File No. S20192911

[ ] This SUBPOENA/SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM TO PERSON UNDER FOREIGN SUBPOENA is being served by a private
process server who must provide proof of service in accordance with Va. Code § 8.01-325.

TO the person authorized to serve this process: Upon execution, the return of this process shall be made to the
Clerk of Court.

NaMe: ... Vasser, Cooperman & Mandels P.C.

appress; 2049 Century Park East, SUe 800 .

Los Angeles," CA 9(5067

[ ] PERSONAL SERVICE ;Zl'

Being unable to make personal service, a copy was delivered in the following manner:

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

[ 1 Posted on front door or such other door as appears to be the main entrance of usual place of abode, address
listed above. (Other authorized recipient not found.)

[ ] not found Shenff

........................................ [+ 2 ervmrenssrssmeneenenns 3 DEPULY Sheriff

JOHN T. FREY, CLERK

FAIRFAX GOUNTY CIRCUIT COURT
4110 CHAIN BRIDGE ROAD
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030

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



SUBPOENA/SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM File No. .. 2019002911
TO PERSON UNDER FOREIGN SUBPOENA

Commonwealth of Virginia VA CODE §§ 8.01-412.8—8.01-412,15; Rule 4:9

FAIRPAX COUNTY

OO © 161119 8011148
4110 Chain Bridge Road, 3rd Floor, Fairfax, VA 22030 ‘

ADDRESS OF COURT

JOHN C. DEPP, Il

N6y

3
ALY

TO THE PERSON AUTHORIZED BY LAW TO SERVE THIS PROCESS
You are commanded to summon

G:ohid €9 :

Wasser, Cooperman & Mandles, P.C.
NAME

. 2049 Century Park East, Suite 800

......................... e

STREET ADDRESS

Los Angeles CA 80067
cITY STATE

TO THE PERSON SUMMONED: You are commanded to

[ ] attend and give testimony at a deposition

[X] produce the books, documents, records, electronically stored information, and tangible things designated and
described below

S S AT A CHMENT e

at 633 West Fifth Street, 52nd Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90071 or ecb@cbcblaw.com

; at January 20, 2021 at 2:00pm PST
LOCATION

?
DATE AND TIME

and to permit inspection and copying by the requesting party or someone acting in his or her behalf of the
designated items in your possession, custody or control

[ 1 permit inspection of the premises
at the following location

DATE AND TIME

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

e e
clo Charlson Bredehoﬂ Cohen & Brown P C 11260 Roger Bacon Dnve SUItE 201

"STREET ADDRESS
Reston VA 20190 703 318 6800
e 8 s
FORM CC-1439 (MASTER, PAGE ONE OF THREE) 07/09



File No. .2019:002011 @ @@ @@ e

The requesting party has submitted to this Clerk’s Office the foreign subpoena, copy attached, the terms of which are
incorporated herein, and the written statement required by Virginia Code § 8.01-412.10.,

The names, 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 [ ] below [ ] on attached list.

Jmua% 2,202 JOHN T. FREY, CLERK

DATE ISSUED

DEPUTY CLERK

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft for Defendant 23766 VA

NAME OF ATTORNEY FOR REQUESTING PARTY BAR NUMBER LICENSING STATE

11260 Roger Bacon Dnve Smte 201 703 318 6800
s b e T

Reston, VA 20190 703 318 6808
P R

NAME BAR NUMBER T LICENSING STATE

‘ STREET ADDRESS TELEFHONE NUMBER

STREET ADDRESS FACS'"..--n - én- BT L LT T T I TP P e

STREET ADDRESS TELEFHONE NUMBER

STREET ADDRESS FACSIMILE NUMBER

" bt r st n s o v e .

STREET ADDRESS FACSIMILE NUMBER

RETURN OF SERVICE (see page three of this form)

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



ATTACHMENT
John C. Depp, II v. Amber Laura Heard
Fairfax County Circuit Court: CL 2019-0002911

DEFINITIONS
a. Action. The term "Action" means the above-captioned action.
b. Communieation. 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, photographs, video or audio tape
recordings, 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).

c. Complaint. The term "Complaint" means the Complaint, dated March 1, 2019,
filed in this Action. A copy of the Complaint is attached to the Subpoena.

d. Concerning. The term "concerning" includes relating to, referring to, describing,
evidencing, or constituting.

e. Mr. Depp. The term “Mr. Depp” refers Plaintiff John C. Depp, II, including his
agents, Tepresentatives, employees, assigns, and all persons acting on his behalf, both
individually and as entities.

f. Ms. Heard. The term “Ms. Heard” refers to Defendant Amber Laura Heard,
including her agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and all persons acting on her behalf.

g 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), drafis (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, audio or video recordings, 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.

h. 2016 Divorce Action. The term “2016 Divorce Action” refers to the divorce
proceeding between Ms. Heard and Mr. Depp — In re the Marriage of Amber Laura Heard and
John Christopher Depp, II, in the Superior Court of the State of California for the County of Los
Angeles, case No. BD641052.

i You and/or Your. The terms " You" and/or "Your" refer to the recipient of this
Subpoena, as well as all persons and entities over which said recipient has "control" as
understood by the Rules of this Court.

Je Requests. The term “Requests” shall mean the requests for documents to be
produced under this Subpoena as set forth in this Attachment.



INSTRUCTIONS

1. 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.

2, 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.

3. 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,

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

5. If You perceive any ambiguities in a question, instruction, definition, or other
aspect of this Subpoena, set forth the matter deemed ambiguous and the construction used in
answering.

6. 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 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.

7. 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 as to permit an informed ruling on the objection.

8. These Requests are continuing in character so as to require You to promptly
amend or supplement Your production of documents within a reasonable time if You obtain or
become aware of any further documents responsive to this Subpoena.

9. These Requests are not intended to obtain any documents that are protected by the
attorney-client privilege and/or the work product doctrine.



DOCUMENTS TO BE PRODUCED UNDER THIS SUBPOENA

In response to this subpoena, You are required to produce the original or an exact copy of the
following:

1. All surveillance video camera footage, including but not limited to any clips, from
the Eastern Columbia Building, 849 S. Broadway, Los Angeles, CA 90014, obtained or received
by You or Your office in whatever format preserved (e.g., usb drives, cd roms, dvds, electronic
files in any physical format) relating to or in connection with the 2016 Divorce Action and/or
otherwise referenced in the deposition of Ms. Laura Wasser on December 16, 2020.

2. All documents relating in any manner to the allegations of “newly obtained
surveillance camera videos...collected...[and] hidden from” Mr, Depp “for a period of years” as
referenced in Paragraph 17 of the Complaint.

3. All documents relating in any manner to the allegations of “newly obtained...
depositions ... collected...[and] hidden from” Mr. Depp “for a period of years” as referenced in
Paragraph 17 of the Complaint.

4, All documents relating in any manner to the allegations of “other evidence that
conclusively disprove Ms. Heard’s false allegations...collected...[and] hidden from” Mr. Depp
“for a period of years” as referenced in Paragraph 17 of the Complaint.

5. If any evidence, including any videos, photographs, depositions, communications
or other documents relating to or in connection with the 2016 Divorce Action was destroyed in
whole or in part, please provide all documents relating to such destruction, including
communications and the remaining portions not destroyed.

6. To the extent not produced in response to the above, any documents relating in
any manner to the allegations set forth in Paragraph 17 of the Complaint.
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FAIRFAX CIRCUIT COURT
CIVIL CASE COVERSHEET

Parties:

2019 .05.‘2911

Plalntiffs

Defendants

1. John C. Depp 11

1_ﬂt.mb»:—xr Laura He_ard

2. 2,
3. 3.
*Plaintiff proceeding without Counsel — Address and Daytime Phone Number required on Complaint
Plaintiff Attorney: = “
] - n — ]
name: BENJAMIN G, Chew 8ar0:29113 E},r ..; s . .
Firm: Brown Rudnick LLP ‘?2?1%, P P
. w‘:-d- 'I‘ --'.' '
street:001 13th Street, NW, Suite 600 2B 5@;
- 7T % %
city: Washington State: D C Zip: 20005 A 7
?ﬁm—ﬁ—og‘ -
Phone Number: 202-536-1785 Fax Numbe|".202"5‘?’6"1 701 9’-’,_, ﬁ'\
)

E-mail Address: bchew@brownrudnick.com

Nature of Complaint (Check only one)

