[ ] This SUBPOENA/SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM TO PER§
process server who must provide proof of service in

UTO

TO the person authorized to serve this process
Clerk of Court.

CL2019-0002911

ON UNDER FOREIGN SUBPOENA is being served by a private
accordance with Va. Code § 8.01-325.

n execution, the return of this process shall be made to the

NAME: ...E..\.l.e,c.\..fbm.k‘.\.m._....do......ZS..as:{“é}‘ié.ﬁb..umdml,......Sm.m.m..f:m.d;.@c%

Aonecises, 3ad Flooc.
Xor¥

appress: ADOL. Avedue. o Q%\e/
New ock, Nesws

\00\Q

[ ] PERSONAL SERVICE ;‘:}

‘Being unable to make personal service, a copy was del vered in the following manner:

[ 1 Delivered to family member (not temporary SOJoumer or guest) age 16 or older at usual place of abode of
party named above after giving information of i 1ts purport. List name, age of recipient, and relation of

recipient to party named above: . |

L

[ ] Postedon front door or such other door as appears to be the main entrance of usual place of abode, address
listed above. (Other authorized recipient not found.)
[ 1 motfound | i N , Sheriff
by ', Deputy Sheriff
DATE

FORM CC-1439 (MASTER, PAGE THREE OF THREE) 07/09

JOHN T, FREY, GLERK
FAIRFAX COUNTY GIRCUIT COURT
4110 CHAIN BRIDGE ROAD
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030



SUBPOENA/SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM COppif; ;, f% QN C1-2019-0002911
TO PERSON UNDER FOREIGN SUBPOENﬁ iy
Commonwealth of Virginia VA CODE §§ 8.01-412.8—8.01-413. 150 gg P o
Fairfax County M" l: 29 _
i Ly 'ERK OHN.3 7 FEE Circuit Court
’ Cl Y
41100haln Bridge Road, Fairfax, Virginia 2293(_1__" FA 1 L{?p‘ IT C Rt
ADDRESS OF COURT T
John C. Depp, Il Amber Laura Heard
......... vi/In re: :
TO THE PERSON AUTHORIZED BY LAW TO,SERVE THIS PROCESS:
You are commanded to summon
Ellen Barkin
NAME :
Clo Jacob Buchdahl, Susman Godfrey 1301 Avenule I:}f the Americas, 32nd Floor
;m}mmnmzss
New York New Yolrk 10019
CITY STATE zZP

TO THE PERSON SUMMONED: You are commanded to
l__-i attend and give testimony at a deposition

. produce the books, documents, records, electronically stored information, and tangible things designated and
”" described below

Susman Godfrey 1301 Avenue of the Ameriéa.,, 32nd Floor November 18, 2018 at 10:00 a.m.

| S
? ~ LocanioN Ngpd 30( K, N 5 Vool 907__3 DATE AND TIME

and to permit mspectlon and copymg by the reques'tmg party or someone acting in his or her behalf of the
designated items in your possession, custody or control

: E_. permit inspection of the premises

at the following location

LOCATION

L0 1 TR P .
DATE AND TIME

This subpoena is issued upon the request of the party named below
Amber Laura Heard

: NAM.‘FO’REQUFSTINGPARTY
c/o Ben Rottenborn, Woods Rogers, PLC, 10 8. Jefiferson Street, Suite 1400

; STREET ADDRESS

24011 . (540)983-7540
CITY ) st I i Zr TELEPHONENUMBER

Roanoke Virginia

FORM CC-1439 (MASTER, PAGE ONE OF THREE) 07/09




CL2019-0002911
The requesting party has submitted to this Clerk’s Ofﬁt e the foreign subpoena, copy attached, the terms of which are
incorporated herein, and the written statement requlred by Virginia Code § 8.01-412.10.
The names, addresses and telephone numbers of all counsel of record in the proceeding to which the subpoena relates
and of parties not represented by counsel are provided[ }belowl? on attached list.
..... Navember. 1, 209
DATE 1SSUED
by
J. Benjamin Rottenborn ' 84796 Virginia
--------- NAME OF ATTORNEY FOR REQUESTING PARTY _ BAR NUMBER LICENSING STATE
Woods Rogers PLC, 10 8. Jefferson St. (540) 983-7540
QFFICE ADDRESS . TELEFHONE NUMBER OF ATTORNEY
Suite 1400, Roanoke, Virginia 24011 ‘ (540) 983-7711
OFFICE ADD!%ESS FACSIMILE NUMBER OF ATTORNEY
NAME BAR NUMBER LICENSING STATE
........ o s
""""""" STREET ADDRESS FACSTMILE NUMBE
....... NAME - " BAR NUMBER LICENSING STATE
STREET ADDRESS TELEPHONE NUMBER
STREET ADDRESS FACSIMILE NU'MBER.
NAME BAR NUMBER LICENSING STATE
STREET ADDRESS TELEPHONE NUM'BER
................ e ' T
F
RETURN OF SERVI(|3E (see page three of this form)
|

FORM CC-143% (MASTER, PAGE TWQ OF THREE) 07A09 |



vereee T HLE
VIRGINIA: COMPTER SFrg

Tl BN ;:'{.'I.t,:;
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX EOFYS g, I 26
. Y -
JOHN C. DEPP, It g CI.ER;?,%’}"REUF; REY
; FAIRFAY COURT
Plaintiff, |
v. ~ | Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911
AMBER LAURA HEARD
. b :
Defendant. !

CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL
i
This is to certify that I caused a true and accurate copy of the enclosed Subpoena Ad

Testificandum Pursuant to New York’s CP.LR. § 3119 and Virginia Subpoena to Person Under

" Forei gn Subpoena to be sent via United States Mail on the 5th day of November, 2019, to

counsel of record.

J. Benjamin Rottenborn (VSB #84796)
Joshua R. Treece (VSB #79149)
WooDs ROGERS PLC

10 S. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.O. Box 14125

Roanoke, Virginia 24011 !
(540) 983-7540 _ | :
brottenborn@woodsrogers.com : Lo
jtreece@woodsrogers.com |

Artorneys for Defendant Amber Laura Heard

{2655445-1, 121024-00001-01}




I certify that on this 5th day of November 20!1 9, a copy of the foregoing shall be served by first

class mail, postage prepaid, and by email, upon:

Benjamin G. Chew, Esq.
Elliot J. Weingarten, 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
eweingarten@brownrudnick.com
acrawford@brownrudnick.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

C11Dorm

J. Bénjamin
Joshua Treece

WooDSs ROGERS PLC

10 S. Jefferson Street

Suite 1400

Roanoke, VA 24011
Telephone: (540) 983-7540
Facsimile: (540) 983-7711
brottenborn@woodsrogers.com

jtreece(@woodsrogers.com

{2655445-1, 121024-00001-01}

Adam R. Waldman, Esq.

THE ENDEAVOR LAW FIRM, P.C.

1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Suite 350
Washington, DC 20006

. awaldman(@theendeavorgroup.com

Robert Gilmore, Esq.

Kevin Attridge, Esq.

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

Suite 700

Washington, D.C. 20005

Telephone: (202) 601-1589

Facsimile: (202) 296-8312

. rgilmore@steinmitchell.com

kattridge(@steinmitchell.com
Counsel for Plaintiff John C. Depp, Il




John C. Depp, Il v. Amber Laura Heard
~ Fairfax County Case No. CL-2019-0002911

All Counsel of Record

Benjamin G. Chew, Esq. (VSB 29113) Counsel for John C. Depp, I
Elliot J. Weingarten

Andrew C. Crawford (VSB No. 89093)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

601 Thirteenth Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005

(202) 536-1700

(202) 536-1701 - FAX
bechew@brownrudnick.com

Camille M. Vasquez | Counsel for John C. Depp, I
BROWN RUDNICK LLP
2211 Michelson Drive

Irvine, CA 92612

Tel. (949) 752-7100

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

Adam R. Waldman, Esq. Counsel for John C. Depp, Il
THE ENDEAVOR LAW FIRM, P.C.

1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Suite 350
Washington, DC 20006

Robert Gilmore, Esqg. - Counsel for John C. Depp, Il
Kevin L. Attridge, Esq.
STEIN MITCHELL BEATO & MISSNER LLP
901 Fifteenth Street, NW, Suite 700 .
‘Washington, DC 20005 '
Tel. (202) 601-1602, or 1589
Fax (202) 296-8312

rgilmore@steinmitchell.com

Joshua R. Treece, Esq. Counsel for Amber Laura Heard
J. Benjamin Rottenborn, Esq. .
WOODS ROGERS PLC !
10 S. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400 -
Roanoke, VA 24011

T: 540.983.7730 N
F: 540.322.3885 .
jtreece@woodsrogers.com
brottenborn@woodsrogets.com




Timothy J. McEvoy, Esq. (VSB No. 33277)
Sean Patrick Roche, Esq. (VSB No. 71412)
CAMERON/McEVOY, PLLC

4100 Monument Corner Drive, Suite 420
Fairfax, Virginia 22030 ‘
703.460.9343 (Direct)

703.273.8898 (Office)

703.273.8897 (Fax)
tmcevoy@cameronmecevoy.com
sroche@cameronmeevoy.com

Davida Brook, Esq. (SBN 275370)
SUSMAN GODFREY L.L.P.

1900 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 1400
Los Angeles, CA 90067

Tel. (310) 789-3105
dbrook@susmangodfrey.com

Roberta A. Kaplan, Esq.

John C. Quinn, Esq.

Julie E. Fink, Esq.

