an

explanation of how the damages are attributable to Defendant; and (v) all efforts to
mitigate the damages.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information more readily obtained by other means,
including by way to deposition testimony and/or document discovery. Plaintiff further objects to
this Interrogatory because it would be more appropriately addressed by other means including
expert discovery.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not be responding to this Interrogatory
at this time, and reserves his right to supplement this response to the extent necessary following
the completion of fact and expert discovery.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER:

12




Plaintiff reiterates the objections stated above in its original Answer, including that this
Interrogatory is more appropriately addressed following the completion of fact and expert
discovery. Subject to and without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff notes that
because Ms. Heard’s defamatory statements constitute defamation per se, damages are presumed,
and need not be specifically proven. In any event, Plaintiff responds that his claim for monetary
damages is supported by, mter alia, the fact that Plaintiff’s reputation and career has been
severely damaged. Although it is obvious and inevitable that these types of allegations would
have a negative impact on Plaintiff’s reputation and professional standing, particularly because
Plaintiff is an individual in the public eye, the economic impact of these defamatory statements
will be the subject of expert analysis and disclosure according to Virginia law.

Further, just four days after Ms. Heard’s op-ed was first published on December 18,
2018, Disney announced on December 22, 2018 that it was dropping Mr. Depp from his leading
role as Captain Jack Sparrow in the forthcoming sixth installment of the Pirates of the Caribbean
franchise. Based on Mr. Depp’s prior earnings in connection with the Pirates of the Caribbean
franchise, Mr. Depp expects that his role in the sixth installment would have been worth at lcast

$50,000,000.

Dated: August 14, 2020

Respectfully submitted,

Benjamin G. Chew (VSB #29113)
Camille M. Vasquez (pro hac vice)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB #89093)
BROWN RUDNICK, LLP
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601 Thirteenth Street NW, Suite 600
Washington, DC 20005

Phone: (202) 536-1785

Fax: (617) 289-0717
bchew{@brownrudnick.com

-and -

Adam R. Waldman {pro hac vice)

THE ENDEAVOR GROUP LAW FIRM, P.C.
1775 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 350
Washington, DC 20006

Counsel for Plamntiff John C. Depp, 11
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, I1

Plaintiff,
v.
AMBER LAURA HEARD,
Civil Action No.: CL.-2019-0002911
Defendant,

PLAINTIFF JOHN C. DEPP, I’'S SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES AND
OBJECTIONS TO DEFENDANT AMBER LAURA HEARD'S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES

Pursuant to Rule 4:8 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff John C.
Depp, 11, by and through his undersigned counsel, hereby responds and objects to Defendant
Amber Laura Heard’s First Set of Interrogatories (each, an “Interrogatory” and collectively, the
“Interrogatory”), dated October 7, 2019 and served in the above captioned action (*Action™) as
follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Plaintiff incorporates by reference as if fully set forth herein the General
Objections contained in the Responses and Objections to Defendant’s First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents and Things to Plaintiff, dated September 3, 2019,

OBJECTIONS TO INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

Instructions




1. In accordance with the Rules of this Court, You shall answer the following

Interrogatories separately and fully, in writing, under oath.
RESPONSE: No objection.
2. The answers You provide are to be signed by You.
RESPONSE: No objection.

3. Where knowledge or information in Your possession is requested, such request
includes knowledge of Your agent(s), employee(s), assign(s), representative(s), and all others
acting on Your behalf.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires knowledge from individuals not under
Plaintifl"s control. Plaintiff will provide information based on his personal

knowledge.

4. Whenever appropriate in these Interrogatories, the singular form of a word shall
be interpreted as its plural to whatever extent is necessary to bring within the scope of these

[nterrogatories any information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.
RESPONSE: No objection.

5. Unless otherwise indicated, these Interrogatories refer to the time, place, and

circumstances of the occurrences mentioned or complained of in the pleadings in this case.
RESPONSE: No objection.

6. All references to an entity include the entity and its agents, officers, employees,
representatives, subsidiaries, divisions, successors, predecessors, assigns, parents, affiliates, and
unless privileged, its attommeys and accountants.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to provide information from

individuals and entities not under Plaintiff>s control. Plaintiff will provide
information based on his personal knowledge.




7. If You perceive any ambiguities in a question, instruction, definition, or other
aspect of these discovery requests, set forth the matter deemed ambiguous and the construction
used in answering.

RESPONSE: No objection.

8. If You assert a claim of privilege as to any of Your responses to the Interrogatories,
state the basis for the asserted privilege, specify the privilege claimed, and include in Your answer
sufficient information to permit the Court to make an informed ruling on the claim of privilege. If
the claim relates to a privileged document, state the date, person or persons who prepared or
participated in preparing the document, the name and address of any person to whom the document
was shown or sent, the general subject matter of the document, the present or last known location
and custodian of the original of the document, and the basis for the claim of privilege with respect
to the document. If the claim of privilege relates to a communication, state the date(s), place(s)
and person(s) involved in the communication, the subject matter of the communication, and the
basis for the claim of privilege with respect t o that communication. Reliance on any claim of
privilege is subject to the Rules of this Court, including the production of a privilege log.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to produce a privilege log in a

specific manner at a specific time. Plaintiff will produce a privilege log at a time
and in a manner to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith.

9. If You perceive any discovery request to be overly broad, unduly burdensome, or
objectionable for any other reason, respond to the fullest extent possible and clearly note any
objection so that the Court will be permitted to make an informed ruling on the objection.

RESPONSE: No objection.

10, In answering each interrogatory:




a state whether the answer is within the personal knowledge of the person
answering the interrogatory and identify each person known to have
personal knowledge of the answer; and

b identify each document that was used in any way to formulate the answer.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to provide information from

individuals and entities not under Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff will provide
information based on his personal knowledge
11. If, after 2 reasonable and thorough investigation, using due diligence, You are

unable to answer any interrogatory, or any part of an interrogatory, on the grounds of lack of
information available to You, specify why the information is not available to You and what has
been done to locate such information

RESPONSE.: No objection.

12. These interrogatories are continuing in character so as to require You to promptly
amend or supplement Your responses in accordance with the Rules of the Supreme Court of
Virginia within a reasonable time if You obtain or become aware of any further information
responsive to these interrogatories. Ms. Heard reserves the right to propound additional

interrogatories.

RESPONSE: No objection.

Definitions
a Action, The Term “Action” means the above-captioned action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

b And/or. The use of “and/or” shall be interpreted in every instance both
conjunctively and disjunctively in order to bring within the scope of these discovery requests any

information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.




RESPONSE: No objection.

c Chat Application. The term “Chat Application™ means any electronic
program or application, usable on any device or platform, that allows the user to communicate
with another person by way of exchange of text messages and/or images, including, but not
limited to, iMessage, Facebook Messenger, WhatsApp, WeChat, Slack, Twitter, Skype,
Instagram, Kik, Signal, Telegram, Viber, Threema, Dust, and Wickr.

RESPONSE: No objection.

d Communication. The term “communication” means any oral or written
exchange of words, thoughts, or ideas to another person, whether person-to-person, in a group,
by phone, text (SMS), letter, fax, e-mail, internet post or correspondence, social networking post
or correspondence or by any other process, electric, electronic, or otherwise. All such
Communications are included without regard to the storage or transmission medium
(electronically stored information and hard copies are included within this definition).

RESPONSE: No objection.

e Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by

Plaintiff in this matter, currently pending before this Court.

RESPONSE: No objection.

f Concerning. The term “concerning” means relating to, referring to,
describing, evidencing, or constituting.

RESPONSE: No objection.

g Correspondence. The term “correspondence” means any document(s)
and/or communication(s) sent to or received from another entity and/or person.

RESPONSE;: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it is duplicative of the terms Document and




Communication, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the Rules.

h Defendant and/or Ms. Heard. The terms “Defendant” and/or “Ms. Heard”
refer to Defendant Amber Laura Heard, including her agents, representatives, employees,
assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on her behalf.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it is inclusive of “agents, representatives,

employees, assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on her behalf,”

i Depp Declaration. The term “Depp Declaration” shall mean the
Declaration filed by Plaintiff in this matter as Exhibit 1 to Plaintiff’s Opposition to the Motion to
Dismiss.

RESPONSE: No objection,

] Document. The term “document” is defined in its broadest terms currently
recognized. The term shall include, without limitations: any written or other compilation of
information (whether printed, handwritten, recorded, or encoded, produced, reproduced, or
reproducible by any other process), drafts (revisions or finals), original or preliminary notes, and
summaries of other documents, communications of any type (e-mail, text messages, blog posts,
social media posts or other similar communications or correspondence), computer tape,
computer files, and including all of their contents and attached files. The term “document” shall
also include but not be limited to: correspondence, memoranda, contractual documents,
specifications, drawings, photographs, images, aperture cards, notices of revisions, test reports,
inspection reports, evaluations, technical reports, schedules, agreements, reports, studies,
analyses, projections, forecasts, summaries, records of conversations or interviews, minutes or

records of conferences or meetings, manuals, handbooks, brochures, pamphlets, advertisements,




circulars, press releases, financial statements, calendars, diaries, trip reports, etc. A draft of a
non-identical copy is a separate document within the meaning of this term.
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the Rules.
k ESI. “ESI” means electronically stored information.
RESPONSE: No objection.
1 Heard Declaration. The term “Heard Declaration” shall mean the

Declaration filed by Ms. Heard and dated April 10, 2019,

RESPONSE: No objection

m Identify (with respect to documents). When referring to documents, to
“identify” means to give, to the extent known, the (i) type and title of document; (ii) general
subject matter; (iii) date of the document; and (iv) author(s), addressee(s), and recipient(s).

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are

required by the Rules.

n Identify (with respect to persons). When referring to a person, to
“identify” means to give, to the extent known, the person’s full name, present or last known
address, telephone number, and email address, and when referring to a natural person,
additionally, the present or last known home address and telephone number. Once a person has
been identified in accordance with this definition, only the name of that person need be listed in
response to subsequent discovery requesting the identification of that person.

RESPONSE: No objection.

0 dentify (with respect to things). When referring to tangible or intangible

things, to “identify” means to describe, to the extent known, the (1) type of thing; (ii) any unique

identifiers pertaining to that thing (including, for example, corporate registration number, registered




name, account number, username, serial number, email address, or any other unique characteristic); and
(iti) the owner or controller of the thing.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are

required by the rules,

p Including. The term “including” means including but not limited to.

RESPONSE: No objection.

q Person. The term “person” is defined as any natural person, business,
company, partnership, legal entity, governmental entity, and/or association.

RESPONSE: No objection.

r Plaintiff and/or Mr. Depp. The terms “Plaintiff> and/or “Mr. Depp” refer
to Plaintiff John C. Depp, 11, including his agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and

unless privileged, all persons acting on his behalf.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it is inclusive of “agents, representatives,
employees, assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on his behalf”

s Romantic Partners. The term “Romantic Partners” shall mean any
persons You have touched in a sexual manner in the past ten (10) years, meaning: (a) direct
contact between any part of your body and another person’s genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner
thigh, or buttocks; or (b) direct contact between any part of a third party’s body and your
genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner thigh, or buttocks.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, vague and ambiguous to the extent it seeks to impose burdens
beyond those required by the Rules. This term is overly broad in its ten year
scope, and vague and ambiguous in its use of the terms “direct contact” and
“sexual manner.” Plaintiff further objects to this term to the extent that it is
inflammatory and harassing, assumes facts not in evidence, lacks foundation, calls
for a medical and/or legal conclusion and secks information unrelated to this case
and that is unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff will
agree to meet and confer with Defendant regarding this term.




t You and/or Your. The terms “You” and/or “Your” refer to the recipient(s)
of these discovery requests, as well as all persons and entities over which said recipient has
“control” as understood by the Rules of this Court.

RESPONSE: No objection.

INTERROGATORIES

1. Identify each person having any knowledge or information about any of the claims or
defenses in this case, including but not limited to Your (a) substance abuse, (b) damage
of property, (c) acts of violence, (d) abuse in any form of any Romantic Partner, and (e)
relationship with Ms. Heard. The answer to this Interrogatory should include contact
information, to the extent known, for the following: Alejandro Romero, Ben King, Bobby
de Leon, Brandon Patterson, Bruce Witkin, Christi Dembrowski, C.J. Roberts, Dr.
Connell Cowan, Cornelius Harrell, Dr. David Kipper, Debbie Lloyd, Erin Boerum
(Falati), Isaac Baruch, Joel Mandel, Kevin Murphy, Jerry Judge, Josh Drew, Keenan
Wyatt, Laura Divenere, Lisa Beane, Malcolm Connolly, Melissa Saenz, Nathan Holmes,
Samantha McMillan, Sam Sarkar, Sean Bett, Stephen Deuters, Tara Roberts, Todd
Norman, Trinity Esparza, Trudy Salven, Tyler Hadden.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it secks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to
this case. Plaintiff’s purported substance abuse, damage of property, acts of violence, and “abuse
in any form” are irrelevant to the claims or defenses in this case. Plaintiff further objects to the
extent that this Interrogatory assumes facts not in evidence, and contains allegations that Mr.

Depp intends to disprove.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff identifics the following

individuals with knowledge of the claims or defenses in this case:




Person Contact Information

Isaac Baruch Unknown

Lisa Beane Unknown

Sean Bett Contact through Plaintiff’s counsel.

Robin Baum 901 Highland Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90038

(310) 461-0100

Erin Boerum Unknown
Malcolm Connolly Unknown
Dr. Connell Cowan Unknown
Bobby de Leon Unknown

Elisa “Christi”” Dembrowski

To be contacted through counsel Dylan Ruga, Stalwart
Law Group, 1100 Glendon Ave., 17th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90024, 310-954-2000

Gina Deuters

Contact through Plaintiff’s counsel.

Stephen Deuters

Contact through Plaintiff’s counsel.

Laura Divenere Unknown
Josh Drew Unknown
Trinity Esparza Unknown
Tyler Hadden Unknown
Cornelius Harrel! Unknown
Nathan Holmes Unknown
Jerry Judge Deceased
Ben King Unknown
Dr. David Kipper Unknown

10




Debbic Lloyd

Unknown

Joel Mandel

To be contacted through Michael Kump and Suann
Maclsaac, Kinsella Weitzman Iser Kump & Aldisert
I.LP, 808 Wilshire Blvd., Santa Monica, CA 90401,
310-566-9800

Samantha McMillen Unknown
Kevin Murphy Unknown
Todd Norman Unknown
Brandon Patterson Unknown
C.I. Roberts Unknown
Tara Roberts Unknown
Alejandro Romero Unknown
Anthony Romero Unknown
Melissa Saenz Unknown
Trudy Salven Unknown
Sam Sarkar Unknown
Robin Schulman Unknown
Doug Stanhope Unknown

Laura Wasser

2049 Century Park East, Suite 800
Los Angeles, CA 90067, (310) 277-7117

Wasser, Cooperman & Mandles, P.C.

2049 Century Park East, Suite 800
Los Angeles, CA 90067, (310) 277-7117

Jessica Weitz Unknown
Bruce Witkin Unknown
Keenan Wyatt Unknown

11




Blair Berk Unknown

Jacob Bloom Unknown

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER:
Plaintiff reiterates the objections stated above in its original Answer, Subject to and

without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows:

Person Contact Information

Isaac Baruch Unknown

Lisa Beane Unknown

Blair Berk Unknown

Sean Bett Contact through Plaintiff’s counsel.

Robin Baum 901 Highland Ave, Los Angeles, CA 90038
(310) 461-0100

Jacob Bloom Unknown

Erin Boerum Unknown

Natasha Brooks 11566 Huston Street, Valley Village, CA 91601

Malcolm Connolly Unknown

Dr. Connell Cowan Unknown

Bobby de Leon Unknown

Elisa “Christi” Dembrowski To be contacted through counsel Dylan Ruga, Stalwart
Law Group, 1100 Glendon Ave., [ 7th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90024, 310-954-2000

Gina Deuters Contact through Plaintiff’s counsel.

Stephen Deuters Contact through Plaintiff’s counsel.

12




Laura Divenere

c/o Lee A. Sherman, Callahan Thompson Sherman &

Caudill LLP, 2601 Main Street, Suite 800, Irvine, CA

92614
Josh Drew Unknown
Trinity Esparza Unknown

James Franco

c/o Michael Plonsker, Plonsker Law, LLP, 100 Wilshire

Blvd., #940, Santa Monica, CA 90401

Greenberg Glusker Fields Claman &

1900 Avenue of the Stars, 21 St Floor, Los Angeles, CA

Machtinger LLP 90067, (310) 553-3610
Tyler Hadden Unknown
Cornelius Harrell Unknown
Whitney Henriquez Unknown
Nathan Holmes Unknown

Jennifer Howell

3278 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90019

Kate James 1138 N. Poinsettia Place, West Hollywood, CA 90046
Jerry Judge Deceased
Ben King Unknown

Samantha Klein

Wasser, Cooperman & Mandles, PC, 2049 Century Park

East, Suite 800, Los Angeles, CA 90067

Dr. David Kipper Unknown
Debbie Lloyd Unknown
Joel Mandel To be contacted through Michael Kump and Suann

Maclsaac, Kinsella Weitzman Iser Kump & Aldisert

13




LLP, 808 Wilshire Blvd., Santa Monica, CA 90401,
310-566-9800

Elizabeth Marz

c/o Anya J. Goldstein, Summa LLP, 800 Wilshire Blvd.,

Suite 1050, Los Angeles, CA 90019

Samantha McMillen Unknown
Kevin Murphy Unknown
Elon Musk 10911 Chalon Road, Los Angeles, CA 90077
Todd Norman Unknown
Brandon Patterson Unknown

Raquel Pennington

¢/o Anya J. Goldstein, Summa LLP, 800 Wilshire Blvd.,

Suite 1050, Los Angeles, CA 90019

C.J. Roberts Unknown
Tara Roberts Unknown
Alejandro Romero Unknown
Anthony Romero Unknown
Melissa Saenz Unknown
Trudy Salven Unknown
Sam Sarkar Unknown
Robin Schulman Unknown

Martin D. Singer

Lavely & Singer, 2049 Century Park East, Suite 2400,

Los Angeles, CA 90067-2906, (310) 556-3501

Samantha Spector

Spector Law, 1901 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 1020, Los

Angeles, CA 90067, (424) 313-7500

14




Doug Stanhope Unknown

Laura Wasser 2049 Century Park East, Suite 800

Los Angeles, CA 90067, (310) 277-7117

Wasser, Cooperman & Mandles, P.C. | 2049 Century Park East, Suite 800

Los Angeles, CA 90067, (310) 277-7117

Jessica Weitz Unknown
Bruce Witkin Unknown
iO Tillett Wright c/o Anya J. Goldstein, Summa LLP, 800 Wilshire Blvd,,

Suite 1050, Los Angeles, CA 90019

Keenan Wyatt Unknown

12. Identify each Romantic Partner, other than Ms. Heard, that You have had in the past 10
years.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor proportional to
this case. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information more readily
obtained by other means, including by way to deposition testimony and/or document discovery.
Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff, and
constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintifl further objects to this Interrogatory as calling for

information that is neither relevant nor proportional to this case.

15




Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, none of Mr. Depp’s priot
Romantic Partners have ever alleged any acts of physical violence or abuse by Mr. Depp other
than Ms. Heard. Notwithstanding the foregoing, Mr. Depp has had romantic relationships in the
past ten years with Vanessa Paradis and Polina Glen.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER:

Plaintiff reiterates the objections stated above in its original Answer. Subject to and

without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: Vanessa Paradis,

Polina Glen and Rochelle Hathaway.

Dated: August 21, 2020

Respectfully submitted,

Benjamin G. Chew (VSB #29113)
Camille M. Vasquez (pro hac vice)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB #89093)
BROWN RUDNICK, LLP

601 Thirteenth Street NW, Suite 600
Washington, DC 20005

Phone: (202) 536-1785

Fax: (617) 289-0717
bchew(@brownrudnick.com

- and -

Adam R. Waldman (pro hac vice)

THE ENDEAVOR GROUP LAW FIRM, P.C.
1775 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 350
Washington, DC 20006

Counsel for Plaintiff John C. Depp, 1
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 21st day of August 2020, I caused copies of the foregoing to
be served via email (per written agreement between the Parties) on the following:

A. Benjamin Rottenborn (VSB No. 84796)
Joshua R. Treece (VSB No. 79149)
WOODS ROGERS PLC

10 S. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.O. Box 14125

Roanoke, Virginia 24011

Telephone: (540) 983-7540
brottenborn@woodsrogers com
Jjtreece@woodsrogers.com

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft (VSB No. 23766)
Carla D. Brown (VSB No. 44803)
Adam S. Nadelhaft (VSB No. 91717)
David E. Murphy (VSB No. 90938)
CHARLSON BREDEHOFT COHEN &
BROWN, P.C.

11260 Roger Bacon Dr., Suite 201
Reston, VA 20190

Phone: 703-318-6800

Fax: 703-318-6808
ebredchoft@cbeblaw.com
cbrown{@cbceblaw.com
anahelhaft@cbcblaw.com
dmurphy@cbceblaw.com

Counsel for Defendant Amber Laura Heard

Andrew C. Crawford
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, II

Plaintiff,
V.
AMBER LAURA HEARD,
Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911
Defendant,

PLAINTIFF JOHN C. DEPP, II’S SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS
TO DEFENDANT AMBER LAURA HEARD’S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES

Pursuant to Rule 4:8 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff John C.
Depp, 11, by and through his undersigned counsel, hereby responds and objects to Defendant
Amber Laura Heard's Second Set of Interrogatories (each, an “Interrogatory” and collectively,
the “Interrogatory”), dated November 15, 2019 and served in the above captioned action
(*“Action™) as follows:'

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Plaintiff incorporates by reference as if fully set forth herein the General
Objections contained in the Responses and Objections to Defendant’s First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents and Things to Plaintiff, dated Septemnber 3, 2019,

OBJECTIONS TO INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

Instructions

' Ms. Heard’s November 15, 2019 Interrogatories are titled “First Set of Interrogatories.”
But Ms. Heard served her “First” Interrogatories on October 7, 2019, Mr. Depp will refer to the
Interrogatories served on November 15,2019 as the “Second Set of Interrogatories.”




1. In accordance with the Rules of this Court, You shall answer the following

Interrogatories separately and fully, in writing, under oath.
RESPONSE: No objection.
2. The answers You provide are to be signed by You.

RESPONSE: No objection.
3. Where knowledge or information in Your possession is requested, such request

includes knowledge of Your agent(s), employee(s), assign(s), representative(s), and all others
acting on Your behalf.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires knowledge from individuals not under
Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff will provide information based on his personal
knowledge.

4. Whenever appropriate in these Interrogatories, the singular form of a word shall
be interpreted as its plural to whatever extent is necessary to bring within the scope of these

Interrogatories any information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.

RESPONSE: No objection.
5. Unless otherwise indicated, these Interrogatories refer to the time, place, and
circumstances of the occurrences mentioned or complained of in the pleadings in this case.
RESPONSE: No objection.
6. All references to an entity include the entity and its agents, officers, employees,

representatives, subsidiaries, divisions, successors, predecessors, assigns, parents, affiliates, and

unless privileged, its attorneys and accountants.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to provide information from
individuals and entities not under Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff will provide
information based on his personal knowledge.




7. If You perceive any ambiguities in a question, instruction, definition, or other
aspect of these discovery requests, st forth the matter deemed ambiguous and the construction
used in answering.

RESPONSE: No objection.

8. If You assert a claim of privilege as to any of Your responses to the Interrogatories,
state the basis for the asserted privilege, specify the privilege claimed, and include in Your answer
sufficient information to permit the Court to make an informed ruling on the claim of privilege. If
the claim relates to a privileged document, state the date, person or persons who prepared or
participated in preparing the document, the name and address of any person to whom the document
was shown or sent, the general subject matter of the document, the present or last known location
and custodian of the original of the document, and the basis for the claim of privilege with respect
to the document. If the claim of privilege relates to a communication, state the date(s), place(s)
and person(s) involved in the communication, the subject matter of the communication, and the
basis for the claim of privilege with respect to that communication. Reliance on any claim of
privilege is subject to the Rules of this Court, including the production of a privilege log.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to produce a privilege log in a

specific manner at a specific time. Plaintiff will produce a privilege log at a time
and in a manner to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith.

9. If You perceive any discovery request to be overly broad, unduly burdensome, or
objectionable for any other reason, respond to the fullest extent possible and clearly note any
objection so that the Court will be permitted to make an informed ruling on the objection.

RESPONSE: No objection.

10. In answering each interrogatory:




a state whether the answer is within the personal knowledge of the person
answering the interrogatory and identify each person known to have
personal knowledge of the answer; and

b identify each document that was used in any way to formulate the answer.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to provide information from

individuals and entities not under Plaintiff's control. Plaintiff will provide
information based on his personal knowledge

11. If, after a reasonable and thorough investigation, using due diligence, You are
unable to answer any interrogatory, or any part of an interrogatory, on the grounds of lack of
information available to You, specify why the information is not available to You and what has
been done to locate such information

RESPONSE: No objection,

12. These interrogatories are continuing in character so as to require You to promptly
amend or supplement Your responses in accordance with the Rules of the Supreme Court of
Virginia within a reasonable time if You obtain or become aware of any further information
responsive to these interrogatories. Ms. Heard reserves the right to propound additional

interrogatories.
RESPONSE: No objection.
Definitions
a Action. The Term “Action” means the above-captioned action.
RESPONSE: No objection.
b And/or. The use of “and/or” shall be interpreted in every instance both
conjunctively and disjunctively in order to bring within the scope of these discovery requests any

information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.




RESPONSE: No objection.

c Communication, The term “communication” means any oral or written
exchange of words, thoughts, or ideas to another person, whether person-to-person, in a group,
by phone, text (SMS), letter, fax, e-mail, internet post or correspondence, social networking post
or correspondence or by any other process, electric, electronic, or otherwise. All such
Communications are included without regard to the storage or transmission medium
(electronically stored information and hard copies are included within this definition).

RESPONSE: No objection.

d Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by
Plaintiff in this matter, currently pending before this Court.

RESPONSE: No objection.

e Concerning. The term “concerning” means relating to, referring to,
describing, evidencing, or constituting.

RESPONSE: No objection.

f Correspondence. The term “correspondence™ means any document(s)
and/or communication(s) sent to or received from another entity and/or person.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it is duplicative of the terms Document and

Communication, and to the extent that it secks to impose burdens beyond what are

required by the Rules.

g Defendant and/or Ms. Heard. The terms “Defendant” and/or “Ms. Heard”
refer to Defendant Amber Laura Heard, including her agents, representatives, employees,
assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on her behalf.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it is inclusive of “agents, representatives,
employees, assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on her behalf,”




h Devices. The term “devices” is defined in its broadest terms currently
recognized.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it seeks to define devices in the “broadest terms

currently recognized.” Plaintiff further objects to this term as vague and
ambiguous because simply defining a term in the “broadest terms currently
recognized” does not provide any guidance to Plaintiff as to what this term
actually means. Plaintiff will interpret this term to mean the devices identified in

response to Defendant’s First Interrogatory No. 3.

i Document. The term “document” is defined in its broadest terms currently
recognized. The term shall include, without limitations: any written or other compilation of
information (whether printed, handwritten, recorded, or encoded, produced, reproduced, or
reproducible by any other process), drafts (revisions or finals), original or preliminary notes, and
summaries of other documents, communications of any type (e-mail, text messages, blog posts,
social media posts or other similar communications or correspondence), computer tape,
computer files, and including all of their contents and attached files. The term “document” shall
also include but not be limited to: correspondence, memoranda, contractual documents,
specifications, drawings, photographs, images, aperture cards, notices of revisions, test reports,
inspection reports, evaluations, technical reports, schedules, agreements, reports, studies,
analyses, projections, forecasts, summaries, records of conversations or interviews, minutes or
records of conferences or meetings, manuals, handbooks, brochures, pamphlets, advertisements,
circulars, press releases, financial statements, calendars, diaries, trip reports, etc. A draft of a
non-identical copy is a separate document within the meaning of this term.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the Rules.

i ESI. “ESI” means electronically stored information.

RESPONSE: No objection.




k Identify (with respect to documents). When referring to documents, to
“identify” means to give, to the extent known, the (i) type and title of document; (ii) general
subject matter; (iii) date of the document; and (iv) author(s), addressee(s), and recipient(s).

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are

required by the Rules.
1 Identify (with respect to persons). When referring to a person, to

“identify” means to give, to the extent known, the person’s full name, present or last known
address, telephone number, and email address, and when referring to a natural person,
additionally, the present or last known home address and telephone number. Once a person has
been identified in accordance with this definition, only the name of that person need be listed in
response to subsequent discovery requesting the identification of that person.

RESPONSE: No objection.

m Identify (with respect to things). When referring to tangible or intangible
things, to “identify” means to describe, to the extent known, the (i) type of thing; (ii) any unique
identifiers pertaimng to that thing (including, for example, corporate registration number, registered

name, account number, username, serial number, email address, or any other unique characteristic); and

(iii) the owner or controller of the thing.
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the rules.

n Including. The term “including” means including but not limited to.

RESPONSE: No objection,
0 Performance. The term “Performance,” in relation to Mr. Depp, means
any creative work in which Mr. Depp or his likeness is, was, will be, may be, or is contemplated

to appear, whether or not in exchange for payment or other benefit to Mr, Depp, and includes




(without limitation) any appearance (or potential appearance) by Mr. Depp in any film, TV
series, produce endorsement, advertisement, musical pecformance, or in-person appearance. To
avoid doubt, a Performance includes any creative work in which it was contemplated that Mr.
Depp or his likeness would be featured, even if the work was ultimately created without Mr.
Depp or his likeness appearing.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the rules. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent that it
seeks to include performances in which it was “contemplated” that Plaintiff be
featured, as Mr. Depp cannot reasonably be expected to have knowledge of every
performance in which third parties, whether known or unknown to Mr. Depp,
contemplated featuring him.

o Person. The term “person” is defined as any natural person, business,
company, partnership, legal entity, governmental entity, and/or association.