* Cases in the Civil Tracking Program

IAdministrative Appeal

Defamation *

lMaIpractice — Medical *

Affirmation of Marriage

Delinquent Taxes *

[Mechanics/Vendors Lien *

IAid & Guidance

Eminant Domain

Partition *

Appeal Decision of Board of Zoning

Encumber/Sell Real Estate

Personal Injury — Assault *

Anpeal of Process/Judicial Appeal Erroneous Assessments Personal Injury — Auto *

I—T ppointment Church/Organization pungement Personal Injury — Emotional *

JTrustees | |
IT}Arbitration ’_[]False Arrest/Imprisonment* |_|_|Personal Injury — Premises
Liability*
ttachment iduciary/Estate Complaint Property Damage*

Complaint — Equity * (Garnishment-Federal-180 days | |Products Liability*
Complaint — Legal Cause of Action * (Garnishmsnt-wage-180 days Quiet Title *

Compromise Settlement

Garnishment-Other — 90 days

Real Estate *

Condemnation®

- Buardian/Conservator Adult

Restoration of Driving Privilege

Confession of Judgment Guardianship/Minor Vital Record Correction
Construction * Injunction Writ Habeas Corpus
Contract * [nterpleader Writ Mandamus
Conversion®” Insurance * \Wrongful Death*

Court Satisfaction of Judgment

Judicial Review

Wrongful Discharge *

Declare Death

Malicious Prosecution *

OTHER:

Declaratory Judgment *

Malpractice ~ Legal *

'Damages In the amount of $

50,000,000 and punitives

are claimed.

Requested Service: Sheriff
State Corporation Commissio

Private Process Server
ublication

v DMV ecret

ary of Commonwealth

No Service at this time

CCR D-90 Civil Coversheet (Revised — October 2011)



FILED

CIVIL INTAKE
VIRGINIA: . .
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTYZ0IIHAR =1 PMI2: b5
) CLE%%H@{REUW SOURT
John C. Depp, 1, g " FAIRFAX. VA
Plaintiff, )
V. ) Civil Acgog I\jog 0 2 9 1 1
y .
Amber Laura Heard, )
)
Defendant. )
COMPLAINT

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

NATURE OF THE ACTION

1. This defamation action arises from an op-ed published in the Washington Post by
actress Amber Heard (“Ms. Heard”). In the op-ed, Ms. Heard purported to write from the
perspective of “a public figure 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 him by name, the op-ed plainly was about (and
other media consistently characterized it as being about) Ms. Heard’s purported victimization
after she publicly accused her former husband, Johnny Depp (“Mr. Depp™), of domestic abuse in
2016, when she appeared in 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 prellnise
that Ms, Heard was a domestic abuse victim and that Mr, Depp perpetrated domestic violénce

against her.



3. The op-ed’s clear implication that Mr. Depp is a domestic abuser is categorically
and demonstrably false. Mr. Depp never abused Ms. Heard. Her allegations against him wlere
false when they were made in 2016. They were part of an claborate hoax to generate positive
publicity for Ms. Heard and advance her carcer. Ms, Heard’s false allegations against Mr. Depp
have been conclusively refuted by two separate responding police officers, a litany of neutral
third-party witnesses, and 87 newly obtained surveillance camera videos. With a prior arrest for
violent domestic abuse and having confessed under oath to a series of violent attacks on Mr.
Depp, Ms, Heard is not a victim of domestic abuse; she is a perpetrator. Ms, Heard violently
.abused Mr. Depp, just as she was caught and arrested for violently abusing her former domestic
partner.

4, Ms. Heard’s implication in her op-ed that Mr. Depp is a domestic abuser is not
only demonstrably false, it is defamatory per se. Ms. Heard falsely implied that Mr, Depp was
guilty of domestic violence, which is a crime involving moral turpitude. Moreover, Ms. Heard’s
false implication prejudiced Mr. Depp in his 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. Heard’s hoax allegations
were timed to coincide with the day that Mr. Depp’s film, Alice Through the Looking Glass, was
released in theatres. Her op-ed, with its false implication that she was a victim of domestic
violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, brought new damage to Mr. Depp’s reputation and career.
Mr. Depp lost movie roles and faced public scorn. Ms, Heard, an actress herself, knew preci:sely
the effect that her op-ed would have on Mr. Depp. And indeed, just four days after Ms. Hezird’s

op-ed was first published on December 18, 2018, Disney announced on December 22, 2018 that



it was dropping Mr. Depp from his leading role as Captain Jack Sparrow—a role that he
created—in the 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 domestic 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.
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 revived her false allegations against Mr. Depp in the
op-ed to generate positive publicity for herself and to promote her new movie Aquaman, which
premiered across the United ‘States and in Virginia only three days after the op-ed was first
published.

7. Mr. Depp brings this defamation action to clear his name. By this civil lawsuit,
Mr. Depp seeks to restore his reputation and establish Ms, Heard’s legal liability for continuing
her campaign to push a false narrative that he committed domestic violence against her. Mr.
Depp seeks an award of compensatory damages for the reputational harm that he suffered as a
result of Ms. Heard’s op-ed, with its false and defamatory implication that Mr. Depp was a
domestic abuser. Further, given the willfulness and maliciousness that Ms. Heard demonstrated
when she knowingly published the op-ed with the false implication that Mr, Depp violently
abused her, Mr. Depp also seeks an award of punitive damages.

PARTIES
)
8. Plaintiff John C. Depp is an individual and a resident of the State of California.

For decades, he has been one of the most prominent actors in Hollywood. Mr. Depp was married



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

9. Defendant Amber Laura Heard is an individual and a resident of the State of
California. Ms. Heard is an actress and Mr. Depp’s former wife. Ms. Heard authored and
published the defamatory op-ed in the Washingfon 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 Process Clause of the U.S.
Constitution, because, among other things, the causes of action in this Complaint arise from
Defendant transacting business in this Commonwealth and causing tortious injury by an act or
omission in this Commonwealth., Moreover, exercising jurisdiction would not offend traditional
notions of fair play and substantial justice because Defendant could have — indeed should have
— reasonably foreseen being haled into a Virginia court to account for her false and defamatory
op-ed which was published: in a newspaper that is printed in Springfield, Virginia; in an online
edition of the newspaper that is created on a digital platform in Virginia and routed through
servers in Virginia; in a newspaper that has wide circulation in Virginia and even publishes a
Virginéa local edition in which the false and defamatory op-ed appeared; and in a newspaper that
maintains two physical offices in Virginia. Further, Defendant published the false and
defamatory op-ed to promote her new movie which was in Virginia theatres for viewing by

Virginia audiences.



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

action asserted 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.  Mr. Depp has appeared in more than 50 films over the last three decades. He has
worldwide name recognition and has played a diverse array of iconic roles, including Edward
Scissorhands, Willy Wonka, Captain Jack Sparrow, The Mad Hatter, Grindelwald, John
Dellinger, and Whitey Bulger. His movies have grossed over $10 billion dollars in the United
States and around the world. He has won the People’s Choice Award 14 times.

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

14,  The marriage lasted only 15 months.

15.  Unbeknownst to Mr. Depp, no later than one month after his marriage to Ms.
Heard, she was spending time in a new relationship with Tesla and Space-X founder, Elon Musk.
Only one calendar month after Mr. Depp and Ms. Heard were married—while Mr. Depp was out
of the country filming in March 2015—Eastern Columbia Building personnel testified that Ms.
Heard received Musk “late at Illight” at Mr. Depp’s penthouse. Specifically, Ms. Heard asked
staff at the Eastern Columbia Building to give her “friend Elon” access to the building’s parllcing
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
first appearance in Mr. Depp’s penthouse occurred shortly after Ms, Heard threw a vodka bgttlc

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



nuptial agreement concerning assets in their marriage. Ms. Heard’s violently aimed projectile
virtually severed Mr, Depp’s middle finger on his right hand and shattered the bones.

16.  Mr. Depp’s marriage to Ms. Heard came to an end in May 2016. After Mr. Depp
indicgted to Ms. Heard that he wanted to leave the marriage, Ms. Heard lured 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 Sherriff’s Department) were mere feet
away, Ms. Heard falsely began yelling “stop hitting me Johnny,” The interaction culminated
with Ms. Heard making false allegations that Mr. Depp struck her with a cell phone, hit her, and
destroyed the penthouse. There were multiple 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 been injured or z;tssaulted, and two domestic abuse
trained police officers testified that after close inspection of Ms. Heard and the penthouses, they
observed no injury to Ms. Heard or damage to the penthouses. But then, six days later, iMs.
Heard presented herself to the world with a battered face as she publicly and falsely accused !Mr.
Depp of domestic violence and obtained a restraining order against him, based on false testimony
that she and her friends provided.

