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 AND COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANT JOHN C. DEPP, II’S RESPONSES
AND OBJECTIONS TO DEFENDANT AND COUNTERCLAIM PLAINTIFF
AMBER LAURA HEARD’S TWELFTH REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION

Pursuant to Rule 4:9 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff and
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, II (“Plaintiff” and/or “Mr. Depp™), by and through his
undersigned counsel, hereby responds and objects to Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff
Amber Laura Heard’s (“Defendant” and/or “Ms. Heard”) Twelfth Set of Requests for Production
. of Documents (each, a “Request” and collectively, the “Requests™), dated February 8, 2021 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



RESPONSE: No objection.

0. Fantastic Beasts Films. The phrase “Fantastic Beasts Films” collectively
refers to the films “Fantastic Beasts and Where to Find Them,” “Fantastic Beasts: The Crimes of
Grindelwald,” and the tentatively titled “Fantastic Beasts and Where to Find Them 3,” along
with any other future film in this series referred to in any contract such as Fantastic Beasts and
Where to Find Them 4 and Fantastic Beasts and Where to Find Them 5.

RESPONSE: No objection.

p. Disney. The phrase “Disney” refers to the Walt Disney Company and any
of its divisions, parents, subsidiaries, related or affiliated companies or organizations.

RESPONSE: No objection.

REQUESTS

1. Please produce all contracts or other communications reflecting or otherwise relating to
any obligations, plans, issues, complaints, concerns, termination, and compensation to/for
Mr. Depp for any relationship, marketing campaign, or advertising campaign with
Christian Dior (including any campaign for Sauvage) from January I, 2010 to the present.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the General Objections and Objections
to Definitions and Instruction above, as though set forth in full. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it seeks documents that are neither relevant nor reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly burdensome taking into account the
needs of the case. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as harassing because it seeks
information unrelated to the subject matter of this case. Plaintiff further objects to this Request

on the grounds that it seeks confidential, proprietary, and private personal and/or business
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information of Plaintiff and/or third parties to this litigation, which is not subject to discovery in
this action. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks documents
protected by the attorney-client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or any other applicable
privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that the
terms “obligations, plans, issues, complaints, concerns” are vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff
further objects to this request on the grounds that it is lacking in reasonable particularity.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is not reasonably tailored to the
claims and defenses in this case and is harassing and overbroad.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will produce and/or
has already produced documents sufficient to show compensation to/for Mr. Depp for any
relationship, marketing campaign, or advertising campaign with Christian Dior.

2. For each Request for Admission in Ms. Heard's First Set of Requests for Admission that

you denied either in whole or in part, please provide all documents supporting, refuting,
reflecting, or otherwise relating to such denial,

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the General Objections and Objections
to Definitions and Instruction above, as though set forth in full. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly burdensome taking into account the
needs of the case, as to both time and scope. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it seeks confidential, proprietary, and private personal and/or business information
of Plaintiff and/or third parties to this litigation, which is not subject to discovery in this action.
Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that responsive documents are obtainable
from other sources that are more convenient, less burdensome, and less expensive. Plaintiff

further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents that are not within
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Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent
that it seeks documents protected by the attorney-client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or
any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this request
on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it seeks documents that are neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to the request on the grounds that it
fails to reasonably particularize or describe the categories of documents sought.
Plaintiff will not produce documents in response to this request as currently posed.
3. For each Request for Admission in Ms. Heard's Second Set of Requests for Admission

that you denied either in whole or in part, please provide all documents supporting,
refuting, reflecting, or otherwise relating to such denial.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the General Objections and Objections
to Definitions and Instruction above, as though set forth in full. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly burdensome taking into account the
needs of the case, as to both time and scope. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it seeks confidential, proprictary, and private personal and/or business information
of Plaintiff and/or third parties to this litigation, which is not subject to discovery in this action.
Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that responsive documents are obtainable
from other sources that are more c;nvenient, less burdensome, and less expensive. Piaintiff
further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents that are not within
Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent

that it seeks documents protected by the attorney-client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or

any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this request
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on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it seeks documents that are neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to the request on the grounds that it
fails to reasonably particularize or describe the categories of documents sought.

Plaintiff will not produce documents in response to this request as currently posed.
4. For each Request for Admission in Ms. Heard's Third Set of Requests for Admission that

you denied either in whole or in part, please provide all documents supporting, refuting,
reflecting, or otherwise relating to such denial.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the General Objections and Objections
to Definitions and Instruction above, as though set forth in full. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly burdensome taking into account the
needs of the case, as to both time and scope. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it seeks confidential, proprietary, and private personal and/or business information
of Plaintiff and/or third parties to this litigation, which is not subject to discovery in this action.
Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that responsive documents are obtainable
from other sources that are more convenient, less burdensome, and less exl;ensive. Plaintiff
further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents that are not within
Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent
that it seeks documents protected by the attorney-client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or
any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this request
on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the

grounds that it seeks documents that are neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
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discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to the request on the grounds that it
fails to reasonably particularize or describe the categories of documents sought.