RESPONSE: No objection.

q Plaintiff and/or Mr. Depp. The terms “Plaintiff* and/or “Mr, Depp” refer
to Plaintiff John C. Depp, II, including his agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and
unless privileged, all persons acting on his behalf.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it is inclusive of “agents, representatives,

employces, assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on his behalf.”

r Romantic Partners. The term “Romantic Partners” shall mean any
persons You have touched in a sexual manner in the past ten (10) years, meaning: (a) direct
contact between any part of your body and another person’s genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner
thigh, or buttocks; or (b) direct contact between any part of a third party’s body and your
genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner thigh, or buttocks.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, vague and ambiguous to the extent it seeks to impose burdens
beyond those required by the Rules. This term is overly broad in its ten year




scope, and vague and ambiguous in its use of the terms “direct contact” and
“sexual manner.” Plaintiff further objects to this term to the extent that it is
inflammatory and harassing, assumes facts not in evidence, lacks foundation, calls
for a medical and/or legal conclusion and seeks information unrelated to this case
and that is unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff will
agree to meet and confer with Defendant regarding this term.

s You and/or Your. The terms “You” and/or “Your” refer to the recipient(s)
of these discovery requests, as well as all persons and entities over which said recipient has
“control” as understood by the Rules of this Court.

RESPONSE: No objcction.

INTERROGATORIES

1. Identify any payments, gifts, or transfers of value of any kind, whether in monetary form or
otherwise, made by You (and/or any entity or person affiliated or associated with You or
acting on Your behalf) or concerning or for the benefit of You (and/or any entity or person
affiliated or associated with You or acting on Your behalf), from 2012 to present to Winona
Ryder, Jennifer Grey, Lori Allison, Sherilynn Fenn, Holly Robinson, Traci Lords, Juliette
Lewis, Tatjana Patitz, Ellen Barkin, Kate Moss, Naomi Campbell, Vanessa Paradis, Christina
Ricci, Keira Knightly, Marion Cotillard, Angelina Jolie, Eva Green, Ashley Oslen, Ruth
Wilson, Robin Baum, Polina Glen, or any other Romantic Partners.

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the
extent it asks Plaintiff to identify any “transfer” of any kind to any of 21 identified individuals
plus an indefinite number of “romantic partners.” Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to
the extent it seeks documents and communications regarding *“any” “romantic partners.” Plaintiff
further objects to this Interrogatory as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence
and that it seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary
to the issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is
intended to harass Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this

Interrogatory as unreasonably cumulative and duplicative of Defendant’s document requests,



specifically Request No. 2 in Defendant’s Third Request for Production of Documents, and for
which Plaintiff has agreed to produce responsive documents.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not respond to this Interrogatory.
SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER:

Plaintiff reiterates the objections stated above in its original Answer. Subject to and
without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff has no
independent recollection or records of any payments, gifts, or transfers of value of any kind,
whether in monetary form or otherwise, made to: Winona Ryder, Jennifer Grey, Lori Allison,
Sherilynn Fenn, Holly Robinson, Traci Lords, Juliette Lewis, Tatjana Patitz, Ellen Barkin, Kate
Moss, Naomi Campbell, Christina Ricci, Keira Knightly, Marion Cotillard, Angelina Jolie, Eva
Green, Ashley Oslen or Ruth Wilson. Plaintiff will identify non-privileged documents responsive
to this Interrogatory relating to any payments, gifts, or transfers of value of any kind made to
Vanessa Paradis, Polina Glen and Robin Baum, if any, by Bates number following document
preduction, in accordance with Rule 4.8(f).

2, State Your fees from every Performance from 2010 to the present.
ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and
to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and that it
seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as unreasonably cumulative

and duplicative of Defendant’s document requests, specifically Request No. 3 in Defendant’s
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Third Request for Production of Documents, and for which Plaintiff has agreed to produce
responsive documents.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not respond to this Interrogatory.
SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER:

Plaintiff reiterates the objections stated above in its original Answer. Subject to and
without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff will
identify non-privileged documents responsive to this Interrogatory relating to his fees from every
Performance for 2010 to the present, by Bates number following document production, in
accordance with Rule 4.8(f).

Dated: August 21, 2020

Respectfully submitted,

Benjamin G. Chew (V8B #29113)
Camille M. Vasquez (pro hac vice)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB #89093)
BROWN RUDNICK, LLP

601 Thirteenth Street NW, Suite 600
Washington, DC 20005

Phone: (202) 536-1785

Fax: (617)289-0717
bechew@brownrudnick.com

- and -

Adam R. Waldman (pro hac vice)

THE ENDEAVOR GROUP LAW FIRM, P.C.
1775 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 350
Washington, DC 20006

Counsel for Plaintiff John C. Depp, Il
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 21st day of August 2020, 1 caused copies of the foregoing to
be served via email (per written agreement between the Parties) on the following:

A. Benjamin Rottenborn (VSB No. 84796)
Joshua R. Treece (VSB No. 79149)
WOODS ROGERS PLC

10 S. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.O. Box 14125

Roanoke, Virginia 24011

Telephone: (540) 983-7540
brottenborn@woodsrogers.com
jtreece@woodsrogers.com

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft (VSB No. 23766)
Carla D. Brown (VSB No. 44803)
Adam S. Nadelhaft (VSB No. 91717)
David E. Murphy (VSB No. 90938)
CHARLSON BREDEHOFT COHEN &
BROWN, P.C.

11260 Roger Bacon Dr., Suite 201
Reston, VA 20190

Phone: 703-318-6800

Fax: 703-318-6808
ebredehoft@cbeblaw.com
cbrown(@cbceblaw.com
anahelhaft@cbceblaw.com
dmurphy{@cbcblaw.com

Counsel for Defendant Amber Laura Heard

Andrew C. Crawford
63832943 v)
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, 11

Plaintiff,
v.
AMBER LAURA HEARD,
Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911
Defendant

PLAINTIFF JOHN C. DEPP, II’S SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS
TO DEFENDANT AMBER LAURA HEARD’S FIRST REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

Pursuant to Rule 4:11 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia and the Court’s
Order of August 10, 2020, Plaintiff John C. Depp, II, by and through his undersigned counsel,
hereby responds and objects to Defendant Amber Laura Heard’s First Set of Request For
Admission (each, a “Request” and collectively, the “Requests™), dated November 15, 2019 and
served in the above captioned action (“Action”) as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Plaintiff incorporates by reference as if fully set forth herein the General
Objections contained in the Responses and Objections to Defendant’s First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents and Things to Plaintiff, dated September 3, 2019.

OBJECTIONS TO INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

Instructions
1. In accordance with the Rules of this Court, You shall answer the following

Requests separately and fully, in writing.




RESPONSE: No objection.

2. When information in Your possession is requested, such request includes non-
privileged information in the possession of Your agent(s), employee(s). assign(s),
representative(s), and all others acting on your behalf.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires information from individuals not under

Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff will admit in or deny these requests in accordance
with his personal knowledge.

3. Whenever appropriate in these Requests, the singular form of a word shall be
interpreted as its plural to whatever extent is necessary to bring within the scope of these
Requests any information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.

RESPONSE: No objection.

4. Unless otherwise indicated, these Requests refer to the time, place, and

circumstances of the occurrences mentioned or complained of in the pleadings in this case.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensomie, to the extent that it requires information from individuals not under
Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff will admit in or deny these requests in accordance
with his personal knowledge.

5. All references to an entity include the entity and its agents, officers, employees,
represcentatives, subsidiaries, divisions, successors, predecessors, assigns, parents, affiliates, and
unless privileged, its attorneys and accountants.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires information from individuals not under

Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff will admit in or deny these requests in accordance
with his personal knowledge.

6. If You perceive any ambiguities in an question, instruction, definition, or other
aspect of these discovery requests, set forth the matter deemed ambiguous and the construction

used in answering,.




RESPONSE: No objection.

7. If You assert a claim of privilege as to any of Your responses to the Requests,
state the basis for the asserted privilege, specify the privilege claimed, and include in Your
answer sufficient information to permit the Court to make an informed ruling on the claim of
privilege. If the claim relates to a privileged document, state the date, person or persons who
prepared or participated in preparing the document, the name and address of any person to whom
the document was shown or sent, the general subject matter of the document, the present or last
known location and custodian of the original of the document, and the basis for the claim of
privilege with respect to the document. If the claim of privilege relates to 2 communication, state
the date(s), place(s) and person(s) involved in the communication, the subject matter of the
communication, and the basis for the claim of privilege with respect to that communication.
Reliance on any claim of privilege is subject to the Rules of this Court, including the production
of a privilege log.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to produce a privilege log in a

specific manner at a specific time. Plaintiff will produce a privilege log at a time
and in a manner to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith.

3. If You perceive any Request to be overly broad, unduly burdensome, or
objectionable for any other reason, respond to the fullest extent possible and clearly note any
objection so that the Court will be permitted to make an informed ruling on the objection.

RESPONSE: No objection.

9. These Requests are continuing in character so as to require You to promptly
amend or supplement Your responses in accordance with the Rules of the Supreme Court of
Virginia within a reasonable time if You obtain or become aware of any further information

responsive to these Requests. Ms. Heard reserves the right to propound additional Requests.




RESPONSE: No objection.
Definitions

a Action. The Term “Action™ means the above-captioned action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

b And/or, The use of “and/or” shall be interpreted in every instance both
conjunctively and disjunctively in order to bring within the scope of these discovery requests any
information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.

RESPONSE: No objection.

c Communication. The term “communication” means any oral or written
exchange of words, thoughts, or ideas to another person, whether person-to-person, in a group,
by phone, text (SMS), letter, fax, e-mail, internet post or correspondence, social networking post
or correspondence or by any other process, electric, electronic, or otherwise. All such
Communications are included without regard to the storage or transmission medium
(electronically stored information and hard copies are included within this definition).

RESPONSE: No objection.

d Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by
Plaintiff in this matter, currently pending before this Court.

RESPONSE: No objection.

e Concerning. The term “concerning” means relating to, referring to,
describing, evidencing, or constituting,

RESPONSE: No objection.

f Correspondence. The term “correspondence” means any document(s)

and/or communication(s) sent to or received from another entity and/or person.




RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it is duplicative of the terms Document and
Communication, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the Rules.

g Defendant and/or Ms. Heard. The terms “Defendant” and/or “Ms. Heard”

refer to Defendant Amber Laura Heard, including her agents, representatives, employees,

assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on her behalf.

recognized.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it is inclusive of “agents, representatives,
employees, assigns, and unless privileged, all persons acting on her behalf.”

h Devices. The termn “devices” is defined in its broadest terms currently

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it seeks to define devices in the “broadest terms
currently recognized.” Plaintiff further objects to this term as vague and
ambiguous because simply defining a term in the “broadest terms currently
recognized” does not provide any guidance to Plaintiff as to what this term
actually means. Plaintiff will interpret this term to mean the devices identified in
response to Defendant’s First Interrogatory No. 3.

i Document. The term “document™ is defined in its broadest terms currently

recognized. The term shall include, without limitations: any written or other compilation of

information (whether printed, handwritten, recorded, or encoded, produced, reproduced, or

reproducible by any other process), drafts (revisions or finals), original or preliminary notes, and

summaries of other documents, communications of any type (¢-mail, text messages, blog posts,

social media posts or other similar communications or correspondence), computer tape,

computer files, and including all of their contents and attached files. The term “document” shall

also include but not be limited to: correspondence, memoranda, contractual documents,

specifications, drawings, photographs, images, aperture cards, notices of revisions, test reports,

inspection reports, evaluations, technical reports, schedules, agreements, reports, studies,




analyses, projections, forecasts, summaries, records of conversations or interviews, minutes or
records of conferences or meetings, manuals, handbooks, brochures, pamphlets, advertisements,
circulars, press releases, financial statements, calendars, diaries, trip reports, etc. A draft of a
non-identical copy is a separate document within the meaning of this term.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the Rules.

j ESL “ESI” means electronically stored information.

RESPONSE: No objection.

k Identify (with respect to documents). When referring to documents, to
“identify” means to give, to the extent known, the (i) type and title of document; (ii) general
subject matter; (iii) date of the document; and (iv) author(s), addressee(s), and recipient(s).

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are

required by the Rules.
1 Identify (with respect to persons). When referring to a person, to

“identify” means to give, to the extent known, the person’s full name, present or last known
address, telephone number, and email address, and when referring to a natural person,
additionally, the present or last known home address and telephone number. Once a person has
been identified in accordance with this definition, only the name of that person need be listed in
response to subsequent discovery requesting the identification of that person.

RESPONSE: No objection,

m Identify (with respect to things). When referring to tangible or intangible
things, to “identify” means to describe, to the extent known, the (i) type of thing; (ii) any unique

identifiers pertaining to that thing (including, for example, corporate registration number, registered




name, account number, username, serial number, email address, or any other unique characteristic), and
(iii) the owner or controller of the thing.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, and to the extent that it secks to impose burdens beyond what are

required by the rules.

n Including. The term “including” means including but not limited to.

RESPONSE: No objection.

o Performance. The term “Performance,” in relation to Mr, Depp, means
any creative work in which Mr. Depp or his likeness is, was, will be, may be, or is contemplated
to appear, whether or not in exchange for payment or other benefit to Mr. Depp, and includes
(without limitation) any appearance (or potential appearance) by Mr. Depp in any film, TV
series, product endorsement, advertisement, musical performance, or in-person appearance. To
avoid doubt, a Performance includes any creative work in which it was contemplated that Mr.
Depp or his likeness would be featured, even if the work was ultimately created without Mr.
Depp or his likeness appearing.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the rules. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent that it
seeks to include performances in which it was “contemplated” that Plaintiff be
featured, as Mr. Depp cannot reasonably be expected to have knowledge of every
performance in which third parties, whether known or unknown to Mr. Depp,
contemplated featuring him.

p Person. The term “person” is defined as any natural person, business,

company, partnership, legal entity, governmental entity, and/or association.

RESPONSE: No objection.




q Plaintiff and/or Mr. Depp, The terms “Plaintiff” and/or “Mr. Depp” refer
to Plaintiff John C. Depp, I, including his agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and all
persons acting on his behalf.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it is inclusive of “agents, representatives,

employees, assigns, and all persons acting on his behalf.” Plaintiff will interpret
this term to exclude all privileged communications and documents.

r Romantic Partners. The term “Romantic Partners” shall mean any
persons you have touched in a sexual manner in the past ten (10) years, meaning: (a) direct
contact between any part of your body and another person’s genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner
thigh, or buttocks; or (b) direct contact between any part of a third party’s body and your
genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner thigh, or buttocks.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, vague and ambiguous to the extent it seeks to impose burdens

beyond those required by the Rules. This term is overly broad in its ten year
scope, and vague and ambiguous in its use of the terms “direct contact” and

“sexual manner.” Plaintiff further objects to this term to the extent that it is

inflammatory and harassing, assumes facts not in evidence, lacks foundation, calls

for a medical and/or legal conclusion and seeks information unrelated to this case
and that s unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff will
agree to meet and confer with Defendant regarding this term.

s You and/or Your. The terms “You” and/or “Your” refer to the recipient(s)
of these discovery requests, as well as all persons and entities over which said recipient has
*“control™ as understood by the Rules of this Court.

RESPONSE: No objection.

REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

11. Admit that You destroyed or damaged property in the presence of Amber Heard.

ANSWER;




In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff, and
constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence and that it secks information that is irrelevant, immaterial,
or unnecessary to the issues in this Action.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not respond to this Request.

SUPPLEMENTAIL ANSWER:

Plaintiff reiterates the objections stated above in its original Answer. Plaintiff further
objects to this Request on the grounds it is vague and ambiguous as to the phrase “destroyed or
damaged property.” The Request does not specify the type of property, the value of the property,
the type of damage, nor the amount of damage. Subject to and without waiving any of the
foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: Admit Plaintiff may have destroyed or
damaged some type of property in the presence of Ms. Heard at some point, but without a more
specific question that specifically identifies the property in question and describes the nature of

the damage alleged, Mr. Depp is unable to further respond to this Request.

12, Admit that You called Amber Heard a “slut.”

ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff, and
constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence and that it seeks information that is irrelevant, immaterial,
or unnecessary to the issues in this Action.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not respond to this Request.




SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER:

Plaintiff reiterates the objections stated above in its original Answer. Plaintiff further
objects to this Request on the grounds it is vague and ambiguous as to the term “called.” Subject
to and without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: Admit
Plaintifi may have used the word “slut” when referring to Ms. Heard but Plaintiff has no

independent recollection of using the word.

13. Admit that You called Amber Heard a “whore.”
ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff, and
constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence and that it secks information that is irrelevant, immaterial,
or unnecessary to the issues in this Action.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not respond to this Request.
SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER:

Plaintiff reiterates the objections stated above in its original Answer. Plaintiff further
objects to this Request on the grounds it is vague and ambiguous as to the term “called.” Subject
to and without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: Admit
Plaintiff may have used the word “whore” when referring to Ms. Heard but Plaintiff has no

independent recollection of using the word.

14. Admit that You communicated to Amber Heard that she would not have any work as an
actress when she got old and her “tits sag.”

ANSWER:
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In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff, and
constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence and that it seeks information that is irrelevant, immaterial,
or unnecessary to the issues in this Action.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not respond to this Request.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER:

Plaintiff reiterates the objections stated above in its original Answer. Plaintiff further
objects to this Request on the grounds it is vague and ambiguous as to the term “communicated.”
Subject to and without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows:
Admit Plaintiff may have used the phrase in the Request when speaking to Ms. Heard or about
Ms. Heard but Plaintiff has no independent recollection of using the phrase. To the extent the

phrase in the Request was used, it is possible that it was in jest.

15. Admit that You told Amber Heard that she would, should, or wanted to “get raped.”
ANSWER:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff, and
constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence and that it seeks information that is irrelevant, immaterial,
or unnecessary to the issues in this Action.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not respond to this Request.

SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER:

11




Plaintiff reiterates the objections stated above in its original Answer. Plaintiff further
objects to this Request on the grounds it is vague and ambiguous as to the term “told.” Subject to
and without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: Admit
Plaintiff may have used some iteration of the phrase in the Request when speaking to Ms. Heard

or about Ms. Heard but Plaintiff has no independent recollection of using the phrase.
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Dated: August 21, 2020

Respectfully submitted,

Benjamin G. Chew (VSB #29113)
Camille M. Vasquez (pro hac vice)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB #89093)
BROWN RUDNICK, LLP

601 Thirteenth Street NW, Suite 600
Washington, DC 20005

Phone: (202) 536-1785

Fax: (617) 289-0717
bchew@brownrudnick.com

-and -

Adam R. Waldman

THE ENDEAVOR GROUP LAW FIRM, P.C.
1775 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 350
Washington, DC 20006

Counsel for Plamtiff John C. Depp, I




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 21st day of August 2020, I caused copies of the foregoing to
be served via email (per written agreement between the Parties) on the following:

A. Benjamin Rottenborn (VSB No. 84796)
Joshua R. Treece (VSB No. 79149)
WOODS ROGERS PLC

10 S. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.O. Box 14125

Roanoke, Virginia 24011

Telephone: (540) 983-7540
brottenborn@woodsrogers.com
jtreece@woodsrogers.com

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft (VSB No. 23766)
Carla D. Brown (VSB No. 44803)
Adam S. Nadclhaft (VSB No. 91717)
David E. Murphy (VSB No. 90938)
CHARLSON BREDEHOFT COHEN &
BROWN, P.C.

11260 Roger Bacon Dr., Suite 201
Reston, VA 20190

Phone: 703-318-6800

Fax: 703-318-6808
ebredehoft@cbcblaw.com
cbrown{@cbcblaw.com
anahelhaft@cbcblaw.com
dmurphy@cbeblaw.com

Counsel for Defendant Amber Laura Heard

Andrew C, Crawford
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number 9 and number 10. And I sustain the objection
to those -- to those two, except to the extent that
the parties have already agreed that there would be
certain productions.

With regards to interrogatory number 11,
that interrogatory is to be answered and it can
certainly be answered in such a fashion that Mr.
Depp is not required to make any admissions of
things that he contends that he did not do.

With regards to interrogatory number 14,
that is compelled.

With regards to interrogatory number 16,
what it is compelled with regards to is as to facts
as to the damages. I understand that the opinions
of an expert don't need to be disclosed at this time
unless those opinions have been disclosed to
counsel. And counsel is indicting that they don't
have those, as I understand it. But the underlying
facts as to damages, those are certainly some things
that are within his knowledge at this time.

The arrest in Vancouver. Counsel has

indicated they are happy to sign a release. I do
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CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

I, Linda M. Kia, the Verbatim Reporter who
was duly sworn to well and truly report the
foregoing proceedings, do hereby certify that they
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
ability; and that I have no interest in said
proceedings, financial or otherwise, nor through
relationship with any of the parties in interest or
their counsel.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my

hand this 10th day of July, 2020.

B

Linda Marie Kia

Verbatim Court Reporter
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, II

Plaintiff
v,
AMBER LAURA HEARD,
Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911
Defendant.

PLAINTIFF JOHN C. DEPP, II’S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO DEFENDANT
AMBER LAURA HEAR’S FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS AND THINGS

Pursuant to Rule 4:9 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff John C.
Depp, II, by and through his undersigned counsel, hereby responds and objects to Defendant
Amber Laura Heard’s First Request for Production of Documents and Things (each, a “Request”
and collectively, the “Requests™), dated July 30, 2019 and served in the above captioned action
(“Action”) as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. These General Objections are incorporated into each specific response to the
numbered Requests below as if fully repeated therein and are intended, and shall be deemed, to
be in addition to any specific objection included in any response below. The assertion of the
same, similar, or additional objections or partial responses to the individual Requests does not
waive any of Plaintiff’s General Objections. Failure to make a epecific reference to any General

Objection is not a waiver of any General Objection.




2, Plaintiff objects to each and every Request to the extent that the Requests
(including the “Definitions™ and “Instructions” identified in the Requests) (a) are overly broad or
unduly burdensome; (b) are vague, ambiguous, duplicative, cumulative, or do not identify with
reasonable particularity the information sought; (c) call for information that is neither relevant
nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence; (d) seck to impose
obligations on Plaintiff beyond or inconsistent with those required by Virginia law and the rules
of this Court (“Rules™); or (e) purport to seek documents or information not in Plaintiff’s actual
possession, custody, or control; any statement herein that Plaintiff will produce documents
responsive to a specific Request means that Plaintiff will produce documents located through a
reasonable search for documents in its possession, custody, and control.

3. Plaintiff objects to the extent that the discovery sought by the Requests is
obtainable from some other source that is more convenient, less burdensome, or less expensive.

4. Plaintiff objects to the extent the discovery sought is unduly burdensome or
expensive, taking into account the needs of the case, the amount in controver'sy, limitations on
the parties’ resources, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation.

5. Plaintiff objects to each and every Request, Definition, and Instruction to the
extent that they purport to require production of documents at a specified time or place, orina
specified manner. Plaintiff will make documents available in accordance with Rule 4:9 and any
agreement among the parties or orders of the Court governing the conduct of discovery.

6. Plaintiff objects to the Requests to the extent that they seek documents or
information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, protection, exemption or immunity. Plaintiff will prouduce only non-

privileged information. Inadvertent disclosure of any privileged or otherwise protected




documents or information shall not constitute a waiver of any claim of privilege, protection,
exemption or immunity. Plaintiff reserves the right to redact documents produced in response to
the Requests,

7. Plaintiff objects to the Requests, including the Definitions and Instructions
contained therein, to the extent they seek documents or information protected from disclosure as
being a trade secret or other confidential business or proprietary information, or documents or
information that, if produced or disclosed, would result in the violation of any contractual
obligation to third parties.

8. Plaintiff objects to any Request seeking “all” documents on the grounds that
Plaintiff cannot guarantee that he has located every single document responsive to a particular
Request. Subject to the general objections and any qualifications below, Plaintiff will respond to
any Request seeking “all” documents by producing the responsive, non-privileged documents
within its possession, custody, and control that can be located after a reasonable search
conducted in good faith,

9, Plaintiff reserves the right to produce documents responsive to the Requests on a
rolling basis at a time, place, and manner to be agreed on by the parties.

10, Plaintiff objects to the Requests, including the Definitions and Instructions
contained therein, to the extent that they are redundant or duplicative of other specific Requests.
Where information or a document may be respensive to more than one Request, Plaintiff will
provide that information or produce that document only once.

11. Plaintiff objects to the Requests to the extent that they purport to require the

identification and/or restoration of any deleted, legacy, backup, or archival data, or otherwise




seck the production of any document that is not accessible without undue burden or unreasonable
expense.

12.  Plaintiff’s responscs to the Requests are not intended to be, nor shall be deemed,
an admission of matters stated, implied, or assumed by any or all of the Requests. In responding
to the Requests, Plaintiff neither waives nor intends to waive, but expressly reserves, any and all
objections as to the authenticity, relevance, competency, materiality, or admissibility at trial or
during any proceeding of any information or documents produced, set forth, or referred to herein.

13, Any response by Plaintiff stating that it will produce documents is not intended as
a representation that such documents exist within any requested category or categories but solely
as an assertion that Plaintiff will produce (consistent with these Responses and Objections) any
non-privileged, responsive documents or information within its actual possession, custody, or
control that can be located after a reasonable search conducted in good faith.

14.  Plaintiff objects to any factual assumptions, implications, and explicit or implicit
characterizations of facts, events, circumstances, or issues in the Requests, Plaintiff’s responses
herein are not intended to mean that Plaintiff agrees with any factual assumptions, implications,
or any explicit or implicit characterization of facts, events, circumstances, or issues in the
Requests, and are without prejudice to Plaintiff’s right to dispute facts and legal conclusions
assumed in the Requests.

15.  These objections and responses are based on Plainti{f’s present knowledge,
information, and belief, and therefore remain subject to change or modification based on further
discovery of facts or circumstances that may come to Plaintiff’s attention. Plaintiff reserves the
right to rely on any facts, documents, evidence, or other contentions that may develop or come to

its attention at a [ater time and to supplement or amend the responses at any time prior to the




trial. Plaintiff further reserves the right to raise any additional objections deemed necessary or

appropriate in light of any further review.

OBJECTIONS TO INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

Instructions
1. In accordance with the Rules of this Court, you shall serve a written response and
produce the requested documents at the law office of CAMERON/McEVOY, PLLC, 4100
Monument Corner Drive, Suite 420, Fairfax, Virginia 22030, ¢/o Sean Patrick Roche, Esq.
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires production of documents at a specific

time and place. Plaintiff will produce documents at a time and manner on a
schedule to be negotiated by the parties.

2. Unless the context clearly indicates otherwise, use of the words “you” or “your”
refer to the recipient(s) of these discovery requests (as further detailed in the “Definitions”
section below), as well as all persons and entities over which said recipient has “control” as
understood by the Rules of this Court.

RESPONSI: No objection.

3. These Requests are continuing in character, so as to require you to promptly
amend or supplement your answers if you obtain further or different information. If at any time
after compliance with these Requests you should acquire possession, custody, or control of any
additional documents within the scope of these Requests you must furnish such documents to the
law office of CAMERON/McEVOY, PLLC, 4100 Monument Corner Drive, Suite 420, Fairfax,
Virginia 22030, c/o Sean Patrick Roche, Esq., within ten (10) days of their receipt.

RESTONSTI: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires production ol documents within a

certain period of time following receipt. Plaintiff will produce documents at a
time and manner on a schedule to be negotiated by the parties.




4, Where knowledge or information in the possession of a party is requested, such
request includes knowledge of the party’s agent(s), employee(s), and representative(s), including
but not limited to non-privileged information known to your attomeys and accountants.

RESPONSE:: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires production of documents from

individuals not under Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff will produce documents from a
limited number of custodians to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith.

5. Whenever appropriate in these Requests, the singular form of a word shall be
interpreted as its plural to whatever extent is necessary to bring within the scope of these
Requests for Production any information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their
scope.

RESPONSE: No objection.

6. Unless otherwise indicated, these Requests refer to the time, place, and

circumstances of thc occurrences mentioned or complained of in the pleadings in this case.
RESPONSE: No objection.

7. All references to an entity include the entity and its agents, officers, employees,
representatives, subsidiaries, divisions, successors, predecessors, assigns, parents, affiliates, and
unless privileged, its attorneys and accountants.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires production of documents from
individuals not under Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff will produce documents from a
limited number of custodians to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith.

8. I you perceive any ambiguities in a question, instruction, definition, or other
aspect of these discovery requests, set forth the matter deemed ambiguous and the construction

used in answering.

RESPONST;: No objection.




9, If you state a claim of privilege as to any of your responses to the Requests for
Production, state the basis for the privilege, specify the privilege claimed, and include in your
answer sufficient information to permit the Court to make an informed ruling on the claim of
privilege. If the claim relates to a privileged document, state the date, person or persons who
prepared or participated in preparing the document, the name and address of any person to whom
the document was shown or sent, the general subject matter of the document, the present or last
known location and custodian of the original of the document, and the basis for the claim of
privilege with respect to the document. If the claim of privilege relates to a communication, state
the date(s), place(s) and person(s) involved in the communication, the subject matter of the
communication, and the basis for the claim of privilege with respect to that communication,
Reliance on any claim of privilege is subject to the Rules of this Court, including the production
of a privileged log.

RESPONST: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to produce a privilege log in a
specific manner at a specific time. Plaintiff will produce a privilege log at a time
and in a manner to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith.

10.  If you perceive any discovery request to be overly broad, unduly burdensome, or
objectionable for any other reason, respond to the fullest extent possible and clearly note any
objection so that the Court will be permitted to make an informed ruling on the objection.

RESPONSE: No objection.
Definitions
a Communication. The term “communication” means the transmittal of
information (in the form of facts, ideas, inquiries, or otherwise); it includes all conversations,

discussions, letter, telegrams, memoranda, electronic mail, and any other transmission of

information in any form, either oral, written, or electronic.




RESPONST:: No objection.

b Document. The term “document” is defined in its broadest terms currently
recognized. The term shall include, without limitations: any written or other compilation of
information (whether printed, handwritten, recorded, or encoded, produced, reproduced, or
reproducible by any other process), drafts (revisions or finals), original or preliminary notes, and
summaries of other documents, communications of any type (inter-agency/inter-company, intra-
agency/intra-company), computer tape, computer files, and electronic mail (e-mail) including all
of their contents and attached files. The term “document” shall also include but not be limited to:
correspondence, memoranda, contractual documents, specifications, drawings, photographs,
images, aperture cards, notices of revisions, test reports, inspection reports, evaluations, technical
reports, schedules, agreements, reports, studies, analyses, projections, forecasts, summaries,
records of conversations or interviews, minutes or records of conferences or meetings, manuals,
handbooks, brochures, pamphlets, advertisements, circulars, press releases, financial statcments,
calendars, diaries, trip reports, etc. A draft of a non-identical copy is a separate document within
the meaning of this term.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the Rules,

c Correspondence. The term “correspondence” means any document(s)
and/or communication(s) sent tc or received from another entity and/or person.