17.  Now there are newly obtained surveillance camt;.ra videos, depositions, and other
evidence that conclusively disprove Ms. Heard’s false allegations. Although much of this
exculpatory evidence was collected by certain members Mr. Depp’s then-lega‘l team in 2016, it
only recently came into Mr. Depp’s possession, as it had been hidden from him for a period of
years.

18.  Ms. Heard later withdrew her false domestic violence allegations and dismissed

the restraining order. She and Mr., Depp finalized their divorce in January 2017,



19.  Despite dismissing the restraining order and withdrawing the domestic abuse
allegations, Ms. Heard (and her surrogates) have continuously and repeatedly referred to her in
publications, public service announcements, social media postings, speeches, and interviews as a
victim of domestic violence, ﬁnd a “survivor,” always with the clear implication that Mr. Depp
was her supposed abuser.

20. Most recently, in December 2018, Ms. Heard published an op-ed in the
Washington Post that falsely implied that Ms. Heard was a victim of domestic violence at the
hands of Mr. Depp. The op-ed was first published on the Washington Post’s website on
December 18, 2018 with the title, “Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and
faced our culture’s wrath. This has to change” The op-ed appeared again on December 19,
2018 in the Washington Post’s hardcopy edition under the title, “A Transformative Moment For
Women.” Except for their titles, the online and hard copy versions of the op-ed were
substantively identical and are referred to collectively herein as the “Sexual Violence” op-ed.

21.  The “Sexual Violence” op-ed’s central thesis was that Ms. Heard was a victim of
domestic violence and faced personal and professional repercussions because she “spoke up”
against “sexual violence” by “a powerful man.”

22.  Although Mr. Depp was never identified by name in the “Sexual Violence” op-ed,
Ms. Heard makes clear, based on the foundations of the false accusations that she made against
Mr. Depp in court filings and subsecjuently reiterated in the press for years, that she was talking
about Mr. Depp and the domestic abuse allegations that she made against him in May 2016. Ms.
Heard wrote:

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



» “Then two years ago [the precise time frame of her allegations against and divorce
from Mr. Depp], 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 “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 change my phone number weekly because I was
getting death threats. For months, I rarely left my apartment, and when I did, T was
pursued by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motorcycles and in cars.
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.”

23.  As these statements reflect, the whole op-ed proceeds from the notion—presented
as an unassailable truth—that Ms. Heard was the victim of domestic violence at the hands of Mr.
Depp. She was not. Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic violence, and Mr. Depp is not a
pérpetrator of domestic violence. And the centerpiece of Ms. Heard’s attention-seeking hoax—
her claim that Mr. Depp savagely injured her face by throwing her own iPhone at her from point
blank range as hard as he could and then continued to beat her face with other “appendages of his
body” on the evening of May 21, 2016, which caused her to have the battered face that she first
presented to the court and the world on May 27, 2016—was a poorly executed lie that
nevertheless has endured for nearly three years. The statements in her “Sexual Violence” op-ed
that imply otherwise are false and defamatory.

Ms. Heard Was Not A Victim Of Domestic Violence: She Was A Perpetrator

24. Long before Ms. Heard became a self-described “public figure representing
domestic abuse” based on her false domestic violence allegations against Mr. Depp, Ms. Heard

was in an abusive relationship. But Ms. Heard was not the victim in that relationship. She was

the abuser.



25. On September 14, 2009, police officers at the Seattle-Tacoma International
Airport witnessed Ms. Heard physically assault her then-domestic partner, Tasya van Ree. Ms,
Heard grabbed Ms. van Ree by the arm, hit Ms. van Ree in the arm, and yanked Ms, van Rele’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 charges against Ms. Heard, but only because both she
and her domestic abuse victim were California residents who were merely passing through
Washington state,

26.  Since casting herself as a domestic abuse victim, Ms. Heard has attempted to
blame misogyny and homophobia for her domestic violence arrest—claiming that she was
arrested “on a trumped up charge” because she was in a same-sex relationship. In truth, the
police officer who arrested Ms. Heard for domestic violence was both a woman and a lesbian
activist, who publicly said so after she was publicly disparaged by Ms. Heard.

27.  Ms, Heard’s violent domestic abuse did not end when her relationship with Ms.
van Ree ended. Ms. Heard committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp
during their marriage. Ms, Heard’s physical abuse of Mr. Depp is documented by eyewitness
accounts, photographs, and even Ms. Heard’s own admissions under oath.

28. In one particularly gruesome episode that occurred only one month into their
marriage, Ms. Heard shattered the bones in the tip of Mr. Depp’s right middle finger, almost
completely cutting it off. Ms, Heard threw a glass vodka bottle at Mr. Depp—one of many

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

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



Depp’s finger. Mr, Depp’s finger had to be surgically reattached. Ms. Heard then dissemina‘lted
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 215-
month marriage. Ms. Heard threw dangerous objects at Mr. Depp, and also kicked and punched
him with regularity.

30.  Shockingly, Ms. Heard even has used one of her attacks on Mr. Depp to push her
false narrative that 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 aveid fur.ther
domestic violence at the hands of Ms. Heard. Mr. Depp’s security detail member, Sean Bett (an
18-year veteran of the Los Angeles County Shemiff's Department) picked up Mr. Depp
immediately after Ms. Heard assaulted him and witnessed firsthand the aftermath and damége to
Mr. Depp’s face. On other occasions—after Ms. Heard violently aftacked 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 domestic violence at the hands of Mr. Depp. Ms. Heard

herself is a domestic abuser, who committed muitiple acts of domestic violence against Mr, Depp
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during their marriage, in addition to the domestic abuse that she perpetrated against her former

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

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

33.  The centerpiece of Ms. Heard’s false abuse allegations is an incident that she
claimed took place around 7:15 pm on Saturday, May 21, 2016 at Mr. Depp’s penthouse in the
Eastern Columbia Building in downtown Los Angeles. After Ms, Heard lured Mr. Depp to pick
up personal items from his own penthouse, Ms. Heard, sitting on the sofa with her friend, Raquel
Pennington, and talking on the phone with her friend, 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 his body” and then used a magnum-sized bottle of
wine to destroy the penthouse, spilling wine, broken glass, and other items around the penthouse.
“Penthouse 3 was destroyed” by Mr. Depp’s bottle swinging, claimed Ms. Heard in her sworn
testimony. Her two friends testified accordingly. Ms. Heard used these allegations to obtain a
temporary restraining order against Mr. Depp on May 27, 2016, appearing in court six days after
the alleged incident with the first appearance of a battered face, notwithstanding that a litany of
people witnessed her throughout the week with no injury and building surveillance vitlleos
similarly showed her uninjured.

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

immediately 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 nighttime visits to Mr, Depp’s
penthouse to visit Ms. Heard, key-fobbing him in and out of the building proximate to the time
Ms. Heard presented her battered face to the public and the court on May 27, 2016.

35,  Mr. Depp has consistently and unequivocally denied Ms. Heard’s domestic abuse
allegations. They also have been refuted conclusively by multiple, neutral third-party witnesses.

36. Ms. Heard's friend and neighbor, Isaac Baruch, gave a declaration that he
repeatedly interacted with Ms. Heard, at close range, without makeup, and utterly unmarked and
uninjured in the days between May 22 and May 27, 2016, He further stated in his declaration
that on June 3, after confronting Ms. Heard about how upset he was at her false abuse
allegations: “Amber then told me that she did not want anything from Johnny and that it was the
lawyers who were doing all of this.”

37.  Police went to Mr. Depp’s penthouse on May 21, 2016, immediately after the
incident was alleged tol have occurred. They were dispatched after Ms. Heard’s friend, Mr.
Wright, called 911 to report what the police dispatch log describes as a “verbal argument only™
between a husband and wife. Two officers, who are highly trained in domestic violence, arrived
at the penthouse shortly after Ms. Heard later claimed that Mr. Depp struck her in the face with a
cell phone, further hit her face, and then “destroyed” his own penthouse by swinging a magnum-
sized bottle of wine into other objects throughout that penthouse. Officer Melissa Saenz is a
veteran Los Angeles Police officer who is charged with training other police officers and
personally has reSp(IJnded to “over a hundred” domestic violence calls. Officer Tyler Hadden is a
junior police officer, but focused on domestic violence at the police academy and received

extensive training in how to detect that particular crime.
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38,  Both Officer Saenz and Officer Hadden testified under oath that they closely
observed Ms. Heard’s face in good light on May 21, 2016 and saw no signs of any injury. Inlthe
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 Saenz and Officer Hadden also testified under oath 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 contrast to Ms. Heard’s later claim that Mr. Depp
“destroyed” penthouse 3 and caused serious, visible injuries to her face. It also directly
contradicts Ms. Heard’s friend’s testimony regarding what Ms. Heard’s face looked like at that
time: “Just the whole side of her face was like swolled up (sic) and red and puffy . . .. and
progressively getting worse.”