KAPLAN HECKER & FINK LLP
350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 7110
New York, New York 10118

T: 212.763.0883
rkaplan@kaplanhecker.com
jfink@kaplanhecker.com
jquinn@kaplanhecker.com

Counsel for Amber Laura Heard

Counsel for Amber Laura Heard

Counsel for Amber Laura Heard



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
KINGS COUNTY
John C. Depp, Ii, ‘

: | ORIGINATING STATE:

Plaintiff, | THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
V. ORIGINATING COURT:

CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY
Amber Laura Heard,
- I| ORIGINATING CASE NUMBER
Defendant. | Case No. CL2019-02911

SUBPOENA AD TESTIFICANDUM
PURSUANT TO CPLR 3119 '

TO: Ellen Barkin '
C/o Jacob Buchdahl !
Susman Godfrey LLP,

1301 Avenue of the Americas, 32nd Floor,
New York NY 10019

v
i

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMAN DEIJD, pursuant to Section 3119 of the New York Civil

Practice Law and Rules (“CPLR™), all busil}ess and excuses being laid aside, to appear at the

time,' date and place set forth below to testify at a deposition to be takon in the above-captioned
civil matter, which is noor pending in the iCircuit Court of the Commonwealth of Virginia,
Fairfax County. |

The deposition shall commence on &ovember 18, 2019 at 10:00 a.m. at the ofﬁoes of

Susman Godfrey LLP, 1301 Avenue of the zf%mericas, 32nd Floor, New York, NY 10019, or at '
|
such other location or date as may be agreed on by the parties or ordered by the Court, and shall

i :
continue from day to day until completed. The deposition shall be conducted before a person
authorized by law to administer oaths and may be recorded by stenographic, audio, video and/or

. . - i
real-time transcription means. :




The discovery herein sought and required is in connection with the claims and defenses in

the above-captioned action. A copy of the

Exhibit A.

FAILURE TO COMPLY with this SU

and shall make you liable to the person on who

Complaint in this action is attached hereto as

JBPOENA is punishable as a conterﬁpt of Court

se behalf this ;subpoena was issued for a penalty

not to exceed one hundred fifty dollars and allI damages sustained by reason of your failure to

t

comply.

COUNSEL OF R'E(!:ORD FOR ALL PARTIES

1
The contact information for the attorne:ys of record in this action is as follows:

Benjamin G. Chew, Esq. (VSB 29113) b Counsel for John C. Depp, Il
!

Elliot J. Weingarten |
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB No. 89093) ‘
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

601 Thirteenth Street, NW .
Washington, DC 20005 .
(202) 536-1700

(202) 536-1701 - FAX
bchew@brownrudnick.com

Camille M. Vasquez
-BROWN RUDNICK LLP
2211 Michelson Drive

Irvine, CA 92612

Tel. (949) 752-7100

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

Adam R. Waldman, Esq.

THE ENDEAVOR LAW FIRM, P.C.

1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Suite 350
‘Washington, DC 20006

Robert Gilmore, Esq.
Kevin L. Attridge, Esq.

STEIN MITCHELL BEATO & MISSNER LJ.,P

901 Fifteenth Street, NW, Suite 700 .
Washington, DC 20005 i |
|

Counsel for John C. Depp, 11

Counsel for John C. Depp, Il

-Counsel for John C. Depp, I



Tel. (202) 601-1602, or 1589
Fax (202) 296-8312
rgilmore@steinmitchell.com

Joshua R. Treece, Esq.

J. Benjamin Rottenborn, Esq.
WOODS ROGERS PLC

10 S. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400
Roanoke, VA 24011

T: 540.983.7730

F: 540.322.3885
jtreece@woodsrogers.com
brottenborn@woodsrogers.com

Timothy J. McEvoy, Esq. (VSB No. 33277)

Counsel for Amber Laura Heard

Counsel for Amber Laura Heard

Sean Patrick Roche, Esq. (VSB No. 71412) | .

CAMERON/McEVOY, PLLC

4100 Monument Corner Drive, Suite 420

Fairfax, Virginia 22030
703.460.9343 (Direct)
703.273.8898 (Office)
703.273.8897 (Fax)
tmcevoy@cameronmeevoy.com
sroche@cameronmcevoy.com

Davida Brook, Esq. (SBN 275370)
SUSMAN GODFREY L.L.P.

1900 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 1400
Los Angeles, CA 90067

Tel. (310) 789-3105
dbrook@susmangodfrey.com

Roberta A. Kaplan, Esq.

John C. Quinn, Esq.

Julie E. Fink, Esq.

KAPLAN HECKER & FINK LLP
350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 7110
New York, New York 10118
T:212.763.0883
rkaplan@kaplanhecker.com
jfink@kaplanhecker.com
jquinn@kaplanhecker.com

Counsel for Amber Laura Heard

Counsel for Amber Laura Heard




Dated: Novern_ber 5,2019
New York, New York

KAPLAN HECKER & FINK LLP

By:

John C. Quinn

350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 7110
New York, New York 10118
(212) 763-0883

jquinn@kaplanhecker.com

Attorneys for Defendant Amber Laura Heard



CERTIFICAT

I certify that on this 5th day of November 20
class mail, postage prepaid, and by email, upo

Benjamin G. Chew, Esq.

Elliot J. Weingarten, Esq.
Andrew C. Crawford, Esq.
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

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

acrawford@brownrudnick.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

/

J. Benjamin Rottenborn

Joshua Treece

WooDs ROGERS PLC

10 S. Jefferson Street

Suite 1400

Roancke, VA 24011
Telephone: (540) 983-7540
Facsimile: (540) 983-7711
brottenborn@woodsrogers.com
jtreece@woodsrogers.com

E OF SERVICE

19, a copy of the foregoing shall be served by first
n:

Adam R. Waldman, Esq.

THE ENDEAVOR LAW FIRM, P.C.

1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Suite 350
Washington, DC 20006
awaldman@theendeavorgroup.com

Robert Gilmore, Esq.
Kevin Attridge, Esq.

" | STEIN MITCHELL BEATO & MISSNER LLP

: 901 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 700

Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 601-1589
Facsimile: (202) 296-8312
rgilmore@steinmitchell.com
kattridge@steinmitchell.com

Counsel for Plaintiff John C. Depp, Il
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CIVIL
S

CIVIL Acuoﬁ NUPa;IBER: CL- 20 1(3

L INTAKE -
HEET

HOW RECEIVED: COUNTER

JunGHENT AmounT: s__ 90, 000 0

00 -+

9 92911'

FUNGFEE: $ _ HM b check v cash MO ___CREDITCARD___

CREDIT CARD FEE: §

" ToTALAMOUNT: § - A0

CLERKS INITIALS: - -

" 1D Presented (CWP):

VS-4 FORM: YES NO

SERVICE TYPE:

SHERIFF; . SPs: (/
RM:

OPUB: ' cm:

. 80C:___ DMV: SCC;

SHERIFF AMOUNT

THEEE

1

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:

CERTIFIED COPIES:

D Lamodbon

Chvil Intake —~ Intake Sheet

" Updated 7/5/18




FINAL DISPOSITION

Flduciaa #: 0 Z 1
19 ¢
Case #: cg- . - . 9 1
DEFENDANTS - Date Final Final Final Final Final
-Qrder #1 | Order#2 | Order#3 | Order#4
1. TRIAL-JURY . (Td)
B l 1
2, TRIAL-JUDGE w/WITNESS (THJ)
, | )
3 DEFAULT JUDGMENT | (b3
a. SETTLEMENT | (SETL)
5. NONSUIT (NS)
6. VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL (DIS)
) g
7. DECREE ON DEPOSITION {DD)
. | |
8, REPORT BY COMMISSIONER {FDCR)
Other Comments: OTHER =~ l {FO) (SJ) (FD)
GARNISHMENT [
|
CONCEALED WEAPON PERMIT
ol
APPT CHURCH TRUSTEES/Substitute FID
NAME CHANGE [ ‘
||
PURGED AFTER 2 YEARS 2Y0
|-
PURGED AFTER 3 YEARS {3Y0)
E.H. Date: )
E.H. Data: ) J
i
| . . .
TRIAL DATE NUMBER OF JURY DAYS FINAL ALL DEFENDANTS CLERK'S OFFICE
1. B
|
RE-OPENDATE . | REMAND  (REM) MOTION TYPE RE-CLOSE DATE CLERK'S
© " | REINSTATE {REI) ' OFFICE
MISTRIAL  (8XIS)
2.
3,
4,
Civil Inteke ~ Final Dispostion Form b Updated 92008




FAIRFAX CIRCUIT COURT

CIVIL CASE

Parties:

COVERSHEET

2019 029197

Plaintiffs

Defendants

1.John C. Depp i

1_Jf\mtier Laura Heard

2

E-mail Address:

bchew@brownrudnick.com

2.
2 | s

*Plaintiff proceeding without Counsel — Address artld: Daytime Phone Number required on Complaint )

Plaintiff Attc;rney: I =3
Name: BENj@mMin G. Chew ol 0,29113 I
e Brown Rudnick LLP i {%% % -i',:‘.;
stree. 601 13th Street, NW, Suite 600 N 250~ =0
ciy: Washington state: DC i 20005 it é %
Phone Number: 202-536-1785 If:a,i( Number:202-536-1701 > cé—‘d ;r;\

T =

Nature of Complaint {Check only one)

* Gases in the Civil Tracking Program

Administrative Appeal

Defamation *

Malpractice — Medical *

Affirmation of Marriage

Delinquent Taxes *

Mechanics/Vendors Lien *

Aid & Guidance

Eminent Domain

Partition *

iAppeal Decision of Board of Zoning

Enicumber/Sell Real Estate

Personal Injury — Assault *

Appeal of Process/Judicial Appeal

Erroneous Assessments

Personal Injury — Auta *

ppointment Church/Organization - xpungement Personal Injury — Emotional *
rustees . I L - | '
]_—l_P\rbitration l_lJFaIse Arrest/Imprisonment* Personal [njury — Premises
- || T Liability*
Attachment Fiduclary/Estate Complaint

Property Damage*

Complaint — Equity *

Garnishmeni-Federal-180 days

Products Liability*

Complaint — Legal Cause of Action *

' Garnishrhént—Wage—wo days

Quiet Title *

Compromise Settlement

Garnishment-Other — 90 days

Real Estate *

Condemnation*

Guardian/Conservator Aduit

Restoration of Driving Privilege

Confession of Judgment

Guardianship/Minor

\ital Record Correction

Construction * Injunction \Writ Habeas Corpus
Contract * Interpleader Writ Mandamus
Conversion* Insurance * Wrongful Death*

Court Satisfaction of Judgment

udicial Review

Wrongful Discharge *

IState Corporation Commissio

ublication

Nt') Service at this lime

Declare Death Malicious Prosecution * OTHER:
Declaratory Judgment * Malpractice ~ Legal * i
50,000,000 and punitive '
Damages In the amount of $ 30-000:000 and punitives apq claimed.
[
. B
Requested Service: Sheri Private Process Seﬁ"verDM\J:!Secreta of CommonwealthD

CCR D-90 Clvil Coversheet (Revised — Oclober 2011)

0
b




. FILED
- CIVIL INTAKE
VIRGINIA: : , .
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTYZ0I9HAR =1 PM12: 45
) CLERR. CIRGUIT COURT
John C. Depp, I, g " FAIRFAX, VA
Plaintiff, )
V. ) Civil Ac%og 1\109 0 2 g 1 ‘E
- ) . -
Amber Laura Heard, )
: )
Defendant. )
o
COMPLAINT

Plaintiff John C. Depp, II, a/k/a Johnny Depp, in support of his Comiplaint against
Defendant Amber Laura Heard hereby states thé following:

. |,
NATURE OF.THE ACTION

|
1. . This defamation action arises frolm an op-ed published in the Washington Post by
actress Amber Heard (“Ms. Heard”). In th‘eiop-ed, Ms, Heard purported to write from the
perspective of “a public figure representing domestic abuse” and claimed that she “felt the full

force of our culture’s wrath for women who 'speak out” when she “spoke up against sexual

violence.”