RESPONSE:: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it is duplicative of the terms Document and

Communication, and to the extent that it seeks to impose burdens beyond what are
required by the Rules.

d Identify (with respect to persons). When referring to a person, to

“identify” means to give, to the extent known, the person’s full name, present or last known



business address and telephone number and when referring to a natural person, additionally, the
present or last known home address and telephone number. Once a person has been identified in
accordance with this definition, only the name of that person need be listed in response to
subsequent discovery requesting the identification of that person.

RESPONSE: No objection.

e Identify (with respect fo documents), When referring to documents, to
“identify” means to give, to the extent known, the (i) type and title of document; (i} general
subject matter; (iii) date of the document; and (iv) author(s), addressee(s), and recipient(s).

RESPONSE: No objection.

f Person. The term “person” is defined as any natural person, business,
company, partnership, legal entity, governmental entity, and/or association.

RESTONSI: No objection.

g Concerning, The term “concerning” means relating to, referring to,
describing, evidencing, or constituting.

RESPONSE: No objection.

h Including. The term “including” means including but not limited to.

RESPONSE: No objection.

i And/or, The use of “and/or” shall be interpreted in every instance both
conjunctively and disjunctively in order to bring within the scope of these discovery requests any
information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.

RIISPONSE: No objection.



j Defendant and/or Ms. Heard. The terms “Defendant” and/or “Ms. Heard”
refer to Defendant Amber Laura Heard, including her agents, representatives, employees,
assigns, and unless privileged, her attormeys and accountants.

RESTPONST: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unda'lly

burdensome, to the extent that it is inclusive of “agents, representatives,

employees, assigns, and unless privileged, her attorneys and accountants.”

k Plaintiff and/or Mr, Depp. The terms “Plaintifl* and/or “Mr. Depp” refer
to Plaintiff John C. Depp, II, including his agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and
unless privileged, his attorncys and accountants,

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, to the extent that it is inclusive of “agents, representatives,

employees, assigns, and unless privileged, his attorneys and accountants.”

I Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by
Plaintiff in this matter, currently pending before this Court.

RESPONSE: No objection.

m Declaration. The term “Declaration” shall mean the Declaration filed by
Plaintiff in this matter as Exhibit 1 to Plaintiff’s Opposition to the Motion to Dismiss.

RESPONSE: No objection.

n Romantic Partners. The term “Romantic Partners” shall mean any
persons you have touched in a sexual manner in the past ten (10) years, meaning: (a) direct
contact between any part of your body and another person’s genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner
thigh, or buttocks; or (b) direct contact between any part of a third party’s body and your
genitalia, anus, groin, breast, inner thigh, or buttocks.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly

burdensome, vague and ambiguous to the extent it seeks to impose burdens

beyond those required by the Rules. This term is overly broad in its ten year
scope, and vague and ambiguous in its use of the terms “direct contact” and
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“sexual manner.” Plainti{f further objects to this term to the extent that it is

inflammatory and harassing, assumes facts not in evidence, lacks foundation, calls

for a medical and/or legal conclusion and seeks information unrelated to this case

and that is unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff will

agree to meet and confer with Defendant regarding this term.

o You and/or Your. The terms “You” and/or “Your” refer to the recipient(s)
of these discovery requests, as well as all persons and entities over which said recipient has
“control™ as understood by the Rules of this Court.

RESPONSY.: No objection.

REQULSTS TOR PRODUCTION

1. All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS from March of 2016 to present relating to
the preparation of a declaration, affidavit, or other statement regarding MS. HEARD,
regardless of whether or not a declaration, affidavit, or other statement was actually
executed.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will preduce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

2. All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS discussing or relating to any statements
or comments YOU have made about your marriage with MS. HEARD from 2016 to

present, including DOCUMENTS, communications, comments or statements given to
news media, tabloids, celebrity publications, gossip publications, and social media.

RESPONSE:

It




In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objccts to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection, Plaintiff also objects to this Request as vague and ambiguous to the extent that it uses
the terms “tabloids, celebrity publications, gossip publications, and social media” because
Defendants did not define these terms or provide a list of media outlets,

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

3. Al DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and any person employed
by YOU or working on your behalf pertaining to any acts of violence, or attempted acts

of violence, by YOU or MS. HEARD.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objcctions to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection. Plaintiff also objects to this Request as vague and ambiguous to the extent that it uses
the phrase “attempted acts of violence” without defining it. Plaintiff further objects to this
request to the extent it seeks production of documents outside of Plaintiff’s custody or control.
Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent that it is intended to harass Plaintiff, and

constitutes an invasion of privacy.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

4, A DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and any person employed

by YOU or working on your behalf pertaining to the use of narcotics by YOU or MS.
HEARD from 2013 to present,

RESTONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications from 2013 to the present. Plaintiff further
objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and that it
seeks documents and communications thal are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is inlended 1o
harass Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not be producing documents in
response to this Request.

5. All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS pertaining to any treatment for alcohol or
drug use or abuse by YOU or MS. HEARD from 2013 to present.

RESPONSL:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications from 2013 to the present. Plaintiff further
objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and that it
seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the

issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is intended to
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harass Plaintiff, and constitutes and invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request
to the extent it calls for confidential personal, business, financial, medical or other proprietary
information protected by law, including information that may be protected by the physician-
patient privilege and/or the Privacy Rule or the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability
Act of 1996 (“HIPPA”). Plaintiff further objects on the ground that this Request calls for a
medical and/or legal conclusion.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not be producing documents in response
to this Request.

6. All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and any person employed

by YOU or working on your behalf pertaining to YOUR travel between May 20, 2014

and May 26, 2014,

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection, Mr. Depp further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents neither
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation nor calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privilcged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

7. All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and any person employed

by YOU or working on your behalf pertaining to YOU or MS. HEARD in Australia
during March of 2015,

RESPONSE:
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In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection. Mr. Depp further objects to this Request to the exient it seeks documents neither
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation nor calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence,

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

8. All non-privileged DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS pertaining to MS,HEARD
or YOUR relationship with MS. HEARD created, edited, sent, or received between May

15,2016 and June 30, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing cbjections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

9. All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS supporting YOUR contention that “The

op-ed’s clear implication that Mr. Depp is a domestic abuser,” as alleged in paragraph 3
of YOUR complaint.

RESPONSE:

15



In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objestions to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent that it calls for a legal
conclusion.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a rcasonable

search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

10. All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS supporting YOUR contention that “Ms.
Heard’s false implication prejudiced Mr. Depp in his career as a film actor and
incalculably (and immediately) dumaged his reputation as a public figure,” as alleged in
paragraph 4 of YOUR COMPLAINT.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule 1o be agreed upon by the parties.

11, All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS related to your termination as the
character “Captain Jack Sparrow” in the Pirates of the Caribbean movie franchise.

RESPONSE:
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In addition to the forcgoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protccted by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks production of documents
outside of Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

12. Al DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS related to any other acting roles which
were not provided to YOU, or which were rescinded, as a result of the op-ed in question.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks production of documents
outside of Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located afler a reasomable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

13, All “security video footage” from the Eastern Columbia Building from 2013 to 2016, as
referenced in paragraph 51 of YOUR COMPLAINT.

RESPONSE:
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In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome. Plaintiff
further objects to this Request to the extent it requires the production of documents outside of
Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce all
security video footage from the Eastern Columbia Building from 2013 to 2016 in his possession,
custody or control.

14, The “surveillance video™ described in paragraph 54 of YOUR COMPLAINT.
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome. Plaintiff
further objects to this Request to the extent it requires the production of documents outside of
Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce all
security video footage described in paragraph 54 of the complaint.

15. Any security or surveillance video from YOUR residence on Sweetzer Avenue in Los
Angeles, California from 2013 to 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it requires the production of

documents outside of Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control.
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In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not be producing documents in

response to this Request.

16, All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS exchanged sent, received, transmitted, or
otherwise exchanged between YOU and any “Eastern Columbia Building personnel”
from 2013 to 2016, as referenced in paragraph 15 of YOUR COMPLAINT.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

17.  DOCUMENTS sufficient to show payments made to “Mr, Depp’s security team,” as
referenced in paragraph 16 of YOUR COMPLAINT from 2012 to present,

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff,
and constitutes an invasion of privacy.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-

privileged documents responsive to this Request and that refer or relate to the claims and

19




defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable search, and in accordance with a

schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

18.  DOCUMENTS sufficient to show payments YOU or anyone acting on your behall made
to Samantha McMillen from 2015 to present.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the forepoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff,
and constitutes an invasion of privacy.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request and that refer or relate to the claims and
defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable search, and in accordance wi.th a
schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

18, DOCUMENTS sufficient to show payments YOU or anyone acting on your behalf made
to any firm or cntity that provides services related to social media (including Twitter,

Instagram, and Facebook) from 2015 to present, not including for services solely related
to marketing films,

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection. PlaintiT further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff,

and constitutes an invasion of privacy.
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Subject to and without waiving the forcgoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request and that refer or relate to the claims and
defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable search, and in accordance with a
schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

20.  DOCUMENTS sufficient to show payments YOU or anyone acting on your behalf made
to any firm or entity that provides services related to print, television, newspaper,

magazine or other traditional media from 2015 to present, not including for services
solely related to marketing films.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff obiects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request and that refer or relate to the claims and
defenses in this case, if any, that are located afier a reasonable search, and in accordance with a
schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

21.  DOCUMENTS sufficient to show payments made to any employee working on Little
Halls Pond Cay from 2014 to 2016 and in 2019.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it sceks the production of documents or communications protecied by the attorney-

client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
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protection, Plaintiff further objects to this Request because it seeks information unlikely to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request and that refer or relate to the claims and
defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable search, and in accordance with a
schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

22. All “newly obtained surveillance camera videos, depositions, and other evidence that

conclusively disprove Ms. Heard’s false allegations,” as described in paragraph 17 of
YOUR COMPLAINT.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it secks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce the newly
obtained surveillance camera videos, depositions, and other evidence described in paragraph 17
of the Complaint, to the extent that such materials are not subject to any confidentiality or
protective orders and are within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control.

23. Al DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS supporting YOUR contention that

“Scattle-based prosecutor declined to press charges against Ms. Heard, but only because

both she and her domestic abuse victim were California residents who werc merely
passing through Washington state,” as alleged in paragraph 25, of YOUR COMPLAINT.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
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extent that it secks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-

client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or

protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

24.  All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS supporting YOUR contention that “Ms.
Heard committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr, Depp during their
marriage,” as alleged in paragraph 27 of YOUR COMPLAINT.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

25, All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS supporting YOUR contention that
“building personnel testified under oath that they again facilitated Elon Musk’s nighttime
visits to Mr. Depp’s penthouse to visit Ms. Heard, key-fobbing him in and out of the

building proximate to the time Ms. Heard presented her battered face to the public and
the court on May 27, 2016,” as alleged in paragraph 34 of YOUR COMPLAINT.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the

extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
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client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

26.  AllDOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS pertaining to YOUR contention that

“Isaac Baruch[] gave a declaration that he repeatedly interacted with Ms. Heard, at close

range, without makeup, and utterly unmarked and uninjured in the days between May 22

and May 27, 2016,” as alleged in paragraph 36 of YOUR COMPLAINT.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce the
declaration of Isaac Baruch.

27. ALl DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS pertaining to YOUR contention that

“[Cornelius] Harrell testified under oath that, on May 22, 2016, Ms. Heard did not have

any bruises, cuts, scratches, or swelling on her face and that “nothing appeared out of the

ordinary about Ms. Heard’s face on May 22, 2016,” as alleged in paragraph 43 of YOUR
COMPLAINT.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the

extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
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client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce a
transcript of Mr. Harrell’s testimony, to the extent that it is not subject to any confidentiality or
protective orders.

28. Al DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS pertaining to YOUR contention that

“Alejandro Romero testified under oath about two specific face-to-face interactions that

he had with Ms. Heard in the days after she claimed that Mr. Depp hit her in the face and

struck her cheek and eye with a cell phone that he threw,” as alleged in paragraph 44 of
YOUR COMPLAINT.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce a
transcript of Mr. Romero’s testimony, to the extent that it is not subject to any confidentiality or
protective orders,

29.  All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS pertaining to YOUR contention that “Ms.

Esparza, who does not know Mr. Depp personally, testified under oath that she thought

that Ms. Heard’s allegation that she had been assaulted by Mr, Depp was ‘false’ because

‘I'saw her several times [in the days after the alleged attack] and I didn’t see that [mark]
on her face,” as alleged in paragraph 48 of YOUR COMPLAINT.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the

extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
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client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection,

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce a
transeript of Mr. Esparza’s testimony, to the extent that it is not subject to any confidentiality or

protective orders.

30. DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS exchanged between YOU and Chrissy Depp
that mention MS. HEARD or any of YOUR other ROMANTIC PARTNERS from 2010
to April, 2019.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications from 2010 to the present. Plaintiff further
objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and that it
seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass
Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the
extent that it seeks documents outside of his possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the feregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request concerning Defendant and that refer or relate to
the claims and defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable search, and in
accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties. Plaintiff does not intend to produce

documents in response to this Request related to any Romantic Partner other than Defendant.

31. DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS exchanged between YOU and Nathan
Holmes that mention MS. HEARD or any of YOUR other ROMANTIC PARTNERS
from 2010 to April, 2019,

RESPONSEL:
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In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff’ objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications from 2010 to the present, and to the extent
that it seeks documents and communications regarding “any” “romantic partners.” Plaintiff
further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
that it seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immatcrial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass
Plaintiff, and constitutcs an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the
extent that it seeks documents outside of his possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request concerning Defendant and that refer or relate to
the claims and defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a rcasonable search, and in
accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties. Plaintiff does not intend to produce
documents in response to this Request related to any Romantic Partner other than Defendant.

32.  DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS exchanged between YOU and Steven Deuters

that mention MS. HEARD or any of YOUR other ROMANTIC PARTNERS from 2010

to April, 2019.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintift objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications from 2010 to the present and to the extent
that it secks documents and communications regardiné “any” “romantic partners.” Plaintiff
further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
that it seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the

issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass
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Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the
extent that it seeks documents outside of his possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request concerning Defendant and that refer or relate to
the claims and defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable search, and in
accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties. Plaintiff does not intend to produce
documents in response to this Request related to any Romantic Partner other than Defendant.

33.  DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS exchanged between YOU and Christi

Dembrowski that mention MS. HEARD or any of YOUR other ROMANTIC
PARTNERS from 2010 to April, 2019.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications from 2010 to the present and to the extent
that it secks documents and communications regarding “any” “romantic partners.” Plaintiff
further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
that it secks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass
Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the
extent that it seeks documents outside of his possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request concerning Defendant and that refer or relate to
the claims and defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable scarch, and in

accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.
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34, DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS exchanged between YOU and Kevin Murphy
that mention MS. HEARD or any of YOUR other ROMANTIC PARTNERS from 2010
to April, 2019.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications from 2010 to the present and to the extent
that it secks documents and communications regarding “any” “romantic part'ners.” Plaintiff
further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
that it seceks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass
Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the
extent that it seeks documents outside of his possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request concerning Defendant and that refer or relate to
the claims and defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable search, and in
accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties. Plaintiff does not intend to produce
documents in response to this Request related to any Romantic Partner other than Defendant.

35.  DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS exchanged between YOU and Jerry Judge

that mention MS. HEARD or any of YOUR other ROMANTIC PARTNERS from 2010

to April, 2019.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications from 2010 to the present and to the extent

3 el

that it secks documents and communications regarding *“any” “romantic partners.” Plaintiff

29



further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
that it seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Requcst to the extent it is intended to harass
Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the
extent that it seeks documents outside of his possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce nen-
privileged documents responsive to this Request concerning Defendant and that refer or relate to
the claims and defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable search, and in
accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties. Plainti{f does not intend to produce
documents in response to this Request related to any Romantic Partner other than Defendant.

36. DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS exchanged between YOU and Sean Bett that

mention MS. HEARD or any of YOUR other ROMANTIC PARTNERS from 2010 to
present.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seecks documents and communications from 2010 to the present and to the extent
that it secks documents and communications regarding “any” “romantic partners.” Plaintiff
further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
that it seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass
Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the
extent that it seeks documents outside of his possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-

privileged documents responsive to this Request concerning Defendant and that refer or relate to
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the claims and defenses in this case, if any, that are located afier a reasonable search, and in
accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties. Plaintiff does not intend to produce
documents in response to this Request related to any Romantic Partner other than Defendant.

37. DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS exchanged between YOU and Malcolm

Connolly that mention MS. HEARD or any of YOUR other ROMANTIC PARTNERS
from 2010 to present.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications from 2010 to the present and to the extent
that it sceks documents and communications regarding “any” “romantic partners.” Plaintiff
further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
that it seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass
Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff turther objects to this Request to the
extent that it secks documents outside of his possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request concerning Defendant and that refer or relate to
the claims and defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable search, and in
accordance with a schedule te be agrecd upon by the parties. Plaintiff does not intend to produce
documents in response to this Request related to any Romantic Partner other than Defendant.

38.  DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS exchanged between YOU or anyone acting

on YOUR behalf and Dr. David Kipper that mention MS. HEARD or any of YOUR other
ROMANTIC PARTNERS from 2010 to present.

RESPONSE:
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In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications from 2010 to the present and to the extent
that it secks documents and communications regarding “any” “romantic partners.” Plaintiff
further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
that it seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass
Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the
extent that it seeks documents outside of his possession, custody or control. Plaintiff further
objects to this Request to the extent it calls for confidential, personal, business, financial, medical
or other proprictary information protected by law, including information that may be protected
by the physician-patient privilege and/or the Privacy Rule of the Health Insurance Portability and
Accountability Act of 1996 (“HIPPA™). Plaintiff further objects on the grounds that this Request
calls for a medical and/or legal conclusion,.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not be producing documents in
response to this Request.

39.  DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS exchanged between YOU or anyone acting

on YOUR behalf and Debbi Lloyd that mention MS. HEARD or any of YOUR other
ROMANTIC PARTNERS from 2010 to present,

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications from 2010 to the present and to the extent
that it seeks documents and communications regarding “any” “romantic partners.” Plaintiff

further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
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that it seceks docurnents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass
Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the
extent that it seeks documents outside of his possession, custody or control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request concerning Defendant and that refer or relate to
the claims and defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable scarch, and in
accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties. Plaintiff does not intend to produce
documents in response to this Request related to any Romantic Partner other than Defendant,

40. DOCUMENTS sufticient to show any payments made by YOU or anyone acting on

YOUR behalf to any hotel, rental house, apartment, suite, AirBnB, or any other lodgings
for any damage done.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications beyond any relevant time period. Plaintiff
further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
that it seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass
Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request concerning Defendant and that refer or relate to
the claims and defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable scarch, and in

accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.
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41. DOCUMENTS sufficient to show each time YOU were arrested and the rcason(s) for the
arrest.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, to the
extent that it seeks documents and communications beyond any relevant time period. Plaintiff
further objects to this Request as unlikely to Iead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
that it seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass
Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy.

In light of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will not be producing documents in
response to this Request.

42, All written agreements (marital agreements, separation agreements, property agreements,
settlement agreements, confidentiality agreements, non-disclosure agreements, and/or
protective order agreements) between YOU and any former ROMANTIC PARTNERS.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections {o Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, 1o the
extent that it seeks documents and communications beyond any relevant time period. Plaintiff
further objects to this Request as unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and
that it seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant, immaterial, or unnecessary to the
issues in this Action Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass
Plaintiff, and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the
extent it seeks production of documents or communications protected by the attomey-client

privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request concerning Defendant and that refer or relate to
the claims and defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable search, and in
accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties. Plaintiff does not intend to produce
documents in response to this Request related to any Romantic Partner other than Defendant.

43, All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS pertaining to the “3 surgeries to
reconstruct my finger,” as referenced in paragraph 12 of YOUR DECLARATION.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff,
and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it
calls for confidential, personal, business, financial, medical or other proprietary information
protected by law, including information that may be protected by the physician-patient privilege
and/or the Privacy Rule of the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 1996
(“HIPPA”). Plaintiff further objects on the grounds that this Request calls for a medical and/or
legal conclusion,

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request that refer or relate to the claims and defenses in
this case, if any, that arc located after a reasonable search, and in accordance with a schedule to
be agreed upon by the parties.

44.  All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS pertaining to YOUR trip to the
“emergency room,” as referenced in paragraph 13 of YOUR DECLARATION,
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RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it secks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff,
and constitutes an invasion of privacy, Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it
calls for confidential, persoral, business, financial, medical or other proprietary information
protected by law, including information that may be protected by the physician-patient privilege
and/or the Privacy Rule of the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 1996
(“HIPPA™). Plaintiff further objects on the grounds that this Request calls for a medical and/or
legal conclusion.

Subject to and without waiving the foregeing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request and that refer or relate to the claims and
defenses in this case, if any, that are located after a reasonable search, and in accordance with a
schedule to be agreed upon by the parties,

45. Al DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS pertaining to YOUR travel in or from

“Los Angeles, California the following day, May 22 [2016] for rehearsals on the east

coast,” as described in paragraph 22 of YOUR DECLARATION.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-

client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
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protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff,

and constitutes an invasion of privacy.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

46.  All DOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS pertaining to YOUR contention that “Ms.
Heard [was] scheming in an email discussion with her lawyer Marty Singer (also, oddly,
my lawyer in my divorce from Ms. Heard) to suborn the perjury of her former assistant
Kate James to wiggle out of her criminal dog smuggling case,” as described in paragraph
40 of YOUR DECLARATION.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it sceks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or
protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent it is intended to harass Plaintiff,
and constitutes an invasion of privacy. Plaintifl further objects to this Request to the extent it
seeks documents and communications already in the possession of Defendant, and for which the
burden of production on Defendant is less than that of Plaintiff.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that are located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties,

47.  AlDOCUMENTS and COMMUNICATIONS pertaining to YOUR contention that “the
story that Savannah was merely her ‘friend” was a lie Ms. Heard, an ‘immigration
activist,” fraudulently wrote to Homeland Security to get what she wanted, Ms., Heard’s
assistant Savannah McMillen was illegally working in America, for Ms. Heard, as a

simple Google search or paycheck in my possession would reveal,” as referenced in
paragraph 40 of YOUR DECLARATION.
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RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome, and to the
extent that it seeks the production of documents or communications protected by the attorney-
client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or

protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request, if any, that arc located after a reasonable
search, and in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon by the parties.

48.  All DOCUMENTS obtained by way of subpoena, threat of subpoena, and/or voluntarily
in relation to this litigation.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Request as premature, and expressly reserves his ability to
supplement his response to this Request, Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad
and unduly burdensome, and to the extent that it seeks the production of documents or
communications protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any
other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce non-
privileged documents responsive to this Request in accordance with a schedule to be agreed upon
by the parties and entered by the Court. For the avoidance of doubt, Plaintiff does not intend to
produce any documents in response to this Request at this time.

Dated: September 3, 2019

Respectfully submitted,
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CRIMES ACT 1914 - SECT 19B Discharge of offenders without proceeding to conviction

- Commonwealth Consolidated Acts
e

[Lndex] [Table] [Search] [Search this Act] [Notes] [Noteup] [Previous] [Next] [Download] [Help]

CRIMES ACT 1914 - SECT 19B

Discharge of offenders without proceeding to conviction
(1) Where:
(a) a person is charged before a ¢court with a federal offence or federal offences; and

(b} the court is satisfied, in respect of that charge or more than one of those charges, that the charge is
proved, but is of the opinion, having regard to:

(i) the character, antecedents, age, health or mental condition of the person;
(ii) the extent (if any) to which the offence is of a trivial nature; or
(tit) the extent (if any) to which the offence was committed under extenuating circumstances;

that it is inexpedient to inflict any punishment, or to inflict any punishment other than a nominal
punishment, or that it is expedient to release the offender on probation;

the court may, by order:
(¢} dismiss the charge or charges in respect of which the court is so satisfied; or

(d) discharge the person, without proceeding to conviction in respect of any charge referred to in
paragraph (c), upon his or her giving security, with or without sureties, by recognizance or otherwise, to the satisfaction
of the court, that he or she will comply with the following conditions:

(i) that he or she will be of good behaviour for such period, not exceeding 3 years, as the court
specifies in the order;

(ii) that he or she will make such reparation or restitution, or pay such compensation, in respect of the
offence or offences concerned (if any), or pay such costs in respect of his or her prosecution for the offence or offences
concerned (if any}, as the court specifies in the order (being reparation, restitution, compensation or costs that the court
is empowered to require the person to make or pay):

{(A) on or before a date specificd in the order; or

(B) inthe case of reparation or restitution by way of money payment or in the case of the
payment of compensation or an amount of costs--by specified instalments as provided in the grder; and

(iii) that he or she will, during a period, not exceeding 2 years, that is specified in the order in
accordance with subparagraph (i), comply with such other conditions (if any) as the court thinks fit to specify in the
order, which conditions may include the condition that the person will, during the period so specified, be subject to the
supervision of a probation officer appointed in accordance with the order and obey all reasonable directions of a
probation officer so appointed.

(1A) However, the court must not take into account under subsection (1) any form of customary law or cultural
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CRIMES ACT 1914 - SECT 198 Discharge of offenders without proceeding to conviction
practice as a reason for:

(a) excusing, justifying, authorising, requiring or lessening the seriousness of the criminal behavi
which the offence relates; or

(b) aggravating the seriousness of the crimipal behaviour to which the offence relates.
(1B) In subsection (1A):
"criminal behaviour” includes:

(a) any conduct, omission to act, circumstance or result that is, or forms part of, a physical element of the

offence in question; and
(b) any fault element relating to such a physical element.

{(2) Where a court proposes to discharge a person in pursuance of an order made under subsection (1), it shall,
before making the order, explain or cause to be explained to the person, in language likely to be readily understood by
him or her:

(a) the purpose and effect of the proposed order;

(b) the consequences that may follow if he or she fails, without reasonable cause or excuse, to comply
with the conditions of the proposed order; and

(c) that any recognizance given in accordance with the order may be discharged or varied under
section 20AA.

(2A) A person is not to be imprisoned for a failure to pay an amount required to be paid under an order made
under this section.

(3) Where a charge or charges against a person is or are dismissed, or a person is discharged, in pursuance of an

order made under subsection (1):

(a) the person shall have such rights of appeal on the ground that he or she was not guilty of the offence or
offences concerned with which he or she was charged as he or she would have had if the court had convicted him or her
of the offence or offences concerned; and

(b) there shall be such rights of appeal in respect of the manner in which the person is dealt with for the
offence or offences concerned as there would have been if:

(i) the court had, immediately before so dealing with him or her, convicted him or her of the offence
or offences concerned; and

(i) the manner in which he or she is dealt with had been a sentence or sentences passed upon that
conviction.

(4) Where a person is discharged in pursuance of an order made under subsection (1), the court shall, as soon as
practicable, cause the order to be reduced to writing and a copy of the order to be given to, or served on, the person.
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August 4, 2020 ',

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Mr. John T. Frey, Clerk

Fairfax County Circuit Court

4110 Chain Bridge Road, Smte 320
Fairfax, Virginta 22030

RE: John C. Depp, T v. Amber Laura Heard
Case No. CL-2019-0002911
Subpoena: American Civil Liberties Union, Inc.

Dear Mr. Frey,

Please find cnclosed three copies of an original forcign subpoena duces tecum of third party
witness American Civil Liberties Union, Tnc. issued pursuant to Virginta Code Section 8.01-
412.10 and Califorma Civil Procedure Code Section 2029.100 et seq. The enclosed subpoena
has been issued 1n accordance with both Acts and the reciprocal privileges included therein.

The enclosed documents will be served by private process server. Please file these documents
with the Court’s papers in this case and return a file-stamped copy of the same i the enclosed
self-addressed envelope. Thank you for your assistance

Regards,

BROWN RUDNICK LLP

enjamin U. Chew \S@A» 2T

Enclosures

Brown Rudnick LLP | brownrudiick com | 601 Thateenth Stueet NW, Sute 600, Washingtan, DC, 2C005 1 202 5361700



VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, I

Plaintitf,

v.

AMBER LAURA HEARD
Decfendant,

Civil Action No.: CL.-2019-0002911

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICT,

I hereby certify that I caused a true and correct copy of the enclosed Subpoena/Subpoena
Duces Tecum to Person Under Foreign Subpocna and Subpoena Duces Tecum Pursuant to
CPLR 3119 to be sent via email (per written agreement between the Parties), on this 4th day of

August 2020, to counsel of record.

Camille M. Vasgquez (pro hac vice)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

2211 Michelson Drive

Seventh Floor

Irvine, CA 92612

Telephone: (949) 752-7100
Facsimile. (949) 252-1514
cvasquez@brownrudnick com

Adam R. Waldman {pro hac vice)
THE ENDEAVOR LAW FIRM, P.C.
1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20006

Telephone: (202) 715-0966
Facsimile: (202) 715-0964
awaldman@theendeavorgroup com

Counsel for Plamntyf John C. Depp, II

Benjamin G- SB No. 29113)

Benjamin G. Chew (VSB No. 291 13)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB No. 85093)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

601 Thirteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005

Telephone: (202) 536-1700

Facstmile: (202) 536-1701
behew@brownrudnick.com
acrawford@brownrudnick.com



SERVICF, LIST

I, Benjamin Rottenborm {(VSB No. 84796)
Joshua R. Trecee (VSB No. 79149)
WOODS ROGERS PLC

10 8. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.O. Box 14125

Roancke, VA 24011

Telephone: (540) 983-7540
brottenborn@woodsrogers.com
jtreece@woodsrogers.com

Counsel for Defendant Amber Laura Heard

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft (VSB No. 23766)
Carla D. Brown (VSB No. 44803)

Adam S. Nadelhaft (VSB Na. 91717)
David E. Murphy (VSB No 90938)
Charlson Bredehoft Cohen & Brown, P.C.
11260 Roger Bacon Drive, Suite 201
Reston, VA 20190

Telephone: (703) 318-6800

Facsimile: (703) 318-6808
ebredehoft@cbeblaw.com
cbrown@cbcblaw.com
anadelhaft@cbcblaw.com
dmurphy@cbcblaw.com



SUBPOENA/SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM FleNo .. CL-2018-0002811 .
TO PERSON UNDER FOREIGN SUBPOENA
Commonwealth of Virginia VA CODE §§ 8 01-412 8—801-412 15, Rule 4 9

- .- FA[RFAX COUNTY TR e Circuit Court
~ 4110 CHA1N BRIDG“E ROAD FA]RFAX VIRGlNlA 22030
ADDRE&S DF COURT

JOHN C. DEPP, I v AMBER LAURA HEARD,

TO THE PERSON AUTnomzmi v LAW TO SERVE THIS PROCESS:
You are commanded to summon

American Civil Libemes Umon lnc

NAM_ [ ] ~3

¢/o Nadine Strossen, 132 West 43rd Street

Tt mme e T - " ST [lLLT AJDRLS\

New York NY

R " e ] o et s i emensedt M ey == o

oy ¥ STATE
TO THE PERSON SUMMONED: Vou are commanded to

l_ attend and give testimony at a deposition

- —
X produce the books, documents, records, clectromcally stored information, and tangible things designated and
described below

See Attachment A

Brown Rudnick LLP
at... 7TimesSquare, New York, NY 10036 . September 1, 2020 at 10:00 a.m.