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 in the penthouse or signs of any altercation,

40.  Multiple people who work professionally in the Eastern Columbia Building where
the penthouse is located, and who do not know Mr. Depp personally, also have unambiguously
debunked Ms. Heard’s claim that her face was injured on May 21, 2016 and that she had any
sign of injury in the six days befare May 27, 2016. Three people, the building’s concierge, head
of front desk and head of security, profoundly testified under oath about their face-to-face
interactions with Ms. Heard between May 22, 2016 (the day after Ms. Heard claims that Mr.
Depp hit her and struck her in the eye and on the cheek with a cell phone) and May 27, 201 6 (the

day Ms. Heard appeared in public and went to court to get a restraining order against Mr. Depp
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with what appeared to be a battered face). Every one of those three people testified under oath
that they saw Ms. Heard up close in the days after the supposed attack and her face was not
injured before the day she obtained the restraining order against Mr. Depp.

41,  Comnelius Harrell is a concierge at the Eastern Columbia Building and was
working at the front desk at 1 pm on the afiernoon of Sunday, May 22, 2016. Mr. Harrell saw
Ms. Heard face-to-face that afternoon—Iless than 24 hours after she claims that she was struck in
the face by a cell phone thrown by Mr. Depp and hit in the face by Mr. Depp.

42. In an interaction that was also captured by the Eastern Columbia Building’s
surveillance cameras and saved, Ms. Heard approached Mr. Harrell to pick up a package that had
been delivered to her. Ms. Heard accompanied Mr. Harrell to the package room to identify
which package she wanted because more than one had been delivered to her. As they were
looking through her packages, Mr, Harrell and Ms. Heard were inside the package room
together. The package room at the Eastern Columbia Building is “no bigger than a walk-in
closet,” so Mr. Harrell had an opportunity to observe Ms. Heard’s face up close, the day after she
claimed she was battered by Mr. Depp in the face.

* 43.  Mr. Harrell testified under oath that, on May 22, 2016, Ms. Heard did not have
any bruises, cuts, scratches, or swelling on her face and that “nothing appeared out of the
ordinary about Ms. Heard’s face on May 22, 2016.” In fact, Mr. Harrell testified that he was
struck by how “beautiful,” “radiant,” and “refreshed” Ms. Heard looked, noting that, if she was
wearing any makeup at all, it was “minimal.” Mr. Harrell unequivocally testified that when he
was interacting one-on-one in close quarters with Ms, Heard on May 22, 2016 for about 8
minutes, that he did not see any evidence to suggest that she had been the victim of domestic

violence the day before, Mr. Harrell does not know Mr. Depp personally.
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44.  Alejandro Romero also works at the Eastern Columbia Building, manning the
front desk and monitoring the security cameras from 4:00 pm to 1:00 am Monday-Friday. Mr.
Romero had “hundreds” of in-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 cameras. 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 cheek and eye with a cell phone that he threw.

45.  Mr. Romero testified that on the “Monday or Tuesday” evening “after the police
were called”—May 23 or 24, 2016—he was approached at the front desk by Ms. Heard and. her
friend, Ms. Pennington, who also resided in the penthouse, Ms. Heard and Ms. Pennington
asked Mr. Romero to accompany them to the penthouse because they were afraid that someone
had tried to get inside the penthouse. Mr. Romero discounted this concern because he had been
monitoring 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 Ms, Heard and Ms. Pennington, rode up to the 13th
floor with them, and went inside the penthouse with them. Throughout this interaction, Mr,
Romero testified under oath that he had “a full shot” of Ms. Heard’s face and “a good visual” of
Ms. Heard’s face.and saw no bruises, cuts, swelling, or marks of any kind.

46, Mr. Romero interacted with Ms. Heard again on the 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. Again, in this face-to-face interaction, Mr. Romero testified that he saw no bruises, cuts,

swelling, or marks of any kind on Ms. Heard’s face.
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47. Based on his in-person interactions with Ms. Heard, Mr, Romero, who does not
know Mr. Depp personally, testified under oath that he “couldn’t believe” Ms. Heard's domestic
abuse allegations against Mr. Depp because:

It was like — it was like I said, we watched the news and we saw the pictures. And I saw
the pictures and the next day 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 concierge at the Eastern Columbia Building who
works at the front desk from 8:00 am to 4:00 pm Monday-Friday, echoed Mr. Romero’s disbelief
at Ms. Heard’s account. Ms. Esparza, who does not know Mr. Depp personally, testified under
oath that she thought that Ms. Heard’s allegation that she had been assaulted by Mr. Depp was
“false” because “I saw her several times [in the days after the alleged attack] and I didn’t see that
[mark] on her face.”

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-person 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 Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday after the alleged attack,
Ms. Heard was not wearing makeup and that Ms. Heard had no facial injuries. There were no
bruises or cuts on Ms. Heard’s face, according to Ms. Esparza’s testimony. Ms. Esparza testified
under oath that she saw no indication that Ms. Heard had been hit or struck.

50.  Then, on Friday, May 27, 2016, Ms, Esparza testified under oath that Ms. Heard
suddenly “had a red cut underneath her right eye and red marks by her eye.” Then Ms. Espiarza

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 times
that week without any marks on her face, Ms. Esparza thought “the time didn’t add up and so I
was questioning . . . the mark on her face and the allegations that were made.”

51. Ms. Esparza was so froubled by the sudden appearance of “a mark” on Ms.
Heard’s face on the very day that Ms. Heard obtained a restraining order against Mr. Depp—but
six days after the alleged incident—that Ms. Esparza went back and looked at security video
footage and talked to others who worked in the Eastern Columbia Building to see if the “mark”
might have been on Ms, Heard’s face earlier. It wasn’t,

52, Mr. Romero and Mr. Harrell confirmed to Ms, Esparza that Ms. Heard did not
have any injuries on her face when they interacted with her.

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

54.  But Ms. Esparza did see something else on the surveillance video. On a video
from the evening of May 24, 2016, three nights after Ms. Heard alleged that she was attacked by
Mr. Depp, Ms. Esparza saw Ms. Heard, her sister, Whitney Heard, and Ms. Heard’s friend and
corroborating witness, Ms. Pennington, on the mezzanine level of the Eastern Columbia
Building. In the surveillance video, Ms. Esparza testified under oath that she saw Whitney
Heard pretend to punch her sister in the face. Then Ms. Heard, Ms. Pennington, and Whitney
Heard all laughed. Ms. Esparza testified that she thought how Ms, Heard, Ms. Pennington, and
Whitney Heard were acting on the surveillance video was “wrong,” and it only made her
question more how Ms. Heard ended up with a “mark” on her face three days later, on Friday,

May 27. Ms. Esparza knew that Mr. Depp had left Los Angeles for work on the day of the
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alleged incident “and he did not return and so I 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 21]”, as Ms. Heard
had alleged.

55. Ms. Esparza is not the only professional employee of the Eastern Columbia
Building to witness the “fake punch” video. Brandon Patterson, the General Manager of the
Eastern Columbia Building, provided a declaration about it:

One of the surveillance videos, taken the evening of Tuesday, May 24, showed Amber

Heard, her sister Whitney Heard, and her friend Raquel Pennington entering the

building’s mezzanine, Trinity Esparza showed me a video at the front desk with a pretend

punch to the face from one of Miss Heard’s two companions, and the three of them
langhed 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 domestic abuse allegations
against Mr. Depp, Ms. Heard learned that there were media reports stating that people who
worked at the front desk of the Eastern Columbia Building had seen Ms, Heard without any
marks on her face, as indeed was their testimony. Mr. Patterson, the General Manager of the
Eastern Columbia Building, summarized the testimony of building staff in his own declaration:

Ms. Heard was repeatedly observed in the Eastern Columbia Building in the multiple

days following the alleged assault without bruises, cuts, redness, swelling or any other

injuries to her face. These observations were made by people working at the front desk at
the Eastern Columbia Building who interacted with Ms. Heard in person and also saw
images of her on the building surveillance cameras.

