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i This Motion seeks: the same relief on the 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, and 10th RFAs (Atts. 1-5)
that! the Court Ordered for the 3d, 4th, and 5th RFAs- clear and unqualified “admit or deny”
responses; responses to basic, relevant interrogatories posed in the 3d, 4th, and 5th
Interrogatories (Atts. 6-8); and production of any non-privileged documents responsive to Ms.
Heard’s 19th and 20th RFPs, which seek documents supporting any denials of the RFAs and
dociuments supporting Mr. Depp’s interrogatory responses (Atts. 9-10).

REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS
Ms. Heard has been attempting to obtain the same “admit or deny” responses from Mr.

Depp on her 6th, 7th, 8th, Sth, and 10th RFAs that this Court previously ordered for Ms. Heard’s
4thl and 5th RFAs, and again ordered when Mr. Depp further refused to sufficiently respond to
Ms. Heard’s 3d RFAs. For the 4th and 5th RFAs, the Court required Mr. Depp to “admit or deny
the authenticity of the documents in Ms. Heard’s 4th and 5th Requests for Admissions, and for
those denied by Mr, Depp shall produce all nonprivileged documents, if any, supporting such
denials.” Att. 11. For the 3d RFAs, the Court reconfirmed that “Mr. Depp shall admit or deny the
auichenticity of the photographs identified in Ms. Heard’s 3rd Requests for Admissions Requests”™
aﬂler “receipt of the relevant and non-privileged Extracted Data from Craig Young. For any
depied by Mr. Depp, he shall produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such
denials.” Att. 12 at 1.! The information at issue in these currently pending RFAs are
ph'otographs, articles, and emails — the exact same types of documents the Court has already

ordered Mr. Depp to admit or deny their authenticity, yet Mr. Depp again refuses to properly

respond and instead forces Ms. Heard to file a motion forrelief the Court has now Ordered

twice. With the imminent close of discovery and ongoing trial preparation, allowing the parties

! By the time of the hearing on this Motion, Mr. Depp should have had access to all photos for
some time and should be able to admit or deny the authenticity of the photos.
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to uEnderstand what documents will need to be aufhenticated at trial is paramount to an efficient
trial, and the exact reason Rule 4:11(¢)(2) imposes no limit of RFAs related to the genuineness
and authenticity of documents. Ms. Heard respectfully requests that the Court enter the same
“admit or deny” Order for these 6th-10th RFAs as it did for the previous RFAs.

II. INTERROGATORY RESPONSES
On January 10, 2022, as part of a Consent Order, the Court authorized Ms. Heard to serve

15 ;'additional interrogatories. Att. 13, In her 3d, 4th, and 5th Interrogatories, Ms. Heard served
only 10 interrogatories, but Mr. Depp has refused to provide substantive responses to any of
these Interrogatories.

Third Interrogatories: Interrogatory 1 seeks basic discovery information that is requested and

produced without objection in virtually every parties’ Interrogatories in Fairfax— for the
inc%ividuals Mr. Depp identified as having relevant knowledge in this case, describe the relevant
knowledge these individuals possess. Att. 6, Int. 1. Virginia Courts have sanctioned parties for
failing to respond to this type of interrogatory. See e.g., Skibinski v. Lunger, 74 Va. Cir. 428
(A‘Lrlington Cir. 2008) (Alper, J.) (ordering the party to answer an interrogatory “seeking the
identification and knowledge of all witnesses who have knowledge of the facts of the case” and
ordering attorneys’ fees to the party who was forced to compel this response). Yet Mr. Depp

refuses to respond at all, asserting two pages of objections to this standard discovery. Ms. Heard

has a right to understand what relevant information Mr. Depp is aware each of the witnesses he

identified possesses, particularly where there are witnesses outside the subpoena reach of Ms.

Heard for various reasons, but who may still potentially testify at trial. This is basic discovery in

Virginia Courts and Plaintiff should be ordered to be produced without objection.
Interrogatories 2-4 seek clearly relevant information, Mr. Depp has represented that he

will provide substantive responses, but has failed to do so and refused to even commit to a date
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certain when he would do so. Att. 6, Int. 2-4, Interrogatory 2 requests Mr. Depp to describe

supposed injuries he received at the hands of Ms. Heard. Mr. Depp not only alleges that he did
not'abuse Ms. Heard, but he has made repeated allegations in his own Complaint that Ms. Heard
“violently abused Mr. Depp,” along with Mr. Depp’s counsel claiming this at every Court
hearing for two years regardless of its relevancy to the issue(s) before the Court on those

occasions. Compl. Y 3, 6, 24-31, 63, 78(b), 89(b}, 100(b)). Mr. Depp also repeated these false

allclﬁgations in a Declaration that he submitted to this Court. Att. 14, Y 5, 7-13, 16-17, 39.

Inttlerro gatories 3 and 4 request facts supporting Mr. Depp’s Fourth, Fifth, Ninth, aﬁd Twelfth
Defenses to Ms. Heard’s Counterclaim. But Mr. Depp refused to respond and claimed the

IntI rrogatories were somehow “improper,” despite Mr. Depp’s own 6th ROGs containing
milnor-image Interrogatories seeking facts supporting Ms. Heard’s Defenses. Att. 15, Int. 1-3.
Fourth Interrogatories: Ms. Heard’s 4th Interrogatories contain only one interrogatory, asking
f01|i Mr. Depp to describe “each and every incident during which You contend that Ms. Heard
inflicted any type of physical or emotional viclence or abuse upon you.” Att, 7, Int. 1. As already

discussed, Mr. Depp has agreed to answer what injuries he supposedly received from Ms. Heard

(but he has not done so yet), so there is no logical reason Mr. Depp should not describe the

supposed incidents that caused these injuries. Ms. Heard has a right to know the details and facts
ofithe supposed abuse Mr. Depp will be testifying about at trial, especially when Mr. Depp has
made these allegations in his Complaint and in his own Declaration submitted to this Court.

|
Fifth Interrogatories: Ms. Heard’s final set of Interrogatories request information that relates to
Mr. Depp’s supposed damages, affirmative defenses, his destruction of property, and his abuse

oq illegal drugs. Interrogatory 1 requests Mr. Depp to identify the “recent events” from Mr.

D‘epp’s written statement immediately following the UK Judgment regarding his resigning from



the role of Grindelwald, an issue indisputably relevant to causation of any alleged damages when

M
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Depp published this statement years after the publication of the Op-Ed, as any damages Mr.

Depp could possibly obtain in this case must relate to Ms, Heard’s Op-Ed. Att. 8, Int. 1. There is
no basis for Mr. Depp to refuse to identify those “recent events” two years after Ms. Heard’s Op-
Ed,| he simply does not want to. The Court also recently Ordered Mr. Depp to respond to

discovery seeking information supporting Mr. Depp’s own statements regarding causation of

damages in this case. Att. 12 at 4, These are not valid bases to refuse to respond.
Interrogatory 2 requests facts supporting Mr. Depp’s Sixth Defenses to Ms. Heard’s

Counterclaim. Att. 8, Int. 2, For the same reasons as previously discussed, Mr. Depp should

respond to this interrogatory.

Interrogatory 3 seeks “facts supporting Your Supplemental Response to Request No. 11

of :Ms. Heard’s 1st Requests for Admissions that ‘Plaintiff may have destroyed or damaged some
tyI;e of property in the presence of Ms. Heard at some point.” Att. 8, Int. 3. By answering this
response and then supplementing, Mr. Depp has acknowledged the information is relevant. Ms.
Heard has a right to know what property Mr. Depp admits he destroyed in her presence, which is
relevant for a jury to consider when determining if Mr. Depp was a violent and volatile
in:dividual and the specific time periods he engaged in this conduct, which is all related to
w’hether Mr. Depp assaulted and abused Ms. Heard. Similarly, Mr. Depp should respond to
Interrogatory 5, which requests Mr. Depp to identify the damage he did to his rental house in
Al.lstralia in March 2015, during which Ms. Heard alleged that Mr. Depp brutally abused her.
Att. 8, Int. 5.

Finally, Interrogatory 4 requests Mr, Depp to “identify all drugs and narcotics You have

consumed or ingested at any point from January 1, 2012 to the present” not including those drugs



|
pres{cribed'by a doctor. Att, 8, Int. 4. The jury should understand all facts as to whether Mr.
l

Depp was intoxicated during the incidents at issue, which relate to issues of credibility and recall

as to what actually occurred.

I11. i REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION
19th RFPs: These RFPs seek two types of documents. RFPs 1-5 seek documents supporting

Mr| Depp’s Responses to Ms. Heard’s 3d Set of Interrogatories. Mr. Depp asserted his typical

boilerplate objections and refused to produce any documents, despite serving identical RFPs to

Ms. Heard. Att. 9, RFPs 1-5. RFPs 6-36 seek documents supporting any of Mr. Depp’s denials
of Ms. Heard’s 6th RFAs. Att. 9, RFPs 6-36. As described above, the Court has already ordered
that Mr, Depp should produce any documents supporting his denials of any RFAs. Mr., Depp
should be ordered to respond to these RFAs in the same manner as previously ordered.

ZOlj:h RFPs: These RFPs seck the same types of documents as the 19th RFPs. RFPs 3-4 seck
doT:uments supporting Mr. Depp’s Responses to Ms. Heard’s 4th and 5th Set of Interrogatories,
anéi RFPs 5-8 seek documents supporting any of Mr. Depp’s denials of any Requests in Ms.
He|,ard’s 7th-Oth RFAs, Att. 10. For the same reasons already discussed, these documents should
be|ordered. Finally, RFP 1 seeks documents supporting the statement Mr. Depp issued when he

lost the role of Grindelwald in Fantastic Beasts. Just as Mr. Depp should fully respond to the

colrresponding Interrogatory supporting this statement for the reasons argued above, he should

prr’oduce any documents supporting this statement.

CONCLUSION
For these reasons, Ms. Heard respectfully requests the Court grant her Motion to Compel.
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, I

Plaintiff and Counterclaim

Defendant,

V.

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

PLAINTIFF AND COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANT JOHN C. DEPP, II’S RESPONSES
AND OBJECTIONS TO DEFENDANT AND COUNTERCLAIM PLAINTIFF
AMBER LAURA HEARD’S SIXTH SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

Pursuant to Rule 4:11 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff and
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, II, by and through his undersigned counsel, hereby

responds and objects to Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff Amber Laura Heard’s Sixth Set of

Requests For Admission (each, a “Request” and collectively, the “Requests™), dated January 10,
2022 and served in the above captioned action (“Action™) as follows:
GENERAL OBJECTIONS

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

2. Plaintiff objects to the Requests to the extent they purport to call for information
that: (a) is subject to the attorney-client privilege; (b) constitutes attorney work product; (c)
includes information protected from disclosure based on common interest or a similar privilege;

or {d) is otherwise protected from disclosure under applicable privilege, law, or rule. Plaintiff




will| not provide such information in response to the Requests, and any inadvertent provision

I
thereof shall not be deemed a waiver of any privilege with respect to such information.

3. Plaintiff objects to the Requests to the extent that they are vague and ambiguous
and to the extent that they seek irrelevant information for which identification, collection, and
revi}ew would be disproportionate to the needs of the case.

4. Plaintiff’s responses to the Requests are made to the best of Plaintiff’s present

kno:wledge, information, and belief. These Responses are at all times subject to such additional
i
or different information that discovery or further investigation may disclose and, while based on

the ‘.present state of Plaintiff’s knowledge and investigation, are subject to such additional
knowledge of facts as may result from further discovery or investigation.

i 5. Plaintiff reserves all objections and rights with respect to the competency,
rele!vance, materiality, privilege, or admissibility of Plaintiff’s responses herein as evidence in
any subsequent proceeding in, or hearing in connection with, this or any other action, for any

\

purpose whatsoever.

OBJECTIONS TO INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

Instruections
1. In accordance with the Rules of this Court, You shall answer the following
Requests separately and fully, in writing.
RESPONSE: No objection.
2. Where information in Your possession is requested, such request includes

nonprivileged information in the possession of Your agent(s), employee(s), assign(s),
representative(s), and all others acting on Your behalf.

J 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.

I
[
}

interpreted as its plural to whatever extent is necessary to bring within the scope of these

I

3. Whenever appropriate in these Requests, the singular form of a word shall be

Req!uests any information which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.

RESPONSE: No objection.

!
L4 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
burdensome, to the extent that it requires production of documents not within the
possession, custody or control of Plaintiff. Plaintiff will produce documents from
a relevant time period to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith. Plaintiff
further objects to this instruction as vague and ambiguous.

! 5. All references to an entity include the entity and its agents, officers, employees,
representatives, subsidiaries, divistons, 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 and entities other than Plaintiff and/or documents that are not within
Plaintiff’s custody and control, and/or production of documents by or relating to
entities not specifically referenced in the Requests below.

6. If You perceive any ambiguities in a question, instruction, definition, or other
aspc;act of these discovery requests, set forth the matter deemed ambiguous and the construction
useii 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



privlllege. If the claim relates to a privileged document, state the date, person or persons who
pre;iared 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
priv!ilege with respect to the document. If the ¢laim 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.

8. If You perceive any Request to be overly broad, unduly burdensome, or
t

objectionable for any other reason, respond to the fullest extent possible and clearly note any
objéction 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

|
aménd 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
|

resII)onsive 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. 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.

C. Document. The term “document” is defined in its broadest terms currently

recognized. The term shall include, without limitations: any written or other compilation of
infoLmation (whether pﬁnted, 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,
soci:al media posts or other similar communications or correspondence), computer tape,
com|puter 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,
anallyses, projections, forecasts, summaries, records of conversations or interviews, minutes or
recolrds of conferences or meetings, manuals, handbooks, brochures, pamphlets, advertisements,
circlulars, 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.




d. 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.

e. Counterclaim. The term “Counterclaim” means any Counterclaim filed by
|

Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

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

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

| RESPONSE: No objection.

| g. Concerning. The term “concerning” includes relating to, referring to,
desc!:ribing, evidencing, or constituting.

| RESPONSE: No objection.

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

: RESPONSE: No objection.

1. 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
infqrmation which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.
RESPONSE: No objection.
j. Defendant, Counterclaim Plaintiff, and/or Ms. Heard. The terms
|

"De‘!fendant," “Counterclaim Plaintiff,” and/or "Ms. Heard" refer to Amber Laura Heard,

including her agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and 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.”

k. Plaintiff, Counterclaim Defendant, and/or Mr. Depp. The terms

“Plaintiff,” “Counterclaim Defendant,” and/or “Mr. Depp” refer to Plaintiff John C. Depp, II,
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.

|
: L. Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by

Plaintiff and Counterclaim Defendant in this Action. The term Counterclaim means the

Counterclaim filed by Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff in this action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

m. Counterclaim. The term Counterclaim means the Counterclaim filed by

Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.
RESPONSE: No objection.
n. Other Litigation. The term "Other Litigation" includes the following cases
either brought against Mr. Depp or by Mr. Depp. Individually, the name in quotations following
the t:itle of the case refers to that particular case.

Eugene Arreola, Miguel Sanchez v. John C. Depp, II et. al ("security guard case”)
Gregg "Rocky” Brooks v. John C. Depp, et. al ("movie set assault case”)

John C. Depp, 11, et al v. Bloom Hergott Diemer, Rosenthal Laviolette Feldman
Schenkman & Goodman, LLP, Jacob A. Bloom, and DOES 1-30 ("attorney case")
John C. Depp, II, Edward L. White v. The Mandel Company, et al ("Mandel case")

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, on the grounds that it is inclusive of cases that are wholly irrelevant,
separate, and distinct from this action. Moreover, those unrelated cases implicate
significant privacy, privilege, and other interests of Plaintiff and third parties.

| Plaintiff further objects to this definition as vague and ambiguous.




0. You and/or Your. The terms “You” and/or “Your” refer to the recipient(s)

of tﬁese 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.
p. Pirates of the Caribbean Films. The phrase “Pirates of the Caribbean
Films” collectively refers to the films “Pirates of the Caribbean: The Curse of the Black Pearl,”
“Pir‘ates of the Caribbean: Dead Man’s Chest,” “Pirates of the Caribbean: At World’s End,”

“Pirates of the Caribbean: On Stranger Tides,” and “Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Men Tell No

Tales.”
RESPONSE: No objection.

' q. 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
|

witﬁ any other future film in this series referred to in any contract such as Fantastic Beasts and

th;:re to Find Them 4 and Fantastic Beasts and Where to Find Them 5.
RESPONSE: No objection.
|

I. 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.
S. Inventory.

(i) The term “Inventory™ in relation to a computer refers to a forensic
image of any computers (including Laptops and Desktops),
operating systems, or drives sufficient to identify: a) the computer
by manufacturer, make, model, and serial number; b) the type of
forensic image taken/created (e.g. logical, advanced logical, write-
blocked Raw (DD) non-segmented forensic image, etc.); ¢) the




dev

software and version of the software used to create the forensic
image; d) the make/type of write-blocker used to create the
forensic image; e) whether an uncompressed write-blocked
forensic image was extracted; f) whether a hash verification was
completed for each file and for the forensic image as a whole; and
' g) a list of all photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio
recordings contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced,
or in list form if not yet produced.

(ii)  The term “Inventory” in relation to a mobile device (including Cell
Phones and Tablets) refers to a forensic image sufficient to
identify: a) the mobile device by manufacturer, make, model, and
serial number; b) the type of extraction performed (e.g. logical,

| advanced logical, Checkm8/checkraln extraction, physical

extraction if jail-broken, etc.); ¢) the software used in taking the

forensic image; d) whether a jailbreak method was used in the
extraction process; e) the operating system in use on the mobile
device at the time it was imaged (e.g. 10S); and ) a list of all
photographs, text messages, emails, and video/andio recordings
contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced, or in list
form if not yet produced.

(iii)  The term “Inventory” in relation to a “cloud account” or “iCloud”
refers to a forensic image of any cloud accounts sufficient to
identify: a) the type of cloud account and company hosting the data
on the cloud account; b) the type of forensic image taken of the
cloud account; c) the software used in taking the forensic image
(e.g. Oxygen, Cellebrite, etc.); d) a list of all photographs, text
messages, emails, and video/audio recordings contained in the
image by BATES stamp 1f produced, and in list form if not yet
produced; and e) whether a forensic analysis was conducted and, if
so, what software was used.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would
require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at
issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy.

t. Mpr. Depp’s Devices. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Devices™ refers to the

ices that Mr. Depp identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of

Interrogatories under penalty of perjury were in his possession, custody, and control and on

whi

ch ESI that relates to the claims or defenses in this case, or is reasonably likely to lead to the




discovery of admissible evidence, is likely to be stored. These identified devices include an
|

iPhcf)ne, an iPad, a MacBook Pro, an iCloud account, the devices and data belonging to Stephen

Deuters collected in May 2017 (iPad and iPhone), and the devices and data belonging to Nathan
Holmes collected in March 2018 (iPhone). This definition further includes Mr. Depp’s current
devices and current cloud backups containing any data from the devices identified in response to
Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of Interrogatories.

| RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing, especially in light of the Court’s November §, 2021 Order, denying
Defendant’s Motion to Compel Plaintiff’s devices. Plaintiff further objects to this
on the grounds that it exceeds the obligations applicable to discovery responses
under Virginia law including that it requests documents and information not in
Plaintiff’s actual possession, custody, or control and would require the generation
of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at issue. Plaintiff further
objects on grounds of privilege, privacy, and relevance.

!
‘ u. Depp Abuse of Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates”

refe!rs to the time periods contained in the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order: December 15, 2012-
Janilary 15,2013; March 6-April 5, 2013; June 1-June 30, 2013; May 22-June 7, 2014; August
15-August 31, 2014; December 15-December 31, 2014; January 23-February 8, 2015; March 1-
Apf‘il 6,2015; August 1-August 31, 2015; November 24-December 10, 2015; December 13,
2015-January 12, 2016; April 19-May 5, 2016; May 19-June 4, 2016; and July 15-July 29, 2016.
RESPONSE: No objection to the dates. Objection to the use of the term “Depp

Abuse of Heard Dates™ on the grounds that it assumes facts that are disputed, and
lacks foundation for the same.

! V. Mpr. Depp’s Forensic Experts. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts”
refers to Bryan Neumeister and/or Mr. Neumeister’s colleague, Matt Erickson.
RESPONSE: No objection.
w. Depp Alleged Abuse by Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Alleged Abuse by

Heard Dates” refers to the following time petiods reflected in Mr. Depp’s Declaration submitted to
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the Fairfax County Circuit Court in May 2019 and in Mr. Depp’s Witness Statements submitted in

the UK Litigation: November 21, 2014- March 11, 2015; March 1- April 6, 2015; October 12-

Nov!ember 1, 2015; December 5-26, 2015; April 11- May 6, 2016; and May 11- June 4, 2016.

| RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
i harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
| obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would
require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at
issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy. Plaintiff
further objects on the grounds that this definition overlaps with some of the same
time periods outlined in Defendant’s definition of “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates.”
X. Declaration of Mr. Depp. The phrase “Declaration of Mr. Depp” refers to
the Declaration of John Christopher Depp, II submitted in this case in May, 2019,
RESPONSE: No objection.
y. Mr. Depp’s Second Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Second
Witness Statement” refers to the Second Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, 11
submitted in the UK Litigation dated December 12, 2019,
‘ RESPONSE: No objection.
|
A Mr. Depp’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Third
|
Witness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, 11
submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 25, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

aa.  Mr. Depp’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Fifth

Witness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, I1 submitted
in the UK Litigation dated March 14, 2020,

RESPONSE: No objection.

bb.  Declaration of Ms. Heard. The phrase “Declaration of Ms. Heard” refers

to the Declaration of Amber Laura Heard submitted in this case on April 10, 2019.

|
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RESPONSE: No objection.

cc.  Ms. Heard’s Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Witness

Statement” refers to the Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated

December 15, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

dd.  Ms. Heard’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Third
Wit;ness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

‘ RESPONSE: No objection.

i ee. Ms. Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms.
Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement” refers to the Confidential Schedule to Third
Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

| ff. Ms. Heard’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Fifth

Wit:ness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK

Liti’gation dated June 26, 2020,

! RESPONSE: No objection.

| gg. Your Expert Designation. The phrase “Your Expert Designation” refers to
Plaintiff’s Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served on February 16, 2021, along with
anyl supplemental to or any other Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served by you in
this Action.

|

| RESPONSE: No objection.
|

|
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REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

1. | Please admit the document produced by Mr. Depp as Bates number DEPP16902-16907
| and attached as Ex. 1 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of an article entitled “Why I
called 911” authored by 10 Tillett Wright, and published by Refinery29 on June 8, 2016.
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
posisession, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
qullleSt on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks
information that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on
the, basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document.
Subiject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving all objections
to admissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff admits that
DEIPP16902-16907 appears to be a copy of an article entitled “Why I called 911” authored by iO
Tiliett Wright, and published by Refinery29 on June 8, 2016. Plaintiff otherwise lacks sufficient
knowledge to admit or deny whether the document is “a true, genuine, and authentic copy.”

2.  Please admit the document attached as Ex. 2 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of the
“Cross-Complaint” filed by The Mandel Company against John C. Depp, II, Scaramanga
Bros. Inc., L.R.D. Productions, Inc., Edward White, Edward White & CO0., LLP, and Roes
1-20, inclusive dated January 31, 2017, filed in the Superior Court of the State of
California, County of Los Angeles, Central District, Case No. BC 646882.

|
RESPONSE:

| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
|
Insfl:ructions, Plaintiff objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to

this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to

13



Defendant. Subject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving

all ‘objections to admissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff

admits that Ex. 2 appears to be a true, genuine, and authentic copy of the “Cross-Complaint”

filed by The Mandel Company against John C. Depp, II, Scaramanga Bros. Inc., L.R.D.

Productions, Inc., Edward White, Edward White & CO., LLP, and Roes 1-20, inclusive dated

January 31, 2017, filed in the Superior Court of the State of California, County of Los Angeles,

\

Central District, Case No. BC 646882.

3. Please admit the document attached as Ex. 3 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of the
Complaint dated May 1, 2018 filed in the Superior Court of the State of California for the
County of Los Angeles, between Eugene Arreola and Miguel Sanchez vs. John C. Depp,

' II, Scaramanga Bros., Inc., Edward White & Co., LLP, and Leonard Damian, Case No.
' BC704539.

REiSPONSE:

! In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Ins‘;ructions, Plaintiff objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to
this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant. Subject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving

all jobjections to admissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff

admits that Ex. 3 appears to be a true, genuine, and authentic copy of the Complaint dated May

1, 2018 filed in the Superior Court of the State of California for the County of Los Angeles,

between Eugene Arreola and Miguel Sanchez vs. John C. Depp, II, Scaramanga Bros., Inc.,

Edward White & Co., LLP, and Leonard Damian, Case No. BC 704539.

4. ' Please admit the document attached as Ex. 4 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of an

* article entitled “Amber Heard’s sexual violence; evidence against Johnny Depp will be

kept secret in his libel claim against The Sun despite him arguing claims should be made
public” published by Daily Mail Online on April 8, 2020.

M



RESPONSE:

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

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
possession, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the

discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks

|
infcl)rmation that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on

theibasis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document.
Sub%ject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving all objections
to admissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff admits that Ex. 4
appéars to be a copy of an article entitled “Amber Heard’s sexual violence; evidence against
Johpny Depp will be kept secret in his libel claim against The Sun despite him arguing claims
shofuld be made public” published by Daily Mail Online on April 8, 2020. Plaintiff otherwise
lacks sufficient knowledge to admit or deny whether the document is “a true, genuine, and
authentic copy.”
5. Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Waldman in the document attached as Ex. 4
“Amber Heard and her friends in the media use fake sexual violence allegations as both a

sword and shield, depending on their needs,” is a true, genuine, and authentic quote by
Mr. Waldman,

i
RE!SPONSE:
In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
pos|session, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this

reqluest on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the

discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks
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hlfqrmation that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects to
this}; Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 on the basis that Plaintiff
hadj no involvement in the preparation or publication of this statement. Plaintiff further objects
on the grounds that he has not waived attorney-client privilege as to communications with Mr.

Waildman.

6. , Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Waldman in the document attached as Ex. 4

“They have selected some of her sexual violence hoax 'facts' as the sword, inflicting them
l on the public and Mr, Depp,” is a true, genuine, and authentic quote by Mr. Waldman.

|
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objf):cts to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
possession, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
reqluest on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
diS(IJOVCI’}’ of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks
information that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects to
tlnsI Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the
inf(!)rmation protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other
app:licable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this statement. Plaintiff further objects

on the grounds that he has not waived attorney-client privilege as to communications with Mr.

Waildman.
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7 Please admit the document attached as Ex. 5 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of an

article entitled “EXCLUSIVE: ‘I need to report an assault.” Listen to 911 call made the
night Johnny Dep and Amber Heard had blowout fight that ended their toxic 18-month
marriage- but both claim tape backs up their version of events” published by Daily Mail
Online on April 27, 2020.

|
o
|
|

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
pos!session, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
requst on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
disé:overy of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks
infci)rmation that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on
the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document.
Subject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving all objections
to admissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff admits that Ex. 5
appears to be a copy of an article entitled “EXCLUSIVE: ‘I need to report an assault.” Listen to
911; call made the night Johnny Dep and Amber Heard had blowout fight that ended their toxic
18-‘month marriage- but both claim tape backs up their version of events” published by Daily
Mail Online on April 27, 2020. Plaintiff otherwise lacks sufficient knowledge to admit or deny
whether the document is “a true, genuine, and authentic copy.”

8. Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Waldman in the document attached as Ex. 5
“Quite simply this was an ambush, a hoax. They set Mr Depp up by calling the cops but

the first attempt didn't do the trick,” is a true, genuine, and authentic quote by Mr.
Waldman.

REiSPONSE:
' In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
|
|
i
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pos:session, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
rchest on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
disc‘:overy of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks
inf(l)rmation that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects to
this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the
inf<:)rmation protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other
appilicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this statement. Plaintiff further objects
on Ethe arounds that he has not waived attorney-client privilege as to communications with Mr.
Wa?ldman.

9. Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Waldman in the document attached as Ex. 5 -
“The officers came to the penthouses, thoroughly searched and interviewed, and left after

seeing no damage to face or property,” is a true, genuine, and authentic quote by Mr.
I‘ Waldman.

RESPONSE:

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

Insltructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
poslsession, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks
information that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects to
this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 on the basis that Plaintiff

had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this statement. Plaintiff further objects
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on the grounds that he has not waived attorney-client privilege as to communications with Mr.

Waldman.

10.|  Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Waldman in the document attached as Ex. 5 “So
Amber and her friends spilled a little wine and roughed the place up, got their stories
straight under the direction of a lawyer and publicist, and then placed a second call to
911,” is a true, genuine, and authentic quote by Mr. Waldman.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
possession, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
disci:overy of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks
infci)rmation that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects to

this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 on the basis that Plaintiff

had no invelvement in the preparation or publication of this statement. Plaintiff further objects

on the grounds that he has not waived attorney-client privilege as to communications with Mr.
Waldman.

11.|  Please admit the document attached as Ex. 6 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of an
article entitled “EXCLUSIVE: MeToo activist Amanda de Cadenet drops support for
close friend Amber Heard and will no longer testify after listening to her ‘verbally
abusing’ Johnny Depp in bombshell tapes, as she feels ‘used and misled’ by actress”
published by Daily Mail Online on June 24, 2020.

RESPONSE:

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

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
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possession, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this

reqlllest on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the

discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks

information that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on

the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document.

Subject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving all objections

\

to alldmissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff admits that Ex. 6

appllears to be a copy of an article entitled “EXCLUSIVE: MeToo activist Amanda de Cadenet

drops support for close friend Amber Heard and will no longer testify after listening to her

‘verbally abusing’ Johnny Depp in bombshell tapes, as she feels ‘used and misled’ by actress”

published by Daily Mail Online on June 24, 2020. Plaintiff otherwise lacks sufficient knowledge

to admit or deny whether the document is “a true, genuine, and authentic copy.”

12.  Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Waldman in the document attached as Ex. 6
“When Amanda de Cadenet, Amber Heard’s best friend and #METoo activist recants her
support for Ms. Heard and testifies against her, you know we have reached the beginning

» of the end of Ms. Heard’s abuse hoax against Johnny Depp” is a true, genuine, and
authentic quote by Mr. Waldman.

RESPONSE:

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

Insirructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
p0§session, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the

discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks

information that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects to
this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the
information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other

|
! 20



applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this statement. Plaintiff further objects
on the grounds that he has not waived attorney-client privilege as to communications with Mr.
Waldman.

13.]  Please admit the document attached as Ex. 7 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of an

article entitled “Johnny Depp ASSISTANT SAYS TEXTS WERE DOCTORED”
published by TMZ on June 2, 2016.

|
\
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
possession, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks

‘
inféarmation that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on

the| basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document.

Subject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving all objections

to admissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff admits that Ex. 7
appears to be a copy of an article entitled “Johnny Depp ASSISTANT SAYS TEXTS WERE

DOFTORE ” published by TMZ on June 2, 2016. Plaintiff otherwise lacks sufficient

kn(‘)wledge to admit or deny whether the document is “a true, genuine, and authentic copy.”

14.  Please admit the statement attributed to Stephen Deuters in the document attached as Ex.
7 “the texts that were posted in which he allegedly apologized to Amber Heard for
Johnny’s violent behavior are heavily doctored...and he never said Johnny attacked her”
is a true, genuine, and authentic statement by Stephen Deuters.
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RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the

statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not relate to the genuineness of

documents. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome

to ihe extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
|
|
|

this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody, or control of
i

product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff objects to

Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither
relévant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff
ﬁ.LrJl-ner objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally
accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement
in the preparation or publication of this statement.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

15.|  Please admit the statement attributed to Stephen Deuters in the document attached as Ex.

7 “Deuters says he knows of no acts of abuse toward Amber at the hands of Johnny and

has never made such a claim to anyone” is a true, genuine, and authentic statement by
Stephen Deuters.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11 as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not relate to the genuineness of
documents. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome
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 objects to




this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody, or control of
Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither

relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff

further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally

accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement

in the preparation or publication of this statement.
i
| In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
|

16.| Please admit the statement attributed to Stephen Deuters in the document attached as Ex.
7 “He adds, Johnny has never been violent toward anyone he knows” is a true, genuine,
and authentic statement by Stephen Deuters.

RESPONSE:

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

Insi:ructions, Plaintiff objects to this request pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11 as exceeding the
stati.utory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not relate to the genuineness of
doc‘luments. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome
to %he extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
proiduct doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff objects to
this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody, or control of
Detendant or third éarties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither
relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff

further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally

accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement

in the preparation or publication of this statement.

|
|
|
|
|
|
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In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
17.| Please admit the statement attributed to Stephen Deuters in the document attached as Ex.

7 “Deuters says the texts themselves are suspicious because they don’t even show a date”
is a true, genuine, and authentic statement by Stephen Deuters.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11 as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not relate to the genuineness of
documents. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome
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 objects to

=
[#4]

is request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody, or control of

Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither

relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff
furtiher objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally
acc|essib1e to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement
in the preparation or publication of this statement.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

18.| Please admit the statement attributed to Stephen Deuters in the document attached as Ex.
7 “he says he will testify under oath he never had a conversation about alleged violence
with Amber” is a true, genuine, and authentic statement by Stephen Deuters.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11 as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not relate to the genuineness of

documents.  Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly
|
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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 objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,

custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the

gro|unds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible

!
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is

available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that
Pla‘intiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this statement.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

19.]  Please admit the document attached as Ex. 8 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of an

article entitled “Johnny Depp Will Not be Buried” published by GQ.co.uk in November
2018.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
possession, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks
information that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on
the|basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document.
Subject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving all objections
to admissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff admits that Ex. 8
appears to be a copy of an article entitled “Johnny Depp Will Not be Buried” published by
GQ.co.uk in November 2018. Plaintiff otherwise lacks sufficient knowledge to admit or deny

whether the document is “a true, genuine, and authentic copy.”
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20.. Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Depp- “How could someone, anyone, come out
with something like that against someone, when there's no truth to it whatsoever?”- in the
document attached as Ex. 8 is a true, genuine, and authentic quote by Mr. Depp.

RESPONSE:

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

InsFructions, Plaintiff objects to this request pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11 as exceeding the

sta‘jcutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not relate to the genuineness of
documents. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome
to l.he 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 objects to
this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of
Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither
reI?vmt nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff
furi‘:her objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally
accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement
n Ahe preparation or publication of this document.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

21  Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Depp- “She was at a party the next day. Her eye
wasn't closed. She had her hair over her eye, but you could see the eye wasn't shut.
Twenty-five feet away from her, how the fuck am I going to hit her? Which, by the way,

is the last thing I would've done. I might look stupid, but I ain't fucking stupid”- in the
document attached as Ex. 8 is a true, genuine, and authentic quote by Mr. Depp.

RESPONSE:

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

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11 as exceeding the

statutory limit of requests for admissions to the extent that this request does not relate to the

genuineness of documents. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and

|
y



unduly burdensome 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 objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,

custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the

grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated (o lead to the discovery of admissible

evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is

avaiilable to and equally accessible to Defendant, Plaintiff further objects on the basis that

Pla:intiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document.

’ In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
|
|
|

22 Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Depp- “To harm someone you love? As a kind of
bully? No, it didn't, it couldn't even sound like me”- in the document attached as Ex. 8 is
. atrue, genuine, and authentic quote by Mr. Depp.
RESPONSE:
|

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

Insi:ructions, Plaintiff objects to this request pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11 as exceeding the
stal‘utory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not relate to the genuineness of
documents. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome
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 objects to

thi

—

§ request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody, or control of
Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither
relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff

further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally

accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement

in the preparation or publication of this document.
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In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

23.  Please admit the document attached as Ex. 9 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of an
article entitled “Warner Bros. ‘freaking out’ Depp suit will harm Harry potter films”
published by PageSix on April 12, 2019.

\

\
RESPONSE:

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

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
pos;session, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this

|
request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
|

dis%:overy of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks
|
inf?nnation that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on

|
the% basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document.

Sul?aject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving all objections

to admissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff admits that Ex. 9

appears to be a copy of an article entitled “Warner Bros. ‘freaking out’ Depp suit will harm
|

Hafry potter films” published by PageSix on April 12, 2019. Plaintiff otherwise lacks sufficient
knclwledge to admit or deny whether the document is “a true, genuine, and authentic copy.”
24.  Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Waldman- “defamation, perjury and filing and

receiving a fraudulent temporary restraining order demand with the court” in the
document attached as Ex. 9 is a true, genuine, and authentic quote by Mr. Waldman,

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request pursnant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11 as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not relate to the genuineness of
doc;uments. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome

to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
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product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff objects to
this‘ request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody, or control of
Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither
relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff
further ohjects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally
accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement
in the preparation or publication of this statement.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

25.]  Please admit the document attached as Ex. 10 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of an

article entitled “Amer Heard Accuses Johnny Depp of Lying About Police Calls on Night
of Massive Fight” published by The Blast.

RE;SPONSE:

| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Ins‘tructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
possession, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks

information that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on

the | basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document.

Sujject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving all objections

to admissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff admits that Ex. 10

appears to be a copy of an article entitled “Amer Heard Accuses Johnny Depp of Lying About
Police Calls on Night of Massive Fight” published by The Blast. Plaintiff otherwise lacks

suﬁicient knowledge to admit or deny whether the document is “a true, genuine, and authentic

29



26.  Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Waldman- “Ms. Heard continues to defraud her
abused hoax victim Mr, Depp, the #metoo movement she masquerades as the leader of,
and other real abuse victims worldwide”- in the document attached as Ex. 10 is a true,
genuine, and authentic quote by Mr. Waldman.

RESPONSE:

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

Ins:tructions, Plaintiff objects to this request pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11 as exceeding the

|
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not relate to the genuineness of

documents. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome

to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work

pro

thls|, request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody, or control of

De:'fendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither

relévant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff

duct doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff objects to

further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally
accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement
in the preparation or publication of this statement.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

27.|  Please admit the document attached as Ex. 11 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of an

article entitled “Surveillance Video Shows James Franco With Amber Heard One Day
After Blowout Fight With Johnny Depp” published by The Blast.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the

possession, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this

request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
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discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks
information that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on
the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document.
Subject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving all objections
to admissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff admits that Ex. 11
appears to be a copy of an article entitled “Surveillance Video Shows James Franco With Amber
Heer One Day After Blowout Fight With Johnny Depp” published by The Blast. Plaintiff
otherwise lacks sufficient knowledge to admit or deny whether the document is “a true, genuine,

and authentic copy.”

28.,  Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Waldman -“ she went to court with painted on
‘bruises’ to obtain a Temporary Restraining Order on May 27”- in the document attached
as Ex. 11 is a true, genuine, and authentic quote by Mr. Waldman.,

|

|
RE‘SPONSE:

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

Insltructions, Plaintiff objects to this request pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11 as exceeding the
sta‘éutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not relate to the genuineness of
documents. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome
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 objects to
this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody, or control of
Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither
relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally

accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement

in t‘he preparation or publication of this statement.
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In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

29,  Please admit the document attached as Ex. 12 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of an
article entitled “Why Johnny Depp Wants James Franco to Testify in His Defamation
Suit Against Amber Heard” published by People.com on July 3, 2019,

RESPONSE:

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

Ins‘tructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
possession, custody, or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
reqLest on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks
information that is available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on
the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document,
Suﬂ)ject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving all objections
to admissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff admits that Ex. 10
appears to be a copy of an article entitled “Why Johnny Depp Wants James Franco to Testify in
His Defamation Suit Against Amber Heard” published by People.com on July 3, 2019. Plaintiff
otherwise lacks sufficient knowledge to admit or deny whether the document is “a true, genuine,
and authentic copy.”

30.| Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Waldman- “Ms. Heard’s ‘battered face’ was a

hoax™- in the document attached as Ex. 12 is a true, genuine, and authentic quote by Mr.
Waldman.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11 as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not relate to the genuineness of

docauments. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome
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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 objects to
this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody, or control of
Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither
relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff
fur;ther objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally
acclcssible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement
in the preparation or publication of this statement.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

|
Dated: January 31, 2022

| Respectfully submitted,

Benjanhin 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
behew@brownrudnick.com
acrawford@brownrudnick.com

! Leo I. Presiado (pro hac vice)
Camille M. Vasquez (pro hac vice)
Samuel A. Moniz (pro hac vice)
BROWN RUDNICK, LLP

2211 Michelson Drive, Seventh Floor
Irvine, CA 92612

Phone: (949) 752-7100

Fax: (949) 252-1514
Ipresiado@brownrudnick.com
cvasquez@brownrudnick.com
smoniz{@brownrudnick.com
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Jessica N. Meyers (pro hac vice)
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New York, New York 10036
Phone: (212) 209-4938

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

Counsel for Plaintiff and
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, 11
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, II

Plaintiff and Counterclaim

Defendant,
V.
Al\/iBER LAURA HEARD, Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911
| .
: Defendant and

Counterclaim Plaintiff.

PLAINTIFF AND COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANT JOHN C. DEPP, II’S RESPONSES AND
' OBJECTIONS TO DEFENDANT AND COUNTERCLAIM PLAINTIFF

AMBER LAURA HEARD’S SEVENTH SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

! Pursuant to Rule 4:11 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff and Counterclaim
Defendant John C. Depp, II, by and through his undersigned counsel, hereby responds and objects to
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff Amber Laura Heard’s Seventh Set of Requests For Admissions
(each, a “Request” and collectively, the “Requests™), dated January 18, 2022 and served in the above
capltioned action (“Action”) as follows:

I GENERA]. OBJECTIONS

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

| 2. Plaintiff objects to the Requests to the extent they purport to call for information that: (a)
is s;ubject to the attorney-client privilege; (b) constitutes attorney work product; (¢) includes information
proitected from disclosure based on common interest or a similar privilege; or (d) is otherwise protected
frorln disclosure under applicable privilege, law, or rule. Plaintiff will not provide such information in

response to the Requests, and any inadvertent provision thereof shall not be deemed a waiver of any

privilege with respect to such information.



| 3. Plaintiff objects to the Requests to the extent that they are vague and ambiguous and to
|
the extent that they seek irrelevant information for which identification, collection, and review would be
disproportionate to the needs of the case.

4, Plaintiff’s responses to the Requests are made to the best of Plaintiff’s 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 Plaintiff’s knowledge and investigation, are subject to such additional knowledge of facts as may
result from further discovery or investigation.

5. Plaintiff reserves all objections and rights with respect to the competency, relevance,
materiality, privilege, or admissibility of Plaintiff’s responses herein as evidence in any subsequent

proceeding in, or hearing in connection with, this or any other action, for any purpose whatsoever.

OBJECTIONS TO INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

i 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. Where information in Your possession is requested, such request includes nonprivileged

information in the possession of Your agent(s), employee(s), assign(s), representative(s), and all others

actix;lg on Your behalf.
|
- 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.

|

|

‘ 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 burdensotne,
to the extent that it requires production of documents not within the possession, custody
or control of Plaintiff, Plaintiff will produce documents from a relevant time period to be
negotiated with Defendant in good faith. Plaintiff further objects to this instruction as
! vague and ambiguous.

5. All references to an entity include the entity and its agents, officers, employees,
representatives, subsidiaries, divisions, successors, predecessors, assigns, parents, affiliates, and unless
privi]eged, 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 and entities other
than Plaintiff and/or documents that are not within Plaintiff’s custody and control, and/or
production of documents by or relating to entities not specifically referenced in the

Requests below.

6. If You perceive any ambiguities in a question, instruction, definition, or other aspect of

thesie discovery requests, set forth the matter deemed ambiguous and the construction used in answering.
i 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
doc1:1ment, the name and address of any person to whom the document was shown or sent, the general
subj‘ect 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.

8. 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.

ro9, These Requests are continuing in character so as to require You to promptly amend or
supf:lement 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. Conmmunication. The term “communication” means any oral or written exchange
of vs?rords, thoughts, or ideas to another person, whether person-to-person, in a group, by phone, text

(SM!S), letter, fax, e-mail, internet post or correspondence, social networking post or correspondence or
by a|ny 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.

¢c. Docunment. 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,
rhemoranda, contractual documents, specifications, drawings, photographs, images, aperture cards,

notices of revisions, test reports, inspection reports, evaluations, technical reports, schedules, agreements,

repolrts, studies, analyses, projections, forecasts, summaries, records of conversations or interviews,
|
W .
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.

d. Correspondence. The term “correspondence” means any document(s) and/or

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.

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

e Counterclaim. The term “Counterclaim” means any Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

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

RESPONSE: No objection.

o. Concerning. The term “concerning” includes 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
inf()jnnation which might otherwise be construed to be outside their scope.

i

% RESPONSE: No objection.

1j I Defendant, Counterclaim Plaintiff, and/or Ms. Heard. The terms "Defendant,"

“Cojunterclaim Plaintiff,” and/or "Ms. Heard" refer to Amber Laura Heard, including her agents,

!
representatives, employees, assigns, and 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.”

|

1 k. Plaintiff, Counterclaim Defendant, and/or Mr. Depp. The terms “Plaintiff,”

|

“Colunterclaim Defendant,” and/or “Mr. Depp” refer to Plaintiff John C. Depp, 11, including his agents,
|

reprjesentatives, 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.

L Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by Plaintiff
1

and jCounterclaim Defendant in this Action. The term Counterclaim means the Counterclaim filed by
Defjendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff in this action.

w RESPONSE: No objection.
m. Counterclaim. The term Counterclaim means the Counterclaim filed by

Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

‘ n. Other Litigation. The term "Other Litigation" includes the following cases either
bro&ght against Mr. Depp or by Mr. Depp. Individually, the name in quotations following the title of the

case refers to that particular case.



Eugene Arreola, Miguel Sanchez v. John C. Depp, Il et. al ("security guard case")

Gregg "Rocky” Brooks v. John C. Depp, et. al ("movie set assault case”)

John C. Depp, I, et al v. Bloom Hergott Diemer, Rosenthal Laviolette Feldman Schenkman &
Goodman, LLP, Jacob A. Bloom, and DOES 1-30 ("attorney case")

John C. Depp, II, Edward L. White v. The Mandel Company, et al ("Mandel case")

! RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly burdensome,
on the grounds that it is inclusive of cases that are wholly irrelevant, separate, and distinct
from this action. Moreover, those unrelated cases implicate significant privacy, privilege,
and other interests of Plaintiff and third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this definition
as vague and ambiguous.

0. 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.

I RESPONSE: No objection.

p- Pirates of the Caribbean Films. The phrase “Pirates of the Caribbean Films”
collectively refers to the films “Pirates of the Caribbean: The Curse of the Black Pearl,” “Pirates of the
Caribbean: Dead Man’s Chest,” “Pirates of the Caribbean: At World’s End,” “Pirates of the Caribbean:
On Stranger Tides,” and “Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Men Tell No Tales.”