2, | Although she never identiﬁed‘i him by name, the op-ed plainly was about (and

other media ;:onsistently characterized it as Ibf:ing about) Ms. Heard’s purported victimization
|

after she publicly accused her former husband, Johnny Depp (“Mr. Depp”), of domestic abuse in

2016, when she appeared in court with an apparently battered face and obtained a temporary
restraining order against Mr. Depp on May 27, 2016. The op-ed depended on the central prell'nise
L I ]

that Ms. Heard was a domestic abuse victim and that Mr, Depp perpetrated domestic violence

against her. | |



3. The op-ed’s clear implication that Mr. Depp is a domestic abuser is categorically

and demonstfably false. Mr. Depp never abused Ms. Heard. Her allegations against him were

false when they were made in 2016. They were part of an elaborate hoax to generate positive

publicity for Ms. Heard and advance her caree[r. Ms. Heard’s false allegations against Mr, Depp

have been conclusively refuted by two separlate responding police officers, a litany of neutral

third-party witnesses, and 87 newly obtained surveillance camera videos. With a prior arrest for
violent domestic abuse and having confessed under oath to a series of violent attacks on Mr.
I I .

Depp, Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic ébuse; she is a perpetrator. Ms. Heard violently

abused Mr. Depp, just as she was caught and jarrested for violently abusing her former domestic

partner.
4, Ms. Heard’s implication in he:r op-ed that Mr. Depp is a domestic abuser is not
. ' |
only demonstrably false, it is defamatory pert sé. Ms. Heard falsely implied that Mr. Depp was

guilty of domestic violence, which is a crime jinvolving moral turpitude. Moreover, Ms. Heard’s

false implication prejudiced Mr. Depp in his. career as a film actor and incalculably (and

immediately) damaged his reputation as a public figure.

5. | -Unsurprisingly, Mr, Depp’s reputation and career were devastated when Ms.
Heard first accused him of domestic violence on May 27, 2016, Ms. Hea;d’s hoax allegations
were timefi to coincide with the day that Mr. Depp’s film, Alice Through the Looking Glass, was
released in'theatres. Her op-ed, with its falls? ﬁnplication that she was a victim of domestic
violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, brought new damage to Mr. Depp’s reputation and career.
Mr. Depp lost movie roles and faced public sicoim. Ms, Heard, an actress herself, knew prec'i:sely
the effect that her op-ed would have on Mr. IFGpp. And indeed, just four days after Ms. Hee;rd’s

op-ed was first published on December 18, 2:01|8, Disney announced on December 22, 2018 that



it was dropping Mr. Depp from his leading role as Captain Jack Sparrow—a role that he
created%in t-he multi-billion-dollar-earning Pirates of the Caribbean franchise. |

6. ‘ ‘Ms. Heard published her op-ed with actual malice. She knew that Mr Depp did
not abuse her and that the domcsfic abuse allegations that she made against him in 2016 were

false. She knew that the testimony and photographic “evidence” that she presented to the court

and the supporting sworn testimony provided by her two friends were false and perjurious. Ms.

. I _
Heard knew that the truth was that she violently abused Mr. Depp—just as she violently abused
her prior domestic partner, which led to her arrest and booking for domestic violence, as well as

a night in jail and a mug shot. Ms. Heard reivi,ved her false allegations against Mr, Depp in the

op-ed to generate positive publicity for herse:lf and to promote her new movie quéaman, which

premiered across the United States and in \i/'i'rginia only three days after the op-ed was first
published.

7.. Mr. Depp brings this defamation action to clear his name. By this civil lawsuit,
Mr. Depp seeks to restore his reputation and [establish Ms. Heard’s legal liability for continuing

her campaign to push a false narrative that he committed domestic violence against her. Mr.

Depp seeks an award of compensatory damages for the reputational harm that he suffered as.a

result of Ms. Heard’s op-ed, with its false and defamatory implication that Mr. Depp was a =

domestic abuser. Further, given the willﬁlln:':ss and maliciousness that Ms. Heard demonstrated

when she knowingly published the op-ed with the false implication that Mr. Depp violently

. !
abused her, Mr. Depp also seeks an award of !lenitivc damages.

I
PARTIES
b t

8. . Plaintiff John C. Depp is an individual and a resident of the State of California.
For decades, he has been one of the most prominent actors in Hollywood. Mr. Depp was married
i
3

|



to Ms. Heard_f()r approximately 15 months between February 1, 2015 and May 23, 2016. They
had no children together. Mr. Depp was the target of Ms. Heard’s false and defamatory op-ed in
the Washington Post.

4

Q. Defendaﬁt Amber Laura Heard is an individual and a resident of the State of

California. Ms. Heard is an actress and M Depp’s former 'wife. Ms. Heard authored and

published the defamatory op-ed in the Washington Post that falsely implied that Mr. Depp

abused her during their marriage. ! !

| :
JURISDICTION AND VENUE

10. . This Court has specific personal jurisdiction over Defendant under Virginia’s

long-arm statute, Va. Code § 8.01-328.1, as well as under the Due Pracess Clause of the U.S.
Constitution, because, among other things, tlhé causes of action in this Complaint arise from
Defendant transacting business in this Commtoxllwealth and causing tortious injury by an act or

o
omission in this Commonwealth. Moreover, exercising jurisdiction would not offend traditional
) |

notions of fair play and substantial justice bet::al:ise Defendant could have — indeed should have
|

— reésonably foreseen being haled into a Virlgi'nia court to account for her false and defamatory
op-ed which was published: in a newspaper that is printed in Springfield, Virginia; in an online
edition of the newspaper that is created on a|digital platform in Virginia and routed through

| 7]
servers in Virginia; in a newspaper that has}wide circulation in Virginia and even publishes a

' P
Virginia local edition in which the false and qefmnatory op-ed appeared; and in a newspaper that

maintains, two physical offices in Virginia.! Further, Defendant published the false and

- L .
defamatory op-ed to promote her new movie' which was in Virginia theatres for viewing by

Virginia audiences.



11.  Venue is proper in this circuit under Va. Code § 8.01-262 because the causes of

action asserted -herein arose in this Circuit,

FACTS

Ms. Heard Wrote An Op-Ed In The Washington Post That Implies That She Was A Victim
Of Domestic Abuse At The Hands Of Mr. Depp

12 M Depp has appeared in more than 50 films over the last three decades. He has
worldwide name recognition and has played Ia Idiverse array of iconic roles, including Edward
Scissorhands, Willy Wonka, Célptain Jack S|parrow, The Mad Hatter, Grindelwald, John
Delliﬁgcr, and Whitey Bulger. His movies have grossed over $10 billion dollars in the United
States and around the world. He has won the People’s Choice Award 14 times.

13. ~ Mr. Depp married Ms. Heard on February 1, 2015. The two met when Ms. Heard
was cast in Mr. Depp’s film The Rum Diary. |

14, The marriage lasted only 15 months.

15, --Unbeknownst to Mr. Depp, no later than one month after his marriage to Ms.
Heard, she was spending time in a new relationsi‘ﬁp with Tesla anci Space-X founder, Elon Musk.
Ouly one calendar month after Mr. Depp and Ms. Heard were married—while Mr. Depp was out
of the countr;,* filming in March 2015—-—Easte|m| Columbia Building personnel testified that Ms.
Heard received Musk “late at night” at Mr. bépp’s penthouse. - Specifically, Ms. Heard asked
staff at the Eastern Columbia Building to give hier “friend Elon™ access to the building’s parlldng
garage and the penthouse elevator “late at night,” and they testified that they did so. Building
staff would then see Ms. Heard’s “friend Elon’} leaving the building the next morning. Musk’s

u i
first appearance in Mr. Depp’s penthouse occ}xqred shortly after Ms. Heard threw a vodka botfle

at Mr. Depp in Australia, when she learned that Mr. Depp wanted the couple to enter into a post-

1
‘
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nuptial agree;r-lent concerning assets in their marriage. Ms. Heard’s violently aimed projectile
virtually severed Mr. Dcp;;u’s middle finger on his right hand and shattered the bones.

16.  Mr. Depp’s marriage to Ms. Heard came to an end in May 2016. After Mr. Depp
indicgted to Ms. Heard that he wanted to leave the marriage, Ms, Heard Iured Mr. Depp to his

penthouse to pick up his personal items. Unaware that members of Mr. Depp’s security team

(including an 18-year veteran of the Los Angeles County Sheﬁff s Department) were mere feet

away, Ms. Heard falsely began yelling “stopl hitting me Johnny.” The interaction culminated

with Ms, Heard making false allegations that Mr Depp struck her with a cell phone, hit her, and

destroyed the penthouse. There were multxple eyewitnesses to this hoax. Ms Heard’s friend

then called the police, who arrived promptly. !Upon their arrival, Ms. Heard refused to cooperate
with police or make any claims that she had b'elen injured or assaulted, and two domestic abuse
trained police officers testified that after close i'nspection of Ms. Heard and the penthouses, they

|
observed no injury to Ms. Heard or damage to the penthouses. But then, six days later, Ms

| I 1
Heard presented herself to the world with a b?ttered face as she publicly and falsely accused M.
Depp of dome_stic violence and obtained a res1‘:ra:1ining order against him, based on false testimony

that she and her friends provided.