Plaintiff will not produce documents in response to this request as currently posed.
5. For each Request for Admission in Ms. Heard's Fourth Set of Requests for Admission

that you denied either in whole or in part, please provide all documents supporting,
refuting, reflecting, or otherwise relating to such denial.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the General Objections and Objections
to Definitions and Instruction above, as though set forth in full. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly burdensome taking into account the
needs of the case, as to both time and scope. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it seeks confidential, proprietary, and private personal and/or business information
of Plaintiff and/or third parties to this litigation, which is not subject to discovery in this action.
Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that responsive documents are obtainable
from other sources that are more convenient, less burdensome, and less expensive. Plaintiff
further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents that are not within
Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent
that it seeks documents protected by the attorney-client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or
any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this request
on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it seeks documents that are neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to the request on the grounds that it
fails to reasonably particularize or describe the categories of documents sought.

Plaintiff will not produce documents in response to this request as currently posed.
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6. For each Request for Admission in Ms. Heard's Fifth Sct of Requests for Admission that
you denied either in whole or in part, please provide all documents supporting, refuting,
reflecting, or otherwise relating to such denial.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the General Objections and Objections
to Definitions and Instruction above, as though set forth in full. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it is overly broaci and unduly burdensome taking into account the
needs of the case, as to both time and scope. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it seeks confidential, proprietary, and private personal and/or business information
of Plaintiff and/or third parties to this litigation, which is not subject to discovery in this action.
Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that responsive documents are obtainable
from other sources that are more convenient, less burdensome, and less expensive. Plaintiff
further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents that are not within
Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent
that it seeks documents protected by the attorney-client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or
any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this request
on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it seeks documents that are neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to the request on the grounds that it
fails to reasonably particularize or describe the categories of documents sought.

Plaintiff will not produce documents in response to this request as currently posed.

7. Please produce all documents supporting, refuting, or otherwise relating to any of Your
responses to Ms. Heard's First Set of Interrogatories.
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RESPONSE:

Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the General Objections and Objections
to Definitions and Instruction above, as though set forth in full. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly burdensome taking into account the
needé of the case, as to both time and scope. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it seeks confidential, proprietary, and private personal and/or business information
of Plaintiff and/or third parties to this litigation, which is not subject to discovery in this action.
Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that responsive documents are obtainable
from other sources that are more convenient, less burdensome, and less expensive. Plaintiff
further objects to this Request on the graunds that it seeks documents that are not within
Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent
that it seeks documents protected by the attorney-client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or
any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this request
on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it seeks documents that are neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
c_iiscovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to the request on the grounds that it
fails to reasonably particularize or describe the categories of documents sought.

Plaintiff will not produce documents in response to this request as currently posed.

8. Please produce all documents supporting, refuting, or otherwise relating to any of Your
responses to Ms. Heard's Second Set of Interrogatories.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the General Objections and Objections
to Definitions and Instruction above, as though set forth in fuil. Plaintiff further objects to this

Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly burdensome taking into account the
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needs of the case, as to both time and scope. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it seeks confidential, proprietary, and private personal and/or business information
of Plaintiff and/or third parties to this litigation, which is not subject to discovery in this action.
Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that responsive documents are obtainable
from other sources that are more convenient, less burdensome, and less expensive. Plaintiff
further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents that are not within
Plaintiff’s possession, custody or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent
that it seeks documents protected by the attorney-client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or
any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this request
on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it seeks documents that are neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to the request on the grounds that it
fails to reasonably particularize or describe the categories of documents sought.

Plaintiff will not produce documents in response to this request as currently posed.
9. Please produce all documents sufficient to identify all of Mr. Depp's donations to any

charitable organizations from 2010 to the present, including any documents referring to

any time given or donated by Mr. Depp to any charitable organizations even if no
monetary donation was involved.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the General Objections and Objections
to Definitions and Instruction above, as though set forth in full. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it seeks documents that are neither relevant nor reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly burdensome taking into account the

needs of the case. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as harassing because it seeks

18



information unrelated to the subject matter of this case. Plaintiff further objects to this Request
on the grounds that it seeks confidential, proprietary, and private personal and/or business
information of Plaintiff and/or third parties to this litigation, which is not subject to discovery in
this action., Plaintiff further objects to this Request to the extent that it seeks documents
protected by the attorney-client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or any other applicable
privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it
is vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is lacking
in reasonable particularity. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is not
reasonably tailored to the claims and defenses in this case and is harassing and overbroad.

Plaintiff will not produce any documents in response to this Request.

Dated: March 1, 2021

Respectfully submitted,

Benjam¥n G. Chew (VSB #29113)
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
acrawford@brownrudnick.com

Leo J. Presiado (pro hac vice)
Camille M. Vasquez (pro hac vice)
BROWN RUDNICK, LLP

2211 Michelson Drive, Seventh Floor
Irvine, CA 92612

Phone: (949) 752-7100

Fax: (949) 252-1514
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[presiado@brownrudnick.com
cvasquez@brownrudnick.com

Jessica N. Meyers (pro hac vice)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

7 Times Square

New York, New York 10036
Phone: (212) 209-4938

Fax: (212) 209-4801
jmeyers@brownrudnick.com

Counsel for Plaintiff and
Counterciaim Defendant John C. Depp, II
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 1st day of March 2021, I caused copies of the foregoing to be
served via email (per written agreement between the Parties) on the following:

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

10 8. 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. Nadethaft (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
anadelhaft@cbcblaw.com
dmurphy@cbcblaw.com

BenjaMin G. Chew



