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i 

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

 Defendant-Petitioner the Center for Medical Progress is a nonprofit public 

benefit corporation organized under the laws of the State of California. It does not 

have any parent corporation, and no publicly held corporation owns ten percent or 

more of its stock. Defendant BioMax Procurement Services, LLC, is a privately 

held limited liability company, wholly owned by the Center for Medical Progress. 

No publicly held corporation owns ten percent or more of its stock. 

STATEMENT OF RELATED CASES 

 The two Northern District of California cases from which the present 

petitions are being taken are related. Planned Parenthood Federation of America, 

et al. v. Center for Medical Progress, et al., Case No. 3:16-cv-236-WHO and 

National Abortion Federation v. Center for Medical Progress, et al., Case No. 

3:15-cv-3522-WHO. (PPFA v. CMP and NAF v. CMP). 

An appeal from PPFA v. CMP is pending before this Court in Case No. 16-

16997. An appeal from NAF v. CMP has already been adjudicated by this Court in 

Case No. 16-15360. A petition for certiorari has been taken from that NAF v. CMP 

appeal in Supreme Court Case No. 17-202. Two more appeals from NAF v. CMP 

are also pending before this Court in Case Nos. 17-16862 and 17-16622.  
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ii 

CERTIFICATE OF INTERESTED PARTIES  
IN PETITION FROM PPFA V. CMP 

 

 The first District Court action from which this consolidated petition arises is 

entitled, Planned Parenthood Federation of America, et al. v. Center for Medical 

Progress, et al., pending in the United States District Court for the Northern 

District of California, District Court No. 3:16-cv-236-WHO, the Honorable 

William H. Orrick III presiding. 

Petitioners 

Petitioners are Defendants the Center for Medical Progress and David 

Daleiden. Petitioner the Center for Medical Progress is represented by:  

CHARLES S. LIMANDRI, SBN 110841 
PAUL M. JONNA, SBN 265389 
JEFFREY M. TRISSELL, SBN 292480 
FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND 
Post Office Box 9520 
Rancho Santa Fe, California 92067 
(858) 759-9930 Telephone 
cslimandri@limandri.com 
pjonna@limandri.com 
jtrissell@limandri.com  
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iii 

Petitioner David Daleiden is represented by 
 
THOMAS BREJCHA, pro hac vice 
PETER BREEN, pro hac vice 
THOMAS MORE SOCIETY 
19 South La Salle Street, Suite 603 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
(312) 782-1680 Telephone 
tbrejcha@thomasmoresociety.org  
pbreen@thomasmoresociety.org 
 
MATTHEW F. HEFFRON, pro hac vice 
THOMAS MORE SOCIETY 
C/O BROWN & BROWN, LLC 
501 Scoular Building 
2027 Dodge Street 
Omaha, NE 68102 
(402) 346-5010 Telephone 
mheffron@bblaw.us  
 
 

Respondent 

Respondent is the United States District Court for the Northern District of 

California. 

 
 

Real Parties in Interest 

 Real Parties in Interest are Planned Parenthood Federation of America, 

Planned Parenthood: Shasta-Diablo, Inc., dba Planned Parenthood Northern 

California, Planned Parenthood Mar Monte, Inc., Planned Parenthood of the 

Pacific Southwest, Planned Parenthood Los Angeles, Planned Parenthood/Orange 

and San Bernardino Counties, Inc., Planned Parenthood of Santa Barbara, Ventura 
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iv 

& San Luis Obispo Counties, Inc., Planned Parenthood Pasadena and San Gabriel 

Valley, Inc., Planned Parenthood of the Rocky Mountains, Planned Parenthood 

Gulf Coast, and Planned Parenthood Center for Choice. Real Parties in Interest are 

represented by: 

AMY BOMSE, SBN 218669 
SHARON MAYO, SBN 150469 
JEE YOUNG YOU, SBN 241658 
ERICA CONNOLLY, SBN 288822 
STEPHANIE FINE, SBN 305485 
ARNOLD AND PORTER, LLP 
Three Embarcadero Center 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
(415) 471-3100 Telephone 
Amy.Bomse@apks.com 
JeeYoung.You@apks.com 
 
HELENE KRASNOFF, pro hac vice 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD  
FEDERATION OF AMERICA 
1110 Vermont Ave., N.W., Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 973-4800 Telephone 
Helene.Krasnoff@ppfa.org  
 

BETH PARKER, SBN 104773 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD  
AFFILIATES OF CALIFORNIA 
551 Capitol Mall, Suite 510 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
(916) 446-5247 Telephone 
Beth.Parker@ppacca.org  
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v 

Other Parties before the District Court 

 Other Parties before the District Court include Defendant BioMax 

Procurement Services, LLC, Defendant Sandra Susan Merritt, Defendant Gerardo 

Adrian Lopez, Defendant Troy Newman, Defendant Albin Rhomberg, and 

Defendant Phillip Cronin. BioMax Procurement Services, LLC is represented by 

CHARLES S. LIMANDRI, SBN 110841 
PAUL M. JONNA, SBN 265389 
JEFFREY M. TRISSELL, SBN 292480 
FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND 
Post Office Box 9520 
Rancho Santa Fe, California 92067 
(858) 759-9930 Telephone 
cslimandri@limandri.com 
pjonna@limandri.com 
jtrissell@limandri.com  
 
CATHERINE W. SHORT, SBN 117442 
LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION 
Post Office Box 1313 
Ojai, California 93024-1313 
(707) 337-6880 Telephone 
lldfojai@earthlink.net  
 

Sandra Susan Merritt is represented by: 
 

HORATIO G. MIHET, pro hac vice 
LIBERTY COUNSEL 
P.O. Box 540774 
Orlando, FL 32854 
(407) 875-1776 Telephone 
hmihet@lc.org  
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vi 

NICOLAIE COCIS, SBN 204703 
LAW OFFICE OF NIC COCIS AND ASSOCIATES 
38975 Sky Canyon Dr., Suite 211 
Murrieta, CA 92563  
(951) 695-1400 Telephone 
nic@cocislaw.com  
 

Gerardo Adrian Lopez is represented by: 
 

CHARLES S. LIMANDRI, SBN 110841 
PAUL M. JONNA, SBN 265389 
JEFFREY M. TRISSELL, SBN 292480 
FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND 
Post Office Box 9520 
Rancho Santa Fe, California 92067 
(858) 759-9930 Telephone 
cslimandri@limandri.com 
pjonna@limandri.com 
jtrissell@limandri.com  

 
Troy Newman is represented by: 
 

EDWARD L. WHITE III, pro hac vice 
ERIK M. ZIMMERMAN, pro hac vice 
AMERICAN CENTER FOR LAW & JUSTICE 
3001 Plymouth Rd., Ste. 203 
Ann Arbor, MI 48105 
(734) 680-8007 Telephone 
ewhite@aclj.org 
ezimmerman@aclj.org  
 
VLADIMIR F. KOZINA, SBN 95422  
MAYALL HURLEY, P.C. 
2453 Grand Canal Blvd. 
Stockton, CA 95207 
(209) 477-3833 Telephone 
vkozina@mayallaw.com  
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vii 

Albin Rhomberg is represented by: 
 

MICHAEL MILLEN, SBN 151731 
LAW OFFICES OF MICHAEL MILLEN 
119 Calle Marguerita, #100 
Los Gatos, CA 95032 
(408) 866-7480 Telephone 
mikemillen@aol.com  

 
Phillip Cronin is represented by: 
 

GLENN DICKINSON, SBN 159753 
LIGHTGABLER, LLP 
760 Paseo Camarillo, Ste. 300 
Camarillo, CA 93010 
(805) 248-7416 Telephone 
gidickinson@lightgablerlaw.com  
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viii 

CERTIFICATE OF INTERESTED PARTIES  
IN PETITION FROM NAF V. CMP 

 

 The second District Court action from which this consolidated petition arises 

is entitled National Abortion Federation v. Center for Medical Progress, et al., 

pending in the United States District Court for the Northern District of California, 

District Court No. 3:15-cv-3522-WHO, the Honorable William H. Orrick III 

presiding. 

Petitioners 

Petitioners are Defendants the Center for Medical Progress and David 

Daleiden. Petitioner the Center for Medical Progress is represented by:  

CHARLES S. LIMANDRI, SBN 110841 
PAUL M. JONNA, SBN 265389 
JEFFREY M. TRISSELL, SBN 292480 
FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND 
Post Office Box 9520 
Rancho Santa Fe, California 92067 
(858) 759-9930 Telephone 
cslimandri@limandri.com 
pjonna@limandri.com 
jtrissell@limandri.com  
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ix 

Petitioner David Daleiden is represented by 
 
THOMAS BREJCHA, pro hac vice 
PETER BREEN, pro hac vice 
THOMAS MORE SOCIETY 
19 South La Salle Street, Suite 603 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
(312) 782-1680 Telephone 
tbrejcha@thomasmoresociety.org  
pbreen@thomasmoresociety.org 
 
 

Respondent 

Respondent is the United States District Court for the Northern District of 

California. 

 
 

Real Party in Interest 

 Real Party in Interest is the National Abortion Federation. Real Party in 

Interest is represented by: 

LINDA E. SHOSTAK, SBN 64599  
DEREK F. FORAN, SBN 224569  
MARGARET E. MAYO, SBN 259685  
CHRISTOPHER L. ROBINSON, SBN 260778  
ALEXANDRA E. LAKS, SBN 291861  
MORRISON & FEORSTER LLP  
425 Market Street  
San Francisco, CA 94105  
(415) 268-7522 Telephone 
lshostak@mofo.com   
dforan@mofo.com   
mmayo@mofo.com   
christopherrobinson@mofo.com   
alaks@mofo.com  
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Other Parties before the District Court 

 Other Parties before the District Court include Defendant BioMax 

Procurement Services, LLC, and Defendant Troy Newman. Defendant BioMax 

Procurement Services, LLC is represented by: 

CHARLES S. LIMANDRI, SBN 110841 
PAUL M. JONNA, SBN 265389 
JEFFREY M. TRISSELL, SBN 292480 
FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND 
Post Office Box 9520 
Rancho Santa Fe, California 92067 
(858) 759-9930 Telephone 
cslimandri@limandri.com 
pjonna@limandri.com 
jtrissell@limandri.com  
 

Troy Newman is represented by: 
 

EDWARD L. WHITE III, pro hac vice 
ERIK M. ZIMMERMAN, pro hac vice 
AMERICAN CENTER FOR LAW & JUSTICE 
3001 Plymouth Rd., Ste. 203 
Ann Arbor, MI 48105 
(734) 680-8007 Telephone 
ewhite@aclj.org 
ezimmerman@aclj.org  
 
VLADIMIR F. KOZINA, SBN 95422  
MAYALL HURLEY, P.C. 
2453 Grand Canal Blvd. 
Stockton, CA 95207 
(209) 477-3833 Telephone 
vkozina@mayallaw.com  
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PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

Defendants-Petitioners the Center for Medical Progress (CMP) and David 

Daleiden seek a writ of mandamus regarding Civil Action Nos. 3:16-cv-236-WHO 

and 3:15-cv-3522-WHO, currently pending in the United States District Court for 

the Northern District of California, ordering the recusal of the Hon. William H. 

Orrick III pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 144 and 455.1  

Judge Orrick must be recused for the following reasons: 

1. He has an ongoing and longstanding professional relationship with 

one of the named Plaintiffs, whose security and property are allegedly 

at risk here. 

2. His image has been used, by his own spouse, to endorse inflammatory 

public statements about the disputed facts of this case – statements 

that denigrated the principal Defendant in the harshest terms, while 

lauding Plaintiffs. 

3. He neglected to bring these facts to the attention of the parties early in 

the case when a motion could otherwise have been brought. 

4. Neither he nor the judge to whom he referred the recusal motion 

properly followed the statutory recusal procedures. 

                                                           
1 Hereafter “§144” and “§455.” 
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This is a high-profile case with national public policy implications. Congress, the 

media, and the public are all watching. This Court should not permit it to proceed 

to trial when it is certain that any outcome unfavorable to Defendants will be 

clouded by the appearance of bias. That cloud can still be prevented at this point, 

but not later. 

Defendants have no other means besides this Writ of Mandamus of ever 

redressing Judge Orrick’s bias, and they will be gravely and irreparably harmed if 

it is not addressed at this stage in the lawsuit. 

ISSUES PRESENTED 

Whether the District Court, Hon. James Donato, to whom Defendants’ 

recusal motion was referred, clearly erred by neglecting to accept as true the facts 

stated in Defendants’ §144 affidavit supporting the inference that Judge Orrick is 

personally biased in favor of Plaintiffs and against Defendants, particularly in light 

of Judge Orrick’s failure to refute them. 

Whether the District Court, Hon. James Donato, clearly erred in denying 

Defendants’ §455 request for recusal based on the appearance of impropriety 

emanating from (i) Judge Orrick’s lengthy and continuing public relationship with 

an entity whose real property and employees are alleged in the Complaint to be at 

physical risk because of Defendants’ acts, and (ii) the repeated association of Judge 
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Orrick’s image and name with strident public comments condemning Defendants 

and supporting Plaintiffs. 

INTRODUCTION 

These cases arise in a highly charged context. Defendants’ investigative 

reporting about Plaintiffs’ activities has provoked a contentious national debate over 

whether Planned Parenthood is a praiseworthy healthcare organization deserving 

continued taxpayer support – or a criminal organization that must be defunded and 

prosecuted. As a result, Congress and the Executive Branch are weighing various 

policies that will negatively affect Planned Parenthood. Plaintiffs hope to discredit 

Defendants’ investigative reporting by any possible means, including these lawsuits. 

Before these cases came before Judge Orrick, he had already picked a side in 

the dispute they instantiate. Judge Orrick has had a significant decades-long 

relationship with an organization whose real property and employees are alleged in 

the Complaint to be in grave physical danger, due to the allegedly unlawful actions 

of Defendants. Judge Orrick was a founder and longtime officer and director of the 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (GSFRC), which houses one of Plaintiffs’ 

Planned Parenthood facilities – a relationship established during Judge Orrick’s 

leadership tenure on the board – and is in active joint venture with the associated 
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Plaintiff.2 During the pendency of this case, Judge Orrick has been held out to the 

public as serving as an Emeritus Board Member of GSFRC. Judge Orrick did not 

disclose that relationship to the parties here, nor did he disclose the full extent or 

duration of that relationship to the U.S. Senate at the time of his consideration for 

confirmation.  

Judge Orrick’s extrajudicial affinity for Plaintiff PPSP is underscored by the 

use of his image in public support of Planned Parenthood Federation of America 

(PPFA), another named plaintiff,3 and denigration of Defendants – applauding 

Defendant Daleiden’s felony indictment in Texas (later dismissed) and describing 

Defendants’ work as “heavily edited videos by a sham organization run by 

extremists who will stop at nothing to deny women legal abortion services” and 

“domestic terrorism.” His image was not used by a stranger or other unaffiliated third 

party, but by Judge Orrick’s own spouse, and Judge Orrick has indicated his 

sympathy with those public comments by accusing Defendant Daleiden of “try[ing] to 

. . . cause real harm to human beings,” without any evidence to support that claim. See 

PPFA-Dkt. 164-1, ¶14. 

                                                           
2 Specifically, the Planned Parenthood “Wohlford Family Clinic” of Plaintiff 
Planned Parenthood Shasta-Diablo, dba Planned Parenthood Northern California, 
formerly Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific (PPSP). 

3 PPFA is the first named plaintiff in the PPFA v. CMP complaint; PPSP is the 
second. 
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 Under these circumstances, a reasonable person has good reason to question 

Judge Orrick’s impartiality and to believe he harbors personal bias and prejudice in 

relation to this case. “If it is a close case, the balance tips in favor of recusal.” U.S. v. 

Holland, 519 F.3d 909, 911 (9th Cir. 2008). But Judge Orrick has not recused 

himself. Instead, faced with a motion for his recusal, both Judge Orrick and Judge 

Donato misconstrued and misapplied the law of recusal pursuant to §144 and §455. 

Defendants moved for Judge Orrick’s recusal on the grounds of both actual 

bias under §144 and the appearance of partiality under §455. Judge Orrick erred by 

referring Defendants’ joint §144 and §455 recusal motion to another judge without 

first addressing the factual allegations in the motion or finding that it was legally 

sufficient – both statutorily required. Instead, he improperly commented during 

transfer that, in his view, the affidavit was not legally sufficient.4 Judge Donato, for 

his part, adopted Judge Orrick’s opinion that the recusal motion was not legally 

sufficient and improperly dismissed (rather than crediting, as required by law) the 

                                                           
4 Without elaboration, Judge Orrick in his referring order expressed doubt about 
the legal sufficiency and timeliness of the Motion and Affidavit. This runs 
precisely opposite to the command of §144 and N.D. Cal. L.R. 3-14 that a judge 
must first analyze the Motion and Affidavit and only refer after finding them 
timely and sufficient. It also implicates due process concerns because Judge Orrick 
may have been trying to influence Judge Donato. See Williams v. Pennsylvania, 
136 S. Ct. 1899, 1909 (2016) (due process concerns arise when biased judge sits on 
a panel due to possibility “that the judge was successful in persuading most 
members of the court to accept his or her position.”).  
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undisputed facts presented in the affidavit. Moreover, Judge Donato confused and 

misapplied the relevant standards for actual bias and appearance of partiality. 

Because of clear error on the part of both judges, Defendants never received a 

reasoned decision based on the factual or legal sufficiency of their motion to recuse 

Judge Orrick, and instead they have been left to try to vindicate their rights and 

reputations before a judge who is plainly biased against them. 

FACTUAL HISTORY 

I. THE SUBJECT LITIGATION. 

At the core of both of the instant cases is whether Defendants unlawfully 

recorded conversations with Planned Parenthood officials, including PPSP staff, in 

public settings. Defendants maintain, and two Congressional committee 

investigations agreed, that these recordings evince criminal misconduct by Planned 

Parenthood and its agents. By comparison, Judge Orrick has found “no evidence of 

criminal wrongdoing” in the recordings; has impugned Defendants’ motives for 

investigating wrongdoing; has called Defendants’ videos “misleadingly edited”; 

and has even attributed the murder of several innocent people to Defendants’ 

actions. See, e.g., NAF-Dkt 354, at 2, 37, n. 42, 39. 

Congressional investigations following from Defendants’ recordings 

resulted in criminal referrals for the prosecution of nine entities, including Plaintiff 

PPSP, Plaintiff PPFA, and three other Planned Parenthood plaintiffs. PPFA-Dkt. 
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164-1 at 187-188.5 Plaintiffs remain under active federal investigation.6 DaVinci 

Biosciences, a longtime partner of Planned Parenthood, recently admitted guilt in a 

$7.8 million settlement with the Orange County District Attorney for selling fetal 

body parts products from Plaintiffs for profit.7 The OCDA’s office credited 

Defendants’ citizen journalism with prompting the case.8 

II. JUDGE ORRICK’S RELATIONSHIP WITH GSFRC AND PLAINTIFF PPSP. 

GSFRC is a non-profit organization, incorporated by Judge Orrick, that assists 

Latino immigrant families. PPFA-Dkt. 164-1 at 11; 181-1 at 80.9 GSFRC provides a 

family planning clinic operated by Plaintiff PPSP on its premises. PPFA-Dkt. 164-1 
                                                           
5 See also Select Investigative Panel: Criminal and Regulatory Referrals, ENERGY 
& COMMERCE COMMITTEE (Dec. 21, 2016), https://energycommerce.house.gov/ 
news/letter/select-investigative-panel-criminal-and-regulatory-referrals/. 

6 Laura Jarrett, Justice Dept. investigating use of fetal tissue, CNN (Dec. 8, 2017, 
4:26 AM), http://www.cnn.com/2017/12/07/politics/justice-department-fetal-
tissue-investigation/index.html. 

7 Daniel Langhorne, Firms reach $7.8-million settlement over allegations of selling 
fetal tissue, LOS ANGELES TIMES (Dec. 9, 2017, 9:25 AM), 
http://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-fetal-tissue-20171209-story.html. 

8 Press Release, Orange Cnty. Dist. Att’y, OCDA Obtains $7.8 Million Settlement 
and Admission of Liability in Lawsuit Against Two Companies Who Unlawfully 
Sold Fetal Tissue and Cells for Profit (Dec. 8, 2017), available at 
http://orangecountyda.org/civica/press/display.asp?layout=2&Entry=5406.  

9 Although the Excerpts of Record contain the motions to disqualify from both 
PPFA v. CMP and NAF v. CMP, for the sake of brevity, Defendants will only cite 
to the motion in the PPFA v. CMP action because “the grounds raised in th[e] 
motion[s] are identical[.]” PPFA-Dkt. 186 at 2 (Judge Donato quoting Judge 
Orrick). 
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at 13, 104.10 After incorporating GSFRC, Judge Orrick served as a board member 

and officer, Secretary of the Board, and then as an Emeritus Board Member through 

at least September 2015. GSFRC opened the PPSP clinic in 2001, following a needs 

assessment conducted while Judge Orrick was both Secretary of GSFRC’s Board 

and an attorney for the organization. PPFA-Dkt. 164-1 at 73; 181-1 at 26.  

Since its opening, the family planning clinic has been a joint venture between 

Planned Parenthood and GSFRC. PPFA-Dkt. 181-1 at 29 (Goal is to “[i]ntegrat[e] 

family planning into the fabric of the agency”); 164-1 at 80 (“In collaboration with 

Planned Parenthood, an on-site family planning clinic is open one day per week”). 

Until August 2016, the PPSP clinic operated on GSFRC premises rent-free. PPFA-

Dkt. 170-1 at 1:24-26. GSFRC also provides the services of its receptionist, who 

distributes PPSP promotional material. PPFA-Dkt. 170-1 at 2:3-5; 171-1 at 2, 4. In 

2008, GSFRC advertised for an employee to be paid by GSFRC for work in the 

PPSP clinic. PPFA-Dkt. 171-2 at 1, 4-5. That employee’s necessary qualifications 

included “[k]nowledge of reproductive health and family planning services” and 

“[e]ducation or training in Family Planning and Reproductive Health or related 

field[.]” PPFA-Dkt. 171-2 at 5. In the previous year, Judge and Mrs. Orrick 

together had made a $5,072 donation to GSFRC. Such gifts from “community 
                                                           
10 Plaintiff PPSP operated the clinic from 2001 to 2005, and then from 2010 to the 
present. It was operated between 2005 and 2010 by another Planned Parenthood 
affiliate. PPFA-Dkt. 164-1 at 104. 
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donors,” the CEO of PPSP told local news media, were necessary to maintain and 

expand PPSP’s partnership with GSFRC. PPFA-Dkt. 164-1 at 3, 104. 

As GSFRC’s Secretary during the creation of its partnership with PPSP, 

Judge Orrick oversaw that partnership and was informed about it.11 Judge Orrick 

provided personal, professional, and financial assistance to PPSP by using a 

nonprofit he oversaw and supported to help open and operate a PPSP facility.  

III. JUDGE ORRICK’S ASSOCIATION WITH PUBLIC SUPPORT FOR PLAINTIFFS 
AND OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS. 

 

In late 2015, Judge Orrick’s image was used in support of a Facebook post12 

stating that Defendants’ work is “domestic terrorism,” consisting of “heavily edited 

                                                           
11 California law presumes that directors comply with their fiduciary duty to be 
informed about their organization’s activities. Potter v. Hughes, 546 F.3d 1051, 
1059, fn. 3 (9th Cir. 2008); Lee v. Interinsurance Exch., 50 Cal.App.4th 694, 715 
(1996); Jones v. Martinez, 230 Cal.App.4th 1248, 1254 (2014). 

12 The posts were “liked.” “[T]he act of ‘liking’ a Facebook post makes the post 
attributable to the ‘liker, even if he or she did not author the original post.” 
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videos by a sham organization run by extremists who will stop at nothing to deny 

women legal abortion services.” In early 2016, Judge Orrick’s image was also used in 

support of a post showing Defendant Daleiden’s image and applauding his felony 

indictment in Texas, which has since been dismissed. PPFA-Dkt. 164-1, at 161, 166-

169.  

These posts were not the expression of views about an abstract “issue” or 

“cause.” They contained: (1) the defense of a Plaintiff against alleged “attacks” which 

were the subject of a lawsuit pending before Judge Orrick; (2) applause for the 

criminal prosecution of a party before Judge Orrick for activity that is the subject of 

that lawsuit; and (3) accusations that Defendants appearing before Judge Orrick 

were a “sham organization run by extremists” that published “heavily edited videos” 

that amounted to “domestic terrorism.” These were all disputed positions that later 

formed the cornerstone of Judge Orrick’s issuance of a preliminary injunction in NAF 

v. CMP. See Nat’l Abortion Fed’n v. Ctr. for Med. Progress, No. 15-CV-03522-

WHO, 2016 WL 454082, at *23, fn. 42, 43 (N.D. Cal. Feb. 5, 2016). And it was not 

a stranger or unconnected third party who deployed Judge Orrick’s image in support 

of one party to this case and opposition to the other; it was his own spouse. 

                                                                                                                                                                                           
Grutzmacher v. Howard Cty., 851 F.3d 332, 340, fn. 3 (4th Cir. 2017); see also 
Buker v. Howard Cty., No. CIV.A. MJG-13-3046, 2015 WL 3456750, at *22 (D. 
Md. May 27, 2015) (same). 
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PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

In late May 2017, Defendants learned that – despite Judge Orrick stating in 

his Senate Judiciary Questionnaire that he left the board of GSFRC in 1999 – 

Judge Orrick had actually been Secretary of the Board of GSFRC in 2001, when 

GSFRC entered into its “key partnership” with PPSP by establishing a Planned 

Parenthood clinic inside GSFRC headquarters. Defendants also learned that until at 

least September 2015 – i.e., after Judge Orrick entered the temporary restraining 

order in NAF v. CMP blocking Defendants from publishing further undercover 

videos of Planned Parenthood officials, including PPSP employees – Judge Orrick 

was still publicly affiliated with GSFRC. The organization named him as an 

Emeritus Board Member in materials disseminated to donors and the public. At no 

time did Judge Orrick disclose to Defendants his relationship with PPSP, an 

organization Defendants alleged, both in public statements and as part of their 

defense, was involved in violations of state and federal law. At or around that same 

time, Defendants also discovered the public use of Judge Orrick’s image in support 

of strident online posts condemning Defendants.  

On June 7, 2017, convinced of Judge Orrick’s actual and apparent bias, 

Defendants moved in NAF v. CMP to disqualify Judge Orrick. NAF-Dkt. 428. On 

June 8, 2017, instead of ruling on the NAF v. CMP motion, Judge Orrick referred 

it to another judge, and Hon. James Donato was assigned to hear it. NAF-Dkt. 430, 
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431. On June 26, 2017, four days after hearing argument, Judge Donato denied the 

motion to disqualify. NAF-Dkt. 452.  

Judge Orrick also referred the motion to disqualify in PPFA v. CMP, filed 

on June 13, 2017, to Judge Donato. PPFA-Dkt. 164, 167. On July 13, 2017, Judge 

Donato ordered the parties to file supplemental briefs, addressing why his order in 

NAF v. CMP did not resolve the motion to disqualify in PPFA v. CMP. PPFA-Dkt. 

175. On October 17, 2017, Judge Donato, without a hearing, issued a ruling 

denying the motion. PPFA-Dkt. 186. This consolidated petition for a writ of 

mandamus followed. 

ARGUMENT 

When considering whether to grant mandamus relief, this Court looks to five 

factors: “(1) whether the petitioner has no other means, such as a direct appeal, to 

obtain the desired relief; (2) whether the petitioner will be damaged or prejudiced 

in any way not correctable on appeal; (3) whether the district court’s order is 

clearly erroneous as a matter of law; (4) whether the district court’s order is an oft 

repeated error or manifests a persistent disregard of the federal rules; and (5) 

whether the District Court’s order raises new and important problems or issues of 

first impression.” Perry v. Schwarzenegger, 591 F.3d 1126, 1136 (9th Cir. 2009). 

The “factors serve as guidelines, a point of departure for [the] analysis of the 

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-2, Page 31 of 57
(32 of 916)



13 

propriety of mandamus relief. Not every factor need be present at once.” Id. at 

1156. Here, these factors support granting mandamus relief. 

I. THE FIRST FACTOR: DEFENDANTS HAVE NO OTHER MEANS TO OBTAIN 
THEIR DESIRED RELIEF. 

“[Q]uestions under §455(a) may not be raised on appeal from the final 

decision” “[b]ecause procedural rulings that do not affect the merits of the case ..... 

are not good reasons to reverse the final judgment.” “So if the problem is one of 

the appearance of impropriety ....., it is mandamus or nothing, and [we] expressed 

a strong preference for mandamus over nothing.” New York City Dev. Corp. v. 