17.  Now there are newly obtained; surveillance camera videos, depositions, and other
p o

evidence that conclusively disprove Ms. Heard’s false allegations. Although much of this
exculpatory evidence was collected by certaiin Lmembers Mr. Dcpp’s.then-lega'[ team in 2016, it
only recently came into Mr. Depp’s possessiior:l, as it had been hidden from him for a period of
years. | I

18.  Ms. Heard later withdrew h's:rI false domestic violence allegations and dismissed

the restraining order. She and Mr. Depp ﬁnaljz!ed their divorce in January 2017.

|



19.  Despite dismissing the restraining order and withdrawing the domestic abuse

allegations, Ms Heard (and her surrogates) have continuously and repeatedly referred to her in

‘publications, public service announcements, social media postings, speeches, and interviews as a

victim of domestic violence, and a “survivor,} always with the clear implication that Mr. Depp

|
was her supposed abuser. f

20.  Most recently, in December! 2018, Ms. Heard p.ublished an op-ed in the
Washington Post that falsely implied that Ms, Heard was a victim of domestic violence at the
hands of Mr. Depp. The op-ed was first published on the Washington Post’s website on
December 18, 2018 with the title, “Amber Hémd: I spoke up against sgaxilal violence — and
faced our culture’s wrath, This has fo chanéei.” The op-ed appeared again on December 19,
2018 in the Washington Post’s hardcopy editilorl:i under the title, “A Transformative Moment For
Women.’; Except for their titles, the onliine and hard copy versions of the op-ed were
substantively'iAdentical and are referred to collec‘ltively herein as the “Sexual Violence” op-¢d.

21.  The “Sexual Violeﬁce” 0p-ed’!s central thesis was that Ms, Heard was a victim of

domestic violence and faced personal and ﬁrclfessional repercussions because she “spoke up”

against “sexual violence” by “a powerful man.”.

22.  Although Mr. Depp was never identified by name in the “Sexual Violence” op-ed,

Ms. Heard makes clear, based on the foundations of the false accusations that she made against
Mr. Depp in court filings and subser‘quently reiterated in the press for years, that she was talking

|
about Mr. Depp and the domestic abuse allegatlions that she made against him in May 2016. Ms.
2! ]

Heard wrote:. L
e “Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and faced our culture’s wrath. -
~ That has to change.” .

o



e “Then two years ago [the precise |time frame of her allegations against and divorce
. from Mr. Depp], I became a pubhc figure representing domesnc abuse, and I felt the

full force of our culture’s wrath for

'women who speak out.’

s “I had the rare vantage point of seeing, in real time, how institutions protect men

accused of abuse.”

o  “[ write this as a woman who had
getting death threats. For months|

to|change my phone number weekly because I was

I|rarely left my apartment, and when I did, I was

pursued by camera drones and phofographers on foot, on motoreycles and in cars.
Tabloid outlets that posted plctures of me sputl them in a negative light. I felt as

though I was on trial in the court
- depended on myriad judgments far,

23. . Asthese statements reflect, the
I

of public opinion — and my life and livelihood
beyond my control.”

whole op-ed proceeds from the notion—presented

as an unassailable truth—that Ms. Heard was |thc victim of domestic violence at the hands of Mr.

Depp. She was not. Ms. Heard is not a vic’:tilm of domestic violence, and Mr. Depp is not a

perpetrator of domestic violence. And the ccnt'erpiece of Ms. Heard’s attention-seeking hoax—

her claim that Mr. Depp savagely injured her face by throwing her own iPhorie at her from point

blank range as hard as he could and then continued to beat her face with other “appendages of his

body” on the‘(-:vcning of May 21, 2016, which caused her to have the battered face that she first

presented to the court and the world on May 27, 2016—was a poorly executed lie that

- nevertheless has endured for nearly three years: The statements in her “Sexual Violence™ op-ed

that imply otherwise are false and defamatory!

| | .
Ms. Heard Was Not A Victim Of D(')mestic Violence: She Was A Perpetrator

24, Long before Ms. Heard becgmc a self-described “public figure representing

domestic abuse” based on her false domestic’ violence allegations against Mr. Depp, Ms. Heard

was in an abusive relationship. But Ms. Hea{‘di was not the victim in that relationship. She was

the abuser. .- |

1
I
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25. --On September 14, 2009, police officers at the Seattle-Tacoma International

Airport witnessed Ms. Heard physically assault her then-domestic partner, Tasya van Ree. Ms.
Heard gré.bbéd Ms. van Ree by the arm, hit fs! van Ree in the arm, and yanked Ms. van Ree’s
necklace off her neck. Ms. Heard was arrested. She was booked for misdemeanor domestic

violence, a mug shot was taken of her, and she spent the night in jail. The following day, the

Seattle-based prosecutor declined to press chﬁfrges against Ms. Heard, but only because both she
E

- , . ) )
and her domestic abuse victim were California residents who were merely passing through
Washington state.
|
26.  Since casting herself as a domestic abuse victim, Ms. Heard has attempted to

blame misogyny and homophobia for her domestic violence arrest—claiming that she was

arrested “on a trumped up charge” because Esllze was in a same-sex relationship. In truth, the

police officer who arrested Ms. Heard for dé)mestic viclence was both a woman and a Jesbian
activist, who publicly said so after she was pul'bl|icly disparaged by Ms. Heard.
|
27, Ms. Heard’s violent domestic abuse did not end when her relationship with Ms.

van Ree ended. Ms. Heard committed multiple.acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp
[ I
during their marriage. Ms. Heard’s' physical ibuse of Mr. Depp is documented by cyewitness

accoimts, photographs, and even Ms, Heard’s own admissions under oath.

28. In one particularly gruesome, episode that occurred only one month into their
I
marriage Ms. Heard shattered the bones in' the tip of Mr. Depp’s right middle finger, almost

completely cuttmg it off. Ms. Heard threw a glass vodka bottle at Mr. Depp—one of many

projectiles that she launched at him in this and other instances. The bottle shattered as it came

into contact with Mr. Depp’s hand, and the [broken glass and impact severed and shatterediMr.

|
3 1
!

|
'
|

i
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Depp’s finger. Mr. Depp’s finger had to be surgically reattached. Ms. Heard then disseminated

false accounts of this incident, casting Mr. Depp|as the perpetrator of his own injury. :

29.  Ms. Heard’s domestic abuse of[Mr, Depp continued unabated throughout their 15-

month marriage. Ms. Heard threw dangerous objects at Mr. Depp, and also kicked and punched
P
him with regularity. : '

30.  Shockingly, Ms. Heard even has used one of her attacks on Mr. Depp to push her

false narrative that she is a domestic abuse victim. In her false affidavit to obtain a restraining -

order against Mr. Depp, Ms. Heard recounted 'a domestic violence incident that occurred between
her and Mr. Depp on April 21, 2016 and reversed the roles, claiming that she was the victim
when in truth she was the perpetrator. Ms, Heard falsely claimed that Mr. Depp physically
attacked her, threw glasses at her, and broke a champagne bottle in their penthouse after her

thirtieth birthday celebration on April 21, 2016. In truth, Ms. Heard—angry with Mr. Depp

because he was late to her birthday celebration ‘due to a business meeting — punched Mr. Depp

twice in the face as he lay in bed reading, forcing him to flee their penthouse to avoid further
i

domestic violence at the hands of Ms. Heard.j: Mr. Depp’s security detail member, Sean Bett (an
18-yelar veteran of the Los Angeles CouniltyI Sherriff’s Department) picked up Mr. Depp
immedietely efter Ms. Heard assaulted him and|witnessed firsthand the aﬁerme_lth and damage to
Mr. Depp’s face. On other occasions—after Ms. Heard violently attacked Mr. Depp in

December 2015—Mr. Bett insisted on taking photographs to document the damage to Mr.
Depp’s face inflicted by Ms, Heard. ‘ | !

31 Thus, contrary to the false and defamatory implication in her “Sexual Violence”

op-ed, Ms. Heard was never a victim of domestilc violence at the hands of Mr. Depp. Ms. Heard
| .
herself is a domestic abuser, who committed mﬂltiplc acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp



during their marriage, in addition to the domestic abuse that she perpetrated against her former

partner.

Ms. Heard’s Domestic Abuse Allegations Against Mr. Depp Are False And Have Been
Refuted Conclusively By Police, Neutral Third-Party Witnesses, and :
87 Surve lIance Videos

32.  Ms. Heard did not “[speak] upéagamst sexual violence” as she claimed in her op-
ed. She made false allegations of domestic abiusle against Mr, Depp to execute her hoax.

33,  The centerpiece of Ms. Heard’s false abuse allegations is an incident that she
claimed took place aroﬁnd 7:15 pm on Saturciia){, May 21, 2016 at Mr. Depp’s penthouse in the
Eastern Coluiﬁbia Building in downtown Los{AEngeles. Aftei' Ms. Heard lured Mr. Depp to pick

up personal items from his own penthouse, Ms.[Heard, sitting on the sofa with her friend, Raquel

Pennington, and talking on the phone with her friend, iO Tillett Wright, claimed that Mr. Depp

“grabbed the cell phone, wound up his arm like(a baseball pitcher and threw the cell phone at me

striking my cheek and eye with great force.” | Ms. Heard also claimed that Mr. Depp further

battered her face with some “appendage of Illis body” and then used a magnum-sized bottle of

- : |
wine to destroy the penthouse, spilling wine, broken glass, and other items around the penthouse.