RESPONSE: No objection.

q. Fantastic Beasts Films. The phrase “Fantastic Beasts Films” collectively refers
to tl:le films “Fantastic Beasts and Where to Find Them,” “Fantastic Beasts: The Crimes of Grindelwald,”
and‘the tentatively titled “Fantastic Beasts and Where to Fiﬁd 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
Bea}sts and Where to Find Them 5.

i RESPONSE: No objection.

i r. Disney. The phrase “Disney” refers to the Walt Disney Company and any of its
divi!sions, parents, subsidiaries, related or affiliated companies or organizations.

RESPONSE: No objection.

s. Inventory.



(i) The term “Inventory” in relation to a computer refers to a forensic image
! of any computers (including Laptops and Desktops), operating systems,
' or drives sufficient to identify: a) the computer by manufacturer, make,
model, and serial number; b) the type of forensic image taken/created
(e.g. logical, advanced logical, write-blocked Raw (DD) non-segmented
. forensic image, etc.); ¢) the software and version of the software used to
i create the forensic image; d) the make/type of write-blocker used to
create the forensic image; e) whether an uncompressed write-blocked
forensic image was extracted; f) whether a hash verification was
completed for each file and for the forensic image as a whole; and g) a
list of all photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio recordings
contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced, or in list form if
not yet produced.

(i) The term “Inventory” in relation to a mobile device (including Cell
Phones and Tablets) refers to a forensic image sufficient to identify: a)
the mobile device by manufacturer, make, model, and serial number; b)
the type of extraction performed (e.g. logical, advanced logical,
Checkm&8/checkraln extraction, physical extraction if jail-broken, etc.); c)
the software used in taking the forensic image; d) whether a jailbreak
method was used in the extraction process; e) the operating system in use
on the mobile device at the time it was imaged (e.g. 10S); and f) a list of
all photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio recordings
contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced, or in list form if
not yet produced.

(iii)  The term “Inventory™ in relation to a “cloud account” or “iCloud” refers
to a forensic image of any cloud accounts sufficient to identify: a) the
type of cloud account and company hosting the data on the cloud
account; b) the type of forensic image taken of the cloud account; ¢) the
software used in taking the forensic image (c.g. Oxygen, Cellebrite, etc.);
d) a list of all photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio

| recordings contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced, and in
list form if not yet produced; and e) whether a forensic analysis was
conducted and, if so, what software was used.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and harassing.
Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the obligations applicable to
discovery responses under Virginia law and would require the generation of unnecessary
documents, which are not legitimately at issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of
privilege and privacy.

’ t. Mr. Depp’s Devices. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Devices™ refers to the devices that

Mr. Depp identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of Interrogatories under

penalty of perjury were in his possession, custody, and control and on 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 likely to

be stored. These identified devices include an iPhone, an iPad, a MacBook Pro, an iCloud account, the



devices and data belonging to Stephen Deuters collected in May 2017 (iPad and iPhone), and the devices

and|data belonging to Nathan Holmes collected in March 2018 (iPhone). This definition further includes

Mr.|Depp’s current devices and current cloud backups containing any data from the devices identified in
|

response to Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of Interrogatories.

| RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and harassing,
especially in light of the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order, denying Defendant’s Motion
to Compel Plaintift’s devices. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it
exceeds the obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law including
that it requests documents and information not in Plaintiff’s actual possession, custody, or
control and would require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not
legitimately at issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege, privacy, and
relevance.
u. Depp Abuse of Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates” refers to

the time periods contained in the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order: December 15, 2012-January 15, 2013;

March 6-April 5, 2013; June 1-June 30, 2013; May 22-June 7, 2014; August 15-August 31, 2014;

Dedember 15-December 31, 2014; January 23-February 8, 2015; March [-April 6, 2015; August 1-

Auéust 31,2015; November 24-December 10, 2015; December 13, 2015-January 12, 2016; April 19-May

5,2016; May 19-June 4, 2016; and July 15-July 29, 2016.

RESPONSE: No objection to the dates. Objection to the use of the term “Depp Abuse

of Heard Dates” on the grounds that it assumes facts that are disputed, and lacks

foundation for the same.

V. Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts™ refers

to Bryan Neumeister and/or Mr. Neumeister’s colleague, Matt Erickson.

RESPONSE: No objection.

W. Depp Alleged Abuse by Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Alleged Abuse by

Heard Dates™ refers to the following time periods reflected in Mr. Depp’s Declaration submitted to

the Fairfax County Circuit Court in May 2019 and in Mr. Depp’s Witness Statements submitted in

the |UK Litigation: November 21, 2014- March 11, 2015; March 1- April 6, 2015; October 12-

NO\:lember 1, 2015; December 5-26, 2015; April 11- May 6, 2016; and May 11- June 4, 2016.



RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and harassing.
Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the obligations applicable to
discovery responses under Virginia law and would require the generation of unnecessary
documents, which are not legitimately at issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of
privilege and privacy. Plaintiff further objects on the grounds that this definition overlaps
with some of the same time periods outlined in Defendant’s definition of “Depp Abuse of
; Heard Dates.”

X. Declaration of Mr. Depp. The phrase “Declaration of Mr. Depp” refers to the
Declaration of John Christopher Depp, IT submitted in this case in May, 2019.
' RESPONSE: No objection.
y. Mr. Depp’s Second Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Second Witness
Statement” refers to the Second Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, II submitted in the UK
Litigation dated December 12, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

Z. Mr. Depp’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Third Witness
Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, II submitted in the UK
Liti;gation dated February 25, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

. aa. Mr. Depp’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Fifth Witness
Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, II submitted in the UK
Litigation dated March 14, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.
bb. Declaration of Ms. Heard. The phrase “Declaration of Ms. Heard” refers to the
Declaration of Amber Laura Heard submitted in this case on April 10, 2019.

| RESPONSE: No objection.
|

refers to the Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated December 15,

ce. Ms. Heard’s Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Witness Statement”

2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.
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dd.  Ms. Heard’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Third Witness

Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated

February 26, 2020.

i

%

RESPONSE: No objection.

ee. Ms. Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s
Confidential Third Witness Statement” refers to the Confidential Schedule to Third Witness Statement of
Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

i ff. Ms. Heard’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms, Heard’s Fifth Witness
Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated
June 26, 2020.

RESPONSE;: No objection.
gg. Your Expert Designation. The phrase “Your Expert Designation” refers to
Plaijntiff’s Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served on February 16, 2021, along with any

supplemental to or any other Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served by you in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

L. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003566_ECL SF Item 1
and appended to these Requests as Exh, 1 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.
RESPONSE:

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

Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

|
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request

|
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

11



Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to I?ad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
bl‘O&ild and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by tl;e attorney-client
priv}ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, inmunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Djefendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this,video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

2. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003567_ECL SF Item 2
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 2 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of

the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.
REéPON SE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
P]ai?ntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plai:ntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to ltjaad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broe?ld and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client

\
priv}ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furtlher objects to this request to the extent it secks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this|\video recording,

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

12



3. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003568_ECL SF Item 3
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 3 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.

|
!
RESPONSE:

|
| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,

PIai|ntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
reqdests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lciead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broalld and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to ]?efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this'video recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

|
4. ' Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003569_ECL SF Item 4

\ and appended to these Requests as Exh. 4 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of

| the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.
RE‘}SPONSE:

| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
PIai|ntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request

to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plai{ntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
|
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

13



broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

to Dlefendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
|

this video recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

|
|

5. ! Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003570_ECL SF Item 5
i and appended to these Requests as Exh. 5 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
| the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.

|

RESPONSE:

| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai!ntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
|

to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
|

to léad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

to I?efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this|video recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

6. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003571_ECL SF Item 6
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 6 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.

14



RESPONSE:

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

|
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
|
|
to tllle extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plai:ntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to llaad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

to [i)efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this| video recording.

I Inlight of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
7. ' Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003572_ECL SF Item 7
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 7 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.
RESPONSE:
1
In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,

Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lc‘ead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome 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

15



further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this|video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

8. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003573_ECL SF Item 8

and appended to these Requests as Exh. 8 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.

RESPONSE:

| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai:ntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
reqﬁests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
pur;?oﬂs to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it secks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff forther objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broejtd and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
pri\)ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, ot protection. Plaintiff
furt!her objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this‘video recording.
¢ In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
9. . Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003574_ECL SF Item 9
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 9 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of

the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

|
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purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to l%aad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
bro:é.nd and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
priviilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
|

fu@er objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to I?efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this‘ video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

10. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003575_ECL SF Item 10

! and appended to these Requests as Exh. 10 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
1 the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.

REJSPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai}jntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
reqtilests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
puriaorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plai'ntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevaﬁt nor reasonably calculated
to Iiaad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to ]?efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this1 video recording.

j In light of the foregoing objections, this reqﬁest does not warrant a response.

1
|
'
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11. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003576_ECL SF Item 11
and appended to these Requests as Exh, 11 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.

RES’I;PONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
PIaiptiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory [imit of
reqliests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plai;ntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to Ic‘ead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
priv!ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
thisgvideo recording,

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

12, Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003577_ECL SF Item 12
' and appended to these Requests as Exh. 12 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.
RESPONSE:

J In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
reqlflests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

i
pur;iaorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tlLe extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
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broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

i

to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this video recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
13.,  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003578_ECL SF Item 13
- and appended to these Requests as Exh. 13 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.
RE;SPONSE:
| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai.ntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
reqt&ests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purgons to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tfle extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
pri\a!'ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furtlher objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
14. ' Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003579_ECL SF Item 14

and appended to these Requests as Exh. 14 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.
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|

!

RESPONSE:

: In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
PIaiLtiﬂ‘ objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purﬁorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tl:;e extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plailntiﬁ' further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
|

broar.d and unduly burdensome 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
ﬁthiher objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this|video recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
15. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003580_ECL SF Item 15
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 15 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.
RESPONSE:

i In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursnant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plailntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome 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
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further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
{

to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
|
this video recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
16. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003581_ECL SF Item 16
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 16 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai:ntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
reql{lests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
pur};oﬂs to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

to I:)efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

thisivideo recording,

i
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

17. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003582_ECL SF Item 17
. and appended to these Requests as Exh. 17 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
| the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.
I

RESPONSE:
' In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,

Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
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puréorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tlgle extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaijntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lciaad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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
furtber objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

|
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

thisivideo recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
18. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003583_ECL ST Item 18

and appended to these Requests as Exh. 18 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 25, 2016.

I
1
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broa;td and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
priwlilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furtiher objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Il)efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this video recording,.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
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|
|
1
i and appended to these Requests as Exh. 19 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
|
S

19, Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003584_ECL SF Item 19
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.
RESPONSE:

. In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai:ntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy -of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to ltlead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable ;ﬁrivilcge, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
|

20., Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003585 ECL SF Item 20
‘ and appended to these Requests as Exh. 20 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
] the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.
|

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
pur[‘aons to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff firther objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
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broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it secks information that is available to and equally accessible

to [?efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

thisivideo recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

|
I
!
|
1

21 Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003586_ECL SF Item 21
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 21 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.
RESPONSE:

|
‘ In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,

|
PIaijntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents, Plaintiff further objects to this request
|

to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
|

J NP
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

1
|

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
priv]ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

to I?efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
\

. 1 - -
thisivideo recording.
\

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
22. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003587_ECL SF Item 22

and appended to these Requests as Exh. 22 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.
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RESPONSE:

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

Plaiptiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
reqlilests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purfmrts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tée extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plai:ntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to liaad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
pri\}ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furt:her objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Il)efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
23.]  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003588_ECL SF Item 23

and appended to these Requests as Exh. 23 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.

RE;EPONSE:

| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai{ntiﬂ‘ objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
reqLests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it secks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to l‘ead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome 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

]
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further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this| video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

24. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003589_ECL SF Item 24

and appended to these Requests as Exh. 24 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.

RESPONSE:
|

i In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,

Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
|
|

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
|
|
to tllle extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
|

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

bro;qd and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client

|
pri\}ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff

ﬁlrtlher objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
|

to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this video recording.

. In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
|

25. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003590_ECL SF Item 25
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 25 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
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purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plailntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to li:ad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
priv‘:ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff

further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

thisvideo recording.

i In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

26.!  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003591_ECL SF Item 26

. and appended to these Requests as Exh. 26 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of

i the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24_, 2016.
RE.:SPONSE:

I In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broé.d and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client

privlilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff

further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

|
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
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27. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003592_ECL SF Item 27
| and appended to these Requests as Exh. 27 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
r the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
pur}laorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tﬁe extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

i
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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
|
ﬁlrtl‘ger objects to this request to the extent it secks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this'video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

28. | Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003593 ECL SF Item 28
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 28 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of

the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
PIaiPtiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
pur;ljorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tljie extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
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|
broa;d and unduly burdensome 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
furtt‘ler objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

29..  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003594 ECL SF Item 29
| and appended to these Requests as Exh. 29 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
]‘ the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.
REéPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lc:ead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
bl'OE‘ld and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this!video recording.

In light of the f"oregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

30. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003595_ECL SF Item 95

and appended to these Requests as Exh. 30 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.

29



RESPONSE:
In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
pri\?ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furtl‘ler objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this :video recording,

 In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

31. ‘ Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003596 ECL SF Item 30
' and appended to these Requests as Exh. 31 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
' the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016..
|

RESPONSE:

} In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome 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
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further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

thisvideo recording,.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

and appended to these Requests as Exh. 32 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.

|
32, 1 Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003597 ECL SF Item 32
RESPONSE:

‘ In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai;]tiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requlests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purﬁorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tlie extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

i
\

broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
priv;ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furtﬁer objeets to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to %efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this 1‘video recording,.
1j In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

33. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003598_ECL SF Item 33
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 33 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of

the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursnant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

3l



purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome 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
furtl‘ler objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording,

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
34.  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003599_ECL SF Item 34

and appended to these Requests as Exh. 34 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requ%:sts for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the aceuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to thie extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Piaiﬁtiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

|
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broa‘d and unduly burdensome 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
furtl'rar objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

| In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
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35. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003600_ECL SF Item 35
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 35 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.

RESPONSE:

‘ In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,

J
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

reqliests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
|

pur?orts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request

to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaiintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

fo lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
;

priv‘ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff

I
furtl:1er objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
1

this Jvideo recording.

‘ In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
\

s
{

36 Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003601_ECL SF Item 36
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 36 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.
REs;PONSE:

i In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai?tiﬂ objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requ‘ests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purpotts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to thf: extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

I

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
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broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client

privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other apblicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furtber objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this jrvideo recording.

| In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

37. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003602_ECL SF Item 37
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 37 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
I
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request

to tllle extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
:
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

brodd and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
|

| .
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
|

L .
this video recording.

|

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

38. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003603_ECL SF Item 38
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 38 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building.
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RE|SPONSE:

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

Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broaéd and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
I

to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
|

|
this video recording,

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

39.1  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003604_ECL SF Item 39
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 39 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
' the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requiests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request

to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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
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further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to ]jefendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording,.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
40. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003605_ECL SF Item 40
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 40 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.
RESPONSE:
' In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to t};e extent it secks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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
furtliler objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to D;efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this ividecp recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

41.

I Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003606_ECL SF Item 41

i and appended to these Requests as Exh. 41 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of

| the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
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purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
privlilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Qefendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this video recording.
l In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

42,1  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003607_ECL SF Item 42
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 42 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 24, 2016.
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
|

to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
|

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to le:ad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

|

| In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

|
|
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43, Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003608_ECL SF Item 43
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 43 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.

!
REE:‘sPONSE:

i In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,

|
Plaihtiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
pur;?orts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaihtiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to le;ad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broafd and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
privlilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this video recording,.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

44, Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003609 ECL SF Item 44
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 44 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.
RESPONSE:

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

Plair!ltiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requ‘ests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
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broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to ]jefendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
thisi'video recording.
| In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
45. : Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003610_ECL SF Item 45
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 45 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of

the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plailntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tl:1e extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaiintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
|

|
to D|efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this :video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

46. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003611_ ECL SF Item 46
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 46 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
' the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.
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RESPONSE:

i In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plalntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
puriaorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to [:)efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
47."  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003612_ECL SF Item 47
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 47 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.
RESPONSE:
In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plailjltiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
!
reqdests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to th!e extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to Ieiad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

1
|

broad and unduly burdensome 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
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further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this|video recording.

! In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
48. | Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003613 ECL SF Item 48
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 48 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of

the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct, 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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
furtl';ler abjects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this ivideo recording.
| In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

49, Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003614_ECL SF Item 49

and appended to these Requests as Exh. 49 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.

RES|PONSE:
|
In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,

Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
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purﬂ)orts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
PIai%ntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to ltjead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
|

broz%d and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
privilegc, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this iJvic[eua recording,.

| In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

50. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003615_ECL SF Item 50
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 50 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of

the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request

to thf extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broqd and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this video recording.

1
1

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
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51. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003616 ECL SF Item 51
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 51 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.

RE.‘TiPONSE:

i In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
P[aihtiﬁ objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lejad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
priv;lege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
52. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003617 ECL SF Ttem 52
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 52 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.
REéPONSE:

i In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
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.broad and unduly burdensome 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. Plaitiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
thisivideo recording,

j In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
{
|

53., Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003618 ECL SF Item 53
+ and appended to these Requests as Exh. 53 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
i the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.
RESPONSE:

| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
PlaiJntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tﬁje extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaiptiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
privjlege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furt}jler objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to ﬂefendmt. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording,.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
54. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003619 ECL SF Item 54

and appended to these Requests as Exh. 54 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.
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RESPONSE:

|
b

t

Plafntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

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

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
puq‘aorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to l!ead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broiad and unduly burdensome 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
furt'her objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to ]Irjefendant. Plaintiff fur’;her objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

thisj video recording.
. In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
55. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003620_ECL SF Item 55

and appended to these Requests as Exh. 55 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
'+ the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 22, 2016.

RE'SPONSE:
| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory lintit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
L
to t;he extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
i

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome 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
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further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
|

to ﬁefendmt. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
thisjvideo recording.
| In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
6. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003621_ECL SF Item 56
and appended to these Requests as Fxh. 56 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21, 2016.
RE:SPONSE:
~In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai!ntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purl:Jorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tl:1e extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
PIa?ntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to ll‘ead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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
furt|her objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to ]:Jefendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording,
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
57. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003622_ECL SF Item 57
* and appended to these Requests as Exh. 57 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
. the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21, 2016.
MEPONSE:
In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,

Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
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purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
I

to the extent it secks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plai'ntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to ﬂefendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this;video recording,.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

58. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003623 ECL SF Item 58
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 58 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of

the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21, 2016.
RE?SPON SE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
puré)oﬁs to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
bro%ld and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
pri\irilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it secks information that is available to and equally accessible
to ];)efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
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59. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003624_ECL SF Item 59
and appended to these Requests as Exh. 59 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of
the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21, 2016.

RESPONSE:

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

Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tl;e extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to léad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
privjilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparaticn of
thisjvideo recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

60.1 Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003625_ECL SF ITEM

‘" 60 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 60 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

1 of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016. .

RESPONSE:

. In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
\

Plailntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R, Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

reqﬁests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

pur};)orts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request

to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
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to léad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
bro%d and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
priv;ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

61.  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003626_ECL SF ITEM

61 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 61 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,

2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lc!aad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this|video recording.

g In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
62. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003627 ECL SF ITEM

62 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 62 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.
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RESPONSE:

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

Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
}

reql"lests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

|
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request

\
to tﬁe extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither reievant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broéid and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

63. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003628 ECL SF ITEM
. 63 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 63 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

gg ltléle images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
RESPONSE:

" In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,

Plaiptiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

reqlﬁmsts for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

pur;Lorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request

to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaiptiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
‘

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
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privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furt‘her objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
|
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
|
this video recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
64..  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003629_ECL SF ITEM
64 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 64 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction
of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.
RESPONSE:

+ In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai}ntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to l%:ad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
brOE;d and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
priv‘ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this;video recording,.

‘ In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

65. | Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003630_ECL SF ITEM
65 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 65 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.
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RESPONSE:

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

Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

|
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

pur;iorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
bro%d and unduly burdensome to the extent that it secks the information protected by the attorney-client
px‘i\;ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording,
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
66. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp :;s DEPP00003631_ECL SF ITEM
66 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 66 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction
of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.
RE$PONSE:
In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plair!tiﬁ" objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but

purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request

]

|
to ﬂ}e extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
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privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
|

furtl:ler objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

to Diefendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this Ivideo recording,.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

67. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003632_ECL SF ITEM

67 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 67 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,

2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursnant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
privi‘legc, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furth:er objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this ‘i/ideo recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

68. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003633_ECL SF ITEM

|

| 68 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 68 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction
' of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
©2016.
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RESPONSE:

i
In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,

PIai}ltiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
69. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003634_ECL SF ITEM

69 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 69 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.

RESlPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
pumPns to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plairlltiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discavery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
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privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furtl“ner objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this }video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

70. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003635_ECL SF ITEM

70 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 70 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,

2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
priv{[ege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

71. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003636_ECL SF ITEM

|
i
" 71and appended to these Requests as Exh. 71 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction
% of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.

1

|
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RESPONSE:

I In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai“ntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va, R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to h‘aad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
brozid and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this “Video recording,.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.,

72, Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003637_ECL SF ITEM

72 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 72 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,

2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purﬂorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

‘

Plaix;tiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
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privlilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furtl;mr objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to 6efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no invalvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

73. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003638 ECL SF ITEM

73 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 73 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,

2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome io the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
privillege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furth:er objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

74 Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003639_ECL SF ITEM

\

' 74 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 74 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

| of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.
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RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

75. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003640_ECL SF ITEM

75 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 75 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.

|
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purp:orts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to thr: extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
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priv:i[ege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
76.  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003641 ECL SF ITEM
76 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 76 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction
of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.
RESPONSE:
| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requjests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, éustody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protectea 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 information that is available to and equally accessible
to D‘efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this ;fideo recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
77. | Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003642_ECL SF ITEM
77 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 77 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.
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RESPONSE:

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

Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purg;orts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

78.  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003643_ECL SF ITEM

78 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 78 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,

2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requf:sts for admisstons, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purp‘orts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plair}tiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

1
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
|

|
i
b
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pri\:rilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

. In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response,

79.  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003644_ECL SF ITEM
79 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 79 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction
of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.

RESPONSE:

I In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
PIa‘intiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
pri\;filege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
furtjher objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible

to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

this video recording.

|

|

80.;  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003645_ECL SF ITEM

| 80 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 80 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

' of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
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RESPONSE:

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

Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to ]?efendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
81.‘ Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003646_ECL SF ITEM
81 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 81 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction
of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.
RESPONSE:

. In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
P]aéntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
req{‘:lests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purjports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to tile extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plai‘ntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
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privﬁ[ege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to ﬁefendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

82, Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003647_ECL SF ITEM

82 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 82 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,

2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
priv;ilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff
further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
thisjvideo recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

83 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 83 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,

|
|
3. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003648_ECL SF ITEM
., 201s.
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RESPONSE:
é In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai:ntiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plai'ntiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible e\;idence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording,.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
84. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003649 ECL SF ITEM
84 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 84 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction
of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.
RESPONSE:
In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of

requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
|

purlljorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
|

to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.

Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
|
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
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pri\g‘i[ege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or ﬁrotection. Plaintiff
ﬁthPer objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to an(.:l equally accessible
to ISefendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this‘video recording.

. In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

85.'  Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003650 ECL SF ITEM

85 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 85 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,

2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plai;ltiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to l?ad to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
thisl‘video recording.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
86. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003651_ECL SF ITEM
86 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 86 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,
2016.
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RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of
this video recording,

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

87. Please admit that the video recording produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00003652_ECL SF ITEM

87 and appended to these Requests as Exh. 87 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction

of the images displayed in the video recording at the Eastern Columbia Building on May 21,

2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the statutory limit of
requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the genuineness of documents but
purﬁorts to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents. Plaintiff further objects to this request
to thie extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties.
Plairfltiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated

to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly

broad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client
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privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff

further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible
\

to Djefendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation of

thisjvideo recording. |
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

88. | Please admit the document produced by Mr. Depp as DEPP00011506 (CONFIDENTIAL) and
attached as Ex. 88 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of a document dated March 8, 2015 with
the header “GOLD COAST UNIVERSITY HOSPITAL EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT 1
HOSPITAL BOULEVARD DISCHARGE LETTER CONFIDENTIAL.”

RESPONSE:

‘ In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and Instructions,
Plai“ntiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession, custody or
control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds and to the
extent that it implicates private and/or confidential information that is not at issue. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement

in the preparation of this document.

Subject to the foregoing specific and general objections, and specifically reserving all
obj?ctions to admissibility, including without limitation hearsay and relevance, Plaintiff admits
that Ex. 88 appears to be a true, genuine, and authentic copy of a document dated March 8, 2015

withL the header “GOLD COAST UNIVERSITY HOSPITAL EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT 1

|
HOSPITAL BOULEVARD DISCHARGE LETTER CONFIDENTIAL.”

1

|
|
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Dated: February 8, 2022
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, Il

Plaintiff and Counterclaim

Defendant,

V.

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

PLAINTIFF AND COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANT JOHN C. DEPP, II’S RESPONSES
AND OBJECTIONS TO DEFENDANT AND COUNTERCLAIM PLAINTIFF
AMBER LAURA HEARD'’S EIGHTH SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

Pursuant to Rule 4:11 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff and
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, II, by and through his undersigned counsel, hereby
responds and objects to Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff Amber Laura Heard’s Eighth Set
of Request For Admission (each, a “Request” and collectively, the “Requests™), dated January
27, 2022 and served in the above captioned action (“Action™) as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. The following general objections and responses (the “General Objections™) are
incolrporated into each specific objection and response as if fully set forth therein:
j 2. Plaintiff objects to the Requests to the extent they purport to call for information
tha't:! (a) is subject to the attorney-client privilege; (b) constitutes attorney work product; (c)
includes information protected from disclosure based on common interest or a similar privilege;

or (d) is otherwise protected from disclosure under applicable privilege, law, or rule. Plaintiff



|

Willl} not provide such information in response to the Requests, and any inadvertent provision
thereof shall not be deemed a waiver of any privilege with respect to such information.

3. Plaintiff objects to the Requests to the extent that they are vague and ambiguous
and to the extent that they seek irrelevant information for which identification, collection, and
review would be disproportionate to the needs of the case.

4, Plaintiff’s responses to the Requests are made to the best of Plaintiff’s 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 Plaintiff’s knowledge and investigation, are subject to such additional
kn(;wledge of facts as may result from further discovery or investigation.

5. Plaintiff reserves all objections and rights with respect to the competency,
relevance, materiality, privilege, or admissibility of Plaintiff’s responses herein as evidence in
any subsequent proceeding in, or hearing in connection with, this or any other action, for any

purpose whatsoever.

OBJECTIONS TO INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

Instructions
1. In accordance with the Rules of this Court, You shall answer the following
Re(;luests separately and fully, in writing.
| RESPONSE: No objection.
C 2 Where information in Your possession is requested, such request includes

noriprivileged information in the possession of Your agent(s), employee(s), assign(s),
representative(s), and all others acting on Your behalf.
r

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.

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
burdensome, to the extent that it requires production of documents not within the
possession, custody or control of Plaintiff. Plaintiff will produce documents from
a relevant time period to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith. Plaintiff
further objects to this instruction as vague and ambiguous.

5. 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 and entities other than Plaintiff and/or documents that are not within
Plaintiff’s custody and control, and/or production of documents by or relating to
entities not specifically referenced in the Requests below.

6. 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.
|

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

j
answer sufficient information to permit the Court to make an informed ruling on the claim of



pri\qilege. 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
corﬁmunication, 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.

8. 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.

0. 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. 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
C01Inmunications are included without regard to the storage or transmission medium
(electronically stored information and hard copies are included within this definition).

RESPONSE: No objection.

c. Document. The term “document” is defined in its broadest terms currently
rec:(:)gnized. The term shall include, without limitations: any written or other compilation of
inftl)tmation (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,
insi)ection reports, evaluations, technical reports, schedules, agreements, reports, studies,
analyses, projections, forecasts, summaries, records of conversations or interviews, minutes or
reclords of conferences or meetings, manuals, handbooks, brochures, pamphlets, advertisements,
circ‘:ulars, 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
1 d. 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.

e. Counterclaim. The term “Counterclaim” means any Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

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

RESPONSE: No objection,

g. Concerning. The term “concerning” includes 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.

1. 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.
j- Defendant, Counterclaim Plaintiff, and/or Ms. Heard. The terms
"Defendant," “Counterclaim Plaintiff,” and/or "Ms. Heard" refer to Amber Laura Heard,

including her agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and 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.”

k. Plaintiff, Counterclaim Defendant, and/or Mr. Depp. The terms
“Plaintiff,” “Counterclaim Defendant,” and/or “Mr. Depp” refer to Plaintiff John C. Depp, 11,
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.
L Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by
Plaintiff and Counterclaim Defendant in this Action. The term Counterclaim means the
Counterclaim filed by Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff in this action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

m. Counterclaim. The term Counterclaim means the Counterclaim filed by

Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

n. Other Litigation. The term "Other Litigation" includes the following cases
either brought against Mr. Depp or by Mr. Depp. Individually, the name in quotations following
the title of the case refers to that particular case.

Eugene Arreola, Miguel Sanchez v. John C. Depp, Il et. al ("security guard case")
Gregg "Rocky" Brooks v. John C. Depp, et. al ("movie set assault case”)
John C. Depp, 1], et al v. Bloom Hergott Diemer, Rosenthal Laviolette Feldman

Schenkman & Goodman, LLP, Jacob A. Bloom, and DOES 1-30 ("attorney case")
John C. Depp, II, Edward L. White v. The Mandel Company, et al ("Mandel case")

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, on the grounds that it is inclusive of cases that are wholly irrelevant,
separate, and distinct from this action. Moreover, those unrelated cases implicate
significant privacy, privilege, and other interests of Plaintiff and third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this definition as vague and ambiguous.



| 0. 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.

p. Pirates of the Caribbean Films. The phrase “Pirates of the Caribbean
Films” colIecﬁvcly refers to the films “Pirates of the Caribbean: The Curse of the Black Pearl,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Man’s Chest,” “Pirates of the Caribbean: At World’s End,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: On Stranger Tides,” and “Pirates of the Caribbean; Dead Men Tell No
Tales.”

RESPONSE: No objection.

q. 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
Grihdelwald,“ 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.

L. 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.

s. Inventory.

@ The term “Inventory™ in relation to a computer refers to a forensic
image of any computers (including Laptops and Desktops),
operating systems, or drives sufficient to identify: a) the computer
by manufacturer, make, model, and serial number; b) the type of

forensic image taken/created (e.g. logical, advanced logical, write-
blocked Raw (DD) non-segmented forensic image, etc.); ¢) the



software and version of the software used to create the forensic
image; d) the make/type of write-blocker used to create the
forensic image; ¢) whether an uncompressed write-blocked
forensic image was extracted; f) whether a hash verification was
completed for each file and for the forensic image as a whole; and
g) a list of all photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio
recordings contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced,
or in list form if not yet produced.

(i)  The term “Inventory” in relation to a mobile device (including Cell
Phones and Tablets) refers to a forensic image sufficient to
identify: a) the mobile device by manufacturer, make, model, and
serial number; b) the type of extraction performed (e.g. logical,
advanced logical, Checkm8/checkra!n extraction, physical
extraction if jail-broken, etc.); c) the software used in taking the
forensic image; d) whether a jailbreak method was used in the
extraction process; €) the operating system in use on the mobile
device at the time it was imaged (e.g. 10S); and f) a list of all
photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio recordings
contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced, or in list
form if not yet produced.

(i)  The term “Inventory” in relation to a “cloud account” or “iCloud”
refers to a forensic image of any cloud accounts sufficient to
identify: a) the type of cloud account and company hosting the data
on the cloud account; b) the type of forensic image taken of the
cloud account; ¢) the software used in taking the forensic image
(e.g. Oxygen, Cellebrite, etc.); d) a list of all photographs, text
messages, emails, and video/audio recordings contained in the
image by BATES stamp if produced, and in list form if not yet
produced; and e) whether a forensic analysis was conducted and, if
so, what software was used.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would
require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at
issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy.

J t. Mpyr. Depp’s Devices. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Devices” refers to the
devices that Mr. Depp identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of

Interrogatories under penalty of perjury were in his possession, custody, and control and on

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 likely to be stored. These 1dentified devices include an
iPhone, an iPad, a MacBook Pro, an iCloud account, the devices and data belonging to Stephen
Deuters collected in May 2017 (iPad and iPhone), and the devices and data belonging to Nathan
Holmes collected in March 2018 (iPhone). This definition further includes Mr. Depp’s current
devices and current cloud backups containing any data from the devices identified in response to
Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of Interrogatories.
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing, especially in light of the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order, denying
Defendant’s Motion to Compel Plaintiff’s devices. Plaintiff further objects to this
on the grounds that it exceeds the obligations applicable to discovery responses
under Virginia law including that it requests documents and information not in
Plaintiff’s actual possession, custody, or control and would require the generation
of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at issue. Plaintiff further
objects on grounds of privilege, privacy, and relevance.
u. Depp Abuse of Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates™
refers to the time periods contained in the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order: December 15, 2012-
January 15, 2013; March 6-April 5, 2013; June 1-June 30, 2013; May 22-June 7, 2014; August
15-August 31, 2014; December 15-December 31, 2014; January 23-February 8, 2015; March 1-
April 6, 2015; August 1-August 31, 2015; November 24-December 10, 2015; December 13,
2015-January 12, 2016; April 19-May 5, 2016; May 19-June 4, 2016; and July 15-July 29, 2016.
RESPONSE: No objection to the dates. Objection to the use of the term “Depp
Abuse of Heard Dates” on the grounds that it assumes facts that are disputed, and
lacks foundation for the same.
v. Mpr. Depp’s Forensic Experts. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts”
!
refers to Bryan Neumeister and/or Mr. Neumeister’s colleague, Matt Erickson.
!
| RESPONSE: No objection.
W. Depp Alleged Abuse by Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Alleged Abuse by

Heard Dates” refers to the following time periods reflected in Mr. Depp’s Declaration submitted to

10



the Fairfax County Circuit Court in May 2019 and in Mr. Depp’s Witness Statements submitted in

the I|JK Litigation: November 21, 2014- March 11, 2015; March 1- April 6, 2015; October 12-
November 1, 2015; December 5-26, 2015; April 11- May 6, 2016; and May 1 1- June 4, 2016.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would
require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at
issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy. Plaintiff
further objects on the grounds that this definition overlaps with some of the same
time periods outlined in Defendant’s definition of “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates.”

X. Declaration of Mr. Depp. The phrase “Declaration of Mr. Depp” refers to
the Declaration of John Christopher Depp, II submitted in this case in May, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

y. Mpr. Depp’s Second Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Second
Witness Statement” refers to the Second Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, 1T
submitted in the UK Litigation dated December 12, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

Z. Mvr. Depp’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Third
Wit:ness Statement™ refers to the Third Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, II
submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 25, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

aa. Mvr. Depp’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Fifth
Witness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, 11 submitted

|
in the UK Litigation dated March 14, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

bb.  Declaration of Ms. Heard. The phrase “Declaration of Ms. Heard” refers

to the Declaration of Amber Laura Heard submitted in this case on April 10, 2019.

11



RESPONSE: No objection.

cc.  Ms. Heard’s Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Witness
Statement” refers to the Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated
December 15, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.
dd.  Ms. Heard’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Third

Witness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated Febrnary 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

ee. Ms. Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms.
Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement” refers to the Confidential Schedule to Third
Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

ff. Ms. Heard’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Fifth
Witness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated June 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

ge. Your Expert Designation. The phrase “Your Expert Designation” refers to
Plaintiff’s Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served on February 16, 2021, along with
any supplemental to or any other Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served by you in
this; Action.

I RESPONSE: No objection.

12



REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

|
I. ' Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH 00017491
' and attached as Ex. 1 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp

on February 21, 2016
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
2. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017492
| and attached as Ex. 2 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
' on February 21, 2016.
|
RESPONSE:

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

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the

13



statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
cusfody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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, request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
3. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017493

and attached as Ex. 3 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
on February 21, 2016.

REéPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statéltory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genhineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contenté.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grm;mds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible

|
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the
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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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
4. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_ 00017494

and attached as Ex. 4 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
on February 21, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the
extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product
docérine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to
thisirequest to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Deff!:ndant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.
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In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
5. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_(00017495

and attached as Ex. 5 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
on February 21, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiftf further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evid'ence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

6. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017496

. and attached as Ex. 6 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
on February 21, 2016.

RESPONSE:

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

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
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statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the

genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaiinti_ff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grm:mds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and secks information not within his personal knowledge.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
7. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017497

and attached as Ex. 7 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
on February 21, 2016,

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instl:“uctions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
stattlltory limit of requ'ests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genu:lineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plamtiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,

custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
|

groullnds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible

evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the
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|
extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product
docirine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to
this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
8. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017498

and attached as Ex. 8 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
on February 21, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the
extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product
doct}ine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to
this irequest to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request

calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.
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In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

9. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_ 00017499
and attached as Ex. 9 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
on February 21, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Insti'uctions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
groﬁnds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

10.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_ 00017500

and attached as Ex. 10 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
' on February 21, 2016.

RESPONSE:
| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
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statlltory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the

|
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.

Plai?ntiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
cusﬁody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the prcpgration of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
11.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017501

and attached as Ex. 11 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
on February 21, 2016

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the

gem;linencss of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.

l
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,

custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the

grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible

evid|ence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the
|
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extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product
docﬁine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to
this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Deféndmt as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had;no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response,
12.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_ 00017502

and attached as Ex. 12 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
on February 21, 2016.

RESPONSE.:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to thlS request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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
thisirequest to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defc!endant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff

|
had 'no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request

calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.
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In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
13.,  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017503

and attached as Ex. 13 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
on February 21, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence, Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

14. ‘ Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017504

- and attached as Ex. 14 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
on February 21, 2016.

RESPONSE:

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

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
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statljﬁtory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
groﬁnds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
15.  Please admit the photogr‘aph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017505

and attached as Ex. 15 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Mr. Depp
on February 21, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requésts for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
gen@ineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plair?tiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible

evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the
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objects that the Request calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal
kno',wledge.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

17.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH 00017507-
00017513 and attached as Ex. 17 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of an article
entitled “’Justice for Johnny Depp’ Trends After New Evidence Released About Amber
Heard” published by ScreenGeek on April 18, 2021.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no
involvement in the preparation or publication of this document. Plaintiff further objects to this
request because the request does not have the specific document appended to the request.
Plaintiff further objects that the Request calls for speculation and seeks information not within

his personal knowledge.

|
18.  Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Waldman in the document produced as Bates
number ALH_00017507-00017513 and attached as Ex. 17 “Amber Heard and her friends
described a chaotic, messy crime scene but the newly released LAPD bodycam videos
unambiguously show that the penthouse was utterly undamaged and that their testimony
was one more grandiose lie,” is a true, genuine, and authentic quote by Mr. Waldman.

RESPONSE:
i In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instr?uctions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the

statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the

genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
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Plaiptiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,

custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the

grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is
available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that

Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document. Plaintiff further

objects to this request because the request does not have the specific document appended to the

request. Plaintiff further objects that the Request calls for speculation and seeks information not
within his personal knowledge.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

19.  Please admit the quote attributed to Mr. Waldman in the document produced as Bates
mumber ALH_00017507-00017513 and attached as Ex. 17 “You can see clearly in the
police bodycam videos that all the items Ms. Heard and her friends claimed Mr. Depp
smashed to smithereens with a wine bottle off the island in his penthouse kitchen- glass,
fruit, baskets, vases and candelabras - are in perfect condition and tidily in their place.
Nor does the red wine they claimed that Mr. Depp splashed all over the light-colored

hallway carpets and walls exist.,” is a true, genuine, and authentic quote by Mr.
Waldman.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.

!
Plairfltiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,

custqr)dy or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible

evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is
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available to and equally accessible to Defendant. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that

Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation or publication of this document, Plaintiff further

objécts to this request because the request does not have the specific document appended to the
req1elest. Plaintiff further objects that the Request calls for speculation and seeks information not
within ﬁis personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

20.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH 00017514-
17520 and attached as Ex. 18 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of a tweet stating
“For those wondering hOw qUiCkLy Amber Heard healed from Depp’s attack on her on
March 4-6, here are pictures of her arms on April 18, 2015 where her scars are fresh, red
and visible on the red carpet of her movie six weeks later. #JusticeForAmberHeard
#wearewithyouamber heard” from the Twitter account “Amber Heard Italia Fans”
published on March 19, 2020.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this
request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no
involvement in the preparation or publication of this document. Plaintiff further objects to this
request because the request does not have the specific document appended to the request.
Plaintiff further objects that the Request calls for speculation and seeks information not within

his ﬁlersonal knowledge.
!
21. | Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_ 00017517
and attached as Ex. 18 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of the images
displayed in the photograph on April 18, 2015.
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RESPONSE:
| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the

statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the

genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.

Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,

custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the

grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to

Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff

had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects to this request

because the request does not have the specific document appended to the request. Plaintiff
further objects that the Request calls for speculation and seeks information not within his
personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

22.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH 00017518
and attached as Ex. 18 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of the images
displayed in the photograph on April 18, 2015.

REéPONSE:

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

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the

statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
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gem:Jineness of documents but purports to requiré an admission of the accuracy of their contents,

'Plai!ntiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,

cusfody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the

grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further ohjects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to

Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff

had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects to this request

because the request does not have the specific document appended to the request. Plaintiff
further objects that the Request calls for speculation and seeks information not within his
personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.,

23.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017519
and attached as Ex. 18 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of the images
displayed in the photograph on April 18, 2015.

RESPONSE.:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaillltiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,

custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the

grodnds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
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evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the

1
i

extelnt 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to

Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff

had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects to this request

because the request does not have the specific document appended to the request. Plaintiff
further objects that the Request calls for speculation and seeks information not within his
personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

24.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017520
and attached as Ex. 18 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic depiction of the images
displayed in the photograph on April 18, 2015.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va, R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
groulnds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evid!ence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the

_extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product
doctlrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to

4
this ‘request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
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Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff

had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects to this request

because the request does not have the specific document appended to the request. Plaintiff
further objects that the Request calls for speculation and seeks information not within his
personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

25.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017521-
00017537 and attached as Ex. 19 is a true, genuine, and authentic copy of an article
entitled “Johnny Depp: A Star in Crisis and the Insane Story of His ‘Missing” Millions”
published by The Hollywood Reporter on May 10, 2017.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Insﬁ'uctions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the
possession, custody or control of Defendant or third parties, Plaintiff further objects to this
request on the grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff had no
involvement in the preparation or publication of this document. Plaintiff further objects to this
request because the request does not have the specific document appended to the request.
Plaintiff further objects that the Request calls for speculation and seeks information not within

his personal knowledge._

Dated: February 17, 2022
| Respectfully submitted,

Benjarln G. Chew (VSB #29113)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB #89093)
BROWN RUDNICK, LLP

|
|
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Joshua R. Treece

Karen Stemland

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
kstemland@woodsrogers.com

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft

Adam 8. Nadelhaft

Clarissa K. Pintado

David E. Murphy

CHARLSON BREDEHOFT COHEN &
BROWN, P.C.

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

Telephone: 703-318-6800
Facsimile: 703-318-6808
ebredehoft@cbeblaw.com
anadelhaft@cbcblaw.com
cpintado@cbcblaw.com
dmurphy@cbcblaw.com

Counsel for Defendant and
Counterclaim Plaintiff Amber Laura Heard

‘ ‘BenjaMin G. Chew (VSB #29113)
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VIRGINIA:

| IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, II

Plaintiff and Counterclaim

Defendant,

V.

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

PLAINTIFF AND COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANT JOHN C. DEPP, II’S RESPONSES
AND OBJECTIONS TO DEFENDANT AND COUNTERCLAIM PLAINTIFF
AMBER LAURA HEARD’S NINTH SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

Pursuant to Rule 4:11 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff and
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, 11, by and through his undersigned counsel, hereby
responds and objects to Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff Amber Laura Heard’s Ninth Set of
Request For Admission (each, a. “Request” and collectively, the “Requests™), dated February 2,
2022 and served in the above captioned action (“Action”) as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

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

| 2. Plaintiff objects to the Requests to the extent they purport to call for information

thati (a) is subject to the attorney-client privilege; (b) constitutes attorney work product; (c)

|
includes information protected from disclosure based on common interest or a similar privilege;

or (d) is otherwise protected from disclosure under applicable privilege, law, or rule. Plaintiff



will not provide such information in response to the Requests, and any inadvertent provision
theI:'COf shall not be deemed a waiver of any privilege with respect to such information.

3. Plaintiff objects to the Requests to the extent that they are vague and ambiguous
and to the extent that they seek irrelevant information for which identification, collection, and
review would be disproportionate to the needs of the case.

4, Plaintiff’s responses to the Requests are made to the best of Plaintiff’s 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 Plaintiff’s knowledge and investigation, are subject to such additional
knowledge of facts as may result from further discovery or investigation.

5. Plaintiff reserves all objections and rights with respect to the competency,
relevance, materiality, privilege, or admissibility of Plaintiff’s responses herein as evidence in
any subsequent proceeding in, or hearing in connection with, this or any other action, for any
purpose whatsoever.

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. Where information in Your possession is requested, such request includes

nonprivileged 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 production of documents from



3.

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

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.

4,

RESPONSE: No objection,

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.

5.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires production of documents not within the
possession, custody or control of Plaintiff. Plaintiff will produce documents from
a relevant time period to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith. Plaintiff
further objects to this instruction as vague and ambiguous.

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.

6.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, to the extent that it requires production of documents from
individuals and entities other than Plaintiff and/or documents that are not within
Plaintiff’s custody and control, and/or production of documents by or relating to
entities not specifically referenced in the Requests below.

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.

7.

RESPONSE: No objection.

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



|
i
|
priv!ilege. [f the claim relates to a privileged document, state the date, person or persons who
|
pre];l)ared 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.

8. 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.

0. ‘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. Communication. The term “communication” means any oral or written
excl:'lange 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.

c. 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,
circqlars, press releases, financial statements, calendars, diaries, trip reports, etc, A draft of a
non-lidentical 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.



d. 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.
e. Counterclaim. The term “Counterclaim” means any Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.
RESPONSE: No objection.
f. Person. The term “person” is defined as any natural person, business,
company, partnership, legal entity, governmental entity, and/or association.
RESPONSE: No objection.
g. Concerning. The term “concerning” includes 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.

|

I RESPONSE: No objection.

i J- Defendant, Counterclaim Plaintiff, and/or Ms. Heard. The terms
"De?fendant,“ “Counterclaim Plaintiff,” and/or "Ms. Heard" refer to Amber Laura Heard,

incllflding her agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and 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.”

k. Plaintiff, Counterclaim Defendant, and/or Mr. Depp. The terms
“Plaintiff,” “Counterclaim Defendant,” 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.

1. Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by
Plaintiff and Counterclaim Defendant in this Action. The term Counterclaim means the
Counterclaim filed by Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff in this action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

m. Counterclaim. The term Counterclaim means the Counterclaim filed by

Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.
n. Other Litigation. The term "Other Litigation" includes the following cases

either brought against Mr. Depp or by Mr. Depp. Individually, the name in quotations following
the title of the case refers to that particular case.

FEugene Arreola, Miguel Sanchez v. John C. Depp, Il et. al ("security guard case")
Gregg "Rocky" Brooks v. John C. Depp, et. al ("movie set assault case")

John C. Depp, 1, et al v. Bloom Hergott Diemer, Rosenthal Laviolette Feldman
Schenkman & Goodman, LLP, Jacob A. Bloom, and DOES 1-30 ("attorney case")
John C. Depp, II, Edward L. White v. The Mandel Company, et al ("Mandel case”)

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

' burdensome, on the grounds that it is inclusive of cases that are wholly irrelevant,
separate, and distinct from this action. Moreover, those unrelated cases implicate
significant privacy, privilege, and other interests of Plaintiff and third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this definition as vague and ambiguous.



} 0. You and/or Your. The terms “You™ and/or “Your” refer to the recipient(s)

of t}llesc discovery requests, as well as all persons and entities over which said recipient has
“coptrol” as understood by the Rules of this Court.
| RESPONSE: No objection.

p- Pirates of the Caribbean Films. The phrase “Pirates of the Caribbean
Films” collectively refers to the films “Pirates of the Caribbean: The Curse of the Black Pearl,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Man’s Chest,” “Pirates of the Caribbean: At World’s End,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: On Stranger Tides,” and “Pirates qf the Caribbean: Dead Men Tell No
Tales.”

RESPONSE: No objection.

q. 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
Whére to Find Them 4 and Fantastic Beasts and Where to Find Them 5.

RESPONSE: No objection.

r. 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.
S. Inventory.
(1) The term “Inventory™ in relation to a computer refers to a forensic

image of any computers (including Laptops and Desktops),
operating systems, or drives sufficient to identify: a) the computer
by manufacturer, make, model, and serial number; b) the type of
forensic image taken/created (e.g. logical, advanced logical, write-
blocked Raw (DD) non-segmented forensic image, etc.); ¢) the



software and version of the software used to create the forensic
image; d) the make/type of write-blocker used to create the
forensic image; e) whether an uncompressed write-blocked
forensic image was extracted; f) whether a hash verification was
completed for each file and for the forensic image as a whole; and
g) a list of all photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio
recordings contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced,
or in list form if not yet produced.

(i)  The term “Inventory” in relation to a mobile device (including Cell
Phones and Tablets) refers to a forensic image sufficient to
identify: a) the mobile device by manufacturer, make, model, and
serial number; b) the type of extraction performed (e.g. logical,
advanced logical, Checkm8/checkraln extraction, physical
extraction if jail-broken, etc.); c) the software used in taking the
forensic image; d) whether a jailbreak method was used in the
extraction process; ¢) the operating system in use on the mobile
device at the time it was imaged (e.g. i0S); and f) a list of all
photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio recordings
contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced, or in list
form if not yet produced.

(iii)  The term “Inventory” in relation to a “cloud account” or “iCloud”
refers to a forensic image of any cloud accounts sufficient to
identify: a) the type of cloud account and company hosting the data
on the cloud account; b) the type of forensic image taken of the
cloud account; ¢) the software used in taking the forensic image
(e.g. Oxygen, Cellebrite, etc.); d) a list of all photographs, text
messages, emails, and video/audio recordings contained in the
image by BATES stamp if produced, and in list form if not yet
produced; and e) whether a forensic analysis was conducted and, if
so, what software was used.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would
require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at
issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy.

t. Mpr. Depp’s Devices. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Devices” refers to the
devices that Mr. Depp identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of
Interrogatories under penalty of perjury were in his possession, custody, and control and on

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 likely to be stored. These identified devices include an
iPhone, an iPad, a MacBook Pro, an iCloud account, the devices and data belonging to Stephen
Deuters collected in May 2017 (iPad and iPhone), and the devices and data belonging to Nathan
Holmes collected in March 2018 (iPhone). This definition further includes Mr, Depp’s current
devices and current cloud backups containing any data from the devices identified in response to
Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of Interrogatories.
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing, especially in light of the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order, denying
Defendant’s Motion to Compel Plaintiff’s devices. Plaintiff further objects to this
on the grounds that it exceeds the obligations applicable to discovery responses
under Virginia law including that it requests documents and information not in
Plaintiff’s actual possession, custody, or control and would require the generation
of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at issue. Plaintiff further
objects on grounds of privilege, privacy, and relevance.
u Depp Abuse of Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates™
refers to the time periods contained in the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order: December 15, 2012-
January 15, 2013; March 6-April 5, 2013; June 1-June 30, 2013; May 22-June 7, 2014; August
15-August 31, 2014; December 15-December 31, 2014; January 23-February 8, 2015; March 1-
April 6, 2015; August 1-August 31, 2015; November 24-December 10, 2015; December 13,
2015-January 12, 2016; April 19-May 5, 2016; May 19-June 4, 2016; and July 15-July 29, 2016.
RESPONSE: No objection to the dates. Objection to the use of the term “Depp
Abuse of Heard Dates” on the grounds that it assumes facts that are disputed, and
lacks foundation for the same.
v. Mpr. Depp’s Forensic Experts. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts”
refers to Bryan Neumeister and/or Mr. Neumeister’s colleague, Matt Erickson.
RESPONSE: No objection.
w. Depp Alleged Abuse by Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Alleged Abuse by

Heard Dates” refers to the following time periods reflected in Mr. Depp’s Declaration submitted to

10



|
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the Fairfax County Circuit Court in May 2019 and in Mr. Depp’s Witness Statements submitted in
the UK Litigation: November 21, 2014- March [ 1, 2015; March 1~ April 6, 2015; October 12-
November 1, 2015; December 5-26, 2015: April 11- May 6, 2016; and May 11- June 4, 2016.
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would
require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at
issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy. Plaintiff
further objects on the grounds that this definition overlaps with some of the same

time periods outlined in Defendant’s definition of “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates.”

X. Declaration of Mr. Depp. The i)hrase “Declaration of Mr. Depp” refers to
the Declaration of John Christopher Depp, [I submitted in this case in May, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

y. Myr. Depp’s Second Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Second
Witness Statement” refers to the Second Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, II
submitted in the UK Litigation dated December 12, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

Z. Mr. Depp’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Third
Witness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, 11
submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 25, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

| aa.  Mr. Depp’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Fifth

Withess Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, IT submitted
in the UK Litigation dated March 14, 2020.

' RESPONSE: No objection.

bb.  Declaration of Ms. Heard. The phrase “Declaration of Ms. Heard” refers

to the Declaration of Amber Laura Heard submitted in this case on April 10, 2019.

11



RESPONSE: No objection.

l cc. Ms. Heard’s Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Witness
Statement” refers to the Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated
December 15, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

dd.  Ms. Heard’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Third
Witness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

ee. Ms. Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms.
Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement” refers to the Confidential Schedule to Third
Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.
ff. Ms. Heard’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Fifth

Witness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated June 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

gg. Your Expert Designation. The phrase “Your Expert Designation” refers to
Plaintiff’s Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served on February 16, 2021, along with
any ‘supplemental to or any other Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served by you in
this :Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

12



REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

i _
1.+ Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017538
and attached as Ex. 1 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Ms. Heard

on January 9, 2016.
RESPONSE.:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

2. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_ 00017539

and attached as Ex. 2 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Ms. Heard
on January 10, 2016.

'RE|SPONSE:

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

Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the

13



StatljltOI'y limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genﬁineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
3. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017540

and attached as Ex. 3 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Ms. Heard
on January 10, 2016.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.

Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,

custbdy ot control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible

evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the

14
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extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product
|

docil:rine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to
this| request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
4. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH 00017541

and attached as Ex. 4 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Ms. Heard
on January 7, 2017

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the
extent that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product
doct;rine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to
this:request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request

calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.

15



In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
5. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH 00017542

and attached as Ex. 5 is a frue, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Ms. Heard
.on November 13, 2017

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties, Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
gr01|1nds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Deft:endant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

6. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH 00017543

and attached as Ex. 6 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Ms. Heard
! on November 13, 2017.

RESPONSE:
|

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

Instl!*uctions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
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stat?ltory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents,
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
7. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH 00017544

and attached as Ex. 7 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of Ms. Heard
on November 13, 2017.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible

evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the
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extént that it seeks the information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product
docﬁine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to
this request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects that the Request
calls for speculation and seeks information not within his personal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.

8. Please admit the document produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017545 and

attached as Ex. 8 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic image of the floor plan shown
in the document

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had'no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects to this request

'
i

because the request does not have the specific document appended to the request. Plaintiff
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further objects that the Request calls for speculation and seeks information not within his
peréonal knowledge.
In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
9. Please admit the document produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number ALH_00017546-47

and attached as Ex. 9 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic image of the floor plan
shown in the document.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request, pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11, as exceeding the
statutory limit of requests for admissions, as this request does not merely relate to the
genuineness of documents but purports to require an admission of the accuracy of their contents.
Plaintiff further objects to this request to the extent it seeks information that is in the possession,
custody or control of Defendant or third parties. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as overly broad and unduly burdensome 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 request to the extent it seeks information that is available to and equally accessible to
Defendant as the party that produced the image. Plaintiff further objects on the basis that Plaintiff
had no involvement in the preparation of this image. Plaintiff further objects to this request
because the request does not have the specific document appended to the request. Plaintiff
ﬁlrtlller objects that the Request calls for speculation and seeks information not within his
perslonal knowledge.

In light of the foregoing objections, this request does not warrant a response.
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Dated: February 23, 2022

Respectfully submitted,

Benjantin 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
behew@brownrudnick.com
acrawford@brownrudnick.com

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

2211 Michelson Drive, Seventh Floor
Irvine, CA 92612

Phone: (949) 752-7100

Fax: (949) 252-1514
Ipresiado@brownrudnick.com
cvasquez@brownrudnick.com
smoniz{@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
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, 11
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I hereby certify that on this 23rd day of February 2022, I caused copies of the foregoing
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Joshua R. Treece

Karen Stemland

WOODS ROGERS PLC
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Telephone: (540) 983-7540
brottenborn@woodsrogers.com
jtreece@woodsrogers.com
kstemland@woodsrogers.com

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft

Adam S. Nadelhaft

Clarissa K. Pintado

David E. Murphy

CHARLSON BREDEHOFT COHEN &
BROWN, P.C.

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

Telephone: 703-318-6800
Facsimile: 703-318-6808
ebredehoft@cbeblaw.com
anadelhaft@cbcblaw.com
cpintado@cbceblaw.com
dmurphy@cbcblaw.com

Counsel for Defendant and
Counterclaim Plaintiff Amber Laura Heard

A

in G. Chew (VSB #29113)
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VIIllGINIA:
i IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY
JOHN C. DEPP, II,
Plaintiff,
v. Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911

AMBER LAURA HEARD,

Defendant.

DEFENDANT AND COUNTERCLAIM PLAINTIFF AMBER LAURA HEARD’S
TENTH SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS TO PLAINTIFF
AND COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANT JOHN C. DEPP, 11

Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff Amber Laura Heard, by counsel, pursuant to
Rules 4:1 and 4:11 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, requests that Plaintiff and
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, II, respond to the following Requests for Admission
("Requests") within twenty-one (21) days of service, in accordance with the Instructions and
Definitions set forth below.
INSTRUCTIONS
1.  In accordance with the Rules of this Court, You shall answer the following
Requests separately and fully, in writing.
2. Where 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.

! 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.



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.

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

6. 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.

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 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.

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



? 9.  These Requests are continuing in character so as to require You to promptly
alﬁend 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.

DEFINITIONS

a. Action. The term "Action" means the above-captioned action.

b. 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 inch;ded within this definition).

¢. Document. The term "document" is defined in its broadest terms currently
recoénized. 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
irevisions, 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,
3
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handbooks, brochures, pamphlets, advertisements, circulars, press releases, financial

i

'statements, calendars, diaries, trip reports, etc. A draft of a non-identical copy is a separate
jdocument within the meaning of this term.

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

e. Counterclaim. The term “Counterclaim” means the Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

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

g. Concerning. The term "concerning" includes relating to, referring to, describing,
evidencing, or constituting.

h. Including. The term "including" means including but not limited to.

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.

j- Defendant, Counterclaim Plaintiff, and/or Ms. Heard. The terms "Defendant,”
“Counterclaim Plaintiff,” and/or "Ms. Heard" refer to Amber Laura Heard, including her
agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and all persons acting on her behalf.

k. Plaintiff, Counterclaim Defendant, and/or Mr. Depp. The terms "Plaintiff,”
Ij“Counte:rclaim Defendant,” and/or "Mr. Depp" refer to John C. Depp, 11, including his
'agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and all persons acting on his behalf.

1. Complaint. The term "Complaint" shall mean the Complaint filed by Plaintiff and

Counterclaim Defendant on March 1, 2019 in this Action.



‘ m. Counterclaim. The term Counterclaim means the Counterclaim filed by
:Defenda.nt and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action
n. Other Litigation. The term “Other Litigation” includes the following cases either

brought against Mr. Depp or by Mr. Depp. Individually, the name in quotations following
‘the title of the case refers to that particular case.

Eugene Arreola, Miguel Sanchez v. John C. Depp, Il et. al (“security guard case”)

Gregg “Rocky” Brooks v. John C. Depp, et. al (“movie set assault case”)

John C. Depp, II, et al v. Bloom Hergott Diemer, Rosenthal Laviolette Feldman

Schenkman & Goodman, LLP, Jacob A. Bloom, and DOES 1-30 (“attorney case”)

John C. Depp, I, Edward L. White v. The Mandel Company, et al (“Mandel case”)

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.

p. Pirates of the Caribbean Films. The phrase “Pirates of the Caribbean Films”
collectively refers to the films “Pirates of the Caribbean: The Curse of the Black Pearl,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Man’s Chest,” “Pirates of the Caribbean: At World’s End,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: On Stranger Tides,” and “Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Men Tell
No Tales.”

q. 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
Jja.nd Where to Find Them 4 and Fantastic Beasts and Where to Find Them 5.

’; r. Disney. The phrase “Disney” refers to the Walt Disney Company and any of its

divisions, parents, subsidiaries, related or affiliated companies or organizations.



S. “Inventmy.

i. The term “Inventory” in relation to a computer refers to a forensic image of
any computers (including Laptops and Desktops), operating systems, or drives
sufficient to identify: a) the computer by manufacturer, make, model, and
serial number; b) the type of forensic image taken/created (e.g. logical,
advanced logical, write-blocked Raw (DD) non-segmented forensic image,
etc.); ¢) the software and version of the software used to create the forensic
image; d) the make/type of write-blocker used to create the forensic image; )
whether an uncompressed write-blocked forensic image was extracted; f)
whether a hash verification was completed for each file and for the forensic
image as a whole; and g) a list of all photographs, text messages, emails, and
video/audio recordings contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced,
or in list form if not yet produced.

ii. The term “Inventory” in relation to a mobile device (including Cell Phones
and Tablets) refers to a forensic image sufficient to identify: a) the mobile
device by manufacturer, make, model, and serial number; b) the type of
extraction performed (e.g. logical, advanced logical, Checkm8/checkraln
extraction, physical extraction if jail-broken, etc.); c) the software used in
taking the forensic image; d) whether a jailbreak method was used in the
extraction process; €) the operating system in use on the mobile device at the

time it was imaged (e.g. 108); and f) a list of all photographs, text messages,



emails, and video/audio recordings contained in the image by BATES stamp if
produced, or in list form if not yet produced.

iii. The term “Inventory” in relation to a “cloud account” or “iCloud” refers to a
forensic image of any cloud accounts sufficient to identify: a) the type of
cloud account and company hosting the data on the cloud account; b) the type
of forensic image taken of the cloud account; c) the software used in taking
the forensic image (e.g. Oxygen, Cellebrite, etc.); d) a list of all photographs,
text messages, emails, and video/audio recordings contained in the image by
BATES stamp if produced, and in list form if not yet produced; and ¢)
whether a forensic analysis was conducted and, if so, what software was used.

t. Myr. Depp’s Devices. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Devices” refers to the devices that
Mr. Depp identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1% Set of Interrogatories
under penalty of perjury were in his possession, custody, and control and on 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 likely to be stored. These identified devices include an iPhone, an iPad, a
MacBook Pro, an iCloud account, the devices and data belonging to Stephen Deuters collected in
May 2017 (iPad and iPhone), and the devices and data belonging to Nathan Holmes collected in
March 2018 (iPhone). This definition further includes Mr. Depp’s current devices and current
cloud backups containing any data from the devices identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3
of Ms. Heard’s 1* Set of Interrogatories.

u. Depp Abuse of Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates™ refers to
the time periods contained in the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order: December 15, 2012-January

15, 2013; March 6-April 5, 2013; June 1-June 30, 2013; May 22-June 7, 2014; August 15-
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August 31, 2014; December 15-December 31, 2014; January 23-February 8, 2015; March 1-

April 6, 2015; August 1-August 31, 2015; November 24-December 10, 2015; Décember 13,
201I5-Ja.nuary 12, 2016; April 19-May 5, 2016; May 19-June 4, 2016; and July 15-July 29, 2016.

V. Mpr. Depp’s Forensic Experts. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts” refers
to Bryan Neumeister and/or Mr. Neumeister’s colleague, Matt Erickson.

w. Depp Alleged Abuse by Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Alleged Abuse by
Heard Dates” refers to the following time periods reflected in Mr. Depp’s Declaration submitted
to the Fairfax County Circuit Court in May 2019 and in Mr. Depp’s Witness Statements
submitted in the UK Litigation: November 21, 2014~ March 11, 2015; March 1- April 6, 2015;
October 12- November 1, 2015; December 5-26, 2015; April 11- May 6, 2016; and May 11-
June 4, 2016.

X. Declaration of Mr. Depp. The phrase “Declaration of Mr. Depp” refers to the
Declaration of John Christopher Depp, II submitted in this case in May, 2019,

> Mvr. Depp’s Second Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Second Witness
Statement” refers to the Second Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, II submitted in the
UK Litigation dated December 12, 2019.

Z Mr. Depp’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Third Witness
Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, II submitted in the
UK Litigation dated February 25, 2020.

aa.  Mr. Depp’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Fifth Witness
Sta‘éement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, IT submitted in the

|
UK Litigation dated March 14, 2020.



bb.  Declaration of Ms. Heard. The phrase “Declaration of Ms. Heard” refers to the
Declaration of Amber Laura Heard submitted in this case on April 10, 2019.

cc. Ms. Heard’s Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Witness Statement”
refers to the Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated December
15, 2019.

dd.  Ms. Heard’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Third Witness
Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

ee.  Ms. Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s
Confidential Third Witness Statement” refers to the Confidential Schedule to Third Witness
Statement of Amber Heard submitied in the UK Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

Fil Ms. Heard’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Fifth Witness
Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation
dated June 26, 2020.

gg. Your Expert Designation. The phrase “Your Expert Designation” refers to
Plaintiff’s Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served on February 16, 2021, along with
any supplemental to or any other Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served by you in
this Action.

REQUESTS FOR ADMISSTON

1. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number

ALH 00017867 and attached as Ex. 1 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of

Ms, Heard on April 15, 2015.

i
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2. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017868 and attached as Ex. 2 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on April 18, 2015.

3. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017869 and attached as Ex. 3 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on April 18, 2015.

4. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017870 and attached as Ex. 4 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on April 18, 2015.

5. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017871 and attached as Ex. 5 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on April 18, 2015.

6. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017872 and attached as Ex. 6 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on April 18, 2015.

7. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017873 and attached as Ex. 7 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on April 18, 2015.

8. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017874 and attached as Ex. 8 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of

Ms! Heard on April 20, 2015.
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9. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017875 and attached as Ex. 9 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on June 22, 2015.

10.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017876 and attached as Ex. 10 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on June 24, 2015.

11.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number

ALH 00017877 and attached as Ex. 11 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on June 24, 2015.

12.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017878 and attached as Ex. 12 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on June 26, 2015,

13.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017879 and attached as Ex. 13 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on June 26, 2015.

14.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017880 and attached as Ex. 14 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on June 27, 2015.

15.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms, Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017881 and attached as Ex. 15 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of

Ms.[Heard on June 27, 2015.
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16.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017882 and attached as Ex. 16 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on April 15, 2015.

17.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017883 and attached as Ex. 17 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on June 30, 2015.

18.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_ 00017884 and attached as Ex. 18 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on June 30, 2015.

19.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017885 and attached as Ex. 19 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on June 30, 2015.

20.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017886 and attached as Ex. 20 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on July 1, 2015.

21.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017887 and attached as Ex. 21 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on July 4, 2015.

22.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017888 and attached as Ex. 22 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of

Ms. Heard on July 4, 2015.
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23.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017889 and attached as Ex. 23 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on July 5, 2015.

24.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017890 and attached as Ex. 24 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on July 7, 2015.

25.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017891 and attached as Ex. 25 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on September 4, 2015.

26.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017892 and attached as Ex. 26 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on September 4, 2015.

27.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017893 and attached as Ex. 27 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on September 4, 2015.

28.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017894 and attached as Ex. 28 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on September 5, 2015.

29.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017895 and attached as Ex. 29 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of

Ms Heard on September 5, 2015.
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30. Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017896 and attached as Ex. 30 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on September 5, 2015.

31.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_ 00017897 and attached as Ex. 31 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on September 5, 2015.

32.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_ 00017898 and attached as Ex.32 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on September 5, 2015.

33.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017899 and attached as Ex. 33 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on September 12, 2015.

34.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017900 and attached as Ex. 34 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on September 17, 2015.

35.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017901 and attached as Ex. 35 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on September 22, 2015.

36.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017902 and attached as Ex. 36 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of

Ms. Heard on April 18, 2015.
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37.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017903 and attached as Ex. 37 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on April 18, 2015.

38.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017904 and attached as Ex. 38 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Mr. Depp on January 28, 2015.

39.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017905 and attached as Ex. 39 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on April 18, 2015.

40.  Please admit the photograph produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH_00017906 and attached as Ex. 40 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic photograph of
Ms. Heard on April 18, 2015.

41.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017907-18 and attached as Ex. 41 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the
article published February 13, 2022.

42.  Please admit the document produced by Mr. Depp as Bates number
DEPP(00008237-38 and attached as Ex. 42 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the
document.

43.  Please admit the document produced by Mr. Depp as Bates number
DEPP00020019-63 and attached as Ex. 43 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the

document.
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44,  Please admit the document produced by Walt Disney Motion Pictures Group,
Inc. as Bates number DISNEY000911-18 and attached as Ex. 44 is a true, genuine, accurate, and
authentic copy of the document.

45.  Please admit the document produced by Mr. Christian Carino as Bates number
CC000087-92 and attached as Ex. 45 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the
document.

46.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Robin Baum as Bates number
BAUMO0000401 and attached as Ex. 46 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the
document.

47.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Robin Baum as Bates number
BAUMO0000358-63 and attached as Ex. 47 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the
document.

48. Please admit the document produced by Ms. Robin Baum as Bates number
BAUMO0000364-65 and attached as Ex. 48 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the
document.

49,  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Robin Baum as Bates number
BAUMO0000611 and attached as Ex. 49 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the
document.

50.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Robin Baum as Bates number
BAUMO002208-9 and attached as Ex. 50 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the

doéument.
|
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51.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Robin Baum as Bates number
BAUMO002214-16 and attached as Ex. 51 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the
document.

52.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Robin Baum as Bates number
BAUMO000985-88 and attached as Ex. 52 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the
document.

53.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Robin Baum as Bates number
BAUMO001474 and attached as Ex. 53 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the
document.

54.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALH 00017919-27 and attached as Ex. 54 is a true, genuine, accurate, aﬁd authentic copy of the
article published November 5, 2020.

55.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Robin Baum as Bates number
BAUMO000404-9 and attached as Ex. 55 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the
document.

56.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Robin Baum as Bates number
BAUMO01820 and attached as Ex. 56 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the
document.

57.  Please admit the document produced by Ms. Heard as Bates number
ALI;—I_00010486 and attached as Ex. 57 is a true, genuine, accurate, and authentic copy of the

document.
|
|
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February 18, 2022

i@«-ﬁE@

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft (VSB #23766)
Adam S. Nadelhaft (VSB #91717)
Clarissa K. Pintado (VSB 86882)

David E. Murphy (VSB #90938)

Charlson Bredehoft Cohen Brown & Nadelhaft, P.C.
11260 Roger Bacon Drive, Suite 201
Reston, VA 20190

(703) 318-6800
ebredehoft@cbcblaw.com
anadelhaft@cbcblaw.com
cpintado@cbcblaw.com
dmurphyv@cbcblaw.com

J. Benjamin Rottenborn (VSB #84796)
Joshua R, Treece (VSB #79149)
WooDs ROGERS PLC

10 8. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400
P.O.Box 14125

Roanoke, Virginia 24011

(540) 983-7540
brottenborn@woodsrogers.com
jitreecef@woodsrogers.com

Counsel to Defendant and Counterclaim-Plaintiff,
Amber Laura Heard
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on this 18" day of February 2022, a copy of the foregoing was served by
email, by agreement of the parties, addressed as follows:

Benjamin G. Chew, Esq.
Andrew C. Crawford, Esq.
BrOwN RuDNICK LLP

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

acrawford(@browntudnick.com

Camille M. Vasquez, Esq.
BrOWN RUDNICK LLP

2211 Michelson Drive

Irvine, CA 92612

Telephone: (949) 752-7100
Facsimile: (949) 252-1514
cvasquez{@brownrudnick.com

Counsel for Plaintiff and Counterclaim-Defendant,
John C. Depp, IT :

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft
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Pirates of the Caribbean 6 risks delay after Johnny Depp exit
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PIRATES OF THE CARIBBEAN fans may be in for some disappointment in the near future a8 the upcoming
sixthmovie inthe Disney franchise could be delayed. This news comes after Johnny Depp was axed from the
series’ future.

By CALLUM CRUMLISH
13:23,5un, Feb 13,2022 [LUPDATED: 1260, Sun, e 13,2022

23@

larnny Depp discusses Pirates of the Caribbeanin 2017

PRIVACY
' Fans of Pirates of the Caribbean have been yearning for another filmin the franchise since the
fifth movie hit cinemas. Pirates of the Caribbean: Salazar’s Revenge (otherwise known as Dead
Men Tell No Tales) was released in 2017 and marked the last time viewers saw lohnny Depp as
the antiherc Captain Jack Sparrow on screen. The future of the series has been teased since
then, but arelease date continuesto elude fans.
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Are you interested in our Celebs newsletter? Enter your email address below and we'll send you all the
latest celebrity headlines from the Express.
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RELATED ARTICLES
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| voracious sexual appetite
 saved him from murder

Inrecent years Depp hasbeen axed fromthe franchise. The star’s exit followed an ongoing
court case he hadwith his ex-wife, Amber Heard, over "wife-beater” claimg made about him.
The actor has since also been axed fromthe Harry Potter spin-off series, Fantastic Beasts, as
well because of these claims.

In lieu of Depp's return as Jack Sparrow, a Hollywood actress has been revealedasthe next
star of the Pirates of the Caribbean franchise.
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Pirates of the Caribbean 6: Margot Robbie is due to stas in the new movie (Image: GETTY)

Margot Robbie announcedin 2020 that she will be involved in the upcoming Pirates of the
Caribbean 6. But Robhie's involvement may be the cause of a delay that could be incoming at
any point.

Inrecent weeksa number of casting announcements have been made for the upcoming
Barbie movie.

The film, based on the doll of the same name, stars Robbie as the titular character, alongside
Ryan Gosling, Simu Liv and America Ferrera.

READ MQORE: Johnny Depp breaks silence onnew filim role

Al LI ANANATTNAA



PRIVACY

Al LI nAnNnNnA"ITNA



PRIVACY

The Barbie movie is being directed by Greta Gerwig, of Little Women and Lady Birdfame. The
live-action filmis reportedly due to begin filming this year, with scope for a 2023 cinematic
release.

With thisin mind,it islikely the upcoming Pirates of the Caribbean 6 will nat even begin filming
until 2023 at the earliest - and that's If scripting, casting, and pre-production have already
finished. Chances are, it hasn't.

This potential delay may help out Depp's chances of return, however,

DON'T MISS...

Johnny Depp breaks silence on new film role [NEWS]

Johnny Depp 'turned down' legendary lchn Hughes movie rale [INFO)
Johnny Depp's unlikely friendship secured him music videc spot [INSIGHT]

RELATED ARTICLES

James Garner fury at Lee Elvis Presley ‘wasn'c
Marvin after actor made worried* about dating
move on his wife teenager Priscilla Presley

With the more time that passes, Depp's chances of returning tc the seriesin the future
improve. But, for now, there has been little wordabout the star's comeback.

In the meantime, Robbie has confirmed her Pirates of the Caribbean filmwill include "lots of
girlpower".

TRENDING
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Robbie added: "I'm not a preducer on Pirates, so I'll sit back and kind of wait for the process.
We're really, really excited at the prospect of adding obviously a very key female element to
that world”

ADVERTISEMENT

Her comments follow those made by Pirates bass lerry Bruckheimer who tessed the end of
Depp'sjourneyin the franchise. He explained: "We're working on a draft right now and
hopefullywe'll gat it shortly and give it ta Disneyand hopefully theylllike it. We den’t know.
We've been working on it for a little bit.. The cne we're deveicping right now, we're not sure
quite what Johnny'srole is going to be. So,we're going to have to see.”

The Pirates of the Caribbean franchise is available on Disney Plus now.

SOURCE

RELATED ARTICLES
Johnny Depp's unlikely friendship sccured him music video spot

Johnny Depp 'turned down' legendary John Hughes movie role
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Jehnny Depp breaks silence on new film role
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Most read in Films
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Latest videos

Ivan Reitman dead: Ghostbusters direcror 'sobbed" over son’s emotional sequel
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Audrey Hepburn had iscreet' role in resistance despite parents' former Nazi support

"You're a real b*****d!' Katharine Hepburn refused to work wich John Wayne

Cabaret’s real-life star *hated"” movie's 'anti-feminist’ portrayal

Next James Bond: Daniel Craig replacement odds switch~up after massive change
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PRIVACY
Marvel leak: The Walking Dead star details talks' over Nicolas Cage role
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4:20 PM

02/11/20
Cash Basis

SCARAMANGA BROS., INC.

Transaction Detail By Account

January 2016 through December 2019

Type Date Num Name Memo Debit Credit Balance
PROFESSIONAL FEES
PUBLIC RELATIONS
SLATE PR, LLC

Ge... 03/31/2016 12 opening balanc... CNB #123-670973-Change of balance from 12/31/15 to 3/... 12,300,00 12,300.00
Bill 0412712016 9406 SLATE PR, LLC 6,150.00 18,450.00
Bill 06/09/2016 8564 SLATE PR, LLC 9564 3/1/16 6,150.00 24,600.00
Bill 06/09/2016 8727 SLATE PR, LLC a727 41116 6,180.00 30,780.00
Bill 07/08/2016 9863 SLATE PR, LLC 9863 511116 6,150.00 36,930.00
Bl 0712912016 9988 SLATEPR, LLC 9988 61116 6,150.00 43,080.00
Bill 08/15/2016 10154 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 10154 JULY MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT 6,150.00 49,230.00
gill 09/07/2016 10327 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 10327 AUGUST MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT 6,150.00 §5,380.00
Bill 10/06/2016 10488 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 10327 AUGUST MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT 6,150,00 61,530.00
Bill 11/0372016 10674 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 10674 SEPTEMNER MONTHLY SERVICE AGREE... 6,150.00 67,680.00
Bilt 12/08/2016 10830 SLATE PR, LLC  'INv# 10820 NOV MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT 6,150.00 73,830.00
Bill 12/15/2016 10952 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 10952 DEC MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT 6,150.00 79,980.00
Bill 02/17/2017 11128 SLATE PR, LLC INV## 11128 JAN MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT 6,150.00 86,130.00
Bill 03/03/2017 11289 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 11289 FEB MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT 6,150.00 92,280.00
Bill 05/0472017 11471 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 11471 DATED 3/1/17 FOR MARCH 2017 PUBLIC ... 6,150.00 98,430.00
Bill 05/18/2017 11650 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 11650 APRIL 2017 MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEM... 6,150.00 104,580.00
Bill 06/0172017 11836 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 11836- MAY 2017 MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEME... 6,150.00 110.730.00
Bill 06/23/2017 11890 SLATE PR, L1C INV# 11990 JUNE 2017 MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEME... 6,000.00 116,730.00
Bill 06/2372017 11990 SLATE PR, LLC MONTHLY QVERHEAD FEE 150.00 116,880.00
Bill 081712017 12155 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 12155 JULY 2017 MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEME... 6,000.00 122,680.00
Bill Q8NM7/2017 12156 SLATEPR, LLC  MONTHLY OVERHEAD FEE 150.00 123,030.00
Bill 08/31/2017 12335 SLATE PR, LLC INV#2 12335 AUGUST 2017 MONTHLY SERVICE AGREE... 6,000.00 129,030.00
Bill 08/3112017 12335 SLATE PR, LLC MONTHLY OVERHEAD FEE 150.00 129,180.00
Bill 101272017 12503 SLATE PR, LLC INVi# 12503 SEPTEMBER 2017 MONTHLY SERVICE AG... 6,150.00 1356,330.00
Bill 101272017 12597 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 12597- MESSENGER TO.PR STEVE D. 12.05 135,342.05
Biil 11/02/2017 12674 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 12674 - OCTOBER 2017 MONTHLY SERVICE AG... 6,150.00 141,492.05
Bill 12/01/2017 12838 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 12839 - NOVEMBER 2017 MONTHLY SERVICE A... 6,150.00 147,642.05
Bill 01/04/2018 13024 SLATE PR, LLC INVZ# 13024 - DECEMBER 2017 MONTHLY SERVICE AG... 6,150.00 163,792.05
Bill 02/01/2018 13192 SLATE PR, LLC INVi#2 13192 - JANUARY MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEM... 6,150.00 159.942.05
Bill 03/14/2018 13358 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 13358 - FEBRUARY MONTHLY SERVICE AGREE... 6,150.00 166,092.05
Bill 03/29/2018 13509 SLATE PR, LLC INV# 13509 - MARCH MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMEN... 6,150.00 172,242.05
Bill 04/26/2018 13687 SLATE PR, LLC INV #13687 - APRIL MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT... 6,150.00 178,392.05
Bill 06/06/2018 13880 SLATE PR, LLC  _iINV#13890 - MAY MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT ... 6,150.00 184,542.05
Bill 07/18/2018 14067 SLATE PR, LL.C INV #14067 - JUNE MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT ... 6,150.00 190,692.05
Bill 08/117/2018 14227 SLATE PR, LLC INV #14227 - JULY MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT ... 6,150.00 196,842.05
Bill 09/13/2018 14398 SLATE PR, LLC INV #14398 - AUG MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT ... 6,150.00 202;992.05
Bill 10/04/2018 14583 SLATE PR, LLC INV #14583 - SEPT MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT ... 6,150.00 209,142.05
Bill 11/01/2018 14777 SLATE PR, LLC INV #14777 - OCT MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT &.... 6,150.00 215,282.05
Bill 11/28/2018 14940 SLATE PR, LLC INV #14940 - NOV MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT &... 6,150.00 221,442.05
Bill 12/26/2018 15077 SLATE PR, LLC INV #15077 - DEC MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT &... 6,150.00 227,592.05
Bill 03/06/2019 15208 SLATEFR, LIL.C INV #15208 - JAN MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT & ... 6,150.00 233,742.05
Bl 03/06/2019 15394 SLATE PR, LLC INV #15394 - FEB MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT &... 6,150.00 239,892.05
Bill 03/28/2019 15554 SLATE PR, LLC INV #15554 - MARCH MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMEN... 6,150.00 246,042.05
Bill ‘041252019 15681 SLATE PR, LLC INV #15681- APRIL MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT ... 6,150.00 252,192.05
Bill 05/22/2019 158238 SLATEPR, LLC INV #15828-- MAY MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT &... 6,150.00 258,342.05
Bill 06/27/2018 15882 INV #15982 - JUNE MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT ... 6,150.00 264,492.05

SLATEPR, LLC



4:20 PM
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SCARAMANGA BROS., INC.

Transaction Detail By Account
January 2016 through December 2019

Cash Basis

Type Date  Num Name Memo Prebit Credit Balance
Bill: 08/01/2019 16107 SLATE PR, LLC INV #16107 - JULY MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT ... 6,150.00 270,642.05
Bih 08/29/2019 16272 SILATEFPR, LLC INV #16272 - AUG MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT 8&... 6,150.00 276,792.05
Bill 10/03/2019 16411 SLATE PR, LLC INV #16411 - SEPT MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT ... 6,150.00 282,942.05
Bill 1013072019 16553 SLATE PR, LLC INV #16553 - OCT MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT &... 6,150.00 289,092.05
Bill 11/2772019 16693 SLATE PR, LLC INV #16693 - NOV MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT &... 6,150.00 295,242.05
Bill 122672019 16809 SLATE PR, LLC INV #16809 - DEC MONTHLY SERVICE AGREEMENT &... £,150.00 301,392.05
Total SLATE PR, LILC 301,392.05 0.00 301,392.05
Total PUBLIC RELATIONS 301,392.05 0.00 301,392.05
Total PROFESSIONAL FEES 301,392.05 0.00 301,392.05
TOTAL 0.00 301,392.05

301,392.05




EXECUTION VERSION

Tryon Menagement Services Limited
October 8, 2014

Scaramanga Bros., Inc.

¢lo Joel Mandel

9100 Wilshire Blvd, Suite 400W
Beverly Hills, CA 90212

Re:  Participations Facility
L adies and Gentlemen:

This letter agreement (this “Agresment”) is entered into by and belween Tryon Management
Services Limited {*Tryon"), on the one hand, and Scaramanga Bros., Inc. {*Scaramanga’), on the
other hand, regarding a non-revolving note advance facility In the pnnclpa! amount of $12,500,000 (the
*Facility”), to be made available by Tryan to Scaramanga and guaranteed by Artist (as defined below).
Tryon and Scaramanga are sometimes collectively referred to hereln as the “Parties”.  Capitalized
terms used herein without definition have the meanings ascribed thereio in Article 1 below.

For good and valuable consideration, Tryon and Scaramanga hereby agree as follows:

1. Dafinitions. For purposes of this Agreement, the following terms shall have the following
meanings: '

Account Control Agreements® means, collectively, the Collection Account Control
Agresment and the Tax Reserve Account Controf Agreement.

“Additiona! Advancer" shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 11{e)(ii}.
*Advance’ shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 3{a).
*Advance Principal” shall have the meaning given thereto in Seclion 3(a).

sAdvisors® means the persons identified on Schedule 4(m), as such schedule may be updated
by Scaramanga from time fo time by providing ten (10) business days’ prior wrilten nofice to Tryon.

°Artist” means Johnny Depp.
_"Assignment and Acceptance” shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 11{c){ii}.

“Changs In Confrol” means Artist shall cease to (i) directiy own 100% of the equity Interests
issued by Scaramanga and {il) exercise sole voting control of Scaramanga,

“Closing Date” means the date on which 2!l of the conditions precedent set forth in Anicle 2
were satisfied (or waived by Tryon I writing),

“‘Code" means the Interna! Revenue Code of 1986, as amended. EXHIEBIT ya | Z.

WITNESS
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CONFIDENTIAL

“Collateral” means {i} the Participations Collateral and (i) all other coliateral, whether now
existing or hereafter acquired or arising, over which a Lien is granted to Tryon under any of the
Transaction Documents, including, without limitation, the Pledged Securities (as defined in the Pladge
Agreement).

“Callection Account® shall have the meaning given thereto in Secfion 3{i).

*Coliection Account Contro! Agreement” means the Account Confrol Agreement with
respect to the Collection Account among Collection Account Manager, Tryon and the applicable
depository bank, dated as of the date hereof, as the same may be amended, supplemented or
othenvise modified, renewed or replaced from time to time pursuant to the terms hereof and thereof.

"Coflection Account Management Agreement” shall have the meaning given thereto in

Section 3(j).
“Collection Account Managér' shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 3(1).

*Confidential Information® shall have the maaning given thereto in Section 11(b).
*CNB Guarantee” shall have the meaning given therste in Secfion 4{r).

*Default” means a condition or eveni that, after nolice or lapse of time or both, would
constitule an Event of Defauit.

"Default Interest® shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 3{d).
“Disclosing Party” shall have the meaning given thereto In Section 11(h).

“GAAP" means generally accepled accounting principles in the United Stales of America in
effect from time to time consistently applied.

“‘Event of Dafault’ shall have the meaning given thereto in Ardicle B.

‘Excluded Taxes” means any of the following Taxes imposed on or with respect to a Recipient
ar required fo be withheid or deducted from a paymen! to a Recipient, (a) Taxes imposed on or
measured by net income (however denominated), franchise Taxes, and branch profits Taxes, in each
case, () imposed as a result of such Recipient being organized under the laws of, or having its
principal office or its applicable lending office located in, the jurisdiction impasing such Tax {or any
politica!l subdivision thereof) or {ii) that are Other Connection Taxes, (b} U.S. federal withholding Taxes
imposed on amounis payable to or for the account of such Recipient with respect to an applicable
interest in the Advance pursuani to a law in effect on the date on which {i) such Recipient acquires
such interest in the Advance or (i) such Recipient changes its lending office, except in each case to
the extent that, pursuant to Section 10, amounts with respect fo such Taxes were payable either to
such Recipient's assignor immedialely, before such Recipient became a parly hereto or to such
Recipient immediately before it changed Its lending office, (c) Taxes attributable to such Recipient's
failure to comply with Section 10(e) and (d) any U.S. federal withholding Taxes imposed under FATCA,

‘oMM usTzaessdy
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"FATCA" means Sections 1471 through 1474 of the Code, as of the dale of this Agreement (or
any amended or successor version that is substanfively comparable and not materally more onerqus
to comply with), any current or future regulations or official interpretations thereof and any agreement
entered into pursuant te Section 1471(b)(1) of the Code.

*Final Maturity Date® means the earfier of (i) the Initial Maturity Date (taking inta accounf any
extension fhereof per Seclion 3(e)} or {ii) such other date as the sulstanding Obligations shall become
due and payable.

"Foreign Recipient” means a Recipient that is not a U.S. Person.
*Gross Receipts” shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 3(j).

"Guaranty" means a personal guaranty made by Artist to Tryen with respect to the full and
timely payment and performance of all Obligations by Scaramanga, which shall be In substantially the
form of Exhibit C hereof,

*Indemnifled Taxes” means (a) Taxes, other than Excluded Taxes, imposed on or with
respect to any payment made by or on atcount of any cbligation of Scaramanga under any
Transaction Document and (b) o the extent not otherwise described in (a), Other Taxes.

"Initial Maturity Date" means Apri} 30, 2018,

*Material Adverse Effact” means (a} a material adverse change in, or a material adverse
effect upon, the aperations, business, properties, liabiliies (actual er contingent) or condition {financial
or olherwise) of Scaramanga or Ardist; (b) an impairment on the abiiity of Scaramanga or Arist to
perform its/his material obligations under any Transaction Document to which ithe is a party; or (c) an
adverse effect upon the legality, validily, binding effect or enforceability against Scaramanga or Artist
of any Transaction Document fo which it is a party,

“New Notes” shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 11{c)ii).
*Note” shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 3{a).

‘Notice of Assignment” means cne or more nofices of assignment and imevocable
instructions substantially in the form of Exhibit D hereof, whereby Scaramanga directs the Studio
Distributor to, among other things, pay all amounts payable to Scaramanga and/or Artist in connection
with the Pictures (including the Parficipations) into the Collection Account.

"Obligations™ means the obligation of Scaramanga to make due and punctual payment of
principal and interest on the Advance, the Upfront Fee, fees in connection with any eariy repayment,
costs and attorneys’ fees, and all other monetary obligations of Scaramanga to Tryon under this
Agreement, the Note and any other Transaction Document.

“Original Note" shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 11{c){ii}.
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“Other Connection Taxes® means, with respect to any Recipient, Taxes imposed a5 a resuft
of a present or former connection between such Recipient and the jurisdiction imposing such Tax
{other than connections arising from such Recipient having executed, delivered, become a party to,
performed its obligations under, received payments under, received or perfected a securily interest
under, engaged in any other transaction pursuant to or enforced this Agreement, the Note or any ather
Transaction Document, or sold or assigned an interest In this Agreement, the Note or any ather
Transaction Document).

“Other Taxes” means all present or future stamp, court or documentary, intangible, recording,
filing or similar Taxes that arise flom any payment made under, from the execution, delivery,
performance, enforcement or registration of, from the recelpt or perfection of 8 security interest under,
or otherwise with respect to, this Agreement, the Note or any other Transaction Document, except any
such Taxes that are Other Connection Taxes imposed with respect to an assignment.

*Participant Register” shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 11(c){ix).

‘Participatlons” means (i} Scaramanga's entiflement to any and all amounts payable by the
Studio Distributor for the services of Arist in connection with the Pictures under the Services
Agresments and {if) any and all other rights of Scaramanga under the Services Agreements.

*Participations Collateral® means all of Scaramanga's rights, title and interest in and to the
Parficipations in connection with the Pictures.

‘Permitted Lien" shall have the meaning given thereto in Section S(b)(i],
*Picture 1" means Pirales of the Caribbgan: The Curse of fhe Black Pearl.
"Picture 2" means Firates of the Caribbean: Dead Man's Chest

‘Picture 3" means Firales of the Caribbaan: At World's Eng.

*Picture 4" means Alice in Wonderand (2010).

*Picture 5° means Firates of the Canbbean: On Stranger Tides.
“Pletures” means Picture 1, Picture 2, Pisture 3, Picture 4 and Picture 5.

*Fledge Agreement’ means a i’ladge Agreement In substantially the form of Exhibit B hereof,
whereby Artist pledges ali of his equity inferest in Scaramanga fo Tryan \mth respecl to the full and
timely repayment of all Obligations by Scaramanga hereunder.

“Prepayment Percentage™ means 5%, subject to automatic reduclion of 1% on each one-year
anniversary of the Closing Date.

Prime Rale” means the higher of {i) the rate of interest per annum |:mb1:f:lyr announced from
time o time by Bank of Amefica as ils prime rate in effect at its principal office in New York City and
' (i) 3.25%.

oMM UsTsdery T T

CONFIDENTIAL EWC_BLOOMO001036

NFPRPNANN2NNDD



"Recipient” means Tryon or any Additional Advancer, as applicable.

"Recelving Party*.shall have the meaning given thereto In Secfion 11(b).
“Register” shall have the meaning given thereto in Seclion 11(c)iv),

"Registered Advances® shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 11{c}(v).
*Representatives” shall have the meaning given fhereto in Section 11(b).
“Scaramanga Parties” shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 11{c)(iv}.
*8ecured Obligations® shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 8(a).
“Security Documients® shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 6{h).

“Services Agresments”™ means, collectively, the agreements set forth on Schedule 4{a)
hereot, in each case, as the same may be amended, supplemented or otherwise modified, renewed or
replaced from time fo time pursuant fo the term hereof and thereof.

*Seittement Date” shall have the meaning given therelo in Section 3(j).

