VIRGINIA:
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY
JOHN C.DEPP, II :
Plaintiff,
V. Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911

AMBER LAURA HEARD.

Defendant.

DEFENDANT AMBER LAURA HEARD’S RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO
PLAINTIFF’S SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

Pursuant to Rule 4:9 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia (“Rules”), Defendant
Amber Laura Heard, by and through her atioreys, submits these responses and objections (the
“Responses™) to Plaintiff John C. Depp’s Second Set of Requests for Production dated November
4, 2019 (the “Requests®).

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

The following general objections. and responses | (the “General ‘Objections”) are
incorporated into each specific objection and response {the “Specific Objections™) as if fully set
forth therein:

1. Defendarit abjects to the Requests to the extentthey are duplicative, cumulative, of
seek information that has been or will be provided through other-means of discovery.

2. Defendanit objects tothe Requests to the extent they are vague, ambiguois, overly

broad, uriduly burdensame, seek information not relevant to the claims or defenses of any party,

or are not proportional to the needs of the case.




3, Defendant objects to the Requests to the extent they impose any obligations or
requirements bieyond the scope of the Rules or any case law interpreting them. |

4, Defendant’s Responses are not intended to be and shall .not be construed as an
agreement or concurrence that all information provided is admissible with respect to Plaintiff’s,
claims.

5, Defendant objects to each Request fo the extent that it calls forinformation that: (a)
miay be derived or ascertained from documents that have been or will be produced in this action;
(b) is already in Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control; (c) is publicly available; or (d) is
otherwise independently available to Plaintiff ot his counsel,

6. Defendant objects to the Requests to the extent they purport to call for documents
or information that: (d) ate subject to the attorney-client privilege; (b) constitute attorney work
product; {c) are protected from disclosure based on cofiiman inferest or a similar privilege; or (d)
are otherwise protected from disclosure under applicable privilege, law, or rile. Defendant will
not produce such information in response 1o the Requests, and any inadvertent production thereof
shall not be deemed a ‘waiver of any privilege with respect to such infofmation.

7. Defendaiit objects to the Requests:to the extent. they require unreasonable measiies.
1o locate and produce responsive infermatioii or documents. Defendant will construe the requests
tb Fequire a reasonable and diligent search .of its reasonably-accessible files ‘Where it would
reasonably expect to find information, docuriients, orthings related to the requests, and specifically
stales that it will limit its search for ESI by use of the agreed aiid identified search teris and EST
protocol proposed by Defendant.

8. Defendant objects to the Reqitests to the extent they seek information that is not

within Defendant’s possession, custody, or control. Subject to this General Objection, in




responding. to the Requests, Defendant will provide only responsive information within
Defendant’s possession, custody, or control,

9, Defendarit objects to the Definitions and Instructions to the extent they seek to
impose obligations greater than those imposed by the Rules or any other applicable law, rule, or
agreement of the partiés.

10.  Defendant objects to the Requests to the extent they are based on a false premise
and contain express or implied assumptions of fact or law with respect to matters at issue in this
case. Defendant’s Responses to the Réqiiests are not intended to be and shall not be construed as
ah agreement or concurrence with Plaintiff’s characterization of'any facts, circumstarices, or legal
obligations. Defendant reserves the right to contest any such characterization as inaccurate.

11, Defendant expressly-reserves all rights and privileges under the Rules and any other
applicable law orule. The failure:to assert such rights an‘éi privileges of the inadvertent disclosure
by Defendant of information or documents ‘protected by such rights or privileges shall not
constitute a waiver thereof, either with respect to these Responses or with respect to any future
,diECOV'e‘ry pbjections of responses:

12,  Defendant’s Responses to the Requests are made to the best of her present
knowledge, information, and belief. These Responses are at all times subject to such additional or
different information that discovery or further investigation may disclose and, while based on the:
present state-of Defendant’s knowledge and investigation, aresubject to such additional knowledge

of facts as'may result from Defendant’s further discovery orinyestigation.




SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES

REQUEST NO. 1

All Documents and Communications between You and any person employed by You or
‘working on your behalf pertaining to any act of ‘violence, or attempted acts of violence by
Yoii or Mr. Depp in the past 10 years. '

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 1

Defendant objects to Request No. 1 to the extent that it seeks information that is. not
relevant to any party’s ¢laimsor defenses. The issue in dispute is whether or not statements in the
Op-ed are defamatory and whether there is an implication therein that Defendant was subject to
domestic abuse by Plainiiff, Defendant’s actions involving persons other than Plaintiff are not
relevant or likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. ‘Subject to and without waiving
the foregoing objections, Defendant will eonduct a reasonable search for documents responsive to
this Request, including by applying the search terms agreed fo in Defendant’s October 29, 2019
Letter, Defendant will thereafter produce any non-privileged documents that-are responsive to this

Request and that refer or relate to the claims and defenses in this case.

REQUEST NO. 2

All Documents and Communications between You and any petson employed by You or
working on your behalf pertaining to the use of narcotics by You or Mr: Depp from 2013 to
present..

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 2

Defendant objects to Request No, 2 to the extent thiat it séeks information that is not
relevant to any party’s claims or defenses. Defendant is not alleged to have any addiction of
dependency issug that are in dispuie in this action. Defendant objects to this request to the extent
it relates to the use of narcotics by Defendant on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly

burdensome, and seeks information that is not relevant to either party’s claims ior defenses and is




disproportionate to the needs of this case hecause it is not reasonably limited to medications fot
injuries or conditions Defendant suffered as a result of Mr. Depp’s abuse. Subject to and without
waiving the foregoing. objections, Defendant will conduct a reasonable search for documents
responisive to this Request, including by applying the search terms agreed to in Defendant’s
Détobei 29, 2019 Letter. Defendant will thereafter produce anynon-privileged doeuments that are
responsive to this Request and that refer or relate to the ¢laims and defenses in this case.

REQUEST NO. 3

All Documents and Communications pertaining to any treatment for alcohol or drug iise or
abuse by You or Mr: Depp from 2013 to present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 3

Defendant objects o Request No, 3-to the extent that it seeks information that is not
relevant fo any party’s claims or defefises. Defendant is nof alleged to have any alcohol, drug,
addiction or dependency issue that are in dispute in this.action. Defendant objects to this request
fo the extent it relates 1. the use of drugs or alcohol by Defendant on the grounds that it is overly
broad, unduly burdensome, and seeks information that is not selevat to either party’s claims or
defenses aid is disproportionate to the needs of this case because it is not reasanably limited 0
treatment For alcohol or drug use or abuse by Plaintiff or treatment for injuries or conditions
Defendant suffered as a.result of Mr, Depp’s domestic abuse. Subject to and withotit waiving the:
foregoing objections, Defendant will conduct a reasonable seaxch for documents responsive to this
Request, including by applying the search terms agreed to inDefendant’s:October 29,2019 Letter,
Defendant will thereafter produce any non-privileged documents that are reslab'né'ive to this

L'Request and that refer ot télate to the 8laims. and defenses in this case.



REQUEST NO. 4

Documents sufficient to show paymerits You or anyone acting on your behalf made to any
firm or entity that provides services related to print, television, newspaper or other
traditional media from 2015 to present, not including forservices related to marketing films,

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 4

Defendant objects to Request No. 4 on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
buidensoiie, and seeks information not relevant to the claims or defenses of any party. Defendant

-will not:produce documents responsive. to tliis request.

REQUEST NO. 5

All Documents and Comimunications by and between you and Raquel Pennington, iO Tillett
Wright, Elizabeth Marz, Whitney Heard, or Josh Drew that mention Mr. Depp or any of
Your other Romantic Partners from. 2010 to April, 2019.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 5

Defendant objects to Request No. 5 to the extent it seeks informafion related to other
Romantic Partners of Defendant on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly burdensome, and -
seeks information not relevant to the claims or defenses of any party, The issue. in dispute is
whether or not statements in the Op-ed are defaniatory and whether there is an implication therein
that Defendant 1;738 subject to domestic dabuse by Plaintiff, Defendant’s relationships with others
are not relevant to Plainitiff’s doméstic dbuse of Defendant, Subject to and without waiving the
foregoing objections, Defendant will conduct a reasonable search for documents responsive to this
Requiest, including by applying the search terms agreed to in Defendant’s October 29, 2019 Letter.
Defendant will thereafter produce any non-ptivileged documents that are responsive to this.