Hart, 796 F.2d 976, 978-79 (7th Cir. 1986) (emphases added); see also In re Sch. 

Asbestos Litig., 977 F.2d 764, 778 (3d Cir. 1992) (“Interlocutory review of 

disqualification issues on petitions for mandamus is both necessary and appropriate 

to ensure that judges do not adjudicate cases that they have no statutory power to 

hear, and virtually every circuit has so held.”). Similarly, “[i]n the exceptional 

case, where the issue of disqualification [under §144] appears to be a significant 

one, the court may consider the motion to disqualify upon a petition for a writ of 

mandamus.” United States v. State of Wash., 573 F.2d 1121, 1122-23 (9th Cir. 

1978).  

Defendants have amply demonstrated Judge Orrick’s bias, but without this 

Court’s intervention, that apparent bias cannot be remedied. Defendants’ only 

remedy is via the present writ of mandamus. 
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II. THE SECOND AND FIFTH FACTORS: DUE TO IMPORTANT PROBLEMS 
RAISED BY THE ORDER, ABSENT MANDAMUS RELIEF, DEFENDANTS WILL 
BE DAMAGED AND PREJUDICED IN WAYS THAT CANNOT BE CORRECTED 
ON DIRECT APPEAL. 

Defendants will be irreparably damaged if their case has to proceed in front 

of Judge Orrick, and so will the public interest. As noted above, the core of these 

cases is whether incriminating video footage of Planned Parenthood officials was 

unlawfully recorded. Two congressional committees have found that the videos are 

evidence of criminal misconduct by Planned Parenthood and its agents. Two full 

years after the videos came to light, Congress continues to urge both criminal 

investigation and defunding of Planned Parenthood, either of which could 

jeopardize the financial viability of GSFRC’s PPSP clinic.  

With the stakes for both parties so high, Defendants deserve to have their 

arguments heard by a judge who was not instrumental in the founding of one of the 

Plaintiff’s clinics. Judge Orrick’s bias has already resulted in unjustified judgments 

(such as the unfounded claim that Defendant Daleiden intends “to cause real harm to 

human beings,” see PPFA-Dkt. 164-1, ¶14) and clearly erroneous decisions (such as 

the decision not to recuse himself despite evidence of partiality), and Defendants 

stand to suffer much greater harm if they are compelled to continue arguing their 

case in a hostile court. 

Meanwhile, Defendants are under attack in other venues as well. The 

California Attorney General has charged Defendant Daleiden with criminal 
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violations of California’s unlawful recording statute, but the Editorial Board of the 

Los Angeles Times stated that “[i]t’s disturbingly aggressive for [Attorney General] 

Becerra to apply this criminal statute to people who were trying to influence a 

contested issue of public policy, regardless of how sound or popular that policy may 

be.”13 Meanwhile, the California Legislature reacted to the CMP videos by voting on 

legislation proposed by Planned Parenthood and former California Attorney General 

Kamala Harris, aimed at increasing the penalty for unlawful recording of abortion 

providers. Cal. Pen. Code § 632.01. The ACLU, the Electronic Frontier Foundation, 

and the California Newspaper Publishers Association all vehemently opposed the 

legislation – but it became law.14 At the other end of the spectrum, Congress took an 

immediate interest in Defendants’ videos, subpoenaed them, and launched several 

investigations based on Defendants’ findings. These investigations then led to an 

ongoing investigation by the federal Department of Justice. See Footnotes 5 and 6, 

supra. 

                                                           
13 The Times Editorial Board, Felony charges are a disturbing overreach for the duo 
behind the Planned Parenthood sting videos, LOS ANGELES TIMES (Mar. 30, 2017, 
5:00 AM), http://beta.latimes.com/opinion/editorials/la-ed-planned-parenthood-
charges-20170330-story.html. 

14 Tony Biasotti, How the fight over undercover videos is pitting Planned 
Parenthood against the mainstream media, COLUMBIA JOURNALISM REVIEW (Aug. 
5, 2016), https://www.cjr.org/united_states_project/planned_parenthood_ 
undercover_videos_california_media.php. 
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The diametrically opposed responses of the state and federal legislatures and 

justice departments should be enough to give any court pause. This is a controversy 

with societal impact extending beyond the Complaint. The rulings here may 

influence the debate over defunding Planned Parenthood or the future prosecutions 

of Defendants and other investigative journalists. Because of these likely effects – 

including the prosecutions of both Defendants and the subjects of their 

investigations – there is an especially substantial public interest in assigning a judge 

to this case who is unmistakably free of bias, whether actual or apparent. 

III. THE THIRD FACTOR: JUDGE DONATO’S ORDERS ARE CLEARLY 
ERRONEOUS AS A MATTER OF LAW. 

A. CMP And Daleiden Set Forth Facts In Their Affidavit Requiring 
Recusal Under 28 U.S.C. § 144. 

“Whenever a party to any proceeding in a district court makes and files a 

timely and sufficient affidavit that the judge before whom the matter is pending has 

a personal bias or prejudice either against him or in favor of any adverse party, 

such judge shall proceed no further therein, but another judge shall be assigned to 

hear such proceeding.” 28 U.S.C. § 144 (emphasis added). 

The indicia of a legally sufficient affidavit under §144 are: (1) the facts are 

material and stated with particularity; (2) the facts are such that, if true, they would 

convince a reasonable person that a bias exists; and (3) the facts show that the bias 

is personal, as opposed to judicial, in nature. Reiffen v. Microsoft Corp., 158 
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F.Supp.2d 1016, 1022 (N.D. Cal. 2001). When evaluating a §144 affidavit for legal 

sufficiency, “all facts stated with particularity are to be taken as true.” United 

States v. Haldeman, 559 F.2d 31, 131 (D.C. Cir. 1976); see also Mims v. Shapp, 

541 F.2d 415, 417 (3d Cir. 1976) (“Neither the truth of the allegations nor the good 

faith of the pleader may be questioned.”). 

The facts stated in Defendants’ affidavit are material and stated with 

particularity. The affidavit alleges that Judge Orrick: (1) was an Officer of GSFRC 

as Secretary of the Board at the time GSFRC embarked on a “key partnership” 

with Planned Parenthood by opening a PPSP clinic; (2) remained in a leadership 

capacity as a Director at GSFRC while GSFRC maintained the PPSP clinic; (3) 

served GSFRC, including during this lawsuit, as an Emeritus Board Member while 

GSFRC continued to host and promote PPSP’s clinic; (4) imputed to Defendant 

Daleiden, based on no evidence, an intent to hurt people; (5) has a personal bias 

and prejudice against Defendants and in favor of Planned Parenthood and NAF; 

and (6) has been a key donor together with his spouse to the GSFRC-PPSP 

partnership. These facts fall into two categories: Judge Orrick’s relationship with 

Plaintiff PPSP, and Judge Orrick’s apparent public opposition to Defendants and 

support of Plaintiff PPFA. 

1. Judge Orrick’s Relationship with PPSP and Comments on the 
Record Show Actual Bias. 

In his rejection of Defendants’ argument regarding Judge Orrick’s 

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-2, Page 36 of 57
(37 of 916)



18 

relationship with PPSP, Judge Donato improperly dismissed numerous “facts 

stated with particularity” that had never been repudiated by Judge Orrick, reducing 

Defendants’ affidavit to one word: “speculative.” NAF-Dkt. 452 at 8. The cases on 

which the Court relied involved factual showings that were nowhere near as robust 

as Defendants’. See Yagman v. Republic Insurance, 987 F.2d 622, 626 (9th Cir. 

1993) (the affiant “pointed to no evidence” of “invidious motive” “other than [the 

Judge’s] pursuit of the petition for certiorari itself”) (emphasis added); Clemens v. 

U.S. District Court for Cent. Dist. of Cal., 428 F.3d 1175, 1180 (9th Cir. 2005) (the 

affiant “speculate[d] – but [did] not tender any evidence – about personal 

relationships among the judges”) (emphasis added); see also In re Lebbos, No. 06 

22225 D 7, 2007 WL 1129189, at *4 (Bankr. E.D. Cal. Apr. 13, 2007) (accusation 

that the court had acted out of “financial self-interest” was speculation with no 

evidence whatsoever to support it).  

In contrast to these instances of actual “speculation” – i.e., pure conjecture 

on the basis of no evidence – Defendants did not speculate that a relationship exists 

that would make a reasonable observer believe Judge Orrick is biased. On the 

contrary, Defendants alleged with particularity and provided evidence of bias, 

including that up to 2009, Judge Orrick had “assisted the [GSFRC] on many legal 

issues”; that as recently as 2015, after this lawsuit had commenced, he was 

publicly held out as an Emeritus Board Member on GSFRC mailings; and that he 
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“was the Secretary of the Board of GSFRC in 2001 when GSFRC entered into its 

‘key partnership’ with PPSP to embed a Planned Parenthood clinic inside 

GSFRC’s premises.” Furthermore, Defendants pointed out that, under California 

law, Judge Orrick must be presumed to have accessed extra-judicial confidential 

information about PPSP. PPFA-Dkt. 164-1 at 2-3, 18, 20, 42, 44, 73, 96, 100-101. 

Far from being “speculative,” these allegations were supported by documentary 

evidence, and Judge Donato was required to “take[] as true” these well-pled and 

substantiated facts in the absence of a repudiation by Judge Orrick. See Haldeman, 

559 F.2d at 131. 

Judge Donato singled out only one specific point – that as Secretary of the 

Board of GSFRC, Judge Orrick would have had access to confidential information 

– that might affect his recusal decision if Defendants had provided more evidence. 

For reasons discussed in Section III.B.1, infra, Defendants cannot be blamed for 

being unable to provide more detailed information about Judge Orrick’s activities 

as an officer of GSFRC. Moreover, the presumption that a small non-profit’s 

cofounder, corporate officer, and lawyer was intimately informed and involved in a 

significant joint venture between his organization and a much larger nonprofit is 

the only reasonable one. The alternative – i.e., that such a key person was not so 

informed – is implausible, at best. Meanwhile, the remainder of Defendants’ 

evidence is well-documented and stands unrebutted. 
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A non-profit that Judge Orrick incorporated and governed for over 15 years 

entered into (under his authority) and has maintained to this day a close 

relationship with an organization whom plaintiffs in both PPFA v. CMP and NAF 

v. CMP have alleged that Defendants “demonized” and “smeared” with charges of 

criminal activity, exposing the organization to investigation and referral for 

prosecution. PPFA-Dkt. 59, ¶¶1, 12. NAF-Dkt. 131 at ¶¶4, 142. Judge Orrick has a 

clear personal and professional interest in ensuring that the public does not 

perceive that he created and then led a non-profit to partner with an entity that 

Congress has deemed a criminal actor and is now under federal investigation by 

the Department of Justice. Further, having been involved in the leadership of 

GSFRC for decades, Judge Orrick also has a personal interest in seeing that the 

property and employees of GSFRC remain safe from the alleged “threats, 

harassment, and criminal activities targeting . . . Planned Parenthood health 

centers,” one of which is housed within the organization’s own headquarters. 

PPFA-Dkt. 1, ¶139. 

If the above were not enough evidence of Judge Orrick’s bias, the affidavit 

also reports Judge Orrick’s own comments on May 25, 2017, when the Judge 

accused Defendant Daleiden of intending to hurt people – a charge based on 

nothing in the record, borne purely of extrajudicial animus, and providing 
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undeniable evidence of the speaker’s personal prejudice. PPFA-Dkt. 164-1 at 4, 

183.  

Any of the facts alleged in the affidavit would suffice to show that Judge 

Orrick is partial to Plaintiffs in these actions. Cumulatively, they are indisputable. 

2. The Public Linking of Judge Orrick’s Image with Vicious 
Statements About Defendants is Evidence of Judge Orrick’s 
Actual Bias. 

 Further evidence of Judge Orrick’s bias comes from the repeated association 

of his image with public condemnations of Defendants and the actions at issue in 

this case. Judge Orrick’s image was publicly linked to the claims that Defendants’ 

videos were “heavily edited,” that CMP is “run by extremists,” and that 

Defendants “will stop at nothing to deny women legal abortion services.” It was 

also associated with support for Daleiden’s now-dismissed felony criminal 

prosecution in Texas. The placement of Judge Orrick’s image, by his own spouse, 

is indicative of actual bias, particularly when taken together with Judge Orrick’s 

own past activities and his own words, as described above. See Section III.A.1, 

supra.  

The courts have long regarded the spousal relationship as sufficiently 

intimate that one spouse can be assumed to be partial to the position of the other. 

See, e.g., Nichols v. Thomas, 788 F.Supp. 570, 572 (N.D. Ga. 1992) (“An average 

person . . . as the husband of a volunteer worker at the district attorney’s office 
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would be partial to the prosecutor’s case.”); Mathis v. Huff & Puff Trucking, Inc., 

787 F.3d 1297, 1313 (10th Cir. 2015) (new trial not ordered because “as soon as 

the law clerk became aware of her husband’s situation, she informed the judge, 

who screened her from substantive work on the case”); United States v. DeTemple, 

162 F.3d 279, 286 (4th Cir. 1998) (After “the marriage of one of the Judge’s law 

clerks to the prosecutor in this case” was discovered, “the Judge took pains to see 

[that clerk] did not work on DeTemple’s case”). That assumption is especially 

warranted in relation to such a controversial issue as abortion. See, e.g., Planned 

Parenthood of Wisconsin v. Doyle, 162 F.3d 463, 465 (7th Cir. 1998) (refusing 

standing to “two husbands of pregnant women” because husbands had not met 

burden of showing “that their wives disagree with them about the issue and so 

might consider undergoing” an abortion). The fact that Judge and Mrs. Orrick have 

a history of joint charitable and political contributions – including together donating 

$5,072 to GSFRC after it opened the clinic – supports that assumption in this case.15 

Most significant of all is the subject matter of the posts with which Judge 

Orrick’s image was associated: e.g., the integrity of the videos, Defendants’ history 
                                                           
15 Judge and Mrs. Orrick also jointly bundled over $200,000 of political 
contributions for President Obama, the first sitting President to make a speech to 
Planned Parenthood. PPFA-Dkt. 164-1 at 136; 181 at 10. Their support for 
President Obama is publicly available information that will be interpreted as just 
more evidence – along with Judge Orrick’s participation in opening a Planned 
Parenthood clinic and Mrs. Orrick’s social media activism using Judge Orrick’s 
image, see supra at 7-10 – that Judge Orrick and his wife share pro-Planned 
Parenthood views. 
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of nonviolence, and Defendants’ intentions in undertaking their investigative 

journalism. Those are disputed factual questions at the heart of both District Court 

cases. See King v. U.S. Dist. Court for Cent. Dist. of California, 16 F.3d 992, 995 

(9th Cir. 1994) (Reinhardt, J., concurring) (“[R]ecusal is required . . . not only 

when a judge feels personal animosity toward a party but . . . even when he has 

simply formed a strong opinion with respect to how the critical issues of fact 

should be decided”). When a judge’s spouse comments publicly on a subject 

matter before her spouse, the judge’s eventual ruling may be perceived as a 

response to his spouse’s statements. See, e.g., Tyson v. State, 622 N.E.2d 457, 459-

60 (Ind. 1993) (Supreme Court justice recused himself after his wife expressed 

support to counsel for one party, observing that however he held, his decision 

could be interpreted as a response to his wife’s conduct, and noting that 

“[s]ubstantial concerns about fairness arise when a judge who arguably should 

disqualify remains as a voting participant”).  

Whether Judge Orrick approved or merely acquiesced to the use of his 

image in support of controversial conclusions about the disputed facts of these 

cases, the fact that his own spouse used his image to convey such sentiments about 

issues in these cases is ample reason to conclude that his decisions with respect to 

those issues will be biased. 
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B. Disqualification Is Required Under 28 U.S.C. § 455 In Order To 
Avoid An Appearance Of Partiality. 

(a) Any ..... judge ..... shall disqualify himself in any proceeding in 
which his impartiality might reasonably be questioned. 

(b) He shall also disqualify himself in the following circumstances: 
(1) Where he has a personal bias or prejudice concerning a party....... 

28 U.S.C. § 455 (emphasis added). 

Although Defendants have presented sufficient evidence of actual bias to 

warrant recusal of Judge Orrick under §144, the bar for recusal is actually much 

lower. In 1974, Congress rewrote 28 U.S.C. § 455 to broaden the grounds for 

disqualification in the federal courts from “actual bias” to “the appearance of 

partiality”:  

The goal of section 455(a) is to avoid even the appearance of 
partiality. If it would appear to a reasonable person that a judge has 
knowledge of facts that would give him an interest in the litigation 
then an appearance of partiality is created even though no actual 
partiality exists[.]  

 
Liljeberg v. Health Services Acquisition Corp., 486 U.S. 847, 860-61 (1988). “It is 

the appearance of bias or partiality that matters here, not actual bias.” United States 

v. Tucker, 78 F.3d 1313, 1324 (8th Cir. 1996).  

For example, in Tucker, prosecutors, relying “primarily on news articles,” 

sought the recusal of District Court Judge Woods from the trial of Governor 

Tucker, because of Woods’s close association with Hillary Clinton. Governor 

Tucker was indicted for financial crimes related to an investigation of President 
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and Mrs. Clinton. Id. at 1315-16. News articles indicated that the Clintons had a 

close relationship with Judge Woods and had expressed their support of Governor 

Tucker, including after he was indicted. Based solely on such articles and the 

appearance of partiality, the court in Tucker ordered recusal. Id. at 1324-25. 

 In these high-profile cases, even if Judge Orrick’s relationship with PPSP 

and association with public condemnations of Defendants do not suffice to 

demonstrate actual bias, they certainly give rise to an appearance of partiality that 

itself requires recusal. 

1. Judge Orrick’s Relationship with Plaintiff PPSP Creates an 
Appearance of Partiality. 

In addition to the evidence of actual bias above, Judge Orrick’s past and 

ongoing fiduciary duties to GSFRC create an appearance of partiality. As noted 

above, because Judge Orrick was GSFRC’s Counsel/Secretary at the time of the 

formation of GSFRC’s partnership with PPSP, there is an unrebutted presumption 

that he accessed confidential information of both GSFRC and PPSP to perform his 

duties. Now, he has the duty to protect and preserve that information, as well as the 

duty to not injure GSFRC in a way relating to his legal representation of it – which 

likely includes its partnership with PPSP. 

In addition, PPSP seeks recovery for “being forced to expend additional, 

extensive resources on security” because Defendants’ “conspiracy has cost Plaintiffs 

millions of dollars and put the safety and security of Planned Parenthood’s personnel 
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and patients at serious risk[.]” PPFA-Dkt. 59 at ¶¶10, 188. This directly implicates 

Judge Orrick’s fiduciary duties to GSFRC because the security interests of PPSP are 

inextricably intertwined with those of GSFRC. If PPSP’s clinic at GSFRC were the 

subject of vandalism or picketing, GSFRC employees to whom Judge Orrick has 

fiduciary duties will necessarily be affected. Judge Orrick’s duties to GSFRC create at 

least an appearance of partiality toward PPSP. 

Judge Donato rejected all of Defendants’ arguments as solely “speculative” and 

“conjecture.” PPFA-Dkt. 186 at 4. But it was not Defendants’ burden to substantiate 

them. The only reason that these arguments were purportedly speculative is because 

Judge Orrick wrongly referred the adjudication of his disqualification under §455 to 

Judge Donato. As explained more fully below, Judge Orrick had an independent duty 

under §455 to enlighten the parties as to the facts, especially if Defendants’ Affidavit 

was inaccurate, based on his own superior knowledge of the facts. United States v. 

Sibla, 624 F.2d 864, 867-68 (9th Cir. 1980).  

Instead, Judge Orrick transferred both Defendants’ §144 and Defendants’ 

§455 motions to Judge Donato, and did not provide his own version of the facts to 

challenge Defendants’ allegations or to otherwise explain why his recusal was not 

warranted. Contrast Morris v. Petersen, No. 12-CV-02480-WHO, 2015 WL 78769 

(N.D. Cal. Jan. 5, 2015) (Hon. William Orrick III adjudicating motion to disqualify 

and discussing each fact alleged as evidence of his bias); Carolina Cas. Ins. Co. v. 
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Helsley, No. 1:10-CV-916-LJO-MJS, 2010 WL 4955547, at *2 (E.D. Cal. Nov. 30, 

2010) (“The Court has set forth in detail above the entire relationship between the 

undersigned and Chris Wanger.”). 

Although both GSFRC and PPSP filed declarations, neither rebutted the 

relevant allegations about Judge Orrick’s involvement with PPSP, GSFRC, and his 

public association with negative extrajudicial statements about Defendants. PPFA-

Dkt. 170-1; NAF-Dkt. 447-2. 

2. The Public Association of Judge Orrick’s Image with 
Extrajudicial Statements Create an Appearance of Partiality. 

Similarly, even if the use of Judge Orrick’s image in support of statements 

condemning Defendants were insufficient evidence of actual bias on Judge 

Orrick’s part, they certainly create the appearance of partiality, which requires 

recusal. See Smith v. Beckman, 683 P.2d 1214, 1216 (Colo. App. 1984) (“[A]n 

appearance of impropriety is created by the close nature of the marriage 

relationship. Generally, the public views married people as ‘a couple,’ as ‘a 

partnership,’ and as participants in a relationship more intimate than any other kind 

of relationship between individuals.”). 

It is undisputed that Mrs. Orrick enjoys the “right to speak out on the issues 

she cares about,” regardless of Judge Orrick’s views. NAF-Dkt. 452 at 6:14-18. 

Still, her exercise of that right can have ramifications for Judge Orrick. See In re 

Boggia, 203 N.J. 1, 14 (2010) (“[F]or spouses of judges, certain amenities of life, 
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and perhaps even some legal rights, have to be sacrificed or curtailed for the larger 

purpose of avoiding the fact or appearance of participation by the judge in the 

political effort of a spouse.”); Greenberg v. Kimmelman, 99 N.J. 552, 575-76 

(1985) (“The state interest in preserving the integrity of the judiciary outweighs [a 

judge’s spouse’s] interest in unrestricted employment opportunities.”).  

To find that the comments of judges’ spouses do not create an appearance of 

partiality, Judge Donato cited Judge Reinhardt’s decision not to recuse himself 

based on his wife’s political activism in Perry v. Schwarzenegger, 630 F.3d 909 

(9th Cir. 2011). Perry does not determine the outcome here for two reasons. First, 

Judge Reinhardt’s logic in Perry applies to appellate judges, not to trial judges who 

sit alone, and for whom there are numerous options for substitution. See id. at 915, 

fn. 6 (noting that the Supreme Court’s recusal policy “emphasizes that one 

unnecessary recusal impairs the functioning of the Court”) (quotation marks 

omitted); see also id. at 916 (“Were I to be recused because of the facts Proponents 

cite, it would not be merely from serving on the present panel but from voting on 

whether to rehear the case en banc and taking part in any en banc proceedings held 

by this court.”). At the district court level, there is no need for a presumption 

against recusal in close cases. On the contrary, “[t]he United States Court of 

Appeals for the Ninth Circuit has instructed that when a case is close, the balance 

should tip in favor of recusal.” Melendres v. Arpaio, No. CV-07-2513-PHX-MHM, 
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2009 WL 2132693, at *15 (D. Ariz. July 15, 2009) (finding recusal appropriate 

where court’s impartiality might reasonably be questioned based on judge’s sister’s 

publicly-held positions “highly disparaging of specific Defendants” and “tak[ing] a 

strong stand on disputed factual matters lying at the heart of the litigation”). This is 

at the very least a close case, if not a compelling one. Therefore, Judge Orrick 

should be recused. 

The second reason that Perry doesn’t control the outcome here is that, in 

Perry, Judge Reinhardt’s wife’s activities were the only reason to doubt his 

partiality, and – in his estimation – they did not call his impartiality into question 

because she “ha[d] no tangible interest in th[e] case’s outcome.” Perry, 630 F.3d at 

915. Here, Defendants have shown that Judge Orrick himself has a long personal 

history of working in support of one of the named Plaintiffs. As an Emeritus Board 

Member of GSFRC during the pendency of this case, Judge Orrick retains an 

interest in the success of GSFRC’s operations and the security of its property and 

personnel, clearly a “tangible interest in this case’s outcome.” Id.  

Considered alongside Judge Orrick’s own personal history, the use of his 

image to endorse strident public condemnations of Defendants compounds the 

appearance of partiality and warrants Judge Orrick’s recusal. 
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IV. THE FOURTH FACTOR: AN OFT REPEATED ERROR. 

The relationship between §144 and §455 is complex. Because §455 includes 

provisions covering both actual and apparent bias, its substance overlaps to an 

extent with §144’s, and thus “a motion properly brought pursuant to section 144 

will raise a question concerning recusal under section 455(b)(1) as well as section 

144.” United States v. Sibla, 624 F.2d 864, 867 (9th Cir. 1980). However, 

“[a]lthough the substantive test for bias or prejudice is identical in sections 144 and 

455, the procedural requirements of the two sections are different.” Id. With 

respect to section 144:  

[i]f the judge to whom a timely motion is directed determines that the 
accompanying affidavit specifically alleges facts stating grounds for recusal 
under section 144, the legal sufficiency of the affidavit has been established, 
and the motion must be referred to another judge for a determination of its 
merits.  
 

Id. (emphasis added). “[S]ection 455[, by contrast,] includes no provision for 

referral of the question of recusal to another judge; if the judge sitting on a case is 

aware of grounds for recusal under section 455, that judge has a duty to recuse 

himself or herself.” Id. at 868. When a motion is brought under both sections 144 

and 455, “section 455 modifies section 144 in requiring the [challenged] judge to go 

beyond the section 144 affidavit and consider the merits of the motion pursuant to 

section 455(a) & (b)(1).” Id.  

The net result is that a party submitting a proper motion and affidavit ..... 
can get two bites of the apple. If, after considering all the 
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circumstances, the judge declines to grant recusal pursuant to section 
455(a) & (b)(1), the judge still must determine the legal sufficiency of 
the affidavit filed pursuant to section 144. If that affidavit is sufficient on 
its face, the motion must be referred to another judge for a determination 
of its merits under section 144. 
 

Id. 

Under these precedents, faced with Defendants’ §144 and §455 recusal motion, 

Judge Orrick should have (a) granted or declined recusal on the basis of his own 

determination of actual bias or the appearance of partiality under §455, and then (b) 

determined the sufficiency of Defendants’ §144 affidavit. Only after performing both 

of these steps, and only if he had found the affidavit legally sufficient, should Judge 

Orrick have transferred the motion to a different judge. Judge Orrick neglected to do 

either (a) or (b) but transferred anyway. 

The failure of the challenged judge to initially adjudicate the motion “will 

significantly affect the appellate standard of review” because “the reviewing court 

[can only] determine whether the district court erred in failing sua sponte to recognize 

obvious grounds for recusal.” Sibla, 624 F.2d at 868. In other words, Judge Orrick’s 

failure to address Defendants’ §455 claims before transferring the motion to Judge 

Donato left later courts with only Defendants’ affidavit and not the more developed 

record that Judge Orrick should have provided in his order regarding Defendants’ 

§455 claims.  
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For this reason, this Court has repeatedly held that when a motion for recusal 

is brought, the challenged judge should rule on the motion in the first instance 

because:  

only the individual judge knows fully his own thoughts and feelings 
and the complete context of facts alleged. This is a valid 
consideration, since inquiry into the circumstances surrounding the 
presumptively true allegations is often appropriate in determining 
whether they are such as would prevent a fair decision on the merits. 
 

United States v. Azhocar, 581 F.2d 735, 738 (9th Cir. 1978) (emphasis added).  