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

a statement to Ms. Heard’s “friend” at People Magazine. Ms. Heard wanted Ms. Esparza and

Mr. Patterson “to help retract the statement that was given to the press stating that the front desk
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had released this information [about seeing Ms. Heard with no injuries to her face] and [Ms.
Heard] asked if we would clarify it and let them know that we, in fact, would never release that
information on any resident.” Mr. Patterson and Ms. Esparza refused to give the statement and
directed Ms. Heard to the Eastern Columbia Building’s lawyer.

58. Ms. Espérza testified that she was “not comfortable” with “the statement that [Ms.
Heard] was proposing that [the building] make to People Magazine, that the building would not
have said they saw [Ms. Heard] without marks on her face” “because that would have been a lie”
as “the front desk did, in fact, see [Ms. Heard] prior to Friday [May 27, 2016] without marks on
her face.”

59.  The people working at the front desk of the Eastern Columbia Building did not
see any injuries to Ms. Heard’s face because there were no injuries to Ms. Heard’s face. Ms,
Heard's allegations that Mr. Depp’s battered her 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 signs that Ms. Heard had been hit or struck by a cell
phone or that a magnum-sized bottle of wine had “destroyed” the penthouse because fhose
things never happened. There was no probable cause to believe a crime had been committed
because no crime had been committed against Ms. Heard by Mr. Depp.

61.  Ms. Heard’s domestic violence allegations against Mr. Depp were false, as is her
portrayal of herself in her “Sexual Violence” op-ed as a domestic violence victim and her

portrayal of Mr. Depp as a domestic violence perpetrator and “monster.™

Ms. Heard Acted With Actual Malice When She Implied In Her “Sexual Violence” Op-Ed
That She Was A Victim Of Domestic Abuse At The Hands Of Mr. Depp
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62. Ms. Heard acted with 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 not the domestic abuse victim, but the domestic
abuser.

64. Ms. Heard knew that her domestic abuse allegations against Mr. Depp were false
and that she leveled them and enlisted her friends to act as surrogates for her lies, as part of an
elaborate hoax to generate positive publicity for herself.

65. Ms. Heard also knew that her elaborate hoax worked: as a result of her false
allegations against Mr, Depp, Ms, Heard became a darling of the #MeToo movement, was the
first actress named a Human Rights Champion of the United Nations Human Rights Office, was
appointed ambassador on women’s rights at the American Civil Liberties Union, and was hired
by L’Oréal Paris as its global spokesperson.

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

67.  Agquaman, Ms. Heard’s first leading role in a big-budget studio film, premiered in
theatres across the United States (and in Virginia) on December 21, 2019. The movie ended up
making over $1 billion at the box office globally.

68.  Tellingly, just days before the premiere, Heard published her “Sexual Violence”
op-ed with its false implication that she was a domestic abuse victim at the hands of Mr. Depp on
December 18, 2019 in the Washington Post’s online edition and on December 19, 2019 irlx the
Washington Post’s hardcopy edition. The op-ed in the Washington Post’s online edition’ was

accompanied by a picture of Ms. Heard on the red carpet at Aquaman’s Los Angeles premiere.
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Mr. Depp’s Reputation And Career Suffer As A Result Of Ms. Heard’s
False And Defamatory Op-Ed

69. As a result of Ms, Heard’s false domestic abuse allegations, Mr. Depp’s
reputation and career sustained immense damage.

70, Ms. Heard, an actress herself, is well aware of the negative effect that false
domestic abuse allegations have on Mr. Depp’s career.

71,  Mr. Depp lost roles in movies because of the false allegations that Ms. Heard
made against him. When Mr, Depp was cast in films, there were public outcries for the
filmmakers to recast his roles.

72.  Mr. Depp endured the public scorn caused by Ms. Heard’s false domestic abuse
allegations for more than two years. But he was weathering the storm and had a successful film
release in November 2019. In fact, that movie was still playing on screens across Virginia when
Ms. Heard revived the false domestic abuse allegations by publishing her “Sexual Violence” op-
ed in the Washington Post.

73.  The reaction to Ms, Heard’s false and defamatory op-ed was swift and severe.
Just two days after the op-ed appeared in the Washington Post’s online edition, Disney publicly
announced that Mr. Depp would no longer be a part of the Pirates of the Caribbean ﬁ'ﬁnchise.
Mr. Depp’s turn as Captain Jack Sparrow in the Pirates of the Caribbean films is one of Mr.
Depp’s most iconic roles, and generated billions of dollars for Disney. Nevertheless, he was
denied an opportunity to reprise that role irﬁmediately on the heels of Ms. Heard’s false and
defamatory op-ed.

COUNT ONE—DEFAMATION FOR STATEMENTS IN MS. HEARD’S DECEMBI%‘.R
18, 2018 OP-ED IN THE ONLINE EDITION OF THE WASHINGTON POST !
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74.  Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each of the foregoing paragraphs as if set forth
fully herein.

75.  Ms. Heard published the “Sexual Violence” op-ed on the December 18, 2018.
The article was published to a worldwide audience on the Washington Post’s website. A true
and correct copy of the online edition of the “Sexual Violence” op-ed is attached hereto and
incorporated by reference as Exhibit A.

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

e “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.”

e “I write this as a woman who had 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 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.”

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

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

violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, are false:
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a. Mr. Depp did not commit “domestic abuse™ or “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 neWIy obtained surveillance camera videos.

b. Ms, Heard is not a victim of domestic violence; rather, she is a perpetrator. Ms.
Heard was arrested for domestic violence against her former domestic partner in
2009. Ms. Heard also committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr.
Depp, some of which she has confessed to under oath.

79.  The substantial danger of injury to Mr. Depp’s reputation from Ms. Heard’s false
statements is readily apparent. Such statements would tend to so harm the reputation of another
as to lower him in the estimation of the community or to deter third persons from associating or
dealing with him.

80, By publishing these false statements, Ms. Heard caused harm to Mr. Depp’s
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. Depp therefore is entitled to presumed damages.

83.  As adirect and proximate result of these false statements by Ms. Heard, Mr. Depp
has suffered damages, including, inter alia, injury to his reputation, harm to his ability to carry
on his profession, embarrassment, bumiliation, and emotional distress, in an amount t(I) be

determined at trial.
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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 Plaintiff's
favor and against Defendant, as follows:
(D awarding Mr. Depp compensatory damages of not less than $ 50,000,000, or in
such additional amount to be proven at trial;
2) awarding Mr. Depp punitive damages to the maximum extent permitted by the
laws of this Commonwealth, but not less than § 350,000;
(3) awarding Mr. Depp all of his expenses and costs, including attorneys’ fees; and

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

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

85.  Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges e;clch of the foregoing paragraphs as if set forth
fully herein.

86.  Ms. Heard published the “Sexual Violence” op-ed in the December 19, 2018
hardcopy edition of the Washington Post, which the Washington Post distributes to readers in
Virginia, across the nation, and around the world. A true and correct copy of the hardcopy
edition of the “Sexual Violence” op-ed is attached hereto and incorporated by refcrencle as
Exhibit B.

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

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

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

e “] write this as a woman who had to change my phone number weekly because I was
getting death threats. For months, I rarely left my apartment, and when [ did, I was
pursued by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motorcycles and in cars,
Tabloid outlets that posted pictures of me spun them in a negative light. 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.”

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 these 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
violence 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.
Heard also committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp.

90.  The substantial danger of injury to Mr. Depp’s reputation from Ms. Heard’s Ifalse

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 1o deter third persons from associating or

dealing with him.
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91. By publishing these false statements, Ms. Heard caused harm to Mr, Depp’s
reputation.

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

93.  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 pun_ished. 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,  As adirect and proximate result of these false statements by Ms. Heard, Mr. Depp
has suffered damages, including, inter alia, injury to his reputation, harm to his ability to carry
on his profession, embarrassment, humiliation, and emotional distress, in an amount to be
determined at trial.

95. Ms. Heard’s actions were malicious, willful, and wanton, and evidence a
conscious disregard for Mr. Depp’s rights. Accordingly, punitive damages are appropriate.

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

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

such additional amount to be proven at trial;

() awarding Mr. Depp punitive damages to the maximum extent permitied by the

laws of this Commonwealth, but not less than § 350,000;
3) awarding Mr. Depp all of his expenses and costs, including attorneys’ fees; and
4) granting such other and further relief as the Court deems appropriate. ;
COUNT THREE—DEFAMATION FOR STATEMENTS IN MS. HEARD’S,OP-EII)

WHICH HEARD REPUBLISHED WHEN SHE TWEETED A LINK
TO THE OP-ED ON DECEMBER 19, 2018
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96.  Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each of the foregoing paragraphs as if set forth
fully herein. |

97.  Ms. Heard published the “Sexual Violence” op-ed in the December 18, 2018
online edition of the Washington Post. The following day, Ms. Heard tweeted a link to the op-
ed. A true and correct copy of Ms. Heard’s tweet of the link to the “Sexual Violence” op-ed is
attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Exhibit C.