..........................................................

OCATION DATE AND T'ME

and to permit inspection and copytng by the requesting party or someone acting 1n his or her behalf of the
designated items 1n your possession, castody or control

r permt inspection of the premuses

at the following location

e v osare bven ar b ora saare b meet peih  an 44 weny e Brrrere wsn s areen Sere e sba o ow

LOCATION

DATE AND TIML

This subpoena 1s 1ssued upen the request of the party named below

John C. Depp, i

NA\M- oFf R!-.Ql I-STI\(: FAR I'Y

__clo Benjamin G. Chew, 601 Thirteenth Street, N. W., Suite 600

STREFT AI)D'RF)h

_Washington . PC . .. 20005 .. .(202)536-1700

Ty STATE z TELi'Pr!UNF NUMHLR

EORM CC- 1439 [MASTLRL PAGL ONL OF THRLL) 0709



C1-2019-0002911

The requesting party has submitted to this Clerk’s Office the foreign subpoena, copy attached, the terms of which are
incorporated herein, and the written statement required by Virginia Code § 8 01-412.10.

The names, addiesses and telephone numbers of all cox_inm:}cl of record in the proceeding to which the subpoena relates
and of parties not represented by counsel are provided, below[X on attached list.

- e R .
by
DEFUTY CLLRK
Beniamin G. Chewy 29113 VA
"""" T NamME OF ATTORNEY FORRLGL ST A e T T L.CENSING STATE
601 Thirteenth Street, N.W., Suite 600 (202) 536-1700
LT GiRicE ABURLSS s T m e PHONE NUMBLE OF ATTORMLY -
Washington, DC 20005 . .. .. S (202) 536-1701
OFFILE ADDRESS FACSINIL £ NUMBLR OF ATTORNEY

NAML BAR NUMALR LICENSING STATE

wvrer daarinanm o b

STREET ADDRESS TELEPHONE NUMBER

STREET ADDRESS : ’ ’ e oo PaCemmENUMBE

WAMF T mARNUMBER T ICENSTNG STATE

STREET ADDRESS TELEI'HOME NLMBER

STRLLT ARDRLSY ’ " —E::‘:C".INE‘LI NUM“EJ.}.:R T

NAME BAR NUMBI R T LICLNSING STATE

TFLFPHONE NUMBER

STREET ARDRESS

STREFC ADDRE Y T P ALSIMILE NUMAER

RETURN OF SERVICE (scc page three of this form)

FORM CC-1439 (MASTER, PAGE TWO OF THREE) 07/0%



CL.-2019-0002911

The names, addresses and telephone numbers of all counsel of record in the proceeding to which
the subpoena relates and of parties not represented by counsel are:

Benjamin G. Chew (VSB No. 29113)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB No. 89093)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

601 Thirteenth Strect, N.W.,, Suite 600
Washington, D.C. 20005

Telephone: (202) 536-1700

Facsimile: (202) 536-1701

Camille M. Vasquez (pro hac vice)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

2211 Michelson Drive

Seventh Floor

Irvine, CA 92612

Telephone: (349) 752-7100
Facsimile: (949) 252-1514

Adam R, Waldman (pro hac vice)

THE ENDEAVOR LAW FIRM, P.C.

1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W,, Suite 350
Washington, D.C. 20006

Telephone: (202) 715-0966

Facsimile: (202) 715-0964

Counsel for Plamntiff John C. Depp, I



SERVICE LIST

J1. Benjamin Rottenborn (VSB No. 84796)
Joshua R. Trecce (VSB No. 79149)
WOODS ROGERS PLC

10 S. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.O. Box 14125

Roanoke, VA 24011

Telephone: (540) 983-7540
brottenborm@woodsrogers.com
jtreece@woodsrogers.com

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft (VSB No. 23766)
Carla D. Brown (VSB No. 44803)

Adam S Nadelhaft (VSB No. 91717)
David E. Murphy (VSB No 90938)
Charlson Bredehoft Cohen & Brown, P.C.
11260 Roger Bacon Drive, Suite 201
Reston, VA 20150

Telephone: (703) 318-6800

Facsimile: (703) 318-6808
ebredehoft@cbeblaw.com
cbrown@cbeblaw.com
anadelhaft@cbcblaw.com

dmurphy @cbeblaw.com

Counsel for Defendant Amber Laura Heard

CL-2019-0002911



CL-2018-0002911
[ ] This SUBPOENA/SUBPOLNA DUCES TLCUM TO PERSON UNDER FOREIGN SUBPOENA is being served by a private
process server who must provide proof of service in accordance with Va. Code § 8.01-325.

TQ the person authorized to serve this process: Upon execution, the return of this process shall be made to the
Clerk of Court.

NAmE, . American Civil Liberties Uniun, Inc.

treet, New York, NY 10035

AppREss:, ©f0 Nadine Strossen, 132 West 43rd 2

Tel.
[ 1 PERSONAL SERVICE No ..

Being unable to make personal service, a copy was delivered in the following manner:

[ 1 Delvered to family member (not temporary sojourner or guest) age 16 or older at usual place of abode of
party named above after giving information of its purport. List name, age of recipient, and relation of
recipient to party named above:

[ ] Posted on front door or such other door as appears to be the main enirance of usual place of abode, address
listed above. (Other authorized recipient not found)

retaraes = s swrrmee 4 fEeres Semes s Emrr @ Sbasee o sedibbsmirens

[ 1 notfound e ., Sheriff

DY vevesesenecssestrae e ba s R R SR , Deputy Sheriff

DATE

FORM CC-1439 [MASTER, PAGE THREE OF THREL) aTnd
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ATTACHMENT A

DEFINITIONS

1. “yYOU” and/or “YOUR? shall mean and refer to American Civil Liberties Union,
Inc. and its agents, officers, directors, employees, and/or any other PERSON acting on its behalf,
inchuding but not himited to YOUR affiliated entities or state or local branches.

2. “COMMUNICATION” and/or “COMMUNICATIONS” shall mean and refer to
any written and verbal exchanges between any person or persons or entities, including but not
limited to verbal conversations, telcphone calls, letters, e-mails, memoranda, reports, telegraphs,
faxes, exhibits, drawings, text messages, and any other documents which confirm or relate to the
written or verbal exchange, inchuding applicable ELECTRONICALLY STORED
INFORMATION.

3. “ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION™ means data that is stored in an
electronic medium and shall include, by way of example only, computer programs, electronic mail
(.including message contents, header information and logs of clectronic mail usage), output
resulting from the use of any software program, including electronic, digital, or any other recorded
material whatsoever, including but not limited to, any notes, memoranda, videotapes, affidawits,
statements, papers, files, forms, data, tapes, printouts, letters, reports, communications, contracts,
agreements, telegrams, records, financial records, applications, correspondence, diaries, calendars,
recordings and transcriptions of recordings, voice mail messages recorded electronically and in
writing, email messages and printouts, photographs, diagrams, or any other writings, however
produced or reproduced, word processing documents, spreadsheets, databases, telephone logs,
contact manager information, Internet usage files, PDF files, JPG files, .TIF files, .TXT files,
batch files, ASCII files, and any and all miscellaneous files and data and shall include all active
data, deleted data, file fragments, metadata, native file formats and forensic images thereof.

4. “DIVORCE ACTION? shall mean and refer to the action entitled In re the
Marriage of Amber Laura Depp and John Christopher Depp 11, Los Angeles Supenor Court Case
No. BD641052,

11/
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5. “DOCUMENT” and/or “DOCUMENTS” unless otherwise indicated, are used in
their customartly broad sense and shall refer to and mean all writings and other tangible things of
any naturc whatsoever, and shall include, but not be limited to, all wntings (or drafts thereof),
medical records, drawings, Igraphs, charts, photographs, phone records, other data compilations or
storage devices from which information can be obtained (even if such information must be
translated into a reasonably usable form), magnetically recorded or stored information generated
by a computer, contracts, agreements, communications, corfespondence, telegrams, memoranda,
records, reports, books, summaties or records of telephone conversations, summaries or records of
personal conversations or interviews, dharies, forecasts, statistical statements, work papers, drafls,
accounts, analytical records, minutes or records of meetings or conferences, records, reports ot
summaries of negotiations, brochures, parnphlets, circulars, calendars, notes, marginal notations,
bills, invoices, checks, lists, journals, advertising, and all other written, printed, recorded or
photographic matter or sound reproductions, or tangible representations of things, however
produced or reproduced, including ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION and all
nonidentical copies of the foregoing.

6. “MR. DEPP” means and refers to Plamtiff John C. Depp, 11

7. “MS. HEARD” means and refers to Defendant Amber Laura Heard.

8. The term “PERSON” and/or “PERSONS” shall be broadly construed to include all
natural and artificial persons.

INSTRUCTIONS

9. When necessary, the singular form of a word shall be interpreted as plural, and the
masculine gender shall be deemed to include the feminine, in order to bring within the scope any
DOCUMENTS which might otherwise be construed to be outside the scope of these Requests.
The terms, “and” and “or,” have both conjunctive and disjunctive meanings, and “each,” “any,”
and “ail” mean “each and every.”

10.  All undefined terms shall be interpreted according to their plain and commonsense
meaning.

[
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11. DOCUMENTS should be produced as single page tiff format files imaged at 300

dpi, with the exception of stand-alone Databases (e.g , Access), spreadsheets (¢ g., Excel), slide

presentations (€.g., PowerPaint), video files, and audio files, which should be produced in native

format Each .titt file should have a uniquc name matching the Bates number labeled on the

corresponding page. Color DOCUMENTS should be produced in color,

12. DOCUMENTS should be produced with (a) a delimited data file (.dat), and (b) an

image load file (opt and/or Ifp). Each .tiffina production must be referenced in the

corresponding image load file. The total number of documents referenced in a production’s data

load file should match the total number of designated document breaks in the image load file for

the production.

13. DOCUMENTS should be produced with extracted metadata for cach DOCUMENT

in the form of a .dat file The metadata should include the following fields, to the extent such

fields are available in the original DOCUMENT as it originally existed in its native format:

(e.g., email and attachment)

Pt LA kit :
Bates_Begin The bates labe} of the first page of the document
Bates End The bates label of the last page of the document
Attach Begin The bates label of the first page of a family of documents

Attach End The bates label of the last page of a famly of documents
Sent_Date For email, the sent date of the message !
Sent Time For email, the sent time of the message converted to GMT
Email Author The sender of an email message (email FROM)
Recipient The recipients of an email message (email TO)
CcC The recipients of a copy of an email message (email CC)
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BCC The rectpients of a blind copy of an email message (email
BCC)
Custodian The custodian in whose file the document was found,
including all duplicate custodians
Datercvd Date received
Datesent Date sent
Subject E-mail subject
Author The person who created the document
Modafier The person who last modified the document
Created The creation date of the document
Last Modified The last modified date of the document
Title The title of the document
File Name The name of the file

File Extension

The file cxtension of the document

MD5Hash The MD5 Hash Valuc of the document
Message 1D The Message ID of the email and/or attachment
Mailstore The name of the Mailstore in which the email and/or
attachment is contained
File Size The size of the file
File_Path Qriginal file path of the document as it existed in the normal

course of business or the folder location if the

document/email is contained in a Mailstore
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Number Pages The number of pages in the document ;‘

14, ALl DOCUMENTS attached to and/or embedded in an e-mail and/or other
DOCUMENT must be produced contemporaneously and sequentially after the parent e-
mail/document.

15.  Inproducing DOCUMENTS, you shall furnish all DOCUMENTS in your
possession, custody, or control. Without limitation of the term “control,” a DOCUMENT is
deemed to be in your control if you have the right to secure the DOCUMENT or a copy thereof
from another person ot public of private entity having actual possession thereof, or if you have the
practical ability to obtain the DOCUMENT from a third-party, irrespective of any legal
entitiement to the DOCUMENT. 1f any original DOCUMENT requested 1s not in your possession,
custody, or control, then you ate required to produce the best available copy, and to state, to the
best of your knowledge, the name and address of the person in possession and/or control of the
original. The fact thata DOCUMENT is in possession of another person or entity does not relieve
you of the obligation to produce your copy of the DOCUMENT, even if the two DOCUMENTS
are identical. In addition, any copy of a DOCUMENT shall be produced if it differs in any respect
from the onginal (e.g., by reason of handwritten notes or comments having been added to copy
which do not appear on the original or otherwise).

16.  Ifresponsive DOCUMENTS no longer exist because they have been destroyed,
cannot be located, or are otherwise no longer in your passession or subject to your control,
identify each DOCUMENT and describe the circumstances under which it was lost or destroyed.

17.  All DOCUMENTS should be organized and labeled to correspond by number with
the numbered categories set forth in these Requests. If 2 DOCUMENT 1s responsive to more than
one Request, reference that DOCUMENT in your written response (o each Request to which it is
responsive or in a load file identifying the same.

18, A Request for a DOCUMENT shall be deemed to include a request for any and all
file folders within which the DOCUMENT was contained, transmittal sheets, cover letters,

exhibits, enclosures, or attachments to the DOCUMENT in addition to the DOCUMENT itself.
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19.  If you claim that any DOCUMENT is, in whole or in part, beyond the scope of
permissible discovery (including but not limited to any claim of privilege or confidentality),
specify 1n detail each and every ground on which such claim rests and identify generally what the
document is. If you assert any claim of privilege, then at the time of production you are to furnish
a privilege log that specifically identifies each DOCUMENT (or portion) withheld by (a) date, (b)
author, (c) recipient, (d) persons copied, (¢) gencral description of the subject matter of the
DOCUMENT, and (f) a statement of the specific privilege claimed and the basis upon which such
privilege 1s claimed as to each separate DOCUMENT (or portion) withheld. The privilege log
should contain enough specificity, but without disclosing privileged information, to allow
Plaint:ffs and the Court to adequately assess the privilege claimed.

20.  To the extent you consider any portion of the following Requests to be
objectionable, (a) identify the portion of the Request claimed to be cbjectionable, (b) state the
nature and basis of the objection, ard (¢) produce DOCUMENTS responsive to any portion of
such Request that is not claimed to be objectionable.

21.  If you believe that any Request is unclear, unintelligible, or because of its wording
otherwise prevents you from responding fully to that Request, identify the ambiguity or source of
confusion and explain the definition and understanding that you relied upon in responding. It shall
be insufficient to object to a particular Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, or
otherwise unclear, and withhold DOCUMENTS on that basis without seeking clarification.

DOCUMENT REQUESTS

REQUEST NO. 1:

All DOCUMENTS that refer, reflect, or relate to any donations made to YOU or for
YOUR benefit by MS. HEARD, from January 1, 2016 through and including the present
REQUEST NO. 2:

All COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and MS HEARD regarding any donations made
to YOU or for YOUR benefit by MS. HEARD, from January 1, 2016 through and including the

present. -

It




REQUEST NO. 3:

All COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and MS. HEARD regarding the DIVORCE
ACTION.
REQUEST NO. 4:

All COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and MS. HEARD regarding the relationship
between MR. DEPP and MS. HEARD.
REQUEST NO. &:

All DOCUMENTS, including all COMMUNICATIONS, that refer, reflect, or relate to any
press releases, public statements, or other publicity related to any donations made by MS. HEARD

to YOU or for YOUR benefit, from January 1, 2016 through and including the present.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

John C. Depp, 1L, ORIGINIATING STATE:

THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

Tlaintiff,

ORIGINATING COURT:
v, CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY
Amber Laura Heard, ORIGIN ATING CASE NUMBER:

Case No. CL-2019-0291 i
Defendant.

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM PURSUANT
TO CPLR 3119

To; The American Civil Liberties Umon, Inc., 125 Broad Strest, New York, New York 10004,
o/o Nading Strossen, 132 W, 43rd Street, New York, New York 10036

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED, pursuant to Section 3119 of the New York Civil
Practice Law and Rules (“CPLR”), all business and excuses being laid aside, to produce, oF make
avatlable for copying, on of before September 1, 2020, at the offices of Brown Rudnick LLP, 7
Times Sgquare, New York, New York, 10036, or by g-mail 10 Jessica N. Meyers
Umcycrs@brownmdnick.com), true and correct copies of all docurmnents requested in Exhibit A
hereto, that are in your possession, custody, of controel, which documents are material and
relevant to the resolution of the 15sues in the above-captioned matter, which is now pending in
the Circuit Court of the Commonwealth of Virginia, Fairfax County. 1fyou wish to make your

production in person, please call Jessica Meyers at (212) 209-4938 at least 772 hours in advance

to make arrangements.

The discovery herein sought and required is in connection with the claims and defenses in

the above-captioned action. A copy of the Complaint in this action is attached hereto as Exhibit

B.




FAILURE TO COMPLY with this SUBPOENA is punishable as a contempt of Court

and shall make you hable to the person on who

se behalf this subpoena was issued for a penalty

not to exceed one hundred and fifty dollars and all dumages sustained by reason of your failure

to comply.

COUNSEL OF RECORD FOR ALL PARTIES

Benjamin G. Chew, Esq. (VSB 29113)
Andrew Crawford (VSB No. 89093)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

601 Thirteenth Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005

(202) 536-1700
behew(@brownrudnick.com
acrawford@brownrudnick.com

Camille M. Vasquez
BROWN RUDNICK LLP
2211 Michelson Drive
Irvine, CA 92612

(949) 752-7100

cvasqucz@brownrudnick.com
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EXIIBIT A
DEFINITIONS

1. «yOU” and/or “YOUR? shall mean and refes to American Civil Liberties Union,
inc. and its agents, officers, directors, employecs, and/or any other PERSON acting on ils Lehalf,
including but not limited to YOUR affiliated entitics or statc or local branches.

2, “COMMUNICATION” and/or «COMMUNICATIONS” shall mean and refer to
any written and verbal exchanges between any person or persons or entities, including but not
limited to verbal conversations, telephone calls, letters, e-mails, memoranda, reports, telcgraphs,
faxes, exhibits, drawings, text messages, and any other documents which confirm or relate to the
written or verbal exchange, including applicable ELECTRONICALLY STORED
INFORMATION.

3. “ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION” means data that is stored in
an electronic medium and shall include, by way of example only, computer programs, electronic
mail (including message contents, header information and logs of electronic mail usage), output
resulting from the use of any software program, including electronic, digital, or any other
recorded material whatsoever, including but not limited to, any notes, memoranda, vidcotapes,
affidavits, statements, papers, files, forms, data, tapes, printouts, letters, reports,
communications, contracts, agreements, telegrams, records, financial records, applications,
correspondence, diaries, calendars, recordings and transcriptions of recordings, voice mail
messages recorded electronically and in writing, email messages and printouts, photographs,
diagrams, or any other writings, however produced or reproduced, word processing documents,
spreadsheets, databases, telephone logs, contact managet information, Internet usage files, PDF
files, .JPG files, .TIF files, TXT files, batch files, ASCII files, and any and all miscellaneous
files and data and shall include all active data, deleted data, file fragments, metadata, native file
formats and forensic tmages thereof.

4, “DIVORCE ACTION?” shall mean and refer to the action entitled In re the
Marriage of Amber Laura Depp and John Christopher Depp I, Los Angellcs Superior Court

4




Case No. BD641052.

5. “DOCUMENT” and/or “DOCUMENTS” unless otherwise indicated, are used in
their customarily broad sense and shall refer to and tean all writings and other tangible things of
any nature whatsoever, and shall include, but not be limited to, all writings (or drafts thereof),
medical records, drawings, graphs, chatts, photographs, phone records, other data compilations
or storage devices from which information can be obtained (even if such information must be
translated into a reasonably usable form), magnetically recorded or stored information generated
by a computer, contracts, agreements, communications, correspondence, telegrams, memoranda,
records, reports, books, sammaries or records of telephone conversations, summaries or records
of personal conversations or interviews, diaries, forecasts, statistical statements, work papers,
drafts, accounts, analytical records, minutes or records of mectings or conferences, records,
reports or summaries of negotiations, brochures, pamphlets, circulars, calendars, notes, marginal
notations, bills, invoices, checks, lists, journals, advertising, and all other wntten, printed,
recorded or photographic matter or sound reproductions, or tangible representations of things,
however produced or reproduced, including ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION
and all nonidentical copies of the foregoing.

6. “MR. DEPP” means and refers to Plaintiff John C. Depp, II.

7. “MS. HEARD” means and refers to Defendant Amber Laura Heard.

8. The term “PERSON” and/or “PERSONS” shall be broadly construed to include
all natural and artificial persons

INSTRUCTIONS

I. When necessary, the singular form of a word shall be interpreted as plural, and the
masculine gender shall be deemed to include the feminine, in order to bring within the scope any
DOCUMENTS which might otherwise be construed to be outside the scope of these Requests.
The terms, “and” and “or,” have both conjunctive and disjunctive meanings, and “cach,” “any,”
and *all” mean “each and every.”

2. All undefined terms shall be interpreted according to their plain and

5




commonsense meaning.

3. DOCUMENTS should be produced as single page .tiff format files imaged at 300
dpi, with the exception of stand-alone Databases (e.g., Access), spreadsheets (e.2., Excel), slide
presentations (e.g , PowerPoint), video files, and audio files, which should be produced in native
format. Each tiff file should have a unigue name matching the Bates rumber labeled on the
corresponding page. Color DOCUMENTS should be produced in color.

4. DOCUMENTS should be produced with (a) a delimited data. file (.dat), and (b) an
image load file (.opt and/or .1fp). Each [Aiff in a production must be referenced in the
corresponding image load file. The total number of documents referenced in a production’s data
load file should match the total number of designated document breaks in the image load file for
the production.

5. DOCUMENTS should be produced with extracted metadata for each
DOCUMENT in the form of a .dat file, The metadata should include the following fields, to the
extent such fields are available in the original DOCUMENT as it originally existed in its native

format:

. - 1

[ PIoae i !

TP ————— e — ]

Bates Begin The bates label of the first page of the document
Bates_Eﬁd The bates label of the last page of the document
Attach Begin The bates label of the first page of a family of documents

(¢ g , email and attachment)

Attach End The bates label of the last page of a family of documents

Sent Date For email, the sent date of the message

Sent Time For email, the sent time of the message converted to GMT
Email Author The sender of an email message (email FROM)




Recipient The recipients of an email message (email TO)
cC The recipients of a copy of an email message (email CC)
BCC The recipients of a blind copy of an email message {email
BCC)
Custedian The custodian in whose file the document was found,
including all duplicate custodians
Datercvd Date received
Datesent Date sent
Subject E-mail subject
Author The person who created the document
Modifier The person who last modified the document
Created The creation date of the document
Last Modified The last modified date of the document
Tatle The title of the document
File Name The name of the file

File Exteasion

The file extension of the document

MDSHash The MD5 Hash Value of the document
Message ID The Message ID of the email and/or attachment
Maslstore The name of the Mailstore in which the email and/or
attachment is contained
File Size The size of the file
File_Path Original file path of the document as it existed in the normal
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course of business or the folder location if the

document/email is contained in a Mailstore

Number Pages The numher of pages in the document

6. All DOCUMENTS attached to and/or embedded in an e-mail and/or other
. DOCUMENT must be produced contemporaneously and sequentially after the parent e-
mail/document.

1. In producing DOCUMENTS, you shall furnish all DOCUMENTS in your
possession, custody, or control. Without limitation of the term “control,” a DOCUMENT is
deemed to be in your control if you have the right to secure the DOCUMENT or a copy thereof
from another person or public or private entity having actual possession thereof, or if you have
the practical ability to obtain the DOCUMENT from a third-party, irrespective of any legal
entitlement to the DOCUMENT. If any original DOCUMENT requested is not in your
possession, custody, or control, then you are required to produce the best available copy, and to
state, to the best of your knowledge, the name and address of the person in possession and/or
control of the original. The fact thata DOCUMENT is in possession of another persen or entity
does not relieve you of the obligation to produce your capy of the DOCUMENT, even if the two
DOCUMENTS are identical. In addition, any copy of a DOCUMENT shall be produced if it
differs in any respect from the original (e.g., by reason of handwritten notes or comments having
been added to copy which do not appear on the original or otherwise).

8. If responsive DOCUMENTS no longer exist because they have been destroyed,
cannot be located, or arc otherwise no longer in your possession or subject to your control,
identify each DOCUMENT and describe the circumstances under which it was lost or destroyed.

9. All DOCUMENTS should be organized and labeled to correspond by number
with the numbered categories set forth in these Requests. If a DOCUMENT is responsive to
more than one Request, reference that DOCUMENT in your written response to each Request to

which it is responsive ot in a load file identifying the same.

8




10 A Request fora DOCUMENT shall be deemed to include a request for any and
all file folders within which the DOCUMENT was contained, transmittal sheets, cover letters,
exhibits, enclosures, ot attachments to the DOCUMENT in addilion to the DOCUMENT itself

11.  If you claim that any DOCUMENT is, in whole or in part, beyond the scope of
permissible discovery (including but not limited to any claim of privilege or confidentiality),
specify in detail each and every ground on which such claim rests and identify generally what the
document is. If you assert any claim of privilege, then at the time of production you are to
furnish a privilege log that specifically identifies each DOCUMENT (or portion) withheld by (a)
date, (b) author, (c) recipient, (d) persons copied, (¢) general description of the subject matter of
the DOCUMENT, and (f) a statement of the specific privilege claimed and the basis upon which
such privilege is ctaimed as to each separate DOCUMENT (or portion) withheld. The privilege
jog should contain enough specificity, but without disclosing privileged information, to allow
Plaintiffs and the Court to adequately assess the privilege claimed.

12.  To the extent you consider any portion of the following Requests to be
objectionable, (a) identify the portion of the Regquest claimed to be objectionable, (b} state the
nature and basis of the objection, and (¢) produce DOCUMENTS tesponsive to any portion of
such Request that is not claimed to be objectionable.

13.  Ifyou belicve that any Request is unclear, unintelligible, or because of its
wording otherwise prevents you from responding fully to that Request, identify the ambiguity ot
source of confusion and explain the definition and understanding that you relied upon in
responding Tt shall be insufficient to object to a particular Request on the grounds that it is
vague, ambiguous, or otherwise unclear, and withhold DOCUMENTS on that basis without
secking clanification.

DOCUMENT REQUESTS

REQUEST NO. 1:

All DOCUMENTS that refer, reflect, or relate to any donations made to YOU or for
YOUR benefit by MS. HEARD, from January 1, 2016 through and including the present.
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REQUEST NO. 2:

All COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and MS. HEARD regarding any donations
made to YOU or for YOUR benefit by MS. HEARD, from January 1, 2016 through and
including the present.

REQUEST NO. 3:

All COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and MS. HEARD regarding the DIVORCE
ACTION.
REQUEST NO. 4:

All COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and MS HEARD regarding the relationship
between MR. DEPP and MS. HEARD,
REQUEST NO. 5:

All DOCUMENTS, including all COMMUNICATIONS, that refer, reflect, or relate to
any press releases, public statements, or other publicity related to any donations made by MS.

HEARD to YOU or for YOUR benefit, from January 1, 2016 through and including the present.
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CIVFIL'EQ\&&E
VIRGINIA: ILINT
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNEMHKAR -1 PHI2: L8

) N T SounT
John C. Depp, I, ; FAIRFAX. VA
Plaintiff, ) Q] g 020911
V. ) Civil Action [No.
)
Amber Laura Heard, )
)
Pefendant. }
COMPLAINT

Plaintiff John C. Depp, II, a/k/a Johnny Depp, in support of his Complaint against
Defendant Amber Laura Heard hereby states the following:

NATURE OF THE ACTION

1. This defamation action arises {rom an op-ed published in the Washington Post by
actress Amber Heard (“Ms. Heard™). In the op-ed, Ms. Heard purported to write from the
perspective of “a public figure represcnting domestic abuse” and claimed that she “felt the full
force of our culture’s wrath for women who speck out” when she “spoke up against sexual
violence.”

2. Although she never identitied him by name, the op-ed plainly was about {and
other media consistently characterized it as being about) Ms. Heard’s purported victimization
after she publicly accused her former husband, Johnny Depp (*Mr. Depp™), of domestic abuse in
2016, when she appeared in cout with an apparently batiered face and obtained a lemporary
restraining order against Mr. Depp on May 27, 2016. The op-ed depended on the central premise
that Ms. Heard was a domestic abuse victim and that Mr. Depp perpetrated domestic violence

against her.




3. The op-ed’s clear implication that Mr. Depp is a domestic abuser is categorically
and demonstrably false. Mr. Depp never abused Ms. Heard. Her allegations against him were
false when they were made in 2016, They were part of an elaborate hoax to generate positive
publicity for Ms. Heard and advance her career. Ms. Tleard’s false allegations against Mr. Depp
have been corclusively refuted by two separatc responding police officers, a litany of neutral
third-party witnesses, and 87 newly obtained surveillance camera videos. With a prior arrest for
violent domestic abuse and having confessed under oath to a series of violent attacks on Mr.
Depp, Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic abuse; she is a perpetrator, Ms. Heard violently
abused Mr, Depp, just as she was caught and arrested for violently abusing her former domestic
partner.

4. | Ms. Heard’s implication in her op-ed that Mr. Depp is a domestic abuser is not
only demonstrably false, it is defamatory per se. Ms. Heard falsely implied that Mr. Depp was
guilty of domestic violence, which is a crime involving moral turpitude. Moreover, Ms. Heard's
false implication prejudiced Mr. Depp in his carcer as a film actor and incalculably (and
immediately) damaged his reputation as a public figure.

5. Unsurprisingly, Mr. Depp’s reputation and career were devastated when Ms.
Heard first accused him of domestic violence on May 27, 2016, Ms. Heard’s hoax allegations
were timed to coincide with the day that Mr. Depp’s film, Alice Through the Looking Glass, was
released in theatres. Her op-ed, with its false implication that she was a victim of domestic
violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, brought new damage to Mr. Depp’s reputation and carcer.
Mr, Depp lost movie roles and faced public scorn. Ms. Heard, an actress herself, knew precisely
the effect that her op-ed would have on Mr. Depp. And indeed, just four days after Ms. Heard’s

op-ed was first published on December 18, 2018, Disncy announced on December 22,2018 that




it was dropping Mr. Depp from his leading role as Captain Jack Sparrow—a role that he
created——in the multi-billion-dollar-carning Pirates of the Caribbean franchise.