Furthermore, without Judge Orrick’s response to the factual allegations, 

Judge Donato’s only choice should have been to accept those allegations as true: 

“[A] judge is generally required to accept the truth of the factual assertions in an 

Affidavit of Bias filed ..... [unless the] allegation ..... relates to facts that were 

peculiarly within the judge’s knowledge.” Ronwin v. State Bar of Arizona, 686 

F.2d 692, 701 (9th Cir. 1981), rev’d on other grounds sub nom. Hoover v. Ronwin, 

466 U.S. 558 (1984). But Judge Donato did not. 

These rules governing transfer of a §144 motion are repeated both in the statute 

itself and in Northern District of California Local Rule 3-14, which reads: 

Whenever an affidavit of bias or prejudice directed at a Judge of this 
Court is filed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 144, and the Judge has 
determined not to recuse him or herself and found that the affidavit is 
n[ot] legally insufficient. . ., the Judge shall refer the request for 
disqualification to the Clerk for random assignment to another Judge. 
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(Emphasis added.) But the commentary to that local rule erroneously provides: “This 

rule does not preclude a Judge from referring matters arising under 28 U.S.C. § 455 to 

the Clerk so that another Judge can determine disqualification.” As noted above, 

recusal motions arising under §455 actually require determination by the challenged 

judge, before possible transfer under §144. 

The text of Local Rule 3-14 is clear, however, that a challenged judge may 

transfer a §144 motion only (a) after the Judge has determined not to recuse himself 

and (b) so long as the judge does not find the affidavit legally insufficient. Yet twice 

in a row, Judge Orrick declined to make any recusal determination and asserted that 

the affidavits were not legally sufficient, but nevertheless transferred the motions 

under Local Rule 3-14. NAF-Dkt. 430; PPFA-Dkt. 167. Judge Orrick thus improperly 

advocated for denial of the motions, while depriving the second court of the record it 

needed to evaluate them. 

In support of Judge Orrick’s decision not to address the recusal motions 

himself, Judge Donato stated that Defendants “got more, not less than [they] w[ere] 

entitled to, and [are] therefore in no position to complain.” NAF-Dkt. 452 at 3 

(quoting United States v. Zagari, 419 F.Supp. 494, 499 (N.D. Cal. 1976)). But Judge 

Donato fundamentally misunderstood what Defendants were entitled to: not just an 

impartial judge ruling on the legal sufficiency of the affidavit, but the challenged 

judge ruling on the actual merits of the affidavit based on his actual knowledge. In 
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Zagari the motion was first adjudicated by the challenged judge; after the record was 

developed, the motion for reconsideration was transferred to another judge. In that 

instance, the defendants received what they were supposed to receive; Defendants 

here did not. See also United States ex rel Hamilton v. Yavapai Cmty. Coll. Dist., No. 

CV-12-08193-PCT-PGR, 2014 WL 12656540, at *1 (D. Ariz. Dec. 9, 2014) (“Since a 

disclosure of the relevant facts is required to explain the Court’s decision that recusal 

is not statutorily mandated, the Court notes the following . . . .”). 

Judge Orrick’s refusal to address his close association with PPSP under §455 

was clear error. Judge Donato compounded that error by not giving Defendants’ 

undisputed and unrebutted factual allegations the credit to which they were entitled. 

Judge Donato’s mistakes in handling the §144 affidavit procedure proceeded from 

Judge Orrick’s clear error, which, given (a) overlapping-but-not-identical statutes with 

different procedural requirements, (b) confusing case law, and (c) erroneous 

commentary on Local Rule 3-14, is likely to recur. This Court should grant writ 

review to ensure that it does not. 

CONCLUSION 

These cases are not merely high-profile; they involve one of the most 

contentious moral and political issues of our time. The public is well aware that 

abortion is a topic on which many people, including judges, are apt to have very 

strong feelings they would find difficult to set aside in order to be impartial. In 
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such a charged context, there is considerably more than the “slightest chance” that 

Judge Orrick’s relationship with GSFRC and PPSP and the publicly expressed 

opinions associated with him “could taint the public’s perception of the fairness of 

the outcome” of these cases. Melendres, 2009 WL 2132693, at *15. Therefore, this 

Court should grant a writ of mandamus requiring Judge Orrick’s recusal. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dated:  December 13, 2017 

/s/ Charles S. LiMandri    
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Thursday - June 22, 2017                   10:08 a.m. 

P R O C E E D I N G S 

---000--- 

THE CLERK:  Calling Civil 15-3522 WHO, National

Abortion Federation v. Center for Medical Progress.

Counsel, please come forward and state your appearances

for the record.

MR. FORAN:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Derek Foran for

National Abortion Federation.

THE COURT:  Plaintiff?

MR. FORAN:  That's correct, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Plaintiffs stand next to the jury.

MR. FORAN:  Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Switch tables.  Otherwise, I won't

remember who you are.

MR. FORAN:  Try again.  I'm used to being in

Judge Orrick's courtroom.

Derek Foran for National Abortion Federation, the

plaintiff, Your Honor.  

MS. MAYO:  Maggie Mayo for plaintiff.

MS. SHORT:  Catherine Short for defendant David

Daleide.

MR. JONNA:  Paul Jonna for defendant Center for

Medical Progress.

MR. BREJCHA:  Thomas Brejcha, Your Honor, for
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Mr. Daleide.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Who's going to take the lead on the

motion?

MS. SHORT:  I'll be speaking on behalf of the --

THE COURT:  Come on up.

MS. SHORT:  I'm sorry.  I didn't know if you had any

questions.

THE COURT:  Is there anything you would like to say?

MS. SHORT:  Your Honor, I just would -- I think our

papers pretty much cover everything we would like to say.

I just would emphasize that the motion is timely.  It was

brought as timely as -- as could be under the circumstances,

which is that we did not have all the information that we

currently have and did not get that information until very

recently.  And --

THE COURT:  Let me ask you about that.  So these posts

the judge's spouse liked are 2015 and 2016; right?

MS. SHORT:  That is correct, Your Honor.  But we did

not -- there was not a effort to search for other information

until we found that sort of critical piece of the puzzle, which

was that Judge Orrick was on the board of Good Samaritan until

2001, when Good Samaritan invited Planned Parenthood into the

clinic.  At that point it sort of reignited a search for other

relevant information.  And that's when those posts were

discovered.
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THE COURT:  And when did that happen?

MS. SHORT:  The posts were discovered the Sunday

before the motion was filed, which I believe has to be

June 3rd.

THE COURT:  Well, you knew -- you knew that

Judge Orrick was on the board of the Good Samaritan Center.

You just didn't know that it was two years longer, in your

view, than he publicly disclosed; right?

MS. SHORT:  Yes, except it was a critical period

because it was only after -- it was only in 2001, when Planned

Parenthood became a partner of Good Samaritan.  Prior to that,

all you could say was in the future sometime they created a

partnership.

We simply thought that his association as -- on the board

of directors had ended in 1999.  And then we found he was quite

active member, you could tell from the number of hours he

worked per week in 2001, when -- when good -- when Planned

Parenthood became a partner of Good Samaritan.

And then to find out that he continued on as a board

member emeritus until through -- I mean, the latest we know is

September of 2015.  We don't know beyond that date.

THE COURT:  What do you understand Good Samaritan

does?

MS. SHORT:  I understand Good Samaritan provides

services for low-income families, running a family planning
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clinic that is actually -- hosting a family planning clinic

that is operated by Planned Parenthood.

THE COURT:  You touched on a good distinction.  Good

Samaritan, you believe, did not run a family planning clinic;

right?

MS. SHORT:  It hosts the clinic on its premises.  It

provides the rent-free space.  It provides some staff

assistance to the clinic.

So it's very much -- again, it's -- Good Samaritan refers

to the clinic as a key partner.

THE COURT:  But the clinic was operated by Planned

Parenthood, a totally separate entity; right?

MS. SHORT:  I -- I -- when you say "totally separate

entity," again, it's -- if you look on Planned Parenthood's

website, you see the Mary Wohlford Clinic at the Good Samaritan

premises.

THE COURT:  I know there is a physical location there.

But they're independent entities and organizations; right?

MS. SHORT:  They are independent corporate entities,

that is correct.

THE COURT:  All right.  And isn't it also the case

that Good Samaritan hosted, as you said -- or made available

might be a better description, a whole range of services to

immigrant families that have nothing to do with family-planning

issues?
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MS. SHORT:  I -- I think -- I'm not sure to the extent

that they ever had the same relationship with other entities

that they did with Planned Parenthood.

THE COURT:  That's not my question.  My question was,

you agree -- and tell me if you don't, but you agree that Good

Samaritan hosted, to use your word, a number of services for

immigrant families to avail themselves of, that had nothing to

do with family planning; right?  

For example, they hosted English language and

parenting-skill services.  They hosted services for education.

They hosted services to help parents be successful in raising

their children.  Right?  A whole panoply of services unrelated

to Planned Parenthood; right?

MS. SHORT:  They provided those services.

I was using the word "host" specifically to describe the

relationship with Planned Parenthood, which, as you say, it's

an entity that is being brought in and allowed to operate as --

under the umbrella of Good Samaritan.

THE COURT:  But, in any event, you agree -- we'll just

take your 2001 date here as true.  You agree that after 2001,

Judge Orrick was no longer on the board or affiliated with the

board of Good Samaritan; right?

MS. SHORT:  No.  I believe his board membership

lasted -- I mean, we know he was on the board in 2002.  I think

it ends sometime before 2006, his board membership, yes.
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THE COURT:  So 2006 --

MS. SHORT:  As a regular board member, not as a board

member emeritus.

THE COURT:  What is the absolute final date, in your

view, of Judge Orrick's relationship to the Good Samaritan

board?

MS. SHORT:  For all we know, it's continuing to this

day.  We know it went through September 2015, or up to

September 2015, because we have no --

THE COURT:  Because he was listed on a fundraising

letter?

MS. SHORT:  Your question, I believe, was about --

THE COURT:  His service on the board.  

MS. SHORT:  On the board.

THE COURT:  What is the outer date you believe his

service on the board ended?

MS. SHORT:  I believe between 2003 and 2006.  Again,

we're not quite sure.

THE COURT:  That's a good 13 years before your case

came to his courtroom.

MS. SHORT:  Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Looking at the law, I'm just not clear --

the way that I believe this has come to me, and you tell me if

you have a different view, is under 144 and 455(a) and (b)(1),

all three?
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MS. SHORT:  I'm sorry, Your Honor.  I would have to

look at the paper.  I'm sure it was 144 and 455(a).  And the

(b), I have to admit, I -- I'm not -- I don't think it was (b),

but --

THE COURT:  That's fine.  We'll just take 144 and

455(a).  What, in your view, is the governing standard that I'm

supposed to apply?

MS. SHORT:  It's whether a reasonable person would

have a -- would question his ability to rule on the case

impartially.  A reasonable person aware of all the facts.

THE COURT:  All right.  So you're basically using what

the cases would say would be the 455(a) test.

MS. SHORT:  Correct, yes.

THE COURT:  Whether a reasonably -- an objectively

reasonable person would believe there might be an appearance of

bias; right?

MS. SHORT:  Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Now, under that standard, just

looking at what the judge's wife did, how does -- how does her

liking two Facebook entries cross that threshold?

Why would an objectively reasonable person find the

activities of an independent spouse to be something that should

be attributed to the judge?

MS. SHORT:  Two things, Your Honor.  One is that it --

it was a picture of Judge Orrick and his wife which appeared on
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those posts, which were -- we accept that these were highly

derogatory to the defendant and weighed in on issues of the

case.  So we start with those -- those, what those posts were,

how we ascribe those, it was Judge Orrick and his wife's

picture which were next to those likes on the -- on the

Facebook.

And they -- the second thing is, when you say his

"independent" wife, the cases cited by the plaintiffs, the

judge himself speaks up and says -- describes the relationship.

Judge Orrick did not do that here in his referral of this

case to you.  He opined on some other issues about his

relationship -- in referring the case to you, he did not take

the opportunity to say "and my wife's views are her own," as

opposed to Justice Reinhardt and --

THE COURT:  It's 2017.  Is that really necessary to

say?  Do you really have to say, in this day and age, "My wife

is an independent person"?  Isn't that just sort of a given

fact of life?

MS. SHORT:  Except for the fact that you have a

photograph of the two of them together --

THE COURT:  When do we ever assume that a spouse

necessarily has the same view as her husband?

MS. SHORT:  Because, Your Honor, we believe there's a

cumulative effect to these various --

THE COURT:  No, no.  Answer my question.  You're
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positing to me that because Judge Orrick did not, as you say,

take the opportunity to clarify that his wife is an independent

person, I should assume that she's not.  I'm finding that to be

a very difficult point to accept.

Why should -- what does that mean?

MS. SHORT:  It means that Judge Orrick was presented

with papers which had a picture of him and his wife, liking --

on likes to Facebook posts that were highly derogatory to

Mr. Daleide and his efforts, impugning his motives, and that,

you know, if -- he could have taken the opportunity at that

point to say, you know, "Yes, my wife, that was the post.  She

makes her own independent decisions about what to put on her

Facebook," and things like that.  He did not do that, as

opposed --

THE COURT:  You're telling me -- maybe I

misunderstood.  You can help me understand better.  But you're

telling me that in the absence of an actual statement, it

should be presumed that the wife's views are reflective of the

husband's.  I don't buy that.  I think that's completely wrong.

I don't need to say in public my wife is a freestanding

person.  That's a given.  That's a fact of life.

MS. SHORT:  Other judges have found it necessary to

state that.

THE COURT:  No.  They have chosen to state it.  They

did not find it necessary to state it.  That's a major
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distinction, Counsel.

Anyway, let me ask you this.  I'm really having trouble

understanding how this adds up to an objectively reasonable

appearance of bias when Judge Orrick's affiliation on the board

had an outer date, in your view, of 2006.  I think that might

even be a little generous, but let's just go with that.  And

his wife liked two things on Facebook from 2015 and 2016.

I just -- what do you think is your best case that says

that is enough to disqualify this judge?  Which one is the best

one?  Which one do you favor or which two do you favor?

MS. SHORT:  Well, Your Honor, it was pointed out,

he -- again, he continued to do legal work for Good Samaritan

up through 2009.  And, yes, we did know that initially after

he -- shortly after he took the case.  But, again, it was a

cumulation of factors.

And I, frankly, don't think that we have to pick the best

when we are arguing --

THE COURT:  No, no.  I'm asking which case law do you

favor?  We'll get back to the facts in a moment.

All I'm saying -- what I want to hear from you now is,

what do you think is your make-or-break case?  In other words,

what case do you cite that says this is the case that says

Judge Orrick should be recused?

MS. SHORT:  It is simply the standard.  I mean, it

could be the Liteky case.  It could be the cases that set out
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the standard that a reasonable person knowing the facts would

question his impartiality.  These are obviously very

fact-driven situations.  Each one is different.

THE COURT:  Well, they are.  But there are instructive

paradigms in the case law.

And what I'm struggling with is the facts, as you have

teed them up, do not fit under any of the cases that I have

read.  And I've read a lot more than -- I have read everything

both sides have proffered.  And I've read a lot more on top of

that.

The paradigms, although not definitive, obviously, for the

reason you state, nevertheless are instructive.  And your facts

don't fit into any of the cases that I've seen where recusal

made sense.

So I'm asking you, what case -- and if there is none,

there is none.  That's fine.  But I didn't see it.  So I wanted

you to help me out and tell me which case, sort of on the facts

where recusal was ordered or granted, best fits your position

here.

MS. SHORT:  I don't -- I can't point to a case like

that, Your Honor.

But what I would say is that what is missing from every

case where recusal is found not to be warranted is the direct

appeal of the non- -- nonmoving party to that connection, to

those beliefs that we have raised here.
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What you see is, yes, the judge was an alumni of this

school, and he makes an occasional donation.  But that's not

what -- the nonmoving party is not -- is not accusing the

moving party of trying to destroy that institution and trying

to drag its name through the mud.

THE COURT:  Let me just jump in.

Judge Orrick didn't say that.  He did not advocate

destroying any institutions.

MS. SHORT:  No, no, I understand Judge Orrick.  I'm

saying the nonmoving party is -- is accusing the moving party

here of trying to destroy this institution that Judge Orrick

was associated with, that obviously thought highly enough of to

bring into this clinic that he was on the board of for a couple

of decades.  And he thought highly enough of that -- of the

connection between the two to help foster that connection.  And

then -- so then we have the plaintiffs here accusing the

defendants of -- you know, they're appealing exactly to that

area, making the case all about that.

Again, if this was a simple breach of contract action or

allowed to be a simple breach of contract action, then it

wouldn't -- it wouldn't be so significant.

What we have here, that we don't have in those other

cases, that I'm sure Your Honor has read, is a direct appeal by

the nonmoving party to those connections and trying to fire up,

you might say, that -- that -- that bias or that prejudice.
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THE COURT:  Even if your characterization of

Judge Orrick's personal pre-bench history is right -- and I

think it's questionable, but let's assume that it is -- that

all ended years before this case got in front of him.  Years

before it got in front of him.

And you know the presumption is that judges put that aside

when they take the bench.  I just haven't seen anything that

motivates me to see that that presumption should be questioned

here.

MS. SHORT:  As -- as recently as the third instance we

raised was his comments in the May 25th hearing, where he is

ascribing to Mr. Daleide a desire to hurt people by releasing

these videos, as if that is Mr. Daleide's goal, is to harm

people by releasing the videos.

And that was very recent.  And that -- and that was a --

also a revelation that is not just a matter of taking certain

instances and saying, well, you know, post hoc ergo propter

hoc, that, you know because you released these videos these bad

things happened; therefore, I'm going to prevent you from

releasing more videos.  Now Judge Orrick is expressing the

belief that this was Mr. Daleide's goal, was to cause people to

be killed.

THE COURT:  Those are statements made in the course of

the actual courtroom proceedings; right?

MS. SHORT:  Except that they are based on blatant
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hearsay.

And, yes, Judge Orrick can take into account hearsay, you

know, in ruling on a preliminary injunction because the rules

are laxer.  But he seems to have taken that to the next level,

which is looking at a newspaper article, and from that

extrapolating and drawing out motives and consequences.

And it's one thing to do that in a preliminary hearing for

the purpose of deciding a -- you know, ruling on the

preliminary injunction, yeah, overrule our objections.  But now

we're going further than that, and we're saying, you know,

based on that, based on one newspaper article, I decide -- a

hearsay news paragraph -- I decide that you are a person who

wants -- you want people to be killed by releasing these

videos.

THE COURT:  You're reading an awful lot into a very

short comment on the record.

In any event, let me hear from your opponents.

MR. FORAN:  Thank you.  Good morning, Your Honor.

I don't have much to add, candidly.  I think that this is

an open-and-shut case of an abusive motion to disqualify that

was filed two years into the case and four -- four court days

before a contempt proceeding.

We think there are serious issues with respect to

timeliness.  We don't think that the reasonable person standard

is met.
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THE COURT:  Why do you think this is untimely?

MR. FORAN:  Because they admit in their moving papers,

in their declaration, that the main ground, the main ground for

this disqualification motion is Judge Orrick's association with

Good Samaritan.  That was disclosed to them in 2015.  They knew

about that in 2015.

In 2015, they knew that Judge Orrick was a president, a

vice president, an officer, and had provided legal counsel to

this organization through 2009.

This new fact that they say -- which, by the way, is based

on a 2001 document -- this new fact that he was the secretary

in 2001 is totally irrelevant.

There's some suggestion in their papers that that means he

was a fiduciary.  But, as we pointed out and as they agreed in

their reply, he was a fiduciary through 2009.

None of this matters.  All of the material facts were

known to them.  Put aside the May 25th hearing issue.  All of

the material facts were known to them in 2015.

THE COURT:  Let me ask you this.  So judge Orrick's

name, though, does show up on Good Samaritan letters as

recently as 2015; isn't that right?

MR. FORAN:  That's correct, Your Honor, as an emeritus

board member.  "Emeritus" is literally the Latin for "retired."

Judge Orrick will be a retired board member of this

organization throughout, hopefully, his lengthy life.  It adds
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nothing to --

THE COURT:  But that letter came from Good Samaritan?

MR. FORAN:  I believe that's correct, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  And there's no indication that

Judge Orrick had any hand in the preparation of that letter?

MR. FORAN:  That's 100 percent correct, Your Honor.

There's just no "there" there.  

This is very, very obvious what's going on.  David Daleide

refuses to show up, despite a court order, to an emergency

hearing on May 25th.  And, instead, he starts going snooping

around for personal information of a federal judge and his

spouse in order to stop a contempt proceeding.  It's as plain

as day.  As plain as day.  

And even if the Court were inclined to reach the merits of

this case, it just doesn't -- it just doesn't meet the

standard.

No reasonable person, an objectively reasonable person,

thoughtful person, well advised of all the facts of this case,

could reach the conclusion that Judge Orrick was biased or

appeared to be bias.

THE COURT:  Let me ask you this.  Under 144,

Judge Orrick, in the first instance, had the opportunity to

find this to be untimely.  And yet the matter has been put into

my hands.

So is he -- has he effectively found it to be timely, in
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your view?

MR. FORAN:  Your Honor, his order speaks for itself.

I wouldn't presume to know or state what Judge Orrick's intent

was.

THE COURT:  But you know under 144 the sitting judge

has to first decide that the allegations are timely and

whatever that -- substantial.

MR. FORAN:  Sure.  Legally sufficient.

THE COURT:  Sufficient.

MR. FORAN:  Right.

THE COURT:  So, in your view, should I assume that he

did find that it was timely?

MR. FORAN:  No, Your Honor.  I don't think that's the

case.  To the contrary, he says, "I have serious doubts about

the timeliness."

I don't think that he transferred this case under 144.  A

transfer under 144 is for all purposes.  The Northern

District's local rule allows a judge -- and my understanding,

now that I have learned -- allow judges in the Northern

District to routinely transfer disqualification motions like

this in order to make sure that the moving party gets a fair

day in court.  And that's a classic example.

They appear to be suggesting that Judge Orrick is deciding

this case on the basis of some bias.

He's providing these defendants with, in our view, more
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process than they are entitled to.  He could have denied that

motion outright, that day, and proceeded with the contempt

proceeding.  He had the full authority to do that.  He did not

do it.

He's deciding this case based upon the facts and the law

that have been presented to him.  And he's been routinely

upheld in the Ninth Circuit.  There's no basis to this motion.

Your Honor, the only thing I would ask the Court, we want

to get on with the contempt proceeding.  Unless --

THE COURT:  I have accelerated it for that purpose.

MR. FORAN:  Okay.

THE COURT:  Not for the purpose of that, but for the

purpose of just bringing clarity and finality quickly.

MR. FORAN:  I appreciate it.

THE COURT:  You all have a lot to do.  It's not my

task to be do it for the purpose of me handling it.  But I did

want to make sure that we got this processed as quickly as I

could do it so that it doesn't become a drag on the rest of the

main event.

I just -- so what I hear you suggesting is, regardless of

what Judge Orrick may have concluded, in your view he -- he, in

an abundance of caution, asked an outside judge in this case,

me, to take a look at it.

MR. FORAN:  I think that's right, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Okay.  So you would not say that he found
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it was timely or untimely.  He may have expressed some views on

it, but he essentially said, I will let a third-party judge

from outside the case handle it?

MR. FORAN:  That's absolutely right, Your Honor.

That's for you to decide.

THE COURT:  What about this related case?

MR. FORAN:  Planned Parenthood?

THE COURT:  Yeah.  Isn't there a same pending recusal

motion in that?

MR. FORAN:  There is, Your Honor.

Counsel for Planned Parenthood is present in court, should

the Court wish to hear from that party.  I have spoken to

Ms. Bomse, who is the lawyer for Planned Parenthood.  

And it would be our desire, in terms of procedure, that

the Court proceed with all due haste to get an order out on our

case so that we can proceed with the contempt proceeding.  

My understanding is Planned Parenthood is perfectly

well-prepared to submit supplemental briefs.  And it can be

decided on a fairly quick basis, once the Court decides the

issue in this case, just because of the contempt proceeding,

Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  Thank you.

MR. FORAN:  Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Ms. Short, final words?

MS. SHORT:  I just wanted to make one correction that

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

 
[28]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-3, Page 28 of 47
(86 of 916)



    22

Mr. Foran said, that it was disclosed -- Judge Orrick's

relationship with Good Samaritan, and thus Planned Parenthood,

was disclosed to the defendants.

It was not.  It was a matter of information coming to us.

Judge Orrick did not disclose that relationship.  And the -- we

found the Senate Judiciary Committee questionnaire, which had

the incorrect information about the length of his term.

So I wanted to make that correction.  This information was

not something disclosed.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Now, what about the related case

though?

MS. SHORT:  I'm sorry?

THE COURT:  Do you have -- you're the moving party in

that case as well?

MS. SHORT:  Yes, correct.

THE COURT:  It's the same issue, isn't it?

MS. SHORT:  Yes.

THE COURT:  Same facts, same issue?

MS. SHORT:  Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Can we just make this do double

duty?  I don't see any reason to have separate proceedings on

identical arguments or facts.

MR. FORAN:  I have no objection to that, Your Honor.

MS. SHORT:  And -- well, Your Honor, I mean, the only

difference is that the relationship being Planned Parenthood --
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you mentioned, to begin with, that Planned Parenthood wasn't

even a party.  Planned Parenthood is a party in the second

case.  I don't know if that has any bearing on your decision or

not.

THE COURT:  Do you think it does?

MS. SHORT:  Based on your comments so far?

THE COURT:  From your perspective, do you think it

does?

MS. SHORT:  Obviously, the connection between

Judge Orrick and Good Samaritan and Planned Parenthood and this

NAF proceeding is one less link in the chain if we go to the

related action.

THE COURT:  Just looking at the procedural issue,

whether I can get this done both now or do I need to take

argument separately in the Planned Parenthood case, what would

be the reason to have argument on the Planned Parenthood case?

MS. SHORT:  None, Your Honor, unless you see a

distinction between the two proceedings in terms of one of

them -- the plaintiff being NAF and the other plaintiff being

Planned Parenthood.

THE COURT:  All right.  So if I don't see that

distinction, you're comfortable with the same order handling

both motions?

MS. SHORT:  Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Any last words before it's submitted?
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MS. SHORT:  Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  No?  No last words?  You don't have to

have any.  It's okay.  You can just say "submitted."

MS. SHORT:  Yes, submitted.  Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right.  I will have this out promptly,

okay.

MR. FORAN:  Thank you.

THE COURT:  Thank you.  

(At 10:35 a.m. the proceedings were adjourned.)  

-  -  -  - 

CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER 

         I certify that the foregoing is a correct transcript 

from the record of proceedings in the above-entitled matter.  
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 
 

CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, et 
al., 

Defendants. 
 

Case No. 15-cv-03522-WHO   (JD) 
 
 
ORDER RE MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION OF DISTRICT 
JUDGE UNDER 28 U.S.C. §§ 144 AND 
455 

Re: Dkt. No. 428 
 

 

Defendants David Daleiden and The Center for Medical Progress seek to disqualify United 

States District Judge William H. Orrick, III from continuing to preside over this case.  The motion 

is denied. 

BACKGROUND 

This case began on July 31, 2015, when plaintiff National Abortion Federation (“NAF”) 

sued The Center for Medical Progress (“CMP”), BioMax Procurement Services, LLC, David 

Daleiden and Troy Newman.  Dkt. No. 1.  Judge Orrick was randomly assigned to the case, and he 

has presided over it continuously ever since.  See Dkt. No. 4 (assigning case to Judge Orrick).  The 

case has been actively litigated, to say the least.  As of June 8, 2017, the docket contained 430 

separate entries.  Judge Orrick has issued multiple orders, including a temporary restraining order 

and a preliminary injunction.  Dkt. Nos. 15, 354.  The circuit court has been involved as well -- 

more frequently than is the norm at this stage of a civil case -- and has denied a writ of mandamus 

for a discovery order and affirmed the preliminary injunction, among other actions.  Dkt. 

Nos. 140, 401.   

In the order affirming the preliminary injunction, the circuit court described the individual 

defendants as “anti-abortion activists” who “misrepresented themselves as representatives of a 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 452   Filed 06/26/17   Page 1 of 10
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company, BioMax Procurement Services LLC, purportedly engaging in fetal tissue research.”  

Dkt. No. 401 at 2.  They did this to gain access to NAF’s annual meetings.  NAF is a non-profit 

professional association of abortion providers whose mission is “ensur[ing] safe, legal, and 

accessible abortion care.”  Id. at 1-2 (quotations and alterations in original).  At NAF’s 2014 and 

2015 annual meetings, the individual defendants and others posing as BioMax representatives 

surreptitiously recorded several hundred hours of events, including informal conversations with 

other attendees.  The defendants “attempted in those conversations to solicit statements from 

conference attendees that they were willing to violate federal laws regarding abortion practices 

and the sale of fetal tissue.”  Id. at 3.  The defendants then made some of the recordings public, 

and “[a]fter the release of the recordings, incidents of harassment and violence against abortion 

providers increased, including an armed attack at the clinic of one of the video subjects that 

resulted in three deaths.”  Id.  On these facts, the circuit court affirmed Judge Orrick’s issuance of 

the preliminary injunction, which enjoined defendants and related individuals from:  

“(1) publishing or otherwise disclosing to any third party any video, audio, photographic, or other 

recordings taken, or any confidential information learned, at any NAF annual meetings; 

(2) publishing or otherwise disclosing to any third party the dates or locations of any future NAF 

meetings; and (3) publishing or otherwise disclosing to any third party the names or addresses of 

any NAF members learned at any NAF annual meetings.”  Dkt. No. 354 at 42. 