“Studio Distributor* means Walt Disney Pictures, togather with its applicable affillates under
the applicable Services Agreements, and it assignees permitted under the applicable Services
Agreament and hereunder.

: *Tax Reserve Accouni” means an account in the name of Scaramanga or Arfist approved by
Tryon for the purposes of maintaining a reserve to pay taxes relating lo Gross Receipts derived from
the Pictures that are received into the Colfection Account.

“Tax Reserve Account Contro! Agresment” means the Account Control Agreement with ©
respect o the Tax Reserve Account amang Scaramanga, Tryon and the applicable depository bank,
daled as of the date hereof, as the same may be amended, supplemented or otherwise modified,
renewed or replaced from time fo time pursuant to the terms hereof and thereof.

“Taxes" means all present or future taxes, levies, imposts, dulies, deductions, withhaldings
(including backup withholding), assessments, fees or other charges imposed by any governmental
authority, including any interest, additions to tax or penalties applicable therelo.

“Transaction Documents® means this Agreement, the Note, the Notices of Assignment, the

Pledge Agreement, the Guaranty, the Coliection Account Management Agreement, each of the

Account Cantrol Agreements, each of the UCC financing statements and any other security or ancillary

" documentation which is required to be or is otherwise executed and delivered to Tryon by Scaramanga

or Arist in connection with this Agreement or any of lhe documents listed above (including any
amendments or modifications to any of the documents listed above).

*Tryon Closing Expenses” shalt have the meaning given therelo in Section 11(e}i).

5
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*Upfront Fee™ shall have the meaning given thereto in Section 3(c).

*U.G. Person” means any Person that is a “United Stafes Person® as defined In Section
7701(a}(30) of the Code.

“U.S. Tax Compliance Certificate” has the meaning assigned to such term in paragraph (e) of
Section 10.

pA Conditions. All of the nghts and obligations of Tryon hereunder are expressly conditioned on the
full and complate satisfaction {or waiver by Tryon in wriling) of each of the following (Tryan hereby confimms
that the following conditions have been satisfied In full on the date hereof):

{a) the completion of a business and legat due diligence invesligation by Tryon to its
salisfaction; -

) the full execution and defivery to Tryon of the following: (i} this Agreement, (if) the Note, (i)
the Pledge Agreement (and defivery of the Pledged Securities required thereundsr), {iv) the Guaranty and
{v) the Notices of Asslgnment;

() (i) the estahlishment of the Collection Account and the full execution and delivery of the
Callection Account Management Agreement and the Coltecton Account Control Agreement and (i) the
establishment of the Tax Reserve Acedunt and the full execution and delivery of the Tax Ressrve Account
Control Agreement;

(d) delivery to Tryon of an officer's certificate of Scaramanga dated as of the Closing Date and
certifying that (i) attached thereto is a true and complete copy of the aricles of Incorporation of
Scaramanga as in effect on the date of such cerification, (i) attached thereto is a true and complete copy
of the by-laws of Scaramanga as in effect on the date of such cerfification, (i) atizched thereto is a true
and compiete copy of the resofutions adopted by the board of directors {or the equivalent body) of
Scaramanga authorizing the execuficn, delivery and performance In accardance with thelr respective terms
of the Transaction Documents to which it is a party, and any other documents required or contemplated
hereunder or thereunder, the grant of the security interests in the Collalerat and the borowing hereunder,
and none of the foregoing have been amended, rescinded or supplemented and are curently in effect;

(&) receipt by Tryon of the appropriate UCC financing statements that are required to be filed
in order o perfect the liens in the applicable Collateral (lo the extent that the tens in such porlion of the
Collateral can be peafecled by the fling cf UCC financing statements); -

h since July 1, 2014, there has been no development or circumstance that resuils in or could
reasonsbly be expected to result in an adverse change with respect to the Participations or the business,
operafions, assels, propery or conditien (financiaf or otherwise] of Searamanga or Adist;

(@) subject to Section 3(h) below, receipt by Tryon of the full payment of the Upfront Fee and
ihe Tryon Closing Expenses; and

() receipt by Tryon of any other customary documentation required by Tryon,
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3. TheFacility.

@ Advance, Subject to the terms and conditions set forth herein and in reliance on the
reprasentations and waranties of Scaramanga contained herein and in the other Transaction Documents,
Tryon agrees {o make to Scaramanga a senior secured advance (the “Advance”) in the principal amount of
Twelve Milion Five Hundred Thousand Doflars ($12,500,000) (the *Advance Frincipal®). The Advance
Principal shall be deposited by Tryon direstly info a bank account deslgnated by Scaramanga on the
Closing Date. The Advance shall be secured by a first pricrity security intsrest in the Collateral, as more
fully described in Arficle 9 below and the Pledge Agreement, and shall ba evidenced by a senior secured
promissory note in favor of Tryon (andfor any Transferes) in the form altached hereto as Exhibit A (the
*Note®). The execution and delivery of the Note shall not Eimit, reduce or otherwise affect the Obligations of
Scaramanga under this Agreement, and the rights and claims of Tryon under the Note shall not replace or
supersede Tryen's rights and clalms hereunder.

{b) Interest. The Advance shall bear interest on the outstanding principal amount thereof from
the Closing Date through the Initial Maturity Date at a rate per annum (computed on the basis of the aciusl
number of days elapsed over a year of 360 days) equal fo Prime Rate plus 6.75%. The interest shall be
compounded monthly. To the extent that there are funds available In the Collection Account {but only o
such extent), the interest shall be payable on each Seffiement Date in accordance with the terms hereof
and the Collection Account Management Agreement. Prior to the [nitial Maturily Date {or if the Inilial
Maturity Date is extended pursuant to Section 3(g} below, then prior to the Final Maturity Date), all accrued
and unpaid interest will be added to the balanca of the outstanding principal amount of the Advance on the
first day of each month. All accrued and unpaid interest shall be paid on the Inilial Maturity Dale, unless
the Initial Maturity Date is extended pursuant {o Section 3fe) below, in which case all accrued and unpaid
interest shall be paid on the Final Maturity Date,

{c) Upfront Fee. Scaramanga shall pay a fee in immedialely-avallable funds to Tryon in an
amount equal to $312,500 {the “Upfront Fes"). Once paid, the Upfront Fee is not subject to refund.

(d)  Default Interest Following the occurrence and during the continuance of an Event of
Default, in addition to and without limiting any of Tryan's otfier rights or remedies hereunder or under any
applicable law, the principal of, and all accrued and unpaid inferest on, the Advance shall bear Inferest,
from the date such Event of Default occurred untl the date such Event of Default is cured or waived by
Tryon in wriling in accordance herewith, at a rale per annum equal lo 3.00% in excess of the then
applicable interest rate (as described in Section 3(b) or 3{e}, as appliceble) (the “Default Interest”).

{e) Initial Maturity Date; Extension. To the extent that any portion of the Obfigations is
culstanding on or after the Initial Maturity Date, subject fo the absence of a Default ar Event of Default (as
certified by an officer of Scaramanga oh the Inifial Maturity Date), the Initial Maturity Date will be
automatically extended for two'(2) years; provided, that Interest on the Advanca shall conlinue to accrue
fram the Inittal Maturity Date thraugh the Final Maturily Dale at a per ennum rate equal to 3.00% in excess
of the then applicable interest rate calcufated pursuant to Section 3(b or 3{d), as applicable.

i3] Repaymsnl. Scaramanga shall repay in full the Advance Principal and any accrved and
unpaid interest thereon and any other Obligations {other than contingent indemnification Obligations)
outstanding under the Transaction Documents on or prior ta the Final Maturity Date. Any Chligations {ofher
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than contingent indemnification Obligations) that remain gulstanding as of the Final Maturity Date shall be
immediately due and payab!s in fult by Scaramanga without presentment, demand, protest or ofher notice
of any kind, all of which are hereby waived by Scaramanga. If and to the extent Scaramanga fails to pay
the outstanding Obfigaticns (other than confingent indemnification Obfigations) In full on the Fina! Maturity
Date, then in addition to and without limiting any of Tryon's other rights or remedies hereunder or under
applicable law, Artist shall be fiable under the Guaranty for payment of the culstanding Chligaficns, as
maore fully described in the Guaranty.

(o) Prepayment. Scaremanga shall have the right, at any time and from time to time,
to prepay, in full or In part, the Advance pursuant to the Note andfor otherwise payable under the
Transaction Documents; provided, that Scaramanga shall pay a non-refundable fee in an amount equal to
the Prepayment Percentage of the amount so prepaid. For purpases of clarily, no prepayment may be
made with amounts that constitute or which are derived from Particlpations. Scaramanga shall give Tryon
written notice of its infention to make any such prepayment, specifying the date and amount of prepayment.
The notice must be received by Tryon at least five (5) business days in advance of the prepayment. Once
such notice of prepayment has been given, the principal amount of the Advance specified in such notice
shall become due ‘and payable on the prepayment date specified thersin, Each voluntary parlial
prepayment shall be in an amount not less than One Hundred Thousand Dallars (5100 (000) or such greater
amount that is an integral muttiple of One Hundred Thousand Dellars ($100,000) or, in each case, if less,
the entire principal amount thereof then outstanding principal amount of the Advance.- All prepaymenis
shall Include payment of accrued and unpaid interest on the principal amount so prepaid and shall be
appled to payment of interest hefore application to principal. Gnce repaid, the Advance cannot be
reborrowed.  Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in this Section 3{q), Scaramanga may
rescind any nofice of prepayment given under this Section 3(g) in anficipation of a proposed refinancing of
the Advance provided hereunder if such refinancing is not consummated or Is otherwise delayed; provided,
that Scaramanga shall promptly (but in any event within ten {10) Business Days after any such rescission)
compensate Tryon for any loss, cost or expense incumed by Tryon as a result thereol,

() Desmed Advance. To the extent that the Tryon Closing Expenses and/or the Upfront Fee
is not paid In full in Immediately available funds on the Closing Date, such unpald perion of the Tryon
Closing Expenses and the Upfront Fee shall be added to the Advance Principal and shall be deemed apart
of the Advance Principal for all purposes hereunder,

{i) Collestion Account. All Participations shafl be remitted direclly into a collection account fo
be established by Fintage Collection Account Management B.V. {the “Callection Accounl Manager®) in
New York (the "Coftection Account”). Scaramanga shall require the Studio Distributor to execute the
Notices of Assignment and cause the Studio Distributor fo pay all Parficipations on a-continuing and
cumulative basis, directly to the  Coliection Accounl. In the event Scaramanga or Artist recalves any
paymsnt on account of any Participation (inctuding, without imitaficn, any audit settfements relating to the
Participations), which payment should have been remitted directiy to the Collection Account, Scaramanga
shall {and shall cause Arfist to} promptly, and in any event, within five (5} business days, remit such
payment or proceeds o the Collection Account to be applied in accordance with the terms hereof,
Immediately upon the establishment of the Cellection Accourt and the execution of the Collection Account
Management Agresment, the Collection Account Manager shalt enter Info the Collection Account Control
Agreement in faver of Tryon to perfect Tryon's fien in such Collection Account.
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0 Allocation of Gross Recelpts. The Parties shall engage the Collecion Account Manager {o
collect Participations and disburse such amounts pursuant o the terms of this Section 3(]) and otherwise in
accordance with the terms of the Collection Accotint Management Agresmenl. So long as-no Event of
Defautt has occurred and Is continuing, the gross amounls received in the Collection Accaunt on account of
the Participations (*Gross Receipls”) will be distributed within ten (10) business days of such receipt
(each, a “Settlement Date”) in accordance with the following order of priority, and pursuant to the terms of
the mutuzlly approved collection account management agresment (the “Collection Account Management

Agreement’);

Eirst, o the Collection Account Manager in payment of its fees and expenses pursuant to
lhe Collection Account Management Agreement;

Second, {¥) 40% of the Gruss Receipts derived from the exploitation of Picture 1, Picture
2, Picture 3 and Picture 4 to the Tax Reserve Account and (y) 33.33% of the Gross Recelpts derived from
the exploitation of Picture 5 to the Tax Reserve Account;

Third, to the Advisors as set forth on Schedule 4(m); provided, thal (x} the aggregate
amount payabls with respect to Picture 1, Picture 2, Picture 3 and Piclure 4 on each Setflement Date
pursuant to this paragraph shall not exceed 20% of the Gross Receipts derived from the exploitation of
Picture 1, Picture 2, Ficture 3 and Picture 4 that are bsing distributed on such Setfiement Date and (y) the
aggregate amount payable with respect to Picture 5 on each Settlement Date pursuant to this paragraph
shall not exceed 22.22% of the Gross Receipts derived from the exploitation of Picture 5 that are being
distributed on such Seltlement Date;

Fourth, to Tryon for payment of any fees and expenses due and paysble under the
Transacton Decuments; ‘

. Fifth, to Tryon In an amount equal to any accrued and unpaid interest (including any
accrued Default Interest) on the Advance;

Sixth, fo Tryon until Tryon has been fully repaid the Advance and any other oulstanding
Obligations (other than confingent indemnification Obligations); and

Seventh, so long as no Default or Event of Default has occurred and is continuing, al
remaining Gross Receipts, if any, §ha[l be _remitted to an aceount designated by Scaramanga.

)  Payments in Gengral. Al payment lo be made by Scaramanga to Tryon shall be mads
without reduction, reserve, discount, withholding, credit, set-off, recoupment or counterclaim, and
imespective of any claim which Scaramanga or any of its affiliates may have against Tryon,

)] Intsrest Adjustments. -If the provisions of this Agreement or the Note would at any time
otherwise require payment to Tryan of an amount of inferest in excess of the maximum amount then
penmitted by the law applicable to the Advance, such interast payments to Tryon shall be reduced to the
extent necessary so as to ensute that Tryon shall not receive inferest in excess of such maximum amount.
To the extent that, pursuant to the foregoing sentence, Tryon shall receive interest payments hereunder ot
under the Note in an amount less than the amount otherwise pravided, such deficit (the “Interast Deficit”)
will cumulate and will be carried forward {without Interest) until the termination of this Agreement. Interest
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otherwise payabte to Tryon hereunder and under the Note for any subsequent period shall be increased by
the maximum amount of the Interest Deficht that may bé so added without causing Tryon lo recelva inferest
in excess of the maximum amount then permitted by the law applicable fo the Advance. The amount of the
Interest Deficit relating o the Advance shall be treated as a prepayment premium and pald In full at the
time of any oplional prepayment by Scaramanga to Tryon of all the oufstanding Advance. The amount of
the Inferest Deficlt relating to the Advance at the time of any complete payment of the Advance at that time
outstanding (other than an optional prepayment thereof) shall be canceled and not paid {and if previcusly
paid shall be refunded to Scaramanga).

(m)  Receipl of Participations by Tryon After Termination. f Tryon receives any amount

with respect to the Participations after the payment in full of the Obligations and the termination of the
Advance Agreemsnt, Tryon shall hold such amount in trust for Scaramanga and within two (2)
business days following the receipt of a written notice from Scaramanga, deposit such amount {subject
to any applicable bank charges) into a bank account designated by Scaramanga in such written notice.

4, Representations, Warranlies and Agreemenls of Scaramanga. Scaramianga hereby makes the
following representations and wamanties to, and agreemenis with, Tryon, aft of which shall survive the
execulion and defivery of this Agreement and the issuance of the Note:

(a) Extstence. It is duly incorporated, validly existing and in good standing under the laws of
the State of Califomnia. }

: Authority and Binding Agreements. It has'all necessary right, power and authority to enter
into, deliver and perform this Agreement and the other Transaction Documents to which It is a party {and
the transactions contemplated hereby and thereby); execulion, defivery and performance of this Agreement
{and the other Transaction Documents to which it Is a party) has been duly authorized by all necessary
action of its board of directors (or the equivalent body); and this Agreement (and the other Transaction
DBocuments to which it is a party) constitules the vatid, binding and enforceable obligation of Scaramanga
enforceable agalnst It In accardance with its respective terms, except as enforcement may be limited by
bankruptcy, insolvency, reorganization, moratorium or similar laws refating to or Lmiting creditors' rights
generally or by equilable principles refating to enforceability.

(c) No Violation. The execution, delivery and performanca of this Agreement and the other
Transaction Documents i) have not constituled or resulted in, and will not constitute or result in, the breach
of any provision of its charler, by-aws or olher formation documents; (ii) will ot constitute a violation of any
applicable law, judgment, decree or gavemmental order, rule or regulation; (iii) will not result in a breach of
or constifute a default under any agreement, indenturs, loan, credit agreement, lease, undertaking or other
contract to which it s a party or by which it or any of ils properies may be bound or affected-except to the
extent such breach or default could not reasonably be expected to result in a Material Adverse Effect and
(iv) will not resuit in or require the creation or imposition of any lien, charge, morgage, pledge or
encumbrance on, or securily Interest or otier charge of any nature upon or with respect to the Collateral
other than pursuant fo this Agreement or the other Transaction Decuments.

@ Govemment Approvals; Other Consents. No approval, consent, exemption, authotization,
or other aclion by, or netice o, or filing with, any govemment authority or reguiatory body or any other
person s necessary or required In connection with () the execution, delivery or performance by, or
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enforcement agains?, it of this Agreement or any other Transaction Documents, or for the consummation of
the transactions contemplated hereby, (i) the granl by it of the liens pursuant to the Transaction
Documents, (ii} the perfection or maintenance of the liens created under the Transaction Documents or
(iv) the exercise by Ttyan of ifs rights under the Transaction Documnents or the remedies in respect of the
Collateral, except for {2} filings and other actions necessary to perfect the liens on the Coflalerat granted by
it or Artist in faver of Tryon and (b) approvals, consents, exemptions, authorizations, actions, notices and
filings which have been duly ebtained, taken, given or made.

()] No Conflicting Inferest. It has nol made any grant or assignment of any inferest.in the
Collateraf other than the grant and assignment contemplated by the Transaction Documents. There are no
outstanding liens, ¢laimis, charges, or encumbrances on the Collateral other than those granted pursuant to
the Transacfion Documents or the Pemitted Lien.

{0 Ovmership. it solely and exclusively owns and controls; without any limitations or
restrictions whatsoever, ali rights in and to the Participations.

)] Services Agreements.

() Attached hereto as Schedule 4{q) is a camect and complete list of all Services
Agreements that have been entered into between the Studio Distributor and Scaramanga with respect to
the Pictures as of the Closing Date. Qther than the Services Agreements set forth an Schedule 4(g), there
are no other agreements between Scaramanga andfor Artist, on the one hand, and the Studio Distributor,
on the other hand, with respect to any of the Pictures. Except as disclosed on Schedule 4fq), no Services
Agreement has been amended, modified or supplemented. Scaramanga has provided a copy of each of
the Services Agreements to Tryon.

{il} As of the dale hereof, Scaramanga has complied with all Services Agreements in
gli material respects. There is no material breach or default {or, to the knowledge of Scaramanga,
threatened breach or defaulf) by either party under any Services Agreement. it is expressly understood
that Tryon has not, assumed (and will not assumg) any obligations under any contracts entered into by
Scaramanga or Artist or otherwise relaled to the Piclures.

M)  Tothe best knowledge of Scaramanga, the Studio Distributor has ro rfght bo offset
or set off against the Participations, except fo the extent necessary to comply with applicable laws.

(1)) Security Interest. This Agreement and the other Transactions Docurments, when exscuted
and delivered, and logether with the fting of the appropriate UCC financing statements, will create and
grant fo Tryon a valid and perfected sewnty interest in the Collateral (pifor to all hens other than the.
Pemmitted Lien).

0] Agent Commissions. This Agreement (and the Transaction Documents contemplated
hereby) is not and will not be subject fo any claim against Tryon for fees or commissians by any agent or
representative of Scaramanga.

{i) Litigation. There is no pending or, to the knowledge of Scaramanga, threatened, action,
suit, investigation, litigation or proceeding afiecting Scaramanga's ability to collect the Perticipations. To
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the knowledge of Scaramanga, there is no pending or threalened action, suit, Investigation, litigation or
proceeding affecting the Pictures, which would reasonably be expected to have a Material Adverse Effect,

(k) Disciosure. None of the statements, representations or warranfies made by Scaramanga
in this Agreement or any of the other Transaction Documents or in any financial statements or other
records or reparts furnished to Tryon in connection with the transactions contemplated herein contains any
untrue statement of a material fact or omits any material fact necessary In ‘order to make the stalements
made not misleading in light of the clrcumstances under which such statements were made.

m Eicfiticus Nams, It has not done, is nof doing business and does notintend fo do business
other than under its full legal name (including under any trade name or other “daing business as° nama).

{(m)  Advisors. Schedule 4fm) sets forih (j) the outside agent, legal counsel, business manager
and the other professional advisors (collectively, "Advisors®} that provide services to Artist andor
Scaramanga in connection with the Pictures and {if) Scaramanga's cbligations fo pay professional or
services fees o each such Advisor. It is agreed that Schedule 4(m) may be updated from time to time by
‘Scaramanga by delivering ten {10) business days' prior wrilten notice to Tryon,

(n)  Taxes. It has (i} tmely filed or caused to be timely filed all income and other material tax
returns required fo have been filed by it and all such tax retums are true and comect In all material respects
and {ii) duly and Bmely paid or caused lo be duly and timely pald all taxes (whether ar not shown on any tax
retum), if any, due and payable by it and all assessments received by it, except taxes {x) thal are being
contested in good faith by appropriate proceedings. and for which it has sst aside on ils books adequate
resetves in accordance with GAAP or (y) the aggregate emount at issue of which is not materal, It has
made adequate provision in accordance with GAAP for all taxes not yet due and payable. It has no
knowledge of any propased or pending tax assessments, deficiencies, audils-of other proceedings and no
proposed or pending {ax assessments, deficlencies, audits or other proceedings have resulted, or could,
individually or in the aggregate, reasonably be expected fo result, in a Material Adverse Effect.

(o) Principal Place of Business, ele. The chief execufive office and principal place of
administration and of the business of Scaramanga is localed al the address specified In Section 11(a), and
the records relating to the respective accounts and contract rights of Scaramanga are located at such
address.

(r) Subsidiaries. It has no subsidiaries.”
(@  Soivency. Cr the Closing Date after giving effect to the transactions contemplated
hereunder, itis solvenf, * - - )

() - Exsting Guarantee. It has not guaranteed any obligations of any third person other than
one or more unsecured guarantee(s) in favor of City National Bank made in connection with one or more
unsecured extensions of credit from City National Bank to Artist in an amount not greater than $5,000,000
(collectively, the *GNE Guarantee”).

| 5. Covenants.
I
1
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(a)  Affirmative Covenants, From the date hereof and for so long as this Agreement shall be in
effect, any amount shall remain culstanding under the Nole, or any other Obligation {(other than .any
cenfingent indemnification Okiigation) shall remain unpaid or unsatisfied , Scaramanga agrees that it will:

: ] Compiiance with Law. Gomply with, and cause its praperties to be maintained and
used in accordance with, all laws, rules and regulations applicable to it or ils properties, except where the
faiiure to do so would not reasonably be expecled to result in a Material Adverse Effect;

{ii) Payment of Taxes, Ete. Pay and discharge before the same shall become
delinquent, (A) all material taxes, assessments- and govemmental charges or leviss Imposed upon 1t or
upon its property and (B) all fawful claims that, if unpald, might by law become a lien upon its property;
provided, that no such amount nead to be paid if being contested In good faith by appropriate proceedings
and for which it has set aside on its books adequate reserves in accordante with GAAP;

(i  Collections. Exercise, and use reasonable best efforts to cause all retevant third
parties to exercise, the same degree of diligence, care and effort in connaction with billing, coflecting and
reporting Gross Receipts in @ manner consistent with its prudent business practices;

{v)  Preservation of Existence, Elc. Preserve and maintain its existence as a
corporation, and its rights {charter and statutory) and authotity In alf materal aspects; :

W) Accounting; Audit Rights.

{A) Deliver to Tryon each Participations slalement, any Pariicipations
estimates, notices from the Studio Distributor relating to the Participations and any other materal
correspondence that Scaramanga receives from the Studio Distributor with respect to the Pictures or the
Services Agreements within ten (10) business days upon Scaramanga's receipt thereof;

(B Keep complete and accurate books of records and account relating to the
Plctures (all of which are hereinafter referred to as “records™) and permit Tryon or eny agenls or
tepresentatives thereof, at the expense of Tryon, to audit the applicable records at the ptace where
Scaramanga maintalns the same in order fo vesify the Participations or to examine and make coples of and
zhstracts from the records that are related to the Coliateral {it being understood that any such audit shall be
conducted upon reasonable advance notice by a reputable public accountant during reasonable business
hours in such manner as not to interfere with Scaramanga’s normal business activities; provided, that if an
Event of Default shall have occumred and be continuing, no such advance notice shall be requlred and such
‘examinations and audits shall be at the expense of Scaramanga);

(C)  (x) Promplly notlfy Tryon and its representatives of, and grant Tryon of its
agents or representatives access to, the resulls of all audits conducted by Scaramanga-of the Studio
Distributor or afty other third parties related fo the Pictures and (y) exercise its audit rights with respect to'
the Studio Distributor and any other third parties in a manner consistent with past practice and as
reasonably requested by Tryon from time lo fime; provided, that, if an Event of Defauli shall have occtmed
andg is centinuing, (l) Scaramanga shall exercise its audit rights under any Services Agreement with respect
fo any Picture at the direction of Tryon and otherwise take direction by Tryon o enforce the tems of the
Sendces Agreements end {I!} Tryon shall have the right to engage, at the expense of Scaramanga, en
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auditor to exercise, in the name of Scaramanga, the eudit rights of Scaramanga under the Services
Agreemen?,

(v  NonCollatersl Assets. Segregate the Collaleral from the rest of the assels of
Scaramanga and ensure that Scaramanga’s utilization of, or business operations related to, any of its non-
Collatera] assets will not adversely impact the Collateral or Tryon's rights or interest under the Transaction
Documents;

(vi)  Services Agreements, Perform and observe (dr, as applicable, cause Arfist to
perform and observe) in all material respécts the terms and provisions of the Services Agreements, and
malntain the Services Agreements in full force and effect; promptly enforce the Services Agreements in
aceordance with thejr respective terms (including the exercise of its audit rights under such agreements),
and not {and cause Arfist not to) tzke any action, or permit any action to be laken, that would release the
Studio Distibutor from any of its covenants or ohligations under any such agreements;

(vifl)  Nofices of Material Events. Pramplly nofify Tryon upon any officer of Scaramanga
abtaining knowledge of (A) any Default or Event of Default, (B) any action or event which could reasonably
be expected to materially and adversely affect the performance of Scaramanga’s obligations under this
Agreement or any other Transaction Documents, the repayment of the Advance, or the security interests
granted to Tryon under this Agreement or any other Transaction Documents; (C) any default under any
Services Agreement; (D) the commencement of any action, suit or proceeding affecting Scaramanga's
‘ability to callect the Parficipations and (to the extent such information is available to Scaramanga) the
Pictures; and (E) any proposed amendment to any Services Agreement; .

(i)  First Prority Securily lnteres't. Maintein the security interests created pursuant to
this Agreement and the other Transaction Documents with respact to the Collatera! at all imes in place and
parfected, with the priority contemplated by Adicle 9 below.

{x) Natice of Ceraln Changes. In the event (A} the name or any frade name of
Scaramanga is to be changed or modified in any manner; {B) Scaramanga proposes to change the state of
its organizaion (which Scaramanga cannot do without Tryon's prior writien consent), (C} the chief
executive office of Scaremanga is to be relocated ta a place other than its present address as stated in
Section 11(a} hereof, then Scaramanga shall so notify Tryon in wiiting ‘with ten (10) business days' prier
notice and, prior to marking any such change or modification, shall execute and dellver fo Tryon such
further documents and do such other acls and things as Tryon may reasonably request in order to carry out
the purposes of this Agreement; including, without limitation, assisting Tryon in the preparation of financing
statements or amendments necessary or desirable to continve and/or perfect Tryon's first pnonty securify
interest in the Coliateral; and

{(xd)  Informationat Covenants, Fumish or cause to be fumished to Tryon such
information relafing to the Services Agreements, business, properties, condition, eperation and affairs of
Scaramanga, financial or otherwise, as Tryan may reasonably request from lime to tme. If, subsequent to
making any information available o Tryon, Scaramanga becomes sware of any facts which would cause
the represeritation in Section 4¢k) to'no longer be true, Scaramanga shall promptly so nofify Tryon.

{xii) Inlerim Receipts. If Scaramanga or Artist receives any amount with respect to the
Participations between September 30% ard the Closing Date (both inclusive), Scaramanga shal! {and shalt
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cause Artist to) hold such amount in trust for Tryon prior to the Closing Dafe, and within two (2) business
days after the Closing Date, deposit such proceeds into the Colfection Account for distibution In
accordance with the terms of this Agreement and the Collection Account Management Agreement.

{b) Megative Covenants. From the date hereof and for s0 fong as this Agreement shall be In
effect, any amount shall remain outstanding under any Note, or any other QObligation (other than any
contingent indemnification Obligation) shall remaln unpaid or unsalisfied, Scaramanga agrees that it wil
not

] Liens. Create, incur, assume or suifer to exist any lien, charge, mortgage, pledge
or encumbrance on, or securily inferest or other charge of any nature on or with respect fo the Coilateral
(whether now owned or hereafler acquired), or fite (or penmit to be filed), under the UCC of any jurisdiction,
a financing statement that names Scaramanga as debtor with respect to the Collateral (unless otherwise
contemplated by the Transacticn Documents), or slgn any secunly agréement authorizing any secured
party thereunder to file such financing statement, or assign any accounts or oiher right to receive the
Participations; provided, that it Is acknowledged and agreed that the depositary bank with respect to the
Tax Reserve Account may have a banker's lien under applicable law, and such lien shall be a permitied
fien for all purposes hereunder (such bankers' Hen in the Tax Reserve Account, the “Permitted Lien®);

(i) Debt. Create, incur, assume or suffer to exist, any debt that is secured by-any of
the Collateral or any.other indebtedness in excess of $250,000 at any time outstanding that has regourse fo
Scaramanga, other than the CNB Guarantee;

(i) Mergers, Etc. Enter into. any transaclion of consolidation or merger with or into
any other person or wind up, liquidate or dissolve its affairs or authorize or issue any new shares urjess
such new shares ara pledged to Tryon purstant to the Pledge Agreement;

(iv)  Disposition of Collateral. Sell, lease, transfer, assign (by operation of law or
otherwise) or otherwise dispose of, or grant any aption with respect 1o, direclly or indirectly {or agree to any
of the foregoing at any future time), all er any of the Colfateral;

v Dividends / Distributions, Oeclare or pay any distributions or dividends ather than

(A dislnbutmns or dividends of assefs cr amounts not directly or indirectly constituting Caflateral, any

Interest therein or any asset derived therefrom (including the declaration or payment of tax distributians fo

Artist aftributable to the non-Collateral income or assets of Scaramanga), (B) the proceeds of the Advance

_on the Closing Date to Ariist or {C) to the extent such distibutions or dividends will not adversely lmpact the
Collatera! ar Tryon’s rights or interests under the Transaction Documents in any respect;

{(d)  No Pelition. Commence any case, proceeding or other action (A} under. any
existing or future iaw of any jurisdiction, domestic or foreign, relating to reorganization or relief of debtors,
seeking to have an order for relief entered with respect to it, or seeking to adjudicate it as bankrupt or
insolvent, or seeking reorgantzation, amangement, adjustment, winding-up, fiquidation, dissolution,
compasition or other refief with respect to it or its debls; or (B) seeking appointment of a receiver, trustes,
custedian, conservalor or ofher simiar official for it or for all or any substantial part of its assels, or
otherwise making a general assignment for the benefit of its creditors;
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(vii)  No Amendments. Amend, medify or terminate any of the Services Agreements
without Tryon's prior written consent in each instance {not to be unreascnably withheld or delayed) or
assign or ransfer any rights or delegats any cbligations under such Services Agreements;

(vil) - Guarantes. (i) Grant, enfer into or otherwise become obligated for any guarantee
(secured or unsecured) In favor of any third perstn (other than the CNB Guarantes) or (i) upsize the CNB
Guarantee or any cbligations of Scaramanga thereunder or otherwise dmend the CNB Guarantee in a
manner that is detrimental fo Scaramanga.

(i)  Parlicipations, Asser, acknowledge or otherwise claim that the Participations
conslitute wages or lake any other aclion (or permit Artist to take any other action) that otherwise
challenges the validity or enforceability of the assignment of the Participations contemptated hereunder in
respect of such Participations constituting wages (and Scaramanga heréby waives, relinguishes and
releases any such claim o the fullest extent pemmnitted by law).

6. Events of Default. in case cne or more of the following events {each, an “Event of Default”) shall
have accurred and be conlinuing: .

)] Breach of Representation or Wantanly. Any representation or warranty of Scaramanga or
Artist contained in any Transaction Document or any statement or representation made by Scaramanga in
any report, financial statemant, Participations statement, certificate or other document delivered to Tryon is
false or misleading In any malenial respect when made or delivered;.

[13)] Failure fo Pay. Default in fhe payment of all or any part of the principal or the interest on
the Advance as and when the same shall become due and payable hereunder, whether by reason of
maturity, mandatory prepayment, acceleration or otherwise; .

{c) Breach of Certain Covenanls. Default shali be made by Scaramanga in the due
observance or performance of any covenant, condition or agreement contained in Seclion S{a){ivl, Ssclion

5(a)viil) or Saction 5(b};
{d)  Breach of This Agresment or Other Transacfion Documents. Default shall be made by

Scaramanga in the due observance or peformance of any other covenant, condition or agresment to be
ohserved or performed pursuant lo the terms of this Agreement or any other Transaction Document, and
such defauilt shall continue unremedied for fiftean (15} business days afier the eadier of {i)-Scaramanga
receiving written notice thereof from Tryon, and (i} an officer of Scaramanga obtalning knowledge of such
QGCUMEnce; . .

(&)  Banknupley Receiver or Trustes, (i) A court having jurisdiction in the premises shali enter

a decree or order for refief in respect of Scaramanga in an involuntary case under the bankruptcy code or
under any other applicable bankruptey, insclvency or similar law now or hereafier in effect, which deéree or
order is nol stayed; or any other similer relief shall be granted under any applicable federal or state law; or
(it} en involuntary case shall be commenced against Scaramanga under the banlauptey code or under any
other applicable bankruptey, insolvency or similar law now or hereafter in effect; or a decree or order of &
court having jurisdiction in'the premises for the appointment of a receiver, liquidator, sequestrator. trustee,
custodian or other officer having similar powers over Scaramanga, or over all or a substantial part of its

- property, shall have feen entered; or there shalt have occurred the involuntary appeintment of an inferim
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receiver, trustes or other custodian of Scaramanga for all or a substantial part of its property; or 2 warrant.

of aftachment, execution or similar process shall have been issued against any substantial part of the
properly of Scaramanga, and any such event described in this sub-clause (i} shall continue for 60 days
unless dismissed, bonded or discharged;

] Insolvency. (i} Scaramanga shall have an order for refief entered with respect to it or
commence a volunlary case under the bankiuptcy code or under any other applicable bankrupicy,
insolvency or similar [aw now or ereafter in effect, or shall consent to the enlry of an order for relief in an
involuntary case, or to the converslon of an involuntary case to'a voluntary case, under any such law, or
shall consent o tha appointment of or {aking possession by a receiver, trustee or other custodian for alfor a
substantial parl of its property; (if) Scaramanga shall maks any assignment for the benefit of creditors; . (ili)
Scaramanga shall be unable, or shall fail generally, or shall admit in wrifing lfs inabltity, 1o pay its debls as
stich debts become dus; or (iv) Ssaramanga shall adopt any resoiuhon or otherwise authorize any action to
approve any of the actions referred to in this paragraph;

()  Ardist Defeut. Failure on the part of Arlist to comply in any material respect with any
covenant or agreement in any Transacion Document;

()  Lien Priority, This Agreement, the Pledge Agreement, the Guaranty, any Account Control
Agreemenl, any UCC financing statemants or any other securily documentation executed by Scaramanga
or Arfist in favor of Tryon or any other security agreement securing the Cbligations (each a "Security
Document’} shall, for any reason {other than solely as the result of an action or faflure to act on the part of
Tryon) not be or shall cease ta be in full force and effect or shall be declared null and void or any of the
Security Documents shall not give or shall cease lo give Tryon the flens, or cease lo give Tryon the rights,
powers and privileges purported to be created thereby in favor of Tryon, supesior to and prior to liens and
other rights of alf third parties and subject to no other fiens (other than the Pesmitted Lien), or the validity or
enforceability of the Guaranty or the liens granted to, fo be granted, or purported fo be granted, by any of
the Security Documents shall be contested by Scaramanga or Artist;

] Judgment. Final judgment(s) for the payment of maney (to the extent nat paid or fully
covered by insurance) in excess of $250,000 In the aggregate shall be rendered against Scaramanga, and
within forty-five (45) days from the entry of such judgment it shall not have been discharged or stayed

pending appeal or which shall not have been discharged or bonded in full within forty-five {45) days from -

the entry of a final order of afﬁrmance an-appeal;

] Default ugder Services Agreemen!. A material default sha!l be made by Scaramanga or
Artis! under,. or a payment or accounting default shall be made by the Studio Diskributer under, any
Services Agresment, after giving effect to any applicable cure periods thereunder; or

{k} Change in Contral. A Change in Cantrol shall ocour; or

then, Tryon shall have, at Tryon's oplion, the right withoul preseniment, protest, notice or
demand of any kind, all of which are hereby expressly waived, to declare any or all Obligations to be
immediztely due and payable. if an Event of Default described in clause {e) or (f) hereof occurs, all of
the Obligations shall become immedialely due and payable without any presentment, protest, nofice,
demand, declaration or other act on the parl of Tryan, all of which are hereby expressly waived.
Failure o exercise the foregoing option on the happening of an Event of Defaull shiall not constitute a
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waiver of the right to exercise such option at any subsequent time with respect ta such default or any
subsequent defauit. Such remedies shall be in addition 1o any other remedy available to Tryon
pursuant to applicable law or otherwise.

7. Remedies upon Defaull.

{a)  Remedies. - if any Event of Default shall occur and be continuing, then Tryon shall be
entiled 10 exercise, in respect of the Collateral, all of the rights and remedies available to a secured party
upon default under the UCG, including, without Umitation, the right to sell the Coliateral or any porfion
thereof and, in addition therelo, the rights and remedies provided for herein and in the other Transaction
Documents and such other rights and remedies as may be provided by faw or in equily. If any Event of
Default shall cceur and be confinuing, Tryen shall In addition have the following rights and remedies that
may, in Tryon's discration, be exercised either cumulatively or in the alternative:

{i) Tryon may require Scaramanga {o assemble the Collateral and maske 1t available
to Tryan at a place or places lo be designated by Tryon that is reasonably convenient fo both Parfies;

(i)  Tryon may, in its reasonable discretian, in its nams or In the name of Scaramanga,
or otherwise, demand, sue for, collect or raceive any money ar properly al any time payable or receivable
on account of or in exchange for, or make any compromise or settlement reasonably deemed desirable
with respect to, any of the Collateral, but shall be under no obligation so to do. Tryon shall consult with
Scaramanga with regard to such matters, provided that in all cases Tryon's decision shall be final. Tryon
may extend the ime of payment, aange for payment in installments, or.otherwise modify the term of, or
release, any of the Collateral, without thereby incuming respensibility to, or dischaming or otherwiss
affecting the liabllity of, Scaramanga, and Tryon will not be required to take any steps to preserve any rights
of or against any party that in any way relale to the Colfateral. If Scaramanga falls fo take any action
required under thig Agreement, any Services Agreement or any other Transacfion Documents to which it is
a party, Tryon may take all such actions as Tryon reasonably deems necessary to protect Tryon's security
interests in the Collateral and/or the value thereof, and Tryon is hereby authorized (without limiting the
general nalure of the authority hereinabove conferred) to pay, purchase, conlest or compromise any
encumbrances, charges cr liens that in the good faith Judgment of Tryon appear lo be equal to, priar to or
superior to the security interests of Tryon in the Collateral;

(i) Tryen may, withoul notice or demand or legal process, enfer upon any premises,
or wherever any portion of the Coflateral may be; and take possession of the Collaleral.together with all

addiions and accessories -therelo, demand and receive such possession from any Person who has. :

possession thereof, remove, keep.and store the Collaleral or any portion thereof, or put a custodian in
charge thereof, and take such other measures as It reasonably may deem necessary or proper for the cane
or pratection thereof;

(v}  Tryon may, with or without taking possession thereof, selt or cause 1o be sold, at
such price or prices as Tryon, in its sole and absolute discrefion, shall defermine, and for ¢ash or on credil
or for future delivery, without assumption of any credi risk, all or any portion of the Collateral, at any public
or private sale, without demand of performance or nofice of intention to safi or of time or place of sale;
provided, however, that Tryon shall give Scaramanga reasonahle nolice of the time and place of any public
sale thereof or of the fime after which any private sale orother intended disposition thersof is to be made.
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The requirement of reasonable notice shall be met if notice of the sale or other intended disposttion Is
delivered or mailed, by registered mail, postage prepaid, fo Scaramanga as set forth in this Agresment or
such other address as Scaramanga may by notice have funished Tryon in writing for such purpose, at
least ten (10) days prior to the fime of such sale or other intended disposition. Such purchaser at any such
sale (Including, if applicabla, Tryon) shall hold the propery sold absalutely free from any claim or right of
whatever kind including any equily of redemption and Scaramanga heraby waives (lo the extent permitted
by 1aw) all rights of redemption, slay andfar appraisal that it now has or may have al any tima in the fulure
under any nule of law or statute pow existing or hereafter enacted. Any pubfic or private sale of the
Colfateral or any part thereof shall be held at such fime or times within ordinary business hours and af such
place or places as Tryon may fix in the notice of such sale. At any such sale, the Collateral, or any portion
thereof, to ba sold may be sofd in one fot as an entirety or in separate parcels as Tryon may (in its
reasonable discretion) determine and, if permitted by law, Tryon may bid (which bid may be, in whole orin
part, in the form of cancallation of indebtedness} for and purchase the Coliateral or any pertion thereof for

. the account of Tryon. Tryon shall not be obligated to make any sale of the whole or any parl of the
Collateral if it shall determine not to do so, regardiess of the fact that nolice of sale of the Collateral may
have been given. Tryon may by announcement at the fime and place fixed for sale, without prior notice or
publication, adjoumn any publis or private sale of the Collateral or cause the same 1o be adjoumed from time
to fime, and such sale may, without further notice, be made at the time and place to which the same was so
adjoumed. In case sale of afl or any part of the Collateral is made on credit ar for future delivery, the
Collateral so sold may be refained by Tryon unil the sale price is paid by the purchaser or purchasers
thereaf, but Tryon shall not incur any liability in case any such purchaser or purchasers shalf f2il to take up
and pay for the Collateral so sald and, in case of any such failure, such Coliataral may be sold again upon
like nofice;

] Tryon shali be entitled to the appointment of a receiver to take possession of all or
any portion of the Coflateral and to exercise such powers as the court shall confer upon the recsiver, and
Scaramanga, to the fullest exlent permitted by law, hereby walves notice and the right to receive notice of
any application by Tryon for such appointment; provided, however, that Tryon shall endeavor to send
Scaramanga & courtesy notice of such application although the failure to send such nofice shall not affect
Tryon's rights under this section or elsewhere hereunder and provided further that, notwithstanding any
such appfication or appointment, Tryon shall be entiled to apply, without notice to Scaramanga, any cash
or cash items constituting Collateral in the possession of Tryon to payment of Scaramanga's Obligations
under this Agreement, the Note and the other Transaction Documents;

{v)  Upon any sale of any item of Callateral by Tryon hereunder (whether by virlue of
the power of sale herein granted, pursuant to judicial process or otherwise), the receipt of Tryon shall be a
sufficient discharge to the purchaser or [purchasers of such item or items of Coflaterat so sold and such
purchaser or purchasers shall hot be obligaled to see to the application of any part of the purchase money
paid over to Tryon or be answerable in any way for the misapplication or nonapplication thereof; andfor

(viiy  Tryon or any holder of the Note is hereby authorized at any ime and from time to
time, without notice to Scaramanga (any such notice being’ expressly waived by Scaramanga), 1o set off
and apply any and all indebledness at any time owing by Tryon or such holder of the Note to or for the
credit or the account of Scaramanga against any and all of the then-due {including, but not limited to, those

| dua by reason of acceferation} Obligations of Scaramanga now or hereafler existing under this Agreement,
* the Nole or any other Transaction Document, imespective of whether er not Tryon or such holder of the
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Note shall have made any demand under this Agreemenl, the Nole or any other Transaction Document.
Tryon agrees promplly to nolify Scaramanga after any such setoff and application. The rights of Tryon
under this subsection are in addition to other rights and remedies (Including, without limitation, other rights
of setoff) that Tryon may have,

(b)  Aoplication of Proceeds. Upon the occumence and during the continuance of an Event of
Default, except as expressly provided otherwise in this Agreement, all proceeds of the sals of Collateral by
Tryon hereunder, and all other monies received by Tryen pursuant to the terms of this Agreement (whether
through the exercise by Tryon of its rights of collection or otherwise) shall ke applied by Tryon in the
following order:

First: towand payment of all ouf-of-packet costs and expenses paid ar ncurred by Tryon in
enforcing this Agreement and the other Transaction Documents, in realizing on or protecting any Collateral
and in enforcing or collecting any Obligations or the Guaranty, including, without fimitation, court costs and
attomey’s fees and out-of-posket expenses incurred by Tryon;

Second: to pay the accrued but unpaid interest {including any Default Interest) on the
Advance;

Third: to pay the principal balance outstanding on the Advance;

Fourth: to pay any other amounts then due to Tryon hereunder, under the Note and under
any other Transaction Documents; and

Fifth: only If alt of the foregoing have been paid in full, to or as otherwise directed by
Scaramanga, or as a court of competent jurisdiction may otherwise direct,

B. Indemnification. Scaramanga hereby agrees fo indemnify, defend, protect and hold
harmless Tryon and Grosvenor Park Media GP Comporatlon and thelr respective officers, directors,
members, managers, partners, investors, employees, affiliates, advisors, agents and contralling persons
{collectively, the “indemnified parties”) from and against any and all losses, claims, damages and liabilities
to which any such person may become-subject arising out of or in connection with this Agreement, the
Advance or the use of any proceeds of the Advance, ar any iransaction contemplated by the Transaction
Documents or any claim, lifigafion, investigation or proceeding refating to any of the foregoing or the
security given for the Advance, whether or not any of such indemnified parffes is a parly thereto, and to
reimburse each of such indemnified parties upon demand for any legal or other expenses incurred in
connaclion with mvestlgahng ar defendmg any of the furegmng, gravfded, however, that such indemnity
resuit from the gross negligence, bad faith or willful mtsconduct of Tryon or any other indemnified party or
(B) resutt from a claim brought by Scaramanga against Tryon or any other indemnified party for the breach
of such party's obligations hereunder In which Scaramanga s the prevaillng parly (i.e., the party in whose
favar an award is issued). Sceramanga additionally agrees not to make any claim against any indemnified
party for any speclal, indirect, consequantial of punitive damages In respact of any breach or wrongful

: canduct (whether the claim therefor is based on contract, tort or dufy imposed by [aw) in connection with,
arising out of of in any way related to the transactions cantemplated and the relationship established by the
Transaction Documents, or any act, omission or event eccurring in connection therewith, and Scaramanga
hereby waives, releases and agreess not to sue upon any such claim for any such damages, whether or not

20 .

ommusTegsin T

CONFIDENTIAL EWC_BLOOM001052

NFPPNNNINNRAR



accrued and whether or not known or suspected to exisl In Scaramanga’s favor, Scaramanga shall not, -
without the prior written consent of Tryan, effect any settlement of any pending or ihreatened proceeding in

respect of which it or any other indemnified party Is a parly and indemnity could have been scught

hereunder, unless such seftlement (a) includes an uncendifional refease of Tryon and the otfier indemnified

parties from afl liability or claims that are the subject matter of such proceeding and (b} does not include a

statement as fo or an admission of fault, culpabitity, or a faflure to act by or on bshalf of Tryon or any other
indemnified parly. This Section 8 shall not apply with respect to Taxes other fhan any Taxes that represent
losses, clalms, damages, etc. arising from any non-Tax claim.