6. Ms. Ilcard published her op-ed with actual matice. She knew that Mr. Depp did
not abuse her and that the domestic abuse allegations that she made against him in 2016 were
false. She knew that the testimony and photographic wevidence” that she presented to the court
and the supporting sworn testimony provided by her two friends were false and perjurious. Ms.
Heard knew that the truth was that she violently abused Mr, Depp-—just as she violently gbused
her prior domestic partner, which led to her arrest and booking for domestic violence, as well as
a night in jail and a mug shot. Ms. Heard revived her false allegations against Mr. Depp in the
op-ed to generate positive publicity for herself and to promote her new movie Aguaman, which
premiered across the United Statcs and in Virginia only three days after the op-ed was first
published.

7. Mr. Depp brings this defamation action to clear his name. By this civil lawsuit,
Mr. Depp seeks to restore his reputation and establish Ms. Heard’s legal liability for continuing
her campaign to push a false narrative that he committed domestic violence against her. Mr.
Depp seeks an award of compensatory damages for the reputational harm that he suffered as a
result of Ms. Heard’s op-ed, with its false and defamatory implication that Mr, Depp was a
domestic abuser. Further, given the willfulness and maliciousness that Ms. Heard demonstrated
when she knowingly published the op-cd with the false implication that Mr. Depp violently
abused her, Mr, Depp also seeks an award of punitive damages.

PARTIES
8. Plaintiff John C. Depp is an individual and a resident of the State of Califernia.

For decades, he has been one of the most prominent actors in Hollywood. Mr. Depp was married




to Ms. Heard for approximately 15 months between February 1, 2015 and May 23, 2016. They
t1ad no children together. Mr. Depp was the target of Ms. Heard’s false and defamatory op-ed in
the Washington Post.

9. Defendant Amber Laura Heard is an individual and a resident of the State of
California. Ms. Heard is an actress and Mr. Depp's former wife. Ms. Heard authored and
published the defamatory op-ed in the Washington Post that falsely implied that Mr. Depp
abused her during their marriage.

JURISDICTION AND VENUT,

1‘0. This Court has specific personal jurisdiction over Defendant under Virginia’s
long-arm statute, Va. Code § 8.01-328.1, as well as under the Due Process Clause of the U.S.
Constitution, because, among other things, the causes of action in this Complaint arise from
Defendant transacting business in this Commonwealth and causing tortious injury by an act ot
omission in this Commonwealth. Moreover, exercising jurisdiction would not offend traditional
notions of fair play and substantial justice because Defendant could have — indeed should have
— reasonably foreseen being haled into a Virginia court to account for her false and defamatory
op-ed which was published: in a newspaper that is printed in Springfield, Virginia; in an online
edition of the newspaper that is created on a digital platform in Virginia end routed through
servers in Virginia; in a newspaper that has wide circulation in Virginia and even publishes a
Virginia local edition in which the false and defamatory op-ed appeared; and in a newspaper that
maintains two physical offices in Virginia.  Further, Defendant published the false and
defamatory op-ed to promote her new movie which was in Virginia theatres for viewing by

Virginia audiences.




11.  Venue is proper in this circuit under Va. Code § 8.01-262 because the causes of
action asserted hercin arose in this Circuit.
FACTS

Ms. Heard Wrote An Op-Ed In The Washington Post That Implies That She Was A Victim
Of Domestic Abuse At The Hands Of Mr. Depp

12.  Mr. Depp has appeared in more than 50 films over the last three decades. He has
worldwide name recognition and has played a diverse array of iconic roles, including Edward
Geissorhahds, Willy Wonka, Captain Jack Sparrow, The Mad Hatter, Grindelwald, John
Dellinger, and Whitey Bulger. His movies have grossed over $10 billion dollars in the United
States and around the world. He has won the People’s Choice Award 14 times.

13.  Mr. Depp married Ms, Heard on February 1, 2015. The two met when Ms, Heard
was cast in Mr. Depp’s film The Rum Diary.

14.  The marriage lasted only 15 months.

15.  Unbeknownst to Mr. Depp, no later than one month after his marriage to Ms.
Heard, she was spending time in a new relationship with Tesla and Space-X founder, Elon Musk.
Only one calendar month after Mr. Depp and Ms. Heard were married—while Mr, Depp was out
of the country filming in March 2015—Eastern Columbia Building personncl testified that Ms.
Heard received Musk “late at night” at Mr. Depp’s penthouse. Specifically, Ms. Heard asked
staff at the Eastern Columbia Building to give her “friend Elon” access to the building’s parking
garage and the penthouse elevator “Jate at night,” and they testified that they did so. Building
staff would then see Ms. Heard’s “friend Elon” leaving the building the next morning. Musk’s
first appearance in Mr. Depp’s penthousc occurred shortly after Ms. Heard threw a vodka bottle

at Mr. Depp in Australia, when she leamed that Mr. Depp wanted the couple to enter into a post-




nuptial agreement concerning assets in their marriage. Ms, Heard’s violently aimed projectile
virtually severed Mr. Depp’s middle finger on his right hand and shattered the bones.

16.  Mr. Depp’s marriage to Ms. Heard came to an end in May 2016. After Mr, Depp
indicated to Ms. Heard that he wanted to leave the marriage, Ms, Ilcard lured Mr. Depp to his
penthouse to pick up his personal items. Unaware that members of Mr. Depp’s security tcam
(including an 18-ycar veteran of the Los Angeles County Sherrift”s Department) were mere feet
away, Ms. Heard falsely began yelling “stop hitting me Johnny.” The interaction culminated
with Ms. Heard making false allegations that Mr. Depp struck her with a cell phone, hit her, and
destroyed the penthouse. There were multiple eyewitmesses 10 this hoax. Ms. Heard’s friend
then called the police, who arrived promptly. Upon their arrival, Ms, Heard refused to cooperate
with police or make any claims that she had been injured or assaulted, and two domestic abuse
trained police officers testified that after close inspection of Ms. Heard and the penthouses, they
observed no injury to Ms. Heard or damage to the penthouses. But then, six days later, Ms.
Heard presented herself to the world with a battered face as she publicly and falsely accused Mr,
Depp of domestic violence and obtained a restraining order against him, based on false testimony
that she and her friends provided.

17. Now there are newly obtained surveillance camera videos, depositions, and other
evidence that conctusively disprove Ms. Heard’s false allegations. Although much of this
exculpatory evidence was collected by certain members Mr. Depp’s then-legal team in 2016, it
only recently came into Mr. Depp’s possession, as it had been hidden from him for a period of
yeais.

18.  Ms. Heard later withdrew her false domestic violence allegations and dismissed

the restraining order. She and Mr. Depp finalized their divorce in January 2017.



19.  Despite dismissing the restraining order and withdrawing the domestic abuse
allegations, Ms. Heard (and her surrogates) have continuously and repeatedly referred to her in
publications, publiv service announcements, sacial media postings, speeches, and interviews as a
victim of domestic violence, and a “survivor,” always with the cleur implication that Mr. Depp
was her supposed abuser.

20,  Most recently, in December 2018, Ms. Heard published an op-ed in the
Washington Post that falsely implied that Ms. Heard was a victim of domestic violence at the
hands of Mr. Depp. The op-ed was first published on the Washington Post’s website on
December 18, 2018 with the title, “Amber Healrd: [ spoke up against sexual violence — end
faced our culture’s wrath. This has to change.” ‘The op-ed appeared again on December 19,
2018 in the Washington Post’s hardcopy edition under the title, “A Transformative Moment For
Women.” Except for their titles, the online and hard copy versions of the op-ed were
substantively identical and are referred to collectively herein as the “Gexual Violence” op-ed.

21.  The “Sexuat Violence” op-ed’s central thesis was that Ms. Heard was a victim of
domestic violence and faced personal and professional repercussions because she “spoke up”
against “sexual violence” by “a powerful man.”

22.  Although Mr. Depp was never identified by name in the “Sexual Violence” op-ed,
Ms. Heard makes clear, based on the foundations of the false accusations that she made against
Mr. Depp in court filings and subsequently reiterated in the press for years, that she was talking
about Mr. Depp and the domestic abuse allegations that she made against him in May 2016, Ms.
Heard wrote:

e “Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and faced our culture’s wrath.
That has to change.”



o “Then two years ago [the precise time frame of her allegations against and divorce
from Mr. Depp], | became a public figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt the
full force of our culture’s wrath for women who speak out.”

o I Liud the rare vantage point of sceing, in real time, how institutions protect men
accused of abuse.”

« “ write this as a woman who had to change my phone number weekly because [ was
getting death threats. For months, I rarely left my apartment, and when I did, T was
pursued by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motaicycles and in cars.
Tabloid outlets that posted pictures of me spun them in a ncgative light. I felt as
though T was on trial in the court of public opinion — and my life and livelihood
depended on myriad judgments far beyond my control.”

23.  As these statements reflect, the whole op-ed proceeds from the notion—presented
as an unassailable truth—that Ms. Heard was the victim of domestic violence at the hands of Mr,
Depp. She was not. Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic violence, and Mr. Depp is not a
perpetrator of domestic violence, And the centerpicce of Ms. Heard’s attention-seeking hoax—
her claim that Mr, Depp savagely injured her face by throwing her own iPhone at her from point
blank range as hard as he could and then continued to beat her face with cther “appendages of his
body™ on the evening of May 21, 2016, which caused her to have the battered face that she first
presented to the court and the world on May 27, 2016—was a poorly executed lie that
nevertheless has endured for nearly three years. The statements in her “Sexual Violence” op-ed
that imply otherwise are false and defamatory.

Ms. ITeard Was Not A Victim Of Domestic Violence: She Was A Perpetrator

24.  Long before Ms. Heard became a self-described “public figure representing
domestic abuse” based on her false domestic violence allegations against Mr. Depp, Ms. Heard

was in an abusive relationship. But Ms. Heard was not the victim in that relationship. She was

the abuser.




25. On September 14, 2009, police officers at the Seattle-Tacoma International
Airport wilnessed Ms. Heard physically assault her then-domestic pariner, Tasya van Ree. Ms.
Heard grabbed Ma. van Ree by the arm, hit Ms. van Ree in the arm, and yanked Ms. van Ree’s
necklace off her neck. Ms. Heard was arrested. She was buoked for misdemeanor domestic
violence, a mug shot was taken of her, and she spent the night in jail. The following day, the
Seattla-based prosecutor declined to press charges against Ms. Heard, but only because both she
and her domestic abuse victim were California residents who were merely passing through
Washington state.

26,  Since casting herself as a domestic abuse victim, Ms, Heard has attempted to
blame misogyny and homophobia for her domestic violence arrest—claiming that she was
arrested “on a trumped up charge” because she was in a same-sex relationship. In truth, the
police officer who arrested Ms. Heard for domestic violence was both a woman and a lesbian
activist, who publicly said so after she was publicly disparaged by Ms. Heard.

27, Ms. Heard’s violent domestic abuse did not end when her relationship with Ms.
van Ree ended. Ms. Heard committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp
during their marriage. Ms. Heard’s physical abuse of Mr. Depp is documented by cyewitness
accounts, photographs, and even Ms. Heard’s own admissions under oath.

28.  In one particularly gruesome episode that occurred only one month into their
marriaée, Ms. Heard shattered the bones in the tip of Mr. Depp’s right middle finger, glmost
completely cutting it off. Ms. Heard threw a glass vodka bottle at Mr. Depp—one of many
projectiles that she launched at him in this and other instances. The bottle shatiered as it came

into contact with Mr. Depp's hand, and the broken glass and impact severed and shattered Mr.



Depp’s finger. Mr. Depp’s finger had to be surgically reattached. Ms. Heard then disseminated
false accounts of this incident, casting Mr. Depp as the perpetrator of his own injury.

59 Ms. Heurd’s domestic abuse of Mr. Depp continued ynabated throughout their 13-
month marriage. Ms. Heard threw dangerous objects at Mr. Depp, and also kicked and punched
him with regularity.

30.  Shockingly, Ms. Heard even has used one of her attacks on Mr, Depp to push her
false narrative that sheis a domestic abuse victim. In her false affidavit to obtain a restraining
order against Mr. Depp, Ms. Heard recounted a domestic violence incident that occurred between
her and Mr. Depp on April 21, 2016 and reversed the roles, claiming that she was the victim
when in truth she was the perpetrator. Ms. Heard falsely claimed that Mr. Depp physically
attacked her, threw glasses at her, and broke a champagne bottle in their penthouse after her
thirtieth birthday celebration on April 21, 2016. In truth, Ms. Heard—angry with Mr. Depp
because he was late to her birthday celebration due to a business meeting — punched Mr. Depp
twice in the face as he lay in bed reading, forcing him to flee their penthouse to avoid further
domestic violence at the hands of Ms. Heard., Mr. Depp’s security detail member, Sean Bett (an
18-year veteran of the Los Angeles County Sherriff’s Department) picked up Mr. Depp
immediately after Ms., Heard assaulted him and witnessed firsthand the aftermath and damage to
Mr. Depp’s face. On other occasions—afier Ms., Heard violently attacked Mr. Depp in
December 2015—Mr. Bett insisted on taking photographs to document the damage to Mr.
Depp’s face inflicted by Ms. Heard.

11.  Thus, contrary to the false and defamatory implication in her “Sexual Violence”
op-ed, Ms. Heard was never a victim of domestic violence at the hands of Mr. Depp. Ms. Heard

herself is a domestic abuser, who committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr., Depp
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during their marriage, in addition to the domestic abuse that she perpetrated against her former
partner.,
Ms. Heard’s Domestic Abuse Allegations Against Mr. Depp Are False And Have Been
Refuted Canclusively By Police, Neutral Third-Party Witnesses, and
87 Surveillance Videos

32.  Ms. Heard did not “[speak] up against sexual violence™ as she claimed in her op-
ed. She made false allegations of domestic abuse against Mr, Depp to exccute her hoax.

33,  The centerpiece of Ms, Heard’s false abuse allegations is an incident that she
claimed took place around 7:15 pm on Saturday, May 21, 2016 at Mr. Depp’s penthouse in the
Eastern Columbia Building in downtown Los Angeles. After Ms. Heard lured Mr. Depp to pick
up personal items from his own penthouse, Ms. Heard, sitting on the sofa with her friend, Raquel
Pennington, and talking on the phone with her friend, 10 Tillett Wright, claimed that Mr. Depp
“grabbed the cell phone, wound up Fis arm like a baseball pitcher and threw the cell phone at me
striking my cheek and eye with great force.” Ms. Heard also claimed that Mr. Depp further
battered her face with some “appendage of his body” and then used a magnum-sized bottle of
wine to destroy the penthouse, spilling wine, broken glass, and other items around the penthouse.
“Penthouse 3 was destroyed” by Mr., Depp’s bottle swinging, claimed Ms. Heard in her swom
testimony. Her two friends testified accordingly. Ms. Heard used these allegations to obtain a
temporary restraining order against Mr. Depp on May 27, 2016, appearing in court six days after
the alleged incident with the first appearance of a battered face, notwithstanding that a litany of
people witnessed her throughout the week with no injury and building surveillance videos
similarly showed her uninjured.

34.  Mr. Depp, it is worth noting, left Los Angeles for many weeks almest

immediately after the zlleged incident. And it is also worth noting that building personnel

11




testified under oath that they again facilitated Elon Musk’s nighttime visits to Mr. Depp’s
penthouse to visit Ms. Heard, key-fobbing him in and out of the building proximate to the time
Ms. Heurd presented her bottered face to the public and the court on May 27, 2016.

35.  Mr. Depp has consistently and unequivocally denied Ms. Heard's domestic abuse
allegations. They also have been refuted conclusively by multiple, neutral third-party witnesses.

36, Ms. Heard's friend and neighbor, Isaac Baruch, pgave a declaration that he
repeatedly interacted with Ms. Heard, at close range, without makeup, and utterly unmarked and
uninjured in the days between May 22 and May 27, 2016. He further stated in his declaration
that on June 3, after confronting Ms. Heard about how upset he was at her false abuse
allegations: “Amber then told me that she did not want anything from Johnny and that it was the
lawyers who were doing all of this.”

37. Police went to Mr. Depp’s penthouse on May 21, 2016, immediately after the
incident was alleged to have occurred, They were dispatched afier Ms, Heard’s friend, Mr.
Wright, called 911 to report what the police dispatch log describes as a *verbal argument only”
between a husband and wife. Two officers, who are highly trained in domestic violence, arrived
at the penthouse shortly after Ms. Heard later claimed that Mr. Depp struck her in the face with a
cell phone, further hit her face, and then “destroyed” his own penthouse by swinging a magoum-
sized bottle of wine into other objects throughout that penthouse. Officer Melissa Saenz is a
veteran Los Angeles Police officer who is charged with training other police officers and
personally has responded to “over a hundred” domestic violence calls. Officer Tyler Hadden is a
junior police officer, but focused on domestic violence at the police academy and received

extensive training in how to detect that particular crime.
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38.  Both Officer Saenz and Officer Hadden testified under oath that they closely
observed Ms. Heard’s face in good light on May 21, 2016 and saw no signs of any injury. In the
police officers’ face-lo-face interactions with Ms. Heard immediately after she supposedly was
struck in the face with a cell phone and then further beaten in the face by Mr. Depp, the police
officers saw no red marks, no bruising, and no swelling anywhere on Ms. Heard’s face. Both
Officer Saenz and Officer Hadden also testified under oath that, when they went room-to-room
in the penthouscs to investigate, they saw no broken glass, ro spilled wine, and no vandalism or
property damage of any kind. This is in contrast to Ms. Heard’s later claim that Mr. Depp
“destroyed” penthouse 3 and caused serious, visible injuries to her face. It also directly
contradicts Ms, Heard’s friend’s testimony tegarding what Ms. Heard's face looked like at that
time: “Just the whole side of her face was like swolled up (sic) and red and puffy . .. and
progressively getting worse.”

19.  There was no probable cause to believe that a crime had been committed,
according to Officer Saenz’s testimony, because Ms. Heard had no injuries and claimed to have
no injuries, and there was no property damage in the penthouse or signs of any altercation.

40.  Multiple people who work professionally in the Eastern Columbia Building where
the penthouse is located, and who do not know Mr. Depp personally, also have unambiguously
debunked Ms. Heard's claim that her face was injured on May 21, 2016 and that she had any
sign of injury in the six days before May 27,2016. Three people, the building’s concierge, head
of front desk and head of security, profoundly testified under cath about their face-to-face
interactions with Ms. Heard between May 22, 2016 (the day after Ms. Heard claims that Mr.
Depp hit her and struck her in the eye and on the check with a cell phone) and May 27, 2016 (the

day Ms, Heard appeared in public and went to court to get a restraining order against Mr. Depp
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with what appeared to be a battered face). Every one of those three people testified under oath
that they saw Ms. Heard up close in the days after the supposed attack and her face was not
injured before the day she obtained the restraining order against Mr., Depp.

41, Cornelius Harrell is a concierge at the Eastern Columbia Building and was
working at the front desk at 1 pm on the afternoon of Sunday, May 22, 2016. Mr. Harrell saw
Ms. Heard face-to-face that afternoon—less than 24 hours after she claims that she was struck in
the face by a cell phone thrown by Mr. Depp and hit in the face by Mr. Depp.

42. In an interaction that was also captured by the Eastern Columbia Building’s
surveillance cameras and saved, Ms. Heard approached Mr. Harrell to pick up a package that had
been delivered to her. Ms. Heard accompanied Mr, Harrell to the package room fo identify
which package she wanted because more than onc had been delivered to her. As they were
looking through her packages, Mr. Harrell and Ms. Heard were inside the package room
together. The package rcom at the Eastern Columbia Building is “no bigger than a walk-in
closet,” so Mr. Harrell had an opportunity to observe Ms. Heard’s [ace up close, the day after she
claimed she was battered by Mr. Depp in the face,

43, Mr. Harrell testified under oath that, on May 22, 2016, Ms. Heard did not have
any bruises, cuts, scratches, or swelling on her face and that “nothing appeared out of the
ordinary about Ms. Heard’s face on May 22, 2016.” In fact, Mr. Harrell testified that he was
struck by how “beautiful,” “radiant,” and “refreshed” Ms. Heard looked, noting that, if she was
wearing any makeup at all, it was “minimal.” Mr. Harrell unequivocally testified that when he
was interacting one-on-one in close quarters with Ms. Heard on May 22, 2016 for about 8
minutes, that he did not see any evidence to suggest that she had been the victim of domestic

violence the day before, Mr. Harrell does not know Mr, Depp personally.
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44,  Alejandro Romero also works at the Eastern Columbia Building, manning the
front desk and monitoring the security cameras from 4:00 pm to 1:00 am Monday-Friday. Mr.
Romero had “hundreds” of in peison interactions with Ms. Heard when she resided in the
penthouse, in addition to observing her innumerable times on surveillance fuolage capturcd by
the Eastern Columbia Building’s security cameras. Mr. Romero testificd under oath about two
specific face-to-face interactions that he had with Ms. Heard in the days after she claimed that
Mr. Depp hit her in the face and struck her cheek and eye with a cell phone that he threw,

4s.  Mr. Romero testified that on the “Monday or Tuesday” evening “after the police
were called”—May 23 or 24, 2016—he was approached at the front desk by Ms. Heard and her
friend, Ms. Pennington, who elso resided in the penthouse. Ms, Heard and Ms. Pennington
asked Mr. Romero to accompany them to the penthouse because they were afraid that someone
had tried to get inside the penthouse. Mr. Romero discounted this concern because he had been
monitoring sccurity footage and saw no one trying to access the penthouse. Nevertheless, Mr.
Romero agreed to accompany Ms. Heard and Ms. Pennington to the pcﬁthousc and confirm that
it was secure. He left the front desk with Ms. Heard and Ms. Pennington, rode up to the 13th
floor with them, and went inside the penthouse with them. Throughout this interaction, Mr.
Romero testified under oath that ke had “a full shot” of Ms. Heard’s face and “a good visual” of
Ms. Heard’s face and saw no bruises, cuts, swelling, or marks of any kind.

46, Mr. Romero interacted with Ms. Heard again on the evening of May 25, 2016
when she came to the front desk to retrieve a key to the penthouse that she had left at the front
desk. Again, in this face-to-face interaction, Mr. Romero testified that he saw no bruises, cuts,

swelling, or marks of any kind on Ms. Heard’s face.
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47. Based on his in-person interactions with Ms. Heard, Mr. Romero, who does not
know Mr. Depp personally, testified under oath that he “couldn’t believe” Ms. Heard's domestic
abuse allegations against Mr, Depp because:

It was like — it was like I said, we watched the news and we saw the pictures. And I saw
the pictures and the next day [ saw her, T was like, come on, really? 1 couldn’t believe it.

It was — I saw her in person. . . .. The pictures I saw on the news, she got like a big
mark on her — on her eyes and her cheek. And when I saw her in person, [ didn’t sce
anything.

48.  Trinity Esparza, the daytime concierge at the Eastern Columbia Building who
works at the front desk from 8:00 am to 4:00 pm Monday-Friday, echoed Mr. Romero’s disbelief
at Ms. Heard’s account. Ms. Esparza, who does not know Mr. Depp personally, testified under
oath that she thought that Ms. Heard’s atlegation that she had been assaulted by Mr, Depp was
«galse” because “T saw her several times [in the days after the alleged attack] and 1 didn’t see that
[mark] on her face.”

49,  Ms. Esparza had multiple face-to-face interactions with Ms. Heard in the days
after Ms. Heard claimed that Mr. Depp hit her and struck her in the eye and cheek with a cell
phone. Ms. Esparza saw Ms. Heard in-person on Monday, May 23, 2016; Tucsday, May 24,
2016; Wednesday, May 25, 2016; and Friday, May 27, 2016. Ms. Esparza testified under oath
that, when she saw Ms. Heard on the Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday after the alleged attack,
Ms. Heard was not wearing makeup and that Ms. Heard had no facial injuries. There were no
bruises or cuts on Ms, Heard’s face, according to Ms. Esparza’s testimony. Ms. Esparza testified
under oath that she saw no indication that Ms. Heard had been hit or struck.

50.  Then, on Friday, May 27, 2016, Ms. Esparza testified under oath that Ms Heard
suddenly “had a red cut underneath her right eye and red marks by her eye.” Then Ms. Esparza

learned from media reports that Ms. Heard had obtained a domestic violence restraining order
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against Mr. Depp on May 27, 2016, Because Ms. Esparza had secen Ms. Heard so many times
that week without any marks on her face, Ms. Esparza thought “the time didn’t add up and so 1
was questioning . . . the marl on her face and the allegations that were made,”

51.  Ms, Esparza was s0 troubled by the sudden appeuruice of “a mark” on Ms.
Heard’s face on the very day that Ms. Heard obtained a restraining order against Mr. Depp—but
six days after the alleged incident—that Ms. Esparza went back and looked at security video
footage and talked to others who worked in the Eastern Columbia Building to see if the “mark”
might have been on Ms. Heard’s face carlier, It wasn’t.

§2.  Mr. Romero and Mr, Harrell confirmed to Ms. Esparza that Ms. Heard did not
have any injuries on her face when they interacted with her.

53,  Ms. Esparza also did not se¢ the “mark” on Ms. Heard’s face when she went back
and reviewed surveillance videos from the days after Ms. Heard claims that Mr. Depp hit her and
struck her in the face with a cell phone that he threw.

54,  DBut Ms. Esparza did see something else on the surveillance video. On a video
from the evening of May 24, 2016, three nights after Ms. Heard alieged that she was attacked by
Mr. Depp, Ms. Esparza saw Ms. Heard, her sister, Whitney Heard, and Ms. Heard’s friend and
cotroborating witmess, Ms. Pennington, on the mezzanine level of the Eastern Columbia
Building. In the surveillance video, Ms. Esparza testified under oath that she saw Whitney
Heard pretend to punch her sister in the face. Then Ms. Heard, Ms. Pennington, and Whitney
Heard all laughed. Ms, Esparza testified that she thought how Ms. I{eard, Ms. Pennington, and
Whitney Heard were acting on the surveillance video was “wrong,” and it only made her
question more how Ms. Heard ended up with a “mark” on her face three days later, on Friday,

May 27. Ms. Esparza knew that Mr. Depp had lef Los Angeles for work on the day of the
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alleged incident “and he did not return and so [ was questioning how those marks got on her face
on Friday.” Ultimately, Ms. Esparza testified under oath that she was forced to conclude that
“whatever happened to [Ms. Heard’s] face did not happen an Saturday [May 217", as Ms. Heard
had alleged.

55.  Ms. Esparza is not the only professional employee of the Eastern Columbia
Building to witness the “fake punch” video. Brandon Paiterson, the General Manager of the
Eastern Columbia Building, provided a declaration about it:

One of the surveillance videos, taken the evening of Tucsday, May 24, showed Amber

Heard, her sister Whitney Heard, and her friend Raquel Pennington entering the

building’s mezzanine. Trinity Esparza showed me a video at the front desk with a pretend

punch to the face from one of Miss Heard’s two companions, and the three of them
laughed hard. They then entcr the penthouse elevator, where Ms. Heard's face was
clearly visible, there were similarly no biuiscs, cuts, redness, swelling visible on Ms.

Heard’s face.

56.  Later, in the media firestorm concerning Ms. Heard’s domestic abuse allegations
against Mr, Depp, Ms. Heard learned that there were media reports stating that people who
worked at the front desk of the Eastern Columbia Building had seen Ms. Heard without any
marks on her face, as indeed was their testimony, Mr. Patterson, the General Manager of the
Eastern Columbia Building, summarized the testimony of building staff in his own declaration:

Ms Heard was repeatedly observed in the Eastern Columbia Building in the multiple

days following the alleged assault without bruises, cuts, redness, swelling or any other

injuries to her face. These observations were made by people working at the front desk at
the Fastern Columbia Building who interacted with Ms. Heard in person and also saw
images of her on the building surveillance cameras.

57.  Approximately a week after she made her domestic abuse allegations against Mr.
Depp, Ms. Heard approached Ms. Esparza and Mr. Patterson, and asked the two of them to give

a statement to Ms. Heard’s “friend” at People Magazine. Ms. Heard wanted Ms. Esparza and

M. Patterson “to help retract the statement that was given to the press stating that the front desk
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had released this information {about seeing Ms. Heard with no injuries to her face] and [Ms
Heard] asked if we would clarify it and let them know that we, in fact, would never release that
information un any resident.” Mr. Pattersnn and Ms, Esparza refused to give the statcment and
directed Ms. Heard to the Eastern Columbia Building’s lawyer.

s8.  Ms. Esparza testified that she was “not comfortable” with “the statement that [Ms.
Heard] was proposing that [the building] make to People Magazine, that the building would not
have said they saw [Ms. Heard] without marks on her face” “because that would have been a lie”
as “the front desk did, in fact, see [Ms. Heard] prior to Friday [May 27, 2016] without marks on
her face.”

59,  The people working at the front desk of the Eastern Columbia Building did not
see eny injurics to Ms. Heard’s face because there were no injuries to Ms. Heard’s face. Ms.
Heard’s allepations that Mr. Depp’s battered her was a poorly executed hoax.

60. The police officers, who responded to the penthouse on May 21, 2016
{mmediately after the alleged attack, saw no signs that Ms. Heard had been hit or struck by a cell
phone or that a magnum-sized bottle of wine had “destroyed” the penthouse because those
things never happened. There was no probable cause to believe a crime had been committed
because no crime had been committed against Ms, Heard by Mr. Depp.

61. Ms. Heard’s domestic violence allegations against Mr. Depp were false, as is her
portrayal of herself in her “Sexual Violence” op-ed as a domestic violence victim and her
portrayal of Mr. Depp as a domestic violence perpetrator and “monster.”

Ms. Heard Acted With Actual Malice When She Implied In Her “Sexual Violence” Op-Ed
That She Was A Victim Of Domestic Abuse At The Hands Of Mr, Depp
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62.  Ms. Heard acted with actnal malice when she published her false and defamatory
“Sexual Violence” op-ed and implied that she was a victim of domestic abuse at the hands of Mr.
Depp.

63. Ms. Heard knew that she was not the domestic abuse victim, but the domestic
abuser,

64.  Ms. Heard knew that her domestic abuse allegations against Mr. Depp were false
and that she leveled them and enlisted her friends to act as surrogates for her lies, as part of an
elaborate hoax to generate positive publicity for herself.

65. Ms. Heard also knew that her elaborate heax worked: as a result of her false
allegations against Mr. Depp, Ms, Heard became a dacling of the #MeToo movement, was the
first actress named a Human Rights Champion of the United Nations Human Rights Office, was
appointed ambassador on women’s rights at the American Civil Liberties Union, and was hired
by L’ Oréal Paris as its global spokesperson.