On May 8, 2017, the circuit court granted defendants’ unopposed motion to stay the 

mandate for the appeal of Judge Orrick’s preliminary injunction order, but emphasized that “[t]he 

preliminary injunction . . . remains in effect.”  Dkt. No. 407.  After receiving a letter from 

plaintiff’s counsel outlining what could be intentional violations of the preliminary injunction 

(e.g., that Daleiden’s counsel in a separate criminal case had made available on counsel’s website 

copies of the enjoined recordings), Judge Orrick held a telephonic hearing on May 25, 2017.  See 

Dkt. No. 409.  Daleiden and his criminal counsel did not appear, in violation of the court’s 

direction (for Daleiden) and invitation (for counsel) that they participate.  Id. at 1.  In a written 

order issued the same day, Judge Orrick ordered remedial measures such as taking down from the 
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website all links to recordings covered by the preliminary injunction, and he set a contempt 

hearing for June 14, 2017, at 2:00 p.m.  Id. at 2. 

It was not until June 7, 2017, just seven days before the contempt hearing, that defendants 

Daleiden and CMP filed the present motion to disqualify Judge Orrick on the basis of bias or 

prejudice, or the appearance of partiality.  Dkt. No. 428.  The motion, which was brought under 28 

U.S.C. §§ 144 and 455, was the first of its kind to be filed in this nearly two-year-old and highly 

active case.  Judge Orrick promptly referred it for random reassignment to another judge.  Dkt. 

No. 430.  Strictly speaking, that was not a legal necessity.  Under 28 U.S.C. § 144, reassignment is 

required only if there is a “timely and sufficient affidavit,” as determined by the judge to whom 

the motion is directed.  See United States v. Sibla, 624 F.2d 864, 867 (9th Cir. 1980).  On this 

point, Judge Orrick said that he did “not think that [the affidavit] is legally sufficient,” and he had 

“concerns about its timeliness and whether the timing is simply an attempt to delay the resolution 

of the OSC re Contempt.”  Dkt. No. 430 at 2.  Similarly, motions under 28 U.S.C. § 455 are 

determined by the judge to whom the motion is directed.  See 28 U.S.C. § 455(a) (“judge . . . shall 

disqualify himself”); see also Sibla, 624 F.2d at 867-68 (Section 455 is “directed to the judge,” “is 

self-enforcing on the part of the judge,” and “includes no provision for referral of the question of 

recusal to another judge”).  Motions under Section 455 must also “be made in a timely fashion.”  

Davies v. Commissioner of the Internal Revenue, 68 F.3d 1129, 1131 (9th Cir. 1995).  Judge 

Orrick would have been well within the law to deny the disqualification motion outright, yet he 

chose instead to refer the entire motion under both Sections 144 and 455 to another judge to be 

selected at random.  See Dkt. No. 430 at 2 (citing to the Commentary to Civil Local Rule 3-14 and 

noting that there is no bar to a judge “likewise referring a motion under Section 455 to the Clerk 

so that another Judge can determine disqualification.”).1 

                                                 
1 Defendants do not argue that this was improper in any way, for good reason.  See, e.g., United 
States v. Zagari, 419 F. Supp. 494, 499 (N.D. Cal. 1976) (“Although he did not have to do it, 
Judge Conti asked that an outside judge be assigned to reconsider” his denial of the recusal 
motion, and “took action to make it possible that the hearing on the motion be de novo.  . . . The 
defendant here got more, not less, than he was entitled to, and is therefore in no position to 
complain.”). 
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Undoubtedly this was done out of an abundance of caution and to maximize the parties’ 

and the public’s confidence in the judicial process.  The Court shares Judge Orrick’s skepticism 

that the affidavit is timely and sufficient, and a good case could be made that this motion should 

be terminated on that ground alone.  Nevertheless, in the interest of completeness and clarity, the 

Court addresses the substance of the motion.  See, e.g., Melendres v. Arpaio, No. CV-07-2513-

PHX-MHM, 2009 WL 2132693, at *7 (D. Ariz. July 15, 2009) (“Overall, the law supports the 

denial of defendants’ recusal motion as untimely.  However, because the Court must abide by an 

unwavering commitment to the perception of fairness in the judicial process, it will not deny the 

petition on the basis of timeliness and will instead address the substantive questions raised by the 

request for recusal.”); United States ex rel. Hamilton v. Yavapai Community College District, 

No. CV-12-08193-PCT-PGR, 2014 WL 12656540, at *2 n.4 (D. Ariz. Dec. 9, 2014) (noting that 

“for purposes of facilitating the consideration of the merits of the [recusal] motion,” court 

“assumes that the motion was timely filed notwithstanding that this action is now going into its 

third year of litigation.”). 

DISCUSSION 

Defendants invoke 28 U.S.C. §§ 144, 455(a) and 455(b)(1) for disqualification.  See Dkt. 

No. 428 at 1 nn.1-2.  Section 144 provides that “[w]henever a party to any proceeding in a district 

court makes and files a timely and sufficient affidavit that the judge before whom the matter is 

pending has a personal bias or prejudice either against him or in favor of any adverse party, such 

judge shall proceed no further therein, but another judge shall be assigned to hear such 

proceeding.”  Section 455(a) states that “[a]ny . . . judge . . . of the United States shall disqualify 

himself in any proceeding in which his impartiality might reasonably be questioned.”  And under 

Section 455(b)(1), the judge “shall also disqualify himself . . . [w]here he has a personal bias or 

prejudice concerning a party, or personal knowledge of disputed evidentiary facts concerning the 

proceeding.” 

While the procedure for motions under Section 144 and Section 455, respectively, is 

slightly different, the governing standard is the same.  Our circuit has held that “[t]he test for 

personal bias or prejudice in section 144 is identical to that in section 455(b)(1),” and “section 
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(b)(1) simply provides a specific example of a situation in which a judge’s ‘impartiality might 

reasonably be questioned’ pursuant to section 455(a).”  Sibla, 624 F.2d at 867.  Consequently, 

where, as here, the only question is whether a district judge should be removed from a case for 

personal bias or prejudice under Sections 144, 455(a) and 455(b)(1), the “same substantive 

standard will be applied to each section.”  Id.  That standard is an objective one and asks “whether 

a reasonable person with knowledge of all the facts would conclude that the judge’s impartiality 

might reasonably be questioned.”  United States v. Holland, 519 F.3d 909, 913-14 (9th Cir. 2008).  

The “reasonable person” for this inquiry is not “someone who is ‘hypersensitive or unduly 

suspicious,’ but rather is a ‘well-informed, thoughtful observer.’”  Id. at 913 (citations omitted).  

In evaluating recusal or disqualification, the Court is mindful that a judge has “as strong a 

duty to sit when there is no legitimate reason to recuse as he does to recuse when the law and facts 

require.”  Clemens v. U.S. Dist. Court for Central Dist. of Cal., 428 F.3d 1175, 1179 (9th Cir. 

2005) (quotation omitted).  Our circuit also holds that “section 455(a) claims are fact driven, and 

as a result, the analysis of a particular section 455(a) claim must be guided, not by comparison to 

similar situations addressed by prior jurisprudence, but rather by an independent examination of 

the unique facts and circumstances of the particular claim at issue.”  Id. at 1178. 

I. MRS. ORRICK’S FACEBOOK ACTIVITY 

Defendants seek disqualification on the basis of three instances of Facebook activity by 

Judge Orrick’s wife.  In one instance, defendants say she “pinkified” her Facebook page and 

added “I stand with Planned Parenthood” as a Facebook profile picture overlay sometime in the 

summer or fall of 2015.  Dkt. No. 428 at 3.  Mrs. Orrick’s profile picture for this instance featured 

her alone.  See Dkt. No. 428-1 (Daleiden Decl.), Exh. 9.   

For the two other instances, defendants say she “liked” a Facebook post by “Keep America 

Pro-Choice” that appears to have linked to an article by the National Abortion Rights Action 

League (NARAL).  Dkt. No. 428 at 3; Daleiden Decl., Exh. 11.  The article mentioned, ostensibly 

in reference to Daleiden and CMP’s work, the “highly publicized release of heavily edited videos 

by a sham organization run by extremists who will stop at nothing to deny women legal abortion 

services.”  Id.  Mrs. Orrick also “liked” another Facebook post by “Keep America Pro-Choice” 
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that reported Daleiden’s criminal indictment in Texas as a positive development.  Dkt. No. 428 at 

3; Daleiden Decl., Exh. 12.  Both of these “likes” appeared with a profile picture that showed her 

together with Judge Orrick.   

That is the sum total of defendants’ concerns with respect to Mrs. Orrick, and they do not 

amount to a reason to disqualify Judge Orrick.  This is so because the premise of defendants’ 

argument is the faulty and anachronistic assumption that a wife’s communicative activity 

necessarily represents the views of, or should be attributed to, her husband.  Defendants’ counsel 

extended this idea even further at the hearing by stating that Mrs. Orrick should not be deemed an 

independent speaker and thinker because Judge Orrick had not expressly vouched for that.  See 

also Dkt. No. 449 at 7 (contrasting this case with Perry v. Schwarzenegger, 630 F.3d 909 (9th Cir. 

2011), where Judge Reinhardt declined recusal over his wife’s activities and expressly stated that 

“her views regarding issues of public significance are her own”).  These are not credible 

arguments for disqualification.  While marriage imposes some limits on each partner’s personal 

autonomy, spouses do not give up their freedom of thought and expression.  It is beyond question 

that a woman’s right to speak out on the issues she cares about does not end when she says “I do,” 

and her status as an independent actor does not depend on her husband’s express declaration of 

that fact.  No thoughtful or well-informed person would simply assume that one spouse’s views 

should always be ascribed or attributed to the other in the absence of an express disclaimer.  See, 

e.g., Perry, 630 F.3d at 916 (wife “is an independent person who need not obtain my approval or 

agreement to advocate for whatever social causes she chooses.  The views are hers, not mine”); 

Akins v. Knight, No. 2:15-cv-4096-NKL, 2016 WL 127594, at *3 (W.D. Mo. Jan. 11, 2016) 

(husband “is an independent person . . . [whose] views are his own.  The average person on the 

street would not reasonably believe the undersigned would approach a case in a partial manner due 

to Mr. Kelly’s independent views regarding a subject, whether those views are publicly expressed 

or not.”).   

Consequently, defendants bear the burden of showing that there is a particular reason in 

this case to believe that Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook posts may in fact express Judge Orrick’s views.  

They have not identified a single fact that supports that conclusion.  That two of the posts featured 
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a generic photo of the couple is of no moment.  Only Mrs. Orrick’s name was stated with her 

“likes” and her image is clearly visible and identifiable as the female half of the pictured couple.  

See, e.g., Daleiden Decl., Exh. 12.  Even assuming a reasonable observer were to recognize Judge 

Orrick by sight in the picture, there is no realistic likelihood that the observer might then confuse 

the “like” as having come from Judge Orrick.   

This case is not at all like Melendres v. Arpaio, No. CV-07-2513-PHX-MHM, 2009 WL 

2132693 (D. Ariz. July 15, 2009), which defendants heavily rely upon.  There, Judge Mary 

Murguia, then on the district court, recused herself because of articles disparaging the parties in 

the case that were published on a website that prominently pictured her identical twin sister next to 

each article.  “Even though the picture is correctly labeled as belonging to” the twin sister, Judge 

Murguia sought to “avoid the risk of confusing the Court’s picture with that of her sibling,” and 

found it necessary to consider “the possibility that a reasonably well-informed and impartial 

observer might mistake the Court for her identical twin sister.”  2009 WL 2132693, at *15 n.9.  

No similar risk of mistake exists here.   

II. JUDGE ORRICK’S RELATIONSHIP WITH GOOD SAMARITAN FAMILY 
RESOURCE CENTER 

The moving defendants also point to Judge Orrick’s “longstanding relationship” with the 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center as grounds for disqualification.  Dkt. No. 428 at 1.  This 

matters, they say, because Good Samaritan “has a ‘key partnership’ with a Planned Parenthood 

affiliate that is a member of the plaintiff National Abortion Federation.”  Id.  It is not disputed that 

Good Samaritan is a non-profit organization that provides a wide range of assistance to low-

income Latino families in San Francisco, including English as a Second Language classes, 

parenting classes, a domestic violence support group and child development classes.  See Dkt. 

No. 447 at 10; Daleiden Decl., Exh. 5 at ECF pp. 75-81.  It is also not disputed that Planned 

Parenthood Shasta Pacific (now Planned Parenthood Northern California) had a clinic onsite at 

Good Samaritan’s facility.   

Defendants place particular emphasis on the fact that Judge Orrick was secretary of Good 

Samaritan’s Board of Directors in 2001, “when GSFRC entered into its ‘key partnership’ with 
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PPSP.”  Dkt. No. 428 at 2.  Defendants say that because of this timing, Judge Orrick must 

“necessarily” have been involved in the board’s decision to initiate that partnership and he must 

have “had access to confidential, extrajudicial information which will or could bias or affect his 

decision.”  Dkt. No. 428 at 7; Dkt. No. 449 at 5.  This allegation, however, is purely conclusory 

and speculative.  Defendants do not proffer any evidence supporting it, and “Section 455(a) does 

not require recusal based on speculation.”  See Clemens, 428 F.3d at 1180; see also Yagman v. 

Republic Ins., 987 F.2d 622, 626 (9th Cir. 1993) (recusal not warranted under § 144 or § 455 

based on mere speculation).   

Although defendants also take issue with Judge Orrick and Mrs. Orrick’s financial 

donations to Good Samaritan, that is immaterial given that Good Samaritan is, as counsel 

acknowledged at the hearing, a separate legal entity from Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific.  

Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific itself is a wholly separate entity from the only plaintiff in this 

case, the National Abortion Federation.  Cf. United States ex rel. Hamilton v. Yavapai Community 

College District, No. CV-12-08193-PCT-PGR, 2014 WL 12656540, at *1 (D. Ariz. Dec. 9, 2014) 

(in denying recusal motion based on fact that judge and his wife “are financial supporters of the 

College,” noting that judge and his wife donated not to the College but to the Yavapai College 

Foundation, which is “a separate legal entity from the College and is not a named party to this 

action”). 

As counsel also stated at the hearing, even by defendants’ own potentially overbroad 

measure, Judge Orrick’s service as an active board member of Good Samaritan ended no later than 

2006, almost a decade before this case was filed.  That he continued to be listed by Good 

Samaritan as an “emeritus” board member in recognition of his past service would not cause the 

well-informed, thoughtful observer to have doubts about Judge Orrick’s impartiality.  The greatly 

attenuated connection that is alleged between Judge Orrick and plaintiff NAF -- through Good 

Samaritan and then again through Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific -- is miles away from the 

kind of entanglements that would support recusal under the standard that governs this motion.  

Recusal has been denied in circumstances featuring much closer ties.  See, e.g., Datagate, Inc. v. 
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Hewlett-Packard Co., 941 F.2d 864, 870-71 (1991) (affirming district judge’s denial of recusal 

where judge’s son had been employed by HP, the defendant, “for the past fifteen years”).   

III. JUDGE ORRICK’S COMMENTS AT THE MAY 25 TELEPHONIC HEARING 

As a final challenge, the moving defendants contend that Judge Orrick should be 

disqualified based on his comments on the record at the May 25, 2017 telephonic hearing that 

Daleiden would be “well advised . . . that he is obligated to follow the Court’s orders [and] not try 

to skate around them and cause real harm to human beings . . . .”  Dkt. No. 428 at 9.  Even giving 

defendants the benefit of the doubt that in-court comments of this sort can be the basis for recusal, 

see Liteky v. United States, 510 U.S. 540, 555 (1994), there is plainly nothing of concern in this 

on-the-record admonition, which was based on facts contained not only in Judge Orrick’s 

preliminary injunction order but also in the circuit court’s order affirming it.   

Defendants say the comment was improper because “[w]hether there was a violation of the 

preliminary injunction remains to be determined.”  Dkt. No. 449 at 8.  But nothing in the comment 

is inconsistent with that proposition.  Judge Orrick made no finding that the preliminary injunction 

had been violated; he was only advising Daleiden that he had better not violate it.  That is well 

within the bounds of what a trial judge may say and do.   

Nor did Judge Orrick ascribe any “intent to harm” to Daleiden, as he and CMP allege.  

Judge Orrick stated that Daleiden had better not “skate around” his order “and cause real harm,” 

not “to cause real harm.”  To the extent the statement about causing harm was a reference to the 

violence that followed the release of the recordings at issue in this case, Judge Orrick carefully 

explained the basis of his finding that the attacks on abortion clinics were connected to the release 

of the videos.  See Dkt. No. 354 at 16-18, 36-38.  Far from being an inappropriate comment that 

might support the appearance of partiality, the statement, to the extent it was a reference to those 

earlier findings, was an opinion “formed by the judge on the basis of facts introduced or events 

occurring in the course of the current proceedings,” which “do not constitute a basis for a bias or 

partiality motion unless they display a deep-seated favoritism or antagonism that would make fair 

judgment impossible.”  Liteky, 510 U.S. at 544.  There was nothing improper about the comments.  
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IV. CUMULATIVE IMPACT 

Defendants say disqualification should also result from the “cumulative effect” of the facts 

and circumstances they have identified, Dkt. No. 428 at 9, but the Court finds there is no “effect” 

to “cumulate.”  Each of defendants’ arguments adds up to a zero, and the whole is not greater than 

the sum of these parts. 

CONCLUSION 

The motion to disqualify is denied. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated:  June 26, 2017 

 

  
JAMES DONATO 
United States District Judge 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION 
OF AMERICA, INC., et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

 
CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, et 
al., 

Defendants. 
 

Case No. 16-cv-00236-WHO   (JD) 
 
 
ORDER DENYING JUDICIAL 
DISQUALIFICATION 

Re: Dkt. No. 164 

 

 

 

Defendants have asked to disqualify the Hon. William H. Orrick, III, as the presiding 

district judge in this case based on arguments that repeat, for the most part, the arguments made 

for disqualification in the companion case, National Abortion Federation v. Center for Medical 

Progress et al., Case No. 3:15-cv-3522-WHO (“NAF”).  The request is denied for the same 

reasons as in that case.  The Court writes separately here to explain why certain factual differences 

between the two cases do not lead to a different result.   

BACKGROUND 

This case and NAF are related actions.  Dkt. No. 10.
1
  Defendants here include all four of 

the defendants from the NAF case (namely, The Center for Medical Progress, BioMax 

Procurement Services, LLC, David Daleiden and Troy Newman).  Two of those defendants, David 

Daleiden and The Center for Medical Progress, filed the motions to disqualify Judge Orrick in 

both cases. 

                                                 
1
 Unless otherwise noted, all docket cites are to the docket for this case, the Planned Parenthood 

action, Case No. 16-cv-236. 
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There is no need to repeat here the detailed findings in the order denying disqualification in 

NAF.  See National Abortion Federation v. Center for Medical Progress, No. 15-cv-03522-WHO 

(JD), 2017 WL 2766173 (N.D. Cal. June 26, 2017).  The focus will be on the material similarities 

and dissimilarities between the two cases.  

The National Abortion Federation (“NAF”) is a non-profit professional association of 

abortion providers that holds annual meetings.  A primary allegation here, as in NAF, is that 

defendants attended NAF’s annual meetings under false pretenses, and covertly recorded the 

proceedings and informal conversations with other attendees.  A key difference between the cases 

is that in NAF, the plaintiff was the National Abortion Federation itself.  Here, plaintiffs are eleven 

separate Planned Parenthood entities who allege that defendants also had separate meetings with 

Planned Parenthood staff, which they again secretly taped.  Dkt. No. 59 ¶¶ 75-76, 95-97.  

Plaintiffs assert that defendants manipulated the recordings and released them to the public as 

purported evidence that Planned Parenthood had acted illegally with respect to the treatment of 

fetal tissue.  See, e.g., id. ¶¶ 126-129, 133-134.  After the videos were published, plaintiffs say 

there was a dramatic increase in threats, harassment and criminal activities targeting abortion 

providers and their supporters, and Planned Parenthood health centers in particular.  Id. ¶¶ 8, 130.  

Plaintiffs state fifteen legal claims against defendants, including claims for violation of the 

Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (“RICO”), 18 U.S.C. §§ 1962(c) and 

1962(d), civil conspiracy, breach of contract and trespass.  Id. ¶¶ 148-253. 

Defendants Daleiden and The Center for Medical Progress initially filed a motion to 

disqualify Judge Orrick in NAF.  See Dkt. No. 428 in Case No. 15-cv-3522.  While Judge Orrick 

would have been perfectly within bounds to have decided the motion himself, he promptly 

referred it for random reassignment to another judge, see Dkt. No. 430 in Case No. 15-cv-3522, 

undoubtedly out of an abundance of caution and to maximize the parties’ and the public’s 

confidence in the judicial process.  NAF, 2017 WL 2766173, at *2.  When defendants 

subsequently filed the disqualification motion in this case, Judge Orrick found that “[t]he grounds 

raised in this motion are identical to the ones raised in the NAF case, although slightly different 
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facts are alleged here.”  Dkt. No. 167.  He consequently referred the motion “to the Clerk so that it 

may be assigned to the Hon. James Donato, who was randomly assigned the prior motion.”  Id. 

This Court held a hearing on the disqualification motion in NAF, at which counsel for 

Daleiden and the CMP in both cases appeared and argued.  Dkt. No. 451 in Case No. 15-cv-3522.  

At the hearing, counsel acknowledged on the record that both motions present the “same facts” 

and “same issue[s].”  Dkt. No. 455 (hearing transcript) in Case No. 15-cv-3522 at 22:10-19; see 

also Dkt. No. 450 in Case No. 15-cv-3522 (letter from defendants filed after hearing 

acknowledging that “the factual and legal issues in the two motions are similar”).  The substantial 

and material overlap between the motions is not in meaningful dispute.  Compare Dkt. No. 428 in 

Case No. 15-cv-3522 with Dkt. No. 164 in Case No. 16-cv-236; see also Dkt. No. 449 in Case 

No. 15-cv-3522 at 1 n.1 (statement in defendants’ reply brief acknowledging that “[a]lthough the 

two motions are not actually ‘identical,’ they are sufficiently similar to warrant adjudicating them 

at the same time”). 

Consequently, after denying disqualification in NAF, the Court directed the parties in this 

case to file briefs addressing whether that order resolves the motion in this case, and if not, what 

the material differences are.  Dkt. No. 175.  The parties filed supplemental briefs, Dkt. Nos. 180, 

181, in addition to the original briefing on the motion, Dkt. Nos. 164, 170, 171, 174.  The Court 

took the matter under submission without oral argument.   

DISCUSSION 

Defendants seek disqualification of Judge Orrick under 28 U.S.C. §§ 144, 455(a) and 

455(b)(1) for basically the same reasons as in NAF.  Dkt. No. 164.  The standards set out in the 

NAF order denying disqualification, and the reasons why that motion failed, apply here with equal 

force to defendants’ duplicative arguments.  See generally NAF, 2017 WL 2766173.  The only 

issues remaining for discussion are the differences between the cases that defendants say should 

require disqualification here.  Dkt. No. 181.   

As discussed in NAF, it is true that, before taking the bench, Judge Orrick was a board 

member for Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, a non-profit organization providing a wide 

range of assistance to low-income Latino families in San Francisco.  It is also true that Planned 
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Parenthood Shasta Pacific (now Planned Parenthood Northern California) had a clinic at Good 

Samaritan’s facility.  See NAF, 2017 WL 2766173, at *4.  Defendants bank heavily on those facts 

to argue that the presence of Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific (PPSP) as a named plaintiff here 

distinguishes the disqualification posture from the one in NAF, in defendants’ favor.  See, e.g., 

Dkt. No. 181 at 1.   

The party status difference exists but it does not lead to the conclusion defendants urge.  

This is so because the connection between Judge Orrick and PPSP remains too attenuated to 

warrant recusal.  Defendants make frequent reference to Judge Orrick’s “actual fiduciary duty to 

Plaintiff PPSP,” see, e.g., Dkt. No. 181 at 2, but this is a purely conclusory characterization of 

Judge Orrick’s relationship with PPSP, and defendants do not provide any facts showing that such 

a duty ever existed.  That is no grounds for disqualification.  Clemens v. U.S. Dist. Court for 

Central Dist. of Cal., 428 F.3d 1175, 1180 (9th Cir. 2005) (“Section 455(a) does not require 

recusal based on speculation”); Yagman v. Republic Ins., 987 F.2d 622, 626 (9th Cir. 1993) 

(recusal is not warranted under §144 or § 455 based on mere speculation).  Defendants suggest 

that “as GSFRC’s Counsel/Secretary at the time of the formation of GSFRC’s partnership with 

Plaintiff PPSP, the law presumes that Judge Orrick accessed confidential information of both 

GSFRC and Plaintiff PPS to perform his duties.”  Dkt. No. 181 at 8.  But this too is mere 

conjecture, which the Court has already considered and turned aside.  See NAF, 2017 WL 

2766173, at *4 (rejecting as conclusory and speculative defendants’ argument that “because of this 

timing, Judge Orrick must ‘necessarily’ have been involved in the board’s decision to initiate that 

partnership [between GSFRC and PPSP] and he must have ‘had access to confidential, 

extrajudicial information which will or could bias or affect his decision.’”).  It is also undisputed 

that Good Samaritan and Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific are separate legal entities, as counsel 

acknowledged at the NAF hearing.  Id.   

Defendants again exaggerate Judge Orrick’s relationship with Good Samaritan.  

Defendants conceded at the hearing in NAF that, even under their own potentially overbroad 

measure, Judge Orrick’s involvement on the Good Samaritan board ended no later than 2006, a 

decade before this case was even filed.  NAF, 2017 WL 2766173, at *5.  Defendants have not 
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proffered any facts even remotely indicating, as they now contend, that Judge Orrick presently 

owes fiduciary duties not to harm the security interests of Good Samaritan and its employees.  

Dkt. No. 181 at 8.  Good Samaritan is not a plaintiff here in any event. 

Defendants say that here, unlike in NAF, they have “provided non-speculative evidence 

that a relationship exists between Judge Orrick and a named plaintiff that would make a 

reasonable observer question Judge Orrick’s impartiality,” Dkt. No. 181 at 9, but the actual 

grounds are the same ones already found wanting by the Court.  Compare, e.g., id. (pointing to the 

fact that Judge Orrick was “publicly held out as an ‘emeritus board member’ of GSFRC in 

mailings as recently as September 2015”), with NAF 2017 WL 2766173, at *5 (“That he continued 

to be listed by Good Samaritan as an ‘emeritus’ board member in recognition of his past service 

would not cause the well-informed, thoughtful observer to have doubts about Judge Orrick’s 

impartiality.”).  The list of previously rejected arguments goes on, but the Court declines to 

engage in the tedious and unnecessary task of repeating it all again here.   

Defendants also say that Judge Orrick’s wife publicly promoted Planned Parenthood 

Federation of America, another named plaintiff in this case.  See Dkt. No. 181 at 2.  But as the 

graphic inserted into defendants’ brief shows and as the Court previously pointed out, 

Mrs. Orrick’s profile picture for this instance of her Facebook activity “featured her alone.”  See 

NAF, 2017 WL 2766173, at *3; Dkt. No. 181 at 4.  Defendants’ effort to revisit the imputation of 

viewpoints between spouses is equally unavailing.  The Court has explained in detail why “[n]o 

thoughtful or well-informed person would simply assume that one spouse’s views should always 

be ascribed or attributed to the other in the absence of an express disclaimer.”  NAF, 2017 WL 

2766173, at *3.  Defendants point to a Seventh Circuit opinion for the proposition that “courts 

presume that spouses share the same views on abortion.”  Dkt. No. 181 at 9 (citing Planned 

Parenthood of Wisconsin v. Doyle, 162 F.3d 463, 465 (7th Cir. 1998)).  But that mischaracterizes 

the case.  Doyle was filed by “[t]he Wisconsin branch of Planned Parenthood, plus several 

physicians who perform abortions in Wisconsin” against the enforcement of a Wisconsin statute 

that decreed life imprisonment for anyone who performed a “partial birth adoption.”  162 F.3d 

464-65.  The discussion of spouses was limited to the court’s swift rejection of the standing of 
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“the intervening defendants, two husbands of pregnant women.”  Id. at 465.  Doyle noted that, 

“[a]s these men are passionately opposed to abortion of any kind and do not suggest that their 

wives disagree with them about the issue and so might consider undergoing a D&X [a “dilation 

and extraction”], they have no significant interest in this litigation other than an ideological one.”  