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

statements concerning Mr. Depp:

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

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

e “ 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 to change my phone number weekly because I was
getting death threats. For months, I 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 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 far beyond my control.”

99.  These statements are of and concerning Mr. Depp, as he is Ms. Heard’s former
husband and she publicly (and falsely) accused him of domestic abuse in May 2016. Moreover,
Ms. Heard intended to refer to Mr. Depp in these statements, and those who know Mr. Deplp or
who tead the “Sexual Violence” op-ed understood these statements to be about Mr. Depp.

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

violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, are false:
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a. Mr. Depp did not commit “domestic abuse” or “sexual violence” against Ms.
Heard. Ms. Heard’s allegation that Mr. Depp violently attacked her on May 21,
2016 has been refuted concluéively 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 domestic violence against her former partner in 2009, Ms,
Heard also committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp.

101. The substantial danger of injury to Mr. Depp’s reputation from Ms. Heard’s false
statements is readily apparent. Such statements would tend to so harm the reputation of another
as to lower him in the estimation of the community or to deter third persons from associating or
dealing with him.

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

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

104. Ms. Heard’s false statements are defamatory per se because they impute to Mr.
Depp the commission of a crime involving moral turpitude for which Mr. Depp, if the charge
was true, could be indicted and punished. Moreover, Ms, Heard’s false statements prejudice Mr.
Depp in his profession as a film actor. Mr. Depp therefore is entitled to presumed damages.

105. As adirect and proximate result of these false statements by Ms. Heard, Mr. Depp
has suffered damages, including, inter alia, injury to his reputation, harm to his ability to carry
on his profession, embarrassment, humiliation, and emotional distress, in an amount to be

determined at trial.
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106. Ms. Heard’s actions were malicious, willful, and wanton, and evidence a
conscious disregard for Mr. Depp’s rights. Accordingly, punitive damages are appropriate.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter an award in Plaintiff’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;
(2)  awarding Mr. Depp punitive damages to the maximum extent permitted by the
laws of this Commonwealth, but no less than $350,000;
(3)  awarding Mr, Depp all expenses and costs, including attorneys’ fees; and
(4)  such other and further relief as the Court deems appropriate.

JURY TRIAL DEMAND

Plaintiff John C. Depp, II hereby demands a jury trial on all issues so triable.

Dated: March I, 2019

Brittany Whitesell Biles (pro hac vice application forthcoming)
STEIN MITCHELL BEATO & MISSNER LLP

901 Fifteenth Street, N.W.

Suite 700

Washington, D.C. 20005

Telephone: (202) 601-1602.

Facsimile: (202) 296-8312

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

Adam R, Waldman

THE ENDEAVOR LAW FIRM, P.C.

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

enjamin G. Cnew (VSB # 29113)
Elliot J, Weingarten (pro hac vice application forthcoming)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP
601 Thirteenth Street, N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 536-1700
Facsimile; (202) 536-1701
Email; bchew@brownrudnick.com

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

1 was exposed to zbuse at a very young age. I knew certain things early on, without ever having to be told. I
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 articu)ate it, and I bet you learned it young, too.

Like many women, I had been harassed and sexually assaulted by the time [ was of colfege age. But I kept
quiet — I did not expect filing complaints to bring justice, And I didn’t see myself as a victim.

Then two years ago, I hecame a public figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt the full force of our
culture’s wrath for wonien 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. I had just shot a two-year campaign as the face of a global fashion brand, and
the company dropped me. Questions arasa as to whether I would be able to keep my role of Mera in the
movies “Justice Leapue” and “Aquaman.®

I had the rare vantage paint of seeing, in real time, how institations pratect men accused of abuse.

A letter to ~
Christine Blasey Fﬂ
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Listen to hroadeast journalist Connle Chung read a loter to Chsisting Blascy Ford, ecknawledging publicly for the first tima that she waa sexcally abuscd,
{Kata Woodsorma, Danlelln Munitz/The Washinglon Past)

Imagine a powerful man as a ship, like the Titanie, That ship is a huge enterprise. Whea it strikes an fecherg,
there are a lot of people on baard desperate to patch up holes — not because they believe in or even care
about the ship, but because their own fates depend on the enterprise.
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Inrecent years, the $MeToo movement has taught us about how power like this works, not just in
Holtywoed but in all kinds of institutions — workplaces, places of worship or simply in particular
communities. In every walk of life, women gre confronting these men who are buoyed by social, economic
and cultural power. And these institutions are beginning to change.

We are in a trausformative palitical moment, The president of our country has been aceused by more than a
dozen women of sexual misconduet, including assault and harassment. Quirage aver his statements and
behavior has energized a female-led opposition. #MeToo started a conversation about just how profoundly
seomal violence affects women in every area of aur lives, And Ipst month, more women were elected to
Congress than ever in our history, with a mandate to take women's issues seriously, Women's rage and
determination to end sexual violence are turning into a political force.

‘We have an opening now to bolster and build institutions protective of women. For starters, Congress can
reanthorize and strengthen the Violerrce Against Women Act. First passed in 1994, the act is one of the mast
effective pieces of legislation enacted to fight domestic violence and sexanal assault. It creates support
systems for people who report abuse, and provides funding for rape erisis centers, legal assistance programs
and other critical services, It improves responses by law enforcernent, and it prohibits discrimination against
LGBTQ survivors. Funding for the act expired in September and has only been temporarily extended.
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We should continue to fight sexiral assault on college carnpuses, while simultaneously insisting on fair
processes for adjudicating complaints. Last month, Education Secretary Betsy DeVas propased changes ta
Title IX rules poverning the treatment of sesmal harassment and assault in schanls, While some changes
would make the process for handling complaints more fair, others would weaken protections for sexual
assault survivors. For example, the new rules wonld require schools to investigate only the most extreme
complaints, and then only when they are made to designated officials. Women on campuses already have
trouble coming forward about sexual violence — why would we allow institutions to scale back supports?

1 write this as a woman who had to change my phone number weekly because I was getting death threats.
For months, I ragely left my apartment, and when I did, I was pursued by camera drones and photographers
on foot, on motorcycles and in cars. Tabloid cutlets that posted pictures ef me spun them in a negative light.
I felt as thaugh I'was on trial in the court of public opinion — and my life and livelihood depended on myriad
judgments far beyond my control.

I want to ensure that women who come forward to talk about violence receive more support, We are electing
representatives who know how deeply we care abont these issues. We ean work together to demand changes
to laws and rules and social norms — and to cight the imbalznces that have shaped aur lives,

Read more:

The Post’s View: What Betsy DeVos's new Title IX changes et right — and wrong

Betsy DeVos: It's time we balance the seales of justice in cur schoals

Janet Napolitano: Don’t let the Trump administration undermine Title IX

Mili Mitra: The most horrifying part of the Dartmonth sexual harassment case
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' Today I published this op-ed in the
' Washington Post about the women who
: are channeling their rage about violence
! and inequality into political strength
| despite the price of coming forward.
|

From college campuses to Congress,
we're balancing the scales.

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

We have an opening now to bolster and build institutions protective of
women. Let's not ignore it.

washingtonpost.com

1:28 PM - 19 Dec 2018
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2 Amber Heard & @realamberheard - 19 Dec 2018 v
-}\ , I'm honored to announce my role as an @ACLU ambassador on women's rights.
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Fairfax Circuit Court
Circuit Court
Recelpt No. 827293

Receipt Date: 03/01/2019 12:49 PM

Receijved of; Benjamin G Chew, 346.00

Three Hundred Forty Six and 00/100

John C Depp Il vs, Amber Laura Heard

Filer(s): Depp, John C II

Case Amount

CL-2019-0002911

Complalnt ($500,000,01 and above) 346,00

Total: 346.00
Balance due court: $ 0.00

Payment Msthod: Check (Number: 3472)

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

Amount Tendered: 346.00
Overage: 0.00
Change Due: . 0.00
John T. Frey, Clerk of Circuit Court
By:
Deputy Clerk
Clerk: ACASTS
Page 1 of 1 03/01/2019 12:49 PM User ID: Clerk: ACASTS




VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY

JOHN C. DEPP, 11,
Plaintiff,
V.
AMBER LAURA HEARD,

Defendant,

Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911

COUNSEL OF RECORD FOR ALL PARTIES

Benjamin G. Chew (VSB 29113)
Andrew C. Crawford (VSB 89093)
BrROwN RUDNICK LLP

601 Thirteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 536-1700
Facsimile: (202) 536-1701
bchew@brownrudnick.com

acrawford@brownrudnick.com
Counsel for Plaintiff John C. Depp, Il

Camille M. Vasquez (admitted pro hac vice)
BROWN RUDNICK LLP

2211 Michelson Drive

[rvine, CA 92612

Telephone: (949) 752-7100

Facsimile: (949) 252-1514
cvasquez(@brownrudnick.com

Counsel for Plaintiff John C. Depp, II

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft (VSB No. 23766)
Adam S. Nadelhaft (VSB No. 91717)
David E. Murphy (VSB No. 90938)
Charlson Bredehoft Cohen & Brown, P.C.
11260 Roger Bacon Drive, Suite 201
Reston, Virginia 20190

Telephone: (703) 318-6800
gbredehoft@cbceblaw.com
anadelhaft@cbcblaw.com
dmurphy@cbcblaw.com

Counsel for Defendant Amber Laura Heard

J. Benjamin Rottenborn (VSB No. 84796)
Joshna R. Treece (VSB No. 79149)
WooDS ROGERS PLC

10 S. Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.O. Box 14125

Roanoke, Virginia 24011

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

Counsel for Defendant Amber Laura Heard




-

| SUBP-035
‘ ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, Stale Bar number, and address): FOR COURT USE ONLY

Craig J. Mariam, SBN: 225280 f John P. Cogger, SBN: 172808

Gordon Rees Scully Mansukhani, LLP
633 West Fifth Street, 52 Floor
Los Angeles, CA 30071
TELEPHONE NO.: 213-576-5000 #ax no. 877-306-0043
E-MAIL ADDRESS: cmariam@grsm.com / jecogger@grsm.com
ATTORNEY FOR (veme): Defendant Amber Heard
Court for county in which discovery is to be conducted:
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF Los Angeles

sTrReeT aDDRESS: 111 North Hill Street
MAILING ADDRESS:
CITY, STATE, AND 2IP CODE: Los Angeles, 90012
BRANCH NaME: Central District
Court in which action is pending:
Name of Court: IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA

STREETADDRESS: 4110 Chain Bridge Road
MAILING ADDRESS:

CITY, STATE, AND ZIP cobg: Fairfax, VA 22030-4009
COUNTRY: |JSA

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: John C. Depp (iggf@]%l; 8\48; S%MBER tif any assigned by caurt):

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: Amber Laura Heard

SUBPCENA FOR PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS CASE NUMBER (of action pending outside California):
IN ACTION PENDING OUTSIDE CALIFORNIA CL 2019-002011

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, TO {name, address, and telephone number of deponent, if known):
Wasser, Cooperman & Mandles P.C., 2049 Century Park East, Suite 800, Los Angeles, CA 90067
1. YOU ARE ORDERED TO PRODUCE THE BUSINESS RECORDS described in item 3, as follows:
To (name of deposition officer): Craig J. Mariam, Esq.
On {date): January 20, 2021 At ftime}: 2:00 p.m. (PST)
Location (address): 633 West Fifth Street, 52nd Fioor, Los Angeles, CA 90071 or ecb@cbcblaw.com
Do not release the requested records to the deposition officer prior to the date and time stated above.

a. X by delivering a true, legible, and durable copy of the business records described in item 3, enclosed in a sealed inner
wrapper with the title and number of the action, name of witness, and date of subpoena clearly written on it. The inner
wrapper shall then be enclosed in an outer envelope or wrapper, sealed, and mailed to the deposition officer at the
address in item 1.

b. [ by delivering a true, legible, and durable copy of the business records described in item 3 to the deposition officer at the
witness's address, on receipt of payment in cash or by check of the reasonable costs of preparing the capy, as determined
under Evidence Code section 1563(b).

c. ] by making the original business records described in item 3 available for inspection at your business address by the
attorney's representative and permitting copying at your business address under reasonable conditions during normal
business hours.

2. The records are to be produced by the date and time shown in item 1 (but not sooner than 20 days after the issuance of the
deposition subpoena, or 15 days after service, whichever date is later). Reasonable costs of locating records, making them
available or copying them, and postage, if any, are recoverable as set forth in Evidence Code section 1563(b). The records must be
accompanied by an affidavit of the custodian or other qualified witness pursuant to Evidence Code section 1561.

3. The records to be produced are described as follows (if efectronically stored information is demanded, the form or forms in which
each type of information is fo be produced may be specified). PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT

X Continued on Attachment 3 (use form MC-025).

4. Attorneys of record in this action or parties without attorneys are (name, address, tefephone number, and name of party
represented): SEE ATTACHMENT

B Continued on Attachment 4 {use form MC-025). Page1of 2
" i Gourcl o Catas SUBPOENA FOR PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS  Cocsof it Prececure, g5 2020.100-2020.900,
SUBP-035 [Rev. January 1, 2012] IN ACTION PEND[NG OUTSIDE CALIFORNIA Government dode, §63697.1I

WwWA.courts.ca.gov




SUBP-035

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: John C. Depp ((:;AEE;S%EB%%T 1Pe"‘""9 outside Califomia):

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: Amber Laura Heard

5. If you have been served with this subpoena as a custodian of consumer or employee records under Code of Civil
Procedure section 1985.6 and a motion to quash or an objection has been served on you, a court order or agreement of
the parties, witnesses, and consumer or employee affected must be obtained before you are required to produce
consumer or employee records,

6. [ ] Other terms or provisions from out-of-state subpoena, if any (specify):

[ Continued on Attachment 8 (use form MC-025).

DISOBEDIENCE OF THIS SUBPOENA MAY BE PUNISHED AS CONTEMFPT BY THIS COURT. YOU WILL ALSO BE LIABLE
FOR THE SUM OF $500 AND ALL DAMAGES RESULTING FROM YOUR FAILURE TO OBEY.

Date issued: December 23, 2020

Craig J. Mariam }
{TYPE OR PRINT NAME}

(SIGNATURE OF PERSON ISSUING SUBPOENA)

(TITLE}
PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUBPOENA FOR
PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS

1. | served this Subpoena for Production of Business Records In Action Pending Outside Califomia by personally delivering a copy
to the person served as follows:
a. Person served (name):

b. Address where served:

c. Date of delivery: d. Time of delivery:
e, Witness fees and mileage both ways (check one):
()] EI were paid. AMount;.......ceevrcrverireneennas $
(2) ] were not paid.
(3) ] were tendered to the witness’s public entity employer as required by Government Code section 68097.2. The
amount tendered was (specify): $
f. Fee for ServiCe: ..o $

2. | received this subpoena for service on (date):

3. [ also served a completed Proof of Service of Notice to Consumer or Employee and Objection (form SUBP-025)
by personally defivering a copy to the person served as described in 1 above.

4. Person serving;

a. {_] Not aregistered California process server

b. [] California sheriff or marshal

C. |:I Registered California process server

d. [] Employee or independent contractor of a registered California process server

e. [ ] Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22350(b)

f. [ Registered professional photocopier

g. [] Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22451

h. Name, address, telephone number, and, if applicable, county of registration and number:
1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of {For California sheriff or marshal use only)
California that the foregoing is true and correct. | certify that the foregoing is true and correct.
Date: Date:

(SIGNATURE) (SIGNATURE)

SUBP-035 [ [Rov. January 1, 2012]] SUBPOENA FOR PRODUCTICON OF BUSINESS RECORDS Page2of 2

IN ACTION PENDING OUTSIDE CALIFORNIA Pmmmgam, ne. ,,,J
www FormsWorkFlow com X




WMC-025

| SHORT TITLE:
Depp v. Heard

CASE NUMBER:

CL-2019-0002911 .

ATTACHMENT (Number): 3

(This Aftachment may be used with any Judicial Council form.)

(If the itern that this Altachment concerns is made under penaily of perfury, alf statements in this

1orcsssrastii@aiiment are made under penally of perjury.)

Page 2 of 3

(Add pages as required)

Form Approved for Optional U
Judic &l Gouncil of Galitomia ATTACHMENT
MC-025 [Rev. July 1, 2009) to Judicial Council Form

WWWw.Couinio.ca.gov

American LegaNet, Inc.
www.FormsWorkllow.com




ATTACHMENT
John C, Depp, Il v. Amber Laura Heard
Fairfax County Circuit Court: CL 2019-0002911

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, photographs, video or audio tape
recordings, 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).