9, First Priority Securily interest.

(a) Grant of Seeurity Inferast. In order to induce Tryan {o enter into this Agreement
and to induce Scaramanga to perform the Secured Obfigations and in order to secure the due and punctual
payment and performance by Scaramanga of the Secured Obligstions, Scaramanga hereby pledges,
hypothecates, assigns, (ransfers, conveys, delivers and sefs over unto Tryon as securily, and hereby
grants Tryon a continuing lien and security interest in and o the Participations Coflateral. Tryon shall have
all the rights and benefits of a senlor secured party hereunder and under applicable law. The security
inferest granted hereby shall be a first priority securify interest, prior to all liens other than the Permitied
Lien. “Secured Obligations® means, collectively, (i) Scaramanga's ebligafion to repay, and Tryon's rights
to recoup andfor receive repayment of, the Advance and the interest thereon in accordance with the temms
of this Agreement and the Note, {il) Sceramanga's obligalion to pay the Upfront Fee and any other amounts
due and payable hereunder; (fi} the covenants made for the benefit of Tryon hersunder and (iv) all
reasonable and documented costs and expenses incured by Tryon In connection with the Faclity, the
enforcement and collection of the Advance and/or interest theredn, Including fhe resscnable and
documented fees, charges and disbursements of counsel to Tryon, in each case whether direct or indirect
{including those acquired by assumption), absolute ¢r contingent, due or to become due, now existing or
hereafler arsing. Scaramanga shall promptly execute and dellver to Tryon all further documents Tryon
may reasanably request to perfect, protect, evidence, renew andfor continue the security-interest hereby
granted and/or to effectuate any of the purpases and intents of this Ardicle 3. Scaramanga’s execution and
delivery 1o Tryon of the foregoing is of the essence of this Agreement.

()] Benefits Only. Upon the assignment to Tryon for security purposes hereunder and under
the other Transaction Documents of all of Scaramanga's right, fitte and inferest in and to the Services
Agreements and ail other agreements subject to Tryen's security interest hereunder and thereunder, Tryon
shali take an assignment only of the benefils of and shall not assume the obligations and liabilities under
each such agreement, and Scaramanga shall (and hereby agrees to) perform orcause to be performed &ll
of Scaramanga’s obfigations under each such agreement, and Scardmanga shall not be released from
such obligations by making such assignment.

(c) Authorization to File Financing Statemenls, Scaramenga hereby imevocably authorizes
Tiyon to fie UCC-1 financing statements and any amendments thereto or continuations thereof and ary
other appropriate security documents or instruments and fo give any nofices necessary or desirsble as

determined by Tryon to perfect the lien of Tryon in the Collateral. Scaramanga authorizes Tryon to use the
l description “all asse's” or a similar description in any such UCC-1 financing statement,
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{d) Termination ar Release. Upon the payment in full of the Obfigatlons in accordance with
the provisions hereunder, upon the request of Scaramanga, Tryon will execute a release or other
customary termination documents in connection with such payment; including termination of the
interest of Tryon under any Nolice of Assignment, any Account Control Agreements and the Collsction
Account Management Agreement, and Tryon wHl authorize the filing of appropriate termination
stalements or other documents fo reasonably evidence termination of the security interest granted
hereunder and under any other Transaction Documents, including UCC financing statements, and
Tryon agrees o execute such other documents and instuments as may be necessary or as
Scaramanga or the Artist may from time to time reasonably request in connection with the release of
the security interest and other ligns and claims granted under the Transaclion Documents.

10. Taxes

(@ Payments Free of Taxes, Any and alfl payments by or on account of any obligation of
Scaramanga under any Transaction Document shall be made without deduciion or withhalding fer any
Taxes, except as required by applicable law. if any applicable law (as determined in the goad faith
discretion of Scaramanga) requires the deduction or withhalding of any Tax from any such payment by
Scaramanga, then Scaramanga shall be entiled to make such deduction or withholding and shall imely
pay the full amount deducted or withheld io the relevant governmental authority in accordance with
applicable law and, if such Tax is an Indemnified Tax, then the sum payable by Scaramanga shall be
ncreased as necessary so that afler such deduction or withholding has been made (including such
deductions and withholdings applicable to additional sums paysble under this Section) the applicable
Recipient receives an amount equal to the sum it would have recelved had no such deduction or
withholding been made.

{b) Payment of Other Taxes by Scaramanaa. Scaramanga shall timely pay to the relevant
govemmental authorily in accordance with applicable law any Other Taxes.

(c) Indemnification by Scaramanga. Scaramanga shall indemnify each Recipient, within 10

. days after demand therefor, for the full amoeunt of any Indemnified Taxes (including Indemnified Taxes

imposed or asserted on or atiributable to amounts payable under this Section) payzble or paid by such

Recipient or required to be withhe!d or deducted from a payment to such Reclpient and any reasonable

expenses arising therefrom or with respect thereto, whether or not such Indemnified Taxes were carrecty

or legally imposed or asserted by the relevant govemmental autherity. A cerlificate as to the amount of
such payment or liabitity delivered lo Scaramanga by a Reciplent shall be conclusive absent manifest emor. -

{d) - Evidence of Paymenfs. As soon as praclicable after any payment of Taxes by
Scaramanga to a govemmenta! authofily pursuant to this Section 10, Scaramanga shafi deliver to an
applicable Recipient the original or a certified copy of a receipt issued by such govemmental authority
evidencing such payment, a copy of the retum reporting such payment or other evidence of such payment
reasonably satisfactory {o the Recipient. ,

(€) Status of Reciplents. {j) Any Reclpient that is entitled to an exemption from or reduction of
[ withholding Tax with respect to payments made under any Transaction Documant shall dellver o
: Scaramanga, at the time or fimes reasonably requested by Scaramanga, such praperly complefed and
! executed documentation reasonably requested by Scaramanga as will permit such payments to be made
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without withho!ding or at a redisced rate of withholding. In addition, any Reciplent, if reasonably requested
by Scaramanga, shall defiver such other documentation prescribed by applicable law or reasonably
requested by Scaramanga as will enable Scaramanga te delerming whethér or not such Reciplent is
subject to backup withholding or information reporting requirements. Notwithstanding anything to the
canfrary in the preceding two sentences, the completion, execution and submission of such documentation
(other than such documentation set forth in Section 10{e)({){A), (ii)(B) and (i)(D) below) shall not be
reguired ¥ In the Recipient's reasonable judgment such completion, execution or submission would subject
such Reclpient to any materia} unreimbursed cost or expense or would materially prejudice the tegal or
commercial position of such Recipient

(if) Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, in the event that Scaramanga is a U.S. Person:

{A) any Recipient that is a U.S. Person shall deliver to¢ Scaramanga on or prior to the
date on which stch Recipient becomes a party to this Agreement (and from time to time thereafter
upon the reasonable request of Scaramanga), executed copies of IRS Form W-9 cerlifying that
Recipient is exempt from U.S. fedaral baékup withholding tax;

(B} any Fereign Recipient shall, to the exient it is legally entitled io do so, deliver to the
Scaramanga (in such number of copies as shall be requested by Scaramanga) on or prior to the date
on which such Foreign Reclpient becomes a party under this Agreement {and from lime to time
thereafter upon the reasonable request of Scaramanga), whichever of the following s applicable:

(1) in the case of a Forelgn Reciplent claiming the benefits of an income tax
treaty fo which the United States is a party {x) with respect to payments of interest
under any Loan Document, executed copies of IRS Form W-BBEN or W-8BEN-E, as
applicable, establishing an exemption from, or reduction of, U.S. federal withholding
Tax pursuant to the “interest" article of such tax freaty and {y) with respect fo any other
applicable payments under this Agrsement, the Note or any other Transaction
Document, IRS Form W-BBEN or W-8BEN-E, as applicable, establishing an exemptian
from, or reduction of, U.S. federal withholding Tax pursuant te the "business profits® or
“other income” arlicle of such tax freaty;

(2) executed copies of IRS Form W-BECI;

{3) in the case of a Foreign Recipient claiming the benefits of the exemption for
partfolio interest under Seclion 881(c) of the Cade, (X) a cerlificate substantially in the
form of Exhibit E-1 to the effect that such Foreign Recipient is not a *bank® within the
meaning of Section B81(c)(3){A) of the Code, a' “10 percent shareholder® of
Scaramanga within the meaning of Section 881{c)(3}B) of the Code, or a “controlled
foreign corporation® described in Section 881(c)(3){C) of the Code (a:°U.S. Tax
Compliance Certificate™) and (y) execuled copies of IRS Form W-BBEN or. W-8BEN-E,
as applicable; or

| {4} to the exfent a Foreign Recipient is not the beneficial owner, executed
copies of IRS Form W-8IMY, accompanied by IRS Farm W-BECI, IRS Form W-BBEN
or W-BBEN-E, a U.S, Tax Compliance Certificate substantially in the form of Exhibit E-
2 or Exhibit E-3, IRS Form W-9, andior other cerfification documents from each
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beneficial owner, as applicable; provided thal if the Foreign Recipient Is a parinership
and one or more direct or indirect pariners of such Foreign Recipient are claiming tha
porifolio interest exemptlon, such Forelgn Reciplent may provide a U.S. Tax
Compliance Cerfificate substantially in the form of Exhibit E-4 on behalf of each stich
direct and indirect pariner;

{C) any Foreign Recipient shall, to the extent it is legally entitied fo do so, deliver ta
Scaramanga (in such number of copies as shall be requested by Scaramanga) on or prior fo the dale
on which such Foreign Recipient acquires an inferest in the Advance under this Agreement (and from
time to time thereafter upon the reasonable request of Scaramanga), executed copies of any other
form prescribed by applicable law as a basis for claiming exemption from or a reducton in U.S. federal
wilhholding Tax, duly completed, fogether with such supplementary documentstion as may be
prescribed by applicable law to permit Scaramanga to defeimine the withholding or deduction required
to be made; and

(D) if a payment made to a Recipient under this Agreament, the Nole or any other
Transaction Document would be subject to U.S. federal withholding Tax imposed by FATCA if such
Recipient were to {2l fo comply with the applicable reparting requirements of FATCA (including those
contained fn Section 1471{b} or 1472(b) of the Code, as applicable}, such Recipiant shall deliver to the
at the fime or times prescribed by law and at such time or imes reasonably requasled by Scaramanga
such dogumentation prescribed by applicable law (Including as prescribed by Section 1471(b){3)(C){j)
of the Cade) and such additional documentation reasonably requested by Scaramanga as may be
necessary for Scaramanga fo comply with its obligations under FATCA and to defermine that such
Recipient has complied with such Recipient’s cbligations under FATCA or to determine the amount to
- deduct and withhold from such payment. Solely for purpases of this clause (D), "FATCA" shall include
any amendments made to FATCA after the date of this Agreement.

Each Reciplent agrees that if any form or cerification it previously delivered expires or
becomes obsclete or inaccurate in any respect, it shall update such form or cerlification or promptly
notify Scaramanga in writing of its legal fnability to do so.

4] Refunds. If any Recipienl determines, in ils sole discretion exercised in good faith, that it
has received a refund of any Taxes as {o which it has been Indemnified pursuant to this Section 10, it shall
pay to Scaramanga an amount equal to such rafund (but only to the extent of indemnily payments made
under this Section with respect 1o the Taxes giving rise to such refund), net of all out-of-pocket expenses
(including Taxes) of -such Recipient arid without interest {other than any interest paid by the refevant
govemmental authority with respect to such refund), Scarsmanga, upon the request of such Reciplent,
shall repay to such Recrplenl the amount pald aver pursuant 1o this paragraph (f) (plus any penalties,
'Interes_l or other charges Imposed by the relevant governmental authority) in the event that such Reciplent
is required o repay such refund fo such govemmental authority, Nolwithstanding anything to the contrary
in this paragraph (f}, in no event will a Recipisnt be required to pay any amount to Scaramanga pursuant fo
this paragraph {f) the payment of which would place the Recipienl in a less favorable net after-Tax position
than the Recipient would have been in if the Tax subject to indemnification and giving fise to such refund
had not been deducted, withhel or othenvise imposed and the Indemnificaticn paymenis or additional
amounts with respect to such Tax had never been paid. This paragraph shall not be construed to require
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any Recipient to make available its Tax retums (or any olher informalion relating fo its Taxes that it deems
confidentiaf) to Scaramanga or any other Person,

(a) Mitigation ObrgafionS', Replacement of Lenders.

)] If any Recipient requests compensation under this Section 10, then such
Recipien! shall {at the request of Scaramanga) use reasonable sfforts to designate a different lending office
for funding cr boaking the Advance hereurder or to assign its rights and cbligations hereunder to another of
its offices, branches or affiliates, if, in the judgment of such Recipient, such designation or assignment
{A) would éliminate ot reduce amounts payable pursuant to this Section 10 in the future, and (B} would not
subject such Recipient to any unrelmbursed cost or expense and would not otherwise be disadvantageous
fo such Reciplent. Scaramanga hereby agrees to pay all reasonable cosls and expenses incurmed by any
Retipient in connection with any such designation or assignment.

(i If any Recipient requests compensation under this Section 10 and such
Recipient has declined cr is unable to designate a different lending office in accordance with Section
10(f){i), then Scaramanga may, at is sole expense and effort, upon notice to such Reciplent, require such
Reciplent to assign and delegate, without recourse {In accordance with and subject to the restrictions
contained In, and consents required by, Section 11, all of its interests, rights (other than Tts existing rights fo
payments pursuant to this Section 10) and obligations under this Agreement and the related Transaction
Documents to an eligible assignee that shall assume such obligations (which assignee may he another
Recipient, if a Reciplent accepts such assignment); provided that:

(A)  such Recipieat shall have teceived payment of an amount equal
to the cutstanding principal of its share of the Advance, acerued interest thereon, accrued fees and alf other
amounls payable to it hereunder and under the other Transaction Documents from the assignee (to the

~extent of such qutstanding principal and accrued inferest and fees} or Scaramanga (in the case of all other
amounfs);

{B)  such assignment will result in a reduction In such amounts ewad
under this Section 10 thereafter; and

. [
{C}  such assignment does not conflict with applicable faw.

A Recipient shall not be required to make'any such assignment or delegation if, prior thereto, as a result of
a walver by such Recipisnt or otherwiss, the circumstances entiling Scaramanga to require such
assignmenti and delegation cease to apply. }

{h) Survival. Each party's obligations under this Section 10 {other than Section 10(g))
shall survive any assignment of rights by, or the replacement of, a Recipient.and the repayment,
satisfaction or discharge of afl obligations under this Agreement, the Note or any other Transaction
Document.

f 11.  Miscellaneous.

{8) Notices. All nofices and other communications between the Parties herefo shall be In
writing and deemed received {j) when defivered In person or by facsimile or eleckronic means (wilh
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confirmalion of receipf), (i} the day after deposit with a nationally recognized courier for next day defivery,
or {iii} five (5) days after deposit in the United States mail, postage prepaid, certified or registered mail,

addressed to the other Party at the address set forth below (or at such other address as such other Party.

may supply by wiitten nofice):

If to Tryon:
Tryon Managamant Services Limited
Bison court
Road Town
Torlola _
British Virgin Islands

With a copy to: Wessex House, 2nd Floor
45 Reld Strest
Hamilton HM 12
Bermuda )
Aftin: Edward Allanby
Fax'No. +1 441 286 2713

With a cepy to: Grosvenor Park Media GP Corperation
1310 Montana Ave, 2nd Floor
Santa Monica, CA 90403
Altenticn: Joseph Kaczorowski
Fax No.: 310-393-7679

With a copy {which shall not constitute notice) to:

O'Melveny & Myers LLP

1959 Avenus of the Stars, Suite 700

Los Angeles, California. 90067

Altention; Sean Monroe and Ken Deutsch

Facsimile: (310) 246-6779

email: smonroe@orm,com and kdeutsch@omm.com

If to Scaramanga: Scaramanga Bros., Inc.
¢/o Joel Mandel
9100 Witshire Blvd, Suite 400W
Beverly Hills, CA 80212
Attention: Joel Mandg|
Facsimile: 310-271-0070
emall: joeltmg@aal.com

With a copy (which shall not constifute notice) to:
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Gibson, Dunn & Crittcher LLP
333 South Grand Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 80071
Attenticn: Linda L. Curlis
Facsimile: 213.229.6582 -

amail: LCurﬁs@gipsondunn‘com

) Confidentiality. Each Party understands that the cther Party has disclosed or may disclose
Information of a confidential nature, including, without limitation, know-how, ideas and other businass,
financial forecasts, strategles, and Information ("Confidential Infermation”) to the other Party.
Naotwithstanding any other provision hereof, “Confidential Information”™ shall Include Lhe identity of Artist, the
relationship between Artist and Scaramanga and the transactions contemplated hereunder, “Confidential
Information” does not include any information which (a) al the me of disclosure or thereafter Is genesally
available to and knawn by the public {other than as a result of a disclosuré directly or indirectly by the
receiving Party or its representatives in violation of this Agreement); (b) was lawfully in the possession of
the receiving Party without any restriction on use of disclosure prior to ifs disclosure hereunder; (c) was or
becomes available to the receiving Parly from a.source ofher than the disclosing Party; provided, that the
receiving Party daes not know such source disclosed -such information fa the receiving Party in viclation of
a confidentiality obligation to the dxsclosmg Pary; and provided, furttier; that such information shall become
Confidential Information upon the receiving Parly leaming or being advised of such cbligation; or (d) can be
shown by documentation fo have baen mdependentiy develaped by the receiving Party without reference to
any Confidentiat Information. Each Party receiving any Confidential Information hersunder (a “Receiving
Party’) from a disciosing Parly (a *Disclosing Parly”) agrees: (i} o hold the Disclosing Party's
Confidentiat Information in confidence and to take all reasonable precautions to protect such Confidential
Information; and (i} not to divulge any such Confidential Information or any information derived therefrom to
any person, except employees, officers, direclors, managers, agenls, advisors, attomeys, lenders,
investors, potenial lenders or investors, and other independent contraclers (callectively,
"Representatives”), In pach case who are under an chligation of confidentiality and who need to know
such Confidential Information for purposes-authotized under this Agreement (it being acknowledged and
agreed that each Receiving Party shall be liable for any breach of confidentiality by any of il
Representatives). Notwithstanding the foregoing sentence, no Party shall have any obligation to keep
confidential {x) any Confidential Information requested by any judicial, governmental, administrative or self-
regulatory body or pursuant to any judiciat or governmenta! process (provided, in such case, the Disclosing
Farty shalf timely inform the other Parly of stich request sa that the other Parly may attempt by appropriate
legal means to limit such disclosure and provided, further, that the Receiving Party shall disclose only such
information as is required by the govemmental entity) and {y} such Confidential lnformalion as may ba
required to enforce its rights under this Agreement.

{c)  Assignmenis and Parlicipaticns in the Advance.

® The terms of this Agreement and the Note shall be binding upon and inure to the
benefit of the heirs, sticcessors, and assigns of Scaramanga and Teyon. The Note shall not be canstrued
50 as fo confer any right or benefit upon any person or entity other than the Parties fo this Agreement.
Scaramanga may not assign or otherwise transfer its rights or obligations under fhis Agreernent or the Note
to any other person or entity without the prior written consent of Tryon, and any such assignment or fransfer
without Tryon's prior writlen consent shall be null and void.
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(i) 3o long as na Event of Default shall have occurred and be coatinuing, Tryon
may not assign any or all of its rights or obligations hereunder or any Interest herein of in or under any
Transaction Documants without the prior written consent of Scaramanga, such consent not to be
unreasonably withheld, conditioned or delayed, except (A) fo any controlied aifiliate of Tryon or
Grosvenor Park Media GP Corporation (B) fo a successor in interest to Tryon after a marger,
consolidation or simfiar transaction involving Tryon or (C) to any entity that acquires all or substantially
all of the assets of Tryon; provided, further, that unless otherwise instructed by Tryon In wriling,
Scaramanga shall continue to make aII payments due hereunder dirsctly to the Collection Account.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, no consent of Scaramanga shall be required with respect to any such
assignment if an Event of Defaull shall have dccurred and be continuing. The Parties to each such
assignment permitted hereunder shall execute an assignment agreement in form and substance
acceptable to Tryon (hereinafter an “Assignment and Acteptance’). Upon the effective date of any such
Assignment and Acceptance and recording of the assignment on the Register, (A} the assignee thereunder
shall, to the extent appl:cab[e be reated as if it was Tryon heretnder (each such assignes, an
“Additional Advancer*) and, in addition to the rights and obligations hereunder held by it immediately
prior to such effective dale, have the rights and obligations héreunder that have been assigned to it
pursuant to such Assignmenl and Acceptance and (B) Tryon shall, to the extent that rights and
obligations hereunder have been assigned by it pursuant fo such Assignment and Acceptance,
relinquish its rights and be released from its obfigations under this Agreement (other than ils
confidentiality obligations) (and, in the case of an Assignment and Acceptance covering all or the
remalning portion of Tryon's fights and obligations under this Agreement, Tryon shall cease to be a
Party hereto). In the event of an assignment permitted hereunder of a portion of its rights under this
Agreement and the Nofe (the “Original Note™), Scaramanga shall deliver to Tryon a new note to the
Addiliona) Advancer in an amount equal fo the principal amount assigned to such Additional Advancer
and a new nole payable to Tryon in an amount equal fo the principal amount retalned by Tryon
(coliectively, the “New Notes™). Such New Noles shall be in an aggsregate principal amount equal to
the principal amount of such Original Note delivered to Scaramanga, shall be daled the effective date
of the assignment and otherwise shall be subslantially identical to such Qriginal Note. Upon receipt of
the New Notes from Tryon, Scaramanga shall execute such New Notes and promptly daliver such New
Notes to Tryon. Upon recelpt of the executed New Notes from Scaramanga, Tryan shall return such
Qrigial Nole to Scaramanga marked “cancelled” Tryon and the Additional Advancer shall make all
appropriate adjustments in payments under the Note for periods prior to such effective dale directly
between themselves,

(i) Scaramanga a'grees that each Additional Advancer shall be entitled to the benefits
of the *Taxes" provision set forth. in- Article 10 above with respect to its purchase of any portion of the
Advance,

(W) By entering into an As§ignment and Acceptance, Tryon and the Additiona

Advancer thereunder confirm lo and agree with each other and the other Parties hereto as follows:
(A) other than as provided in such Assignment and Acceptance, Tryon makes no representation or
warranty and assumes no responsibifity with respect {0 any statements, wamanfies or representations
made in or in connection with this Agreement, the Note or any other Transaction Document or the
‘ execution, legality, validity, enforceabillity, genuineness, sufficiency or value of this Agresment, the Note or
any other Transaction Document; (B) Tryon makes no representation or wamanly and assumes no

‘ responsibility with respect to the financial condition of Scaramanga or any other entity thal is a party to a
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Transaction Document (collectively, the “Scaramanga Parties”) or the performance or observance by any
Scaramanga Party of any of ils obligations under this Agreement, the Note or any other Transaction
Document; (C) the Additional Advancer confirms that it has received a copy of the Note and the other
Transaction Documents, fogether with such ofher documents and information it has deemed appropriate 1o
make its own credit apalysis and decision to enter inte such Assignment and Acceptance; (D) the Additiona)
Advancer will, independently and without refiance upon Tryon or any ofher Additional Advancer and based
on such documents and information as it shall deem appropriate at the time, continue to make its own
credit decisions in taking or not taking action undsr this Agresment and the other Transaction Decuments;
and (E) the Additional Advancer agrees tha! it will perform in accordance with their terms alt of the
chiigations which by the terms of this Agreement and the other Transaction Documents are required fo be
performed by it as an Addilional Advancer.

W Scaramanga has designated Grosvenor Park Media GP Corporation,
acting solely for this purpose as a non-fiduclaty agent of Scaramanga, to maintain, at its office specified in
Section 11(a) hereof, or at such other office as may be designated in writing from time to time by Grosvenor
Park Media GP Corporation to Scaramanga and Tryon, a copy of each Assignment and Acceptance and a
register (the "Reglster”) for the recordation of the names and addresses of the assignors, asslgnees and
the principal amount of the Advance (and stated Interest thereon) (the "Registered Advances”) owing to
such assignors and assignees from fime fo fime. Nolwithstanding anything to the contrary in this
Agreement or any nole exectifed pursttant hereto, the entries in the Register shall be conclusive and
binding for all purposes, absent manifest eror, and Scaramanga and Tryon may treat each entily whase
name Is recorded In the Register, to the extent applicable based on the applicable Assignment and
Acceptancs, as if it was Tiyon for all purposes of this Agreement The Register shall be available for
inspection by Scaramanga and Tryon at any reasonable time and from time to time upen reasonable prior
natice.

{v)  Upon the execution of any Assignment and Acceptance in accordance
with this Section 11(c}, logether with any promissory notes subject to such assignment, Grosvenor Park
Media GP Corporation shall record the information contained therein in the Register,

{vi} A Registered Advance (and the registered note, if any, evidencing the same) may
be assigned or sold in whole or in part anly by regisiration of such assignment or sale on the Register {and
each registered note shall expressly so provide). Any assignment or sale of all or part of such Registered.
Advance (and the registered notg, if any, evidencing the same) may ke effected only by registration of such

. assignment or sale on the Register, together with the surrender of the registered note, if any, evidencing

© the same duly endorsed by {or accompanied by a written instrument of assignment or sale duly executed

by} the holder of such registered note, whereupon, at lhe request of the designated assignee(s) or . -
Iransferee(s), one or more. new registered notes in the same aggregate principal amount shall be issued to
the designated assignee(s) or transleree(s). Prior to the registration of assignment or sale of any
Registered Advance (and the registered note, If any, evidencing the same), Tryon shall reat the entity in
whose name such Registered Advance (and the registered nate, if any, evidencing the same) is registered
as the owner thereof for the purpose of receiving all payments thergon, notwithstanding notice to the
contrary. Any attempted assignment or transfer by any party herelo that fails to satisfy the requirements
set forth in clauses (f) through (vii) of this Section $1(c) shall be null and void,
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(viiy  Tryon may sell pariicipations lo one or more banks or other enfifiesincrto allora
portion of its rights and chligations under this Agreement and the other Transaction Dogcuments {including,
without fimitation, aft or & portion of the Advance); provided, thal, Scaramanga's prior written consent shall
be required with respect lo any such sale so long as no Event of Defaull shall have occurred and be
continving; provided further, that (A) Tryon's obligations under this Agreement (including without
Timitation, the Advance} and the other Transaction Documents shall remain unchanged; (B) Tryon shall
remaln solely responsible fo the other Parlles hereto for the performance of such obligations, and
Scaramanga shall continue to deal solely and directly with Tryon in connection with Tryon's rights and
obligations inder this Agreement and the other Transaction Documents; and (C) a participant shali not be
entitied to requlre Tryon to take or omit lo take any action hereunder except (1) action directiy effecling an
extension of the malunty dates or decrease in the principal amount of the Advance, (2) aclion directly
effecting an extension of the due dates or a decrease in the rate of interest payahile on the Advance or the
fees payable urder this Agreement, or (3) actions direcliy effecting a release of &ll or a substantial porfion
of the Collateral or any Scaramanga Farty {except as set forth herein or in any ofher Transaction
Document). The Scaramanga Parties agree that each participant shall be entitled fo the benefits of the
“Taxes” provision set forth in Ardicle 10 of this Agreement with respect to its participation in any portion of
the Advance (subject to the requirements and limitations therein, inchuding the requirements under Saction
10(g)): prowded however, that such participant (x) agress fo ba subject to the provisions of Seclions 10())
as if it were a Recipient hereunder and (y) shall not be enfiled to receive any grealer payment under
Section 10, with respect to any participation, than Tryon would have been entitled 1o receive, except to the
extent such entiflement to receive a greater payment results from a change in law that occurs after the
participant acquired the applicabls participation.

{id  In the event that Tryon sells participations pursuant to Section 14{c){vii).
Scaramanga has deslgnated Grosvenar Park Media GP Corporation as Hs non-fiduciary agent to maintain
a register for this purpose on which it enters the name of all pariicipants In the Registered Advance held by
Tryon and the principal amount {and stated interast thereon) of the partion of the Reqistered Advance that
is the subject of the parlicipation (the “Participant Reglster’} A Raglstered Advance (and the registered
note, if any, evidencing the sams) may be participated in whole or in part only by registration of such
participation on the Paricipant Register (and each registered note shall expressly so provide). Any
altepled sale of a parficipation that fails o satisfy the requirements set forth in clauses (vili) and {ix) of this
Section 11{c} shall be null and void. Grosvenor Park Media GP Corporation shall have no obligation to
disclose all or any portion of the Pariicipant Register (including the idenfity of any Parficipant or any
information relating to a Participant's inferest in a Registered Advance) to any person or entity except to the
extent that such disclosure Is necessary o establish that such Registered Advance is in registered form .
under Section 5f.103-1(c) ‘of the Uniied States Treasury Reguiations. Notwithstanding anything to the .
contrary in this Agreemént ar any note executed pursuant hereto, the entries in the Participant Register
shall be conclusive absent-manifést ermar, and Grosvenor Park Media GP Corporation shall treat each
person or entity whose name is recorded in the Participant Register as the owner of such parficipation for
all purposes of this Ag‘reemenl notwithstanding any nolice to the contrary.

{d) Mo Parinership or Third Pariv Bepeficisies. Nothing herein contzined shall
constitute a paringrship between or joint venture by the Parties herelo or constitute either Party the agent of

the other. Neither Party shall hold itseif out contrary fo the terms of this paragraph and neither Party shall
become liable by reason of any representafion, act or omission of the other contrary to the provisions
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hereof. This Agreement is not for the beneiit (other than an indemnified parly) and shall not be deemed to
give any right or remedy 16 any third parly {other than an indemnified party).

(e}  Cosis and Expenses.

{i) Closing Expepses. On the Closing Dale, Scaramanga shall reimburse Tryon for
all reasonable and documented !egal fees, reasonable and documented consultant fees and other
reasonable and documented expenses incurred by Tryen in connection with the consummation of the
transaciions contemplated hereunder (the “Tryon Closing Expenses”), which shall be reduced dollar-for-
dollar by the legal deposit actually paid by Scaramanga prior to the Closing Date; provided, however, thal
the total amount of expenses reimbursable on the Closing Date shall not exceed $225,000.

)] General Costs. Scaramanga agrees to, upon demand, reimburse Tryon for all out-
of-pocket cosis and expenses (including, without limifation, Tryon's ocutside legal counsel fees) In
connection with the enforcement or collection (e.g., waivers, amandments, collection, enforcement
proceedings and exercise of remedies) of the rights and remedies of Tryon In cannection with this
Agreement o the other Transaction Documents, or as a result of any transaclion, aclion or non-action
arfsing from any of the foregoing.

iy  Costs and Expenses as Obllaations. The costs end expenses described in this

Section 11(e) (including, without limitation, court casts and legal counsel fees and disbursements) shall be

payable by Scaramanga to Tryon promplly upon demand by Tryon therefor and- shalt constitute
*Obligations® secured by the lien granted hereunder and under the other Transacfion Documents.

i} Further Assurances. Scaramanga shall promplly executs and deliver to Tryon all further
documents Tryon may reasonably request to (i} evidence, maintain, profect, enforce and defend lts rights
hereunder, {ii) perfect, protect, evidence, renew andfor continue the security interest herein granted and (jif)
effectuate the transactions contemplated by this Agreement and the other Transaction Documents
(including any assignment or participation contemplated by Secfion 11(c}). If Scaramanga fafls to, or is
unable fo, execule and deliver any such documents or instruments within teri (10} days upon Searamanga’s
receipt of written request therefor by Tryon, Scaramanga hereby appaints Tryon its fmevocable attorney-in-
fact to execute and deliver any such document for and on behalf of Scaramanga, and Scaramanga agrees
that such appoiniment constitutes a power coupled with an interest and is imevocable under any and all
circumslances. Tryon shall provide Scaramanga with copies of any such documents executed by Tryon on
behalf of Scaramange; provided, howaver, that the faflure to provide any such comes shall not constitute a
breach of this Agreement.

(@)  Prior Agreements, Waivers and Amsndments; Headings. This Agreement (including the
schedules) and the -Transaction Documents contain the full and complete understanding belween the
Parties, supersede all prior agreements and understandings, whether written' or oral pertaining theteto and
cannot be medified except by a wiilten instrument signed by both Parties. No waiver of any tenm or
condition of this Agreement shall be construed as a waiver of any other term or condition; nor shall any
waiver of any default under this Agreement be consirved as a waiver of any other default. The descriptive
headings of the sections of this Agreement are for convenience only and do not constitute a part of this

} Agreement.

a1
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{h} Goveming_taw/Consent o Jurlsdiction. This Agreement shall be govemed by and
constued in accordance with the laws of the State of New York {other than its riles of conflicts of faws to
the extent that the application of the laws of another jurisdiction would be required thereby). Each of the
Parties agrees thal any legal suit, acion or proceeding arising out of or based on this Agreement or the

” transactions contemplated hereby shall be instituted in any State or Federal colrt sitting In the City of New
York, and hereby walves any objection which it may have, now or in the future, to the laying of venue of any
such proceeding, and irrevocably submils to the non-exclusive jurisdiction of such courts in any sult, action
or proceeding. In the evenf of any suit or action to enforce or interpret any provision of this Agreement {or
which is based on this Agreement), the prevailing party will be entitied fo recover, in addilion fo other costs,
reasonable out-of-pocket attorney fees in connection with such suif or action and in any appeal.

1] WAIVER OF JURY TRIAL TO THE EXTENT NOT PROHIBITED BY APPLICABLE LAW
WHICH CANNOT BE WAIVED, EACH PARTY TO THIS AGREEMENT HEREBY .WAIVES, AND
COVENANTS THAT IT WILL NOT ASSERT (WHETHER AS PLAINTIFF, DEFENDANT OR OTHERWISE),
ANY RIGHT TO TRIAL BY JURY [N ANY FORUM IN RESPECT OF ANY ISSUE, CLAIM, DEMAND,
ACTION, OR CAUSE OF ACTION ARISING OUT OF OR BASED UPON THIS AGREEMENT, THE
SUBJECT MATTER HEREOF, ANY OTHER TRANSACTION DOCUMENT OR THE SUBJECT MATTER
THEREQF, IN EACH CASE WHETHER NOW EXISTING OR HEREAFTER ARISING AND WHETHER (N
CONTRACT OR TORT OR OTHERWISE. EACH PARTY ACKNOWLEDGES THAT THE PROVISIONS
OF THIS SECTION 11(l) CONSTITUTE A MATERIAL INDUCEMENT UPON WHICH THE OTHER PARTY
HAS RELIED, IS RELYING AND WILL RELY IN ENTERING INTO THIS AGREEMENT AND ANY OTHER
TRANSACTION DOCUMENT. ANY PARTY MAY FILE AN ORIGINAL COUNTERPART OR A COPY OF
THIS SECTION 11{l} WiTH ANY COURT AS WRITTEN EVIDENCE OF THE CONSENT OF SUCH
PARTY TO THE WAIVER OF ITS RIGHTS TO TRIAL BY JURY.

G} WAIVER WITH RESPECT TO DAMAGES. SCARAMANGA ACKNOWLEDGES

- THAT TRYON HAS NO FIDUCIARY RELATIONSHIP WITH, OR FIDUCIARY DUTY TO, SCARAMANGA

ARISING OUT OF OR IN CONNECTION WITH THIS AGREEMENT OR ANY OTHER TRANSACTION

DOGUMENT AND THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN TRYON, ON THE ONE HAND, AND SCARAMANGA,

ON THE OTHER HAND, IN CONNECTION THEREWITH IS SOLELY THAT OF CREDITOR AND
DEBTOR.

(k) Severablity. In case any provision of this Agreement, the Note or of any other Transaction
Document shall be invalid, llegal or urenforceable in any jurisdiction, then, as to such jurisdiction enly,
such provision shall, to the minimum extent of such prohibition or unenforceabitity, be deemed severed
from the remainder of such agreement and the validity, legality and enforoeabﬂ;ty of the remaining |
provisions shall notin any way be aﬁected or impaired thereby.

{ Gountem This Agreemént may be executed in two or more counterparts, each of

which shall be deemed an ongmal but all of which together sha!l constituts one and the same instrument.

Any signature page delivered electronically, or by facsimile, shall be hinding to the same extent as an

i original signature page. Any Parly which delivers such a signature page agrees to Iater deliver an original
| counterpart to any Party which reguestsiit.

! (m}  Public Announcements. Except as and to fhs extent required by law, without the prior
wrillen consent of the other Party, no Party will make, and sach will direct its representatives not to make,

2
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directly or indireclly, any press release or similar public comment, statement, or communication with
respact to the Facility or any of the terms or other aspects thereof. If any Parly is required by law lo make
such disclosurs, il will provide to the other Parly as far in advance of ifs disclosure as practicable {a) the
content of tha proposed disclosure; (b} the reasans that such disclosure is required by law; and {¢) the time
and place that the disclosure will be made.
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Piease indicale your acceptance of and agreement with the foregoing by signing in the space
provided below.

Very truly yours,
Tryon Management Services Limited

e

Name: Ebigry Au..w‘s\f
Title: » rReCTOR

ACCEPTED AND AGREED:
Scaramanga Bros., Inc.

By:
Its:

{Signaiura page to Advante Agreemeni]

OMM_US. 2445597
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Please indicate your acceptance of and agreemenl with the foregolng by signing in the space

provided below.
Very truly yours,
Tryon Management Services Limited
By:
Name;
Tifla:
ACCEPTED AND
s -
e
/./ -
( 7
., S
.’B 4 Chi&
{is:_t b#€t Fipéincial Offlicer
S
7
rd
Flgnglure pape fo Advence Agreement]
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Schedule 4(g}

Services Ag_reemeﬁt

{1} Memorandum of Agreament, dated as of August 28, 2008, batween Bandersnatch Productions,
inc: and Scaramanga, as supplemented by (a) WDP's ActorfLoan-Out Standard Terms and Conditions
and the rider thereta; {b) Exhibil "CB° and the rider thereta; (¢) Exhibit "DRCB" and the rider thereto;
{d) Exhibit |; (e) that certain Side Letter dated August 28, 2008, belween Bandersnatch Productions,
inc. and Scaramanga; end {f) the Inducement.

{2) (a) Memorandum of Agreemenl, dated as of August 7, 2002, between First Mate Productions, Inc.
and Scaramanga, as supplemented by () WDP's ActorfLoan-Out Standard Terms and Conditions and
the rider thereto; (i) Exhibit "CB® and the rider thereto; (jii} Exhibit “DRCB" and the rider thereto; {iv)
Exhibil “I*, (v) that certain Side Letter dated August 7, 2002, betwean First Mate Productions, Inc. and
Scaramangg; (vi} that certain amendment dated Oclober 4, 2002 and {vii) the Inducement and (b) that
certain Guaranty, dated as of August 7, 2002, between Walt Disnsy Piclures and Scaramanga.

{3) Memorandum of Agreemant, dated as of August 7,-2002, between First Mate Productions, Inc. and
Scaramanga, as supplemented by (3) WDP's Actor/Loan-Out Standard Terms and Conditions and the
rider thereto; (b) Exhibit “CB" and the rider thereto; (¢) Exhibit "DRCB" and the rider thereto; {d) Exhibit
1", (e) that cerfain Sids Letter dated August 7, 2002, between First Mate Productions, Inc. and
Staramanga; (f) that cerlain amendment dated as of QOctober 4, 2002; (g} the Inducement; and {h) the
Lelter Agreement, dated as of August 19, 2004, belween Secand Mate Productions, Inc. and
Scaramanga.

(4) Memorandum of Agreement, dated as of April 22, 2010, between Fourth Mate Productions, Inc.
and Scaramanga, as supplemented by (a) WDP's Aclor/Loan-Out Standard Terms and Conditions and
the rider thereto; (b) Exhibit “CB" and the rider thereto; {c) Exhibit “DRCE" and the rider therelo; (d)
Exhibit I; () thal certain Side Letter dated April 22, 2010, between Fourth Mate Productions, Inc. and
Scaramanga; and {f) the Inducement.

OMM_LiS- 72469597 13

CONFIDENTIAL . EWC_BLOOMOD1068

NFPRPANN2NNRA4



Schedule 4{m)

Advisors & Professipnal/Services Fees

Advisor Nama Professional/Services Fees
Joel Mandel of The Management Group 5% of Gross Receipts derived from the Piclures
Jacob A. Bloom of Blzom Hergott Diemar 5% of Gross Receipts derived from the Pictures
Rosenthal LaViolotte, Feldman Schenkman &
Goodman, LLP
Tracey Jacobs of United Talent Agency . 10% of Gross Recelpts derived from the Piclures
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EXHIBIT A
Form of Promissory Note

Attached
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EXHIBIT B
Form of Pledge Agreement
Attached
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EXHIBITC
Form of Guaranty

Attached
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EXHIBITD
Form of Notices of Assignment

Affached
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EXHIBIT E-1
orm of .8, Tax Compliance Certificate

{For Foreign Recipients That Are Not Partnerships For U.S. Federal Income Tax Purposes)

Reference is hereby made to the agreement dated as of [ ] {as amended, supplemented or otherwise
modified from time to time, the "Agreement’), among [ }, and each Recipiant from time to time party
thereto,

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 10 of the Agreement, the undersigned hereby certifies that (i) itis

the sole record and beneficial owner of the Advance) (as well as any Nole(s) evidencing such
Advance) in respect of which it is providing this cerfificate, {ii} it is not a bank within the meaning of -
Section 881(c)(3)(A) of the Code, (iif) it is not & ten percent shareholder of Scaramanga within the
meaning of Section 871{h})(3)(B) of the Cade and (iv) It is not a controlled foreign corporation related to
Scaramanga as described in Section 881(c)(3)(C) of the Code.

The undersigned has fumnished Scaramanga with a certificate of fts non-U.S. Person status on IRS
FForm W-8BEN or W-8BEN-E, as applicable, By executing this certificate, the undersigned agrees that
(1) if the information provided on this ceriificate changes, the undersigned shall promptly so inform
Scaramanga, and (2) the undersigned shall have at alt times furnished Scaramanga with a properly
completed and currently effective certificate in either the calendar year in which each payment s to be
made to the undersigned, or In either of the twa calendar years preceding such payments.

Unless olherwise defined herein, terms defined in the Agreement and used hersin shall have the
meanings given to them in the Agreement

[NAME OF RECIPIENT]
By:
Name:
Tille:
Dafe; 201 ]
2 -
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EXHIBIT E-2
Form_of U.S. Tax Compliange Certificaie

(For Foreign Participants That Are Not Partnerships For U.S. Federal income Tax Purposes)

Reference Is hereby made to the Agreement dated as of [ ] (2s amended, supplemented or otherwise
modifled from time to time, the “Agreement’), among | ], and each Recipient from time to time party
thereto.

" Pursuant to the provisions of Section 10 of the Agresment, the undersigned hereby certifies that (i) it is

the sale record end beneficlal owner of the parlicipation in respect of which It Is providing this
certificate, {ii) it is not a bank within the meaning of Section 881(c){3)(A} of the Cede, {jii) it is nol a ten
psrcenl shareholder of Scaramanga within the meaning of Section 871 (h)(3)(B) of the Cede, and (v} it
is not a controlled foréign corporalion related to Scaramanga as described in Section 881{c}(3}C) of
the Code].

The undersigned has furnished its parficipating Recipient with a certificate of its non-U.S. Person
stalus on IRS Form W-8BEN or W-8BEN-E, as applicable. By execuling this certificate, the
undersigned agrees that (1) if the information provided on this certificate changes, the undersigned
shall promplly so inform such Recipient in writing, and (2) the undersigned shall have at al times

furnished such Reciplent with a properly completed and currently effective certificate in either the

calendar year in which each payment Is to be made to the undersigned, or in either of the two calendar
years preceding such payments.

Unless otherwise defined herein, terms defined In the Agreement and used hereln shall have the
meanings given to them in the Agreement.

[NAME CF PARTICIPANT]
By:
Name:
Titte;
Date: .20 ]
1
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EXHIBIT €3
Form of U.S. Tax Compllagce Cerfificate

{For Foreign Parﬁcipants That Are Partnerships For U.S. Federal Income Tax Purposes)

Reference is hereby made to the Agreement dated as of [ ] (as amended, supplemented or otherwise
modified from time to time, the "Agreement’), among [ ], and each Recipfent from time 1o time party
thereto.

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 10 of the Agreement, the undersigned hereby certifies that {j) it is
the sole record owner of the participation in respect of which it is providing this certificale, (i) its direct
or indirect pariners/members are the sole beneficial owners of such paniicipation, (ili) with respect such
participalion, neither the undersigned nor any of its direct or indirect pariners/members is a bank
extending credit pursuant 16 a loan agreement entered into In the ordinary course of its trade or
business within the meaning of Section 881(c)(3)(A) of the Code,.(iv) none of its direct or indirect
partners/members is a ten percent Shareholder of Scaramanga within the meaning of Section
871(h)(3)(B) of the Code and (v) none of its direct or indirect pariners/members is a controlled foreign
corporation related to Scaramanga as described in Section 881(c)(3)(C) of the Code,

The undersigned has furnished its participating Reciplent with IRS Form W-8IMY accompanted by ane
of the following forms from each of its pariners/members that Is claiming the porifolio Interest
exemption: (i} an IRS Form W-8BEN or W-BBEN-E, as applicable or (i) an IRS Form W-BIMY
accompanied by an IRS Form W-8BEN or W-8BEN-E, as applicabls, from each of such
partners/member’s beneficial owners that is claiming the portfolio intsrest exemption. By executing
this cerificate, the undersigned agrees that {1} if the information provided on this certificate changes,
the undersigned shall promptly so inform such Recipient and (2) the undersigned shall have at all
times fumished such Reclpient with & properly completed and currently effective certificate in either
the calendar year in which each payment is to be mads to the undersigned, or in either of the two
calendar years preceding such paymenis.

’ Unless olherwise defined herein, ferms defined in the Agresment and used hereln shall have the
meanings given to them in the Agreemant, .

[NAME OF PARTICIPANT]
By:
Name:
Tifle:
Date: .21
1
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EXHIBIT E-4

Form of U.S. Tax Compliance Cerlificate
{For Foreign Recipients That Are Parinerships For U.8. Federal Income Tax Purposes)

Reference is hereby made to the Agreement dated as of [ ] (as amended, subplemenled or atherwise
modified from time to time, the *Agreement’), among { |, and each lender from time to fime parly
thereto.