Id.  The court went on to note that a “purely ideological interest is not an adequate basis for 

standing to sue in a federal court.”  Id. (citing cases).  Doyle did not determine anything at all 

about whether or to what extent one spouse’s views about abortion can or should be imputed to the 

other, and the Court finds it worrisome that defendants have suggested otherwise.   

As a final challenge, defendants point to Judge and Mrs. Orrick’s “political contributions 

for President Obama, the first ever sitting President to make a speech to Planned Parenthood.”  

Dkt. No. 181 at 9-10.  It goes without saying that President Obama did a great many things in his 

two terms in office, some of which were also presidential firsts.  Trying to build a case for judicial 

disqualification on a single presidential action borders on the frivolous.   

CONCLUSION 

Defendants have failed to identify any facts or circumstances that would cause a “well-

informed, thoughtful observer” to conclude that Judge Orrick’s impartiality might reasonably be 

questioned.  United States v. Holland, 519 F.3d 909, 913-14 (9th Cir. 2008).  The motion to 

disqualify Judge Orrick from continuing to preside over this case is DENIED. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated:  October 17, 2017  

 

  

JAMES DONATO 
United States District Judge 
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FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND DAMAGES 1
sf-3570854  

National Abortion Federation (“NAF” or “Plaintiff”) brings this action against The Center 

for Medical Progress, Biomax Procurement Services, LLC, David Daleiden (aka “Robert Sarkis”) 

and Troy Newman (collectively, “Defendants”): 

INTRODUCTION 

1. This case is about an admitted, outrageous conspiracy to defraud, carried out by 

extremist anti-abortion activists against NAF and its constituent members, and perpetrated for the 

purpose of intimidating and harassing providers of abortion care services to women, and to end 

access to reproductive health services in America.  Defendants The Center for Medical Progress 

(“CMP”), David Daleiden, Troy Newman and individuals acting in concert with them, conspired 

to defraud and did defraud NAF by setting up a fake company:  Defendant Biomax Procurement 

Services, LLC (“Biomax”), which held itself out as a legitimate fetal tissue procurement 

organization.   

2. Daleiden and his cohorts, acting at Newman’s behest, pretended to be officers and 

employees of their fake company.  They assumed false identities, used fake driver’s licenses and 

approached NAF in order to gain access to its annual meetings.  Using their fake names and 

identities, they signed agreements with NAF – agreements designed to protect NAF members 

from exactly the type of anti-abortion harassment that is the subject of this lawsuit – in which 

Defendants promised, among other things, that they:  (1) would not make video or audio 

recordings of any meetings or discussions at NAF’s conferences; (2) would only use information 

learned at these meetings to help enhance the quality and safety of services provided by NAF 

members; and (3) would not disclose information learned at NAF’s conferences to any third party 

without first obtaining NAF’s consent.  Defendants’ intentional intrusion upon NAF’s privacy, 

and the privacy of its members, is highly offensive to a reasonable person in light of the malice 

and oppression underlying Defendants’ motives and the history of violence, harassment and 

oppression perpetrated by Defendants towards NAF members over time.   

3. Defendants have now admitted that Biomax was a sham, and have revealed that 

the express written promises Daleiden and his co-conspirators made to NAF were false when 

made.  Daleiden and Newman have both publicly admitted in interviews with Fox News and 
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FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND DAMAGES 2
sf-3570854  

other news outlets that Biomax was a bogus company that misrepresented its identity and purpose 

in order to obtain NAF’s confidential information, and to gain access to abortion providers and 

their facilities, including NAF’s confidential annual meetings.  They have publicly boasted about 

the size and scope of the conspiracy, which they refer to as the “Human Capital Project,” and they 

have admitted outright that they used fake “actors” to infiltrate providers of abortion care 

(including numerous institutional and individual NAF members) for a period of three years.  This 

elaborate scheme was explicitly designed as an attack on women’s reproductive rights.  

Defendants’ stated goal is to end safe access to reproductive health services in the United States, 

and to discredit lawful fetal tissue donation programs.   

4. To that end, since July 14, 2015, Defendants have repeatedly released highly 

misleading videos.  Several of these videos contain numerous express references to NAF’s annual 

meetings and confidential information, and identify numerous individual NAF members and staff 

by name.  Defendants claim to have hundreds or even thousands of hours of such videotape.  

Defendants’ stated purpose is to release dozens and dozens of hours of edited video in the days 

and months to come, at a rate of one video per week.  Their illegal and misleading videotaping 

campaign – which they perpetrated by fraudulently infiltrating NAF member organizations and 

NAF’s annual meetings, among other acts – is a calculated effort by Defendants to demonize and 

intimidate NAF members in the national media without any regard for the safety, security and 

privacy of NAF members, and to discredit legal fetal tissue donation programs that advance life-

saving medical research. 

5. Abortion is one of the safest and most commonly provided medical procedures in 

the United States.  Many women seeking safe, legal abortion care appreciate the opportunity to 

further medical research through tissue donation.  This research has the potential to help millions 

of Americans suffering from diabetes, Parkinson’s, Alzheimer’s, muscular dystrophy, leukemia 

and other serious medical conditions.  There is no financial gain for women or health care 

providers involved in tissue donation.  

6. Despite the legality of abortion, abortion providers are relentlessly targeted by 

anti-abortion extremists.  Many of the physicians and clinic staff at NAF meetings have been 
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stalked, threatened and intimidated.  They have been picketed at their homes, churches and their 

children’s schools.  Some attendees have received death threats, and bomb threats or even 

bombing attempts have been made against their clinics.  NAF members who attend NAF 

meetings have had their names, photos and personal information put on threatening “wanted” 

posters and websites that are intended to incite violence against them.  Given the hostile climate 

and the history of violence, many NAF members go to great lengths to preserve their privacy and 

identity.  Many NAF members have security protocols in place to try and protect the identity of 

their physicians.  This may entail not having the doctors enter the building wearing scrubs, 

driving a different way to the clinic each day, and for some, wearing disguises when entering and 

exiting facilities.  Some wear bulletproof vests to work every day.  A number of NAF members 

try to remain under the radar in their communities, and may not speak publicly about their work, 

out of fear for their personal safety or the safety of their families. 

7. The most important part of NAF’s business is its responsibility of protecting the 

safety and security of NAF members.  A critical aspect of this duty is to protect attendees at 

NAF’s annual meetings and to provide a safe space for them to collaborate and learn the latest 

developments in all aspects of abortion care and advance this field of medicine.  NAF meetings 

provide essential accredited continuing medical education and training, and bring together 

approximately 700-850 abortion providers, researchers and advocates.  Many of the attendees are 

high-profile targets of anti-abortion extremists.  NAF’s annual meetings are one of the only places 

where abortion providers can come together to learn about the latest research in the field and 

network without fear of harassment or intimidation.  As one recent meeting attendee said, “It is 

great to be in a place where I can say ‘abortion’ out loud and be supported.”  Defendants’ recent 

security breaches at NAF’s 2014 and 2015 annual meetings have harmed this core part of NAF’s 

business, to the point where members have reported that they feel unsafe as a result of attending 

the NAF meetings.  NAF members need to feel and be safe at the meetings and be protected from 

those who wish to do them harm.  As a membership organization, this is NAF’s top priority.   

8. NAF’s fundamental objective of keeping its members safe means that NAF must 

work diligently to protect the confidential information that it obtains and uses while operating its 
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business, and to keep this information from falling into the wrong hands.  One way that NAF does 

this is through the aforementioned confidentiality agreements, which Defendants willingly signed 

to obtain access to NAF’s annual meetings.  These agreements broadly define the scope of 

protected information, and include without limitation:  (1) the identities of abortion providers 

within NAF’s member network; (2) all information, discussions, workshops, materials and 

electronic documents disclosed or otherwise made available at NAF’s annual meetings; (3) all 

conversations with NAF staff, NAF members and NAF meeting attendees and other participants 

at NAF’s annual meetings; (4) passwords to NAF’s members-only website; (5) all electronic 

documents made available on NAF’s members-only website; (6) the dates and locations of future 

NAF meetings; and (7) details about NAF’s security procedures and protocols (hereinafter “NAF 

Confidential Information”).  This is exactly the information that Defendants sought to steal from 

NAF.  After they stole it, they shamelessly used it in furtherance of their unlawful conspiracy, 

calling contacts made at NAF meetings, dropping names and discussing their participation in 

NAF’s meetings in order to bolster their credibility and engender trust among the doctors and 

administrators whom they defrauded.   

9. The federal and state governments have already launched their own investigations 

into Defendants’ conspiracy, investigating whether Defendants illegally and fraudulently 

recorded individuals without their consent, whether CMP committed tax fraud and made false 

statements under penalty of perjury, and the extent to which Defendants have selectively released 

videos to government officials to avoid raising questions regarding Defendants’ own illegal 

conduct.  NAF now brings this civil action in order to mitigate the severe and irreparable 

consequences of Defendants’ illegal activities on the safety, security and privacy of NAF, its 

staff, and its members, and to hold Defendants responsible for their reprehensible, admitted fraud. 

PARTIES 

10. National Abortion Federation:  Founded in 1977, Plaintiff NAF is a 501(c)(3) 

not-for-profit organization incorporated in Missouri and headquartered in Washington, D.C.  It is 

a professional association of abortion providers.  It takes no public funding.  It is supported by 

member dues, meeting and administrative fees, individual contributions, and foundation support.  
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they employ would probably get them fired in most newsrooms.”  Moreover, Defendants have 

steadfastly refused to stand behind their practices in litigation.  Rather, they have thus far refused 

to provide NAF with any discovery whatsoever during the course of this litigation, and have 

instead raised meritless arguments in attempts to stay discovery, and asserted the Fifth 

Amendment privilege against self-incrimination.   

141. Before CMP went public with Defendants’ fraud, NAF and its members did not 

know, and could not have known, that Defendants had fraudulently obtained NAF Confidential 

Information and access to NAF’s meetings, or that they had surreptitiously made recordings 

during those meetings.  NAF was unaware of the fraud until Defendants began releasing the 

edited recordings on July 14, 2015.  NAF still does not know the identity of all of Defendants’ co-

conspirators, nor does NAF know the full scope of the conspiracy or its own injury.   

K. Impact of Defendants’ Fraud on NAF and Its Constituent Members. 

142. The impact and injury to NAF are significant and ongoing.  While NAF staff are 

deeply dedicated to their mission, the fact is that normal operations have been disrupted, and the 

entire organization has had to divert resources – resources that would otherwise be employed in 

pursuing NAF’s goals of ensuring access to safe, legal abortion care – in order to mitigate the 

harm caused by Defendants’ theft of NAF Confidential Information and to combat Defendants’ 

conspiratorial and fraudulent smear campaign.  The resources that NAF has been forced to 

expend as a direct result of Defendants’ actions include (but are not limited to):  expenses for staff 

time, meals, and transportation for working weekends and late nights; a cancelled out-of-state site 

visit by NAF’s Medical Director to one of its members, because he was concerned for his safety 

and because he was forced to conduct a home security assessment; cell phone and data usage for a 

member of senior staff who was out of the country and was contacted by members when the first 

video was released; travel costs to support its members as it addresses the harm caused by 

Defendants’ theft of NAF Confidential Information and Defendants’ smear campaign; and IT 

security consultants to assess the security of NAF’s network and NAF’s protocols against further 

breaches or hacks.   
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, et 
al., 

Defendants. 

Case No.  15-cv-03522-WHO   

ORDER RE CONGRESSIONAL 
SUBPOENA 

Re: Dkt. Nos. 152, 154 

Plaintiff National Abortion Federation (NAF) urges me to interfere with defendant Center 

for Medical Progress’s (CMP) response to a Congressional subpoena that seeks documents that 

CMP has indicated are covered by the Temporary Restraining Order entered by this Court.
1
  NAF

makes no argument that the subpoena itself is infirm.  Congress has the power to investigate, and 

it is not up to the courts to go beyond the narrow confines of determining that the committee’s 

inquiry is in its province.  Eastland v. United States Servicemen’s Fund, 421 U.S. 491, 506 (1975).  

Nor may courts assume (and I do not assume) that an unworthy purpose prompts a congressional 

act.  Id. at 508.  And, importantly in our Constitutional system, there are three equal branches of 

government, and courts should refrain from creating needless friction with a coordinate branch of 

government.  Exxon Corp. v. Fed. Trade Com., 589 F.2d 582, 590 (1978).  For these reasons, I 

1
 The subpoena was issued by Congressman Jason Chaffetz, the Chairman of the House 

Committee on Oversight and Government Issues.  It commands defendant Daleiden, as Executive 

Director of the Center for Medical Progress (CMP), to produce documents, communications and 

video footage referring or relating to the “acquisition, preparation, and sale of fetal tissue” or 

“relating to the involvement of Planned Parenthood and its affiliates in the sale of fetal tissue, 

manipulation of abortion procedures, and/or related conversations.”  Docket No. 152-1.  CMP has 

already provided responsive documents that are not covered by the TRO, which prevents 

defendants from disclosing to any third-party any recordings or information learned at any NAF 

annual meetings, including the dates or locations of any future NAF meetings and the names or 

addresses of any NAF members.  Docket Nos. 15, 27, 64, 84. 
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will not interfere with CMP’s response to the subpoena.  

NAF argues that (i) responding to the Congressional subpoena would violate the Court’s 

TRO, (ii) Daleiden need not comply with the subpoena because the subpoena was issued to CMP 

(and not Daleiden), (iii) the subpoena cannot be enforced absent full House authorization, and (iv) 

the appropriate recourse for the House Committee is to move to intervene in this action to seek 

amendment of the TRO.  Docket No. 154.  But NAF does not argue that the information sought by 

the subpoena falls outside the “sphere of legitimate legislative activity” of the House Committee.  

Eastland v. United States Servicemen’s Fund, 421 U.S. at 501.  Absent an attempt to exceed that 

sphere, the Speech and Debate Clause provides immunity to allow Congress to independently 

perform its legislative duties through its subpoena powers.  Id. at 502, 505.  As explained by the 

Supreme Court, it is not the Court’s role to determine the legitimacy of the Congressional 

investigation by looking to the Committee’s motives.  Id. at 508.   

I issued the TRO because defendants, after entering into nondisclosure agreements with 

NAF under false pretenses, clearly breached the agreements not to disclose information learned at 

NAF’s annual meetings.  I remain concerned about the threat of irreparable injury to the privacy 

rights of NAF’s members, shown by NAF through the history of violence against providers of 

abortion care and the specific acts of intimidation against NAF members, including death threats, 

harassment and reputational harm, apparently caused by the release of defendants’ videos prior to 

the TRO.  But as defendant points out, disclosure to a Congressional committee is not “public 

disclosure.”  Exxon Corp. v. Fed. Trade Com., 589 F.2d 582, 589 (1978).  And courts “must 

presume that the committees of Congress will exercise their powers responsibly and with due 

regard for the rights of affected parties.” Id.  Likewise, the “court cannot assume that Congress 

will act irresponsibly in regulating or disclosing” the information at issue.  Id. at 590.  While case 

law allows courts to modify or quash Congressional subpoenas in order to protect constitutional 

rights from infringement by Congress, id., there is no evidence on this record that the subpoena at 

issue will result in that type of infringement, and NAF does not argue it would.    

NAF’s arguments that Daleidin need not comply with the subpoena do not require my 

intervention to prevent him from voluntarily doing so.  Daleidin, as executive director of CMP, 
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has been directed to comply with the subpoena.  This is not an issue of the House Committee 

taking legal action “to enforce” a subpoena – thereby requiring full House authorization – but the 

question of whether a recipient may voluntarily comply with a subpoena.  Similarly, this is not a 

case where Congress is asking a Court to modify a protective order to provide it access to 

information only received by a party through discovery sanctioned by the Court.  But see In re 

Beef Indus. Antitrust Litig., 457 F. Supp. 210, 211 (N.D. Tex. 1978); In re Beef Indus. Antitrust 

Litig., 589 F.2d 786, 789 (5th Cir. 1979). 

All that said, it is not lost on me that defendants seek expeditiously to provide information 

to Congress that they have tried in a variety of ways not to provide to NAF.  Prior to responding to 

the Congressional subpoena, defendant CMP shall deliver to counsel for NAF and to the Court a 

true and correct copy of everything defendant will provide to Congress, including all video 

footage, documents and communications described in the subpoena.  Further, CMP shall not 

provide to Congress any footage, documents or communications that have not been specifically 

requested by the subpoena.  See Exxon Corp v. Fed. Trade Com., 589 F. 2d at 592 (limiting FTC’s 

response to properly issued Congressional subpoena so that it only reveals statutorily protected 

trade secrets).   

I interpret the subpoena as being directed to Daleiden in his capacity as Executive Director 

of CMP, as it says on the first page of the subpoena.  That is consistent with my understanding 

from the proceedings in this case to date; the documents, video footage and communications 

covered by the TRO are CMP’s and do not belong to any individual defendant.  But if any 

defendant, such as Daleiden, intends to assert a privilege to producing a document in this case but 

plans to produce the document to Congress pursuant to the subpoena, he shall first file the 

document in camera with the Court, accompanied by an explanation of how he or she has the right 

to assert the privilege with respect to the document, and delay providing such document to 

Congress until I rule on the privilege and propriety of withholding production from NAF.  I will 

not countenance a game of hide the ball with respect to these documents, video footage and 

 

 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 155   Filed 10/06/15   Page 3 of 4

 
[60]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 13 of 278
(118 of 916)



 

4 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

U
n
it

ed
 S

ta
te

s 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

C
o
u
rt

 

N
o
rt

h
er

n
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

o
f 

C
al

if
o
rn

ia
 

 communications, that interferes directly with these proceedings.   

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated: October 6, 2015 

______________________________________ 

WILLIAM H. ORRICK 
United States District Judge 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION, 
et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

 
CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, et 
al., 

Defendants. 
 

Case No.  15-cv-03522-WHO    

 
 
ORDER PRESERVING STATUS QUO 
AND SETTING TELEPHONIC 
CONFERENCE 

Re: Dkt. No. 385 

 

 

Plaintiffs have informed the Court by letter that a Congressional subpoena was issued on 

November 2, 2016, seeking production of materials from defendants covered by the Court’s 

Preliminary Injunction or the Protective Order governing this case.  Dkt. No. 385.  The return date 

on the subpoena appears to be November 16, 2016, but according to plaintiffs’ counsel, defendants 

intend to respond to the subpoena by 12:00 p.m. PST Monday November 7, 2016.   

In defendants’ responsive letter, defendants do not indicate when they intend to respond to 

the subpoena, other than “promptly.”  Dkt. No. 386.  Defendants also indicate that their response 

to the subpoena will include not only materials covered by the Court’s Preliminary Injunction, 

which Congress already has, but also materials defendants obtained through discovery in this case.  

Id.   

A telephonic conference is set for Wednesday, November 9, 2016 at 4:00 p.m. to discuss 

the subpoena and defendants’ planned response thereto.  If they wish to, defendants and plaintiffs 

may file a two page brief by 5:00 p.m. on Tuesday November 8, 2016, focused on defendants’ 

intention to produce to Congress discovery covered by the Protective Order in this case.  
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Pending that telephonic conference, the parties shall preserve the status quo and defendants 

shall not release or otherwise produce any materials covered by this Court’s Preliminary 

Injunction or Protective Order.   

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated: November 4, 2016 

______________________________________ 

WILLIAM H. ORRICK 
United States District Judge 
 

 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 387   Filed 11/04/16   Page 2 of 2

 
[63]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 16 of 278
(121 of 916)



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
 

CIVIL MINUTES 

 

Date:  November 9, 2016 Time: 24 minutes 

4:01 p.m. and 4:25 p.m. 

Judge: WILLIAM H. ORRICK 

Case No.: 15-cv-03522-WHO Case Name: National Abortion Federation v. Center for 

Medical Progress 

 

 

Attorney for Plaintiff: Derek Foran 

Attorney for Defendant: Katherine Short, Edward L. White, and Steven Wood 

 

Deputy Clerk: Jean Davis  Court Reporter: FTR Recording  

 

 

PROCEEDINGS 

 

Telephone conference conducted regarding subpoena served on the Center for Medical Progress 

by the Select Investigative Panel of the Congressional Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

 

The Court expresses concerns regarding the over-breadth of the subpoena; this may be resolved 

by the offer of the committee to agree to limit itself to the materials submitted previously to the 

House Committee on Oversight.  

 

The Court also expresses concerns regarding the privacy and safety interests of the persons 

shown on the videos.  Presumably the Committee has in place stringent safeguards to prevent 

leaking of information (which occurred with materials furnished in response to the Committee on 

Oversight's subpoena last year).  

 

Argument of counsel heard.  

 

Counsel Foran advises, among other things, that minority members of the House of 

Representatives have asked to address the Court on the subpoena, including concerning possible 

breaches of committee rules in the issuance of the subpoena and prior breaches of privacy 

interests by the Committee.  In response to a question by the Court, counsel Short indicates that 

she is unaware of the protocol in place to protect the confidentiality of the materials sought by 

the Committee.    The Court requests that the minority members provide any information to the 

Court by Monday, November 14, 2016.  

 

The stay issued by the Court on November 4, 2016 (Dkt. No. 390) remains in place until a 

further written order of the Court.  
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MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION OF THE HONORABLE 

WILLIAM H. ORRICK III – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

Catherine W. Short; (CA Bar No. 117442) Charles S. LiMandri (CA Bar No. 110841) 
LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  Paul M. Jonna (CA Bar No. 265389) 
Post Office Box 1313  Jeffrey M. Trissell (CA Bar No. 292480) 
Ojai, CA  93024-1313 FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND 
Tel:  (707) 337-6880 P.O. Box 9520 
LLDFOjai@earthlink.net Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067 
 Tel:  (858) 759-9948 
Thomas Brejcha, pro hac vice cslimandri@limandri.com 
Peter Breen, pro hac vice  
THOMAS MORE SOCIETY Attorneys for Defendants the Center for 
19 S. La Salle St., Ste. 603 Medical Progress, and BioMax  
Chicago, IL 60603 Procurement Services, LLC 
Tel: (312) 782-1680 
tbrejcha@thomasmoresociety.org 
 
Attorneys for Defendant David Daleiden 
 
  

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION 

(NAF), 

 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

 

THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL 

PROGRESS; BIOMAX PROCUREMENT 

SERVICES, LLC; DAVID DALEIDEN (aka 

“ROBERT SARKIS”); and TROY 

NEWMAN, 

 

Defendants. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

  ) 

 

Case No. 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

Judge William H. Orrick, III 

 

Motion for Disqualification of the 
Honorable William H. Orrick III, 
Pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455; 
Affidavit of Prejudice by David Daleiden, 
Certificate of Good Faith by Counsel of 
record. 

 

Hearing Date: July 12, 2017, 2:00 p.m. 

 

Courtroom 2, 17th Floor 
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i 
MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION OF THE HONORABLE 

WILLIAM H. ORRICK III – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

NOTICE OF MOTION 

TO PLAINTIFF AND ITS ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT on July 12, 2017, at 2:00 p.m. in Courtroom 2 of the 

Honorable William H. Orrick III at the United States District Court for the Northern District of 

California, 17th Floor, 450 Golden Gate Ave., San Francisco, CA 94102, defendants David 

Daleiden (Daleiden) and The Center for Medical Progress (CMP) will, and hereby do, move for the 

Disqualification of the Honorable William H. Orrick III, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Sections 144 and 

455, on the grounds that there is evidence of bias in favor of the plaintiff and prejudice against the 

defendants. This motion will be based upon the attached points and authorities, the affidavit of 

David Daleiden and the exhibits attached thereto, the Certificate of Counsel, and all pleadings and 

records on file in this action.
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1 
MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION OF THE HONORABLE 

WILLIAM H. ORRICK III – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Defendants David Daleiden (Daleiden) and The Center for Medical Progress (CMP) hereby 

move to disqualify the Honorable William H. Orrick III as the sitting judge in the present case on 

the grounds of 28 USC Sections 1441 and 455. 2 As set forth in more detail below, this motion is 

based on evidence contained in the supporting Affidavit of Daleiden. This includes Judge Orrick’s 

longstanding relationship as a past board member, and more recently as an emeritus board member, 

of an organization that has a “key partnership” with a Planned Parenthood affiliate that is a member 

of the plaintiff National Abortion Federation (NAF). Judge Orrick’s wife has also posted public 

comments, pictured with her husband, that are supportive of Planned Parenthood and critical of 

these moving defendants. For this reasons, and the others set forth below, Daleiden and CMP 

respectfully request that Judge Orrick be recused from this case and that a stay be granted on all 

proceedings in this case until this motion is heard. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

 The Honorable William Orrick was assigned to this matter on Friday, July 31, 2015. On that 

day, he issued a temporary restraining order prohibiting the defendants from releasing any 

recordings obtained, or information learned, at two NAF meetings. (Dkt. 15). The following 

Monday, August 3, 2015, Judge Orrick extended the temporary restraining order to remain in force 

pending the hearing on the preliminary injunction. (Dkt. 26). At the heart of this litigation are video 

recordings of comments made by numerous Planned Parenthood officials at a National Abortion 

                                                 

1 In relevant part, section 144 states: “Whenever a party to any proceeding in a district court makes 
and files a timely and sufficient affidavit that the judge before whom the matter is pending has a 
personal bias or prejudice either against him or in favor of any adverse party, such judge shall 
proceed no further therein, but another judge shall be assigned to hear such proceeding. 
The affidavit shall state the facts and the reasons for the belief that bias or prejudice exists, and 
shall be filed not less than ten days before the beginning of the term at which the proceeding is to 
be heard, or good cause shall be shown for failure to file it within such time.”  
2 In relevant part, section 455 states: “(a) Any justice, judge, or magistrate judge of the United 
States shall disqualify himself in any proceeding in which his impartiality might reasonably be 
questioned. 

(b) He shall also disqualify himself in the following circumstances: 

(1) Where he has a personal bias or prejudice concerning a party, or personal knowledge of 
disputed evidentiary facts concerning the proceeding.” 
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Federation conference that defendants have maintained evidence criminal misconduct by Planned 

Parenthood and its agents. 

Judge Orrick has a longstanding relationship with Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 

(GSFRC) in San Francisco. (Ex. 1). GSFRC has had for many years a Planned Parenthood clinic on 

its premises, in what it describes as a “key partnership” with the clinic. (Ex. 3).  

In August 2015, Mr. Daleiden obtained a copy of Judge Orrick’s Senate Judiciary 

Committee questionnaire. In that questionnaire, Judge Orrick indicated that he had ceased being a 

board member of GSFRC in 1999. He also stated that, from 1986 to 2009, he “assisted the Good 

Samaritan Family Resource Center on many legal issues.”  

Mr. Daleiden was concerned about Judge Orrick’s association with PPSP-partnered 

GSFRC. However, a motion to disqualify did not appear appropriate, as Judge Orrick’s 

questionnaire stated that he had ceased being a board member, and thus ceased his fiduciary 

relationship with a partner of Planned Parenthood, in 1999, many years earlier, and, of particular 

significance, before GSFRC had been in partnership with Planned Parenthood. 

In January 2016, Planned Parenthood Federation of America and several Planned 

Parenthood affiliates, including PPSP/PPNC, the affiliate that is currently in a “key partnership” 

with GSFRC, sued Mr. Daleiden and CMP. That matter also was assigned to Judge Orrick as it was 

related to this case. PPSP/PPNC has membership in NAF as evidenced by the attendance of its staff 

members at NAF Annual Meetings. NAF has asserted throughout this lawsuit that it is seeking to 

protect its members and the staff of its members. The video recordings that are the subject of this 

case include recordings of PPSP/PPNC staff members. Again, Judge Orrick’s past relationship with 

GSFRC, which was hosting PPSP, concerned Mr. Daleiden, but, again, the fact that Judge Orrick’s 

relationship with GSFRC has ended in 1999 indicated a motion to disqualify would not be justified. 