C. Complaint. The term "Complaint" means the Complaint, dated March 1, 2019,
filed in this Action. A copy of the Complaint is attached to the Subpoena.

d. Concerning. The term "concerning" includes relating to, referring to, describing,
evidencing, or constituting.

e. Mr. Depp. The term “Mr. Depp” refers Plaintiff John C. Depp, I, including his
agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and all persons acting on his behalf, both
individually and as entities,

f. Ms. Heard. The term “Ms. Heard” refers to Defendant Amber Laura Heard,
including her agents, representatives, employees, assigns, and all persons acting on her behalf,

g. 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, audio or video recordings, 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.

h. 2016 Divorce Action. The term “2016 Divorce Action” refers to the divorce
proceeding between Ms, Heard and Mr. Depp — In re the Marriage of Amber Laura Heard and
John Christopher Depp, 11, in the Superior Court of the State of California for the County of Los
Angeles, case No. BD641052.

i. You and/or Your. The terms " You" and/or "Your" refer to the recipient of this
Subpoena, as well as all persons and entities over which said recipient has "control” as
understood by the Rules of this Court.

i Requests. The term “Requests™ shall mean the requests for documents to be
produced under this Subpoena as set forth in this Attachment.



INSTRUCTIONS

1. 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,

2. 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.

3. 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,

4. 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.

5. If You perceive any ambiguities in a question, instruction, definition, or other
aspect of this Subpoena, set forth the matter deemed ambiguous and the construction used in
answering.

0. 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 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.

7. 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 as to permit an informed ruling on the objection.

8. These Requests are continuing in character so as to require You to promptly
amend or supplement Your production of documents within a reasonable time if You obtain or
become aware of any further documents responsive to this Subpoena.

0. These Requests are not intended to obtain any documents that are protected by the
attorney-client privilege and/or the work product doctrine.



DOCUMENTS TO BE PRODUCED UNDER THIS SUBPOENA

In response to this subpoena, You are required to produce the original or an exact copy of the
following:

1. All surveillance video camera footage, including but not limited to any clips, from
the Eastern Columbia Building, 849 S. Broadway, Los Angeles, CA 90014, obtained or received
by You or Your office in whatever format preserved (e.g., usb drives, cd roms, dvds, electronic
files in any physical format) relating to or in connection with the 2016 Divorce Action and/or
otherwise referenced in the deposition of Ms. Laura Wasser on December 16, 2020.

2. All documents relating in any manner to the allegations of “newly obtained
surveillance camera videos...collected...[and] hidden from™ Mr. Depp “for a period of years” as
referenced in Paragraph 17 of the Complaint.

3. All documents relating in any manner to the allegations of “newly obtained...
depositions ... collected...[and] hidden from” Mr. Depp “for a period of years” as referenced in
Paragraph 17 of the Complaint.

4. All documents relating in any manner to the allegations of “other evidence that
conclusively disprove Ms. Heard’s false allegations. ..collected...[and] hidden from” Mr. Depp
“for a period of years” as referenced in Paragraph 17 of the Complaint.

S. If any evidence, including any videos, photographs, depositions, communications
or other documents relating to or in connection with the 2016 Divorce Action was destroyed in
whole or in part, please provide all documents relating to such destruction, including
communications and the remaining portions not destroyed.

6. To the extent not produced in response to the above, any documents relating in
any manner to the allegations set forth in Paragraph 17 of the Complaint.



MC-025

| SHORT TITLE:
John C. Depp, Il v. Amber Laura Heard

CASE NUMBER:

CL-2019-002911

ATTACHMENT (Number): 4

(This Attachment may be used with any Judicial Council form.)

LIST OF COUNSEL

{If the item that this Aitachment concems is made under penalty of perjury, all statements in this Page __ of
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SERVICE LIST

John C. Depp I1v. Amber Heard
Case No.: CL-2019-0002911 .

Benjamin G. Chew, Esq.

Elliot J. Weingarten, Isq.

Andrew C. Crawford, Esq.

BROWN RUDNICK LLP

601 Thirteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Tel: 202-536-1700; Fax; 202-536-1701
bchew(@brownrudnick.com
eweingartenbrownrudnick.com
acrawford@brownrudnick.com

Camille M. Vasquez, Esq.

Leo J. Preciado, Esq.

Ronald Rus, Esq.

Samuel] A. Moniz, Esq.

BROWN RUDNICK LLP

2211 Michelson Drive

Irvine, CA 92612

Tel: 949-752-7100; Fax 949-252-1514
cvasquez(dbrownrudnick.com
Ipresiado@brownrudnick.com

rrus{@brownrudnick.com

smonizfeebrownrudnick.com

Robert Gilmore, Esq.

Kevin Attridge, Esq.

STEIN MITCHELIL BEATO & MISSNER LLP
901 Fifteenth Street, N.W., Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20005

Tel: 202-601-1589; Fax: 202-296-8312
rgilmoref@steinmitchell.com
kattridge(@sicinmitchell.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff JOHN C.
DEPP, IT

J. Benjamin Rottenborn, Esq.

Joshua R. Treece, Esq.

WOODS ROGERS PLC

10. S Jefferson Street, Suite 1400

P.0O. Box 14125

Roancke, Virginia 24011

Tel: 540-983-7540

Email: brottenbornfdwoodsrogers.com

jtreece{@woodsrogers.com

Attorneys for Defendant Amber
Heard

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft, Esq.

Carla D. Brown. Esq.

Adam S. Nadelhaft, Esq.

David E. Murphy, Esq.

Charlson Bredehoft Cohen & Brown, P.C.

Artorneys for Defendant Amber
Heard
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11260 Roger Bacon Drive, Suite 201
Reston, VA 20190

Tel: 703-318-6800

Mobile: 703-919-2735

Fax: 703-318-6808

Email: ebredehofi@charlsonbredehoft.com

cbrowné@cbeblaw.com
anadelhaftf@cbcblaw.com
dmurphv{@cbeblaw.com




VIRGINIA:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF FAIRFAX COUNTY

JOHN C. DEPP, II,
Plaintiff,
V.
AMBER LAURA HEARD,

Defendant.

Civil Action No.: CL-2019-0002911

CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL

This is to certify that I caused a true and accurate copy of the enclosed Subpoena for

Production of Business Records in Action Pending Outside California to be sent by email this

23" day of December, 2020.

December 23, 2020

Adam S. Nadelhaft (VSB No. 91717)
David E. Murphy (VSB No. 50938)
Charlson Bredehoft Cohen & Brown, P.C.
11260 Roger Bacon Drive, Suite 201
Reston, Virginia 20190

Telephone: (703) 318-6800
ebredehoft@cbcblaw.com

anadelhaft(@cbcblaw.com
dmurphy@cbeblaw.com

J. Benjamin Rottenborn (VSB No. 8§4796)
Joshua R. Treece (VSB No. 79149)
Woops 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

Counsel to Defendant Amber Laura Heard




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served this 23" Day of
December, by email, by agreement of the parties, addressed as follows:

Benjamin G. Chew, Esq.
Andrew C. Crawford, Esq.
BrRowN RUDNICK LLP

601 Thirteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
Telephone: (202) 536-1700
Facsimile: (202) 536-1701
behew@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

Counsel for Plaintiff John C. Depp, I




t

CHARLSON BREDEHOFT COHEN & BROWN, P.C.

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

CURTIS I. CHARLSON (1925-2010)
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John T. Frey, Clerk

Fairfax County Circuit Court

4110 Chain Bridge Road, 3rd Floor
Fairfax, VA 22030

Re: Case No. CL-2019-0002911 — John C. Depp, II v. Amber Laura Heard

Dear Mr. Frey:

Enclosed for filing in the above referenced matter, please find four copies of Defendant’s
Certificate of Counsel and corresponding subpoena issued pursuant to Virginia Code Section
8.01-412.10, and California Civil Procedure Code Section 2029.100 (collectively, “Acts™). The
enclosed Subpoena for Production of Business Records in Action Pending Outside California
and Subpoenas Duces Tecumn to Person Under Foreign Subpoena have been issued in accordance
with both Acts and the reciprocal privileges included therein.

The enclosed document will be served by private process server, and affidavit of service
will be filed as necessary. Please return a file stamped copy of the same via the awaiting
messenger.

Please also find a check in the amount of $21, made payable to the Clerk, Fairfax Circuit
Court, for the filing fee.

Thank you very much for your assistance.

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft

Enclosures

11260 ROGER BACON DRIVE s SUITE 201 « RESTON » VIRGINIA 20190
TELEPHONE (703) 318-6800 »« FACSIMILE (703) 318-6808

WWAW.CBCBLAW.COM