66.  Because of the past success that her false domestic abuse allegations against Mr.
Depp had brought her, Ms. Heard revived the false allegations to promote her new movie.

67.  Aquaman, Ms. Heard’s first leading role in a big-budget studio film, premiered in
theatres across the United States (and in Virginia) on December 21, 2019, The movie ended up
making over $1 billion at the box office globally.

68,  Tellingly, just days before the premiere, Heard published her “Sexual Violence”
op-ed with its false implication that she was a domestic abuse victim at the hands of Mr. Depp on
December 18, 2019 in the Washington Post’s online edition and on December 19, 2019 in the
Washington Post’s hardcopy edition. The cp-ed in the Washington Post’s online edition was

accompanied by a picture of Ms. Heard on the red carpet at Aquaman's Los Angeles premiere.
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Mr. Depp’s Reputation And Career Suffer As A Result Of Ms, Heard’s
False And Defamatory Op-Ed

69. As a result of Ms. Heard’s false domestic abuse allegations, Mr. Depp’s
reputation and career sustained immense damage.

70.  Ms. Heard, an actress herself, is well aware of the negative effect that false
domestic abuse allegations have on Mr, Depp’s career.

71.  Mr. Depp lost roles in movies because of the false alle'gations that Ms. Heard
made against him, When Mr. Depp was cast in films, there were public oulcties for the
filmmakers to recast his roles.

72.  Mr. Depp endured the public scorn caused by Ms. Heard’s false domestic abuse
allegations for more than two years, But he was weathering the storm and had a successful film
release in November 2019, In fact, that movie was still playing on screens across Virginia when
Ms. Heard revived the false domestic abuse allegations by publishing her “Sexual Violence” op-
ed in the Washington Post.

73,  The reaction to Ms. Heard’s false and defamatory op-ed was swift and severe.
Just two days after the op-cd appeared in the Washington Post’s online edition, Disney publicly
announced that Mr, Depp would no longer be a part of the Pirates of the Caribbean franchise.
Mr. Depp’s turn as Captain Jack Sparrow in the Pirates of the Caribbean films is one of Mr.
Depp’s most iconic roles, and generated billions of dollars for Disney. Nevertheless, he was
denied an opportunity to reprise that role immediately on the heels of Ms. Heard's false and
defamatory op-ed.

COUNT ONE—DEFAMATION FOR STATEMENTS IN MS. HEARD’S DECEMBER
18,2018 OP-ED IN THE ONLINE EDITION OF THE WASHINGTON POST
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74. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each of the foregoing paragraphs as if set forth
fully herein.

75.  Ms. Heard published the “Sexual Violence” op-ed on the December 18, 201R.
The article was published to a worldwide audience on the Washington Post’s website, A true
and correct copy of the online edition of the “Gexual Violence” op-ed is attached hereto and
incorporated by reference as Exhibit A,

76.  The “Sexual Violence™ op-ed contained the following false and defamatory
statements concerning Mr. Depp:

s “Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and faced our culture's wrath.
That has to change.”

e “Then two years apo, I became a public figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt
the full force of our culture’s wrath for women who speak out.”

¢ “I had the rare vantage point of seeing, in real time, how institutions protect men
accused of abuse.”

« T write this as a woman who had to change my phone number weekly because 1 was
getting death threats. For months, I rarely left my apartment, and when 1 did, T was
pursued by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motorcycles and in cars.
Tabloid outlets that posted pictures of me spun them in a negative light. T felt as
though T was on trial in the court of public opinion — and my life and livelihood
depended on myriad judgments far beyond my control.”

77.  These statements are of and concerning Mr. Depp, as he is Ms. Heard’s former
husband and she publicly (and falsely) accused him of domestic abuse in May 2016. Moreover,
Ms. Heard intended to refer to Mr. Depp in these statements, and those who know Mr, Depp or
who read the “Sexual Violence” op-ed understood these statements to be about Mr. Depp.

78.  These statements, which imply that Ms. Heard was the victim of domestic

violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, are false:
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a. Mr. Depp did not commit “domestic abuse” or “sexyual violence” apainst Ms.
Heard. Ms. Heard’s allegation that Mr, Depp violently attacked her on May 21,
2016 hus been refuted conclusively by police, neutral third-party witnesses, and
87 newly obtained surveillance camera videos.

b. Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic violence; rather, she is a perpetrator. Ms.
Heard was arrested for domestic violence against her former domestic partner in
2009. Ms. Heard also committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr.
Depp, some of which she has confessed to under oath,

79.  The substantial danger of injury to Mr. Depp’s reputation from Ms. Heard’s false
statements is readily apparent. Such statements would tend to so harm the reputation of another
as to lower him in the estimation of the community or to deter third persons from associating or.
dealing with him.

80. By publishing thesc false statements, Ms. Heard caused harm to Mr. Depp’s
reputation.

81. At the time of publicaticn, Ms, Heard knew these statements were false,

82,  Ms. Heard’s false statements are defamatory per se because they impute to Mr.
Depp the commission of a crime invelving moral turpitude for which Mr. Depp, if the charge
was true, could be indicted and punished. Moreover, Ms. Heard’s false statements prejudice Mr.
Depp in his profession as a film actor. Mr, Depp therefore is entitled to presumed damages.

83.  As adirect and proximate result of these false statements by Ms, Heard, Mr. Depp
has suffered damages, including, infer alia, injury to his reputation, harm to his ability to carty
on his profession, embarrassment, humiliation, and emotional distress, in an amount to be

determined at trial.
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84. Ms. Heard’s aclions were malicious, willful, and wanton, and evidence a
conscious disregard for Mr, Depp’s rights. Accordingly, punitive damages are appropriate.
WHEREFORE, [laintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter an award in Plaintif{'s
favor and against Defendant, as follows:
O awarding Mr. Depp compensatory damages of not less than § 50,000,000, orin
such additional amount to be proven at trial;
@) awarding Mr. Depp punitive damages to the maximum extent permitted by the
laws of this Commonwealth, but not less than $ 350,000;
(3) awarding Mr. Depp all of his expenses and costs, including attorneys’ fees; and

4 granting such other and further relief as the Court deems appropriate.

COUNT TWO—DEFAMATION FOR STATEMENTS IN MS. HEARD'S DECEMBER
19,2018 OP-ED IN THE PRINT EDITION OF THE WASHINGTON POST

85.  Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each of the foregoing paragraphs as if sct forth
fully herein.

86. Ms. Heard published the “Sexual Violence” op-ed in the December 19, 2018
hardcopy edition of the Washington Post, which the Washington Post distributes to readers in
Virginia, across the nation, and around the world. A true and correct copy of the hardcopy
edition of the “Sexual Violence” op-ed is attached hereto and incorporated by reference as
Exhibit B.

87. The “Sexual Violence” op-ed contained the following false and defamatory
statements concerning Mr. Depp:

e “Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and faced our culture’s wrath.
That has to change.”
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88.

“Then two ycars ago, I became a public figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt
the full force of our culture’s wrath for women who speak out.”

“] had the rare vantage point of seeing, in real time, how institutions protect men
accused of abuse.”

] write this as a woman who had to change my phone number weekly because T was
getuing death threats, For months, I rarcly left my apartment, and when I did, T was
putsued by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motorcycles and in cars.
Tabloid outlets that posted pictures of me spun them in a negative light. [ felt as
though I was on trial in the court of public opinion — and my life and livelihood
depended on myriad judgments far beyond my control.”

These statements are of and concerning Mr. Depp, as he is Ms. Heard’s former

husband and she publicly (and falsely) accused him of domesti¢ abuse in May 2016. Moreover,

Ms. Heard intended to refer to Mr. Depp in these statements, and those who know Mr. Depp or

who read the “Sexual Violence” op-ed understood these staternents 1o be about Mr. Depp.

83.

These statements, which imply that Ms. Heard was the victim of domestic

violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, are false:

90,

a, Mr. Depp did not commit “domestic abuse” or “scxual violence” against Ms.
Heard. Ms. Heard’s allegation that Mr. Depp violently attacked her on May 21,
2016 has been refuted conclusively by police, neutral third-party witnesses, and
87 newly obtained surveillance camera videos.

b. Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic violence; rather, she is a perpetrator. Ms.
Heard was arrested for domestic violence against her former partner in 2009 Ms.
Heard also committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp.

The substantial danger of injury to Mr. Depp’s reputation from Ms. Heard’s false

statements is readily apparent, Such statements would tend to so harm the reputation of another

es to lower him in the estimation cf the community or to deter third persons from associating or

dealing with him.
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91. By publishing these false statements, Ms. Heard caused harm to Mr. Depp’s
reputation,

92. At the time of publication, Ms. Heard knew these statements were false.

03.  Ms. Heard’s false statements are defamatory per se because ey impute to Mr,
Depp the commission of a crime involving moral turpitude for which Mr. Depp, if the charge
was true, could be indieted and punished. Moreover, Ms. Heard’s false statements prejudice Mr.
Depp in his profession as a film actor. Mr. Depp therefore is entitled to presumed damages.

94.  Asadirect and proximate result of these false statements by Ms. Heard, Mr. Depp
has suffered damages, including, inter alia, injury to his reputation, harm to his ability to carry
on his profession, embarrassment, humiliation, and emotional distress, in an amount to be
determined at trial.

93. Ms. Heard’s actions were malicious, willful, and wanton, and evidence a
conscious disregard for Mr. Depp’s rights, Accordingly, punitive damages are appropriate.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter an award in Plaintiff's
favor and against Defendant, as follows:

¢8; awarding Mr. Depp compensatory damages of not less than $ 50,000,000, or in

such additional amount to be proven at trial;

) awarding Mr. Depp punitive damages to the maximum extent permitted by the

laws of this Commonwealth, but not less than § 350,000;
3) awarding Mr. Depp all of his expenses and costs, including attormeys’ fees; and
€3 granting such other and further relief as the Court deems appropriate.
COUNT THREE—DEFAMATION FOR STATEMENTS IN MS, HEARD’S OP-ED

WHICH HEARD REPUBLISHED WHEN SHE TWEETED A LINK
TO THE OP-ED ON DECEMBER 19, 2018
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96. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each of the foregoing paragraphs as if set forth
fully herein.

97,  Ms. Heard published the “Scxual Violence” op ed in the December 18, 2018
online edition of the Washington Post. The following day, Ms, Heard tweeted a link to the op-
ed. A true and correct copy of Ms. Heard’s tweet of the link to the “Sexual Violence” op-ed is
attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Exhibit C.

98,  The “Sexual Violence” op-cd contained the following false and defamatory
statements concerning Mr. Depp:

e “Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and faced our culture’s wrath.
That has to change.”

e+ “Then two years ago, [ became a public figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt
the full force of our culture’s wrath for women who speak out.”

s “T had the rare vantage point of secing, in real time, how institutions protect men
accused of abuse.”

e *[ write this as a woman who had to change my phone number weekly because I was
getting death threats, For months, I rarely left my apartment, and when [ did, [ was
pursted by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motorcycles and in cars.
Tabloid outlets that posted pictures of me spun them in & negative light. T felt as
though I was on trial in the court of public opinion — and my life and livelihood
depended on myriad judgments far beyond my control.”

99.  These statements are of and concerning Mr. Depp, as he is Ms. Heard’s former
husband and she publicly (and falsely) accused him of domestic abusc in May 2016. Moreover,
Ms. Heard intended (o refer to Mr. Depp in these statements, and those who know Mr. Depp or
who read the “Sexual Violence” op-ed understood these statements to be about Mr. Depp.

100. These statements, which imply that Ms. Heard was the victim of domestic

violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, are false:
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a. Mr. Depp did not commit “domestic abuse” or “sexual violence” against Ms
Heard. Ms. Heard’s allegation that Mr, Depp violently attacked her on May 21,
2016 has been refuted conclusively by police, multiple, reutral third-party
witnesses, and 87 newly obtained surveillance carmera videos.

b, Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic violence; rather, she is a perpetrator. Ms.
Heard was arrested for domestic violence against her former partner in 2009. Ms.
Heard also committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp.

101. The substantial danger of injury to Mr. Depp’s reputation from Ms, Heard's false
statements is readily apparent. Such statements would tend to so harm the reputation of another
as to lower him in the estimation of the community or to deter third persons from associating or
dealing with him.

102. By publishing these false statements, Ms. Heard caused harm to Mr. Depp’s
reputation.

103. At the time of publication, Ms. Heard knew these statements were false.

104, Ms. Heard’s false statements are defamatory per se because they impute to Mr.
Depp the commission of a crime involving moral turpitude for which Mr. Depp, if the charge
was true, could be indicted and punished. Moreaver, Ms. Heard’s false statements prejudice Mr.
Depp in his profession as a film actor. Mr. Depp therefore is entitled to presumed damages.

105. As a direct and proximate result of these false statements by Ms. Heard, Mr. Depp
has suffered damages, including, inter alia, injury to his reputation, harm to his ability to carry
on his profession, embarrassment, humiliation, and emotional distress, in an amount to be

determined at trial,
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106. Ms. Heard’s actions were malicious, willful, and wanton, and evidence a
conscious disregard for Mr. Depp’s rights. Accordingly, punitive damages are appropriate.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff vespectfully requests that the Court enter an award in Plaintiff’s
favor, and against Defendant, as follows:
()] awarding Mr. Depp compensatory damages of not less than $50,000,000, or in
such additional amount to be proven at trial;
(2) awarding Mr. Depp punitive damages to the maximum extent permitted by the
{aws of this Commonwealth, but no less than $350,000;
{3) awarding Mr. Depp all expenses and costs, including attorneys” fees; and
(4)  such other and further relief as the Court deems appropriate.

JURY TRIAL DEMAND

Plaintiff John C. Depp, I hereby demands a jury trial on all issues so triable.

Dated: March 1, 2019

Brittany Whitesell Biles (pro hac vice application forthcoming)
STEIN MITCHELL BEATO & MISSNERLLP

901 Fiftcenth Street, N.W.

Suite 700

Washington, D.C, 20005

Telephone: (202) 601-1602

Facsimile: (202) 296-8312

Email: bbiles@steinmitchell.com
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Facsimile: (202) 296-8312
Email: bbiles@steinmitchell.com

Adam R. Waldman

‘| HE ENDEAVOR LAW FIRM, P.C.

1775 Peansylvania Avenue, N.W,, Suite 350
Washington, DC 20006

Benjamin G, Chew (VSB #29113)

Elliot J. Weingarten (pro hac vice application forthcoming)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

601 Thirteenth Street, N.W,

Washington, D.C, 20005

Telephone: (202) 536-1700

Facsimile: (202) 536-1701

Email: behewi?brownrudnick com

Counsel for Plaintiff John C. Depp, I

30



EXHIBIT A



SIOF §1 uwadag
Ry ey Q

S JOESLTETR S DO /SIS LRPIOT) SaRESy 581 0T WG Lo W ETER O derslTnd W68 MU T 00U

— = T

e

-9fURYD 0} SBY TBI[, "YIB1A S 9JM}[11) N0 PIDE]
puE — 90UJ[OIA [enxas Jsurese dn »jods I :paeoy Joqury

suoquphg
| o=
. M ]
o R
w e vl et f o

S - m
e, SO [T

m._w.a\z._qq_&éu‘_m




T s NI

BT LRt R R Tl S TN T SRR

L s e m el gy MU

wea

vok Oy = 1504 SUj §O WOOSML Il Way
et e o WS P4 N0 FuigLieng Rl v
Joap) Wt Lady3 AL IN PIIedun)
DiTT w4

oy

"y In0qE yyan) 3g) 11 01 345y @ |,

-asudielca 2 1o puxiap $3ej Wo N3 Isnesx Ing ‘digs a1 inoge
ATEI DA 30 I AaTfaq L2} oSN J0T — 53j0y dn gpied 0) ajeradsap preoq wo 2jdoad Jo 10[ & AR 3133
*S1aqadt UR SIS B UIYM, Ssudiaud sdny v st dgs JeqL Jrmeilt sqy sy diys © 58 uew yiamod e am2ew]

1904 VTS ST 24 THETH 9 1 RAT] I TR IO AN
DosIR LTICTS ST S VEUR NG S, Fud a3 MTignd Budod wol 2T 200 ) wi2E 3015 143 01 L B 00 RNy e 9 arod Ne20t0.0 91 ua

&
ity m,gm

7 popshut
‘ 2 Audlew AEUIS UKy )
[F wedio §

e ey
ﬂ q %x:guEsztomE_Ecu

T ey P E ) N 5
gy P

- Wiodum Jow
- PUR - RS wed 1sed fumay
¢} s dwnay Jumad 10} 2523 94

woradg E

m WRTI M P
Sersudinsun Ruapn s ke

B pnmd onndo 2

1uae RoUTN § 434RT KRUMA
- 10 550 Juweaads four au)
=-n T

oo pEVY Pow

r.ul:...!i._ll-fw
[t Tl St N
SN SRR ]
LV & R -

TN
e TR S

AN

L gunyn) aluuon) wWoy

.~~~ Y] Aose[g eunsuy)
S = 03 JONI Y

J

-ISNGE J0 PISI0R Uat 0910.d Suonmgsm Moy ‘9w [ead ot ‘Soeas 3o jnied aZeluea ares w3 peq

Jutwenhy, pue .2&«3 ST, SIAOW

I} UL RIS 3O 3101 Am1 433y ©) I|qE 3q P[nows T 13IYM O 52 35078 saousunl) -vw paddosp Amedwmoa aqy

PpuE ‘puelq Tongse} eqo(d ¢ Jo 3ovy aq) st udredured reak-om) € 10ys Isnl peq | i 41T 15803t 01 parpEiE SEM
[ 10w Y PSIPRE] 99 PoM | 2 —~ SSLDE TP 5% YI0M TTRSE 13430 PRIGM | 340 IO} SIPSIADE PiTe SPUild

100 Yeads ogm D3WOM 10) IBIM S,2IM0
NG Jo 32104 [N 243 12 § pUe “esuqe agsawop Sunuasaadar amdy wjgnd 2 sureseq | 'ode sicod omg way],

“TTILA ® 5% JjasAm 328 1, 0pIp I puy “aslisn{ 2auq o) syurepdmen Sany 1sadxa jou prp [ — lamb
1dax | 1ng 23 332][03 JO SeM [ IWN I AQ PIYNEsSE AENYRS PUE passerEy UaAq PEY ] ‘TATIOM LUEW 24T]

*003 “Bumod || pawiea] 104 13q [ pore i AFMIOIE 0] SPIoM HR Peq | 0Jaq, 300 sTy) mauy | JuauR3uRLE jeg

¥oddns suogninsal jo Jof € 18] pue - ERUEuy pue ATewos ‘Aeasdgd — tamod 371 INTY UIW 1B M|
1 “P104 #q 03 FULAEY 3342 JNOYILM ‘U0 A| 163 STUTYE UTEWA mauy | 232 Sunod L1347 je asnye 0} pasodxa sem ]

UOW,F SYLAGT] R UDILIBLLY Y3 ID SJYDLL 5, U3UOM WO JOPDSSDYUD PUD SSAL0D UD S} P03} Jagqury



A —— A —
BAURE Spu e Penaen Taog WORITIM
zﬁﬂi%g%—ﬂn!ﬁ
R 1aMIU SIUItE) ISY) Peay
mﬁ-suawﬁ.pxu_ o
A0 D |
‘ Oie 37T, ey OB
wor r
o 13y s0r]
S T ST R
FRLIZR DI
pualitg g
AT .
C a gggghﬁawﬂﬁméﬂ?ﬁﬂﬂnuﬁﬁumgég
.......n . %aﬁgﬁguguggrggﬁﬁﬁggﬂgog
?r_-‘..u..l..lum..oa swesozd soUKEISSE [Y28] RIRYE0 spsun odut sa Surpuny sopuokd pae ‘osng ydar oy aFloed 10) susTIsis
R 10ddns SaEAI 1] WIRSSY {28 PR U0 FRsTwop 3G 0} PRI BOUF[FEI| o 50atd anmasgp
Qﬁ. s ﬂqﬂuﬂ%!oﬁﬁuﬂwégmﬁiﬁﬁﬂéuywcn..:«:?nnEﬁ.ﬁguﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁvﬁmﬂ.ﬁﬁa
wririt{.. nﬁ%&gamgtgggg%uﬁhﬁﬁeksgnuu.rﬂ_u?
P
w\ *oom ~aauny Jeonriod € caGT TG e 0UDjoiA [FTSS PUa 0} D0RRILRED
b @ _uauwwﬂu.ﬂﬂnz.ggﬂmm.ﬁﬂor%ﬂmgnﬁ_#.bsm_nngﬁgnnﬁnﬁhneo
.r.."-ll_ O} PRERD A3 TIWOM IO “[EI0 Fe| puy BIAL] JNH0 J0 BATE £53A B} 3T0M SL06E TRIOIA [BTIXas
- gnzﬁﬁagﬁwﬁbasuvuﬂmssz*aﬁgﬁgn%aasﬁﬂ
E«Bﬁnﬂﬁmmﬂggﬁguﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁgﬁﬁ?gg@
-gﬁﬁhﬂ%ﬂzﬁ ugﬁﬁoﬂfgﬁuﬁﬁnﬁgggﬁgﬂaég_ﬁﬂﬁn%wﬂgoﬁ
oaran LSO T
sTue 5 SuraurEaq A58 STOGIRST a5y Py Jamnd Emind pue
_ .._ fﬁﬁnﬂ“ Eﬁaﬁmﬂ%ggggggﬁgﬁm%%gﬂﬁﬂgs
- TS EEe Y seqaogred o Adws 30 drgsrom 5o saoerd SRE(hjoA - STORIASE 30 5PUTY [[# U134 PoomA[uH]
iy 0003 0 1 150f 10T ‘30 57} 4] Fwmod Moq THode ST YENE) B WUAMT (125 SG *SIEA FIRI O
-— ¥ B 0 USOOU, PR ST - e —c 1
¥R RSY RS el cee e ey <
ﬁ»c ey hom mtm e ~—
SN 1904 UCIAARRM B IO LoERand € 'St el ame g +
A} L mey veyng - |
— rllrlu uh
D e | fod
' §TTTTRA e e : .
| moman gy pagy mE =D m S.liiw A ﬂﬂl@!r 1
B A n i s) et A praman & Ra e



G )0 W) FONPOI A

ReNe) 01L

252 1ULSERIEY] [¥TUR6 RORIR( ) Jo Med Fuidjuloq 1aou 3 LN TR
X1 L FUTSPON BoFensTanTpe dunl] #Q 13 LE] owngodey il
ROORS Mo & 20450 Jo K2 I souryeq a S S3] oA AR

Suoim pus ~ 3 1o FUNT X HILL MY 5 S0AN] AR I SAMA 53504 L
ajow prdy

wangy 1m0 pautvqs s ) SROUFRGUL ) JGF 03 PuE ~ FILION [FR0S PUB S PR SAFL O}
ﬂggﬂﬁggﬂuﬁgggsggégﬂﬁs%ﬁﬁﬁ
ngguiiﬂggégaﬂsgoﬂﬁoésggésg_

“Jenoo Am puodaq 1z} susuipal
E;Esﬁsﬁegﬁvaﬁﬁglsa%ﬁaﬁﬁsésassg.gnﬁH
aﬁmeuaa.sﬁeﬁaua%ﬁa%ﬁﬁwﬁ%vﬁzﬁaﬁsuﬁ%&sﬁasgs
§§§§§s§m§_§~ﬂ§aﬁaﬂﬂa&hﬁﬁg*£§aé

geaayﬁ&ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁsbﬁﬁéﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂzﬁg?.aaﬁﬁ.ﬁ

ﬁam&uaiaﬁsaﬁﬁqﬁ%a#%a?l%gggfasﬁpﬁ
Eaiﬁﬁaaanogoziﬂen?%eﬂnaﬁbﬁﬁihssﬁg.é.mx__ss
AT 150U 9G] A[U0 HYFAISIALL 0} EOOS SIT0bJ PIDOM SIRE M 3} PIWERS 30 BIOALALS HOUSSE
gﬁ%%%%.ﬁﬁaaﬁ.@ﬁ#@qﬁégéﬁag
gugé.%sﬁiusgﬁgﬁﬁﬂgéﬁgﬁzﬁﬁp
s%ﬁﬂ&&égaihavﬂmgﬁgmsggsgéﬁgg
éﬁauﬁam§€§§3§%%8%§a§§32€§38&»3




EXHIBIT B



t

e Mgl

o 4 ek i e

jing

L

on ;)08

o

.y,

N

L3

ey g o B Ty e Cuwh, s b o4 8P

Gamrdrary Deian Dpa i

[ yaurnion @

e s

&ll + "
Tk g e et P ‘Senate passes
T T . o ey
- ibill re evamping
| A Ljusli
. . Jier imina JlIS ICC
S ~ N \ 4 1 b G ST GO R P eeAn 1S
‘%. . - o !NW&M?MIHW&WMM
ML N . i \
! v
oot Fod \.u::.:::,::'::;: L .
g ohamni i mes LRSI
" I:—m Tlier o e
i ek e L et eenad )
e s kL ouRRn
\ou-d M—Ar! PES T TR ) :'ﬂ‘:;l;‘: t;d::‘-‘q,'\k\::‘: ]
l’\dw;-ﬂulﬂxldup#
R
A . L EES AT
T :’""..,;‘"::. SRR
e

Judge excoriates Flynn, delays sentencing

< Mueller Joes
the rulo of law

——— i
T Trermy wce foecad
oy srabr his oruned.
matard o prn Low

weprEncan ir o
[URYY RCTES
N e

N o pebis v e g

A, Jiran) ey e

[
Tam 1ha ¥t 1 & T e
PAps Louretic B el iy

a0 owen hosaad W

wilh 4 leciure ou

Junat disappaeint

Caars b

Lt k|
wn;nuu-u
LI RIUT T A

Trunw sevks to mudd
al s, Wt L

nawile i e B

| President hacks off
rdemand for wall funds

Nrwtess e ar g B WL oh vt

A A T Y X

e T R T L I e T iy i frmetrg il pmem bty

B e e [PPSR,

A gre vEaiiws s lewmy b i B e Sefom -
e 1 1] LI TPEITIS S ] wrRaws Fravih A PR Al G VA M e
Tha pr ge et ks fa w el e W G Fae Sucaet

B e LR ARy eEH Bk (b irahe A iy

Benraabat avdbara o G mhe ot ke jriie A wh3d tamd o W8 pve a1 I
Tt LY o e e B Prden Tumy o0 Possbsr  Latl phisen gy W1 Wt
PR T L R L 0 phra Wb vl W w..a.un' 1w bl el mavand 2R

Ve LI Ta g W ova wing  Grabdeelpers B ow b o mes U e hia Weewas arure d “

B an &v-.-l J,usu--ua o owlw b okt L Badas Paiead By 5 ey b wrl, B by bl L

Pte it Sl W bome bvg o Pardiag Bump i e s 1A L e d 9 h‘u;«hul»u;utnv TV men A AT DA ke

p...,m......,.. e id Pos aE MR N R dam w pust 3 ] 4 u ek

T g e Lo 4 e al 2 A Bt Qerengiris 1bINe b o g

Bre o bin e il bebiad b o e

Sy P e e W
w100y amlaring o 19

d b ) B A
ke ot it bapr omen)

Ao bt k] 4yt st
FALMrAE fUi e et

ln hﬂhl of allerations,

president to

Pirundadon was uael
Jor peracend sl p ol
Erumllt, baasissl gy

[0 Bave A, Pursuerens

Frdimd Tnoy rbal sireel o
R Il Y, ]
e L T
L ]
B banike e Pty tha b g

shut cherity

U p o 407 1L R Doty
M) & mg Diasin A M S

TRe b d § oreay s n.ml
[ v

W v AswnToagie

parpeand 3 - AL

A o a0 Dt Hs Pem s
b ) e | et BT

raLLine oyt

Inside America’s other opioid epidemic

- IR

The ety 6 t4, 1 IF

Pround 1rea for an

aplimon |5 Mrk as Avsr foan e deoiba

LT

em vhow S
]
[ RP g
| aacasiin ﬁo‘.ll‘o“.
W eyl had ilas T 4
B T
Cop aed b s gt gt Aretard
Wy a4 W memw bl
Ak
[ e e haked

.

A menne el g T

.

L
Fha 0 B s b s er
Avram o
o d ttie s A ed ot
. L m U e e

pre d [ - P S ez 12 e bt rveing fokiratirE W
Hew Ml a7 Grn m e | e e e L heg e g
b AT aa s s st £ Wt bt ot ks bt Bl b Al Mt A0 Tcka il R4 T M o iy W TR
Tumamp TR g A B b it s D et e gk L F b B W s o S, W R e e el Bebmg st s i
- e 28 Dk o — W T e AT - ey = e
Y AREWS Wiy Velad Sabmnmd Pl sk mrie st 26y 3
INTHENE fotiompmig NSIBC A
. g —_— -
" YT Torhrbhel Ly rrerand bt g_.:-:' CURRT mistews " ey
Tty et b i e e e Do B e Bt - ocers, Dastn
L ] P ik o) v B h a
Bt ol Sty v | B e s 3 an .,.,,.,.,.“ Arwbe hlradwd ol _"-"‘""‘:
B S L TR ) S et b Ty M
Vvt h ity airen S LI i i P im ' ok San 41
. pervaenioniut il dak Ak o P Vet b, g T D g . wma
N e rmay e ot e Prat oy | Boing # o
<o e =1 140 reohe T bk deie bt : . -
e g o hama L et e e L i e e T T I
e T L —
#oamp A bt dad b gy —dran W s

ok 1 et wnst Peruy Mare |, stu
il L & S ey e e B
@ erling A dele ¥ 1% eetn =

- Frban
v vy =
e dadam
[

Lr
PP

LT I )
ay i hd E b
a7 mand—
boowaa b
© o ruarbes

waai e th

— LXE

s Mg fhen Cemd

Kd Sy ahd A wmhd pureang o
v wrh g L [l e L b B
o ou o eyl
D L L T

e T R et et o L e




[ "

meunn 19 2018 THE WAIHINQGTON POIT "

!mn .