In late May 2017, when this case was once again in the news, Mr. Daleiden learned that 

Judge Orrick had not only been on the board of GSFRC (which he had learned earlier), but also 

discovered that Judge Orrick was secretary of the Board of GSFRC in 2001, when GSFRC entered 

into its “key partnership” with PPSP. That partnership included allowing PPSP to embed a Planned 

Parenthood clinic inside GSFRC’s premises. Pursuant to that partnership, GSFRC donates the 
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space for PPSP’s Planned Parenthood clinic and a receptionist. Further, according to the 2006 IRS 

Form 990 of GSFRC, Judge Orrick and his wife, Caroline, are represented as being among those 

donors supporting GSFRC (and thus its partnership with PPSP) with donations to GSFRC totaling 

$5,072. (Ex. 8). 

Mr. Daleiden also learned, through documents that were not available before January 2017, 

that, in September 2015, shortly after Judge Orrick entered and then continued the temporary 

restraining order in this case, Judge Orrick continued to be publicly associated with GSFRC, with 

GSFRC listing him as a board member emeritus for GSFRC in materials it disseminated to donors. 

(Ex. 6). 

At no time did Judge Orrick disclose to Defendants that he sat on the board of an 

organization that had as a “key partner” an organization Defendants alleged, both in public 

statements and as part of their defense, was involved in violations of state and federal law. Judge 

Orrick did not disclose his close and long-standing relationship with an organization that houses a 

facility and hosts Planned Parenthood staff, whom NAF claims are in physical danger from “anti-

abortion extremists” incited by Defendants.  

Sometime in the summer or fall of 2015, Mrs. Orrick “pinkified” her Facebook page and 

added “I stand with Planned Parenthood” as a Facebook profile picture overlay. Planned 

Parenthood urged its supporters to add these elements to their Facebook pages as part of a 

campaign orchestrated specifically in response to the release of videos by Mr. Daleiden and CMP. 

“Pinkifying” showed one’s support for Planned Parenthood and one’s belief that the videos were 

fraudulent.  

Just days ago, Mr. Daleiden discovered that Mrs. Orrick also “liked” a Facebook post by the 

National Abortion Rights Action League (NARAL) that described Mr. Daleiden and CMP’s work 

as “heavily edited videos by a sham organization run by extremists who will stop at nothing to 

deny women legal abortion services.” Mrs. Orrick also liked a Facebook Post by “Keep America 

Pro-Choice” that applauded Mr. Daleiden being indicted in Texas. Both “likes” were juxtaposed 

with a profile photo featuring Judge Orrick and Mrs. Orrick.  

/ / / 
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ARGUMENT 

I. THE AFFIDAVIT OF THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS AND DAVID 

DALEIDEN IS TIMELY FILED UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 144 

 Since the United States District Court for the Northern District of California does not sit in 

specific sessions or terms, but is deemed to be in continuous session, there is no specific “timely” 

period for filing an Affidavit pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 144. By extension from the fact that there is 

no “term,” there is no ten-day period. Accordingly, even where there can be no good cause shown 

for delay, an affidavit will be considered timely filed, and timeliness will be dealt with as a matter 

of weight rather than admissibility. Tenants & Owners in Opposition to Redevelopment (TOOR) v. 

HUD, 338 F.Supp.29, 32 (N.D. Cal. 1972). 

“[A] litigant’s duty to investigate the facts of his case does not include a mandate for 

investigations into a judge’s impartiality.” American Textile Mfrs. Institute, Inc. v. The Limited, 

Inc., 190 F.3d 729, 742 (6th Cir. 1999). In this case, Mr. Daleiden did undertake a preliminary 

investigation of Judge Orrick’s impartiality. However, the statement in Judge Orrick’s Senate 

Judiciary Committee questionnaire that his membership on the board of GSFRC ended in 1999 

indicated too tenuous a relationship with PPSP, a “victim” in this litigation, to justify filing an 

affidavit under 28 U.S.C. § 144. It was not until the most recent discoveries, i.e., (1) Judge Orrick 

was an officer and director of GSFRC beyond 1999, and was serving as Secretary of the Board at 

the time GSFRC entered into its “key partnership” with PPSP (Daleiden Affidavit at ¶7); (2) Judge 

Orrick had an ongoing public association with GSFRC even after he began presiding over this case 

(id. at ¶8); and 3) Judge Orrick’s wife publicly denigrated Daleiden and supported Planned 

Parenthood against “false accusations” from “heavily edited videos” (id. at ¶13), that an affidavit 

and motion to disqualify appeared justified. Thus, Daleiden and CMP “could not well have acted 

more promptly” in submitting this affidavit and moving to disqualify. Morris v. U.S., 26 F.2d 444, 

449 (8th Cir. 1928) (affidavit was timely filed immediately before trial where “on several occasions 

defendant requested his attorneys to prepare and file application to disqualify the trial judge,” but 

attorneys disagreed with him until he obtained new information which was imparted to his 

attorneys). At no time did Judge Orrick disclose his continuing association with GSFRC and PPSP 
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even though PPSP is one of the plaintiffs in the related action of PPFA v. CMP. 

 Only in light of these more recent discoveries did a motion to disqualify appear fully 

justified and appropriate. “Counsel for a party who believes a judge’s impartiality is reasonably 

subject to question has not only a professional duty to the client to raise the matter, but an 

independent responsibility as an officer of the court . . . A lawyer who reasonably believes that the 

judge before whom he is appearing should not sit must raise the issue so it may be confronted and 

put to rest. Any other course would risk undermining public confidence in our judicial system.” 

Bernard v. Coyne (In re Bernard), 31 F.3d 842, 847 (9th Cir. 1994).  

 In view of the foregoing, this affidavit and motion are timely.  

II. CMP AND DALEIDEN SET FORTH FACTS IN THEIR AFFADAVIT REQUIRING 

RECUSAL. 

A legally sufficient declaration under 28 U.S.C. § 144 must meet the following 

requirements: (1) the facts are material and stated with particularity; (2) the facts are such that, if 

true they would convince a reasonable person that a bias exists; and (3) the facts show that the bias 

is personal, as opposed to judicial, in nature. Reiffen v. Microsoft Corp., 158 F.Supp.2d 1016, 1022 

(N.D. Cal. 2001).  

Section 144 requires a district judge to accept the moving party’s affidavit as true. In re 

Martinez-Catala, 129 F.3d 213, 218 (1st Cir. 1997). While a trial judge may not pass upon the truth 

of the matters asserted in the moving party’s affidavit, a trial judge is not required to recuse himself 

immediately, because the “judge must pass upon the legal sufficiency of the affidavit.” United 

States v. Kelley, 712 F.2d 884, 889 (1st Cir. 1983). Furthermore, “[s]ince sections 144 and 455 of 

28 U.S.C. use similar language, and are intended to govern the same area of conduct, they have 

been construed in pari materia, and the test of the legal sufficiency of a motion for disqualification 

is the same under both statutes.” Id.  

If an affidavit of bias or prejudice complies with the statutory standards set forth in this 

section concerning timeliness and legal sufficiency, then the judge against whom it is directed is 

obligated to recuse himself. A judge is required to recuse himself even if the judge believes (or 

knows with certainty) that the allegations of bias and prejudice made against him are false. United 
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States v. Partin, 312 F.Supp. 1355, 1359 (D. La. 1970). 

The facts stated in Mr. Daleiden’s affidavit are material and are stated with particularity. As 

to their sufficiency to show bias for or against a party, Judge Orrick’s (previously undisclosed) 

participation on the board and as an officer of GSFRC when it embarked upon its partnership with 

PPSP, including donating space and staff resources to PPSP to run a Planned Parenthood clinic on 

GSFRC’s premises, shows support for Planned Parenthood as an institution and PPSP specifically.  

PPSP and/or its staff has membership in the National Abortion Federation. The gravamen of 

NAF’S Complaint is that the work of Daleiden and CMP poses a grave danger to NAF members 

and meeting attendees, including threats to the physical safety of NAF member personnel and 

facilities. Judge Orrick did not disclose his relationship with PPSP, a putative NAF “victim,” 

before ruling on a temporary restraining order in the NAF case. Judge Orrick remained publicly 

associated with PPSP-partnered GSFRC, even after he began presiding over this case and entering 

a restraining order in favor of NAF and its members, including PPSP. 

III. DISQUALIFICATION IS ALSO REQUIRED UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 455(a) IN ORDER 

TO AVOID AN APPEARANCE OF BIAS OR PARTIALITY. 

In 1974, Congress rewrote 28 U.S.C. § 455 to correct perceived problems in the 

disqualification statutes. Prior to 1974, both the technical and legal sufficiency requirements of 

section 144 had been construed strictly in favor of judges. Courts also operated under the so-called 

“duty to sit” doctrine which required a judge to hear a case unless a clear demonstration of extra-

judicial bias or prejudice was made. Consequently, disqualification of a judge was difficult under 

section 144. In passing the amended 28 U.S.C. § 455, Congress broadened the grounds and 

loosened the procedure for disqualification in the federal courts.  

Section 455 “is directed to the judge, rather than the parties, and is self-enforcing on the 

part of the judge.” U.S. v. Sibla, 624 F.2d 864, 867-68 (9th Cir. 1980). It “modifies section 144 in 

requiring the judge to go beyond the section 144 affidavit and consider the merits of the motion 

pursuant to section 455(a) & (b)(1).” Id. at 868.  

In Liljeberg v. Health Services Acquisition Corp. 486 U.S. 847, 860-61 (1988), the Supreme 

Court, quoting the lower court’s decision, stated: 
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The goal of section 455(a) is to avoid even the appearance of partiality. If it would 
appear to a reasonable person that a judge has knowledge of facts that would give him 
an interest in the litigation then an appearance of partiality is created even though no 
actual partiality exists because the judge does not recall the facts, because the judge 
actually has no interest in the case or because the judge is pure in heart and 
incorruptible. Under section 455(a), therefore, recusal is required even when a judge 
lacks actual knowledge of the facts indicating his interest or bias in the case if a 
reasonable person, knowing all the circumstances, would expect that the judge would 
have actual knowledge. 

 

In sum, under section 455, “it is the appearance of bias or partiality that matters here, not actual 

bias.” United States v. Tucker, 78 F.3d 1313, 1324 (8th Cir. 1996). In Tucker, prosecutors, relying 

“primarily on news articles,” sought the recusal of District Court Judge Woods from the trial of 

Governor Tucker, because of Woods’s close association with Hillary Clinton, wife of then-

President Bill Clinton. Governor Tucker was indicted for financial crimes related to an 

investigation of President and Mrs. Clinton. Id. at 1315, 1316. The news articles indicated that not 

only did the Clintons have a close relationship with Judge Woods, but also they had expressed their 

support of Governor Tucker, including after he was indicted. 

The Tucker court held: 

The Independent Counsel argues that, because of the “unmistakable appearance” 
of bias or partiality here, “reassignment is necessary to preserve the appearance 
and reality of justice.” [] We agree. Based on the information before us in this 
case, we conclude that the risk of a perception of judicial bias or partiality is 
sufficiently great so that our proper course is to order reassignment on remand. 
As we have discussed, Judge Woods’s link with the Clintons and the Clintons’ 
connection to Tucker have been widely reported in the press. Moreover, as the 
Independent Counsel has noted, “this case will, as a matter of law, involve 
matters related to the investigation of the President and Hillary Rodham 
Clinton.” [] Given the high profile of the Independent Counsel’s work and of 
this case in particular, and the reported connections among Judge Woods, the 
Clintons, and Tucker, assignment to a different judge on remand is required to 
insure the perception of impartiality. 

Id. at 1324-1325 (citations omitted).    

 In the instant case, Judge Orrick has a longstanding and close relationship with an entity 

deeply intertwined and housing one of the plaintiffs in the related case, which NAF in the instant 

litigation claims as one of the “victims” of Defendants’ “conspiracy” alleged in its Complaint. 

Indeed, the timing of Judge Orrick’s board membership with GSFRC, timing not disclosed in his 

Senate Judiciary Committee questionnaire, would necessarily require him to be involved in the 

board’s decision to initiate the partnership between GSFRC and PPSP. And GSFRC has continued 
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to publicly hold out Judge Orrick as an Emeritus Board Member on its letterhead during at least 

some of the pendency of this case. A reasonable person would well question the ability of Judge 

Orrick to be impartial in deciding whether Daleiden and CMP should be held liable for harms to 

NAF members, including to the GSFRC-PPSP clinic and PPSP staff at that clinic, occurring in the 

wake of the Daleiden and CMP’s video releases. 

 Moreover, “this case will, as a matter of law, involve matters related to the investigation of” 

PPSP’s compliance with federal and state laws related to fetal tissue donation and other abortion-

related laws. Again, a reasonable person would easily question whether Judge Orrick is able to 

impartially assess the evidence that Defendants assert shows that PPSP, a key partner of GSFRC, 

was for years violating state and federal laws, evidence that has led to referrals for prosecution of 

PPSP/PPNC from two congressional committees. These referrals relate to PPSP/PPNC’s 

contractual arrangements, dating back to 2012, with StemExpress, LLC, a tissue procurement 

company, also referred for prosecution by the U.S. Senate and House committees. One of the 

congressional committees uncovered evidence that, up until immediately prior to the CMP videos 

being released, NAF had been negotiating with StemExpress to promote the latter’s business model 

to its members as part of its “group purchasing program.”  

 In addition, Judge Orrick’s impartiality can reasonably be questioned on the basis of 

publicly-stated positions on matters directly at issue in this case, the expression of which was in at 

least two instances on Facebook, accompanied by a photo of Judge and Mrs. Orrick. By 

“pinkifying” her public Facebook page, Mrs. Orrick publicly expressed her support for Planned 

Parenthood in the face of “false accusations” from “anti-women’s health extremists.” She also 

stated her position that the videos were “heavily edited,” that CMP is “run by extremists,” and Mr. 

Daleiden and CMP “will stop at nothing to deny women legal abortion services.” The integrity of 

the videos, the Defendants’ alleged history of violence, and their intentions in launching the Human 

Capital Project are all issues at the heart of both the instant litigation and the related case. Mrs. 

Orrick also publicly expressed her support for Mr. Daleiden’s criminal prosecution in Texas. Cf. 

Melendres v. Arpaio, No. CV-07-2513-PHX-MHM, 2009 WL 2132693, at *15, 2009 U.S. Dist. 

LEXIS 65069, at *52-53 (D. Ariz. July 15, 2009) (recusal appropriate where court’s impartiality 
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might reasonably be questioned based on judge’s sister’s publicly-held positions “highly 

disparaging of specific Defendants” and “tak[ing] a strong stand on disputed factual matters lying 

at the heart of the litigation”). 

Moreover, judicial remarks during the course of litigation may also support a bias or 

partiality challenge “if they reveal an opinion that derives from an extrajudicial source. Liteky v. 

U.S., 510 U.S. 540, 555 (1994). At the telephonic hearing on May 25, 2017, Judge Orrick stated 

that Mr. Daleiden would be “well advised . . . that he is obligated to follow the Court’s orders not 

try to skate around them and cause real harm to human beings . . .” By implying that Mr. Daleiden 

is seeking to “cause real harm to human beings” by releasing videos, Judge Orrick revealed his 

prejudice against Mr. Daleiden and a belief that he is an evil person who intentionally seeks to 

harm others.  

 Courts have also noted, in the context of recusal motions, that “the whole is sometimes 

greater than the sum of the parts. The cumulative effect of a judge’s individual actions, comments 

and past associations could raise some question about impartiality, even though none (taken alone) 

would require recusal. In re Martinez-Catala, supra, 129 F.3d at 221.  

 “[A] judge may not sit in cases in which his impartiality might reasonably be questioned.” 

U.S. v. Holland, 519 F.3d 909, 911 (9th Cir. 2008) (original emphasis) (internal quotation marks 

omitted). “If it is a close case, the balance tips in favor of recusal.” Id. For that reason, the court in 

Melendres decided that recusal was appropriate: “No Court should tolerate even the slightest 

chance that its continued participation in a high profile lawsuit could taint the public’s perception 

of the fairness of the outcome. Certainly, this Court is unwilling to take such a risk.” Melendres, 

2009 WL 2132693, at *15, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 65069, at *52-53. 

IV. CONCLUSION. 

The instant case is not only high profile but involves one of the most persistently debated 

moral and political issues of our times. The public is well aware that abortion is a topic on which 

many people, including judges, are apt to have very strong feelings they would find difficult to set 

aside in order to be impartial. Against that backdrop, there is considerably more than the “slightest 

chance” that Judge Orrick’s associations and the publicly-held opinions of his wife, expressed 
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together with a profile photo featuring not only Mrs. Orrick but also Judge Orrick, “could taint the 

public’s perception of the fairness of the outcome.” For these reasons, Judge Orrick should recuse 

himself. 

Respectfully submitted, 

June 7, 2017, 

 
Catherine W. Short (CA Bar No. 117442) 
LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  
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Jeffrey M. Trissell (CA Bar No. 292480)                    

FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND                             

P.O. Box 9520 

Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067 

Tel:  (858) 759-9948 

Facsimile:  (858) 759-9938 
cslimandri@limandri.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendants CMP & BioMax 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 428   Filed 06/07/17   Page 12 of 14

 
[76]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 29 of 278
(134 of 916)



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

 

 

11 
MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION OF THE HONORABLE 

WILLIAM H. ORRICK III – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

 

ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO CIVIL L.R. 5.1(i)(3) 

 

As the filer of this document, I attest that concurrence in the filing was obtained from the 

other signatories. 

 

 
Charles S. LiMandri 

Counsel for Defendant CMP 
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 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

National Abortion Federation v. The Center for Medical Progress, et al.
Case No.: 3:15-cv-3522

I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury that I am over the age of eighteen years

and not a party to this action; my business address is P.O. Box 9520, Rancho Santa Fe, California

92067, and that I served the following document(s):

• Notice of Motion and Motion for Disqualification of the Honorable William H. Orrick
III, pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455, Affidavit of Prejudice by David Daleiden,
Certificate of Good Faith by Counsel of Record;

• Affidavit of David Daleiden in Support of Motion for Disqualification of the Honorable
William H. Orrick III, pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455; and 

• Certificate of Counsel in Support of Motion for disqualification of the Honorable
William H. Orrick III, pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455.

I certify that one true and correct copy  of the foregoing was served on each of the

interested parties in this action, addressed as follows:

         (BY MAIL) I am "readily familiar" with the firm's practice of collection and processing
correspondence for mailing.  Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal
Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Rancho Santa Fe, California
in the ordinary course of business.  The envelope was sealed and placed for collection and
mailing on this date following our ordinary practices.  I am aware that on motion of the party
served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more
than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

         (BY ELECTRONIC MAIL) I served a true copy, electronically on designated recipients
via electronic transmission of said documents.

    X  (BY ELECTRONIC FILING/SERVICE) I caused such document(s) to be Electronically
Filed and/or Service using the ECF/CM System for filing and transmittal of the above
documents to the above-referenced ECF/CM registrants.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, that the above
is true and correct.

Executed on June 7, 2017, at Rancho Santa Fe, California.

______________________________
Kathy Denworth

1

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 3:15-cv-3522
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AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID DALEIDEN IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

Catherine W. Short; (CA Bar No. 117442) Charles S. LiMandri (CA Bar No. 110841) 
LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  Paul M. Jonna (CA Bar No. 265389) 
Post Office Box 1313  Jeffrey M. Trissell (CA Bar No. 292480) 
Ojai, CA  93024-1313 FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND 
Tel:  (707) 337-6880 P.O. Box 9520 
LLDFOjai@earthlink.net Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067 
 Tel:  (858) 759-9948 
Thomas Brejcha, pro hac vice cslimandri@limandri.com 
Peter Breen, pro hac vice  
THOMAS MORE SOCIETY Attorneys for Defendants the Center for 
19 S. La Salle St., Ste. 603 Medical Progress, and BioMax  
Chicago, IL 60603 Procurement Services, LLC 
Tel: (312) 782-1680 
tbrejcha@thomasmoresociety.org 
 
Attorneys for Defendant David Daleiden 
 
  

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION 
(NAF), 
 

Plaintiff, 
vs. 

 
THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL 
PROGRESS; BIOMAX PROCUREMENT 
SERVICES, LLC; DAVID DALEIDEN (aka 
“ROBERT SARKIS”); and TROY 
NEWMAN, 
 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

  ) 

 
Case No. 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 
 
Judge William H. Orrick, III 
 
Affidavit of David Daleiden in Support of 
Motion for disqualification of the 
Honorable William H. Orrick III, 
pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455 
 
Hearing Date: July 12, 2017, 2:00 p.m. 
 
Courtroom 2, 17th Floor 
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AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID DALEIDEN IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
FOR DISQUALIFICATION – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID DALEIDEN IN SUPPORT OF JUDICIAL DISQUALIFICATION 

 

1. I, David Daleiden, am a defendant in this action. I am the Chief Executive Officer of 

the Center for Medical Progress (CMP), which is also a defendant in this action. I submit this 

affidavit on my own behalf and on behalf of the Center for Medical Progress. 

2. In August 2015, I learned that Judge Orrick had been a board member of the Good 

Samaritan Family Resource Center (GSFRC) in San Francisco (Exhibit 1). Since 2001, GSFRC has 

embedded a Planned Parenthood clinic inside its premises, and lists among its “Key Partnerships” 

the Planned Parenthood affiliate that operates the clinic, Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific (PPSP), 

dba Planned Parenthood Northern California (Exhibit 2). 

3. I also obtained a copy of Judge Orrick’s Senate Judiciary Committee questionnaire. 

In that questionnaire, Judge Orrick indicated that he had ceased being a board member of GSFRC 

in 1999. He also stated that, from 1986 to 2009, he “assisted the Good Samaritan Family Resource 

Center on many legal issues” (Exhibit 3).  

4. PPSP has membership in the National Abortion Federation (NAF). NAF has 

asserted throughout this lawsuit that it is seeking to protect its members and the staff of its 

members. The video recordings that are the subject of the Preliminary Injunction, and are a core 

subject of this lawsuit, include recordings of PPSP staff representatives. 

5. I was concerned about Judge Orrick’s association with PPSP-partnered GSFRC. 

However, a motion to disqualify did not appear appropriate, as Judge Orrick’s questionnaire stated 

that he had ceased being a board member, and thus ceased his fiduciary relationship with a partner 

of Planned Parenthood, in 1999, many years earlier, and, of particular significance, before GSFRC 

had been in partnership with Planned Parenthood. 

6. In January 2016, Planned Parenthood Federation of America and several Planned 

Parenthood affiliates, including PPSP, the affiliate that is currently in a “key partnership” with 

GSFRC as GSFRC hosts its clinic (Exhibit 4), sued me and CMP. That matter also was assigned to 

Judge Orrick as it was related to the instant case. Again, based on the information in the Senate 
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AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID DALEIDEN IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
FOR DISQUALIFICATION – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

questionnaire, Judge Orrick’s relationship with PPSP seemed too attenuated to justify bringing a 

motion to disqualify. 

7. In late May 2017, when this case was once again in the news, I learned that Judge 

Orrick had in fact continued on the board of GSFRC from 2001 to 2003 (Exhibit 5). Judge Orrick 

was the Secretary of the Board of GSFRC in 2001 when GSFRC entered into its “key partnership” 

with PPSP to embed a Planned Parenthood clinic inside GSFRC’s premises. 

8. I also learned, through an official GSFRC public meeting notice scanned by the San 

Francisco Public Library, which was not available online before January 2017, that as recently as 

September 2015 – after this lawsuit was filed and after Judge Orrick had already entered a 

Temporary Restraining Order against me and CMP in favor of NAF and its members, including 

PPSP – Judge Orrick continued to serve as an Emeritus Board Member on the board of the GSFRC 

(Exhibit 6). 

9. At no time did Judge Orrick disclose to the Defendants that he sat on the board and 

continued to serve as Emeritus Board Member of an organization that has as a “key partner” a 

Planned Parenthood affiliate that Defendants contend, both in public statements and as part of their 

defense, was involved, with NAF and with other Plaintiffs in the related lawsuit, in violations of 

state and federal law. 

10. The CEO of PPSP/PPNC, Heather Saunders Estes, told local news media in 2015 

about Planned Parenthood’s “key partnership” with GSFRC: “It’s been an excellent partnership. . . 

. The Center donates the space and a receptionist and Planned Parenthood is there to provide 

services. Neither of us could do our part without the support of the Mary Wohlford Foundation and 

donors.” Saunders Estes also said, “There’s no question we need support from community donors. 

Both organizations are supported through a patchwork of funding” (Exhibit 7). 

11. I also learned that Judge Orrick and his wife had been among those donors. In the 

2006-2007 fiscal year, Judge Orrick and his wife, Caroline Orrick, donated $5,072 to GSFRC 

(Exhibit 8).  

12. In other research, I learned that, no later than the fall of 2015 Mrs. Orrick, 

“pinkified” her Facebook page and added the “I stand with Planned Parenthood” overlay across her 
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AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID DALEIDEN IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
FOR DISQUALIFICATION – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

profile picture (Exhibit 9). Planned Parenthood urged its supporters to add these elements to their 

Facebook pages as part of a social media campaign orchestrated specifically in response to the 

release of videos by myself and CMP. “Pinkifying” showed one’s support for Planned Parenthood 

and one’s belief that the videos were fraudulent (Exhibit 10). 

13. Just days ago, I further discovered that Mrs. Orrick “liked” a Facebook post by the 

National Abortion Rights Action League (NARAL) that described my and CMP’s work as “heavily 

edited videos by a sham organization run by extremists who will stop at nothing to deny women 

legal abortion services.” The Facebook post also appeared to describe our videos as “domestic 

terrorism” against abortion providers. (Exhibit 11). Mrs. Orrick also liked a Facebook Post by 

“Keep America Pro-Choice” that applauded my indictment in Harris County, Texas (Exhibit 12), 

which was ultimately dismissed as invalid by two different judges. Both “likes” were accompanied 

by a profile picture featuring Judge and Mrs. Orrick (Exhibit 13).  

14. I reviewed the transcript of a May 25, 2017 teleconference with Judge Orrick and 

saw that he commented that I “try to skate around them [Judge Orrick’s orders] and cause real 

harm to human beings” (emphasis added) (Exhibit 14). I strongly believe in non-violent 

approaches to solving conflicts and I do not support, have never supported, and will never support 

vigilante violence against abortion providers. I do not believe instilling fear for personal safety is 

an acceptable tactic in public discourse about controversial issues. CMP’s videos communicate a 

strong message of non-violence and respect for human dignity, and it is impossible to derive from 

them any logical or moral justification for causing real harm to human beings. My work and my 

videos are directly motivated by trying to stop real harm to human beings and I am unaware of any 

evidence that has been presented to Judge Orrick that I “try to . . . cause real harm to human 

beings.” 

15. Judge Orrick has a personal bias and prejudice in favor of Planned Parenthood and 

the National Abortion Federation and against the Center for Medical Progress and me. CMP and I 

feel unable to receive fair consideration of our arguments before Judge Orrick because we do not 

enjoy the close personal and professional relationship with him, forged over many years, that 

Planned Parenthood does. 
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AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID DALEIDEN IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
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16. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of a research summary by the 

Judicial Action Group, which outlines Judge Orrick’s relationship with the GSFRC. 

17. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of the “About Us” page and 

the Planned Parenthood clinic page from the GSFRC website. 

18. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of Judge Orrick’s Senate 

Judiciary Committee questionnaire, submitted June 6, 2012. 

19. Attached hereto as Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy from the Planned Parenthood 

Federation of America website of the page for PPSP’s abortion referral clinic at GSFRC. 

20. Attached hereto as Exhibit 5 are true and correct copies of the IRS Forms 990 of 

GSFRC for 2001 and 2002-2003, which list Judge Orrick as a board member. 

21. Attached hereto as Exhibit 6 is a true and correct copy of a September 2015 public 

meeting notice for GSFRC, scanned by the San Francisco Public Library, and a true and correct 

copy of GSFRC letterhead from March 2012. 

22. Attached hereto as Exhibit 7 is a true and correct copy of an article from the Potrero 

View containing statements of PPSP CEO Heather Saunders Estes about Planned Parenthood’s 

relationship with GSFRC. 

23. Attached hereto as Exhibit 8 is a true and correct copy of the IRS Form 990 of 

GSFRC for 2006-2007. 