“Penthouse 3 was destroyed” by Mr. Depp's] bottle swinging, claimed Ms. Heard in her swom

testimony. Her two friends testified accordin:gly. Ms. Heard used these allegations to obfain a

temporary restraining order against Mr. Depp: on May 27, 2016, appearing in court six days after

the alleged incident with the first appearan'cei oif a battered face, notwithstanding that a litany of
people witnessed her throughout the week; v;snth .no injury and building surveillance vifleos
similarly showed her uninjured. ! |

34. Mr. Depp, it is worth notlmg, left Los Angeles for many weeks almost

irnmediatély after the alleged incident. And‘ it is also worth noting that building personnel
|
&
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testified under oath that they again facilitated Elon Musk’s nighftime visits to Mr. Depp’s

penthouse to visit Ms. Heard, key-fobbing him in and out of the building proximate to the time

Ms. HearFl presented her battered face to the p I.1bllic and the court on May 27, 2016.
35.  Mr. Depp has consistently and unequivocally denied Ms. Heard’s domestic abuse
allegations. 'I-'hey also have been refuted conciiuéively by multiple, neutral third-party witnesses.
36. Ms: Heard’s friend and neighbor, Isaac Baruch, gave a declaration that he
fepeatedly interacted with Ms. Heard, at closel rémge, without makeup, and utterly unmarked and
uninjured in the days between May 22 and May 27, 2016. He further stated in his declaration

that on June 3, after confronting Ms. Heard about how upset he was at her false abuse

allegations: “Amber then told me that she did|not want anything from Johnny and that it was the

|
|
37.  Police went to Mr. Depp’s penthouse on May 21, 2016, immediately after the

lawyers who were doing all of this.”

incident was’alleged to have occurred. They|were dispatched after Ms. Heard’s friend, Mr,
| ]
Wright, called 911 fo report what the police dispatch log describes as a “yerbal argument only”

between a husband and wife. Two officers, who are highly trained in domestic violence, arrived

at the pentho{lse shortly after Ms. Heard later Ecl!aimed that Mr. Depp struck her in the face with a
cell phone, further hit her face, and then “destroyed” his own penthouse by swinging a magnum-
sized bottle of wine into other objects thou?hout that penthouse. Officer Melissa Saenz is a
veteran Los Angeles Police officer who isi c|harged with training other police officers and
personally has responded to “over a hundred”i domestic violence calls. Officer Tyler Hadden is a
junior police officer, but focused on domestic violence at the police academy and received

extensive training in how to detect that particular crime.

i
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38. Both Officer Saenz and Officer| Hadden testified under oath that they closely

observed Ms. Heard’s face in good light on May 21, 2016 and saw no signs of any injury. In the

police officers’ face-to-face interactions with Ms. Heard immediately after she supposedly was
struck in the face with a cell phone and then further beaten in the face by Mr. Depp, the police

officers saw no red marks, no bruising, and no|swelling anywhere on Ms. Heard’s face. Both

Officer Séené and Officer Hadden also I:estifif:dl under cath that, when they Went room-to-room
in the penthouses to investigate, they saw no broken glass, no spilled wine, and no vandalism or
property damage of any kind. This is in conitrast to Ms. Heard’s later claim that Mr. Depp
“destroyed” penthouse .3 and caused serioués, visible injuries to her face. Tt also directly
contradicts Ms. Heard’s friend’s testimony régarding what Ms. Heard’s face looked like at that

N
time: “Just the whole side of her face was like swolled up (sic) and red and puffy . .. and

progressively getting worse.” |

39.  There was no probable cause :to believe that a crime had been committed,
according to Officer Saenz’s testimony, because Ms. Heard had no injuries and claimed to have
" no injuries, and there was no property damage iIII the penthouse or signs of any altercation.

46. Multiple people who work prolfclssionally in the Eastern Columbia Building where
the penthousévis located, and who do not kn(i)w Mr. Depp personally, also have unambiguously
debunked Ms. Heard’s claim that her face \alfas injured on May 21, 2016 and that she had any

; .
sign of injury .in' the six days before May 27, 2016. Three people, the building’s concierge, bead
of front desl; and head of security, profoundly testified under oath about their face-to-face
interaptions with Ms, Heard between May 22,: 2016 (the day after Ms. Heard claims that Mr.

Depp hit her and struck her in the eye and onéth'e cheek with a cell phone) and May 27, 2016 (the

day Ms, Heard appeared in public and went io court to get 4 restraining order against Mr. Depp



I
with what appeared to be a battered face). Every one of those three people testified under oath

that they saw Ms. Heard up close in the days after the supposed attack and her face was not
injured before the day she obtained the restraining order against Mr. Depp.

41. - Cormnelius Harrell is a concierge at the Eastern Columbia Building and was

working at the front desk at 1 pm on the aﬁe'mron of Sunday, May 22, 2016. Mr. Harrell saw
Ms. Heafd face-to-face that afternoon—less thafl 24 hours after she claims that she was struck in
the face by a cell phone thrown by Mr. Depp and hit in the face by Mr. Depp.

42. In an interaction that was also, captured by the Eastern Columbia Building’s
surveillance cameras and saved, Ms. Heard approached Mr. Harrell to pick up a package that had
been deliven-:d to her. Ms. ﬁeard accompanied Mr. Harrell to the package room to identify

which package she wanted because more than one had been delivered to her, As they were

looking th:o_ugh her packages, Mr. Harrell) and Ms. Heard were inside the package room

together. The package room at the Eastern! Columbia Building is “no bigger than a walk-in
closet,” so Mr. Harrell had an opportunity to c;?b:serve Ms. Heard’s face up close, the day after she
claimed she was battered by Mr. Depp in the fi‘ace.

43.  Mr, Harrell testified under oatth ‘that, on May 22, 2016, Ms. Heard did not have

. |

any bruises, cuts, scratches, or swelling oni Ker face and that “nothing appeared out of the
ordinary about Ms. Heard’s face on May 22I 2016 ? In fact, Mr Harrell testified that he was
struck by how “beautiful,” “radiant,” and “refreshed” Ms. Heard looked, noting that, 1f she was
wearing any makeup at all, it was “minimal. » Mr, Harrell unequivocally testified that when he
was 1nteractmg one-on-one in close quarterls :w1th Ms. Heard on May 22, 2016 for about 8

minutes, that he did not see any evidence to suggest that she had been the victim of domestic

violence the day before. Mr, Harrell does not know Mr. Depp personally.

14



44,  Alejandro Romero also works at the Eastern Columbia Building, manning the
front desk and monitoring the security cameras from 4:00 pm to 1:00 am Monday-Friday. Mr.
Romero had “hundreds” of in-person interactions with Ms. Heard when she resided in the

penthouse, in addition to observing her innumerable times on surveillance footage captured by

the Eastern Columbia Building’s security carlneras. Mr. Romero testified under oath about two
specific face-to-face interactions that he had with Ms. Heard in the days after she claimed that
Mr. Depp hit her in the face and struck her ‘chtlaek and eye with a cell phone that he threw.

45, ~ Mr. Romero testified that on tine' “Monday or Tuesday” evening :‘after the police
were called"-—May 23 or 24, 2016—he was api‘proached at the front desk by Ms. Heard and her
friend, Ms. Penmngton who also resided u} the penthouse. Ms. Heard and Ms. Pennington
asked Mr Rornero to accompany them to the penthouse because they were afraid that someone
had tried to get inside the penthouse. Mr. Ronllero discounted this concern because he had been
monitoring security footage and saw no one|trying to access the penthouse. Nevertheless, Mr.
Romero agreed to accompany Ms. Heard and Ms Pennington to the penthouse and confirm that
it was secure. He left the front desk with B?s Heard and Ms. Pennington, rode up to the 13th
floor with them, and went inside the penthi.\use with them, Throughout this interaction, Mr.
Romero testified under oath that he had “a lelll shot” of Ms. Heard’s face and “a good visual” of
Ms. Heard's face.and saw no bruises, cuts, sv(reiling, or marks of any kind,

46. - Mr. Romero interacted with Ms. Heard again on the évening of May 25, 2016
when she came to the front desk to retrieve a key to the penthouse that she had left at the front
desk. Agaih, in this face-to-face interaction,? Mr. Romero testified that he saw no bruises, cuts,
swelling, or marks of any kind on Ms. Heard’is face.



47. Based on his in-person interactions with Ms. Heard, Mr. Romero, who does not
know M. Depp personally, testified under cath|that he “couldn’t believe” Ms. Heard’s domestic

 abuse allegations against Mr. Depp because:

It was like — it was like I said, we wat:cbed the news and we saw the pictures, AndIsaw
the pictures and the next day I saw her, I was like, come on, really? I couldn’t believe it.

It was — I saw her in person. . ... The pictures I saw on the news, she got like a big
mark on her — on her eyes and her cheek. And when I saw her in person, I didn’t see
anything.

48.  Trinity Esparza, the daytime ico;ncicrge at the Eastern Columbia Building who
works at the front desk from 8:00 am to 4:00 1'311:1 Monday-Friday, echoed Mr. Romero’s disbelief
_at Ms. Heard’s account. Ms. Esparza, who does not know Mr. Depp personally, testified under
oath that she thought that Ms. Heard’s allegati?)n that she had been assaulted by Mr. Depp was
“false” because “I saw her several times [in tl?eidays after the alleged attack] and I didn’t see that
[mark] oﬁ her 'face.” ! | |
49. Ms. Esparza had rﬁultiple face-to-face interactions with Ms, Heard in the days
after Ms. Heard claimed that Mr. Depp hit her and struck her in the eye and cheek with a cell
phone. Ms. Esparza saw Ms. Heard in-pers:ofl on Monday, May 23, 2016; Tuesday, May 24,
2016; Wednesday, May 25, 2016; and Friday, [May 27, 2016. Ms. Esparza testified under oath
that, when she saw Ms. Heard on the Mondajlr,

|
Ms. Heard was not wearing makeup and that Ms. Heard had no facial injuries. There were no

Tuesday, and Wednesday after the alleged attack,

bruises or cuts on Ms. Heard’s face, according to Ms. Esparza’s testimony. Ms. Esparza testified

under oath that she saw no indication that Ms Heard had been hit or struck.
50.  Then, on Friday, May 27, 2016} Ms. Esparza testified under oath that Ms. Heard

suddenlj “had a red cut underneath her right eye and red marks by her eye.” Then Ms. Esplaxza

learned from media reports that Ms. Heard had obtained a domestic violence restraining order
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against Mr, Depp on May 27, 2016. Because Ms. Esparza had seen Ms. Heard so many titmes
that week without any marks on her face, Ms. Esparza thought “the time didn’t add up and so 1
was questioning . . . the mark on her face and the allegations that were made.”

5. Ms. Esparza was so troubled by the sudden appearance of “a mark™ on Ms.

Heard’s face on e very day that Ms. Heard ?btained a restraining order against'Mr. Depp—but

six days after the alleged incident—that Msi. Esparza went back and looked at security video

footage and talked to others who worked in tlhq Eastern Columbia Building to see if the “mark”
: .

might have been on Ms. Heard’s face earlier. It: wasn’t.

52.  Mr. Romero and Mr. Harrell Fcolnﬁrmed to Ms. Esparza that Ms. Heard did not
have any injuties on her face when they intereicted{ with her.