Request and that refer or relate to the claims and defenses in this-case.




REQUEST NO. 6

All Documents and Communications exchanged between You or anyone acting on Your
behalfand Dr. David Kipperthat méntion Mr. Depp or any of Your-other Romantic Partners
from 2010 to present.

RESPONSE TQ REQUEST NO. 6

Defendant objécts to Request No. 6 to the extent it seeks information related to other
Romantic Partners of Defendant on the grounds that it is ovetly broad, unduly burdensome, and
seeks information nof relevant to the claims or defenses of any party. Thé issu¢ in dispute is
whether:or not statements in the Op-ed are defamatary and whether there is an implication therein
that Defendant was subject fo domestic abuse by Plaintiff. Defendant’s relationships with others
are not relevant to Plaintiff’s domiestic abuse of Defendant. Defendant further objects. fo this
request on the grounds that it is not reasonably limited to ‘treatment for physical and/or mental
injuifes ot conditions Defendant suffered as a.result of Mr. Depp’s abuse. Subject to and withaut
waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant will conduct a reasonable search for documents
responsive to this Request, including by applying the search terms agreed to in Defendant’s
October 29, 2019 Letter, Defendant will thereafter produce any non-privileged documents {hat are

responsive to this Request and that refer or relate 16 the claims afid defenses in'this case.

REQUEST NO. 7
Documents sufficient to show each time You'were arrested and the reason(s) for the arrest.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO.7

Defendant objects to Request No. 7 on the grounds that it seeks information not relevant
to the claims or-defenses of any paity and that it seeks documents nof within the custody or control

of Defendant, The issue in dispute is whether ar not statements in the Op-ed are defamatory and




whether there is an imjlication therein that Defendant was subjéct te domestic abuse by Plaintiff.
Defendant’s arrests are not relevarit t6 Plaintiff’s domestic abuse of Defendant,

REQUEST NO. §

A complete copy of all medical records, charts and files from any mental and/or pliysical
health care providers who have seen, consultéd, examined or provided treatment or services
to You from 2010 to the present, including but not liited to Dr. David Kipper.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 8

Defendant objects to Request No. 8 on the grounds that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensonie, and $eeking information that is not relevant to either paity’s claims or defenses and
disproporfionate to the needs of this case because it is not reasonably limited to treatment for
physical and/or mental injuries or conditions Deféndant suffered as a result of Mr. Depp's abuse,
Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant will produce medical records,
if any, related to relevant services and {reatfent she received from, the-medical providers identified
in Defendant’s Response to Interrogatory 5 of Plaintiff’s Second Set of Interrogatories.

REQUEST NO. 9

Copies of:all of Your personal journals and/or diaries from 2010 tothe present.

RESPONSE TQ REQUEST NO. 9

Defendant objects to Request No. 9 on the grounds that jt is overly broad and unduly
Burdetisome because it is not reasonably limited to information relating to Plaintiff’s domestic
abuse of Defendanit and therefore seeks information that is not relevant to any party’s claims or
defenses. ‘Subject to and ‘without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant will conduct a

feasonable search for responsive documents in her custody and will non-pfivileged materials that

referor relate to the claims aid defenses in this case, should any exist.




REQUEST NO: 10

Copies of any and all correspondérnce or other records that You: or anyone acting on Your
behalf received from or sent to; (1) any niental Aind/or physical health care providers from

2010 to the present; and (2) any health insurer providing you coverage for any medical,
psychiatric, counseliiig, vehabilitation or other care from 2010 to the present.

RESPONSE.TO REQUEST NO. 10

Defendant objects to Request No, 10-on the .grdﬁﬁﬂ'S‘ that it is overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and seeks information not relevant to the claims or defenses of any party because it
isnot reﬁalsonably limited to treatment for pliysical and/or'mental injuries or conditions Defendarit. -
suffered 4s a result of Mr, Depp’s.abuse. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing obj ections,
Defendant will produce medical records, if any; related to relevant services and freatment she
seceived from the medical providers identified in Defendant’s Respansc fo Inferrogatory 5 of
Plaintiff’s Second Set of Interrogatories..