24. Attached hereto as Exhibit 9 is a true and correct copy of the “pinkified” Facebook 

profile photo of Mrs. Orrick, Judge Orrick’s wife, in support of Planned Parenthood in response to 

my and CMP’s videos. 

25. Attached hereto as Exhibit 10 is a true and correct copy of archived versions of 

Planned Parenthood’s IStandWithPP.org campaign website and of Planned Parenthood’s Facebook 

“pinkify” campaign microsite from August 2015, explaining the significance of these campaigns in 

opposition to my and CMP’s videos. 

26. Attached hereto as Exhibit 11 is a true and correct copy of a Facebook post of a 

NARAL campaign that appeared to describe my and CMP’s videos as “domestic terrorism,” which 
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post was “liked” on Facebook by Mrs. Orrick, and a true and correct copy of a screenshot of Mrs. 

Orrick “like” of the Facebook post. 

27. Attached hereto as Exhibit 12 is a true and correct copy of a Facebook post about 

my since-dismissed indictment in Harris County, Texas, which post was “liked” on Facebook by 

Mrs. Orrick, and a true and correct copy of a screenshot of Mrs. Orrick’s “like” of the Facebook 

post. 

28. Attached hereto as Exhibit 13 is a true and correct copy of a screenshot of Mrs. 

Orrick’s Facebook profile, which shows her profile picture with her husband Judge Orrick, which 

appears next to her “likes” of posts attacking me and CMP on Facebook. 

29. Attached hereto as Exhibit 14 is a true and correct copy of the transcript of the May 

25, 2017 teleconference with Judge Orrick. 

I declare until penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the State of 

California that the foregoing is true and correct and that this Affidavit was executed in Orange 

County, California on June 7, 2017. 

         
       David Daleiden 
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MARRIAGE

LIFE

RELIGIOUS LIBERTY

Planned Parenthood Linked to Judge Who Blocked
Videos

August 5, 2015

This week, Mollie Hemingway at The Federalist published a powerful article titled
“Wife of Judge Blocking ProLife Videos Is a Proud Abortion Supporter.”[1]  The
judge, William H. Orrick, III, was confirmed to be a federal judge by the U.S. Senate
two years ago.  We researched Orrick's record back in 2012 and 2013, so after
reading Hemingway’s article we decided to look back through our research.  What
we found is disturbing.

Orrick spent twentythree (23) years working with and for the Good Samaritan
Family Resource Center whose website boasts that they run a “family planning
clinic” “in partnership with Planned Parenthood.”[2]  The clinic is “[s]taffed in
partnership with Planned Parenthood.”[3]  Not surprisingly, Planned Parenthood also
touts their relationship with Orrick’s clinic and lists “The Wohlford Family Clinic at the
Good Samaritan Family Resource Center” on the Planned Parenthood website. 
Moreover, Planned Parenthood states that the clinic provides “abortion referral[s].”[4]

Orrick’s relationship with the socalled “Good Samaritan Family Resource Center”
began in 1986 when he took over as President of the Board and worked in that
capacity until 1988.[5]  Thereafter, for eleven years (1988 to 1999) Orrick worked as
their “VicePresident / Officer”[6] acting in various roles, including as a fundraiser[7]
and promoter.[8]  After 1999, Orrick continued to work for the Center “on many legal
issues,” for at least ten years.[9]  When asked by the U.S. Senate to name the “most
significant legal activities you have pursued,”[10] Orrick listed Planned Parenthood’s
partner: the “Good Samaritan Family Resource Center,” among others. [11]

Our research into this matter is ongoing and there is still more to this story.  But for
now, based upon what we already know, one is left to wonder why Orrick is sitting in
judgment in this case.  Moreover, given Orrick’s twentythree year “significant” role at
the Clinic which partners with, and is staffed by, Planned Parenthood, one wonders
whether he has any personal knowledge about their operations.

[1] Mollie Hemingway, Wife of Judge Blocking ProLife Videos Is a Proud Abortion Supporter, The Federalist (Aug. 3, 2015);

available at http://thefederalist.com/2015/08/03/wifeofjudgeblockingprolifevideosisaproudabortionsupporter/ (last visited

August 5, 2015).

[2] The Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, Inc., http://goodsamfrc.org/wohlfordfamilyclinic/ (last visited August 5, 2015). 

The Wohlford Family Clinic “opened its doors in 2001” which was after Orrick was President and VicePresident of the Center, but

was still during the last eight (8) years that Orrick remained involved with the Center.

[3] The Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, Inc., http://goodsamfrc.org/wohlfordfamilyclinic/ (last visited August 5, 2015).

[4] Planned Parenthood, http://plannedparenthood.org/healthcenter/california/sanfrancisco/94110/wohlfordfamilyclinicatthe

goodsamaritanfamilyresourcecenter406790200/ (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).

[5] William Horsley Orrick, III answers to “United States Senate Committee on the Judiciary, Questionnaire for Judicial Nominees,”

(hereafter “SJC Questionnaire”), pages 3, 5, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenate

QuestionnairePublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).

[6] SJC Questionnaire, pages 3, 5, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenate

QuestionnairePublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).

[7] SJC Questionnaire, page 13, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenateQuestionnaire

PublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015), referring to article by: “Suzanne Solis, ‘Good Samaritan Fosters Immigrants’ Self

Reliance,’ The San Francisco Chronicle, Nov. 28, 1995,” an article on the same date by the same author is titled “Know Someone

Who’s Making a Difference?” and is available at  http://www.sfgate.com/news/article/KnowSomeoneWhosMakingADifference

3019198.php (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).  The article states: “Many who have lived in the Mission District have ‘at one time or

another come to the center,’ said Bill Orrick, secretary of the center's board of directors.  ‘We would like people who used the

center at some point to give money.’“  (Emphasis added.)
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[8] SJC Questionnaire, page 11, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenateQuestionnaire

PublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).  Orrick states: “April 18, 1997: [Orrick] Speech at grand opening of Good Samaritan

Family Resource Center and Apartments.”

[9] SJC Questionnaire, page 29, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenateQuestionnaire

PublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).

[10] SJC Questionnaire, page 26, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenate

QuestionnairePublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).

[11] SJC Questionnaire, page 27, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenateQuestionnaire

PublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).

Phillip Jauregui

Judicial Action Group | 1015 15th St. N.W. | Washington, D.C. | 20005
© 2011 | 202.216.9309 | info@judicialactiongroup.com
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About Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

Search

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center believes that strong families are vital to raising children who are happy, healthy, and
productive. Good Samaritan comprehensively addresses the needs of low-income Latino immigrant families through a Two-
Generation Strategy that involves children and their parents/caregivers. Our services ensure that children have access to the
educational and development opportunities they deserve to succeed in life, and equip parents with the confidence, knowledge, and
tools to support their children’s success. We foster community connections, help participants to develop English language and
parenting skills, and build a foundation for creating resilient and self-sufficient families.

Early Childhood Development
Since 1996, Good Samaritan has operated a successful licensed Child Development Center, a year-round program that delivers
bilingual childcare services to 36 children ages 2½ to 5 years. Designed to develop social, emotional, physical, and cognitive skills, our
CDC prepares children for a confident and smooth transition to Kindergarten. The CDC utilizes the Creative Curriculum for Preschool
and Teaching Pyramid, and offers activities in eleven areas of development for children. Our program has been recognized as a
model provider by the Mimi and Peter Haas Fund, the Children’s Council, the San Francisco Department of Children Youth and Their
Families, and First Five San Francisco.

Youth Development Services
Good Samaritan provides vulnerable newcomer youth growing up in inner city environments with the tools to significantly increase
their engagement in school, and involves these young people in out-of-school settings that broaden their horizons enormously.
Immigrant and first-generation youth practice life skills, learn healthy activities and behaviors, and promote these practices among
their peers. Offered in partnership with families, schools, and other providers, services include afterschool activities and school-
based services, and summer programs. Together, this programming supports the social, physical and emotional development of
youth while promoting academic success.

Adult Education and Family Strengthening

DONATE NOW

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center
is a 501(c)(3) organization incorporated
in California. All contributions are tax-
deductible to the fullest extent allowed
by law. 

Learn more about how we manage our
funds.

Key Partnerships: 
MEDA 
Mission Beacon 
Mission Promise Neighborhood 
Planned Parenthood Shasta-Pacific 
Refugee Transitions 
Vision Academy

Subscribe to Our E-
Newsletter

Email Address:

First Name:

Last Name:

Join Now

      EN ESPAÑOL HOME ABOUT US HEALTH CLINIC OUR WORK EVENTS & NEWS SUPPORT GOOD SAM
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A full array of support services helps families build parenting and life skills within a new cultural framework. Services include
parenting groups, prenatal wellness support, maternal depression groups, and case management. One of our most popular services,
Good Samaritan’s two levels of English as a Second Language (ESL) instruction build the self-sufficiency of adults and their ability to
participate in their children’s education. Also, working in partnership with Planned Parenthood , Good Samaritan’s on-site clinic
provides family planning services to medically uninsured adults and teens, receiving more than 1,200 visits per year.

How are we making a Difference Today?
Good Samaritan is committed to using evidence-based tools and metrics to measure program outcomes and ensure that services
effectively address the needs of clients. Given the varied nature of our work and services, different data tracking strategies and
evaluative tools are utilized by each program. For example:

Child Development programs track attendance and support services accessed by parents, and also administers and analyzes a
parent survey at the end of each semester to document and evaluate changes in children’s behavior. In addition, staff are trained
to administer screenings, such as the Ages and Stages Questionnaire, the Parental Stress Index, and the Edinburgh Depression
Scale, to identify children with developmental concerns and parents at risk of depression and high levels of stress. Results of
parent surveys are analyzed at the end of each series of classes or workshops to assess their usefulness and effectiveness.
ESL participants complete pre-tests and post-tests at the beginning and end of each semester, including the standardized CASAS
test and an internally designed performance-based assessment approved by the California Department of Education. Student-
teacher conferences at the end of each semester provide students with individualized information about their performance and
help them understand the educational process. Good Samaritan also surveys students to determine the qualitative ways in which
literacy adds to their lives and to obtain information about their future plans for adult education and civic engagement.
Our Family Strengthening Services rely on tools such as the Parenting Scale (pre- and post-test tool used to measure parental
behavioral change as related to child abuse or neglect); Eyberg Child Behavioral Inventory (parent rating scale to assess child
behavior); and Key to Interactive Parenting Scale (observational tool to assess the quality of parenting behavior).

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 
1294 Potrero Avenue 
San Francisco CA, 94110 
Tel: (415) 401-4253
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Wohlford Family Clinic

Search

It is with a heavy heart that we announce that on June 1, 2016, long time Good Samaritan donor Sheana Butler
passed away. Sheana’s support was crucial to opening and sustaining the Mary Wolford clinic in partnership with
Planned Parenthood.  Since the year 2000, Sheana’s generous support allowed the clinic to provide family planning
and women’s health medical services to thousands of families and youth. She will be greatly missed and her memory
will live on through our work. Our thoughts and prayers go out to Sheana’s husband, children, and extended network
of family and close friends. Click here to learn more about Sheana Butler’s life of generosity and service. (last
sentence would be linked to obituary)

In partnership with Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific the clinic offers confidential planning services including birth control,
pregnancy testing, screening and treatment of sexually transmitted infections, HIV testing, Pap smears, counseling, education and
much more.

History
Mary Wohlford was passionate about the world around her. As a trained nurse, she grew particularly
concerned about reproductive health and rights, and responsible population growth. Shortly after
her death in 1999, and honoring Mary’s memory, the Mary Wohlford Foundation was formed and
commits its resources to these priorities.

Sheana Butler, Mary’s sister and former Good Samaritan Family Resource Center Board Member,
approached the Foundation trustees about creating a family planning clinic at Good Samaritan. The
foundation gave seed funding for a community assessment, and it was determined that indeed, a
clinic at Good Sam serving an immigrant population and beyond was needed. The Clinic opened its
doors in 2001.

Staffed in partnership with Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific, the clinic continues to increase its impact. What started out as a four
hour a week clinic has grown to three days a week with dedicated teen hours and client visits of over 1,200 a year.

The Trustees of the Foundation and the family of Mary Wohlford are deeply proud to have the Clinic named in her honor.

About the Clinic
These videos, created by youth for youth, are a project of the Teen Health Worker program (Promotores) at Good Samaritan Family
Resource Center The Teen Promotores Program trains youth to provide peer education about healthy sexual decision making, and to
conduct outreach for the Wohlford Family Clinic at Good Samaritan.

Click here to call or make an appointment online.

Mire este video en español aquí.
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DONATE NOW

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center
is a 501(c)(3) organization incorporated
in California. All contributions are tax-
deductible to the fullest extent allowed
by law. 

Learn more about how we manage our
funds.

Key Partnerships: 
MEDA 
Mission Beacon 
Mission Promise Neighborhood 
Planned Parenthood Shasta-Pacific 
Refugee Transitions 
Vision Academy

Subscribe to Our E-
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Email Address:

First Name:

Last Name:

Join Now

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 
1294 Potrero Avenue 
San Francisco CA, 94110 
Tel: (415) 401-4253
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UNITED STATES SENATE 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

QUESTIONNAIRE FOR JUDICIAL NOM INEES 

PUBLIC 

I. Name: State full name (include any former names used). 

William Hors ley Orrick, I II 

2. Position: State the position fo r which you have been nominated. 

United States District Judge for the Northern District of California 

3. Address: List cunent office address. If city and state of residence differs from your 
place of employment, please list the city and state where you currently reside. 

United States Department of Justice 
Civil Division 
950 Pe1msylvania A venue. NW 
Washington, DC 20530 

4. Birthplace: State year and place of birth. 

1953; San Francisco, California 

5. Education: List in reverse chronological order each college. law school, or any other 
institution of higher education attended and indicate for each the dates of attendance, 
whether a degree was received, and the date each degree was received. 

1976 - 1979, Boston College School of Law; J.D. (cum laude), 1979 

197 1 - 1972. 1973 - 1976, Yale University; B.A. (cum laude), 1976 

6. Employment Reco1·d: List in reverse chrono logical order a ll governmental agencies, 
business or professional corporations, companies, firms. or other enterprises, 
partnerships, institutions or organizations. non-profit or otherwise, with which you have 
been affiliated as an officer, director, partner, proprietor, or employee since graduation 
from college. whether or not you received payment for your services. Include the name 
and address of the employer and job title or description. 

2009 - Present 
United States Department of .Justice, Civil Division 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue. NW 
Washington, DC 20530 
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Deputy Assistant Attorney General (20 I 0 - Present) 
Counselor (2009 - 20 I 0) 

1984 - 2009 
Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass, LLP 
One Ferry Bui lding, Suite 200 
San Francisco California 94111 
Partner ( 1988 - 2009) 
Associate ( 1984 - 1987) 

1979 - 1984 
Georgia Legal Services Program 
Savannah Regional Office 
6602 Abercorn Street, Suite 203 
Savannah, Georgia 31405 
Supervising Attorney (1982 - I 984) 
Acting Managing Attorney ( 1981 - 1982) 
Attorney ( 1979- 1981) 

1977 - 1979 
Boston College Legal Assistance Bureau 
24 Crescent Street 
Walthan1, Massachusetts 02453 
Student Attorney 

1977 
Massachusetts Advocacy Center 
(no longer in operation) 
Summer Intern 

Other Affiliations (uncompensated unless otherwise indicated): 

1992 - 2009 
Episcopal Diocese of California 
I 055 Taylor Su·eet 
San Francisco, California 941 08 
Chancellor (1998 - 2009) 
Co-Chancellor (1996 - J 997) 
Vice Chancellor (1992 - J 995) 
(compensated) 

2005 - 2009 
Historical Society. U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California 
450 Golden Gate A venue 
San Francisco, California 36060 
Board member 

2 
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2006 - 2009 
OneCaJifomia (now OnePacitic) Bank 
1438 Webster Street 
Oakland. California 946 12 
Board member 

2004 -2008 
Groton School 
282 Farmers Row 
Groton, Massachusetts 01450 
Board member 

1991 - 1997, 2006- 2008 
North Fork Association 
P.O. Box 909 
Soda Springs, California 95728 
President of Board ( I 995 - I 997, 2006- 2008) 
Secretary (1993 - 199 5) 
Board member ( 1991 - 1993) 

1995 -2003 
Katherine Delmar Burke School 
7070 California Street 
San Francisco, California 94121 
President of Board (2001 - 2003) 
Board member (1995- 2003) 

1986 - 1999 
Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 
1294 Potrero A venue 
San Francisco, California 9411 0 
President of Board (1986 - 1988) 
Vice-President/Officer ( 1989 - 1999) 

1986 - 1992 
Ellicott Machine Corporation 
161 I Bush Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21230 
(declared bankruptcy in 2002) 
Board member (compensated) 

1978 - 1979 
Boston College Legal Assistance Bureau 
24 Crescent Street 
Waltham, Massachusetts 02453 

3 
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President, Board of Directors ( 1978 - 1979) 
(compensated. Summer 1978) 

7. Military Service and Draft Status: Identify any service in the U.S. Military. including 
dates of service, branch of service, rank or rate, serial number (if different from social 
securi ty number) and type of discharge received, and whether you have registered for 
selective service. 

I have not served in the military. 1 did register for selective service. 

8. Honors and Awards: L ist any scholarships, fellowships, honorary degrees, academic or 
professional honors, honorary society memberships, military awards, and any other 
special recognition for outstanding service or achievement. 

Named in Super Lawyers (San Francisco Bay Area) (2004 and 2006 - 2009) 
Co-honoree, Episcopal Charity Awards. San Francisco ( 1997) 
Outstanding Lawyer in Public Service, Bar Association of San Francisco ( 1989) 
Susan Grant Desmarias award for distinguished public service, Boston College Law 

School (1979) 

9. Bar Associations: List a ll bar associations or legal or judic ial-related committees, 
selection panels or conferences o f which you are or have been a member, and give the 
titles and dates of any offices which you have held in such groups. 

American Bar Association ( 1982 - present) 
Bar Association of San Francisco ( I 984 - present) 
Cali fornia State Bar Association ( 1984 - present) 
Georgia State Bar Association (1980 - 1994) 

I 0. Bar and Court Admission : 

a. List the date(s) you were admitted to the bar of any state and any lapses in 
membership. Please explain the reason for any lapse in membership. 

Georgia, 1980. I resigned in 1994 because I no longer practiced in Georgia. 

California, I 984. There have been no lapses in membership. 

b. List all courts in which you have been admitted to practice, including dates of 
admission and any lapses in membership. Please explain the reason for any lapse 
in membershi p. Give the same information for administrative bodies that require 
special admission to practice. 

Supreme Court of the United States, 1988 
United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. 1987 
United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit. 1986 

4 
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United States District Court for the Northern District of Califomia, 1984 
United States District Court for the District of Kansas, 1987 
United States District Court for the Eastern District of California, 1997 
United States District Court for the Central District of California, 2000 
United States District Court for the District of Colorado. 2004 
United States District Court for the Southern District of Georgia, 1980 
Georgia Supreme Court and all the cout1S of the State of Georgia, 1980 
California Supreme Cow1 and all the courts of the State of California, 1984 

I resigned from the Georgia bar in 1994. There have been no other lapses in 
membership. 

11. Memberships: 

a. List all professional, business, fraternal, scholarly, civic, charitable, or other 
organizations, other than those listed in response to Questions 9 or I 0 to which 
you belong. or to which you have belonged, since graduation from law school. 
Provide dates of membership or participation, and indicate any office you held. 
Include clubs, working groups. advisory or editorial boards, panels, committees, 
conferences, or publications. 

Ellicott Machine Corporat ion 
Board member (1986 - 1992) 

Episcopal Diocese of California (1992 - 2009) 
Chancellor ( 1998 - 2009) 
Co-Chancellor (1996 - 1997) 
Vice Chancellor (1992 - 1995) 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (1986 - 1999) 
President of Board ( 1986 - 1988) 
Vice-President/Officer (1989 - 1999) 

Groton School 
Board member (2004 - 2008) 
Chair of Audit and Chapel/Community Service committees (2004 - 2008) 

Historical Society, U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California 
Board member (2005 - 2009) 

Katherine Delmar Burke School (1995 - 2003) 
President of Board (200 I - 2003) 
Chair, Strategic Planning Committee ( 1999 - 2001) 
Board member ( 1995 - 2003) 

North Fork Association 
President of Board ( 1995 - 1997, 2006 - 2008) 
Secretary (1993 - 1995) 
Board member (1991 - 1993) 
Proprietary member ( 1991 - present) 
Associate member ( 1988 - 1990) 

5 
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OneCalifomia (now OnePacific) Bank 
Board member (2006 - 2009) 
Chair, Compensation and Governance Committees (2006 - 2009) 

Rafael Racquet Club ( 1990 - 1996) 

b. The American Bar Association's Commentary to its Code of Judicial Conduct 
states that it is inappropriate for a judge to hold membership in any organization 
that invidiously discriminates on the basis of race, sex, or religion, or national 
origin. fndicate whether any of these organizations listed in response to 11 a above 
currently discriminate or formerly discriminated on the basis of race, sex, religion 
or national origin either through formal membership requirements or the practical 
implementation of membership policies. If so, describe any action you have taken 
to change these policies and practices. 

To the best of my knowledge, none of the organizations listed above cunently 
discriminates or f01merly discriminated on the basis of race, sex, religion or 
national origin either through formal membership requirements or the practical 
implementation ofmembership policies. 

12. Published Writings and Public Statements: 

a. List the titles, publishers. and dates of books, articles. repo11s, letters to the editor, 
editorial pieces, or other published material you have written or edited, including 
material published only on the Internet. Supply four (4) copies of all published 
material to the Committee. 

Letters to the School Community: January 3, 2003; November 5, 2002; April 23, 
2002; December 200 I; and October 8, 2001. Katherine Delmar Burke School 
Tuesday Notes and Kay Dee Bee (school magazine). Copies supplied. 

Letter to the Editor, "Let Terrorism Inspire Renewed Commitment to Fighting 
Racism," The Recorder, December, 1989. Copy supplied. 

b. Supply four ( 4) copies of any reports, memoranda or pol icy statements you 
prepared or contributed in the preparation of on behalf of any bar association, 
committee, conference, or organization of which you were or are a member. If 
you do not have a copy o r a rep01t, memorandum or policy statement, give the 
name and address of the organization that issued it, the date of the document, and 
a summary of its subject matter. 

Episcopal Diocese of California 

Governance - Constitution Article lll , Committee on Canons Report to the I 60th 
Convention of the Diocese of California. Copy supplied. 

6 
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Governance, Committee on Canons Report to the l 59th Convention of the 
Diocese of California. October 17 and 18, 2008. Copy supplied. 

Report of the Committee on Canons and Corporation Sole Fact Sheet, Guide to 
the SpeciaJ Convention of the Diocese of Califomia, May I 0, 2008. Copy 
supplied. 

Report of the Committee on Canons, Guide to the Convention, October 2 1, 2006. 
Copy supplied. 

Repo11 of the Committee on Canons. Guide to the Convention, October 22, 2005. 
Copy supplied. 

Report of the Commi ttee on Canons, Guide to the Convention, October 19, 2002. 
Copy supplied. 

Rep011 of the Committee on Canons, Guide to the Convention, October 21, 2000. 
Copy supplied. 

Report of the Committee on Canons, Guide to the Convention, October 18. 1997. 
Copy supplied. 

Expansion of Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Requirements Memo. 
November l , 1996. Copy supplied. 

Other Reports 

Letters to the School Community, Katherine Delmar Burke School Annual 
Reports, 200 1-2002 and 2002-2003. Copies supplied. 

Report of the Boston College Legal Assistance Bureau, Spring 1979. Copy 
supplied. 

c. Supply tour (4) copies of any testimony, official statements or other 
communications re lating in whole or in part, to matters of public policy or legal 
interpretation, that you have issued or provided or that others presented on your 
behalf to public bodies or public officials. 

I do not believe J issued or provided any such communications. 

d. Supply four (4) copies, transcripts or recordings of all speeches or talks delivered 
by you, including commencement speeches, remarks, lectures, panel discussions, 
conferences, political speeches, and question-and-answer sessions. Include the 
date and place where they were delivered, and readi ly available press reports 
about the speech or talk. lfyou do not have a copy of the speech or a transcript or 
recording of your remarks. give the name and address of the group before whom 

7 
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the speech was given. the date of the speech, and a summary of its subject matter. 
If you did not speak from a prepared texL furnish a copy of any outline or notes 
from which you spoke. 

July 26, 2011: Speech to the U.S. Immigration and C ustoms Enforcement Office 
of the Principal Legal Advisors conference. Chicago. Ill inois. Remarks supplied. 

September 30, 2010: Presentation on ''Hot Topics in Immigration Law" at Office 
of Immigration Litigation conference. I discussed the case US. v. Arizona. 
Columbia , South Carolina. Outline supplied. 

June 2009: Introduction of Kamala Harris at a fundraiser for her campaign to 
become Attorney General of California. San Francisco, California. I have no 
notes, transcript or recording. T he sponsoring organization, Kamala Harris for 
Attorney General. does not have a physical address. 

January 10, 2009: Presentation during the orientation of the newly constituted 
Executive Counci l of the Episcopal Diocese of California on their duties and 
responsibilities. San Francisco, California. I have no notes, transcript or 
record ing. The address of the Episcopal Diocese of California is 1055 Taylor 
Street, San Francisco, California 94 108. 

October 18, 2008: Presentation of the Report of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention of the Episcopal Diocese of California. San Francisco, California. I 
have no notes, transcript or recording. but the report is supplied in response to 
12(b). 

October 2008: Remarks at a gathering of Obama supporters at a park in Tiburon, 
California. San Francisco, Cali fornia. I have no notes, transcript or recording. 
San Francisco, California. The sponsoring organization, Obama 1or America. 
does not have a physical address. 

May 16, 2008: Talk at the retirement dinner of Ann and Charl ie Alexander from 
Groton School. Groton. Massachusetts. Remarks supplied. 

Apri l 24, 2008: Speech, with question and answer period, on the proposed 
changes to the organizational structure of the Episcopal Diocese of California to 
the A lameda Deanery. Piedmont, Cali fornia. I have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The address of the Episcopal Diocese of California is I 055 Taylor 
Street, San Francisco. California 94 1 08. 

Apri l 19. 2008: Speech, with question and answer period, on the proposed 
changes to the organizational structure ofthe Episcopal Diocese of Californ ia to 
the Marin Deanery. Novato, California. I have no notes, transcript or recording. 
T he address of the Episcopal Diocese of California is I 055 Taylor Street. San 
Francisco. Cal ifornia 94108. 

8 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 428-1   Filed 06/07/17   Page 23 of 185

 
[101]

 
[101]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 54 of 278
(159 of 916)



April 17, 2008: Speech, with question and answer period, on the structure and 
liability of Episcopa l social service organizations, Episcopal Diocese of 
California. San Francisco, California. Remarks supplied. 

Apri l 13, 2008: Speech, w ith question and answer period, on the proposed 
changes to the organizational structure of the Episcopal Diocese of Cali fornia to 
the South Alameda Deanery. Fremont, California. I have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The address of the Episcopal Diocese of California is 1055 Taylor 
Street, San Francisco, California 94108. 

January 2008: Participant in a debate as a Senator Barack Obama surrogate 
against surrogates for Senator Hillary C linton and Senator John McCain at the 
Fromm Institute for Lifelong Learning, University of San Francisco. I have no 
notes, transcript or recording. The address of the Fronm1 Institute is 2130 Fulton 
Street, San Francisco, California 94117. 

February 2007: Introduction of Senator Barack Obama at a fund raiser for his 
Presidential campaign. San Francisco, Cali fornia. I have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The sponsoring organization, Obama for America, does not have a 
physical address. 

December 11 , 2006: Presentation on property ownership rights of parishes in the 
Episcopal Diocese during consideration of amended Articles of Incorporation at 
St. Clement' s Episcopal Church. Berkeley, California. 1 have no notes, transcript 
or recording. The address ofthe Episcopal Diocese of California is 1055 Taylor 
Street, San Francisco, California 94108. 

September 26, 2006: Presentation on jury selection to the Association of Business 
T rial Lawyers for a program entitled, ' 'The Use and Abuse of Peremptory 
Challenges." San Francisco, California. Remarks supplied . 

October 22, 2005 : Presentation of the Report of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention ofthe Episcopal Diocese o f California. San Francisco, California. 
Minutes of the convention are supplied. and the report is supplied in response to 
12(b). 