53.  Ms. Esparza also did not see the “mark” on Ms. Heard’s face when she went back
and réviéwed surveillance videos from the days after Ms. Heard claims that Mr. Depp hit her and
struck her in iﬁe face with a cell phone that hg threw.

54.  But Ms. Esparza did see somEet%:ling else on the surveillance video. On a video
from the evening of May 24, 2016, three nights after Ms. Heard alleged that she was attacked by
Mr. Depp, Ms. Esparza saw Ms. Heard, her sister, Whitney Heérd, and Ms, Heard’s friend and
cqrroborating witness, Ms. Pennington, on the mezzanine level of the Eastern Columbia
Building. In the surveillance video_, Ms. Et'sparza testified under oath that she saw Whitney
Heard pretend to punch her sister in the fac:e.; Then Ms. Heard, Ms. Pennington, Vand Whitney
Heard all laughed. Ms. Esparza testified that slhe thought hqw Ms. Heard, Ms. Pennington, and
Whitney Heard were acting on the surveillla?nce video was “wrong,” and it only made her
question more how Ms. Heard ended up with Ea “mark” on her face three days later, on Friday,

May 27. Ms. Esparza knew that Mr, Depp l?ad left Los Angeles for work on the day of the
. I
!
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alleged incident “and he did not return and so [ was questioning how those marks got on her face

on Friday.” Ultimately, Ms. Esparza testified under oath that she was forced to conclude that

“whatever happened to [Ms. Heard’s] face did not happen on Saturday [May 211", as Ms. Heard

had alleged.

55.  Ms, Esparza is not the only

plro_fessional employee of the Eastern Columbia E
t

Building to witness the “fake punch” video.& Brandon Patterson, the General Manager of the
Eastern Colimbia Building, provided a declaration about it:

One of the surveillance videos, taken! the evening of Tuesday, May 24, showed Amber
Heard, her sister Whitmey Heard, faqd her friend Raquel Pennington entering the
building’s mezzanine. Trinity Esparza showed me a video at the front desk with a pretend
punch to the face from one of Miss[ }!Icard’s two companions, and the three of them
laughed hard. They then enter the penthouse elevator, where Ms. Heard’s face was
clearly visible, there were similarly no bruises, cuts, redness, swelling visible on Ms.
Heard’s face.

56.  Later, in the media firestorm concerning Ms. Heard’s domesticr abuse allegations
against Mr. Depp, Ms. Heafd learned that tthére were media reports stating that people who
worked at thé front desk of the Eastern Co[lulmbia Building hgd seen Ms, Heard without any
marks on her face, as indeed was their t‘esti;némy. Mr. Patterson, the General Manager of the

r
Eastern Columbia Building, summarized the festimony of building staff in his own declaration:

Ms. Heard was repeatedly observed jin the Eastern Columbia Building in the multiple
days following the alleged assault without bruises, cuts, redness, swelling or any other
injuries to her face. These observations were made by people working at the front desk at
the Bastern Columbia Building who interacted with Ms. Heard in person and also saw
images of her on the building surveillance cameras.

|

. | .
57.  Approximately a week after sltlei made her domestic abuse allegations against Mr.
Depp, Ms. Heard approached Ms. Esparza éx}d Mr. Patterson, and asked the two of them to give

a statement to Ms. Heard’s “friend” at Peo;%le Magazine, Ms. Heard wanted Ms. Esparza and

! .
Mr. Patterson “to help retract the statement that was given to the press stating that the front desk



had released this information [about seeing Ms. Heard with no injuries to her face] and [Ms.

Heard] asked if we would clarify it and let them know that we, in fact, would never release that

information on any resident.” Mr. Patterson anld Ms. Esparza refused to give the statement and
i

directed Ms. Heard to the Eastern Columbia Building’s lawyer.
1

58.  Ms. Esparza testified that she vya%‘. “not comfortable” with “the statement that [Ms.

. j
Heard) was proposing that [the building] ‘make to People Magazine, that the building would not
have said they saw [Ms. Heard] without marks on her face” “because that would have been a lie”

as “the front desk did, in fact, see [Ms. Heard] prior to Friday [May 27, 2016] without marks on

her face.” i
|

59.  The people working at the front desk of the Eastern Columbia Building did not

see any injuries to Ms, Heard’s face becaus? here were no injuries to Ms. Heard’s face. Ms.

Heard’s allegations that Mr. Depp’s battered he1 was a poorly executed hoax.

60. The police officers, who responded to the penthouse on May 21, 2016
immediately after the alleged attack, saw no si ;ns that Ms. Heard had been hit or struck by a cell
phone or that a magnum-sized bottle of wine had “destroyed” the penthouse because those

things never happened. There was no probable cause to believe a crime had been committed

because no crime had been committed against Ms. Heard by Mr. Depp.

61. ~ Ms. Heard’s domestic violence allegations against Mr. Depp were false, as is her

portrayal of herself in her “Sexual Violence” op-ed as a domestic violence victim and her

portrayal of Mr. Depp as a domestic violence{pérpetrator and “monster.”

Ms. Heard Acted With Actual Malice When She Implied In Her “Sexual Violence” Op-Ed
That She Was A Victim Of Domestic Abuse At The Hands Of Mr. Depp

19



62. Ms. Heard acted with actual malice when she published her false and defamatory

“Sexual Violence” op-ed and implied that she was a victim of domestic abuse at the hands of Mr.

Depp. ' :

63.  Ms. Heard knew that she was;nth the domestic abuse victim, but the domestic
I

abuser. . E

L
64.  Ms. Heard knew that her domestic abuse allegations against Mr. Depp were false

and that she leveled them and enlisted hgr frienids to act as surrogates for her lies, as part of an
elaborate hoax to generate positive publicity for herself. |

65. Ms. Heard also knew that her elaborate hoax worked: as a result of her false
allegations égainst Mr. Depp, Ms. Heard bec:at;ne a darling of the #MeToo movement, was the
first actress nﬁimed a Human Rights Champio!n !of the United Nations Human Rights Office, was
appointed ambassador on women’s rights at Iihe American Civil Liberties Union, and was hired
by L’Oréal Pa_ris as its global spokesperson. i

66. | Because of the past success th!m her false domestic abuse allegations against Mr.
Depp had brought her, Ms. Heard revived the false allepations to promote her new movie.

67. . Aquaman, Ms. Heard’s first lelading role in a big-budget studio film, premiered in
theatres acrdss the United States (and in Vir%igia) on December 21, 2019. The movie ended up
making over $1 billion at the box office globfi}llliy.

68. - Tellingly, just days before th:a ijremierc, Heard published her “Sexual Violence”
op-ed with its false implication that she was a domestic abuse victim at the hands of Mr, Depp on
December 18, 2019 in the Washington Posa“si online edition and on December 19, 2019 ir‘n the

; ' . Vol . . P
Washington Post’s hardcopy edition. The op-ed in the Washington Post’s online edition’ was

accompanied by a picture of Ms. Heard on thejred carpet at Aquaman'’s Los Angeles premiere,

;20



Mr. Depp’s Reputation And Care’ell' Suffer As A Result Of Ms. Heard’s
False And Defamatory Op-Ed

69. As a result of Ms. Heard’s| false domestic abuse allegations, Mr. Depp’s

reputation and career sustained immense damag

LY
.

70. Ms. Heard, an actress hersclﬂ is well aware of the negative effect that false

domestic abuse allegations have on Mr. Depp’s career.
71.  Mr. Depp lost roles in movies because of the false allegations that Ms. Heard

made against him. When Mr, Depp was cast in films, there were public outcries for the

f
1

filmmakers to recast his roles. F

72.  Mr. Depp endured the public scom caused by Ms. Heard’s false domestic abuse
allegations for more than two years. But he \évas weathering the storm and had a successful film
release in November 2019. In fact, that movi:ie was still playing on screens across Virginia when

Ms. Heard revived the false domestic abuse alllegations by publishing her “Sexual Violence” op-

ed in the Washington Post.

73. The reaction to Ms. Heard’s false and defamatory op-ed was swift and severe.

T

»
Just two days after the op-ed appeared in the: Washington Post’s online edition, Disney publicly

announcéd that Mr. Depp would no longer b:c a part of the Pirates of the Caribbean fr';lnchise.

Mr. Depp’s turn as Captain Jack Sparrow in the Pirates of the Caribbean films is one of Mr.
!

Depp’s most iconic roles, and generated billic’ms of dollars for Disney. Nevertheless, he was

deni_ed an opportunity to reprise that role ix{lmediately on the heels of Ms. Heard’s false and
- F

defamatory ap-ed.

COUNT ONE—DEFAMATION FOR STATEMENTS IN MS. HEARD'S DECEMBFER
18,2018 OP-ED IN THE ONLINE EDITION OF THE WASHINGTON POST !

J




74.  Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges ieach of fhe foregoing paragraphs as if set forth
fully herein. g
75.  Ms. Heard published the -“Sex[ual Violence” op-ed on the December 18, 2018.

I
The article was published to a worldwide auciiience on the Washington Post’s website. A true

and correct copy of the online edition of the! “Sexual Violence” op-ed is attached.hereto and

incorporated by reference as Exhibit A.

76.

The “Sexual Violence” op-eci contained the following false and defamatory

statements concerning Mr. Depp: -

“Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and faced our culture’s wrath.
That has to change.”

“Then two years ago, I became a public figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt

the full force of our culture’s wrath for women who speak out.”

o
“ had the rare vantage point of seeing, in real time, how institutions protect men
accused of abuse.” !

“] write this as a woman who had ;toi change my phone number weekly because I was
getting death threats. For months, [ rarely left my apartment, and when I did, I was

- pursued by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motorcycles and in cars.

77.

Tabloid outlets that posted pictures of me spun them in a negative light. I felt as
though I was on trial in the court of public opinion — and my life and livelihood
depended on myriad judgments far beyond my control.”

These statements are of and ci:opceming Mr. Depp, as he is Ms. Heard’s former

. |
husband and she publicly (and falsely) accus:ecll him of domestic abuse in May 2016. Moreover,

Ms. Heard intended to refer to Mr. Depp in these statements, and those who know Mr. Depp or

. | '
who read the “Sexual Violence” op-ed understood these statements to be about Mr. Depp.

78.

violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, are false:,

. These statements, which irﬁpfy that Ms. Heard was the victim of domestic
i .
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a. Mr. Depp did not commit “domestic abuse” or “sexual violence™ against Ms.