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 10 of the Agreement, the undersigned hereby certifies that (i} it is
the sole record owner of the Advance (as well as any Note(s) evidencing such Advance) in respect of
‘which it is providing this certificate, (li} ifs direct or indires! parners/members are the sole beneficlal
owners of such Advance (s well es any Note(s) evidencing such Loan(s}), (iii) with respect to the
extsnsion of credit pursuant lo this Agreement or any other Transaction Document, neither the
undersigned nor any of its direct or indirect partners/members Is a bank extending credit pursuant to a
loan agreement entered into in the ordinary course of its trade or business within the meaning of
Section 881{c)(3)(A) of the Code, {iv) nane of its direct or indirect partners/members is a ten percent
shareholder of Scaramanga within the meaning of Section 871(h)(3)(B) of the Code and (v} none of its
direct or indirect parinersfmembers is a controlled foreign corporation relaled to Scaramanga as
described in Section 881(c){3)(C) of the Code.

The undersigned has furnished Scaramanga with IRS Form W-BIMY accompanied by one of the
following forms from each of its partners/members that is claiming the portfalio interest exemplion; (i)
an IRS Form W-8BEN or W-BBEN-E, as applicable or (i) an IRS Form W-8IMY accompanied by an
IRS Form W-8BEN ¢r W-8BEN-E, as applicable, from eacth of such pariner'simember’s beneficial
owners that is elaiming the porifalio inferest exemption. By executing this cerlificate, the undersigned
agrees that (1) if the information provided on this cerdificate changes, the undersigned shalf promptly
so inform Scaramanga, and (2) the undersigned shall have at ail fimes furnished Scaramanga with a
properly completed and currently effective certificate in either he calendar year in which each payment
is to be mads to the undersigned, or in either of the two calendar years preceding such payments,

Unless otherwise defined herein, ferms defined in the Agreement and used herein shall have the
meanings given to them in the Agreement.

[NAME OF PARTICIPANT]
By:

Name:

Title:

Date: 20[ 1
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EXHIBIT 44



o

LEASE AGREEMENT

AGREEMENT made this 12th day of Novemher 2814

BETWEEN:

Landlord: Michael Sydney Doohan [Landlord)

AND:

Guest: LRD Productions, Inc. (Guest)

In consideration of the payment of the rental specified below, and the following
terms and conditlons of hoillday letting, the Landlord gives the Guest (and the

Guest's representatives, cllents or designates) the right to occupy the
Premises for persanal rental purposes only, as follows:

Premises: 290 Coleman Road, Coomera, QLD.
(together with the furniture and aeffects contained therein).

Rent: AUDS$667,000 for the entire rental period, which Is deemed ta be
Inctusive of water, gas, electricity and any other ownershlip and
occupancy costs.

Term: The period commencing at 1.00 pm on 27th January, 2015, and

terminating at 4.00pm, on 3rd July, 2015.

Security Deposit: AUDS0,000 to cover damages and carpet cleaning (recelpts
to be provided) balance of security deposit to be refunded 28th July, 2015.

2oty OEfose e TTo e Pa o To
CNEST Moywrie, \RTe Tae Plof=ts™, My/
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TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF HOLIDAY LETTING

PAYMENT OF RENTAL:

CANCELLATION:

The Rent s tc be pald direct into the Landiord’s bank
account [n three stages;

- First payment of AUD$267,000 due Immediately
(upon signing of agreement) '

- Second payment of AUD$200,000 due on 14th
-December, 2014

- Final payment of AUD$200,009 due on 23rd
January, 2015.

Fallure to pay the Rent pursuant to the terms of this
Agreement will be a breach of this Agreement and
entitle the Landlord to terminate this Agreement and
claim any reasonable damages suffered by the
Landlord In connection with the breach and
termination of the Agreement. Notwithstanding the
foregoing, Guest will have a2 3 business day period in
which to cure said failure to pay.

All moneys due to be paid in Australian dollar ONLY.

The Guest acknowiedges and agrees that given the
short period prior to the commencement of the
occupancy the Guest:

(a) may not cancel this booking; and

{b) Is notentitied to a refund of the whole or any
part of the rent it has paid unless the Landlord
Is able to re-let the Premises during the same
period as the term of this agreement; and

(¢)  if the Guest is not entitled to the refund of the
whole or any part of the rent under this
Agreement pursuant to paragraph (b) above,
that the forfeiture Is a génuine pre-estimate of
the loss that the Landlord will suffer.

CONFIDENTIAL
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REPRESENTATIVES:

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

HOUSEKEEPER:

BREAKAGES:

A representative agreeable to the Guest and the
Landlord wil! be avaiiable during the Term to assist
with demonstrating the property features and to
assist with rectifying any operatlonal Issues Including
repalrs and malntenance if required and to lialse, If
required, between the Guest and the Landlord. This
person Is to be provided purely for general assistance
and llaison purposes only. Except In the case of a
bona fide amergency, such representative may only
enter the Premises with Guest's prior approval.

Should a representative be acting on behalf of the
Guest, it is deemsd that such representative’s
decision on matters relating to the letting of the
Premises is final on behalf of the Guest.

The Guest acknowledges and agrees that;

(a) he or his representatives has made all due
enquiries and Inspections of the Premises
prior to entering Into this Agreement;

{b)  accepts the Premises In its current state and
condition;

{c) the Premises is sultable for the needs and
purposes of the Guest; and

{d}  exceptas expressly set outin this Agreement
or as otherwise Implied by law, the Landlard
makes no representation or warranty
concemning the Premlsss and the Guest has
not relled on any representation or warranty
made by or for and on hehalf of the Landlord
unless expressly set out in this Agreement.

The Landlord agrees to the Guest using the services
of the property's housekeeper, for up to 29 hours per
week, and thereafter by mutual agreement.

All damages, hreakages and losses to the Premises
and/ar furniture, furnishings and lock and key
replacements are to be reported to the Landlord
immediately.

The Guest will recompense the Landlord for
damages, breakages and losses that are caused
diractly by guest’s gross negligence or wilful
misconduct, (falr wear and tear excepted) provided

CONFIDENTIAL



PETS:

GARBAGE:

CONFIDENTIALITY:

[ S Y

NUMBER OF PERSONS:
NQISE:

USE OF PREMISES:

4

such costs are supported by reasonahle third party
written racalpts.

The Guest must not make any improper use of the
Premises Including any septle, sullage, dralnage
system and other services connected to the
Premises.

The Gtiest may keep a pet on the premises, with
permission fram the Landlord, or the Landlord’s
representative,

Garbage is to be put into the receptacles provided
with the Premises which shall be put out by the Guest
on the street for collection on the applicable nights
provided the Guest s made aware of the applicable
nights for garbage collection. The Guest will pay for
the removal of excess garbage (at cost).

Except to the extent required by law or the
infarmation ts already in the public domain other than
due to a breach of this clause:

(a) priorte and during the occupancy of the
Pramisas by the Guest, the Landlord agrees to
keep confidential the tdentity of the Guest; and
any occupants of the Premises; and

{b) the Guest and the Landlord {(and any agents of
the Landlord) agree to keep confidential the
detalls and terms of this Agreement prior to,
durtng and after the Term,

other than disclosing it to its professional advisers
for the purposes of this Agreement.

This section shal! survive the explration of the Term
of this Agreement. See attached addendum.

‘The number of persons living at the Premlses must
not exceed 10.

The Guest will comply with any statutory laws, by
laws or regulations applicable to the Premises of
which Guest should reasonably be aware.

The Guest further will use the Premises, purposes

only and will not use the Premises for any functions
or parties ete. unless prior written permission is

CONFIDENTIAL
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granted by the Landlord. thvﬁthstandlng the
foregoing, Landlord expressly permits Guest to have
up to 20 guasts and the Premises at any glven time.

INSURANCE: The Landlord represents and Is responsible for
ensuring that the Premises {and the fumniture and
effects contained therein) are adequately insured and
that there Is an adequate cover of public liabillty
fnsurance In place. )

DEFAULT: Should the Guest default under the terms of this
Agresment, then the Landlord may Immediately
terminate the occupancy and re-enter the Premises or
take such other action as the Landlord may deem
desirable in the circumstances. Notwithstanding the
foregolng, Landlord will notify Guest in writing of any
alleged default, and Guest will have 3 business days
to cure,

GST: If there is a taxable supply by the Landlord in
cannection with the Agreement the Guest must pay
the amount of any GST due In respect of that taxable

supply.

GOVERNING LAW: This Agreament will be governed by the laws of
Queensland, and the parties agree to submit to the
non-exclusive jurisdiction of the Courts of

Queensland.

WAIVER OF

INJUCTIVE RELIEF: Landlord acknowledges that in the event of a breach
of this Agreement by Guest or any third party, the
damage If any, caused Landlord thereby will not be
irreparable or otherwise sufficient to entitle Landlord
to seek or obtain injunctive or other suitable relief
agalnst the exhibition or other exploitation of the
plcture.

Executed as an agreement

SIGNED by or on behalf of the parties on the date first mentioned above:

seassaian . L aceneitiassunitavecy
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Eandlord Guest

| DECLARE | HAVE READ AND ACCEPTED THE CONDITIONS OF BOOKING

- First payment of AUD$267,000 due Immediately
[upon slgning of agreement)

- Second payment of AUD$200,000 due on 14th
ecember, 2014

. Date -

Signed bykéuest

’,
K

LANDLORD'S REPRESENTATIVE

Linda Barker

Executive Assistant to
RMichael Doohan

Phone: +61 (0)7 5580 3499
Mobile: +61 [0)433 665 755

Emall: aiterine@blgpond.netau

LANDLORD'S BANK DETAILS

Account: Michae! Sydney Doohan
Bank/Branch: NAB, 27 Scarborough St, Southport
Account No.: 148224385

‘BSB: 084917

CONFIDENTIAL
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Linda Barker

Executive Assistant to
Michael Doohan

Phone: +61 (0}7 558€ 3499
Mabile: +61 (0}439 665 755

Emalil: alterine@bligpond.net.au

tha

s maeraRries
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Addendum to I ease Agreement

Thls Addendum to Lease Agreement (“Addendum”) is attached to that certain Lease Agreement
dated November 12, 2014 (“Agreement™) respecting the real proparty 250 Coleman Road, Coomera,
QLD (the “Property™); this Addendum and the Apreement shall be considered to be one, integrated
docurment. Without limiting the foregaing, execution and/or acceptance of the Agreement shall bs
deemed to be execution and/for acceptance of this Addendum. To the extent that the terms and
conditions of this Addendum canflict with the terms and conditions of the Apreement, this
Addendum shall prevail and control. All defined terms of the Agrcement shall retain their mean ing
herein.

1) MATNTENANCE. Landlord shall have the responsibility to maintain the Premises in
good repair at all times.

2) ACCESS BY LANDLORD TO PREMISES. Landlord understands that the Premises
may be.occupied by high profile individuals and that the privacy of such individuals is of
the utmost impertance. Accordmgly the right to enter the Premises to make inspections
and/or to pravide necessary services shall be upon the specific request or with the specific
consent of Guest only, save and except in the case of a bons fide emergenay,

3) CONFIDENTIALITY. All parties and agents acknowledge and dgree that as a result of
the negotiation, execution and/or operation of the Lease, they may or may have become
aware of non-public information concerning Guest or other occupants” or any of their -
guests, invitees and family members'. The parties further acknowledge and agree that the
information described in the foregoing sentence is private and confidential apd is
exclusively owned and controlled by Guest, shall be deemed strictly private, secret and
sensitive and shall be kept confidential. The parties agree that they shall not, directly or
indirectly, verbally or otherwise, whether Jearned before, during or after the negotiation
and execution of the Lease, disclase, in any form or manner, such information to any
person, firm or entity whatscever or use any such information or items for their own
account.

LANDLORD:

- //nﬂcﬂg

Michael Sydney Dochan Dated -

Dated

CONFIDENTIAL
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. Disney Reportedly Scraps Plans For Depp’s
~ ‘POTC 6’ Return

IN DISNEY, MOVIES

Posted on November 5, 2020 by Rebekah Barton & 31 Comments

* B Credit Disney
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This week has not been a banner one for actor Johnny Depp who is, perhaps, most famous
for his portrayal of Captain Jack Sparrow in Disney’s Pirates of the Caribbean film franchise. |

Credit: Disney

Depp lost his libel lawsuit against Britain’s The Sun newspaper publisher and, now, Walt
Disney Studios has reportedly decided they want nothing to do with him if the Pirates of the
Caribbean franchise gets its rumored reboot.

It would seem that, although Depp wasn't being considered for a starring role in the as-yet ?
untitled sixth POTC film, Disney executives were thinking about casting him in a smaller part |
— or even a cameo — as the iconic Captain Sparrow. Following the verdict of his lawsuit,
however, Disney has apparently abandoned ship in regard to this idea.

e

Although it is unsurprising that Disney would back away from the drama currently
surrounding Depp — the lawsuit involved allegations of domestic violence against the actor's |
ex-wife Amber Heard — it is unfortunate news for fans who were hoping to see the movie

series’ original star return in some capacity.
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Most recently, there were rumors that former Disney Channel star Zac Efron would take over
as the Pirates of the Caribbean lead, perhaps as a younger version of Jack Sparrow in a
prequel. :

Credit: Disney

At present, IMDB has few details regarding the sixth Pirates of the Caribbean installment. They
have noted that Joachim Renning (Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Men Tell No Tales,
Maleficent: Mistress of Evil) is set to direct and Ted Elliott (Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Men
Tell No Tales, Shrek The Musical) will write the screenplay.

MY VIDEOS

Top 5 Magic Kingdom Rides

Top 5 Magic Kingdom Rides ;

Inside the Magic's & favorite rides at the Magic Kingdom in Walt Disney W. ..

o W v e - P b s P s e i i ke <P Bt T i E U 1 et 1w s DS e 1 kb o e s

Al L1 AnnnNnAITNnN



For Depp’s part, there are currently rumors he and Tim Burton may be teaming-up again for
Burton’s upcoming streaming The Addams Family series.

It is important to note that The Walt Disney Company has made no formal announcement .
regarding Pirates of the Caribbean 6 casting or Depp’s return. r

Were you hoping Johnny Depp would return for Pirates of the Caribbean 6? What
storyline do you think the next movie will have if it gets off the ground in the near
future?

Subscribe to our Newsletter:

Your email address

SIGN UP

READ THIS NEXT !
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Disney Reportedly Saraps Plans For Depp’s ‘POTC 6" Retum
Posted on November 5, 2020 by Rebekah Barton

Leave a comment

' Loki Will Reportedly be Bisexual in Disney+ Series
. Posted on November 5, 2020 by Katrina Jennings

Leave a comment
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Which Major “Star Wars’ Character Might Show Up in The Mandalorian?
Posted on November 5, 2020 by Rebekah Barton
Leave a comment

-
Rebekah Barton
When she's not planning her next Disney trip, Rebekah ¢an be found
spending time with her family, shopping for Lilly Pulitzer, buried in a good
book, or doing yoga. She never misses Jeopardy and alternately wishes she
fived in Beast's castle or was making the Kessel Run in the Millennium

Falcon.
e A A 8 et S SRS -

A i AR B ok 2 SRS

Al LI nAnnnAdA"7nN



VIEY GONMIMBENTS (81)

OLDER
Loki Will Reportedly be Bisexual in
Disney+ Series

NEWER
Fit for a Queen! Disney Princess
Dinnerware Collection
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Nearly 300,000 Fans Petition for Johnny Depp’s Jack Sparrow Return
By Rebekah Barton » 227

Jack Sparrow in Pirates of the Caribbean Rides: Will Disney Remove Depp?
By Alessa Dufresne ®»

Shonda Rhimes Leaves ABC for Netflix Over a Disneyland Ticket
* By Monique Reynoso » 47

Disney World Guests Wait Over 1 Hour for Disney Transportation
By Alessa Dufresne ®» 45
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You May Have to Tale a COVID Test to Fly to Disney World
By Rebekah Barton ® 45

Cast Member Receives Nearly $2,000 After Guest Refused to Tip
By Rebekah Barton ®
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Inside the Magic was created in 2005. What started as a tiny central Florida based website and
short weekly podcast that provided our audience the opportunity to visit Walt Disney World
virtually has grown to the publishing company it is today. We focus on bringing you all things fun
so you can plan your theme park vacation, enjoy Disney at home, and more.

ITM now consists of multiple writers living near both Disneyland and Walt Disney World theme
parks and around the world. This allows us to bring you the most interesting, entertaining, and

unique entertainment experiences, covering theme parks, movies, TV, video games, special events
and so much more.

CONTACT US| ADVERTISE ON ITM

PRIVACY POLICY

© 2005-2020 JAK Schmidt, Inc. All rights reserved.

By using this site you agree to our privacy policy. The material on this site may not be reproduced,

distributed, transmitted, cached, or otherwise used, except with the prior written permission of
Inside the Magic.

AN ELITE CAFEMEDIA LIFESTYLE PUBLISHER
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10/8/2020 Stalwart Law Group Mail - Fwd: National Enquirer Comment Request Re: Jehnny Depp—Addition

' Gma“ Cindy Hickox <cindy@stalwartlaw.com>

Fwd: National Enquirer Comment Request Re: Johnny Depp--Addition

Robin Baum <robin@slate-pr.com> Thu, Dec 18, 2014 at 11:26 AM
To: Christi Dembrowski <cd@infinitum-nihil.com>

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Gonzalez, Patricia" <pgonzalez@nationalenquirer.com>

Date: December 18, 2014 at 10:32:11 AM PST

To: Robin Baum <robin@slate-pr.com>

Cc: "lindsaym@slate-pr.com" <lindsaym@slate-pr.com>, "Cartwright, Lachlan"
<lcartwright@radaronline.com>

Subject: National Enquirer Comment Request Re: Johnny Depp--Addition

Robin--

An addition to the comment request sent earlier today...

The source also tells us that: “Johnny’s problem has always been his issue with moderation.
Once he starts he can’t stop, and it turns him into a pig. It’s got so bad that she’s locked herself
in the bathroom for hours waiting for him to sober up because she just can’t deal with his
mood swings. She understands he’s still reeling with shock over his string of movie flops and
he’s going through a real mid-life crisis, but Amber [Heard] can’t live with it anymore. She feels
like some surrogate mom, who has to cook, clean, organize his diary all the time. It’s not what
she signed up for."

Please kindly attempt to provide any comment by 10 am ET tomorrow, Friday, December 19th
to Lachlan Cartwright, Executive Editor, at 646-885-4108 [Office] or
LCartwright@amilink.com.

Thank You,
Patricia Gonzalez
The National Enquirer

Office#t 646-521-2845
E-mail: PGonzalez@nationalenquirer.com

BAUM 0000404

hitps://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=723297 1ab4&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-a%3Amul-X3UcuwAlwwYKwl4 THgQHwWQS&simpl=msg-a%3A... 1/3



10/8/2020 Stalwart Law Group Mail - Fwd: National Enquirer Comment Request Re: Johnny Depp—Addition

From: Gonzalez, Patricia

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 12:17 PM

To: robin@slate-pr.com

Cc: lindsaym@slate-pr.com; Cartwright, Lachlan

Subject: National Enquirer Comment Request Re: Johnny Depp

Robin--

The National ENQUIRER is preparing to publish a story that Johnny Depp has turned his party
palace into a rehab retreat.

Sources tell The ENQUIRER the embattled actor — who embarrassed himself with a bizarre and
seemingly intoxicated speech at the Hollywood Film Awards on November 14 — has entered an
at-home treatment program.

Rather than checking into a traditional clinic, Depp is getting help for his booze battle by
participating in rehab from the comfort of his multi-million dollar Los Angeles home — a
technique previously pioneered by Charlie Sheen.

The treatment forced the 51-year-old to skip the premiere for his Christmas Day blockbuster
"Into the Woods," which debuted at the Ziegfeld Theatre in New York City on December 8,
according to a top Hollywood source.

"It raised a lot of questions,” said the source. "People were discreetly told that Johnny is relying
on professionals to help him through this fight, in private."

"The decision was motivated at least in part by concerns over Johnny’s privacy - having
caregivers come to him eliminates the risk of fellow patients or clinic staff spilling the beans
about his treatment.”

Please kindly attempt to provide any comment by 10 am ET tomorrow, Friday, December 19th
to Lachlan Cartwright, Executive Editor, at 646-885-4108 [Office] or LCartwright@amilink.com.

Thank You,
Patricia Gonzalez
The National Enquirer

BAUM 0000405
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10/8/2020 Stalwart Law Group Mail - Fwd: National Enquirer Comment Request Re: Johnny Depp—Addition

o o8 § Gmail Cindy Hickox <cindy@stalwartlaw.com>

Fwd: National Enquirer Comment Request Re: Johnny Depp--Addition

Robin Baum <robin@slate-pr.com> Thu, Dec 18, 2014 at 10:09 PM
To: Jodi Gottlieb <jodi@independent-la.com>

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:

From: "Gonzalez, Patricia" <pgonzalez@nationalenquirer.com>

Date: December 18, 2014 at 10:32:11 AM PST

To: Robin Baum <robin@slate-pr.com>

Cc: "lindsaym@slate-pr.com" <lindsaym@slate-pr.com>, "Cartwright, Lachlan"
<lcartwright@radaronline.com>

Subject: National Enquirer Comment Request Re: Johnny Depp-Addition

Robin--

An addition to the comment request sent earlier today...

The source also tells us that: “Johnny’s problem has always been his issue with
moderation. Once he starts he can’t stop, and it turns him into a pig. It’s got so bad
that she’s locked herself in the bathroom for hours waiting for him to sober up
because she just can’t deal with his mood swings. She understands he’s still reeling
with shock over his string of movie flops and he’s going through a real mid-life
crisis, but Amber [Heard] can’t live with it anymore. She feels like some surrogate
mom, who has to cook, clean, organize his diary all the time. It’s not what she
sighed up for."

Please kindly attempt to provide any comment by 10 am ET tomorrow, Friday,
December 19th to Lachlan Cartwright, Executive Editor, at 646-885-4108 [Office] or
L.Cartwright@amilink.com.

Thank You,
Patricia Gonzalez
The National Enquirer

BAUM 0000407
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10/8/2020 Stalwart Law Group Mail - Fwd: National Enquirer Comment Request Re: Johnny Depp—Addition

Office## 646-521-2845 !
E-mail: PGonzalez@nationalenquirer.com

From: Gonzalez, Patricia

Sent; Thursday, December 18, 2014 12:17 PM

To: robin@slate-pr.com

Ce: lindsaym@slate-pr.com; Cartwright, Lachlan

Subject: National Enquirer Comment Request Re: Johnny Depp

Robin--

The National ENQUIRER is preparing to publish a story that Johnny Depp has
turned his party palace into a rehab retreat.

Sources tell The ENQUIRER the embattled actor — who embarrassed himself with
a bizarre and seemingly intoxicated speech at the Hollywood Film Awards on
November 14 — has entered an at-home treatment program.

Rather than checking into a traditional clinic, Depp is getting help for his booze
battle by participating in rehab from the comfort of his multi-million dollar Los
Angeles home — a technique previously pioneered by Charlie Sheen.

The treatment forced the 51-year-old to skip the premiere for his Christmas Day
blackbuster "Into the Woods," which debuted at the Ziegfeld Theatre in New York
City on December 8, according to a top Hollywood source.

"t raised a lot of questions,” said the source. "People were discreetly told that
Johnny is relying on professionals to help him through this fight, in private.”

"The decision was motivated at least in part by concerns over Johnny’s privacy --
having caregivers come to him eliminates the risk of fellow patients or clinic staff
spilling the beans about his treatment.”

Please kindly attempt to provide any comment by 10 am ET tomorrow, Friday,
December 19th to Lachlan Cartwright, Executive Editor, at 646-885-4108 [Office] or
LCartwright@amilink.com.

Thank You,
BAUM 0000408
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10/8/2020 Stalwart Law Group Mail - Fwd: National Enquirer Comment Request Re: Johnny Depp—Addition

Patricia Gonzalez
The National Enquirer

Office# 646-521-2845
E-mail: PGonzalez@nationalenquirer.com

BAUM 0000409
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From: Robin Baum

Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2020 11:42 AM PST
To: Bryant, Kenzie

Subject: RE: Johnny Depp

| haven’t seen an updated story.
Please use the below comment from Adam Waldman,

“This is why Johnny Depp seeks justice in court and not the media. The media will not
report that at the end of a demonstrated abuse victim’s single frustrated text to a friend,
Johnny confides to Paul Bettany that he could in fact never “spray my rage at the one |
love” and says he will use pills instead to numb the pain. This is the best text of 70,000
the desperate Sun tabloid could muster to save their skin.”

From: Bryant, Kenzie <kenzie_bryant@condenast.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2020 7:31 AM

To: Rohin Baum <robin@slate-pr.com>

Subject: Re: Johnny Depp

Thanks Robin, running an update that should appear soon. Are you the best contact for comment on
both cases, in the UK and US moving forward?
Kenzie

On Wed, Feb 26, 2020 at 5:57 PM Robin Baum <robin@slate-pr.com> wrote:

Below is from Adam Waldman, iohnny Depp’s lawyer. We ask for fair comment in regard to the below
story. Thank you.

“What does the Sun do ta keep Amber Heard’s hoax alive? Today in court we learned the answer -
cherry picking a fragment of a single frustrated text message to a friend sent out of 500 gigabytes of
text and email messages provided. Inconveniently for the Sun, here is what Mr Depp actually said next
in his text - that he could never harm Amber: "l am admittedly too f***** in the head to spray my
rage at the one | love.”

-lawsuits-text-messages

Kenzie Bryant
VANITY FAIR | Condé Nast
Vanities Staff Writer

1 World Trade Center, 27th Floot
New York, New York 10007
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, Il

Plaintiff and Counterclaim

Defendant,

V.

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

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

Pursuant to Rule 4:8 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff and
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, II, by and through his undersigned counsel, hereby
responds and objects to Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff Amber Laura Heard’s Third Set of
Interrogatories (each, an “Interrogatory” and collectively, the “Interrogatories™), dated January
10, 2022 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,

2. Plaintiff further objects to the Interrogatories on the grounds that they are

overbroad, unduly burdensome, and harassing.



3. Plaintiff further objects to the number of the Interrogatories, as they each contain
multiple subparts, each of which counts toward the total number of interrogatories which
Defendant is permitted to serve.

4. Plaintiff further objects to the Interrogatories on the grounds that they seek
information that is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence.

5. Plaintiff further objects to the Interrogatories on the grounds that they implicate
the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, and any other privilege, immunity, or
protection.

6. Plaintiff further objects that the Interrogatories purport to impose obligations on
Plaintiff that exceed the requirements of applicable law.

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 only.



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: Objection. Overbroad and vague and ambiguous.
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: Objection. Overbroad and Vague and Ambiguous.

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 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 ohjects 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, and in response to interrogatories instead of
requests for production, which exceeds the obligations under applicable law.

Plaintiff will produce a privilege log at a time and in a manner to be negotiated
with Defendant in good faith, to the extent appropriate under applicable law.

0. 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: Objection to the extent that the instruction purports to require
responses to requests that are not appropriately tailored, material, or relevant.

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 and in excess of the requirements of applicable law, including but not
limited to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to provide information from
individuals and entities not under Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff is not required, and
will not identify persons with knowledge of each response or to identify each
document that might have been used in preparing a response. Further objection is
made on grounds of the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine,
speculation, relevance, and overbreadth.

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: Objection. The instruction exceeds the requirements of applicable
law, and is overly broad, unduly burdensome, and implicates the attorney-client privilege
and work-product doctrine. Plaintiff is only required to respond (to the extent
appropriate) to the interrogatories posed by Defendant, and is not required to provide an
explanation of the manner in which a response was developed.

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: Objection to the extent the instruction exceeds the requirements of
applicable law.

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

RESPONSE: No objection.

b 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.



c 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.

d 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.

e Counterclaim. The term “Counterclaim” means any Counterclaim filed by

Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.



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

RESPONSE: No objection.

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

RESPONSE: Objection. Overbroad.

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

RESPONSE: Objection. Vague and Overbroad.

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.

RESPONSE: No objection.

] Defendant, Counterclaim Plaintiff, and/or Ms. Heard, The terms
“Defendant,” “Counterclaim Plaintiff,” and/or “Ms. Heard” refer to Amber Laura Heard,
including her agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and 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.”

k Plaintiff, Counterclaim Defendant, and/or Mr. Depp. The terms
“Plaintiff,” “Counterclaim Defendant,” and/or “Mr. Depp” refer to Plaintiff John C. Depp, II,
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.



| Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by
Plaintiff and Counterclaim Defendant in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

m Counterclaim. The term Counterclaim means the Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

n Other Litigation. The term “Other Litigation™ includes the following cases
either brought against Mr. Depp or by Mr. Depp. Individually, the name in quotations following
the title of the case refers to that particular case.

Eugene Arreola, Miguel Sanchez v. John C. Depp, Il et. al (“security guard case”)

Gregg “Rocky” Brooks v. John C. Depp, et. al (“movie set assault case”)

John C. Depp, 1I, et al v. Bloom Hergott Diemer, Rosenthal Laviolette Feldman

Schenkman & Goodman, LLP, Jacob A. Bloom, and DOES 1-30 (“attorney case”)

John C. Depp, I, Edward L. White v. The Mandel Company, et al (“Mandel case”)
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, on the grounds that it is inclusive of cases that are wholly irrelevant,
separate, and distinct from this action. Moreover, those unrelated cases implicate

significant privacy, privilege, and other interests of Plaintiff and third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this definition as vague and ambiguous.

0 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: Objection. Vague and Overbroad.

p Pirates of the Caribbean Films. The phrase “Pirates of the Caribbean
Films” collectively refers to the films “Pirates of the Caribbean: The Curse of the Black Pearl,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Man’s Chest,” “Pirates of the Caribbean: At World’s End,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: On Stranger Tides,” and “Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Men Tell No

Tales.”



RESPONSE: No objection.

q 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.

r 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.
3 Inventory.
(i) The term “Inventory” in relation to a computer refers to a forensic

(i)

image of any computers (including Laptops and Desktops),
operating systems, or drives sufficient to identify: a) the computer
by manufacturer, make, model, and serial number; b) the type of
forensic image taken/created (e.g. logical, advanced logical, write-
blocked Raw (DD) non-segmented forensic image, etc.); c) the
software and version of the software used to create the forensic
image; d) the make/type of write-blocker used to create the
forensic image; €) whether an uncompressed write-blocked
forensic image was extracted; f) whether a hash verification was
completed for each file and for the forensic image as a whole; and
g) a list of all photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio
recordings contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced, -
or in list form if not yet produced.

The term “Inventory™ in relation to a mobile device (including Cell
Phones and Tablets) refers to a forensic image sufficient to
identify: a) the mobile device by manufacturer, make, model, and
serial number; b) the type of extraction performed (e.g. logical,
advanced logical, Checkm8/checkraln extraction, physical
extraction if jail-broken, etc.); ¢) the software used in taking the
forensic image; d) whether a jailbreak method was used in the
extraction process; €) the operating system in use on the mobile
device at the time it was imaged (e.g. i08); and f) a list of all
photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio recordings
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contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced, or in list
form if not yet produced.

(iii)  The term “Inventory™ in relation to a “cloud account” or “iCloud”
refers to a forensic image of any cloud accounts sufficient to
identify: a) the type of cloud account and company hosting the data
on the cloud account; b) the type of forensic image taken of the
cloud account; c) the software used in taking the forensic image
(e.g. Oxygen, Cellebrite, etc.); d) a list of all photographs, text
messages, emails, and video/audio recordings contained in the
image by BATES stamp if produced, and in list form if not yet
produced; and e) whether a forensic analysis was conducted and, if
so, what software was used.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and

harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the

obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would
require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at
issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy.

t Mr. Depp’s Devices. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Devices” refers to the
devices that Mr. Depp identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of
Interrogatories under penalty of perjury were in his possesston, custody, and control and on
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 likely to be stored. These identified devices include an
iPhone, an iPad, a MacBook Pro, an iCloud account, the devices and data belonging to Stephen
Deuters collected in May 2017 (iPad and iPhone), and the devices and data belonging to Nathan
Holmes collected in March 2018 (iPhone). This definition further includes Mr. Depp’s current
devices and current cloud backups containing any data from the devices identified in response to
Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of Interrogatories.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and

harassing, especially in light of the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order, denying

Defendant’s Motion to Compel Plaintiff’s devices. Plaintiff further objects to this

on the grounds that it exceeds the obligations applicable to discovery responses

under Virginia law including that it requests documents and information not in
Plaintiff’s actual possession, custody, or control and would require the generation

10



of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at issue. Plaintiff further
objects on grounds of privilege, privacy, and relevance.

u Depp Abuse of Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates”
refers to the time periods contained in the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order: December 15, 2012-
January 15, 2013; March 6-April 5, 2013; June 1-June 30, 2013; May 22-June 7, 2014; August
15-August 31, 2014; December 15-December 31, 2014; January 23-February 8, 2015; March 1-
April 6, 2015; August 1-August 31, 2015; November 24-December 10, 2015; December 13,
2015-January 12, 2016; April 19-May 5, 2016; May 19-June 4, 2016; and July 15-July 29, 2016.

RESPONSE: No objection to the dates. Objection to the use of the term “Depp
Abuse of Heard Dates™ on the grounds that it assumes facts that are disputed, and
lacks foundation for the same.

33

v Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts
refers to Bryan Neumeister and/or Mr. Neumeister’s colleague, Matt Erickson.

RESPONSE: No objection.

w Depp Alleged Abuse by Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Alleged Abuse by
Heard Dates” refers to the following time periods reflected in Mr. Depp’s Declaration submitted to
the Fairfax County Circuit Court in May 2019 and in Mr. Depp’s Witness Statements submitted in
the UK Litigation: November 21, 2014- March 11, 2015; March 1- April 6, 2015; October 12-
Navember 1, 2015; December 5-26, 2015; April 11- May 6, 2016; and May 11- June 4, 2016.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would
require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at
issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy. Plaintiff
further objects on the grounds that this definition overlaps with some of the same
time periods outlined in Defendant’s definition of “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates.”

X Declaration of Mr. Depp. The phrase “Declaration of Mr. Depp” refers to

the Declaration of John Christopher Depp, II submitted in this case in May, 2019.
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RESPONSE: No objection.

y Mr. Depp’s Second Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Second
Witness Statement” refers to the Second Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, 11
submitted in the UK Litigation dated December 12, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

zZ My, Depp’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Third
Witness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, II
submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 25, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

aa Mz, Depp’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Fifth
Witness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, II submitted
in the UK Litigation dated March 14, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

bb Declaration of Ms. Heard. The phrase “Declaration of Ms. Heard” refers
to the Declaration of Amber Laura Heard submitted in this case on April 10, 2019,

RESPONSE: No objection.

ce Ms. Heard’s Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Witness
Statement” refers to the Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated
December 15, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

dd Ms. Heard’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Third
Witness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated February 26, 2020,

RESPONSE: No objection.
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ee Ms. Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms.
Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement” refers to the Confidential Schedule to Third
Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

ff Ms. Heard’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Fifth
Witness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated June 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

gg Your Expert Designation. The phrase “Your Expert Designation” refers to
Plaintiff’s Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served on February 16, 2021, along with

any supplemental to or any other Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served by you in

this Action.
RESPONSE: No objection,
INTERROGATORIES
1. For each person identified in your Responses or any of Your Supplemental Responses to

Interrogatory Number 1 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of Interrogatories, please describe fully
the specific facts within the knowledge of each witness and how that person came to
possess such knowledge.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the above-stated General Objections
and Objections to Definitions as though set forth fully herein. Plaintiff further objects that the
Interrogatory is compound. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as grossly overbroad,
unduly burdensome, and harassing, because (among other reasons) it asks Plaintiff to speculate
as to the knowledge of scores of other persons, as well as how each of those persons came to

possess that knowledge. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it
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contains no limitation as to subject matter, and is utterly lacking in particularity, demanding that
Plaintiff “describe fully” all “specific facts™ within the knowledge of scores of other persons.
The lack of specific subject matter renders the Interrogatory not merely wildly overbroad and
speculative, but also vague to the point of complete unintelligibility. Plaintiff further objects to
this Interrogatory on the grounds that, by definition, it seeks information that is not and cannot be
in possession of Plaintiff, who manifestly cannot testify as to the personal knowledge of other
persons, much less the basis for that knowledge. The Interrogatory is wholly lacking in
foundation, calls for speculation, and is improper in its entirety. Plaintiff can only provide
evidence as to his own personal knowledge; he cannot provide evidence as to the personal
knowledge of other individuals, nor can he provide evidence as to the basis of other persons’
knowledge. The means to seck knowledge in possession of persons other than Plaintiff is by
taking discovery from those persons, as appropriate. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory
on the grounds that it exceeds the scope of discovery permitted by applicable law; Plaintiff will
designate trial witnesses in accordance with the fimelines set forth in the operative Scheduling
Order, but is under no obligation to explain to Defendant every fact that might hypothetically be
in possession of potential witnesses identified by Plaintiff or Defendant in discovery, even if he
were capable of doing so (which is not the case). Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly
broad and unduly burdensome, including because it lacks any limitation as to time period.
Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks the information
protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, and any other applicable
privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds
that jit directly implicates the impressions, analysis, and opinions of counsel as to the knowledge

held by potential witnesses, and the relevance of that knowledge to this proceeding, which is
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protected work product and not permitted to be disclosed to Defendant. As such, the
Interrogatory represents an improper attempt to intrude on Plaintiff’s counsel’s trial preparation.
Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, nor proportional to this
case. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory 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. Plaintiff further objects to the extent that this Interrogatory assumes
facts not in evidence and relates to allegations that Plaintiff intends to disprove. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it is intended to harass Plaintiff, Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it implicates the privacy of Plaintiff and
numerous third persons. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it
represents an improper attempt by Defendant to shift the burden of obtaining discoverable
information from third parties in preparation of her case to Plaintiff.

Plaintiff will not respond to this Interrogatory.

2. Describe in detail each and every alleged injury You contend You received as a result of
any conduct by Ms. Heard, including but not limited to a description of the alleged injury,
the date(s) and time(s) of any alleged injury, any of Ms. Heard’s alleged conduct
allegedly causing such injury, and any medical treatment You received related to each
alleged injury.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, which Plaintiff incorporates by this reference as if fully set forth herein, Plaintiff
objects to this Interrogatory as being compound on the grounds that it features no less than six
Interrogatories within one request, including subparts. Plaintiff further objects to the term
“injury” as vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff construes the term to refer to physical injuries.

Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome to the
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extent it asks Plaintiff to identify and describe each and every alleged injury Plaintiff received as
a result of conduct by Ms. Heard, as such injuries occurred frequently over the course of Mr.
Depp and Ms. Heard’s relationship. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad
and unduly burdensome on the grounds and to the extent that it seeks 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 the
extent that this Interrogatory assumes facts not in evidence, and contains allegations that Plaintiff
intends to disprove. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is intended to
harass Plaintiff.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, Plaintiff will provide a

supplemental response to this Interrogatory.

3. Please identify and state in detail all facts supporting your Fourth, Fifth, and Ninth
Defenses to Ms. Heard’s Counterclaim.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, which Plaintiff incorporates by this reference as if fully set forth herein, Plaintiff
objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome, including to the extent it
asks Plaintiff to speculate as to the knowledge of other witnesses and how other witnesses came
to possess that knowledge. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and
unduly burdensome. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks
information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other

applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects on the grounds that this
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Interrogatory calls for a legal conclusion. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds
that it implicates the work-product of counsel with respect to what facts relate to or support
particular allegations. Plaintiff further objects that the Interrogatory is overly broad, as it relates
to entire affirmative defenses. 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. Plaintiff further objects to this
Interrogatory as unreasonably cumulative. Plaintiff further specifically objects to the
" Interrogatory on grounds of privacy, privilege, and the work-product doctrine. Plaintiff further
objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it is compound and contains multiple subparts.
Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows:
Plaintiff has not waived attorney-client privilege as to communications with Mr, Adam Waldman
to respond to information surrounding the Fourth and Fifth Defenses to Defendant and
Counterclaim Plaintiff’s Counterclaims. Plaintiff asserts his reservation of rights and will not
respond to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by the attorney-client
privilege and the work product doctrine sought by information surrounding the Ninth Defense to
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff’s Counterclaim. However, Plaintiff will supplement this
Interrogatory to provide any non-privileged responsive information.
4, Please identify and state in detail all facts supporting your Twelfth Defense to Ms.

Heard’s Counterclaim that “Counterclaim Plaintiff has failed to take reasonable steps to
mitigate her alleged damages, if any.”

RESPONSE.:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, which Plaintiff incorporates by this reference as if fully set forth herein, Plaintiff

objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome. Plaintiff further objects to
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this Interrogatory on the grounds 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
admigsible evidence and that it seeks documents and communications that are irrelevant,
immaterial, or unnecessary to the issues in this Action. Plaintiff further objects to the
Interrogatory on the grounds that it is overbroad, including because it relates to an entire
affirmative defense. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it
implicates the work-product doctrine. Plaintiff further objects that the Interrogatory calls for a
legal conclusion.

Subject to and without waiting the foregoing objections, Plaintiff denies that Ms. Heard
has suffered any legally cognizable damages and will further supplement this response

concurrent with Interrogatory Nos. 2 and 3.

Dated: January 31, 2022

Respectfully submitted,

Benjan¥in 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
behew@brownrudnick.com
acrawford@brownrudnick.com

Leo J. Presiado (pro hac vice)
Camille M. Vasquez (pro hac vice)
Samuel A. Moniz (pro hac vice)
BROWN RUDNICK, LLP
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2211 Michelson Drive, Seventh Floor
Irvine, CA 92612

Phone: (949) 752-7100

Fax: (949) 252-1514
lpresiado@brownrudnick.com
cvasquez@brownrudnick.com
smoniz@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
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, 11
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, 1I

Plaintiff and Counterclaim

Defendant,

V.

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

Counterclaim Plaintiff.

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

Pursuant to Rule 4:8 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff and
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, II, by and through his undersigned counsel, hereby
responds and objects to Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff Amber Laura Heard’s Fourth Set
of Interrogatories (each, an “Interrogatory” and collectively, the “Interrogatory”), dated January
17, 2022 and served in the above captioned action (“Action™) as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

L. 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
I. 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 only.

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: Objection. Overbroad and vague and ambiguous.
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: Objection. Overbroad and vague and ambiguous.

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 only.

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: Objection, overbroad.

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
patticipated 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, and in response to interrogatories instead of
requests for production, which exceeds the obligations under applicable law.

Plaintiff will produce a privilege log at a time and in a manner to be negotiated
with Defendant in good faith, to the extent appropriate under applicable law.

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.



10.

RESPONSE: Objection to the extent that the instruction purports to require
responses to requests that are not appropriately tailored, material, or relevant.

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.,
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RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad and unduly
burdensome and in excess of the requirements of applicable law, including but not
limited to the extent that it requires Plaintiff to provide information from
individuals and entities not under Plaintiff’s control. Plaintiff is not required, and
will not identify persons with knowledge of each response or to identify each
document that might have been used in preparing a response. Further, objection is
made on grounds of the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine,
speculation, relevance, and overbreadth.

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

12.

RESPONSE: Objection. The instruction exceeds the requirements of applicable
law, and is overly broad, unduly burdensome, and implicates the attorney-client
privilege and work-product doctrine. Plaintiff is only required to respond (to
the extent appropriate) to the interrogatories posed by Defendant, and is not
required to provide an explanation of the manner in which a response was
developed.

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: Objection to the extent the instruction exceeds the requirements of
applicable law.

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

RESPONSE: No objection.

b. 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.

C. 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.

d. 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.

e. Counterclaim. The term “Counterclaim” means any Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

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

RESPONSE: No objection.

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

RESPONSE: Objection. Overbroad.

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

RESPONSE: Objection. Vague and overbroad.

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.

RESPONSE: No objection.



j- Defendant, Counterclaim Plaintiff, and/or Ms. Heard. The terms
"Defendant," “Counterclaim Plaintiff,” and/or "Ms. Heard" refer to Amber Laura Heard,
including her agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and 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.”

k. Plaintiff, Counterclaim Defendant, and/or Mr. Depp. The terms
“Plaintiff,” “Counterclaim Defendant,” and/or “Mr. Depp” refer to Plaintiff John C. Depp, 11,
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.

L. Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by
Plaintiff and Counterclaim Defendant in this Action. The term Counterclaim means the
Counterclaim filed by Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff in this action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

m. Counterclaim. The term Counterclaim means the Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

n. Other Litigation. The term "Other Litigation" includes the following cases
either brought against Mr. Depp or by Mr. Depp. Individually, the name in quotations following
the title of the case refers to that particular case.

Eugene Arreola, Miguel Sanchez v. John C. Depp, II et. al ("security guard case")
Gregg "Rocky" Brooks v. John C. Depp, et. al ("movie set assault case”)
John C. Depp, II, et al v. Bloom Hergott Diemer, Rosenthal Laviolette Feldman

Schenkman & Goodman, LLP, Jacob A. Bloom, and DOES 1-30 ("attorney case")
John C. Depp, I, Edward L. White v. The Mandel Company, et al ("Mandel case”)



RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, on the grounds that it is inclusive of cases that are wholly irrelevant,
separate, and distinct from this action. Moreover, those unrelated cases implicate
significant privacy, privilege, and other interests of Plaintiff and third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this definition as vague and ambiguous.

0. 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: Objection. Vague and overbroad.

p. Pirates of the Caribbean Films. The phrase “Pirates of the Caribbean
Films” collectively refers to the films “Pirates of the Caribbean: The Curse of the Black Pearl,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Man’s Chest,” “Pirates of the Caribbean: At World’s End,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: On Stranger Tides,” and “Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Men Tell No
Tales.”

RESPONSE: No objection.

qQ. 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.

r. 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.
8. Inventory.



(i) The term “Inventory” in relation to a computer refers to a forensic
image of any computers (including Laptops and Desktops),
operating systems, or drives sufficient to identify: a) the computer
by manufacturer, make, model, and serial number; b) the type of
forensic image taken/created (e.g. logical, advanced logical, write-
blocked Raw (DD) non-segmented forensic image, etc.); ¢) the
software and version of the software used to create the forensic
image; d) the make/type of write-blocker used to create the
forensic image; ) whether an uncompressed write-blocked
forensic image was extracted; f) whether a hash verification was
completed for each file and for the forensic image as a whole; and
g) a list of all photographs, text messages, emails, and video/andio
recordings contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced,
or in list form if not yet produced.

(ii)  The term “Inventory” in relation to a mobile device (including Cell
Phones and Tablets) refers to a forensic image sufficient to
identify: a) the mobile device by manufacturer, make, model, and
serial number; b) the type of extraction performed (e.g. logical,
advanced logical, Checkm8/checkraln extraction, physical
extraction if jail-broken, etc.); c) the software used in taking the
forensic image; d) whether a jailbreak method was used in the
extraction process; €) the operating system in use on the mobile
device at the time it was imaged (e.g. i0S); and f) a list of all
photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio recordings
contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced, or in list
form if not yet produced.