0 Py
SRy

n, but
S the
tufl

o et o
N nitgweak than the

' female Adr Furve
Ral ~ Bep. Martha
{

Yeux Ducty ) 8-
B tomn Oh Tuesday
Wyt 91 the keat
i1 apecial eection
e remt nlng twa
o Apumet PN ]
 rub for Teebection
Jaea'd toncelvably
patt ol tho et foar
by sa3 sh 0"l eEU

1, woer shes due 1o |

vl § ey be
$ai bart tee akh At
e o blemdr M-
brna, mh-nab e Wk
ariling Acpubibic an
oid o1 b Jon Kyl
puizd g wapd erm el
i1, AnDOURCed lasl
Fstayeoly untiithe
b g eomenne elie 8
e loe 4030
i i wcare heymid
Aonsle Culierguf
i e hasn L boen
o v Ying ot itiva
Fao bt sinoe (umsdy
. lSineRAUs »
Ly Plarforin {de
Rine £ g the peest
tn o Yz the famLy
i+ oy by fathoy 10
73 LeatLig deie
ukly parscd far
% SheCarn Navonal
Muon Act fur Facel
ppttcaved a8 8 low
‘el esd 1o mimio
1 winbihd Welainy
B oan gurtng 0Tl
el e aof Dl
h

FecTRB DIt BaLIN,
met wnth Cloady
pees fur has orets
portediy scotifad
1

fos may mot be 30
Llh-u Wby largor
1§ oottt her
B 1 heki NJE PeAny
an prete roed Kicval-
1oe (orerpur b ve-
L R ko hing
sz a party 23 \ba
g Ser b YACKI O

Tiral cdonintion -
® 14 o mend Sikely W
¥ g furute chatifud
o wad i ally bess
4 1 reputiediy Wt
diys postrledtlun
e biamed Bet luss
¥ ratnes than lotar-
Por 4
2ieah Blah Such olt
WAt yoo rd hpolid
J Ll shuw bost, bt
prie ure mure Witer
§ buwunan sapect —
aspanepces = sod
o e i
#quite s lot includ
palities 1N Edu 0w
wisen dhe b Wousl
benal BOCIAL SV el Wi
jor b incuded ¢ re-
Pisen o d

e —rmer i A in e bt A it

— : /

{

——
Bt

[ PR S

AT AL, A AT B T

I

Ladlle Ploomven in Tuly JOLE Tos CRE chlrfexscutivy rigned la
Heplembey Al f mmittpie ali egations of eeawal miseonduct sa faeed

A translormative
moment for women

wy Azra HEARD

ot wrprcd W) AL AT AV
Foung ant 1hew oretain ihirce
earty oo, v i 2t eres Bk o g
ot Ll rwiiodiiend aipthe
puwer — pogros iy solally and
pancially = gnd that ot of fnsu'y-
Burs upeort thil afvmagedsens §
hoew ki kg belnre T had e wyeds
v artraiaie 1, anl 1 bel you iearmved
R poung, b
Like tnay wonsn, | bad bean
barssaed At sonualy assuised by
Ut dine [ was of culitae age But b
Repl quiak — 1 did oot mapez Alng
oo lalnts W bang hutice And §
Aidn't s welf ak avicring
Then twa years ags, | betaina 4
pubic gure represcolLy domesuc
slruse, nod I felt the hudl fores of pot
ewtuzws wrath for worpen wha fpeak
o
Preuls und sdvivers wid me |
WOt neved Skalia work m ad actrny
o that | wwitd be blackilied A
movia T uns alts. hed 10 recast my
role [ had 3ok shiot & Two-yRAr CAllle
PaLLD & the lact of 5 plotal Gahian
beasd, mod e cuopruy droppal W
ueatous rosw & W whather |
wrualdbo able su krep sy rols of Vets
0 \be movied “uatics Lasgue® and
*Aguaan®
} bad e Tere vantsxa (rant of
purhg, |8 real o Bow Lasnoutions
grotat meu acvuded of sbuwoe.
tmagine § powerful an ae e phip,
Uka e T5tanic. Fhar ship @ & bugs
anwrprise When L sirtacs &n ke
Perk thers st & It of people oo
board despersie L patch up boles «
Aot beaaase thev belicre Iy or eved
carpabout the ahip, but becsuse thedr
WD (ies Jepend 08 1he titerprise
k2 tweent yrare, the o 1e 00 move-
pseist has 1au (07 Ly AUl how power
Uik this wor ia, k-0t hust i Hollywood
bul 1 el kuoal Gl indThuol) -
werkpluces p acrauf wursh poelm-
ply In partcular annmuuniles o
every walk of iy, worien W fol-
fronoiax thess man who are bkl
by soclal sconomle and sumsal
e And theoe ineTisiond i b
&l g W change
W are o & tearuformative pallg
@l mament The president of onr
ettty bay been actured by more
thad & doicn wosien of staual Muss
eonduct, thcluding waalt and ba-
raupsn, Quutpe tver bl saie
weote and bebavicr ey energiied &
female-jod oppanitice SM6TO0 Lart-
®) B orvesabiod about Just bow
profoundly sexual vicluce secu
woaneil 15 overy urva of our lives. And
last mookh, mure womnan were alcct
wd 10 Congreas than svet i mur b

o172 WATh & & aviate fo ke wamend
Baves 2erius,y YWuiieany tage &l
Ar.crmudnuiion o emd teaual fulenes
AreTseraLg o kPt ra, fuve

W llare 0 O D W D Salater
ard butl 1 swetdugdong peaectve of
wurmes MU Rartes LO0NETRM CAL
fLaitho (e and Hrw KU the Vio-
tnce Apalial Wo ued Act Pl
DLt It 16 54 tho aet e une of e
ot effechve plecod of bguileiion
saacizd W Nghl dosoeetie voleoud
mnd sl ansanit T ereates supmant
ayptarh R Deofe who 1epon alaue,
b provides funding for pape cristd
arlers, logal awlilalng PRefTAmE
and mber onibral sarviers, 1t o
prover reepuisos by [iw enforce
menl sl ! pradibits dleatun netiog
arwnat LGETY survvors Pusling
fuor e Wt expliod by September and
Bt oniy s Wty exicndod.

W ationld conituur i Hid 1 seauad
ALt o culitgt CAIL e, Wi
lmuiiaeoanty tnosng oo this pre
oeutes ot s udicatig eurETlainth
tant moall, Mhcaboa Becarary
Brtay Devos propassd ehanger %
Tiue LX nuled jrveriing U Drrkle
et of Mors) BArASINMIE ARG 1=
UL bn schoals. Whlle Kame e s
wodld Mk Lha prraceta kr handliog
complelits Dure falr gtherz would
weakan putcctiots T sesusl s
st surAve e For axample, the new
Tobes would poguche schoull I tuved
tigale oniy the mHet LUTME SN
pisinle, aesd Len onky wheu thay ane
wade W Jvanated officias, Weloen
Qi sunFuse wlresdy bave froulis
rosng Rewazd atxsut Brxusl Yie-
Yence — why wotild wa wliow busting
e Al o aks bal s muppuru?

Tworw g m woman whu bad o
changs my phons pumbar weskly
bechune | war p+ing death lhreats
Yor méarahy, [ euirty Wi my Apart-
oerd, mid wha | S wes puneed
by caoers Luned sed phtograihon
i foot, oft Ioterrychs bini D wan,
Tehloid ouklara 1het posted et
of e NP 1210 ko & e g dave Habk d
faell M thugh | wae 00 el in e
@At of pubt'< npiniud — 364 my e
wnt Ireefinsned depeaided of myrad
Adgmeiud fas beyutd iy cuatiol

1 wuns to enyuse Wiat womel; who
oene BEwrd b K atint viokenoy
Teretw mote support Weare dleurg
PEpORe LR W ho Rt Eaw Jecg=
Ty weo carw eboul Ru ey, Yecan
WwoyN togrOmef by deman 1chanyed o
fawn i e end sla) Domme -
ant to rigit the Lmbalances that hare
soapend tur Lye
The wiio i 8n aciread § 70 SMIDLAREO!
0 oMy ghia &L 118 Atrerean (vl
Liberiog Linion

‘e AuluPsTaPhi
;‘ﬂnﬂnducuuu Ll
o pilon. aad 1 lixe
é’ﬂ, as maoy will
e hrr CONCEAInG
ik, kichby saied
U har pescue polden
¥, who sralneid moat
£ on MeSuly'e
bt vieai W hearis,
Eh consolidaied the

Ha McSally W i
Here iy heal fphter
_u.lr: spurting & Top

[wamsesmenshaznm

Extcor pladd T oam woshan Clonge k0T prac /o' pradr i Leaniarg

Py the wurmen instead

tetbere b oo U ny keened of rebef ba the
Infurtsilng Bawd Syciony thal has bewn
2018, K W the report thal CBS doaat
NG Lo oy Qe aced and digrsosful
formaar chakrm e Angd chief gucutiye
Lasiie Mooovea .20 wliion i srver

Incu Tirg corts wptroet o tie fora of
lawysms fees H% o Darrene tnoentive
sruria e thul gy cumpanics iniione
af rrascns no' W0 el dpifmatvey wilh
Prile siare who Ratass thelt co-mu/ T,

Bonue eompaiiics Bavd Hogiin 1o wHLs
Eempevinrnt contraety gueciiying thal
BL ko Ced who e pzad becaumr af

anom, QF cuursn, Hiat relief la atedd

Bacus) hit can't & 4 that

e . e B e —— o e e U b T 8w g

Racismisa

v GHaRRILYN TPLL

regl wa hwly Teicased reputts from the
senaie  Iptethgencs Comamitlon
Marut Russan inlecerence in e
2018 ebakion have been Borhing
short of revelatury Buth rulia — ous
pruduced by restaschers at Usford Undver-
31y, he ather by te oybetarcority frm New
Kawwitdige — tescride n genuler detad
herww toe Bussian powerniest ied Lo sow
discord and tonfusien amosy Amerioun
woure And bown zonrlude ths Rusish
campalgu (ncluded o maarive alfon wo de-
retvg amel toaIpl Afrcan AMmaricans Ye
oW have porsialiahie conflimation that 8
fore g rower sughl W explolt acial n
atons 'm the Jr s Ylaire fur ks own galo.
Bvor minoe U 8, Joladipcont sgeRdles Te-
poried Lol e Hussisn prernment
worked to iy che Juld elertive, orrign
slectiog meddiing has beea cas of out
BakihY WD 38O HCUNLY tOneerhe. But
o AL s B0 abatel Rivstas inierterente
fate'y tonrk 0a W olbar THajor rest to
ouir eheclasa the reaurgnnng vl Mals-spot-
pured yUler sopLTesian N the Dried
Sutrs §n Wght of theee Cisturbing waw
reports, It [ clear we can Do Jonger think of

Azl

national security issue

hnqh-mmmzmnkuwlhm.
enarmons aflusmca B wielils i cur demas
rary, and the ways That (00clRD poweny cag
wot ihsd Influsncs W Bnpalae Aovert
gant Cowgrese shouk feyuire Lremier
A parency and fospenathiity from thirse
oo poratiuhs bedore the T0U0 Wecthors
Foally we bave g scovpt thal forwza
powers seire apan hese A3 ons becasy
they 4ty real — Gecnnwd TRCIAM fel whoa tha
United A’ Artider' beek indend, B W6
ad Wiwnys bat Been, & natiohsl weunty
wulieralility — & fundaprmad ABY Ay
sipbitabin fealiy of Amcnean fe tudt
bechgs the Lanspct wcd Nastatno of myuady
o] Jiwrice wa projet and et arcand
the wotld 1 may b espeaatly diflenit W
our eta of “{abe Rews” and “wiszgalre
Nctn” but we s yecoghlie DK
hnlure te scknowicd gy bard tutiv esie
cAally when il comen lo Tere, makes i wdaier
fof krelgn powers W Tum vl AZdigsl oee
snothar Rusate did Rt conjiste oot of thio
aly th Black somnmutiltyd legininaie grey:
anort ALyt TacisL posicing. Nordid It invept
racht and Ratehil conspiracy Ehenrics
Mt Russlau trofls selied upco tiess twal
problauis as udy-meda sources of Jscald.
Mowing forwurd, wa nevd 1o rerostlse that
our fulureteh Jy widread Baua ol ot

forelgn electivn meaall £ 16 8 ph
oD separ ke foon Bt w4 W dstairae
chite unericaia of ¢ulot Raslnl Injustice
ramaine 5 fed vulnerabiiler bo ow deinoo-
racy opae thel (ofedan POWETS are only oo
willing to anack

Hyw abousid we respond? Pirst, we bava
Y0 TiRke L caried, BG4 Barder, for Asmericans
A0 vole, [n ibe wake of Iha Supreme Cowt's
Y Shelby Coundy sactalun, which serste
1y weakeint the Yoding Rixhls Act, we'sa
sraly & peanrgrnce of volar BigpTeRun o
forts v 08 Dstion, Conrrest hea the
povrer Lo Bx ha ek #lghia Act, butsofar
h has decuncd 10 4 s, The of

Aghis and ractal fustos niakes el us moae
r ptible bo dorvign .
Thuoa i basdby the At trne our sdvanips-
e have Ld#ntified TROY RO Rcben 08 Asner-
Jeas grest vuinerabiltn Duocing the Lokl
War, the 2ovint Unjon hryueny polited in
segregation and avii vt s prool of
American hypocriay This propugasds wes
yoificiontly wAdeprsed, sod conly e
waoughs truth, TBat hesdircy of bovh partics
began arguing tha sogregancn undrfe
il Uiy Uniled Suites’ plsition da the
Cotd War, Balping to nase Lhe pLapags of vivil

Boas'et racial Lerptting shonnld SIVE A5 &
wike-Lp el that doovmide VOLET Suppime-
b e 10200 1 betny uuconemiUonal
alleciely WA JOTSL Sitacks 0T QX de-
mocn ek indewd, we shouid ke soriquly
the danger that dusecstic and forelgn
Eroups may seotallale i Je Do Gumoo
In fuipre wections, & Dokslblily we can

AU g 10 e bvidn and Ppue

Today we naed & auhiig undentanding
chat guir falluire 16 ensuro egual jartes for 4
bes grave pnpilextions for L3 uadoftal
pecaity. The upeoloing Huwse earmiglt
tommiice Messindy oo Rusian Imerice
stice and voley Fuppressiun will be citical
oppeitwuhes 10 educam the public oa e
hrests to tlr demourncy, and they dexerve
out €}

bexin W borestad, Hisl snd fo 4, by
protoeting the fraochise Bere al Rome
Rag, Terrs A Stwlh {D-Ale) b wlresdy
tnirodueed 3 comprshpousive new voitog
Aghts biY, and Congreay abould wiftiy ad
UPCD 1 e W yrar

fecuad these revelatinan only decleo
e arpeocy of demndding mure RXIUBY
abifty wom wchuology comparies The
Now Knowlrige repor cntloium sl m
din companits auch s Facalqpl fof mis
Jeair g Congroad about the natune of Ru-
Man interfarenes, pourg iet one wvem
dromd thin fpexific Koo wee
This W hwt @ote endsnce Usal i

But we hast be careful s 1o reduce the
sroggie ioe fCk) squaicy lno 4 Blondlsad
quostion of Dationad interest Crvil igghle e
mdaniind 1e gur patanal secudty, (9
Qooal MO Y SRS et L el okt
for puryulng tvil nghta Afrer all e
frgoriion 8 hot Jast anmber clink bn gur
annar (8 the grest Daw o ger charecker
Crir advaasartad know kst tack 1oahes us
onr gwn wordt Epemy It k5 past thme W
trarn Uns agdd beulb uunsanes ..

¥
Tha wehot 3 rnansasl o Gustorcouid ol
g NAATS gt Db med L atieana Fundg

DAVID LGNATIUS

magane Amcdsan pollites fof amoawng

A5 8 laturaloTy wpenment. A ferclin

adverzazy (kv call 1 THuolaT) e fing

1 pray wi'h the qubjrcis, uaing carmas
and sticas b undithon Liade bebavior The
sUversacy developy Woaln o dial wp Enger
and rose iunesnt Luice the st bubble, sod
avan frciwll WAWILING secomp! el 40 e
form speciiic ks

This ZLsesaniury political dymicind lpa't
drwwn tom & e wnpt® thet Jusl lasdad
11 Hollywood. §ts 2 ausainiry of fwe fepecdl
on the Eemilndinked brteoset Hosearch
Acoacy pubished LM wealt by tw Nerale
Intelbgencs Commutied The sudies de-
s & wophiatcated, wolioved Rusdan
wifor  yse vrery gviilahie ol of vat vpen
$Octely 10 CrERls romedLment, usirusl and
poral dimsrdes

Pors oantury, Russiandnichi grnce aeeats
beve beett bralliant o rreacng s front
A0 manipibatiig oiDosUaD orepa. Now,
thanks & the loternal, they seen 2 be
perferung Whesd Jask arta,

Beay as I neduts slrosd, the Kewnts
bas Faat inuradoced Raew [egialation wo black
W wwn Wionoatun rpace from kesgn
penatratm, Under 1 Dew taw, reporied
this weeh, Kussie cnd ooiiol sl interne
and meage ralic inio the cous Ty btk
AUF MJuly s webaiied sod, during 4
erlals, rmanige the Russien Web frecn &
arniral rumizand Polbt.

Pyt the 1wo bahea of Russien bebavior

Pamath 3 pd reer heme % @ adbwedh ad aba

A Russian spy’s dream :

“usslny IRA scrivities were dalgned jo
polarize the UJ pubitc ard lotevhrie jn
aleciiuna” the gudy says, by encounrsgisyg
AfthAn Mperical vorrt tu Boyanl eiwl
Hons, puabing 1sbi WinK vouer weand
extreinis sod ‘wpeading sesstonaliel
nnepirsiral and Ghat forma of Jugk
political newy and mbnniormatics ™ -

“The Russtang pashed svary builon Thay
sought to np Atrieas Alberican LOEer with
*Bladuvia® and “Hrack Matsey” Furbook
pages, They neached consutvaliret Lhrough
purs sudled Ancy of Jesis! THesrt of
Terar” Lnd “Keeurnd Borders " Thelinlof the
[RAY top-20 Rurduvk paget W A chtalogrie
O ARISTHAN Taga.

The New Kpowluips report Dlows ha
Cuver off thess iBLeT Ll Op# J0a0A, It LBEGw
how Hivlary CU0n mpd vicepressdenund
Nomines Tes Kaing were drpicird 43 toe
“Yniam Tram, with Cilnton wearing devily
Birty anad Kalne baartng & red mark on his
Fovmhiean] THE Pestanhers found D beagt
alJrumnranthgared “hlske Aocricartat
AFunT bal v

Isrlegrun prondudd @ usctol sathoim Tor
Dlposlny  yousket Amnericank Thw
THAR "Blackalagrwie” secount had S 554
follwers, Anwrican  Velztams®  had
235 Chud "Mincrrety B ACKT Rad bt T4 ARl
*Rambcrw BN hig Lo tupame the
+0p four Luaugret pages dud 1o e New
Enuwlrdon study .

funaa’s ol sty wedn’t Just

s forar by Modidis s 18§ e b




EXHIBIT C



3172019 Amber Heard on Twitter. *Today | published this op-ad in the Washington Post about the women who are channelng thair rage about vicle ,
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Amber Heard

teriboy v

3’ @realamberheard

Today I published this op-ed in the
Washington Post about the women who
are channeling their rage about violence
and inequality into political strength
despite the price of coming forward.

From college campuses to Congress,
we're balancing the scales.

Opinion | Amber Heard: | spoke up against sexual violence — and fa...

We have an opening new to bolster and build institutions protective of
women. Let's not ignore it.

washingtonpost.com

1:28 PM - 19 Dec 2018

1,292 Retweets 3,556 Likes %ﬁ‘
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Amber Heard & @realamberheard - 19 Dec 2018 v
I'm honored to announce my role as an =~ ALy ambassador on women's rights.
Tha AL Tn b Armmen Y TP P S R L I P

https /twitter com/realamberheard/status/1075503279323242496%ang=en
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brownrudnick

HENJAMIN G CHEW
dircet dial 202 536 1785

behew(E browniudiick com

May 29, 2020

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Mr. John T. Frey, Clerk

Fairfax County Circuit Court

4110 Chain Bridge Road, Suite 320
Fairfax, Virginia 22030

RE: John C. Depp, I v. Amber Laura Heard, No. CL-2019-0002911
Dear Mr. Frey,

Please find enclosed for filing in the above-referenced matter, original attorney-1ssued subpoena
for documents to third party witness Children’s Hospital Los Angeles. Also enclosed are three
copics of the subpoena and a check for the Court’s related fee. The subpoenas will be served in
California by private process server. We request one file-stamped copy for immediate return,
We also request one certified copy of the subpoena to be issued and served under the laws of the
state of California. Upon preparation of the certified copy, please return by mail using the
enclosed stamped return envelope. )

This letter certifies that California has reciprocal privileges regarding discovery with Virginia
and that I will cause copies of the subpoena to be served on counsel of record. Thank you for
your assistance

Regards,

enjamin G. Chew

Enclosures

Brown Rudnick LLP |5 owmiueyy ck com | 607 Thirteont Straot NW, Sunte GO0, Washmgten, DC, 2000511 202 5261760




VIRGINIA:
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, I

Plaintift,
v. Civil Action No.;: CL-2019-0002911
AMBER LAURA HEARD

Defendant.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that T caused a true and correct copy of the enclosed Subpoena/Subpocna
Duces Tecum to Person Under Foreign Subpoena and Subpoena for Production of Business
Records In Action Pending Outside California, to be sent via email (per written agreement
between the Parties), on this 29th day of May 2020, to counsel of record.

enja . Chew (VSB No. 29113)
Camulle M. Vasquez (pro hac vice) Benjamin G. Chew (V5B No. 29113)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP Andrew C, Crawford (VSB No. 8§9093)
2211 Michelson Drive BROWN RUDNICK LLP
Seventh Floor 601 Thirteenth Strcet, N.W,
Irvine, CA 92612 Washington, DC 20005
Telephone: (949) 752-7100 Telephone: (202) 536-1700
Facsimile: (949) 252-1514 Facsimile: (202) 536-1701
cvasquez@brownrudnick,com bechew@brownrudnick.com

eweingarten@brownrudnick com

Adam R, Waldman (pro hac vice) acrawford@brownrudnick.com

THE ENDEAVOR LAW FIRM, P.C.
1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N W,
Washington, DC 20006

Telephone: (202) 715-0966
Facsimile: (202) 715-0964
awaldman@theendeavorgroup.com

Counsel for Plaintiff John C, Depp, II




SERVICE LIST

Roberta A. Kaplan (pro hac vice)
John C. Quinn (pro hac vice)
KAPLAN HECKER & FINK LLP
350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 7110
New York, NY 10118

Telephone: (212) 763-0883
rkaplan@kaplanhecker.com
jfink@kaplanhecker.com
jquinn@kaplanhecker.com

J. Benjamin Rottenborn (VSB No. 84796)
Joshua R. Treece (VSB No. 79149)
WOODS ROGERS PLC

10 S. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.O. Box 14125

Roanoke, VA 24011

Telephone. (540) 983-7540
brottenborm@woodsrogers.com
jtreece@woodsrogers.com

Counsel for Defendant Amber Laura Heard

Davida Brook (pro hac vice)
SUSMAN GODFREY L.L.P.

1900 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 1400
Los Angeles, CA 90067

Telephone: (310) 783-3100
Facsimile: (310) 789-3150
dbrook@susmangodfrey.com



SUBPOENA/SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM FileNo, . CL-2019-0002911 =~ =

TO PERSON UNDER FORFEIGN SUBPOENA
Commonwealth of Virgmia VA CODE §§ § 01-412 §—8 01-412 15, Rulc 4 9

e et . FAIRFAX COUNTY . .. Circuit Court
4110 CHAIN BRIDGE ROAD FAIRFAX VIRGINIA 22030 e

ADDR, S Or cougRt Tt
JOHN C. DEPP I o vllnre: AMBER LAURA HEARD

TO THE PERSOV AUTHORIZEf) BY LAW TO SERVE THIS PROCESS
You are commanded to summeon

Ch|ldren 'S Hosplta! Los Angeles

_cl/o Cogency Global Inc., 1325 J Street, Suite 1550

5 [iiLLl ADL) LLS)

Sacramento CA 95814

Ty 7T STAlR e

TO THE PERSON SUMMONED: You aie commanded to

m attend and give testimony at a deposition

I—_ producc the books, documents, records, clectronically stored information, and tangible things designated and
descnibed below

See AtachmentA ...

" First Legal Records
at 1511 Beverly Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90026 at.....June 29, 2020 at 10:00.a m..

LUCATION !)ATI" AT\[} TIMF

and to permut inspection and copying by the requesting party or someone actmg in his or her behalf of the
designated items 1n your possession, custody or control

[ permit nspection of the premises

at the following location

LOUATION

" BATE AND TIME
This subpoena 1s issued upon the request of the party named below
_John C. Depp, II

NAME ()F ]\FQ IFiT 183 'PMITY

c/o Benjamin G. Chew, 601 Thirteenth Street, N.W., Suite600

STREIT ADDRESS

. MWashington DC C e 20005 . (202)536-1700

CITY STATF e TFIFP HUNE N’UMF!ER

FORM LC-1439 (MASTER, PAGL ONT OF TARFL) 67/09




CL-2019-0002911

The requesting party has submitted to this Clerk’s Office the foreign subpoena, copy attached, the terms of which are
incorporated herein, and the written statement required by Virgimia Code § 8.01-412.10.

The names, addiesses and telephone numbers of all counsel of record in the proceeding to which the subpoena relates
and of parties not represented by counsel are providedf below[X on attached list.

DATE 1S5LFD CIFRK

by

DLILT Y CLEXA

Benjamin G. Chew_ 29113 VA
"“}‘t'.:\‘\-‘F OF AYt ()‘R_Nh‘v l';]R ﬂ[’Qi é;'—l:ﬂ:b PARTY T H:KR N‘Uh’ﬁHI:R e Tomm L!LL?:S’H’*(J S'r;TéH

.. 601 Thirteenth Street, N.W., Suite 600 v er o (202) 536-1700

QEFICL ADDRLSS THLFPHONL NUMB_R OF ATTORNLY :
Washington, DC 20005 v . 202)536-1701
OFHICE ADD RES3 FALSIMILE NUMBER OF ATTORMLY
. - T R TS . v e - . ey
NAMI BAR NUMBER LICLNSING STATL

STRFET ANDRE 5% T1FLETHONE NUMEE R

FA(;S.!Mil:E Nl]M‘u‘g‘, “ v ww e ee s aue

NAMIL LICENSING STATE

STRLLT ADD (FSS : TELEFHONE NUMYER o

5 TRLLT ADDRESS .I'AFYIMI[ I NIIWBTR

MAML BARNUMBLR LICENSING STA L

T+LFPHONF N{Jiﬂ{!Tl‘l ’

STRTET ADDRE §5

SLRIFT AGDRESS i’-A’LSI.h:ﬂLl NL;/THI R

RETURN OF SERVICE (sce page three of this form)

TORM CC-1439 (MASTFR PAGL TW O OF TIIREE) 0709




CL-2015-0002911

The names, addresses and telephone numbers of all counsel of record in the procecding to which
the subpoena relates and of parties not represented by counsel are:

Benjamin G. Chew (VSB No. 29113)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB No. 89093)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

601 Thirteenth Street, N.W., Suitc 600
‘Washington, D C, 20005

Telephone: (202) 536-1700

Facsimile; (202) 536-1701

Camiille M. Vasquez (pro hac vice)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

2211 Michelson Drive

Seventh Floor

Irvine, CA 92612

Telephone: (949) 752-7100
Facsimile: (949) 252-1514

Adam R. Waldman (pro hac vice)

THE ENDEAVOR LAW FIRM, P.C.

1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Suite 350
Washington, D.C. 20006

Telephone: (202) 715-0966

Facsimile: (202) 715-0964

Counsel for Plaintiff John C. Depp, IT




SERVICE LIST

Roberta A. Kaplan (pro hac vice)
John C. Quinn (pro hac vice)
KAPLAN HECKER & FINK LLP
350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 7110
New York, NY 10118

Telephone: {212) 763-0883
rkaplan@kaplanhecker.com
Jfink@kaplanhecker.com
jquinn@kaplanhecker com

J. Benjamin Rottenborn (VSB No. 8§4796)
Joshua R. Treece (VSB No. 79149)
WOODS ROGERS PLC

10 S. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.O. Box 14125

Roanoke, VA 24011

Telephone: (540) 983-7540
brottenborn@woodsrogers.com
jtreece@woodsrogers.com

Davida Brook (pro hac vice)
SUSMAN GODFREY L.L.P.

1900 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 1400
Los Angeles, CA 90067

Tclephone: (310) 789-3100
Facsimile: (310) 789-3150
dbroock@susmangodfrey com

Counsel for Defendant Amber Laura Heard

CL-2019-0002911



CL-2019-0002911

{ ] This SUBPOENA/SUBPOENA DUCES TLCUM TO PERSON UNDER FOREIGN SUBPOLNA is being served by a private
process server who must provide proof of service in accordance with Va. Code § & 01-325.

TO the person authorized to serve this process: Upon exccution, the return of this process shall be made to the
Clerk of Court,

naMme, Children's Hospital Los Angeles e R

appress. $/0 Gegency Global Inc., 1325 J Street, Suite 1550, Sacramento, CA 95814

[ R TV b atal MARES s 4 db e a

Tel
No e e
Bemng unable to make personal scrvice, a copy was delivered in the following manner:

[ 1 Delivered to family member (not temporary sojourncr or guest) age 16 or older at usual place of abode of

party named above after giving information of 1ts purpert. List name, age of recipient, and relation of
recipient to party named above;

[ ] PERSONAL SERVICL

[ 1 Posted on front door or such other door as appears to be the main entrance of usual place of abode, address
listed above. (Other authorized recipient not found )

{1 notfound

UV - v bt §

Y e et e emenst st ee e s ee e e e , Deputy Sheriff

DATE

FOUM CC-1439 (MASTLR, PAGE THRFF OF FREEY 0703
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ATTACHMENT A

DEFINITIONS

1. “YOU” and/or “YOUR” shall mean and refer to Children's Hospilal Los Angeles
(CHLA), and its agents, employees, officers, directors, and/or any other PERSON acting on its
behalf,

2. “*COMMUNICATION" and/or “COMMUNICATIONS” shall mean and refer to
any written and verbal exchanges between any person or persons or entities, including but not
limited to verbal conversations, telephone calls, Ictters, e-mails, memoranda, reports, telegraphs,
faxes, exhibits, drawings, text messages, and any other documents which confirm or relate to the
written or verbal exchange, including applicable ELECTRONICALLY STORED
INFORMATION.