Heard. Ms. Heard’s allegation that Mr. Depp viclently attacked her on May 21,

-'2016 has been refuted conclusively by police, neutral third-party witniesses, and

87 newly obtained surveillance/camera videos.

b. Ms. Heard is not a victim of dbmestic violence; rather, she is a perpetrator. Ms,

" Heard was arrested for do,mest;icl‘ violence against her former domestic partner in

2009, Ms, Heard also committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr.

Depp, some of which she has cionfcssed to under oath.

79.  The substantial danger of injux%y to Mr. Depp’s reputation from Ms. Heard’s false

statements is readily apparent. Such statements would tend to so harm the reputation of another

as to lower him in the estimation of the community or to deter third persons from associating or

t

dealing with him. ;

80. By publishing these false stdtements, Ms. Heard caused harm to Mr. Depp’s

b

reputation. - *

81. At the time of publication, Ms, Heard knew these statements were false.

82,  Ms. Heard’s false statements are defamatory per se because they impute to Mr.

Depp the commission of a crime involving moral turpitude for which Mr. Depp, if the charge

was true, could be indicted and punished. Moreover, Ms. Heard’s false statements prejudice Mr.

Depp in his profession as a film actor. Mr. D;epp therefore is entitled to presumed damages.

. :
83.  As'adirect and proximate result|of these false statements by Ms. Heard, Mr, Depp

r

has suffered damages, including, inter alia, injury to his reputation, harm to his ability to catry

on his profession, embarrassment, humiliation, and emotional distress, in an amount to be

determined at trial.

|
J
|
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84. . Ms. Heard’s actions were malicious, willful, and wanton, and evidence a
conscious disregard for Mr. Depp’s rights. Accordingly, punitive damages are appropriate.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter an award in Plaintitf's

favor and against Defendant, as follows:

(1)  awarding Mr. Depp compensatory damages of not less than $ 50,000,000, or in

such additional amount to be proven at trial;
.

(Zj . awarding Mr. Depp punitive dafnages to the maximum extent permitted by the

laws of this Commonwealth, blut not less than § 350 000;
i
(3) awarding Mr. Depp all of his e:xﬂ)enses and costs, including attorneys’ fees; and

I
(4)  granting such other and further r:elief as the Court deems appropriate.

COUNT TWO—DEFAMATION FOR STATEMENTS IN MS, HEARD’S DECEMBER
19,2018 OP-ED IN THE PRINT EDITION OF THE WASHINGTON POST

85.  Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges Ieach of the foregoing paragraphs as if set forth

: A .
fully herein.
86.  Ms. Heard published the “Sexual Violence” op-ed in the December 19, 2018

hardcopy edition of the Washington Post, which the Washington Post distributes to readets in

Virginia, across the nation, and around thelworld. A true and correct copy of the hardcopy

edition of the “Sexual Violence” op-ed is !a&ached hereto and incorporated by reference as
|

Exhibit B. l

87. . The “Sexual Violence” op-ed! contained the following false and defamatory
| : .
statements concerning Mr. Depp: ! ; .

e “Amber Heard: I spokc up agalnst !sexual violence — and faced our culture’s wrath,
That has to change.” i



e “Then two years ago, [ became a pLFIb ic figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt

the full force of our culture’s wrath for women who speak out.”

o “I'had the rare vantage point of seeing, in real time, how institutions protect men
accused of abuse.”

o “I write this as a woman who had to I:hange, my phone number weekly because [ was
getting death threats. For months,\l rarely left my apartment, and when I did, I was
pursued by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motorcycles and in cars.
Tabloid outlets that posted pictures lof me spun them in a negative light. I felt as
though I was on trial in the cou’rtEof public opinion — and my life and livelihood

. depended on myriad judgments far ibt?,ycmd my control.”
88.  These statements are of and concerning Mr. Depp, as he is Ms. Heard’s former
- husband and she publicly (and falsely) accused him of domestic abuse in May 2016, Moreover,
Ms. Heard intended to refer to Mr. Depp in tlflcsc statements, and those who know Mr. Depp or
who read the “Sexual Violence” op-ed understood these statements to be about Mr. Depp.

89.  These statements, which imply that Ms, Heard was the victim of domestic

viclence at the hands of Mr. Depp, are false:

a.” Mr. Depp did not commit “domestic abuse” or “sexual violence” against Ms.
Heard. Ms. Heard’s allegation! that Mr. Depp violently attacked her on May 21,

2016 has been refuted conclusively by police, neutral third-party witnesses, and

87 newly obtained surveillance camera videos.
~ b. Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic violence; rather, she is a perpetrator. Ms,

[
Heard was arrested for domestic violence against her former partner in 2009, Ms.

i \

Heard also committed rnultipleF acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp.
90.  The substantial danger of injux;y ito Mr. Depp’s reputation from Ms. Heard’s false

statements is readily apparent. Such statemeriltés would tend to so harm the reputation of another
i |

as to lower him in the estimation of the comx;mfmity or to deter third persons from associating or
{

dealing with him. L |
|
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91. By publishing these false statements, Ms. Heard caused harm to Mr, Depp’s
reputation.
92. Atthe time of publication, Ms, Heard knew these statements were false.

93. Ms. Heard’s false statements are|defamatory per se because they impute to Mr.

Depp the commission of a crime ihvolving mpt:al turpitude for which Mr. Depp, if the charge
was true, could be indicted and punished. Moreover, Ms. Heard’s false statements prejudice Mr.
Depp in his profession as a film actor. Mr. Depp therefore is entitled to presumed damages.

94,  Asa direct and proximate result of these false statements by Ms. Heard, Mr. Depp
has suffered damages, including, infer alia, injury to his reputation, harm to his ability to carry
on his profession, embarrassment, humiliatigon, and emotional distress, in an amount to be
determined at trlal l

95. Ms Heard’s actions were mahcmus willful, and wanton, and evidence a

conscious disregard for Mr. Depp’s rights. Accordmgly, punitive damages are appropriate.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter an award in Plaintiff's
.- ] !
favor and against Defendant, as follows: !

(1) . awarding Mr. Depp combensatoTy damages of not less than § 50,000,000, or in
. such additional amount to be proven at trial;
(2) awarding Mr. Depp punitive c!ia;nages to the maximum extent permitted by the
laws of this Coxﬁmonwealth, ‘olu\“. not less than $ 350,000;
(3) - awarding Mr. Depp all of his éxLenses and costs, including attorneys” fees; and
| C)) granting such other and furthe;' relief as the Court deems appropriate,
COUNT THREE—DEFAMATION FOR STATEMENTS IN MS. HEARD’S OP-ED

- WHICH HEARD REPUBLISHED WHEN SHE TWEETED A LINK
TO THE OP-ED ON DECEMBER 19, 2018
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96.  Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges

fully herein. -

each of the foregoing paragraphs as if set forth

97.  Ms. Heard published the “Sexual Violence” op-ed in the December [8, 2018

online edition of the Washington Post. The following day, Ms, Heard tweeted a link to the op-

ed. A tr_ué and correct copy of Ms, Heard’s tweet of the link to the “Sexual Violence” op-ed is

attached hereto and‘incorporated by reference as Exhibit C.
; -

98.  The “Sexual Violence” op-ed contained the following false and defamatory

statements concerning Mr., Depp:

|
t

o “Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and faced our culture’s wrath.

That has to change.”

e “Then two years ago, I became a Huplic figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt
the full force of our culture’s wrath for women who speak out.” ‘

o “I had the rare vantage point of

accused of abuse.”

o I write this as a woman who had

seeing, in real time, how institutions protect men

to change my phone number weekly because I was

getting death threats. For months, [ rarely left my apartment, and when I did, I was
. pursued by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motorcycles and in cars.
Tabloid outlets that posted pictur«e:sI of me spun them in a negative light. T felt as
_though I was on trial in the court of public opinion — and my life and livelihood
depended on myriad judgments fa;‘r beyond my control.”

99,  These statements are of and 9[0 ncerning Mr. Depp, as he is Ms. Heard’s former

husband and she publicly (and falsely) accus

t

L

fec him of domestic abuse in May 2016. Moreover,

Ms. Heard intended to refer to Mr. Depp in ;thesc statements, and those who know Mr. Depp or

i
who read the “Sexual Violence” op-ed unch:rstood these statements to be about Mr, Depp.

1

100. These statements, which imply that Ms. Heard was the victim of domestic

violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, are false: :

'
]
v




a. Mr. Depp did not commit “domestic abuse” or “sexual violence” against Ms.

Heard. Ms. Heard’s allegation that Mr, Depp violently attacked her on May 21,

‘-2016 has been refuted conclljléively by police, multiple, neutral third-party

. . ] . .
witnesses, and 87 newly obtained surveillance camera videos.
|

b. Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic violence; rather, she is a perpetrator. Ms.

Heard was arrested for domesti¢ violence against her former partner in 2009. Ms.

Heard also committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp.
101. The substantial danger of injury to Mr. Depp’s reputation from Ms. Heard’s false
. | ! )
statements is readily apparent. Such statements|would tend to so harm the reputation of another

as to lower him in the estimation of the community or to deter third persons from associating or
| . :
|
dealing with him.

102. By publishing these false statements, Ms. Heard caused harm to Mr. Depp’s

reputatioﬁ. N
103. ° At the time of publication, Ms.'[I-I:eard knew these statements were false.
104. Ms. Heard’s false statements ar<:3 defamatory per se because they impute to Mr.
Depp thé commission of & crime involving xlmi)ral turpitude for which Mr. Depp, if the charge
was true, coui& be indictea and punished. qu::over, Ms. Heard’s false statements prejudice Mr.
Depp in his profession as a film actor. Mr. D_Lp'p therefore is entitled to presumed damages. '
105. Asa direct and proximate result of these false statements by Ms. Heard, Mr. Depp
has suffered damages, including, infer alia, mjury to his reputation, harm to his ability to carry
[

. - age e | . . -
on his profession, embarrassment, humiliation, and emotional distress, in an amount to be

1
|

|

determined at trial. |
N
!
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106. Ms. Heard’s actions were malicious, willful, and wanton, and evidence a

conscious disregard for Mr. Depp’s rights. Accordingly, punitive damages are appropriate.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfiilly requests that the Court enter an award in Plaintiff’s

favor, and against Defendant, as follows:

(1)  awarding Mr. Depp compcnsa[tory damages of not less than $50,000,000, or in

such additional amount to be pi’oven at trial; .