REQUEST NO. 11

Documents siifficient fo show any prescription drugs You have obfained from January 2010
to the present, including any prescription drugs that You currently take,

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 11

Defendant. objects to Request No, 11 on the ‘_grounriisz‘ that it 1s ovetly broad, unduly
burdensome, and séeks dtiformation not relevant to the claims or defenses of any party because it
is not, reasonably limited to treatment for physical and/ot ental injuries or conditions Defendant
siiffered as a result of Mr: Depp’s abuse. Subjectto and without waiving the forégoifig objections,
Defendant will produce medical recards, 1T 4ny, related to services and treatment:she received from
the medical providers identified in Defendant’s Response to Intérrogatory 5 6f Plaintiff’s Second

‘Setof [nteirogatoties.



REQUEST NO. 12

Copies of any reports, written memoranda. or notes prepared by each expert witness that
You will or may call as a witness at the trial of this matter.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 12

Defendant objects for Request No, 12 as premature. Defendant is working to identify
experts and prepare éxpeit disclosures ‘that will be disclosed to Plainfiff.on or béfofe Defendant’s

expert disclosuredeadline.

REQUEST NO. 13
Copies of all journal articles, learned treatises; periodicals, pamphlets, or any other type of
publication that each of Your expert witnesses or specialists has used or relied 'upon in

forming his or her opinion in this case, or-that You otherwise will or may isé at frial,

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 13

Defendant objects:to Request No, 13 as prematute. Defendant will comply. with all'expert
disclosure oBligations trder the Rules.

REQUEST NO. 14

Copies of all exhibits or demonstrative exhibits You or Your attorneys will or may use,
introduce or attempt to introduce at thetrial of this matter.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO: 14

Defendant objects to Request No, 14 as prématufe. Defendant has not yet determined
which exhibits or demonstrative exhibits it wil] infroduce at trial. Defendant will comply with a1l
disclosure obligations relating to exhibits under the Rules,

REQUEST NO. 15

Copies of all written statements faken or assembled in connection with this Action or with
Your investigation, formal or informal; of thé mitters at issite.in this Action, and all drafts
and redlines/blacklines or edits thereof.



RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 15

Defendant objects 1o Request No. 15 on the grounds that it calls for information pratected
by one or more privileges; including the aftorney-client, work product, and/or common inferest
privileges, Subject to arx,,l,d -without waiving the foregoing objeetions, Defendant will conduct a.
reasondble search for documents responsive o this Requiest.. Defendant will thereafter produce:
any non-privileged documents that are fesponsive to this Request and that refer ot relate to the

¢claiths and defenses in this case,

REQUEST NO. 16

All documents viewed by, relied upon, ot referred to in answering any Interrogatory
propoiinded by Mr. Depp.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 16

Defendant objects to Request No. 16 to the extent that it calls for information protected by
oné, 6 more privileges, including the attorney-client, wark product, and/or commion interest
privileges. Defendant objects to this request to the extent it is overly broad, unduly burdensome,
and seeks information not relevant to the ¢laitris o defénses of any party. Defendant will produce
non-privileged responsive documents pnly to the extent that they are responsive to Hﬁbth&r’ Request

or Tnterrogatory to which Defendarit has indicated that she will respond.

REQUEST NO. 17

To-the extent not provided ini Fesponseto ofher requests, all non-privileged documents; notes,
records, tape recordings, video recordings, ot othei ‘written or recorded materials prepared
by Yout or on Your behalf concerning the occurrences. described in the Complaint, Your
Déclaration, Youy Op-Ed, and Your 2016 declaration submitted in support of your reguest
. for a temporary restraining order. '

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 17

Defendant objects fo Request No. 17 to thé exteiitthat it-calls Tor information jp.rot.ected' by

ohe of ore. privileges; including fhe atiorney-client, work ‘produet, afid/or sommon. interest



privileges. Defendant abjetts to this request on the grounds: that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome. Subject to-and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant will conduct a
reasonable search for documents Tesponsive to this Request, including by applying the search
terms. agreed to in Defendant’s October 29,2019 Letter. Defendant will thereafter produce any
non=ptivileged documents that are responsivé to this Request and that refer or relate to the claims
and detenses in this case.