(iii)  The term “Inventory” in relation to a “cloud account” or “iCloud”
refers to a forensic image of any cloud accounts sufficient to
identify: a) the type of cloud account and company hosting the data
on the cloud account; b) the type of forensic image taken of the
cloud account; c) the software used in taking the forensic image
(e.g. Oxygen, Cellebrite, etc.); d) a list of all photographs, text
messages, emails, and video/audio recordings contained in the
image by BATES stamp if produced, and in list form if not yet
produced; and e) whether a forensic analysis was conducted and, if
so, what software was used.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would
require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at
issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy.



t. Mpr. Depp’s Devices. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Devices” refers to the
devices that Mr. Depp identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of
Interrogatories under penalty of perjury were in his possession, custody, and control and on
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 likely to be stored. These identified devices include an
iPhone, an iPad, a MacBook Pro, an iCloud account, the devices and data belonging to Stephen
Deuters collected in May 2017 (iPad and iPhone), and the devices and data belonging to Nathan
Holmes collected in March 2018 (iPhone). This definition further includes Mr. Depp’s current
devices and current cloud backups containing any data from the devices identified in response to
Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of Interrogatories.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and

harassing, especially in light of the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order, denying

Defendant’s Motion to Compel Plaintiff’s devices. Plaintiff further objects to this

on the grounds that it exceeds the obligations applicable to discovery responses

under Virginia law including that it requests documents and information not in

Plaintiff’s actual possession, custody, or control and would require the generation

of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at issue. Plaintiff further

objects on grounds of privilege, privacy, and relevance.

u Depp Abuse of Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates”
refers to the time periods contained in the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order: December 15, 2012-
January 15, 2013; March 6-April 5, 2013; June 1-June 30, 2013; May 22-June 7, 2014; August
15-August 31, 2014; December 15-December 31, 2014; January 23-February 8, 2015; March 1-
April 6, 2015; August 1-August 31, 2015; November 24-December 10, 2015; December 13,
2015-January 12, 2016; April 19-May 5, 2016; May 19-June 4, 2016; and July 15-July 29, 2016.

RESPONSE: No objection to the dates. Objection to the use of the term “Depp

Abuse of Heard Dates™ on the grounds that it assumes facts that are disputed, and
lacks foundation for the same.
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V. Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts”
refers to Bryan Neumeister and/or Mr. Neumeister’s colleague, Matt Erickson.

RESPONSE: No objection.

w. Depp Alleged Abuse by Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Alleged Abuse by
Heard Dates” refers to the following time periods reflected in Mr. Depp’s Declaration submitted to
the Fairfax County Circuit Court in May 2019 and in Mr. Depp’s Witness Statements submitted in
the UK Litigation: November 21, 2014- March 11, 2015; March 1- April 6, 2015; October 12-
November 1, 2015; December 5-26, 2015; April 11- May 6, 2016; and May 11- June 4, 2016.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and

harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the

obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would

require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at

issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy. Plaintiff

further objects on the grounds that this definition overlaps with some of the same

time periods outlined in Defendant’s definition of “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates.”

X. Declaration of Mr. Depp. The phrase “Declaration of Mr. Depp” refers to
the Declaration of John Christopher Depp, II submitted in this case in May, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

y. Mpr. Depp’s Second Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Second
Witness Statement” refers to the Second Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, 11
submitted in the UK Litigation dated December 12, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

Z. Mpr. Depp’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Third
Witness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, 11
submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 25, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

11



aa.  Mnr. Depp’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Fifth
Witness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of John
Christopher Depp, II submitted in the UK Litigation dated March 14,
2020.
RESPONSE: No objection.
bb.  Declaration of Ms. Heard. The phrase “Declaration of Ms. Heard” refers
to the Declaration of Amber Laura Heard submitted in this case on April 10, 2019.
RESPONSE: No objection.
cc.  Ms. Heard’s Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Witness
Statement” refers to the Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated
December 15, 2019.
RESPONSE: No objection.
dd.  Ms. Heard’s Third Witness Statement, The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Third
Witness Statement™ refers to the Third Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated February 26, 2020.
RESPONSE: No objection.
ee.  Ms. Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms.
Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement” refers to the Confidential Schedule to Third
Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 26, 2020.
RESPONSE: No objection.

ff. Ms. Heard’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Fifth
Witness Statement™ refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated June 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection,

12



gg.  Your Expert Designation. The phrase “Your Expert Designation” refers to
Plaintiff’s Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served on February 16, 2021, along with

any supplemental to or any other Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served by you in

this Action.
RESPONSE: No objection.
INTERROGATORIES
1. Please describe in detail each and every incident during which You contend that Ms.

Heard inflicted any type of physical or emotional violence or abuse upon you. Please
include the dates, times and location, as well as a description of the communications and
actions leading up to, through, and following such alleged violence or abuse.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as compound. Plaintiff further objects that this
Interrogatory will cause Defendant to exceed the number of additional interrogatories authoriied
by the Court. Plaintiff further objects to the term “violence or abuse” as vague and ambiguous.
Plaintiff further objects that the Interrogatory is overly broad, ambiguous, and seeks irrelevant
information, particularly (but without limitation) with respect to its demand for a “description of
the communications and actions leading up to, through, and following such alleged violence or
abuse.” Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome.
Plaiptiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks 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

13



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

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

specifically Interrogatory No. 2 in Defendant’s Third Set of Interrogatories.

Dated: February 7, 2022

Respectfully submitted,

Benjantin 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
behew@brownrudnick.com
acrawford@brownrudnick.com

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

2211 Michelson Drive, Seventh Floor
Irvine, CA 92612

Phone: (949) 752-7100

Fax: (949) 252-1514
Ipresiado@brownrudnick.com
cvasquez@brownrudnick.com
smoniz@brownrudnick.com

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

7 Times Square

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

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

Counsel for Plaintiff and
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, 11
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, I

Plaintiff and Counterclaim

Defendant,

V.

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

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

Pursuant to Rule 4:8 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff and
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, II, by and through his undersigned counsel, hereby
responds and objects to Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff Amber Laura Heard’s Fifth Set of
Interrogatories (each, an “Interrogatory” and collectively, the “Interrogatory”™), dated February 2,
2022 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 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.  Inanswering each interrogatory:



a. state whether the answer is within the personal knowledge of the person
answetring 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. 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.

c. 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.

d. 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.

e. Counterclaim. The term “Counterclaim” means any Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection..

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

RESPONSE: No objection.

g. Concerning. The term “concerning” includes 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.

RESPONSE: No objection.

] Defendant, Counterclaim Plaintiff, and/or Ms. Heard. The terms
"Defendant," “Counterclaim Plaintiff,” and/or "Ms. Heard" refer to Amber Laura Heard,
including her agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and 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.”



k. Plaintiff, Counterclaim Defendant, and/or Mr. Depp. The terms
“Plaintiff,” “Counterclaim Defendant,” and/or “Mr. Depp” refer to Plaintiff John C. Depp, 11,
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.

L. Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by
Plaintiff and Counterclaim Defendant in this Action. The term Counterclaim means the
Counterclaim filed by Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff in this action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

m. Counterclaim. The term Counterclaim means the Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection,

n. Other Litigation. The term "Other Litigation" includes the following cases
either brought against Mr. Depp or by Mr. Depp. Individually, the name in quotations following
the title of the case refers to that particular case.

Fugene Arreola, Miguel Sanchez v. John C. Depp, Il et. al ("security guard case")

Gregg "Rocky" Brooks v. John C. Depp, et. al ("movie set assault case")

John C. Depp, II, et al v. Bloom Hergott Diemer, Rosenthal Laviolette Feldman

Schenkman & Goodman, LLP, Jacob A. Bloom, and DOES' 1-30 ("attorney case”)

John C. Depp, II, Edward L. White v. The Mandel Company, et al ("Mandel case”)
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, on the grounds that it is inclusive of cases that are wholly irrelevant,
separate, and distinct from this action. Moreover, those unrelated cases implicate

significant privacy, privilege, and other interests of Plaintiff and third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this definition as vague and ambiguous.



0. 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.

P- Pirates of the Caribbean Films. The phrase “Pirates of the Caribbean
Films™ collectively refers to the films “Pirates of the Caribbean: The Curse of the Black Pearl,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Man’s Chest,” “Pirates of the Caribbean: At World’s End,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: On Stranger Tides,” and “Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Men Tell No
Tales.”

RESPONSE: No objection.

g- 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,

. 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.
S. Inventory.
(1) The term “Inventory” in relation to a computer refers to a forensic

image of any computers (including Laptops and Desktops),
operating systems, or drives sufficient to identify: a) the computer
by manufacturer, make, model, and serial number; b) the type of
forensic image taken/created (e.g. logical, advanced logical, write-
blocked Raw (DD) non-segmented forensic image, etc.); c) the



software and version of the software used to create the forensic
image; d) the make/type of write-blocker used to create the
forensic image; ¢) whether an uncompressed write-blocked
forensic image was extracted; f) whether a hash verification was
completed for each file and for the forensic image as a whole; and
g) a list of all photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio
recordings contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced,
or in list form if not yet produced.

(i)  The term “Inventory” in relation to a mobile device (including Cell
Phones and Tablets) refers to a forensic image sufficient to
identify: a) the mobile device by manufacturer, make, model, and
serial number; b) the type of extraction performed (e.g. logical,
advanced logical, Checkm8/checkraln extraction, physical
extraction if jail-broken, etc.); c) the software used in taking the
forensic image; d) whether a jailbreak method was used in the
extraction process; e) the operating system in use on the mobile
device at the time it was imaged (e.g. i08); and f) a list of all
photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio recordings
contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced, or in list
form if not yet produced.

(i)  The term “Inventory™ in relation to a “cloud account” or “iCloud”
refers to a forensic image of any cloud accounts sufficient to
identify: a) the type of cloud account and company hosting the data
on the cloud account; b) the type of forensic image taken of the
cloud account; c) the software used in taking the forensic image
(e.g. Oxygen, Cellebrite, etc.); d) a list of all photographs, text
messages, emails, and video/audio recordings contained in the
image by BATES stamp if produced, and in list form if not yet
produced; and e) whether a forensic analysis was conducted and, if
s0, what software was used.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would
require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at
issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy.

t. Myr. Depp’s Devices. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Devices™ refers to the
devices that Mr. Depp identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of
Interrogatories under penalty of petjury were in his possession, custody, and control and on

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 likely to be stored. These identified devices include an
iPhone, an iPad, a MacBook Pro, an iCloud account, the devices and data belonging to Stephen
Deuters collected in May 2017 (iPad and iPhone), and the devices and data belonging to Nathan
Holmes collected in March 2018 (iPhone). This definition further includes Mr. Depp’s cutrent
devices and current cloud backups containing any data from the devices identified in response to
Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of Interrogatories.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and

harassing, especially in light of the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order, denying

Defendant’s Motion to Compel Plaintiff’s devices. Plaintiff further objects to this

on the grounds that it exceeds the obligations applicable to discovery responses

under Virginia law including that it requests documents and information not in

Plaintiff’s actual possession, custody, or control and would require the generation

of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at issue. Plaintiff further

objects on grounds of privilege, privacy, and relevance.

u. Depp Abuse of Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates”
refers to the time periods contained in the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order: December 15, 2012-
January 15, 2013; March 6-April 5, 2013; June [-June 30, 2013; May 22-June 7, 2014; August
15-August 31, 2014; December 15-December 31, 2014; January 23-February 8, 2015; March 1-
April 6, 2015; August 1-August 31, 2015; November 24-December 10, 2015; December 13,
2015-January 12, 2016; April 19-May 35, 2016; May 19-June 4, 2016; and July 15-July 29, 2016.

RESPONSE: No objection to the dates. Objection to the use of the term “Depp

Abuse of Heard Dates” on the grounds that it assumes facts that are disputed, and

lacks foundation for the same.

v. Mpvr. Depp’s Forensic Experts. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts™
refers to Bryan Neumeister and/or Mr. Neumeister’s colleague, Matt Erickson.

RESPONSE: No objection.

w. Depp Alleged Abuse by Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Alleged Abuse by

Heard Dates” refers to the following time periods reflected in Mr. Depp’s Declaration submitted to

10



the Fairfax County Circuit Court in May 2019 and in Mr. Depp’s Witness Statements submitted in
the UK Litigation: November 21, 2014- March 11, 2015; March 1- April 6, 2015; October 12-
November 1, 2015; December 5-26, 2015; April 11- May 6, 2016; and May 11- June 4, 2016.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and

harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the

obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would

require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at

issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy. Plaintiff

further objects on the grounds that this definition overlaps with some of the same

time periods outlined in Defendant’s definition of “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates.”

X. Declaration of Mr. Depp. The phrase “Declaration of Mr. Depp” refers to
the Declaration of John Christopher Depp, II submitted in this case in May, 2019,

RESPONSE: No objection.

y. Mpyr. Depp’s Second Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Second
Witness Statement” refers to the Second Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, IT
submitted in the UK Litigation dated December 12, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

Z. Mr. Depp’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Third
Witness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, [T
submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 25, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

aa. Mvr. Depp’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Fifth
Witness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, II submitted
in the UK Litigation dated March 14, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

bb.  Declaration of Ms. Heard. The phrase “Declaration of Ms. Heard” refers

to the Declaration of Amber Laura Heard submitted in this case on April 10, 2019.

11



RESPONSE: No objection,

cc.  Ms. Heard’s Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Witness
Statement” refers to the Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated
December 15, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.
dd.  Ms. Heard’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Third

Witness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

ee.  Ms. Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms.
Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement” refers to the Confidential Schedule to Third
Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

ff. Ms. Heard’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms, Heard’s Fifth
Witness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated June 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

gg. Your Expert Designation. The phrase “Your Expert Designation” refers to
Plaintiff’s Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served on February 16, 2021, along with
any supplemental to or any other Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served by you in
this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

hh.  Property. The term “Property” as used in these Interrogatories refers to

any fixtures, objects, furniture, or other property in the house You and Ms. Heard stayed at while

12



in in Australia in March 20135, including but not limited to countertops, walls, flooring, light
fixtures, electronic equipment, doors, windows, bottles, glass doors, and art work/decorations.

RESPONSE: Objection, overbroad, irrelevant, ambiguous, cumulative,
harassing.

INTERROGATORIES

1. Please identify what you meant by “recent events” in the following statement:

“In light of recent events, I would like to make the following short statement. Firstly, I’d
like to thank everybody who has gifted me with their support and loyalty. I have been
humbled and moved by your many messages of love and concern, particularly over the
last few days. Secondly, I wish to let you know that I have been asked to resign by
Warner Bros. from my role as Grindelwald in Fantastic Beasts and I have respected and
agreed to that request. Finally, I wish to say this. The surreal judgment of the Court in the
UK. will not change my fight to tell the truth and I confirm that I plan to appeal. My
resolve remains strong and I intend to prove that the allegations against me are false. My
life and career will not be defined by this moment in time. Thank you for reading.”

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome,
including without limitation to the extent it asks Plaintiff to identify a statement that lacks any
context. 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. Plaintiff further objects to this
Interrogatory on the grounds that it causes the number of interrogatories served by Defendant to
exceed the number of additional interrogatories authorized by the Court after specific negotiation
between counsel for Plaintiff and Defendant, and after Defendant failed to respond to Plaintiff’s
Fourth Interrogatories for nearly a year on the same basis. Plaintiff further objects to this

Interrogatory on the grounds and to the extent that it calls for information that is protected by the

13



attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other privilege, immunity or protection.
Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory as vague and ambiguous.

2. Please identify and state in detail all facts supporting Your Sixth Defense to Ms. Heard’s
Counterclaim that “The doctrine of unclean hands equitably bars the Counterclaim.”

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory as overly broad and unduly burdensome.
Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks 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 on the grounds that it 1s
overbroad, including because it relates to an entire affirmative defense. Plaintiff further objects
on the grounds that this Interrogatory calls for a legal conclusion. 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. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it causes the number
of interrogatories served by Defendant to exceed the number of additional interrogatories
authorized by the Court after specific negotiation between counsel for Plaintiff and Defendant,
and after Defendant failed to respond to Plaintiff’s Fourth Interrogatories for nearly a year on the
same basis.

3. Please describe in detail all facts supporting Your Supplemental Response to Request No.

11 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Requests for Admissions that “Plaintiff may have destroyed or

damaged some type of property in the presence of Ms. Heard at some point,” including

identifying any “property,” and the date(s) of destruction or damage referred to in this
Response.

14



RESPONSE:

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 vague and ambiguous as to “destruction or damage.” Plaintiff
further objects to this Interrogatory as calling for information that is neither relevant nor
proportional to this case. Plaintiff’s purported damage of property is 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. Plaintiff further
objects on the grounds that this Interrogatory calls for a legal conclusion. 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. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it causes the
number of interrogatories served by Defendant to exceed the number of additional interrogatories
authorized by the Court after specific negotiation between counsel for Plaintiff and Defendant,
and after Defendant failed to respond to Plaintiff’s Fourth Interrogatories for nearly a year on the
same basis. Plaintiff further objects that the Interrogatory is compound.

4. Please identify all drugs ’a.nd narcotics You have consumed or ingested at any point from
January 1, 2012 to the present, with the exception of any drug prescribed by any
Physician or Doctor. Your response should include the name(s) of all drugs or narcotics,
all date(s) on which you consumed any drugs or narcotics, Your location/address when

you consumed each drug or narcotic on each date, and all individuals present when you
consumed each drug or narcotic on each date.
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RESPONSE:

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 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’s “drugs and narcotics . . .
consumed or ingested at any point from January 1, 2012 to the present” is irrelevant to the claims
or defenses in this case. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it is intended to
harass Plaintiff and is unreasonably duplicative. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on
the grounds that it implicates the privacy of Plaintiff and third persons. Plaintiff further objects to
the extent that this Interrogatory assumes facts not in evidence, and contains allegations that Mr.
Depp intends to disprove. Plaintiff further objects on the grounds that this Interrogatory calls for
a legal conclusion.  Plaintiff further objects to this [nterrogatory 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. Plaintiff further objects to this
Interrogatory on the grounds that it causes the number of interrogatories served by Defendant to
exceed the number of additional interrogatories authorized by the Court after specific negotiation
between counsel for Plaintiff and Defendant, and after Defendant failed to respond to Plaintiff’s
Fourth Interrogatories for nearly a year on the same basis. Plaintiff further objects that the

Interrogatory is compound.
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5. Identify and describe in detail all damages You caused to the house in Australia during
Your and Ms. Heard’s stay in Australia in March 2015, including but not limited to all
damage/destruction of Property, writing or graffiti You placed on any Property, and any
amount of money you were requested to pay and/or did pay to anyone related to such
damage/destruction of Property.

RESPONSE:

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 “damage/destruction of Property™ is irrelevant to the claims or
defenses in this case. Plaintiff further objects to the extent that this Interrogatory assumes facts
not in evidence. Plaintiff further objects on the grounds that this Interrogatory calls for a legal
conclusion. 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. Plaintiff further objects to this
Interrogatory on the grounds that it causes the number of interrogatories served by Defendant to
exceed the number of additional interrogatories authorized by the Court after specific negotiation
between counsel for Plaintiff and Defendant, and after Defendant failed to respond to Plaintiff’s
Fourth Interrogatories for nearly a year on the same basis. Plaintiff further objects to this request
on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, overbroad, unduly burdensome, harassing, and

irrelevant. Plaintiff further objects that the Interrogatory is compound.
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Dated: February 23, 2022

Respectfully submitted,

Benjam¥n G. Chew (VSB #29113)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB #89093)
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, 11

Plaintiff and Counterclaim

Defendant,

V.

AMBER LAURA HEARD, Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911
Defendant and ‘
Counterclaim Plaintiff.

PLAINTIFF AND COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANT JOHN C. DEPP, II'S RESPONSES
AND OBJECTIONS TO DEFENDANT AND COUNTERCLAIM PLAINTIFF
AMBER LAURA HEARD’S NINETEENTH 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”) Nineteenth Set of Requests for
Production of Documents (each, a “Request” and collectively, the “Requests™), dated January 10,
2022 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 specific 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) seek 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 controversy, 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, or in a
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 produce 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, or any applicable right to privacy of Plaintiff or third parties.

8. Plaintiff objects to any Request sgeking “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.

0. 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 responsive 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 objects to each of the Requests to the extent that the Requests or related
Instructions purport to impose any discovery obligations on Plaintiff beyond those already
imposed by applicable law.

13.  Plaintiff’s responses 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.

14.  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.

15.  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.



16.  These objections and responses are based on Plaintiff’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 later 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.

17.  Plaintiff objects to each Request to the extent that the Request(s) purport to
require a form of forensic imaging, which is not appropriate or required as to Plaintiff’s devices

under the circumstances of this case.

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. Where information in Your possession is requested, such request includes

nonprivileged 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 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.
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
burdensome, to the extent that it requires production of documents not within the
possession, custody or control of Plaintiff. Plaintiff will produce documents from

a relevant time period to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith. Plaintiff
further objects to this instruction as vague and ambiguous.

5. 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 and entities other than Plaintiff and/or documents that are not within
Plaintiff’s custody and control.

6. 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.

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 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.

8. 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.

10.  Unless otherwise indicated, these requests include the time from when the parties
met, in 2008.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and harassing to the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to
produce documents from a twelve-year timeframe that encompasses documents
that are not relevant to the subject matter of this action.

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

RESPONSE: No objection.



b. 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.

c. 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, brochu—res, 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.



d. 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.

e. Counterclaim. The term “Counterclaim” means any Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

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

RESPONSE: No objection.

g. Concerning, The term “concerning” includes 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.

1. 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.

i Defendant, Counterclaim Plaintiff, and/or Ms. Heard. The terms

“Defendant,” “Counterclaim Plaintiff,” and/or “Ms. Heard” refer to Amber Laura Heard,

including her agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and 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.”

k. Plaintiff, Counterclaim Defendant, and/or Mr. Depp. The terms
“Plaintiff,” “Counterclaim Defendant,” and/or “Mr. Depp” refer to Plaintiff John C. Depp, 11,
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.

L Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by
Plaintiff and Counterclaim Defendant in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

m. Counterclaim. The term Counterclaim means the Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

n Other Litigation. The term “Other Litigation™ includes the following cases
either brought against Mr. Depp or by Mr. Depp. Individually, the name in quotations following
the title of the case refers to that particular case.

Eugene Arreola, Miguel Sanchez v. John C. Depp, 1l et. al (“security guard case™)

Gregg “Rocky” Brooks v. John C. Depp, el. al (“movie set assault case”)

John C. Depp, 11, et al v. Bloom Hergott Diemer, Rosenthal Laviolette Feldman

Schenkman & Goodman, LLP, Jacob A. Bloom, and DOES 1-30 (“attorney case”)

John C. Depp, I, Edward L. White v. The Mandel Company, et al (“Mandel case™)
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, on the grounds that it is inclusive of cases that are wholly irrelevant,
separate, and distinct from this action. Moreover, those unrelated cases implicate

significant privacy, privilege, and other interests of Plaintiff and third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this definition as vague and ambiguous.
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0. 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.

p. Pirates of the Caribbean Films. The phrase “Pirates of the Caribbean
Films” collectively refers to the films “Pirates of the Caribbean: The Curse of the Black Pearl,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Man’s Chest,” “Pirates of the Caribbean: At World’s End,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: On Stranger Tides,” and “Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Men Tell No
Tales.”

RESPONSE: No objection.

q. 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 andl 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.

. 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.

s. Inventory.

@ The term “Inventory™ in relation to a computer refers to a forensic
image of any computers (including Laptops and Desktops),
operating systems, or drives sufficient to identify: a) the computer
by manufacturer, make, model, and serial number; b) the type of

forensic image taken/created (e.g. logical, advanced logical, write-
blocked Raw (DD) non-segmented forensic image, etc.); ¢) the
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software and version of the software used to create the forensic
image; d) the make/type of write-blocker used to create the
forensic image; e) whether an uncompressed write-blocked
forensic image was extracted; f) whether a hash verification was
completed for each file and for the forensic image as a whole; and
) a list of all photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio
recordings contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced,
or in list form if not yet produced.

(ii)  The term “Inventory” in relation to a mobile device (including Cell
Phones and Tablets) refers to a forensic image sufficient to
identify: a) the mobile device by manufacturer, make, model, and
serial number; b) the type of extraction performed (e.g. logical,
advanced logical, Checkm8/checkra!n extraction, physical
extraction if jail-broken, etc.); c) the software used in taking the
forensic image; d) whether a jailbreak method was used in the
extraction process; e) the operating system in use on the mobile
device at the time it was imaged (e.g. i0S); and {) a list of all
photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio recordings
contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced, or in list
form if not yet produced.

(ili)  The term “Inventory™ in relation to a “cloud account” or “iCloud”
refers to a forensic image of any cloud accounts sufficient to
identify: a) the type of cloud account and company hosting the data
on the cloud account; b) the type of forensic image taken of the
cloud account; ¢) the software used in taking the forensic image
(e.g. Oxygen, Cellebrite, etc.); d) a list of all photographs, text
messages, emails, and video/audio recordings contained in the
image by BATES stamp if produced, and in list form if not yet
produced; and e) whether a forensic analysis was conducted and, if
so, what software was used.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would
require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at
issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy.

t. Myr. Depp’s Devices. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Devices™ refers to the
devices that Mr. Depp identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of
Interrogatories under penalty of perjury were in his possession, custody, and control and on

which ESI that relates to the claims or defenses in this case, or is reasonably likely to lead to the
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discovery of admissible evidence, is likely to be stored. These identified devices include an
iPhone, an iPad, a MacBook Pro, an iCloud account, the devices and data belonging to Stephen
Deuters collected in May 2017 (iPad and iPhone), and the devices and data belonging to Nathan
Holmes collected in March 2018 (iPhone). This definition further includes Mr. Depp’s current
devices and current cloud backups containing any data from the devices identified in response to
Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of Interrogatories.
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing, especially in light of the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order and further
ruling on January 26, 2022, denying Defendant’s Motions to Compel Plaintiff’s
devices. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law including that it
requests documents and information not in Plaintiff’s actual possession, custody,
or control and would require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are

not legitimately at issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege, privacy,
and relevance.

u. Depp Abuse of Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates”
refers to the time periods contained in the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order: December 15, 2012-
January 15, 2013; March 6-April 5, 2013; June 1-June 30, 2013; May 22-June 7, 2014; August
15-August 31, 2014; December 15-December 31, 2014; January 23-February 8, 2015; March 1-
April 6, 2015; August 1-August 31, 2015; November 24-December 10, 2015; December 13,
2015-January 12, 2016; April 19-May 5, 2016; May 19-June 4, 2016; and July 15-July 29, 2016.

RESPONSE: No objection to the dates. Objection to the use of the term “Depp

Abuse of Heard Dates” on the grounds that it assumes facts that are disputed, and
lacks foundation for the same.

V. Mvr. Depp’s Forensic Experts. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts™
refers to Bryan Neumeister and/or Mr. Neumeister’s colleague, Matt Erickson.

RESPONSE: No objection.
w. Depp Alleged Abuse hy Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Alleged Abuse by

Heard Dates” refers to the following time periods reflected in Mr. Depp’s Declaration submitted to
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the Fairfax County Circuit Court in May 2019 and in Mr. Depp’s Witness Statements submitted in
the UK Litigation: November 21, 2014- March 11, 2015; March 1- April 6, 2015; October 12-
November 1, 2015; December 5-26, 2015; April 11- May 6, 2016; and May 11- June 4, 2016.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and

harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the

obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would

require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at

issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy. Plaintiff

further objects on the grounds that this definition overlaps with some of the same

time periods outlined in Defendant’s definition of “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates.”

X. Declaration of Mr. Depp. The phrase “Declaration of Mr. Depp” refers to
the Declaration of John Christopher Depp, II submitted in this case in May, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

y. My. Depp’s Second Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Second
Witness Statement” refers to the Second Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, I
submitted in the UK Litigation dated December 12, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.

A My, Depp’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Third
Witness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, 11
submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 25, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

aa.  Mr. Depp’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Fifth
Witness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, II submitted
in the UK Litigation dated March 14, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

bb.  Declaration of Ms. Heard. The phrase “Declaration of Ms. Heard” refers

to the Declaration of Amber Laura Heard submitted in this case on April 10, 2019.
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RESPONSE: No objection.

cc.  Ms. Heard’s Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Witness
Statement” refers to the Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated
December 15, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.
dd.  Ms. Heard’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Third

Witness Statement™ refers to the Third Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection,

ee.  Ms. Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms.
Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement” refers to the Confidential Schedule to Third
Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

ff. Ms. Heard’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Fifth
Witness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated June 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

g, Your Expert Designation. The phrase “Your Expert Designation” refers to
Plaintiff’s Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served on February 16, 2021, along with
any supplemental to or any other Designation/ldentification of Expert Witness served by you in
this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.
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REQUESTS

1. Please produce all documents supporting Your Responses to Ms. Heard’s 3rd 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 full. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably particularize the categories of documents
sought. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it proceeds from the defective
premise that all documents that could be construed as supporting an interrogatory response are
relevant and/or discoverable. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is
vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it
secks 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 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 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 seeks documents that belong to or are in possession of third parties, and/or are not
within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it implicates the work-product of counsel with respect to what documents relate or

support to particular allegations. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds and to
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the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise speculate as to
documents that relate to Defendant’s own allegations.

2. Please produce all documents supporting Your Response to Interrogatory No. 1 of Ms.
Heard’s 3rd Set of Interrogatories.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it proceeds from the defective premise that all documents that could be construed as
supporting an interrogatory response are relevant and/or discoverable. Plaintiff further objects to
this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents that are neither relevant nor reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovéry 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 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 it seeks documents protected by the attorney-client
privilege, work-product dactrine, and/or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection.
Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks documents that belong to or
are in possession of third parties, and/or are not within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control.
Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds and to the extent that it purports to require

Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise speculate as to the existence of documents. Plaintiff
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further objects to the Request on the grounds that it is grossly overbroad, unduly burdensome,
harassing, and calls for speculation.

Plaintiff will not produce documents responsive to the Request.

3. Please produce all documents supporting Your Response to Interrogatory No. 2 of Ms.
Heard’s 3rd Set of Interrogatories.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on
the groundé 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 proceeds from the defective premise that all documents that could be construed as supporting
an interrogatory response are relevant and/or discoverable. 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 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 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 seeks documents that belong to or
are in possession of third parties, and/or are not within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control.
Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds and to the extent that it purports to require

Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise speculate as to the existence of documents.
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Plaintiff has produced and/or will produce documents that reflect his injuries.

4, Please produce all documents supporting Your Response to Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms.
Heard’s 3rd Set of Interrogatories.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the
grounds that it proceeds from the defective premise that all documents that could be construed as
supporting an interrogatory response are relevant and/or discoverable. Plaintiff further objects to
this Request on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. Plaintiff further objects
to this Request on the grounds that it seecks 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 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 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 proceeds from the defective premise
that all documents that could be construed as supporting an interrogatory response are relevant
and/or discoverable. Plaintiff further objects that the request is lacking in particularity and
relates to entire affirmative defenses.

Plaintiff will not produce documents responsive to the Request as currently posed.
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5. Please produce all documents supporting Your Response to Interrogatory No. 4 of Ms.
Heard’s 3rd Set of Interrogatories.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request' on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the‘categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 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 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 proceeds from the defective premise that all documents that could be
construed as supporting an interrogatory response are relevant and/or discoverable.

Plaintiff will not produce documents responsive to the Request as currently posed.

6. If You deny any of the Requests in Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions,
please produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the

grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on
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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 on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation/publication of
those documents. 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 it seeks documents protected by the attorney-client
privilege, work-product doctrine, and/or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff has
not denied any of the Requests in Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore,
Plaintiff does not have responsive documents.

7. If You deny Request No. 1 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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 on the grounds that the Request purports to require Plaintiff to speculate
as to what documents might relate to Defendant’s own allegations. 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, including because it seeks “all” documents. Plaintiff further objects to this

Request on the grounds that it is lacking in reasonable particulanty. Plaintiff further objects to
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this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents that are protected by the attorney-client
privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection.
Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery.
Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to describe reasonably identifiable categories of
documents for production and instead has improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to
analyze what documents might be deemed to “support” a particular statement, which implicates
the work product of counsel. Plaintiff further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff
was not involved in the creation of this document. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it seeks documents already in possession of Defendant and/or her attorneys, and/or
is equally available to Defendant and/or her attorneys, and represents an improper attempt to
shift the burden of producing such documents to Plaintiff. Plaintiff further objects to the Request
as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 1 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are
ﬁo responsive documents.

8. If You deny Request No. 2 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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, including because it seeks “all”
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documents. 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 seeks documents that
are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other applicable
privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it
is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly
cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 2 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are
no responsive documents.

9. If You deny Request No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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 i1s overly broad and unduly
burdensome taking into account the needs of the case, including because it seeks “all”
documents. 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 seeks documents that
are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other applicable
privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it
is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly

cumulative and harassing.

23



Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agrecing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are
no responsive documents.

10.  If You deny Request No. 4 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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, including because it seeks “all”
documents. 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 seeks documents that
are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other applicable
privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it
is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to describe
reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has improperly
attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed to
“support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff further
objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents already in possession of
Defendant and/or her attorneys, and/or is equally available to Defendant and/or her attorneys,
and represents an improper attempt to shift the burden of producing such documents to Plaintiff.

Plaintiff further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the
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creation of this document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and
harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 4 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are
no responsive documents.

11.  If You deny Request No. 5 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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, including because it seeks “all”
documents. Plainti{f 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 seeks documents that
are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other applicable
privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it
is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to describe
reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has improperly
attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed to
“support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff further
objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of this

document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.
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Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 5 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are
no responsive documents.

12.  If You deny Request No. 6 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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, including because it seeks “all”
documents. 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 seeks documents that
are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other applicable
privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it
is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to describe
reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has improperly
attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed to
“support™ a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff further
objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of this
document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that

documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
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not deny Request No. 6 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are
no responsive documents.

13.  If You deny Request No. 7 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 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 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 seeks documents that belong to or are in possession of third parties, and/or are
not within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on
the grounds and to the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise
speculate as to the existence of documents.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that

documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
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not deny Request No. 7 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are
no responsive documents.

14.  If You deny Request No. 8 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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, including because it seeks “all”
documents. 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 seeks documents that
are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other applicable
privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it
is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to describe
reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has improperly
attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed to
“support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff further
objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of this
document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 8 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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15.  If You deny Request No. 9 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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
burdensomé taking into account the needs of the case, including because it seeks “all”
documents. 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 seeks documents that
are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other applicable
privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it
is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to describe
reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has improperly
attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed to
“support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff further
objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of this
document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 9 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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16.  If You deny Request No. 10 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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, including because it seeks “all”
documents. 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 seeks documents that
are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other applicable
privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it
is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to describe
reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has improperly
attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed to
“support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff further
objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of this
document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 10 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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17.  If You deny Request No. 11 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 tﬁe 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 on the grounds
that it seeks documents protected by the attorney-client privilege, W(_Jrk-product doctrine, and/or
any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this request on
the grounds that it seeks documents that belong to or are in possession of third parties, and/or are
not within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on
the grounds and to the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise
speculate as to the existence of documents.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 11 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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18.  If You deny Request No. 12 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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, inciuding because it seeks “all”
documents. 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 seeks documents that
are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other applicable
privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it
is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to describe
reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has improperly
attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed to
“support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff further
objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of this
document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 12 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

ne responsive documents.
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19.  If You deny Request No. 13 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 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 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 seeks documents that belong to or are in possession of third parties, and/or are
not within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on
the grounds and to the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise
speculate as to the existence of documents.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 13 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents,
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20.  If Youdeny Request No. 14 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it refers to a Request for Admission that
exceeds the statutory [imit of requests for admissions that relate to the genuineness of documents
pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11. 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, including becanse it
seeks “all” documents. 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 secks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, Work—ﬁroduct doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing,

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 14 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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21. I You deny Request No. 15 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it refers to a Request for Admission that
exceeds the statutory limit of requests for admissions that relate to the genuineness of documents
pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11. 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, including because it
seeks “all” documents. 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 seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the fdregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 15 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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22.  If You deny Request No. 16 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it refers to a Request for Admission that
exceeds the statutory limit of requests for admissions that relate to the genuineness of documents
pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11. 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, including because it
seeks “all” documents. 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 seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
_documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 16 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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23.  If You deny Request No. 17 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it refers to a Request for Admission that
exceeds the statutory limit of requests for admissions that relate to the genuineness of documents
pursuant to Va, R, Sup. Ct. 4:11. 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, including because it
seeks “all” documents. 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 seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, irmnﬁnity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
des<.:ribe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 17 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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24, If You deny Request No. 18 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it refers to a Request for Admission that
exceeds the statutory limit of requests for admissions that relate to the genuineness of documents
pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it
secks 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, including because it
seeks “all” documents. 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 seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was n(.)t involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 18 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there arc

no responsive documents.
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25.  If You deny Request No. 19 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 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 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 seeks documents that belong to or are in possession of third parties, and/or are
not within Plaintift’s possession, custody, or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on
the grounds and to the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise
speculate as to the existence of documents.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 19 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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26.  If You deny Request No. 20 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial,

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it refers to a Request for Admission that
exceeds the statutory limit of requests for admissions that relate to the genuineness of documents
pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11. 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, including because it
seeks “all” documents. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is lacking in
reaéonable particularity. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 20 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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27.  If Youdeny Request No. 21 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it refers toa Request for Admission that
exceeds the statutory limit of requests for admissions that relate to the genuineness of documents
pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11. 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, including because it
seeks “all” documents, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is lacking in
reasonable particularity. Plaintiff further objects to this Reguest on the grounds that it secks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or pr;)tection. Plaintiff further objects to this Reqﬁest on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defenda;nt has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 21 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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28.  If You deny Request No. 22 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it refers to a Request for Admission that
exceeds the statutory limit of requests for admissions that relate to the genuineness of documents
pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11. 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, including because it
seeks “all” documents. 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 seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plgintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 22 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.

42



25.  If You deny Request No. 23 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing (General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 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 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 seeks documents that belong to or are in possession of third parties, and/or are
not within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on
the grounds and to the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise
speculate as to the existence of documents.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 23 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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30.  If You deny Request No. 24 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it refers to a Request for Admission that
exceeds the statutory limit of requests for admissions that relate to the genuineness of documents
pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11. 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, including because it
seeks “all” documents. 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 seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintifl further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
tmproperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular stafement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 24 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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31.  If You deny Request No. 25 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE.:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 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 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 seeks documents that-belong to or are in possession of third parties, and/or are
not within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control. Plaintiff fufther objects to this Request on
the grounds and to the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise
speculate as to the existence of documents.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 25 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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32.  If You deny Request No. 26 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial,

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it refers to a Request for Admission that
exceeds the statutory limit of requests for admissions that relate to the genuineness of documents
pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11. 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
broéd and unduly burdensome taking into account the needs of the case, including because it
secks “all” documents. 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 seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 26 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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33.  If You deny Request No. 27 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please :
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 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 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 seeks documents that belong to or are in possession of third parties, and/or are
not within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on
the grounds and to the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise
speculate as to the existence of documents.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 27 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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34.  If You deny Request No. 28 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it refers to a Request for Admission that
exceeds the statutory limit of requests for admissions that relate to the genuineness of documents
pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11. 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, including because it
seeks “all” documents. 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 seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 28 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.

48



35.  If You deny Request No. 29 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 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 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 seeks documents that belong to or are in possession of third parties, and/or are
not within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on
the grounds and to the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise
speculate as to the existence of documents.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff did
not deny Request No. 29 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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36.  If You deny Request No. 30 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions, please
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff objects to this request to the extent it refers to a Request for Admission that
exceeds the statutory limit of requests for admissions that relate to the genuineness of documents
pursuant to Va. R. Sup. Ct. 4:11. 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, including because it
seeks “all” documents. 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 seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and harassing.

Subject to and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that
documents supporting denials are per se discoverable, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plamtiff did
not deny Request No. 30 of Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions; therefore, there are

no responsive documents.
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Dated: January 31, 2022

Respectfully submitted,

Benjamin 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)
Samuel A. Moniz {pro hac vice)
BROWN RUDNICK, LLP

2211 Michelson Drive, Seventh Floor
Irvine, CA 92612

Phone: (949) 752-7100

Fax: (949) 252-1514
Ipresiado@brownrudnick.com
cvasquez@brownrudnick.com
smoniz@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
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Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, Il
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VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEPP, 1I

Plaintiff and Counterclaim

Defendant,

\A

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

Counterclaim Plaintiff.

PLAINTIFF AND COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANT JOHN C. DEPP, II’'S RESPONSES
AND OBJECTIONS TO DEFENDANT AND COUNTERCLAIM PLAINTIFF
AMBER LAURA HEARD’S TWENTIETH 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”) Twentieth Set of Requests for
Production of Documents (each, a “Request” and collectively, the “Requests™), dated February 2,
2022 and served in the above captioned action (“Action”) as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

L. 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 specific 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 Jaw 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 obj e;:ts 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 controversy, 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 a£ a specified time or place, orin a
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 produce 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, or any applicable right to privacy of Plaintiff or 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 responsive 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
seek the production of any document that is not accessible without undue burden or unreasonable
expense.

12. Plaintiff objects to each of the Requests to the extent that the Requests or related
Instructions purport to impose any discovery obligations on Plaintiff beyond those already
imposed by applicable law.

13.  Plaintiff’s responses 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.

14.  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.

15.  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 fact_s, 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.



16.  These objections and responses are based on Plaintiff’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 later 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.

17.  Plaintiff objects to each Request to the extent that the Request(s) purport to
require a form of forensic imaging, which is not appropriate or required as to Plaintiff’s devices
under the circumstances of this case.

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. Where information in Your possession is requested, such request includes

nonprivileged 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 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.

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
burdensome, to the extent that it requires production of documents not within the
possession, custody or control of Plaintiff. Plaintiff will produce documents from

a relevant time period to be negotiated with Defendant in good faith. Plaintiff
further objects to this instruction as vague and ambiguous.

5. 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 and entities other than Plaintiff and/or documents that are not within
Plaintiff’s custody and control.

6. 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.

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 laét
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.

8. 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.

0. 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.

10.  Unless otherwise indicated, these requests include the time from when the parties
met, in 2008.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this instruction as overly broad, unduly
burdensome, and harassing to the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to
produce documents from a twelve-year timeframe that encompasses documents
that are not relevant to the subject matter of this action.

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

RESPONSE: No objection.



b. 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.

C. Document. The term “document” is defined in its broadest terms currently
recognized, The term shail 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.



d. Correspondence. The term “correspondence” means any document(s)
and/or co@Mcation(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.

e. Counterclaim. The term “Counterclaim” means any Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

f. Person. The term “person” 1s defined as any natural person, business,
company, partnership, legal entity, governmental entity, and/or association.

RESPONSE: No objection.

g. Concerning. The term “concerning” includes 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.

1. 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.

]- Defendant, Counterclaim Plaintiff, and/or Ms. Heard. The terms

“Defendant,” “Counterclaim Plaintiff,” and/or “Ms. Heard” refer to Amber Laura Heard,

including her agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and 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.”

k. Plaintiff, Counterclaim Defendant, and/or Mr. Depp. The terms
“Plaintiff,” “Counterclaim Defendant,” and/or “Mr. Depp” refer to Plaintiff John C. Depp, II,
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.

1. Complaint. The term “Complaint” shall mean the Complaint filed by
Plaintiff and Counterclaim Defendant in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

m. Counterclaim. The term Counterclaim means the Counterclaim filed by
Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff on August 10, 2020 in this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.

n. Other Litigation. The term “Other Litigation” includes the following cases
either brought against Mr. Depp or by Mr. Depp. Individually, the name in quotations following
the title of the case refers to that particular case.

Eugene Arreola, Miguel Sanchez v. John C. Depp, Il el. al (“security guard case”)

Gregg “Rocky” Brooks v. John C. Depp, et. al (“movie set assaulit case”)

John C. Depp, II, et al v. Bloom Hergott Diemer, Rosenthal Laviolette Feldman

Schenkman & Goodman, LLP, Jacob A. Bloom, and DOES 1-30 (“attorney case”)

John C. Depp, II, Edward L. White v. The Mandel Company, et al (“Mandel case”)
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this definition as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, on the grounds that it is inclusive of cases that are wholly irrelevant,
separate, and distinct from this action. Moreover, those unrelated cases implicate

significant privacy, privilege, and other interests of Plaintiff and third parties.
Plaintiff further objects to this definition as vague and ambiguous.
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0. 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.

p. Pirates of the Caribbean Films. The phrase “Pirates of the Caribbean
Films” collectively refers to the films “Pirates of the Caribbean: The Curse of the Black Pearl,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: Dead Man’s Chest,” “Pirates of the Caribbean: At World’s End,”
“Pirates of the Caribbean: On Stranger Tides,” and “Pﬁates of the Caribbean: Dead Men Tell No
Tales.”

RESPONSE: No objection.

g. 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 “F aﬁtastic 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.

I. 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.
S. Inventory.
(i) The term “Inventory” in relation to a computer refers to a forensic

image of any computers (including Laptops and Desktops),
operating systems, or drives sufficient to identify: a) the computer
by manufacturer, make, model, and serial number; b) the type of
forensic image taken/created (e.g. logical, advanced logical, write-
blocked Raw (DD) non-segmented forensic image, etc.); ¢) the
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software and version of the software used to create the forensic
image; d) the make/type of write-blocker used to create the
forensic image; e) whether an uncompressed write-blocked
forensic image was extracted; f) whether a hash verification was
completed for each file and for the forensic image as a whole; and
g) a list of all photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio
recordings contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced,
or in list form if not yet produced.

(i)  The term “Inventory™ in relation to a mobile device (including Cell
Phones and Tablets) refers to a forensic image sufficient to
identify: a) the mobile device by manufacturer, make, model, and
serial number; b) the type of extraction performed (e.g. logical,
advanced logical, Checkm8/checkraln extraction, physical
extraction if jail-broken, etc.); ¢) the software used in taking the
forensic image; d) whether a jailbreak method was used in the
extraction process; e) the operating system in use on the mobile
device at the time it was imaged (e.g. i0OS); and f) a list of all
photographs, text messages, emails, and video/audio recordings
contained in the image by BATES stamp if produced, or in list
form if not yet produced.

(iii)  The term “Inventory” in relation to a “cloud account” or “iCloud”
refers to a forensic image of any cloud accounts sufficient to
identify: a) the type of cloud account and company hosting the data
on the cloud account; b) the type of forensic image taken of the
cloud account; ¢) the software used in taking the forensic image
(e.g. Oxygen, Cellebrite, etc.); d) a list of all photographs, text
messages, emails, and video/audio recordings contained in the
image by BATES stamp if produced, and in list form if not yet
produced; and ¢) whether a forensic analysis was conducted and, if
so, what software was used.

RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and

harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the

obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would

require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at

issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy.

t. Mr. Depp’s Devices. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Devices” refers to the
devices that Mr. Depp identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s 1st Set of

Interrogatories under penalty of perjury were in his possession, custody, and control and on

which ESI that relates to the claims or defenses in this case, or is reasonably likely to lead to the
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discovery of admissible evidence, is likely to be stored. These identified devices include an
iPhone, an iPad, a MacBook Pro, an iCloud account, the devices and data belonging to Stephen
Deuters collected in May 2017 (iPad and iPhone), and the devices and data belonging to Nathan
Holmes collected in March 2018 (iPhone). This definition further includes Mr. Depp’s current
devices and current cloud backups containing any data from the devices identified in response to
Interrogatory No. 3 of Ms. Heard’s st Set of Interrogatories.
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing, especially in light of the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order and further
ruling on January 26, 2022, denying Defendant’s Motions to Compel Plaintiff’s
devices. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law including that it
requests documents and information not in Plaintiff’s actual possession, custody,
or control and would require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are

not legitimately at issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege, privacy,
and relevance.

u. Depp Abuse of Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates”
refers to the time periods contained in the Court’s November 8, 2021 Order: December 15, 2012-
January 15, 2013; March 6-April 5, 2013; June 1-June 30, 2013; May 22-June 7, 2014; August
15-August 31, 2014; December 15-December 31, 2014; January 23-February 8, 2015; March 1-
April 6, 2015; August 1-August 31, 2015; November 24-December 10, 2015; December 13,
2015-January 12, 2016; April 19-May 5, 2016; May 19-June 4, 2016; and July 15-July 29, 2016.

RESPONSE: No objection to the dates. Objection to the use of the term “Depp

Abuse of Heard Dates” on the grounds that it assumes facts that are disputed, and
lacks foundation for the same.

V. Mpyr. Depp’s Forensic Experts. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Forensic Experts”
refers to Bryan Neumeister and/or Mr. Neumeister’s colleague, Matt Erickson.

RESPONSE: No objection.
w. Depp Alleged Abuse by Heard Dates. The phrase “Depp Alleged Abuse by

Heard Dates” refers to the following time periods reflected in Mr. Depp’s Declaration submitted to
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the Fairfax County Circuit Court in May 2019 and in Mr. Depp’s Witness Statements submitted in
the UK Litigation: November 21, 2014- March 11, 2015; March 1- April 6, 2015; October 12~
November 1, 2015; December 5-26, 2015; April 11- May 6, 2016; and May 11- June 4, 2016.
RESPONSE: Plaintiff objects to this as overbroad, unduly burdensome and
harassing. Plaintiff further objects to this on the grounds that it exceeds the
obligations applicable to discovery responses under Virginia law and would
require the generation of unnecessary documents, which are not legitimately at
issue. Plaintiff further objects on grounds of privilege and privacy. Plaintiff
further objects on the grounds that this definition overlaps with some of the same
time periods outlined in Defendant’s definition of “Depp Abuse of Heard Dates.”
X. Declaration of Mr. Depp. The phrase “Declaration of Mr. Depp” refers to
the Declaration of John Christopher Depp, Il submitted in this case in May, 2019.
RESPONSE: No objection.
y. Mpr. Depp’s Second Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Second
Witness Statement” refers to the Second Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, 11
submitted in the UK Litigation dated December 12, 2019.
RESPONSE: No objection.
Z. Mr. Depp’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Third
Witness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, 11
submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 25, 2020.
RESPONSE: No objection.
aa.  Mr. Depp’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Mr. Depp’s Fifth
Witness Statement” refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of John Christopher Depp, II submitted
“in the UK Litigation dated March 14, 2020,
RESPONSE: No objection.
bb.  Declaration of Ms. Heard. The phrase “Declaration of Ms. Heard” refers

to the Declaration of Amber Laura Heard submitted in this case on April 10, 2019.
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RESPONSE: No objection.

cc. Ms. Heard’s Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Witness
Statement” refers to the Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated
December 15, 2019.

RESPONSE: No objection.
dd.  Ms. Heard’s Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Third

Witness Statement” refers to the Third Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

ee. Ms. Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms.
Heard’s Confidential Third Witness Statement™ refers to the Confidential Schedule to Third
Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK Litigation dated February 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

ff. Ms. Heard’s Fifth Witness Statement. The phrase “Ms. Heard’s Fifth
Witness Statement™ refers to the Fifth Witness Statement of Amber Heard submitted in the UK
Litigation dated June 26, 2020.

RESPONSE: No objection.

gg. Your Expert Designation. The phrase “Your Expert Designation” refers to
Plaintiff’s Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served on February 16, 2021, along with
any supplemental to or any other Designation/Identification of Expert Witness served by you in
this Action.

RESPONSE: No objection.
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REQUESTS
1. Please produce any documents supporting the following statement, including but not

limited to any documents and communications identifying or referring to the “recent
events” referred to in this statement:

“In light of recent events, I would like to make the following short statement. Firstly, I’d
like to thank everybody who has gifted me with their support and loyalty. I have been
humbled and moved by your many messages of love and concern, particularly over the
last few days. Secondly, I wish to let you know that I have been asked to resign by
Warner Bros. from my role as Grindelwald in Fantastic Beasts and [ have respected and
agreed to that request. Finally, [ wish to say this. The surreal judgment of the Court in the
U.K. will not change my fight to tell the truth and I confirm that I plan to appeal. My
resolve remains strong and [ intend to prove that the allegations against me are false. My
life and career will not be defined by this moment in time. Thank you for reading.”

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 fails to reasonably particularize the categories of documents
sought. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it proceeds from the defective
premise that all documents that could be construed as supporting the referenced statement are
relevant and/or discoverable. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is
vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 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 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
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grounds that it seeks documents that belong to or are in possession of third parties, and/or are not
within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it implicates the work-product of counsel with respect to what documents relate or
support to particular allegations. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds and to
the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise speculate as to

documents that relate to Defendant’s own allegations.

2. Please produce any documents supporting Your Responses to Ms. Heard’s 3rd 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 full. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably particularize the categories of documents
sought. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it proceeds from the defective
premise that all documents that could be construed as supporting an interrogatory response are
relevant and/or discoverable. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is
vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 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 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
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grounds that it seeks documents that belong to or are in possession of third parties, and/or are not
within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it implicates the work-product of counsel with respect to what documents relate or
support to particular allegations. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds and to
the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise speculate as to
documents that relate to Defendant’s own allegations. Plaintiff further objects to this Request as
unreasonably cumulative and duplicative of Defendant’s document requests, specifically Request

No. 1 of Defendant’s Nineteenth Request for Production.

3. Please produce any documents supporting Your Responses to Ms. Heard’s 4th 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 full. Plaintiff further objects to this
Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably particularize the categories of documents
sought. Plaintiff further objects to this request on the grounds that it proceeds from the defective
premise that all documents that could be construed as supporting an interrogatory response are
relevant and/or discoverable. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it is
vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 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 it seeks
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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 seeks documents that belong to or are in possession of third parties, and/or are not
within Plaintiff’s possession, custody, or control. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it implicates the work-product of counsel with respect to what documents relate or
support to particular allegations. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds and to
the extent that it purports to require Plaintiff to prove a negative or otherwise speculate as to

documents that relate to Defendant’s own allegations.

4, Please produce any documents supporting Your Responses to Ms. Heard’s 5th Set of
Interrogatories.
RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in the preparation/publication of
those documents. 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 it seeks documents protected by the attorney-client

privilege, work-product doctrine, and/or any other applicable privilege, immunity, or protection.
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5. If You deny any of the Requests in Ms. Heard’s 6th Set of Requests for Admissions,
please produce any non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it fails to reasonably
particularize the categories of documents sought. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. 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 on the basis that Plaintiff had no involvement in' the preparation/publication of
those documents. 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 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 duplicative of Request No. 6 of
Defendant’s Nineteenth Request for Production for which Plaintiff already responded subject to
and without waiver of the foregoing objections, and without agreeing that documents supporting
denials are per se discoverable that Plaintiff had not denied any of the Requests in Defendant’s

6th Set of Requests for Admissions and therefore did not have responsive documents.
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6. If You deny any of the Requests in Ms. Heard’s 7th Set of Requests for Admissions,
please produce any non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

| In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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 on the grounds that the Request purports to require Plaintiff to speculate
as to what documents might relate to Defendant’s own allegations. 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 on the grounds that it is lacking in
reasonable particularity. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents
alrcady in possession of Defendant and/or her attorneys, and/or is equally available to Defendant
and/or her attorneys, and represents an improper attempt to shift the burden of producing such
documents to Plaintiff. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and

harassing. Responding Party further objects that the Request is not applicable.
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7. If You deny any of the Requests in Ms. Heard’s 8th Set of Requests for Admissions,
please produce any non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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 on the grounds that the Request purports to require Plaintiff to speculate
as to what documents might relate to Defendant’s own allegations. 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 on the grounds that it is lacking in
reasonable particularity. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel, Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents
alrcady in possession of Defendant and/or her attorneys, and/or is equally available to Defendant
and/or her attorneys, and represents an improper attempt to shift the burden of produéing such
documents to Plaintiff. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and

harassing. Responding Party further objects that the Request is not applicable.
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8. If You deny any of the Requests in Ms. Heard’s 9th Set of Requests for Admissions,
please produce any non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denial.

RESPONSE:

In addition to the foregoing General Objections and Objections to Definitions and
Instructions, 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 on the grounds that the Request purports to require Plaintiff to speculate
as to what documents might relate to Defendant’s own allegations. 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 on the grounds that it is lacking in
reasonable particularity. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks
documents that are protected by the attorney-client privilege, work-product doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege, immunity, or protection. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the
grounds that it is duplicative of other discovery. Plaintiff objects that Defendant has failed to
describe reasonably identifiable categories of documents for production and instead has
improperly attempted to shift the burden to Plaintiff to analyze what documents might be deemed
to “support” a particular statement, which implicates the work product of counsel. Plaintiff
further objects to the Request on the grounds that Plaintiff was not involved in the creation of
this document. Plaintiff further objects to this Request on the grounds that it seeks documents
already in possession of Defendant and/or her attorneys, and/or is equally available to Defendant
and/or her attorneys, and represents an improper attempt to shift the burden of producing such
documents to Plaintiff. Plaintiff further objects to the Request as being unduly cumulative and

harassing. Responding Party further objects that the Request is not applicable.
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VIRGINIA:
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY
JOHN C..DEPP, II,
Plaintiff and Counterclaim défendanu
V. Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911

AMBER LAURA HEARD,

Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff.
ORDER

THIS MATTER CAME TO BE HEARD upon Defendant and Counterclaim-Plaintiff
Amber Laura Heard’s (“-Ms_.’Heard’—’) Motion to Compel Responses to Eleventh and Twelfth -
Requests for Production of Documents to Plaintiff and Counterclaim-Defendant.John C. Depp, I
(“Mr. Depp”) (the “Motion™); and upon consideration of the biiefs-and argument of cotinsel, it is
hereby::

ORDERED that the Motion is GRANTED in part and DENIED i pat fof the reasons
set forth in the hearing; and it is further

‘ORDERED that the Motion to Compel Request9 of Ms. Heatd’s 12 Set of Requests
for Production is denied; and it is fucther

ORDERED thiat the Motion to Comps] Redquests 20-21 and 24-30 of Ms, Heard’s 11%
Set of Requests for Produgtion is deriied; and it is futher "

ORDERED that the Motion to Compel Requests 22, 23, and 31.of Ms. Heard’s 11'® Set

'of Requests for Production is denied; and it is further



ORDERED thist for Intérrogatories 9:10 of Ms. Heard’s 1** Set of Interfogatories and
Interfogatories 1-2 of Ms, Heatd’s 27 Set of Interrogatories Mr. Depp shall identify responsive
docuinents by BATES riutiiber; arid itis further

ORDERED that the Motion to Compel Request 7 of Ms: Heard’s 12 Requests is
grarited in part and denied in part; as follows; with respect to Intérrogatory 11 of Ms. Heard’s
First Set of Interrogatories, Mr. D_e:ib_p shall produce any nonprivileged documents reflecting
canisiimption of-drugs; ‘alcohiol, or medications on the dates of alleged abuse of Ms. ’Heafd,fif any
exist within his possession'custody or control-and have not previously been produced; with
respect to Inferrogatory 13 of Ms. Heard’s First Set of Interrogatories, Mr. Depp shall produce.a
fuilly executed copy of his separation agreement with 'Vanessa Paradis, to'the extent a fully
executed copy exists in Mr. Depp’s possession, custody, or control; with respeet to Interrogatory-
No. 14, Mr. Depp shall produce nonprivileged pictures, recordings, or other documentation of
the alleged incident between Mr. Depp and Mr, Brooks; with reépect‘to Interrogatory No. 17, the
Motion is denied; and it is further

ORDERED that the Motion'to-Compel Requests 5 and 6 of Ms. Heard’s 12 Requests

. for Production is granted i part, and Mr. Depp shall admit or‘deny the authenticity of the

docurments i Ms, Heard’s 4" and 5% Requests for Admissions, and for those denied by Mr.
Diepp'shall produce all nonprivileged documents, if any, supporting such denials; and it is further
ORDERED thiat thiat the Motion to'Cornpel Request 2 of Ms. Heard's 12" Requests is
denied; and it is further |
ORDERED that the- Motion to Compel Requests-45;'61; 63-64, 67, and 80 of Ms.
Heard’s 11™ Set of Requests for Pr(;ductibn.%is granted, and Mt. Depp shall produce all non-

privileged responsive documents to these Requests; and it is forther



ORDERED that the Motion to Compel Requests 34-44, 46-60,.62, 65-66, 68-79, 81-88
of Ms. Heard’s 11™ Set of Requests for Production are denied; and it is further

'ORDERED that Mr. Depp shall produce all documents responsive:to;the above Requests

" by Monday, January 3, 2022,

December]_, 2021
‘ The Honorable Penney 5. Azcarate
Chief Judge, Fairfax County Circuit Court



Compliatice yith Rule 1:13 regiiiring the endorsément of coutisel of record is modified by the
C'am't, in :ts dtscretton, fo permit lhe snbmisswn of the fallowmg electramc signamres of

SEEN AND AGREED.TO IN PART AND OBJECTED TOIN PART FOR THE
REASONS STATED.IN BRIEFING AND ORAL-ARGUMENT::

‘Elaine Charlson Bredehoft (VSB No. 23766)
Adam 8. Nadethaft (VSB No. 91717)
Clarissa K. Pintado (VSB‘No. 86882)
David E. Mmphy (VSB No. 90938)
Charlson Bredehoft Cohen & Brown, P.C.
11260 Roger Bacon Drive, Suite 201
Reston, Virginia 20190

Telephore: (703) 318-6800
ebredehoft@cbcblaw.com
anadethafi@chcblaw.com
¢pintado@cheblaw.com
dmurphy@cbcblaw.com

J. Benjamin'Rottenborn (VSB No. 84796)
Joshiia R, Treece (VSB No. 79149)
WooDs ROGERS PLC

10 . Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.O, Box-14125

Rosnoke, Virginia 24011

“Telephone: (540) 983-7540.
brottenborm@woodsrogers.com
jtreecé@woodsrogers.coi

Counsel.to Defendant/Counterclaim Plaintiff, Amber Laura Heard



SEEN AND.

Benjamin G. Chew (VSB 29113)
Andrew C. Crawford (V SB: 89093)
BROWN RUDNICKLLP

601 Thirteerith Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 536-1700
Facsimile: (202) 536-1701
bchew@brownrudmck. com
acrawford@brownrudnick.com

Camille M. Vasquez (admitted pro.hac wce)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

2211, Michelson Drive

Trvine; CA 92612

‘Telephone: (949) 752-7100

Facsimile: (949) 252-1514.
cvasquez@prownrudnick.com

Cotinsel for PlaintifffCounterclaim Deferidant, Johr C. Depp, If



VIRGINIA:
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY

JOHN C. DEPP, I,
Plaintiff and Counterclaim Defendant,

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

AMBER LAURA HEARD,

Défendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff.
ORDER

THIS MATTER CAME TO BE HEARD upon Defendant and Counterclaim-Plaintiff
Amber Laura Heard’s (“Ms. Heard™) Motion to Compel Responses to Third Requiests for
Admissions and Responses and Full Production of Non-privileged Documents Responsive to Ms.
Heard’s Fourteenth, Sixteentli, and Seventeenth Requests for Production of Documents to
Plaintiff and Counterélaim-Defendant John C. Depp, 11 (“Mr. Depp”) (the “Motion™); and upon
consideration of the briefs and argument-of counsel, it is hereby:

ORDERED that.the Motion is GRANTED in part and DENIED in part; and it is further

ORDERED that Mr. Depp shall admit or deny the anthenticity of the photographs
identified in Ms. Heard’s 3rd Requests for Admissions Requests 1-14, 19-22, 27-49, 61-85, 102,
106, 114-118, 122-124, 128,_ 130, 134-162 within twenty-one (21) days of réceipt of thé relevant
and non-privileged Extracted Data fromi 'Cmig Young. For aﬁ;f,.denied-by Mr. Depp, he shall
produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such denials; and it is further

ORDERED that the Motion to Compel Requests for Admissioris 163-174 of Ms. Heard’s

* 31d Requests for Admissions Requests is denied; and it is farther



‘ORDERED thit as to'the following Requests in Ms. Heard's 17th Requests for
Production of Documents brought in this Motion, Mr. Depp shall produce the following non-
privileged documents within his possession, custody, and conirol, with respect to the requests as
revised:

With respect to. Requests 48-59, Mr. Depp shall produce any responsive documents
referring to or reflecting the incidents described in the paragraphs of Mr. Depp’s 2nd
Witness Statement described in those Requests;

With respect to Requests 65-72, Mr. Depp shall produce any responsive documents
referring to or reflecting the incidents described in the paragraphs of Mr. Depp’s 3rd
Witiess Statement described in those Requests;:-

With réspect to Requests 79-91, Mr, Depp shall produce‘any responsive docuiments
referring to or reflecting the incidents described in the- paragraphs of the Declaration of
Ms. Heard descrlbed in those Requests;

With respect to Requests 106-1 9, Mr. De_pp shall produce any responsive documents
referring to or reflecting the incidents described in the paragraphs of Ms, Heard’s Witness
Statement described in those Requests;

and it is further

ORDERED that as to the following Requests of Ms. Heard’s 14th Requests for
Production of Documerits, Mr. De_pp shall produce any non-privileged documents within his
possession, custody, and control responsive to the following revised Requests:

Revised Reqilest-1: Please produce any documents relating to Mr. Depp’s:statement to
.Christian Carino in.the audio recording préduced-as DEPP8296 that * [I] have gotten
émails from every fucklng studio fucking liead from every mothérfucker, I didn’t do a
thing, ‘I'm sorry you're going through this. I'm so sorry.” Clearly she's out of her fucking
.mind. She is viewed as out of her fucking mind across:the globe.®

Revised Request 2: Please produce any documents relating to Mr. Depp’s statement to
Christian Carino in the audio recording produced as DEPP8296 that “There ain't no

motherfucker in this business going to hire her.”

Revised Request 3: Please produce any documents relating to Mr. Depp’s statement to
Christian Carino-in the audio recording produced as DEPP8296 that “Oh she's ruined.
‘For sure. She did that herself. In terms of the business, she's a wrap.”




; and it'is further

ORDERED that the Motion to Compel Revised Requests 13 and 14 of Ms. Heard’s 14th
Requests for Production of Documents is denied; and it is frther

ORDERED that s to the followirig requiests.in Ms. Heard’s 16th Réquests for
Produiction of Documerits, Mr. Depp-shall prodice any non-privileged documents within his
possession, custody;.and contro! responsive to the following revised Requests:

Revised Request 2: Please produce any-documents-and communications supporting the

following statement from Mr. Depp’s 4™ Defense to the Counterclaim: “The statements
forming the: basis of the-counterclaim were not made by the Counterclaim Defendant.”

Revised Reguests 3-7: Please produce:any documents-and communications supporting
the following statements from Mr. Depp’s 5" Defense to.the Counterclaim:

(2)"whether or.not there was authorization from Counterclaim Defendant to, or a
conspiracy with, Mr. Waldman to make the statements forming the basis of the
Counterclaim”;

(b) “Counterclaim Defendant’slack of direction as to the subject statements”;

(¢) “Counterclaim Defendant s lack of direction or control of a third party as to
the subject statements”,;

(d) “a third party exceed[ed] the scope of employment or agency relationship as to
the subject statements™; and

(€) The “statements [were] made by an independent contractor.”

Combined Revised Requests 8-16: Please produce any documents and communications
supporting the following statements in 1]1[ 41, 42, 44-49, and 52 of your Answer to the
Counterclaim- whether “that particular conduct by Mr. Waldman was authorized by
Counterclaim Defendant or done at his direction.”

Combined Revised Requests 17-27: Please produce any. documents and communications
supportingthe following statements'in 11 66, .66(a-f), and 67-70 of your Answer to'the
Counterclaim- whéther “that parti¢ular ¢onduct by Mr.-Waldman was performed as an
agent or was authonzed by Counterclaim Defendant or. done at his direction.”

Revised Request 38: Any video recordings, audio recordings, photographs, or images of
Ms. Heard, including any copies of anything recorded by Mr. Depp or any of his entities,
Tepresentatives or agents, from January 1, 2012 to the present.



Revised Requiest 39: Any documents that refer to or reflect any consumption of alcohol
or drug use, or abuse, by Mr. Depp-during any of the Depp Abuse of Heard Dates, the
Depp Alleged Abuse by Heard Dates, or the PrOperty Damage Dates.!

Revised Reguest 42: Any.documents referfing to or reﬂectmg any instanéés or possible
instances of physical violence by Mr. Depp toward any. person or property, including any
photographs, videos, drawings, or descriptions of any-such physical violence.

Revised Request 45: Any documenits referring to or reﬂectmg any negative impact of the
Divoree Action, the U.K. Action, and/or Ms. Heard's allegations of abuse agdinst You on
your reputation and/or career;

; and it is further
ORDERED that the Motion to Compel Revised Requests 1, 37, 40, 41, 43, 44, 46 of Ms,
Heard’s 16th Requests for Production of Documents is denied; and it is further
ORDERED that-unless otherwise stated in this Order, Mr. Depp shall comply with the
above by no later than March 4, 2022,
SO ORDERED. :
February J_Q?_zozz /: 3 . .
The Honorable Penney S. Azcarate
Chief Judge, Fairfax ‘County Circuit Court

Panney S. Azcarate

' For purposes of this Request, the phrases Depp Abuse of Heard Dates and the Depp Alleged
Abuse by Heard Dates™ are defined in the: 16™ Requests for Production of Documents, “Property
Damage Dates” is defined as: “February 26-March 18, 2013; July 15, 2013; May 22:26, 2014;
August 1-31, 2014 March 1-31,2015; Decembeér 10-31,2015; April 15-27, 2016; and May 15-

27,2016.°



‘Compliance with Rule 1:13 requiring the eirdorsement of counsel of record is. modified by the
‘Court, in its dtscretmn, to permit the submission of the following. electronic signatures of
couisel in. l:eu of an angmal endorsement or dispensing with-en dorsement.

'SEEN AND PARTIALLY. OBJECTED TO FOR THE REASONS STATED IN
BRIEFING AND AT ORAL ARGUMENT:

il & @Uﬁ;

‘Elaine Chiarlson Bredehoft (VSB No. 23766)
Adam'S. Nadelhaft (VSB No. 91717)
Clarissa K Pintado. (VSB No. 86882)

David E. Murphy (VSB No. 90938)
Charlsori Brédehoft Cohen Brown & Nadelhaft, P.C.
11260 Roger Bacon Drive, Suite, 201

Reston, Vlrgrma 20190

Télephone: (703) 318-6800
ebredehoft@cbeblaw.com
anadelhafi@cbcblaw.com
cpintado@cbeblaw.com

dmurphy@ecbcblaw.com

1. Benjamm Rottenborii (VSB No. 84796)
Joshua R. Treece (VSB No, 79149)
WooDs ROGERS PLC

10 8, Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.0. Box 14125

Roaiioke, Virginia 24011

Telephone: (540) 983-7540,

brottenbom@woodsrogers com

Counsel to.Defendait/Counterclgim Plainiiff, Amber Laura Heard



SEEN.AND PARTIALLY OBJECTED TO FOR THE REASONS STATED IN
BRIEFING AND AT ORAL ARGUMENT:

Bengarnin Chew [y agrreniont
Benjamin G. Chew (VSB 29113)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB 89093)
BrOwN RuDNICK LLP:

601 Thirteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005,

‘Telephone: (202) 536-1700

Facsimile: (202) 536-1701
behew@brownrudnick.com

-ac'ra\vfdrd)(q}brouﬁuudnick.t:om

Camille M. Vasquéz (admitted pro hac vice)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

2211 Michelson Drive:

Iving; CA92612

Telephone: (949) 752-7100

Facsimile: (949) 252-1514
cvasquezibrownrudnick.com

Counsel for Plaintiff/Counterclaim Defendant, John C. Depp, I
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VIRGINIA:
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY'
JOHN C. DEPP, T,
Plaintiff arid Counterclaim-
Defendant, o
Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911
V.
AMBER LAURA HEARD,

_ %-Defendant and Countérclaiin-
Plaintiff,

CONSENT ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF’S FOURTH
INTERROGATORIES AND FERMITTING

ADDITIONAL INTERROGATORIES TO EACH PARTY

COME NOW the Parties, Plaintiff and Counterclaim-Defendant John C. Depp, II
("Mt. Depp™), -and Defendant and Counterclaim-Plaintiff Amber Laura Heard (“Ms.
Beard™) (collectively the “Parties™), through their respectivé counsel, having met and.
conferred with respest to. MI. jjepp's", Fourth. Set of Interrogatories (“Fourth
the consent of the Court, pursuant to Rule 4:8(g) of the: Rules of the Virginia Supreme
Court, to permit the parties to serve additional Interrogatories, including parts.and sﬁb_parts,
beyond the thirty (30) permitted under Rule 4:8, agree to the following, as evidericgd by-
their signatures below; and it is hereby ORDERED as follows: |

Pursuant t6 Va. R. S, Ct. 4:8(g), the Court for good cause authorizes the service of
an additional fifteen (15) interrogatories by Ms. Heard, and.an additional nine (9)
interrogatories by Mr. Depp (in addition to the six interrogatories contained in'Mr.

- ) - .
Depp’s Fourth Interrogatories), withouit fegard to the number of interrogateries that have



;I')

previously been served by either party. With respect to Mr, Depp’s Fourth.
Interrogatories, Ms, Heard will serve substantive résponses within thirty days of this

Order. The Parties may mutually agree to an extension of time to respond to:€ach other’s

interrogatories; ‘as appropriate.

§0 ORDERED,

Janwary 1 O, 2022

The Honorable Penney S, Azcarate
ChiefJudge, Fairfax County Circuit.Court



Compliarice with Rule 1:13 requiring the endorseimént.of counsel of record is modified
by the Court, in ifs discrétion, to perriil the submission of the following electroiic
signiatures. of counsel in lieu of an original endorseimnéiit or dispensing with
endorsement.

WE ASK'FOR THIS:

[ R
Deanin O, wiow. yon 221 13)

Andrew C. Crawford (VSB 89093)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

601 Thirteenth Street, N.W..
Washifigton, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 536-1700
Facsimile; (202) 536-1701
behew@brownrudnick.com

acraviford@brownrydnick.com

Leo J, Presiado (admitted pro hac vice)
‘Camille M. Vasquez (admitted pro hac vice)
Samuel] A, Moniz (admitted pro hdc vice)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

2211 Michelson Drive

Irving, CA 92612

Telephone; (949) 752-7100

Pacsimile: (949) 252-1514
Ipresiado@brownrudnick.com
-ovasquez@brownrudnick.com
smoniz@brownrudnick.com

Jessica N, Meyers

BROWN RUDNICK LLP
Séven Times Square

New York; NY 10036
Telephone: (212) 209-4938
Facsimile: (212) 938-2955
imexers@browudr;ick;com

Counsel for Platntiff Jokn C. Depp, II
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WE ASK FOR THIS:

‘ElﬁiﬁE"Ch!ar!son geaerﬁff.éws No. 23766)

Adam 8. Nadelhaft (VSB No. 91717)
Clarissa K. Pintado (VSB No. 86882)
David E, Murphy (VSB No. 90938)
Charlson Bredehoft-Cohen & Brown, P.C.
11260 Roger Bacori Driv, Suite 201
Reston, Virginia 20190

Teléephone: (703) 318-6800
ebredehofi@cheblavi.com
anadelhafi@cbeblaw.com
cpintado@cheblaw.com
dmurphy@chcblaw.com

J. Benjamin Rottenborn (VSB No. 84796)
Joshua R. Treece (V8B No. 79149)
Woobs RoGErs PLC

10 8. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.O. Box 14125

Roanoke, Virginia 24011

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

Counsel for Defendant Amber Laura Heard




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA

JOHN C. DEFPP, II
Plaintiff,

V. Civil Action No.: CL-2019-6002911

AMBER LAURA HEARD

Defendant.

N et St Nt St St Nt St St

DECLARATION OF JOHN CHRISTOPHER DEPP, I
I, John Christopher Depp, II, declare as follows:

1. I am a party in the above-entitled action. I have firsthand, personal knowledge of
the facts set forth below and if called as a witness could competently testify thereto.

2. Ms. Heard’s fabricated domestic violence allegations against me are categorically
and demonstrably false. I have denied Ms. Heard’s allegations vehemently since she first made
them in May 2016, when she walked into court to obtain a temporary restraining order with
painted-on bruises that witnesses and surveillance footage show she did not possess each day of
the preceding week. I will continue to deny them for the rest of my life. I never abused Ms.
Heard or any other woman.

3. I am bringing this lawsuit not only to clear my name and restore my reputation,
but to attempt to bring clarity to the women and men whose lives have been harmed by abuse
and who have been repeatedly lied to by Ms. Heard purporting to be their spokesperson.
Fortunately, there is now clear evidence from over two dozen objective third parties, including
police officers, former employees and neighbors of Ms. Heard’s, and 4 Eastern Columbia

building personnel, supported by 87 surveillance camera videos and other written and



photographic that directly refute Ms. Heard’s domestic violence allegations against me and other
false assertions. The appearance of new evidence not previously in my possession was the
impetus for my bringing this lawsuit because, after years of asserting my innocence, I am finally
in a position to prove it by dismantling each ¢lement of her hoax. I set forth this evidence in
detail below.

4, When confronted with direct evidence that exposes her domestic violence claims
as a poorly executed yet surprisingly effective hoax, Ms. Heard responded by weaving more
fantastical lies to prop up her false narrative that she is a domestic violence victim. Those lies
too cannot withstand scrutiny and clear evidence. Ms. Heard’s false narratives are dependent on
the “evidence” of her word and that of her perjurious, co-conspirator friends who have chosen to
assist her in her hoax. Those lies are internally inconsistent, shifting, and directly contradicted
by overwhelming sworn testimonial, photographic, audio, video, and other evidence. And Ms.
Heard has a documented history, of which I will submit evidence herein, of violence against men

and women, of lying to courts and government agencies, and of suborning and attempting to

suborn the perjurious testimony of third parties to deliver to courts.

fcatiseaRmeRser 0Ty e Multiple of

these commissions of violence against me she has even admitted to under cath. Multiple
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episodes of her violence against me are documented and supported by objective evidence, which

I set forth below.



Ms. Heard’s Well-Documented I-Iisjory And Prior Arrest For Domestic Violence

6. Ms. Heard was arrested in Seattle-Tacoma International Airport in 2009 after
police officers observed her committing domestic violence against her then-wife Tasya Van Ree.
Ms. Heard’s wife asked police to arrest Ms. Heard. The King County prosecutor declined to
charge Ms. Heard only because neither she nor her victim were residents of King County,
Washington, but not before Ms. Heard spent a night in jail and appeared before a judge in court.
Ms. Heard lied about this domestic violence incident under oath, saying “it was a trumped up
charge and it was dropped immediately for being such.” Ms. Heard also subsequently tried to
minimize this arrest for domestic violence to the media, claiming that the police officers were
“homophobic” and “misogynists.” In fact, the arresting officer was a female, self-described
lesbian activist who has publicly disputed Ms. Heard’s claims about the circumstances of her
arrest.  See  https://www.tmz.com/2016/06/07/amber-heard-domestic-violence-arrest-partner-
tasya-van-ree/; see also https://people.com/movies/amber-heards-arresting-officer-speaks-out-i-
am-so-not-homophobic/
wefront: v sl puonsiie, e, Hieowd) ellso sommilliad domesiu
e, e il mmsied, mid Midted e, Sioalko '
aﬁm&ﬂm@mm@@m meW As part of our divorce case, Ms. Heard was

deposed on or about August 13, 2016. Ms. Heard admitted to some of these acts of violence

against me in her deposition, although in the cherry-picked, sworn deposition snippet she
submitted to this court, she also contradicted her own sworn admissions and further perjured

herself by saying she only committed violence against me one single time. Excerpts of Amber



Heard’s depositions are attached here as Exhibit A. Ms. Heard also admitted under oath to
throwing a can of paint thinner into my head in front of witnesses:
Q: Isn’t it true, Ms. Heard, that in front of two different employees at the island you

threw the paint thinner and hit him in the head on December 15th?

A: Oh, that’s true... Exhibit A.

Xz & dear Rt my o nchin Rnernp oy acel  After first denying these acts of

violence under oath in her deposition, Ms. Heard was forced grudgingly to concede that she did
perpetrate the violence against me that she can be heard admitting to only after being confronted
with the audio recordings of her confession and apology. Excerpts of Amber Heard’s
depositions are attached here as Exhibit A.

9. Many people who worked for Ms. Heard and me during our marriage also
observed firsthand her violence against me or observed me with injuries that she inflicted upon
me immediately after the fact, which in some instances they felt compelled to document by

taking photographs of my injuries. Many of them have provided sworn statements attesting to

the violence they witnessed Ms. Heard commit against me.

bodyguard Sean Betts, who is a former 18 year veteran of the LA Sherriff’s Department, on
April 22, 2016.

Aedind few s € aps s phappenks @

ety clifn ool mogs Mo @ Gt Gr8 ek placy 55 Davoiva: 15, 3

1.




photographs were taken by Sean Bett at his insistence. Following a pattern she deployed
throughout our relationship, Ms. Heard later perversely claimed it was I who committed violence
against her on December 15, 2015, splitting her lip, bashing her in the nose so hard it nearly
broke, blackening both her eyes and beating her so violently that she claimed I broke the bed in
the process. Her account is disputed by multiple witnesses who each provided sworn testimony
that they engaged face to face with a makeup-free and clearly uninjured Ms. Heard the following
day, December 16, 2016, immediately prior to her appearance on the “James Corden” show,
which can also be viewed to see the severe injuries she claims are a lie. These witnesses include
Ms. Heard’s own stylist Samantha McMillen, who also testified to witnessing Ms. Heard visibly
uninjured on other occasions when Ms. Heard claimed I had beaten her.

odilyginiun While I was in
Australia filming a movie approximately one month after [ married Ms. Heard, on a day where

my then-lawyer tried to discuss with Ms. Heard the need that she sign a post-nuptial agreement

with me, she went berserk and began throwing bottles at me. giRC SO T A nas AT ghead)

own finger. First, in the midst of our divorce case, Ms. Heard caused to be leaked to the media a

fake story that I cut off my finger by punching a hole in a wall. Now, Ms. Heard has crafted a



new, but equally fake, story that I cut off my finger by smashing a plastic phone to smithereens
while violently beating her in a “three-day ordeal.” Neither of these stories is true. I did not
beat Ms. Heard in Australia at any time; nor did 1 cut off my own finger and shatter the bones.
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Lo gLoner To cover for Ms. Heard, I told the emergency room
doctor that it happened in “an accident.” The doctor knew better, and told me: “this is a wound
of velocity.”

14. Unfortunately, Ms. Heard’s pattern of violence and abuse extends beyond
me. Several women who have been in a relationship with Ms. Heard have come forward to share
their personal experiences of brutal violence and other abuse at the hands of Ms. Heard. My
advisors have and continue to interview these victims, who remain deeply fearful of Ms. Heard,
an'd to collect evidence from these victims.

15. On May 21, 2016, I went to a penthouse in the Eastern Columbia Building that I
owned and shared with Ms. Heard. We had not spoken for a month.

16. Qur last interaction had been at my penthouse on April 21, 2016, and involved an

TSR e Ry il g naok neyme) because I was late to her birthday dinner that I threw

for her and her friends. My lateness had been due to an important business meeting, of which
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17.  After I removed myself from Ms. Heard’s presence in the penthouse on April 21,
2016, the following morning Ms. Heard or one of her friends defecated in'my bed as sotne sort of
a sick prank before they left for Coachella together. Indeed, our Estate Manager Kevin Murphy
told me (and later testified under oath) that Ms. Heard admitted to him that the feces was “just a
A a el of s years of dumesic dbase [ fud ealifwed o die fends of Ms.
o e e yaacyand defecation on my bed sometime before

harmless prank.”

she and her friends left the next morning—I resolved to divorce Ms. Heard. 1 went to pick up
my things on May 21, 2016, and also resolved to tell her that I was divorcing her. I arrived at the
penthouse in the early evening, and brought my two security guards Jerry Judge and Sean Bett as
a precautionary measure, asking them to wait just outside the door of penthouse 3. It appeared
that Ms. Heard was alone in the penthouse, although according to witness interviews, she was
not. Her friend Raquel Pennington was hiding somewhere in the penthouse, although Ms.
Pennington later falsely testified that she was summoned by Ms. Heard by text to Penthouse 3 at
8:06 PM, one of their many concocted lies. After I entered and went upstairs to collect personal
belongings, Ms. Heard and I called our then-Estate Manager Kevin Murphy together and I asked
Mr. Murphy to repeat to Ms. Heard what he had told me about her admission that the defecation
in my bed was “just a harmless prank.” Upon hearing Mr., Murphy’s recount her admission, she
went berserk and started screaming and cursing at Mr. Murphy, prompting Mr. Murphy to
ultimately hang up the phone. Before he hung up, I told Ms. Heard that I intended to divorce
her. She insisted on calling her friend iO Tillett Wright, who had been living rent-free in my
properties for years, to try to explain away the feces that she left in my bed.

18.  Ms. Heard put iO Tillett Wright on speakerphone. I had no interest in speaking

with Mr. Tillett Wright. Nevertheless, both 10 Tillett Wright and Ms. Heard had their chance to



anywhere and it has nothing to do with a case. I wouldn’t be so naive as to think that a lawyer or
cop would ever use Instagram geotags because as soon as a judge found out you can change
them it would get thrown out.” -

38. On December 16, 2015, Ms. Heard also summoned our then-Estate Manager Mr.,
Murphy to my penthouse to complain about the fact that I had beaten her up the night before.
Mr. Murphy testified that Ms. Heard’s face was utterly uninjured and unmarked, and appeared
makeup free, as they spoke face to face and in good light the day after she alleged the brutal

"attack. Mr. Murphy also testified that Ms. Heard called him back up to the penthouse bedroom
specifically to show him a clump of blonde hair on the ground purporting to be hair I had pulled
out of her head. Because of Ms. Heard’s demeanor and the fact that she showed Mr. Murphy a
clump of hair on the floor but not the place that hair was pulled from, Mr. Murphy grew
suspicious and took a time- and date-stamped cell phone photograph of the hair clump, and later
compared it to the hair clump Ms. Heard submitted to the court under oath. The hair clumps do
not resemble each other, as Mr. Murphy testified in his declaration. Mr. Murphy, like other
eyewitnesses, also testified to the very real violence Ms. Heard committed against me, that left
real injuries.

39. Cynically relying on the concept of #believewomen that that has been promoted

as part of the important #metoo movement, Ms. Heard’s “evidence” rests primarily on her word

and that of her dependent friends. She and they have falsely accused me of violence, although

evidence that her various abuse claims and the injuries that she claimed ensued from them are

18



Executed this day of May, 2019 in Los Angeles, California.

I declare under the penalty of perjury under the Iaws of the United States of America and the
State of Virginia that the foregoing is true and correct.

"Joh, Christopher Depp, 11




VIRGINIA:
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA
JOHN C. DEPP, Il

Plaintiff and Counterclaim

Defendant,

\

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

PLAINTIFF AND COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANT JOHN C. DEPP, II’S
SIXTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT AND
COUNTERCLAIM PLAINTIFF AMBER LAURA HEARD

Pursuant to Rule 4:8 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Virginia, Plaintiff and
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, II, by and through his undersigned counsel, serve the
following Sixth Set of Interrogatories upon Defendant and Counterclaim Plaintiff Amber Laura
Heard. Each Interrogatory must be answered separately, fully, in writing, under oath, and a copy
served upon counsel for Mr. Depp within twenty-one (21) days of service hereof, in accordance
with the Instructions and Definitions set forth below.

DEFINITIONS

1. The terms “identify,” “identifying,” “identity” and “identification,” when used to

refer to any entity other than a natural person, mean to state its full name, the present or last
known address of its principal office or place of doing business, and its .entity type (e.g.
corporation, partnership, unincorporated association).

2. The terms “identify,” “identifying,” “identity” and “identification,” when used to

refer to a natural person, mean to state the following:



a. the person’s full name and present or last known address, home telephone
number, business address and business telephone number;

b. the person’s present title and employer or other business affiliation;

c. the person’s home address, home telephone number, business address and
business telephone number at the time of the actions at which each interrogatory is directed; and

d. his or her employer and title at the time of the actions at which each
interrogatory is directed.

3. The term “Action” shall mean this litigation pending in the Circuit Court for
Fairfax County captioned, John C. Depp, Il v. Amber Laura Heard, Case No. CL-2019-0002911.

4, The term “Career Opportunities” shall include professional activities such as
performing in movies and television, endorsement deals, and similar activities.

5. The term “Counterclaim Statements™ shall mean and refer to the three remaining
alleged defamatory statements by Mr. Depp and/or Mr.- Waldman that are the basis of Ms.
Heard’s pending Counterclaim in this Action.

6. The term “Mr. Depp” or “Plaintiff” shall mean Plaintiff John C. Depp, II and all
persons acting on his behalf including but not limited to his agents, representatives, employees,
and assigns.

7. The term “Person” shall mean any natural person or any business, legal, or
government entity, or association.

8. The term “Employer” shall mean any current or former source of compensation

for Ms. Heard, including but not limited to film studios.



9. The terms “You,” and/or “Your” shall mean Defendant Amber Laura Heard and
any and all persons acting on her behalf, including but not limited to her agents, representatives,
employees, and assigns.

10.  In order to bring matters within the scope of these requests which might otherwise

be construed to be outside their scope:

a.  “each” includes the word “every,” and “every” includes the word “each”;
b. “any” includes the word “all,” and “all” includes the work “any™;
c. “and,” “or” or “and/or” shall be construed conjunctively or disjunctively

as necessary to make the request inclusive rather than exclusive;
d. “all” shall also include “each of” and vice-versa; and
e. the singular includes the plural and vice-versa.
11.  All words, terms and phrases not specifically defined in these requests are to be
given their normal and customary meaning in the context in which they aré used herein.

INSTRUCTIONS

1. These Interrogatories should be construed to require answers based upon the
knowledge of, and information available to, the responding party as well as its agents,
representatives, and, unless privileged, attorneys. It is intended that the following
Interrogatories will not solicit any material protected either by the attorney/client privilege or
work product doctrine which was created by, or developed by, counsel for the responding party
after the date on which this litigation was commenced.

2. The fact that investigation is continuing or that discovery is not complete
shall not be used as an excuse for failure to respond to each interrogatory below as fully as

possible.



3. No part of an interrogatory should be left unanswered merely because an
objection is interposed to another part of the interrogatory. If a partial or incomplete answer

is provided, the responding party shall state that the answer is partial or incomplete.

4. These Interrogatories are continuing in nature and therefore require you to file
supplementary answers immediately after you obtain any additional information up to,

including, and after the time of trial.

5. Whenever you are requested to give specific information, such as a date or
figure, if you cannot give the exact information, you shall state that you cannot give the exact
information and you shall give your best estimate.

0. If you refer to documents that you produce to Plaintiff, you shall
identify the document(s) with specificity (by Bates number, etc.).

7. In responding to these discovery requests, you must provide all requested
information known or available to you, regardless of whether that information is obtained
directly by you or otherwise known to you, or whether that information is obtained or
otherwise known to any of your attorneys, agents, affiliates, or other representatives.

8. Objection will be made at the time of trial to any attempt to introduce
evidence which is directly sought by these Interrogatories and to which no disclosure has
beenmade.

0. If any part of an Interrogatory requests information that is claimed by you to be
privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure, set forth with particularity at the time of
answering these Interrogatories the part of the Interrogatory with respect to which you assert
that claim and the basis for each such claim, together with the following information:

a. If an attorney-client privilege, work product assertion, or any other



privilege or protective rule is asserted with respect to an oral communication, please identify
the date of the communication, the subject matter of the communication, the name and place of
employment of each person present during the communication, and the name and place of

employment of each person to whom the substance of the communication has been disclosed.

b. If an attorney-client privilege, work product assertion, or any other
privilege or protective rule is asserted with respect to a document, please identify the type of
each such document, the date of the document, each individual who authored the document and
place of employment of such indiv.idual, each individual who received a copy of the document

| and place of employment of such individual, each individual to whom any portion of the
contents of the document was disclosed and the place of employment of such individual, and
the subject matter of the document.

10. If you believe that any Interrogatory is unclear, unintelligible, or because of its
wording otherwise prevents you from responding fully to that interrogatory, you should seek
immediate clarification from Plaintiff. It shall not be sufficient to object to a particular
interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, or otherwise unclear, and withhold
discoverable information on that basis without seeking clarification from Plaintiff,

INTERROGATORIES

1. State all facts that support Your contention, as alleged in the Third Affirmative
Defense in Your operative Answer, that “any defamatory statements in the Op-Ed were not made

with actual malice.”

ANSWER:



2. State all facts that support Your contention, as alleged in the Fourth Affirmative
Defense in Your operative Answer, that “[t]here can be no malice as a matter of law” due to
Your allegation that You “relied upon counsel in writing and publishing the Op-Ed.”

ANSWER:

3. If You contend that You believed Your Op-Ed would not be interpreted by
readers as a reference to Your preexisting allegations of abuse against Mr. Depp, explain in
detail everything that You intended to reference with the following language: “Then two years
ago, [ became a public figure representing domestic abuse.”

ANSWER:

Dated: February 3, 2022

Respectfully submitted,
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Benjamin 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)
Samuel A. Moniz (pro hac vice)
BROWN RUDNICK, LLP

2211 Michelson Drive, Seventh Floor
Irvine, CA 92612

Phone: (949) 752-7100

Fax: (949) 252-1514



lpresiado@brownrudnick.com
cvasquez(@brownrudnick.com
smoniz@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
Counterclaim Defendant John C. Depp, 11



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 3rd day of February 2022, I caused copies of the
foregoing to be served via email (per written agreement between the Parties) on the following:

J. Benjamin Rottenborn

Joshua R. Treece

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

Adam S. Nadelhaft

Clarissa K. Pintado

David E. Murphy

Charlson Bredehoft Cohen & Brown, P.C.
11260 Roger Bacon Drive, Suite 201
Reston, Virginia 20190

Telephone: (703) 318-6800
ebredehoft@cbeblaw.com
anadelhaft@cbcblaw.com
cpintado@cbeblaw.com
dmurphy@cbcblaw.com

Counsel for Defendant and
Counterclaim Plaintiff Amber Laura Heard
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Benjar¥in G. Chew (VSB #29113)
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