3. “ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION” means data that is stored in an
electronic medium and shall include, by way of example only, computer programs, elcctronic mail
(including message contents, header information and logs of electronic mail usage), output
resulting from the use of any sofiware program, including electronic, digital, or any other recorded
matcrial whatsoever, including but not limited to, any notcs, memoranda, videotapes, affidavits,
statements, papers, files, forms, data, tapes, printouts, letters, reports, commu:mcations, contracts,
agreements, telegrams, records, financial records, applications, correspondence, diarics, calendars,
recordings and transcriptions of recordings, voice mail messages recorded electronically and in
writing, email messages and printouts, photographs, diagrams, or any other writings, however
produced or reproduced, word processing documents, spreadshects, databases, telephone logs,
coutact manager information, Interet usage files, PDF files, .JPG files, .TIF files, .TXT files,
batch files, ASCII files, and any and all miscellaneous files and data and shall imclude all active
data, deleted data, file fragments, metadata, native file formats and forensic images thercof,

4. “DIVORCE ACTION” shall mean and refer to the action entitled In re the
Marriage of Amber Laura Depp and John Chnistopher Depp II, Los Angeles Superior Court Case
No. BDG41052.

I
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5, “DOCUMENT” and/or “DOCUMENTS” unless otherwise indicated, are used in
their customarily broad scnsc and shall refer to and mean all writings and other tangible things of
any nature whatsoever, and shall include, but not be limited to, all writings (or drafts thereof),
medical records, drawings, graphs, charts, photographs, phone records, other data compilations or
storage devices from which mformation can be obtained (cven if such information must be
translated into a reasonably usable form), magnetically recorded or stored information generated
by a computer, contracts, agreements, communications, correspondence, telegrams, memoranda,
records, reports, books, summaries or records of telephone conversations, summaries or records of
personal conversations or interviews, diaries, forecasts, statistical statements, work papers, drafts,
accounts, analytical records, minutes or records of mectings or conferences, records, reports or
summaries of negotiations, brochures, pamphlets, circulars, calendars, notes, marginal notations,
bills, invoices, checks, lists, journals, advertising, and all other written, prmted, recorded or
photographic matter or sound reproductions, or tangible representations of things, however
produced or reproduced, including ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION and all
nonidentical copies of the foregoing

6. “MR. DEPP” means and refers to Plaintiff John C. Depp, IT.

7. “MS. HEARD” means and refers to Defendant Amber Laura Heard.

8. The term “PERSON” and/or “PERSONS” shall be broadly construed to include all
natural and artificial persons.

INSTRUCTIONS

9. When necessary, the singular form of a word shall be interpreted as plural, and the
masculine gender shall be deemed to include the feminine, in order to bring within the scope any
DOCUMENTS which might otherwise be construed to be outside the scope of these Requests.
The terms, “and” and “or,” have both conjunctive and disjunctive mceanings, and “cach,” “any,”
and “all” mean “each and every.”

10.  Allundefined terms shall be mterpreted according to their plain and commonsense
meaning.

Iy
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11 DOCUMENTS should be produced as single page .Aiff format files imaged at 300
dpi, with the exception of stand-alone Databascs (c.g , Access), spreadshests (e.g., Excel), shde
presentations (e.g., PowerPoint), video files, and audio files, which should be produced in native
format. Each .tiff filc should kave a unique name matching the Bates number labeled on the
corresponding page. Color DOCUMENTS should be produced in color,

12.  DOCUMENTS should be produced with (a) a delimited data file (.dat), and (b) an
image load file (.opt and/or .lIfp). Each .tiff in a production must be referenced in the
corresponding image load file. The total number of documents referenced in a production’s data
load file should match the total number of designated document breaks in the image load file for
the production

13.  DOCUMENTS should be produced with extracted metadata for each DOCUMENT
in the form of a .dat file. The metadata should include the following fields, to the extent such

ficlds are availablc in the original DOCUMENT as 1t originally existed in its native format:

f1eld Deserpuion
Bates Begin The bates label of the first page of the document
Bates End The bates label of the last page of the document
Attach Begin The bates Iabel of the first page of a family of documents

(e.g., email and attachment)

Attach_ End The bates Jabel of the last page of a family of documents
Sent_Date For email, the sent date of the message
Sent_Time For email, the sent time of the message converted to GMT
Email Author The sender of an email message (email FROM)
Recipient The recipients of an email message (email TO)
CcC The recipients of a copy of an email message (email CC)




-~ N B W N

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

BCC The recipients of a blind copy of an email message (email
BCC)
Custodian The custodian in whose file the document was found,
including all duplicate custodians
Datercvd Date received
Datesent Date sent
Subject E-mail subject
Author The person who created the document
Modifier The person who last modified the document
Created The creation date of the document
Last Modified The last modtfied date of the document
Title The title of the document
File Name The name of the file

File Extension

The file extension of the document

MD5Hash The MDS Hash Value of the document
Message ID The Message ID of the email and/or attachment
Mailstore The name of the Mailstore in which the email and/or
attachment is contained
File Size The size of the file
File Path Original file path of the document as it existed in the normal

course of business or the folder location if the

document/email is contained in a Mailstore
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Number_Pages The number of pages in the document

14, AllDOCUMENTS attached to and/or embcdded in an e-mail and/or other
DOCUMENT must be produced contemporaneously and sequentially after the parent e-
mail/document,

15. [n producing DOCUMENTS, you shalt furnish all DOCUMENTS in your
possession, custody, or control. Without limitation of the term “control,” a DOCUMENT is
deemed to be 1n your control if you have the right to secure the DOCUMENT or a copy thereof
from another person or public or private entity having actual possession thereof, or if you have the
practical ability to obtain the DOCUMENT from a third-party, wrespective of any legal
entitlement to the DOCUMENT. If any original DOCUMENT requested is not in your possession,
custody, or control, then you are required to produce the best available copy, and to state, to the
best of your knowledge, the name and address of the person in possession and/or control of the
original. The fact that a DOCUMENT is in posscssion of another person or entity does not relicve
you of the obligation to produce your copy of the DOCUMENT, even if the two DOCUMENTS
are identical. In addition, any copy of a DOCUMENT shall be produced if it differs in any respect
from the original (¢.g., by reason of handwritten notes or comments having been added to copy
which do not appear on the original or otherwise).

16, Ifresponsive DOCUMENTS no longer exist because they have been destroyed,
cannot be located, or are otherwise no longer m your possession or subject to your control,
identify each DOCUMENT and describe the circumstances under which it was lost or destroyed.

17. Al DOCUMENTS should be organized and labeled to correspond by number with
the numbered categories set forth in these Requests. If a DOCUMENT is responsive to more than
one Request, reference that DOCUMENT in your written response to each Request to which it is
responsive or in a load file identifying the same.

18. A Request for a DOCUMENT shall be deemed to include a request for any and all
file folders within which the DOCUMENT was contained, transmittal sheets, cover letters,

exhibits, enclosures, or attachments to the DOCUMENT in addition to the DOCUMENT itself.
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19.  Ifyou claim that any DOCUMENT is, in whole or in part, beyond the scope of
permissible discovery (including but not limited to any claim of privilege or confidentiality),
specify in detait each and every ground on which such claim rests and identify generally what the
document is. If you assert any claim of privilege, then at the time of production you are to furnish
a privilege log that specifically identifies each DOCUMENT (or portion) withheld by (a) date, (b)
author, (c) recipient, (d) persons copied, (¢) general description of the subject matter of the
DOCUMENT, and (f) a statement of the specific privilege claimed and the basis upon which such
privilege is clatmed as to each separatc DOCUMENT (or portion) withheld. The privilege log
should contain enough specificity, but without disclosing privileged information, to allow
Plamtiffs and the Court to adequately assess the privilege ¢laimed.

20 To the extent you consider any portion of the following Requests to be
objectionable, (a) identify the portion of the Request claimed to be objectionable, (b) state the
nature and basis of the objcction, and (c) produce DOCUMENTS responsive to any portion of
such Request that is not claimed to be objectionable.

21.  Ifyoubelieve that any Request is unclear, unintelligible, or because of its wording
otherwise prevents you fiom responding fully to that Request, identify the ambigunty or sourcc of
confusion ard explain the definition and understanding that you relied upon in responding. It shall
be insufficient to object to a particular Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, or
otherwisc unclear, and withhold DOCUMENTS on that basis without secking clarification. .

DOCUMENT REQUESTS

REQUEST NO. 1:

Al DOCUMENTS that refer, reflect, or relate to any donations made to YOU or for
YOUR benefit by MS. HEARD, from January 1, 2016 through and including the present.
REQUEST NO. 2:

All COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and MS. HEARD regarding any donations made
to YOU or for YOUR benefit by MS. HEARD, from January 1, 2016 through and including the
present.

11
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REQUEST NO. 3:

AllCOMMUNICATIONS between YOU and MS, HEARD regarding the DIVORCE
ACTION.
REQUEST NO. 4:

All COMMUNICATIONS tetween YOU and MS. HEARD regarding the relationship
between MR. DEPP and MS. HEARD.
REQUEST NQ, 5:

AIlDOCUMENTS, including all COMMUNICATIONS, that refer, reflect, or relate to any
press releases, public statements, or other publicity related to any donations made by MS. HEARD

to YOU or for YOUR bencfit, from January 1, 2016 through and including the present.




SUBP-035

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Mame, Stale Bar numbar, and eddress) FOR COURT USE ONLY
BROWN RUDNICK LLP
" CAMILLE M VASQUEZ, #273377
2211 Michelson Drive, Seventh Flocr
Irvine, CA 92612
TELEPHONE N (949) 752-7100 Faxno (549) 252-1514
EMAL ADDRESS cvasquez@brownrudnick com
ATTORNEY FOR iName}  Johnt C. Depp, Il
Court for county it which discovery is to be conducted
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

sTREeTAODRESS 111 N Hill Street
MalwG ApDRESS 111 N HIll Street
Ty, STATC, AND 212 cobe - Los Angeles 90012
BRANCH NAME  Stanley Mosk
Court in which action 1s panding
Name of Court. Circuit Court of Fairfax County
stRezTAcoress 4110 Chalh Bridge Road
Maring aooress 4110 Chain Bridge Road, Suite 320
CITY, STATE, AND 2P CODE - Fairfax, Virginia 22030
country  Uniled States

PLAINTIFFPETITIONER John C. Depp, Il CALIFORNIA CASE NUMBER {it any assigned by court)

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT Amber Laura Heard

CASE NUMBER {cf actan perting outside Cal forn.a)

SUBPOENA FOR PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS CL-2019-0002811
IN ACTION PENDING OUTSIDE CALIFORNIA

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, TO (name, address, and telephone number of deponent, if known):
Children’s Hospital Los Angeles ¢/o Cogency Global Inc,,1325 J Street, Suite 1550, Sacramento, CA 95814
1 YOU ARE ORDERED TO PRODUCE THE BUSINESS RECORDS described in item 3, as follows:

To (name of deposition cofficer) First Legal Records

On (date). June 29, 2020 At (tme); 10.00 a m.

Location (address) 1511 Beverly Bivd , Los Angeles, CA 90026

Do not release the requested records to the deposition officer prior to the date and time stated above

a. X by delvering a true, legtble, and durable copy of the business records described In iterm 3, enclosed 1n a sealed inner
wrapper with the titte and number of the action, name of witness, and date of subpoena clearly written on It. The inner
wrapper shall then be enclosed in an outer envelope or wrapper, sealed, and mailed to the deposition officer at the
address in item 1.

p. [ by delivering a true, fegible, and durable copy of the business records described In item 3 to the deposition officer at the
witness's address, on receipt of payment in cash or by check of the reascnable costs of prepanng the copy, as determined
under Evidence Code section 1563(b)

¢. [ bymaking the original business records described in item 3 available for inspection at your business address by the
attorney's representative and permiting copying at your business address under reascnable conditions dunng normal
busmness hours

2 The records are to be produced by the date and time shown in tem 1 (but not sconer than 20 days alter the 1ssuance of the
deposition subpoena, or 15 days after service, whichaver date 1s later) Reasonable costs of locating records, making them
avaiable or ccpying them, and postage, if any, are recoverable as set forth in Evidence Code section 1 563(b) The records must ba
accompanied by an affidavit of the custodian or other qualified winess pursusnt lo Evidence Code section 1561

3. The records to be produced are described as follows {if electronically stored mformation is demanded, the form or forms in which
each lype of mformation is to be produced may be specified) See Attachment 3

Bd cContinued on Attachment 3 (use form MC-025)

4 Attorneys of record in this action or parties without attorneys are (nams, address, felephone number, and name of party
represonted). See Attachment 4

B<d Continued on Attachment 4 (use form MC-025), Page 1012
T o oy ey Use SUBPOENA FOR PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS  Cous of Gl Procedure, §§ 2029 190-2028 900,
SUBP-035 [Rev January 1, 2012) IN ACTION PENDING OUTSIDE CALIFORNIA Covermon Cato, 5 boeT s
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SUBP-035

. | CASE MUMEER {of acton panding ouls ce Cuifomia)
PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER John C, Depp, 1| 0180005011

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: Amber Laura Heard

5 If you have been served with thls subpoena as a custodian of consumer or employee records under Code of Civil
Procedure section 1985,6 and 2 motion to quash or an objection has been served on you, a court crder or agreement of
the partles, witnesses, and consumer or employee affected must be abtained before you are required to produce
consumer or employee records,

6. [XJ Other terms or provisions from out-of-state subpoena, if any (specify):
See attached Fairfax County Circuit Court Subpoena

] Continued on Attachment & (use form MC-025),

DISOBEDIENCE OF THIS SUBPOENA MAY BE PUNISHED AS CONTEMPT BY THIS COURT. YOU WILL ALSO BE LIABLE
FOR THE SUM OF $500 AND ALL DAMAGES RESULTING FROM YOUR FAILURE TO OBEY.

Date1ssued May 29, 2020

(TYPE OR PRINT RAME} e

Attorney for John C. Debp, ||

(TITLE)

PROCF OF SERVICE OF SUBPOENA FOR
PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS

1 Userved this Subpoena for Production of Business Records In Action Pending Outside California by personally delivenng a copy
to the person served as follows:

a. Person served (name).
b. Address where served.

¢. Date of delivery. d. Time cf delivery’
e. Witress fees and mileage both ways (check one)-
{1 T were paid. AMOURt .o.veoeesreeeeseerern: 3
{2) U] were not paid,
{3) L were tendered to the winess's public entity employer as required by Government Code section 68097.2 The
amount tendered was (specy): $
f, Fee for service'....cuvuu.... retrartrne st srennra 5

2 | received this subpoena for service on (date):

3, Otalsoserveda completed Proof of Ssrvice of Notice to Consumer or Employee and Objection (form SUBP-025)
by personally delivering a copy to the person served as descnbed in 1 above.
4. Person serving

a. ] Neta registered Calilormia process server

b. [ Calfornia shen!f or marshal

¢ [ Registered California Process server

d [J Emrloyee or independent contractor of a registered Califormia process server

e. [ Exempt from registrat:on under Business and Professions Code section 22350(H)

f. T Registered professional photocopier

g. [} Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22451

h  Name, address, telephone number, and, if applicable, county of registration and number:
| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of (For California sheriff or marshal use only)
California that the foregoing is true and comrect. | certify that the foregoing is true and comrect
Date’ Date:

(SHGNATURE) (SIGNATURE)

SUYR033 [(Rev January 1, 2012]] SUBPOENA FOR PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS Page2ofl

IN ACTION PENDING OUTSIDE CALIFORNIA [Amnlun Lepaiat, tne, @]

s FormeW_ulf? s goin
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ATTACHMENT 3

DEFINTTIONS

L “YOU” and/or “YOUR?” shall mean and refer to Children's Hospital Los Angeles
(CHLA), and its agents, employees, officers, directors, and/or any other PERSON acting on its
behalf.

2, *COMMUNICATION" and/or “COMMUNICATIONS” shall mean and refer to
any written and verbal exchanges between any person or persons or entities, including but not
limited to verbal conversations, telephone calls, Ictters, e-mails, memoranda, reports, telegraphs,
faxes, exhibits, drawings, text messages, and any other documents which confirm or relate to the
written or verbal exchange, including applicable ELECTRONICALLY STORED
INFORMATION,

3, “ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION" means data that is stored in an
electronic medium and shall include, by way of example only, computer programs, electronic mail
(including message contents, header information and logs of electronic mail usage), output
resulting from the use of any software program, including electronic, digital, or any other recorded
material whatscever, includmg but not limited to, any notes, memoranda, videotapes, affidavits,
statements, papers, files, forms, data, tapes, printouts, letters, reports, communications, contracts,
agreements, telegrams, records, financial records, applications, correspondence, diaries, calendars,
recordings and transcriptions of recordings, voice mail messages recorded electronically and in
writing, email messages and printouts, photographs, diagrams, or any other writings, however
produced or reproduced, wotd processing documents, spreadsheets, databases, telephone logs,
contact manager information, Internet usage files, PDF files, JPG files, .TIF files, .TXT files,
batch files, ASCII files, and any and all miscellaneous files and data and shall include all active
data, deleted data, file fragments, metadata, native file formats and forensic images thereof.

4, “DIVORCE ACTION” shall mean and refer to the action entitled In re the
Marriage of Amber Laura Depp and John Chnistopher Depp 1T, Los Angeles Superior Court Case
No. BD641052,

Iy
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5. “DOCUMENT"” and/or “DOCUMENTS” unless otherwise indicated, are used in
their customarily broad sensc and shall refer to and mean all writings and other tangible things of
any nature whatsoever, and shall include, but not be limited to, all writings (or drafls thereof),
medical records, drawings, graphs, charts, photographs, phone records, other data compilations or
storage devices from which information can be obtained (even if such information must be
translated into a reasonably usable form), magnetically recorded or stored information generated
by a computer, contracts, agreements, commurications, correspondence, telegrams, memoranda,
records, reports, books, summaries or records of telephone conversations, summaries or records of
personal conversations or interviews, diaries, forecasts, statistical statements, work papers, drafts,
accounts, analytical records, minutes or records of meetings or conferences, records, reports or
summaries of negotiations, brochures, pamphlets, circulars, calendars, notes, marginal notations,
bills, invoices, checks, lists, journals, advertising, and all other written, printed, recorded or
photographic matter or sound reproductions, or tangible representations of things, however
produced or reproduced, including ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION and all
nonidentical copies of the foregoing.

6. “MR. DEPP” means and refers to Plaintiff John C. Depp, 11.

7. “MS. HEARD” means and refers to Defendant Amber Laura Heard.

g. The term “PERSON” and/or “PERSONS” shall be broadly construed to mclude all
natural and attificial persons.

INSTRUCTIONS

9. When necessary, the singular form of a word shall be interpreted as plural, and the
masculine gender shall be deemed to include the feminine, in order to bring within the scope any
DOCUMENTS which might otherwise be construed to be outside the scope of these Requests.
The terms, “and” and “or,” have both conjunctive and disjunctive meanings, and “cach,” “any,”
and “all” mean “each and every.”

10.  All undefined tenms shall be mterpreted according to their plain and commonsense
meaning,
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11, DOCUMENTS should be produced as single page .tiff format files imaged at 300
dpy, with the exception of stand-alonc Databases (e.g., Access), sprcadsh_cets (e g., Excel), slide
presentations (e.g., PowerPoint), video files, and audio files, which should be produced in native
format. Each .tiff file should have a unique name matching the Bates number labeled on the
corresponding page. Color DOCUMENTS should be produced in color.

12. DOCUMENTS should be produced with (a) a delimited data file (.dat), and (b) an
image load file (.opt and/or .Ifp). Each .tiff in a production must be referenced in the
corresponding image load file. The total number of documents referenced in a production’s data
load file should match the total number of designated document breaks m the image load file for
the production

13. DOCUMENTS should be produced with extracted metadata for each DOCUMENT
mn the form of a .dat file. The metadata should include the following fields, to the extent such

ficlds are available in the original DOCUMENT as it originally existed in its native format:

bield Drescnpron
Bates Begin The bates label of the first page of the document
Bates_End The bates label of the last page of the document
Attach Begin The bates label of the first page of a family of documents

(e g., email and attachment)

Attach End The bates label of the last page of a famtly of documents
Sent_Date For email, the sent date of the message
Sent_Time For email, the sent time of the message converted to GMT
Email Author The sender of an email message (email FROM)
Recipient The recipients of an email message (email TO)
cC The recipients of a copy of an email message (email CC)
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BCC The recipients of a blind copy of an email message (email
BCC)
Custodian The custodian in whose file the document was found,
including all duplicate custodians
Datercvd Date received
Datesent Date sent
Subject E-mail subject
Author The person who created the document
Modifier The person who last modified the document
Created The creation date of the document
Last Modified The last modified datc of the document
Title The title of the document
File Name The name of the file

File Extension

The file extension of the document

MD35Hash The MDS5 Hash Value of the document
Message ID The Message ID of the email and/or attachment
Mailstore The name of the Mailstore in which the email and/or
attachment is containced
File Size The size of the file
File_Path Original file path of the document as it existed in the normal

course of business or the folder location if the

document/email is contained in a Mailstore
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Number Pages The number of pages in the document

14, AIlDOCUMENTS attached to and/or embedded in an ¢-mail and/or other
DOCUMENT must be produced contemporancously and sequentially after the parent e-
mail/document.

15. In producing DOCUMENTS, you shall furnish all DOCUMENTS in your
possession, custody, or control Without limitation of the term “control,” a DOCUMENT is
deemed to be in your control if you have the right to secure the DOCUMENT or a copy thereof
from another person or public or private entity having actual possession thereof, or if you have the
practical ability to obtain the DOCUMENT from a third-party, irrespective of any legal
entitlement to the DOCUMENT. If any original DOCUMENT requested is not in your possession,
custody, or control, then you are required to produce the best available copy, and to state, to the
best of your knowledge, the name and address of the person in possession and/or control of the
original. The fact that a DOCUMENT is in possession of another person or entity does not relicve
you of the obligation to produce your copy of the DOCUMENT, even if the two DOCUMENTS
are identical. In addition, any copy of a DOCUMENT shall be produced if it differs n any respect
from the original (e.g., by rcason of handwritten notes or comments having been added to copy
which do not appear on the original or otherwise).

16.  Ifresponsive DOCUMENTS no longer exist because they have been destroyed,
cannot be located, or are otherwise no longer in your possession or subject to your control,
identify ecach DOCUMENT and describe the circumstances under which it was lost or destroyed.

7. AIIDOCUMENTS should be organized and labeled to correspond by number with
the numbered categories set forth in these Requests. If a DOCUMENT 1s responsive to more than
one Request, reference that DOCUMENT in your written response to each Request to which it is
responsive or in a load file identifying the same.

18. A Request for a DOCUMENT shall be deemed to include a request for any and all
file folders within which the DOCUMENT was contained, transmittal sheets, cover letters,

exhibits, enclosures, or aftachments to the DOCUMENT in addition to the DOCUMENT itself,
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19.  If you claim that any DOCUMENT is, in whole or in part, beyond the scope of
permissible discovery (including but not limited to any claim of privilege or confidentiality),
specify in detail each and every ground on which such claim rests and identify generally what the
document is, If you assert any claim of privilege, then at the time of production you are to furnish
a privilege log that specifically identifics each DOCUMENT (or portion) withheld by (a) date, (b)
author, (c) recipient, (d) persons copied, (¢) general description of the subject matter of the
DOCUMENT, and (f) a statement of the specific privilege claimed and the basis upon which such
privilege is claimed as to each separate DOCUMENT (or portion) withheld. The privilege log
should contain enough specificity, but without disclosing privileged information, to allow
Plaintiffs and the Court to adequatcly assess the privilege claimed

20.  To the extent you consider any portion of the following Requests to be
objectionable, (a) identify the portion of the Request claimed to be objectionable, (b) state the
naturc and basis of the objection, and (¢) produce DOCUMENTS responsive to any portion of
such Request that is not claimed to be objectionable.

21. If you believe that any Request is unclear, unintelligible, or because of its wording
otherwise prevents you from responding fully to that Request, identify the ambiguity or source of
confusion and explain the definition and understanding that you relied upon in responding. It shall
be insufficient to object to a particular Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, or
otherwise unclear, and withhold DOCUMENTS on that basis without secking clarification.

DOCUMENT REQUESTS

REQUEST NO. 1:

All DOCUMENTS that refer, reflect, or relate to any donations made to YOU or for
YOUR benefit by MS. HEARD, from January 1, 2016 through and including the present.
REOQUTST NO. 2:

All COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and MS. HEARD regarding any donations made
to YOU or for YOUR benefit by MS. HEARD, from January 1, 2016 through and including the

present,
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REQUEST NO. 3:

All COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and MS. HEARD regarding the DTVORCE
ACTION,
REQUEST NQO. 4:

All COMMUNICATIONS between YOU and MS, HEARD regarding the relationship
between MR, DEPP and MS. HEARD.
REQUEST NO, 5;

All DOCUMENTS, mcluding all COMMUNICATIONS, that refer, reflect, or refate to any
press releases, public statements, or other publicity related to any donations made by MS. HEARD
to YOU or for YOUR benefit, from January 1, 2016 through and including the present.
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(/f the item that this Aftachment concerns is made under penaty of perury, all statements in this Page 1 of 1
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VIRGINIA:
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY
John C, Depp, I1, )
)
PlaintiT, )
) Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911
v. )
)
Amber Laura Heard, )
)
Defendant, }
)

DECLARATION OF JENNIFFR HOWFLL

I, Jennufer Howell, declare as follows
1 T am over the age of 18 and not a party 10 this achion | have firsthand, personal
knowledge of the fucts set forth below and if called as a witness could competently test:fy thereto
2 Whitney Hennquez, whose maiden rame was Whatney Heard, 1s my dear fnend.
She has told me that I am her “chosen s1ster ™ 1 also call her my “chosen sister™
3 Whitney worked for me at a non-profit orgaruzation that I founded 2?2 years ago
and run called The Art of Elysium. We take artists and he!p them be of service to communrties
need. We serve over 30,000 individuals in need each year Whitney volunteered for the
organizanon 1n 2014 for about 6 months  And she worked full ime s a pard employce for me
2015-2016, where Whitney served as Art Salon Manager/Director
4 1 have leamned that Whiney tesufied m court July 23 in London about a violent
ncrdent in March 2015 on the stairs at Johnny Depp's penthouse She testified that Johnny
supposedly hit Amber and Whitney on the stairs at Johnny's downtown penthouse Then Whitney
saud she had to go 10 live with her employer where she had to sleep on their floar [ am that

employer This 1s not what I was told 10 be true First, Whitney came 1o live in the guest room of
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employer This 15 not what 1 was told to be truc First, Whitney came to live in the guest room of
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my apartment on Wilshire Boulevard, not on my floor but in my guest room, Second, when
Whatney arnved, she was a mess  Whitney told me she tricd 1o stop her sister Amber from hutting
anad attacking Johnny on the staurs Whilncy said when she tried to intervene to stop Amber from
gowng after Johnny, Amber nearly pushed Whitney down the stairs. She 1old me she was worned
Amber “was gong to kill Johnny.™ She told me she had endured that kind of abuse her entire Life,
first from her father, and then from Amber, who she said was extremcly violent  She Lived with
me because she did not fecl she could go back to live at the Castern Columbia Building My father
reminded me this morming that T told him that *Whitney had moved in with me because she was
temfied of her sister,”™

5 While Whitney was living with me, she told me Johnny kept checking in to see how
she was doing and that he called her "sis" and she called hum "brother.,” Whiiney said to me on
muli:ple occasions that she did not know why he was staying in the relationship nor why he was
putting up with Amber's abuse Whitney shared with me the damage endured by both her and
Amber as children and the injurics she bad suffered from Amber both psychologically and
physically. Whitney was devastated duning thus tune, and my heart broke for her

6 When Whitney came back from New York (I believe it was for Tribeca Film
Festival, THE ADDERALL DIARIES premiere or both) she shared with me and everyone in the
office that Amber freaked out, attacked Whitney and threw a wine glass full of red winc at her in
the clevator

7. While Amber and Johnny were in Australia, Whitney was in the office situng in
the black and white chairs near the kitchen and loudly proclaimed, “oh my God, she has done it

now She has cut off lus fucking finger *
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8 1 knew Paige Heard, Amber and Whitney® mother Paige shared with me while 1

was visiting Whitney that Elon Musk had gifted a Tesfa or muluple Teslas (not surc if 1t was one
or more), but Amber found out that they were “bugged * Paige told me that Amber said Elon was
controlling, abusive and that she was 1n a legal battle with him over the rights to embryos that they
had created together  He wanted to destroy them, and Amber tried 1o keep them to have a baby.
Parge told me that Johnny was erther an "angel” or a "saint” compared to Elon, and she wished that
Amber and Johany would reconcile Paige also told me the teason Johnny and Amber broke up
was beeause Amber was violent and emotional and loved Johnny so much that she could not
control 1t 1was indeed tnhen aback because this conversation eccurred after the divoree and when
Hunter was only a fow months old, and | was st Whitney's house Whitncy told me that Amber
and Johnny were sull 1 touch and that they were each other's true loves or something to that exact
senlunent. Whitney was sull going through the emotions of having had a baby and all of those ups
and downs, and 1 could not believe that Amber and Yohnry's telationship was being discussed
while Whitney was the one who needed 1o be the focal point and needed our support,

9, When Amber got into legal trouble regarding smugphing the dops into Australia,
she asked me to write her a character reference about her chanity work, and I did so We had given
her a humanitanan award  She volunteered with the ¢chanty and attended events for the chanty. 1
am stll gratefut for that 1 knew nothing about her persenal hife behind closed door until [ became
close with Whitney

10 When Ambcr was in trouble with the Australian authoritzes, she asked me to wnte

a character letter in support of her, which T did [ wrote on behall of Amber for her volunteenng

with the chanty
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1. Later, when Amber and Johnny were divorcing, $7 million of the proceeds was
supposed to go to chanty 1 learned that none of it would be dirccted to The Azt of Elysium, which
Amber had been closcly associated wath for years Instead, Tunderstood it would all ga to ACLU
and LA Children's Hospital, T ashed Amber’s publicist why, when she and Amber had been so
eager to usc our name in the press dunng the divorce, and when the funds would mean so much to
a small organization hike ours, would Amber direct all the money to these other two huge charities

that she had not been associated with? Amber's publicist told me that they were more prominent
charities with a more sipmlicant press reach and got international press Then, menths later, a
$250,000 donation came into our organization from an anonymous doner “on behalf of Amber
Heard ™ The funds did not come from Amber [ belicved this donation came from Elon
12 Years later, on July 24, 2020, I recerved two subpocnas from Johnny's attorney
after Whitney testified about sleeping en my floor followmg the stairs incident  The following
day, 1 spoke with Johnny’s attorney Adam Waldman for the first time
13. I1old lum the stones of my expericnces with Whitney, Paige and Amber Heard,
and he ashed me 1o give this declaration T shared the names of The Art of Elysium’s staff who
worked during the same time as Whitncy who also heard these things and moere and willingly gave
sccess to my e-mails, texts to confirm dates and nmeline of all stated

Executed tius 26th day of July, 2020, in Los Angeles, Califorma

1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of Amenca and

Commonwealth of Virginia that the foregeing is true and correct
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