REQUEST NO. 18

All Documents and Communications by and between you and. any person relating to the
claims;or defenses. in this Action.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 18

' Defendant objects; to Request No, 18 to the extent that it calls for information protected by
one or more privileges, including the attorney-client, work product, and/oi cominon interest
privileges. Defendant further-objects to this.request to the-extent that it is overly broad-and unduly.
burdensome. Subjeét to and without waiving the foregoing, objections, Defendant will conduct @
reasopable search for documents responsive to this Request, including by applying the search
teriris agreed to in Defendant’s October 29, 2019 Letter. Defendant will thereafter produce any
non-privileged documents that are responsive o this Requestand that refer or rélate to the claims
and defenses in this case.

REQUEST NO. 19

All Documents and Gompnqpic_s_xﬁoﬁ's by and between You and any person working or
purporting to work on behalf of the Ameriéan Civil Liberties Union (YACLU") related to
the Op-Ed, Your Declaration, and any claims or defenses in this Action,

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 19

Defendant objects to Request No. 19 o the grounds that it calls for information protected

by one or more privileges, including the attorney-client, Wofk product, and/or common interest



privileges. Defendant furthier objects to this request to the extent it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome. Subject to and without waiviig the foregoing objections, Defendant will ¢onduct a
reasondbls scarch for documents Tesponsive fo this Request, including by applying the search

terms agreed to in Defendant’s October 29,2019 Letter, Defendant will thereafter produce any

nofi-privileged documents, that are responsive to this Reguest and that refer or relafe to the claims
and defenses in this case.

REQUEST NO. 20

All Documents and Communications by and between You. and any person ‘working or
purpoiting to work on behalf of the ‘Washington Post related to the Op-Ed, Your
Declaration, and any claims or defenses in this Action, '

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 20

Deféndatit objects to Request No, 20-on the grounds that it calls for information protected
by one or more privileges, icliding ‘the attorney-client, work product, and/or common interest
privileges. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendantwill conduct a
reasonable search for documents responsive to this Request, rincl_uding_ by applying the search,
terms agreed to in Defendant’s Octobef 29, 2019 Letter. Defendant will thereafter produce any
hon-privileged documents that are xesizqnsiye, to-this Request and. that refer or relate fo the claims
and defenses in this case '

REQUEST NO. 21

All Doc¢unieiits and Communications by and between You and any pérson ‘working or
purporting to work on behalf of the Virginia Press Association related to the Op-Ed, Your
Declaration, and any claims or defenses in this Action, including the Virginia Press
Association's motion for leave: to file an amicus brief in this Action.

Defendant objects to RequestNo. 21 ori the grounds that it calls for information protected

by one or more privileges, including the atforney-client, wotk product, and/or common interest



privileges: Defendant further objects to fhis-'éeque‘St on the grounds that it is overly broad, ufidiily

burdensome; and seeks information not relevant to the claims or defenses of any party. Subject fo
and without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant will conduct a reasonable search for
docutietits tesponsive 1o this Request, including by applying the search terms agreed to in
documients that are responsive to this Requesténd that refer or relate to the claims.and defenses in
this.case.

REQUEST NO. 22

All Documerits and Communications. by and between You and any person related to the

AGLU's email to Plaintiffis counsel on September 13,2019 coniaining a request to file an
amicus brief in this Action. '

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO, 22

Defendant objects to Reqiest No. 22 on the grounds that ’i_t“ca_l_ls for inforiiation protected
by orié or more privileges, including the attorney-client, work product, arid/or common interest
privileges, Defendant further:objects to this request on the grounds that it is overly broad; unduly
burdensome, and secks information not rélévant to the claims or defenses-of any party, Defendatit
will not produce documents responsive to this request, ifany exist.