(2) ~ awarding Mr. Depp punitive éia.mageé to the maximum extent permitted by the

1
i

laws of this Commonwealth, bitino less than $350,000;

(3)  awarding Mr. Depp all expensc;as and costs, including attorneys’ fees; and

@)  such other and further relief as the Court deems appropriate.

} :
. JURY TRIAL DEMAND
| '
Plaintiff John C. Depp, II hereby dem?nlds a jury trial on all issues so triable.

!
Dated: March 1, 2019 §
!

: t
Brittany Whitesell Biles (pre hac vice application forthcoming)
-STEIN MITCHELL BEATO & MISSNER LLP !
901 Fifteenth Street, N.W. E
Suite 700 é
Washington, D.C. 20005 ‘ |
Telephone: (202) 601-1602 I
Facsimile: (202) 296-8312 :
Email: bbiles@steinmitchell.com

i

¢
t




Facsimile: (202) 296-8312
Email: bbiles@steinmitchell.com

¢

Adam R, Waldman

THE ENDEAVOR LAW FIRM, P.C.

1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Suite 350
Washington, DC 20006

enjamm G. Chew (VSB # 29113) i
Elliot J. Weingarten (pro hac vice application forthcoming)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP ;
601 Thirteenth Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 200035 - t
Telephone: (202) 536-1700 [
Facsimile: (202) 536-1701

Email: bchew(@brownrudnick.com :

Counsel for Plaintiff John C. Depp, I
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Amber Heard is an actress and ambassador on women'’s rights at the American Civil Liberties Union.

T was exposed to abuse at a very young age. I knew certain things early on, without ever having to be told. 1
knew that men have the power — physically, socially and financially — and that a lot of institutions support
that arrangement. I knew this long before I had the words to articulate it, and I bet you learned it young, too.

Like many womien, I had heen harassed and sexually assaulted by the time I was 6f cllege age. But I kept
quiet — I did not expect filing complaints ta bring justice. And I didn't see myself as a vietim. .

Then two years ago, I hecame a public figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt the full force of our
culture’s wrath for women who speak out.

Friends and advisers told me I would never again work as an actress — that I would be blacKlisted. A movie I
was attached to recast my role. [ had just shot a two-year campaign as the face of a global fashion brand, and
the company dropped me. Questions arose as to whether I would beable to keep my role of Mera in the
movies “Justice League” and “Aquaman.” '

T had the rare vantage point of seeing, in real time, how institutions protect men accused of abuse.
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{Kaa Woodsemo, Danselio Kunitz/Tha Washington Post)

Imagine a powerful man as a ship, like the Titanic. That ship is a huge enterprise. When it strikes an iceberg,
there are a lot of people on board desperate to patch up holes — not because they believe in or even care
abeut the ship, but because their own fates glepg.nd on the enterprise. .
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. MR i cactuss, and “choosing oA e
In recent years, the #MeToo movement has taught us about how power like this works, not just in poem b comi farm

Hollyweod but in a1l kinds of institutions — workplaces, places of wors:hip or simply in particular Alsnamark potcy o -
communities. In every walk of life, women are confronting these men who are buoyed by social, economic ool Y

and eultural power. And these institutions are beginning to change. e

i
: . . . . . Az abartion tostrctions inemasa, (SN i
We are in a transformative political moment, The president of our country has been accused by more than a theaI0pats araseckingn ST

v Fouto 10 acoess A
dozen women of sexual misconduct, induding assault and harassment. Outrage over his statements and
behavior has energized a female-led apposition. #MeToa started 2 conversation about just how profoundly
sexual violenee affects women in every area of onr lives, And last month, more women were elected to
Congress then ever in our history, with a mandate to take women's issues seriously. Women's rage and
¢ smrmmn oo —= - - - determination to end sexual violence are turning into a political force. ..

We have an apering now to holster and build institutions protective of women. For starters, Cangress can
reautherize and strengthen the Violence Against Women Act, First passed in 1994, the act is one of the most
effective pieces oflegislation enacted to fight domestic violence and sexnal assault. It creates support
systems for people who report abuse, and provides funding for rape crisis centers, Jegal assistance programs
and other critical services. It impraves responses by Iaw enforcement, and it prohibits discrimination against
LGBTQ survivors, Funding for the nct expired in September and has only been tenporarily extended.
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We should continue to fight sexual assault on college cami:uses. while simﬂtaneously insisting on fair
processes for adjudicating complaints. Last manth, Education Secretary Betsy DeVos proposed changes to
Title IX rules governing the treatment of sexual harassment and assault in schoals. While some changes
would make the process for handling complaints more fair, others would weaken protections for sexual
assault sutvivars. Far example, the new rules would require schools to investigate only the most extreme '
complaints, and then only when they are made to designated officlals, Wormen on campuses already have
trouble coming forward about sexual violence — why would we allow institutions to scale back supports?

1 write this 2s & woman who had to change my phane numher weekly because I was getting death threats.
For months, 1 rarely left my apartment, and when [ did, I was pursued byﬁmera drones and photographers
on foot, on motorcycles and in cars. Tabloid outlets that posted pictures of me spun them in a negative light.
1 felt us though I was on trial in the court of public apinion — and my life and livelihood depended on myriad
judgments far beyond my control. '

I want to ensure that women who come forward 1o talk about violerice receive more support. We are electing
representatives who Imow how deeply we care about these issues. We can work together to demand changes
to laws and rules and social norms — and to right the imbalances that have shaped cur lives.
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Ambar Heard on Twitter- "Today | published this op-ed In the Washington Post about the wemen who ara channeling their rage about viafe...

)

“are channeling their rage about violence

' 1:28 PM - 19 Dec 2018

1,292 Retweets 3,556 Likes Q@ 0:@@@@@ Q)

X

Amber Heard @ v
A/’ @realamberheard

 Today I published 1 thiS op-ed in the

Washington Post about the women who

and mequallty into polltlcal strength
desplte the price oﬂ coming forward.

From college campuses to Congress,

~we're balancing the scales.

|
L
!‘
|
I

Opinion | Amber Heard: | spoke up against sexual violence — and fa...

We have an opening now to balster and build institutions protectlve of
-women. Let's not ignore it.

washingtonpost.com

- Q 128 T3 13k 3.6K

a

}\z

- Amber Heardﬁ @realamberheard - 19 Dec 2018 v

I'm honored to announce my role as'an @ACLU ambassador on women's rights.

Tha AT Lic dha Avaan Imntimm bhnd fSiert imenirad rma Fa hacmman an acbiaict fa T

hﬂpsJitwiuer.com!raalamberheard!statusl‘l 0755032793232424967lang=en i
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Receipt Date: 03/0

11
Fairfax Cirguit Court
Clreuit Court
Receipt No. 827203

112019 12:49 PM

Received of: Benjamin G Chew, l . $ 346.00 °
L |_ -
‘ , ! i
Three Hundred Forty Six and 00/100 ¢
John C Dspp Il 'vs. Amber Laura Heard : .
. I
Filer(s): Depp, John G 1I | !
Case ! i Amount
CL-2019-0002911 i
Complaint ($500,000.01 and above) ! 346,00
"] Total: 346.00
Balance due court: $ 0.00

Payment Method Check (Number: 3472)

Amount Tendered: - 346.00
Overage: 0.00
Change Due: 0.00

By:

Next fine/fee due date:;
Next restitution due date:

John T. Frey, Clerk of Circuit Court

Deputy Clerk
Clerk: ACASTS

Page 1 of 1

03/01/2019 12:49 PM User ID: Clerk: ACASTS




“{WOODS ROGERS
NATTORNEYS AT LAW

BEN ROTTENBORN ‘ ot

(540) 983-7540 =
brottenborn@woodsrogers.com 5] o ":’:;
November 5, 2019 2 N w7
! ZoZ, o O
AP A 3
, AT Zz 3
= R
ViA U.S. MAIL : S0 L 2
. e e -
=3
John T. Frey, Clerk -
Fairfax County Circuit Court
4110 Chain Bridge Road

Fairfax, Virginia 22030 :

Re:  John C. Depp, II v. Amber Laura Heard; Fairfax County Circuit Court Case
No. CL2019-0002911

Dear Mr. Frey,

In the above-referenced matter, enclosed for filing please find two copies of Defendant’s
Certificate of Counsel and corresponding subpoenas issued pursuant to Virginia Code Section
8.01-412.10 and in section 3119 of New York’s Civil Practice Law and Rules (31 C.P.L.R. §
3119) (collectively, “Acts”). The enclosed Subpoena Ad Testificandum Pursuant to New York’s
CP.LR. § 3119 and Virginia Subpoena to Person Under Foreign Subpoena have been issued in
accordance with both Acts and the reciprocal privileges included therein.

The enclosed documents will be served by private process server and affidavits of service
will be filed as necessary. Please file these documents with the Court’s papers in this case and
return a file-stamped copy of the same in the enclosed return envelope.

Thank you for your assistance and please do not hesitate to call with any questions or
concerns.

Very truly yours,

|
WOODS ROGERS PLC

Ben Rottenborn
JBR:Ims

{2644130—1, 121024-00001-01} P.0. Box 14125, Roanoke, Virginia 24038-4125
10 S. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400, Roanoke VA 24011
P (540) 983-7600 e F (540) 983-7711

www.woodsrogers.com

Charlottesville « Lynchburg » Richmond » Roanoke



Fairfax (%ircuit Court
Circuit Court
Receipt No. 864552
Receipt Date: I‘I1."071f201!§) 12:18 PM
|
Received of: Woods Rogers PLC, $ 7.00

Seven and 00/100
John C Depp ll vs. Amber Laura Heard

Filer(s): Heard, Amber Laura

Case Amount
CL-2019-0002911

Non Refundable Overage (Account 348) 3.00

Copy - Certified 4.00

Total: 7.00

Balance due court: $ 0.00

Next fine/fee due date:
Next restitution due date:

Check (Num: 83713, Exp: xx/x00

Amount Tendered: 7.00
Overage: 0.00
Change Due; 0.00

John T. Frey, Clerk of Circuit Court

By:

Deputy Clerk
Clerk: TWOQODE
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