REQUEST NO. 23

All Documents and Communications by and betieen You and any person working or
purporting to work on, behalf of The Suni elated to the Op-Ed, Your Declaration, and any
claims oy defenses in this Action, and any claims or defenses in the action currently pending
in. London between Mr. Depp and The Sun, o

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 23

Defendatit objects'to- Request No. 23 on the grounds that it calls for information protecied
by one or more privileges, including the atfoiney-client, work product, and/or common interest

privileges. Defendant foriher odbjects fo this request on the grounds-that it is overly broad, unduly




burdensoime, afid seeks ififormation not relevant to the claims or defenses of any party. Defendant
will not produce documents responsive to this request, if any exist.

REQUEST NO. 24

All Documents and Communications that You produced either voluntarily or pursuant to
subpoena or Court ordér i the action pending in’London between Mr. Depp and The Sun:

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 24

Defendant agrees 1o produce such documents at such time as Plaintiff produces all
docunients he has produced in the acfion pending in London between Plaintiff and The Sun.

REQUEST NO. 25

All Documents and Communications by :and between You and any person working or
purporting to work on Your behalf and any third party régarding providing You with
financial assistance with this Action and/or paying Your legal fecs and costs related to this
Action.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 25

. Defendant objects to Regiiést No. 25 on'the grounds that it seeks information not relevant
to the claims or 'dgfcnsgs: of"any p‘grgy,- | In Tight of the foregoing objectiori, Defendant will not.
produce responsive materials, if any exist,

REQUEST NO.26

All Documents obtained by way of subpoena, threat of subpoena, and/or yoluntarily in
relation to this. Action, )

RESPONSE TQ REQUEST'NO. 26

Defendant objects to Request No. 26 on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, overly
broad, unduly burdensome, and seek information not relevant to the claims or defenses of any
party. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Deéfenidant will re-produce 1o

Plaintiff documents produced to it by third-parties in connection with this case.



Dated this 25th day of November, 2019

‘Roberta A. Kaplan

Respectfiilly submitted,

Amber L, Heard

By Couns

John C. Quinn (admltted pro hac vice)
Kaplan Hecker & Fink LLP
350 Fifth Aveniie, Suite 7110

- New York, New York 10118

(212) 763-0883

Jkaplan@kanlanhecker com

"umn kaplanhecker.com

J.. Benjamin Rottenborn (Y:SB #84796)

Joshua R. Treece (VSB #79149)

‘Woods.Rogers PLC
10 8. Jefferson Streef, Suite 1400

P.O. Box 14125

Roanoke, Virginia 24011
(540) 983-7540
broftenborn@woodsrogers.com

jtiece(@woodsrogers.com

Counsel to Defendant Amber Lawra Heard



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1 certify that on this 25" day of Novetiber 2019,.a copy of the foregoing was served by

email upon:

Bénjarmin G. Chew, Esq.

Elliot J. Weingarten, Esq.
Andrew. C. Crawford, Esq.
BrownN RupNick LLP

601 Thiiteenth Street, N'W.
‘Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 536-1700
Facsimile: (202),536-1701
behew@brownrudnick.com
eweingarten(@browniidnick.com

acrawford(@ ybrownrudhick.com

Camille M. Vasquez, Esq.
BrOWN RUDNICK LLP

. 2211 Michelson Drive
Trvinie, CA 92612
“Telephone: (949) 752-7100
Facsimile: (949)252-1514
cvasquez@brownrudnick.com

WOODS RGGERS PLC

10-8. Jefferson Street

Suite 1400

Roanoke, VA 24011
Telephane: (540) 983-7540-
Facsimile: (540) 9837711
brottenborm{@woodstogeis.com

jtréécel@woodsrogérs.cori

Adam R: Waldman, Esq.

THE ENDEAVOR LAW FIrRM, P:C,
5163 Tilden Streét NW
‘Washington, DC 20016
awaldman@theendeavorgroup.com

Robert Gilmore, Esq.

Kevin Attridge, Esq.

STEIN MITGHBLL BEATO & MISSNER LLP
901 Fifteenth Street, N.W.

Suiite 700

Washington, D.C. 20005

Telephone; {202) 601-1589
Facsimile; (202)296-8312
tgilmore(@steinmitchell.com
kattridge@steinmitchell.com
Counsel for Plaintiff John C. Depp, 11