October 2005: Talk on the imp01tance of pro bono litigation and introduction of 
San Franci sco Bar Association 's "Champion of Justice" award recipient at the 
San Francisco Bar Association Gala. San Francisco, California. I have no notes. 
transcript or recording. The address of the San Francisco Bar Association is 30 I 
Battery Street, Third Floor, San Francisco, California 94111. 

June 13, 2005: Co-presenter for employment law training, with emphasis on 
sexual harassment, to employees of the Episcopal Diocese of California. San 
Francisco, Califomia. I have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of the 
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Episcopal Diocese of California is I 055 Taylor Street, San Francisco. California 
94108. 

September 2004: Introduction of Governor Elliot Spitzer at a fundraising event 
for the Presidential campaign of Senator John Kerry, and then moderator of a 
question and answer session with him. San Francisco, California. I have no notes, 
transcript or recording. The sponsoring organization, Jolm Kerry for President, 
does not have a physical address. 

August 2004: Remarks on behalf of Senator Kerry at a house party. San 
Francisco, California. 1 have no notes, transcript or recording. The sponsoring 
organization, John Kerry for President, does not have a physical address. 

JLme 2004: Remarks on panel on behalf of Senator Ken·y at a gathering at a senior 
citizen housing complex. Walnut Creek, California. r have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The sponsoring organization John Kerry for President. does not have 
a physical address. 

April 23, 2004: Chapel Talk on "Being Kind.'' Groton School, Groton, 
Massachusetts. Remarks supplied. 

June 2003: introduction of Susan Leal at a fund raiser for her campaign for Mayor 
of San Francisco. San Francisco, California. l have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The sponsoring organization, Susan Leal for Mayor, does not have a 
physical address. 

May 2003: introduction of Senator Kerry at a fundraising event for his 
Presidential campaign. San Francisco, California. 1 have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The sponsoring organization. John Kerry for President, does not have 
a physical address. 

October 2002: Presentation of the Repon of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention of the Episcopal Diocese of Califomia. San Francisco, California. I 
have no notes, transcript or recording, but the report is supplied in response to 
12(b). 

October 2000: Presentation of the Report of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention of the Episcopal Diocese ofCalifomja. San Francisco, California. I 
have no notes. transcript or recording, but the report is supplied in response to 
12(b). 

October 16, 1999: Presentation oflhe Report ofthe Committee on Canons to the 
Convention ofthe Episcopal Diocese of California. San Francisco, California. l 
have no notes, transcript or recording. The address ofthe Episcopal Diocese of 
California is 1055 Taylor Street. San Francisco, California 94108. 
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December I, 1998: Presentation on sexual harassment to employees at Farallon 
Capital Management. San Francisco, California. I have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The address of Farallon Capital is I Maritime Plaza, Suite 2 1 00, San 
Francisco, California 94 1 I I . 

January 15, 1998: Presentation to the lawyers in the Guild of St. Yves on the role 
of the Chancellor of the Episcopal Diocese of California. San Francisco, 
California. r have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of the Episcopal 
Diocese of Cal ifornia is I 055 Taylor Street, San Francisco, California 94 108. 

October 18, 1997: Presentation of the Report of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention of the Episcopal Diocese of California. San Francisco. Cali fo rnia. 
Minutes of the convention supplied, and the report is supplied in response to 
l 2(b). 

April 18, 1997: Speech at grand opening of Good Samaritan Family Resource 
Center and Apartments. San Francisco, California. Remarks supplied. 

January 16, 1997: Speech at the Episcopal Charities Dinner. San Francisco, 
California. Remarks supplied. 

October 19, 1996: Presentation ofthe Report of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention of the Episcopal Diocese of California. San Francisco, California. I 
have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of the Episcopal Diocese of 
California is 1055 Taylor Street, San francisco, California 941 08. 

October 21, 1995: Presentation of the Report of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention of the Episcopal Diocese of' California. San Francisco California. l 
have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of the Episcopal Diocese of 
California is 1055 Taylor Street, San Francisco. California 94108. 

September 20, 1995: Presentation on the new Disciplinary Canons in the 
Episcopal Church of America to the clergy ofthe Episcopal Diocese of 
California. Healdsburg, California. I have no notes, transcript or recording. The 
address of the Episcopal Diocese of California is I 055 Taylor Street, San 
Francisco, California 94 108. 

April 1995: Speech at retirement dinner honoring Richard J. Congleton, Groton 
School faculty member. Boston, Massachusetts. J have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The address of Groton School is 282 Farmers Row, Groton. 
Massachusetts 01450. 

January 22, 1994: Training of the newly constituted ''support team" to implement 
the new misconduct policy in the Episcopal Diocese of California. San Francisco, 
California. I have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of the Episcopal 
Diocese of Californ ia is 1055 Taylor Street, San Francisco, California 94 108. 

11 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 428-1   Filed 06/07/17   Page 26 of 185

 
[104]

 
[104]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 57 of 278
(162 of 916)



January I983: Training on recent Supreme Court cases for Georgia Legal 
Services Program lawyers. Atlanta, Georgia. I have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The address of G LSP is I 04 Marietta Street, Suite 250, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30303. 

September 7, 1978: Speech at the l Oth anniversary ofthe Boston College Legal 
Assistance Bureau dinner. Boston. Massachusetts. Remarks supplied. 

Winter 1972: Chapel talk on the importance of the Groton-Lowell Upward 
Bound, a program ior low income high school students in Lowell, Massachusetts. 
Groton. Massachusetts. I have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of 
Groton School is 282 Farmers Row, Groton, Massachusetts 01450. 

May 1971: Chapel talk on the importance ofthe Groton-Lowell Upward Bound, a 
program for low income high school students in LowelL Massachusetts. Groton, 
Massachusetts. I have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of Groton 
School is 282 Farmers Row, Groton, Massachusetts 0 1450. 

e. List a ll interviews you have given to newspapers, magazines or other 
publications, or radio or te levision stations, providing the dates of these 
interviews and four (4) copies of the clips or transcripts of these interviews where 
they are available to you. 

Marisa McQuilken, '·fami liar Place," The National Law Journal, June 29, 2009. 
Copy supplied. 

Petra Pasternak, ·'Another Coblentz Partner Joins DOJ, ·The Recorder, June 23, 
2009. Copy supplied. 

Press release, "Obama Administration Recruits Partner William H. Orrick for 
DOJ Post," Coblentz Patch Duffy & Bass LLP, June 22, 2009. Copy supplied. 

Claire Cooper, "Campaign Lawyers- May the Best Candidate Win," San 
Francisco Attorney Magazine, Fall 2008. Copy supplied. 

Sue Cox, ·'Bar Association of San Francisco Foundation Announces Gala Co
Chairs," BASF Newsletter. Summer 2008. Copy supplied. 

Bob Egelko, ' 'Downey Orrick- SF Lawyer.'· The San Francisco Chronicle, Feb. 
2, 2008. Copy supplied. 

Justin Schec~ ·'Marin Mediator Looks Beneath the Economics." The Recorder, 
Apr. 17, 2007. Copy supplied. 
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Anna Palmer, '·Trial Bar Turns from Edwards;· The Recorder, Apr. 9. 2007 
(reprinted in multiple outlets). Copy supplied. 

Susan Kostal, ''The I% Solution- BASF's Charitable Giving Task Force Sets Bar 
for Law Firm Philanthropy,'' San Francisco Attorney Magazine, Spring 2007. 
Copy supplied. 

Mary Anne Ostrum, "Bay Area's Election Exodus: Thousands Heading Out to 
Help in Swing States" San Jose Mercury News, Oct. 27, 2004. Copy supplied. 

Brenda Sandburg, "Personal Politics,'' The Recorder, July 21 , 2004. Copy 
supplied. 

Susan Kostal, "Adventures in Politics:· San Francisco Attorney Magazine, 
Summer 2004. Copy supplied. 

Curtiss, Swisher and Lewin, .Java Man: How T·wo GeoloKists Changed Our 
Understanding of Human Evolution, University of Chicago Press, 2000. A copy 
of the section of a chapter for which I was interviewed is provided. 

Suzanne Solis, ··Good Samaritan Fosters Immigrants' Self-Rel iance," The San 
f-rancisco Chronicle, Nov. 28, 1995. Copy supplied. 

David J. Jefferson, ''This Anthropologist Has A Style That Is Bone of 
Contention; ' Wall Street Journal, Jan. 31, 1995. Copy supplied. 

"Saturday Celebrity," The Boston Herald, Sept. I 0, 1994. Copy supplied. 

Associated Press, ·'Man Tied To Marin S&L Failure Paid Little," Marin 
Independent Journal, Feb. 25. 1993. Copy supplied. 

Richard Keil, ··s&L Plea Bargains a Steal for Defendants;· San Jose Mercury 
News, Feb. 25, 1993. Copy supplied. 

Carrie Dolan, "Talking Baysball: The A's and Giants Have Scores To Settle;· 
Wall Street Journal, Oct. 13, 1989. Copy supplied. 

Frederick C. Klein, ·'Another Season of Baseball by the Numbers,'' Wall Street 
Journal, Feb. 24, 1983. Copy supplied. 

I was interviewed on television in approximately 1981 about the services which 
Georgia Legal Services Program provided in Savannah, Georgia. I do not have 
any transcript or recording. 
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Ben Birnbaum. "After Ten Years of Service. Legal Assistance Bureau a ·Rite of 
Passage' for Many Law Students:· Boston College Colleague, Feb. 1979. Copy 
supplied. 

13. Judicial Office: State (chronologically) any judicial offices you have held, including 
positions as an administrative Jaw judge, whether such position was elected or appointed, 
and a description of the jurisdiction of each such court. 

I have not served as a judge. 

a . Approximately how many cases have you presided over that have gone to verdict 
or judgment? __ _ 

1. 0 f these. approximate I y what percent were: 

jury trials: 
bench trials: 

civil proceedings: 
criminal proceedings: 

% 
_%[total 100%1 

% 
_% [total l00%J 

b. Provide citations for all opinions you have written, including concurrences and 
dissents. 

c. For each of the I 0 most signi licant cases over which you presided. provide: (I) a 
capsule summary of the nature the case~ (2) the outcome of the case: (3) the name 
and contact information for counsel who had a significant role in the trial of the 
case; and (3) the citation of the case (if reported) or the docket number and a copy 
of the opinion or judgment (if not reported). 

d. For each of the I 0 most significant opinions you have written, provide: (I) 
citations for those decisions that were published; (2) a copy of those decisions that 
were not published; and (3) the names and contact information for the attorneys 
who played a significant role in the case. 

c. Provide a list of all cases in which certiorari was requested or granted. 

f. Provide a brief summary of and citations for all of your opinions where your 
decisions were reversed by a reviewing court or where your judgment was 
affirmed with significant criticism of your substantive or procedural rulings. lf 
any of the opinions listed were not ofticially reported, provide copies of the 
opm1ons. 

g. Provide a description of the number and percentage of your decisions in which 
you issued an unpublished opinion and the manner in which those unpublished 
opinions are filed and/or stored. 
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h. Provide citations for significant opinions on federal or state constitutional issues, 
together with the citation to appellate court rulings on such opinions. If any of the 
opinions listed were not officially reported, provide copies of the opinions. 

1. Provide citations to all cases in which you sat by designation on a federal court of 
appeals, including a brief summary of any opinions you authored, whether 
majority, dissenting, or concurring, and any dissenting opinions you joined. 

14. Recusal: lf you are or have been ajudge, identify the basis by which you have assessed 
the necessity or propriety ofrecusal (lfyour court employs an "automatic" recusal system 
by which you may be recused without your knowledge please include a general 
description of that system.) Provide a list of any cases, motions or matters that have 
come before you in which a litigant or party has requested that you recuse yourself due to 
an asserted conflict of interest or in which you have recused yourself sua sponte. Identify 
each such case, and for each provide the following information: 

1 have not served as a judge. 

a. whether your recusal was requested by a motion or other suggestion by a litigant 
or a party to the proceeding or by any other person or interested party· or if you 
recused yourself sua sponte; 

b. a brief description of the asserted conllict of interest or other ground for recusal; 

c. the procedure you followed in determining whether or not to recuse yourself; 

d. your reason tor recusing or declining to recuse yourself, including any action 
taken to remove the real, apparent or asserted conflict of interest or to cure any 
other ground for recusaJ. 

15. Public Office, Political Activities and Affiliations: 

a. List chronologically any public offices you have held, other than judicial offices, 
including the terms of service and whether such positions were elected or 
appointed. If appointed, please include the name of the individual who appointed 
you. Also, state chronologically any unsuccessful candidacies you have had for 
elective office or unsuccessful nominations for appointed office. 

I was appointed by the California Superior Court for the City and County of San 
Francisco to be a member of the Civil Investigative Grand Jury for the City and 
County of San Francisco !Tom 1989 - 1990. Otherwise, I have not held any public 
oftices nor run for any. 

b. List all memberships and offices held in and services rendered, whether 
compensated or not, to any po litical party or election committee. [f you have ever 
held a position or played a role in a political campaign, identify the particulars of 
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the campaign, inc! uding the candidate, dates of the campaign, your ti tie and 
responsibilities. 

1 was a precinct captain for San Francisco Mayor Art Agnos in his unsuccessful 
campaign for reelection in 1991. 

1 raised money for Senator Bill Bradley for a fundraiser in San Francisco during 
his campaign for president in 1999. 

I held a house party/fundraiser lor the unsuccessful campaign to elect Susan Leal 
for mayor in San Francisco in June 2003. 

I was co-chair of the Bay Area Lawyers Committee to Elect John Kerry in 2003-
2004. The committee raised money, recruited lawyers for voter protection efforts, 
and organized surrogate speakers when asked. 

I was a member of a group of lawyers who supported Phil Ange1 ides for Governor 
in 2005 to 2006. I was on the host committee for a fund raiser for which I raised 
and gave money. 

I was co-chair of the Bay Area Lawyers Committee to Elect Barack Obama from 
2006 to 2008, and was a member of the National Finance Committee from 2007 
to 2008. The lawyers committee raised money, recruited lawyers for voter 
protection efforts, and organized surrogate speakers when asked. l spoke at 
several events. 

I raised money and sponsored an event tor the campaign of Kamala Harris for 
Attorney General in 2009, before 1 joined the Department of Justice. 

16. Legal Career: Answer each part separately. 

a. Describe chronologically your law practice and legal experience after graduation 
from law school including: 

1. whether you served as c lerk to a judge, and if so, the name of the judge, 
the court and the dates of the period you were a clerk; 

I did not serve as a c lerk to a judge. 

11. whelher you practiced a lone, and if so. the addresses and dates: 

I have not practiced alone. 

iii. the dates, names and addresses of law fim1s or offices. companies or 
govenunental agencies with which you have been affiliated. and the nature 
of your affi I iation with each. 
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1979- 1984 
Georgia Legal Services Program 
Savannah Regional Office 
P.O. Box 8667 
Savannah, Georgia 3 I 412 
Supervising Attorney (1982 - 1984) 
Acting Managing Attorney (1981 - 1982) 
Attorney ( 1979 - 1981) 

1984 - 2009 
Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass, LLP 
One Ferry Building, Suite 200 
San Francisco, Cali fornia 94 I 11 
Partner ( 1988 - 2009) 
Associate (1984 - 1987) 

2009 - Present 
United States Depat1ment of Justice. Civil Division 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General (2010 - Present) 
Counselor (2009 - 20 I 0) 

iv. whether you served as a mediator or arbitrator in a lternative dispute 
resolution proceedings and. if so, a description of the 10 most s ignificant 
matters with which you were involved in that capacity. 

I have not served as a mediator or arbitrator in alternative dispute 
resolution proceedings. 

b. Describe: 

t. the general character of your law practice and indicate by date when its 
character has changed over the years. 

As a lawyer with the Georgia Legal Services Program in Savannah, 
Georgia from 1979 to 1984, I brought litigation in United States District 
Court and handled a general legal services caseload, circuit riding weekly 
to a rural county for hearings and appointments. I was in court frequently. 

1 then worked with Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass, LLP, where I had a 
broad-based complex commercial litigation practice from 1984 to 2009. I 
became a pat1ner in 1988 and headed the fim1 ' s employment litigation 
practice. 1 also served as Vice Chancellor, Co-Chancellor and Chancellor 
to the Episcopal Bishop of California from 1992 to 2009, essentially 
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performing the work of an outside general counsel. My clients ran the 
gamut from individuals to small companies to much bigger ones. An 
example of my varied practice is seen from matters handled in my last six 
months with the fi1m: l settled a wage and hour class action for Boudin 
Bakeries and related companies; tried (and won) a two-week jury trial 
involving fraud, construction and real estate causes of actions for 
Albet1son's, LLC and Save Mart, Inc.; tried (and won) a will reformation 
case for St. Jude Children's Research Hospital; was lead counsel for a 
fami ly in two complex partition actions involving hundreds of parcels of 
real property in California· won summary judgment on a multimillion 
dollar breach of contract matter; and settled a partnership dispute 
involving players in the financial services industry. 

I started government service in June 2009, and through May 20 I 0. I was 
Counselor to the Assistant Attorney General for the Civil Division at the 
Department of Justice. I spearheaded or participated in a wide range of 
projects, including matters related to the Freedom of Information Act. 
tobacco litigation, increasing the affirmative consumer litigation brought 
by the Civil Division, analysis of amendments to the False Claims Act, 
litigation reports concerning the Civil Division's national security cases, 
and efforts to increase access to justice, including expansion of the Civi l 
Division's pro bono efforts. In addition, I began supervising immigration 
litigation in September 2009. 

I was appointed Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Civil Division 
in June 2010. I oversee the Office of Immigration Litigation ("OIL"'), 
which includes two sections (District Court and Appellate) with more than 
300 lawyers that handle all of the federal civil appellate litigation arising 
from petitions for review from the immigration courts and roughly 50% of 
the civil United States District Court immigration matters, primarily class 
actions, habeas and mandamus petitions, and certain Bivens actions. I 
participate in various interdepartmental task forces concerning 
immigration and national security, including the applicability of terrorism 
bars to various groups and individuals. 1 led an interagency task force 
against immigration services fraud. I also strategize regarding some non
immigration cases of interest and importance to the Civil Division. 

ii.your typical clients and the areas at each period of your legal career, if 
any. in which you have specialized. 

With Georgia Legal Services, l represented low income persons on a 
variety of issues impacting people living at or below the poverty line. 

ln private practice, my clients ranged from individuals to large 
corporations. 1 emphasized employment issues over the course of my 
career. but had a broad-based, complex commercial practice. 
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As Counselor and Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Civil Division 
of the United States Department of Justice. my sole client is and has been 
the United States government. My primary area of responsibility is 
immigration matters. 

c. Describe the percentage of your practice that has been in li tigation and whether 
you appeared in court frequently, occasionally, or not at all. lf the frequency of 
your appearances in court varied, describe such variance, providing dates. 

With Georgia Legal Serv ices, my practice was 100% in litigation, and I appeared 
in court frequently, usually more than once a week. 

With Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass. LLP. my practice was at least 90% in 
litigation. and I appeared in court frequently (at least three times a month, and 
often more frequently). 

As a Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Civil Division, my responsibilities 
primarily involve decisions about litigation, but I do not typically handle the 
litigation myself. I have argued fi ve cases in the Courts of Appeals and one in 
federal district court. 

1. fndicate the percentage of your practice in: 
1. federa l courts: 40% 
2. state courts of record: 60% 
3. other courts: 
4. administrati ve agencies: 

11. Indicate the percentage of your practice in: 
1. civil proceedings: 97% 
2. criminal proceedings: 3% 

d. State the number of cases in courts of record, including cases before 
administrative law judges, you tried to verdict, judgment or final decision (rather 
than settled), indicating whether you were sole counsel. chief counsel. or associate 
counsel. 

I have tried at least 16 cases to verdict in courts of record as sole or lead counsel. I 
did not try any as an associate counsel. Fifteen cases were civi l and one was 
criminal. (These numbers do not include numerous short cause custody cases I 
tried to the court in Georgia.) 

1. What percentage of these trials were: 
1 . jury: 56% 
2. non-jury: 44% 
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e. Describe your practice, if any, before the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Supply fow· (4) copies of any briefs, amicus or otherwise. and. if applicable. any 
oral argument transcripts before the Supreme Court in connection with your 
practice. 

I have not practiced befo re the Supreme Court of the United States. 

17. Litigation: Describe the ten (1 0) most signi ficant litigated matters which you persona lly 
handled, whether or not you were the attorney of record. Give the citations, if the cases 
were reported, and the docket number and date if unreported. Give a capsule summary of 
the substance of each case. ldenti fy the party or parties whom you represented; describe 
in detail the nature of your participation in the li tigation and the final disposition of the 
case. Also state as to each case: 

a. the date of representation; 

b. the name of the court and the name of the j udge or judges before whom the case 
was litigated; and 

c. the individual name, addresses, and telephone numbers of co-counsel and of 
principal counsel for each of the other parties. 

I . Berkeley Geochronology Center v. lnstitute of Human Origins, No. 736234-9 
(Cal. Super. Ct.. Alameda County); Judge James Lambden: May I 994 - May 
1995 

I was lead counsel for Berkeley Geochronology Center, a non-profit whose board 
was led by Gordon Getty. and successfully prosecuted this breach of charitable 
trust action on behalf of a world renowned laboratory for dating geological sites 
against Donald Johanson's rival organization, the Institute of Human Origins. 
The case ultimate ly settled after Hon. James Lambden granted a preliminary 
injunction to my client in the summer of 1994. The lawsuit and my involvement 
1n it is described in Java Man: HolV Two Geologists Changed Our Understanding 
ofHuman Evolwion, written by Carl C. Swisher Ill, Garniss H. Curtiss and Roger 
Lewin, and published by The Univers ity o f Chicago Press in 2000. 

Opposing counsel: 
Jan1es Carter 
Carter, Carter. Fries & Grunschlag 
44 Montgomery Street, Suite 2405 
San Francisco, CA 941 04 
( 41 5) 989-4800 

2. Fowler v. The Regents ofThc University of California, No. 527662 (Cal. Super. 
Ct., Sacramento County): Hon. Eugene Gualco: approximately May 1991 -
September 1993 

20 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 428-1   Filed 06/07/17   Page 35 of 185

 
[113]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 66 of 278
(171 of 916)



I was lead counsel for The Regents and Aramark Corporation and won a three
week jury trial in the first same-sex sexual harassment and wrongful termination 
in violation of public policy case tried in California. The case involved a cafeteria 
employee's claims that his supervisor engaged in quid pro quo sexual harassment. 

Opposing counsel: 
Jill P. Telfer 
33 I J Street, Suite 200 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
(9 16) 446- 191 6 

3. Genzano v. Coastal International and Green. No. CGC-02-405121 (Cal. Super. 
Ct., San Francisco); Hon Read Ambler, ret. ~ approximately June 2002 - January 
2004 

I was lead counsel for Coastal International and its CEO and majority 
shareholder. Green, and successfully defended them in a wrongful termination 
and partnership dispute in a several weeks-long, bet-the-company arbitration. 
Genzano had alleged that Green and his law firm (Squire Sanders) had breached 
their fiduciary duties to him and that Green had pushed them out of their lucrative 
partnership despite Gcnzano's outsized contribution to it. 

Opposing Counsel: 
Richard E. Levine 
Levine and Baker 
535 Pacific. Suite 20 I 
San Francisco. CA 94133 
(415) 391-8177 

4. Gregory v. Albertson' s, I 04 Cal. App. 4th 845 (Cal. Ct. App. 2002); Judge James 
Richman (Alameda Superior Court). Judges Swager, Stein and Margulies (First 
District Court of Appeals)· April 200 1 - December 2002 

I was lead counsel and demurred successfuiJy to an Unfair Business Practices Act 
case under Californ ia Business and Professions Code 17200. Plaintiff alleged that 
a grocery store chain committed an unfair act or practice by creating blight in a 
neighborhood when it ceased operations in a particular location and did not sublet 
the premises. f then briefed, argued and won the case in the California Court of 
Appeals. The opinion in this matter helped develop the definition of unfair 
practices under California law. 

Opposing counsel: 
Cary L. Dictor (deceased) 

5. Leonardo v. Crawford, 644 F. 3d 905 (9th Cir. 2011), amended by 646 F.Jd 1157 
(9th Cir. 2011 ); Singh v. Chertoff: 433 Fed. Appx. 549 (9th Cir. 20 II ); and Singh 
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v. Holder, 638 F.3d 1196 (9th Cir. 20 11 ); Judges Fisher, Bybee, and Hall (with 
Judge Graber substituting for Judge Hall after her death); September - October, 
2010 

I argued three cases which had been briefed by others but consolidated for hearing 
in the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit on October 4, 20 LO, 
concerning the procedures to be employed in bond hearings held for aliens in 
detention pursuant to INA Section 236(a). We prevailed in requiring 
administrative exhaustion tlu-ough the BIA as a prerequisite to challenge a bond 
hearing determination in Leonardo v. Crawford, but lost in the Singh v. Holder 
case where the court ruled that the burden of proof on the government should be 
clear and convincing evidence and that bond hearings should be recorded or 
transcribed. Singh v. Chertojfwas remanded for the trial court to apply the 
rulings in the other two cases. 

Lead counsel for appellants and amici: 
Ahilan T. Arulanantham 
ACLU Foundation of Southern California 
1313 West Eighth Street 
Los Angeles, CA 9001 2 
(213) 977-5211 

Leonardo v. Cra"'ford opposing counsel: 
J. Ryan Moore 
Assistant Public Defender 
407 West Congress Street 
Tucson, AZ 8570 I 
(520) 879-7500 

Singh v. Chert off opposing counsel: 
James Fife 
Public Defenders Office 
225 Broadway 
San Diego, CA 92 I 01 
(619) 234-8467 

Singh v. Holder opposing counsel: 
Holly S. Cooper 
UC Davis Immigration Law Cli nic 
One Shields Avenue, Bui lding TB-30 
Davis, CA 95616 
(530) 754-4833 

6. McKinney-Griff Inc. v. Albertson 's, eta!. , No. RG-06-0250071 (Cal. Super. Ct. 
Alameda County)· Judge Stephen Dombrink: approximately June 2006- June 
2009 
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J was lead counsel for Albertson's LLC and Save Mart, Inc. in a matter aris ing 
from the construction and operation of a large grocery store in the Lake Merritt 
Shopping Center in Oakland, California. A local business sued for fraud, 
interference with contract, construction defect, an accounting and injunctive relief 
because of alleged interference. After the other defendants settled or were 
dismissed, I tried the case and obtained a defense verdict in a two-week jury trial 
in 2009. 

Opposing counsel: 
Leodis Matthews and Dick Sindicich 
Matthews Wilson Hunter LLP 
4322 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 900 I 0 
(323) 938-8300 

Counsel for defendant Dawson Trust: 
Martin Sproul 
Sproul Law Offices 
3675 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 250 
Lafayette, CA 94549 
(925) 962-1616 

Michelle Trausch 
Hanson Bridgett LLP 
425 Market Street, 26th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94 105 
( 415) 781-7900 

Counsel for defendant Tilton Pacitic Construction: 
Robert Lockhart 
LaMore, Brazier Riddle & Giampaoli 
1570 The Alameda, Suite 150 
San Jose, CA 95126 
( 408) 280-6800 

7. Miniace v. Pacitic Maritime Association, 2007 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 34420, 41 
Employee Benefits Cas. (BNA) 1057 (N.D. Cal.); Hon. Susan Illston; approximately 
March 2004 - November 2007 

I was lead counsel for plaintifl'Miniace, the former president of Pacific Maritime 
Association (PMA), who was temlinated for breach of fiduciary duty for conduct 
related to helping Ius CFO's widow obtain substantial life insurance benefits. We 
sued PMA for wrongful tennination, and PMA cross-complained against Min:iace 
and the CFO's widow for breach of fiduciary duty under ERISA and for recovery of 
the insurance proceeds. Judge I IIston bifurcated the case and held a two-week bench 
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trial on the cross-complaint. Susan Harriman, counsel for the widow. and r 
successfully defended the cross-complaint. Mr. Miniace then settled after the trial 
court's decision. 

Counsel for defendant and cross-complainant Pacific Maritime Association: 
Michael Baker 
Arnold and Pmter (formerly I loward, Rice) 
3 Embarcadero Center, 7th f-loor 
San Francisco. CA 94 1 I I 
(415) 434-1600 

Counsel for cross-defendant McMahon: 
Susan Harriman 
Keker & Van Nest. LLP 
710 Sansome Street 
San Francisco, CA 941 I I 
(415) 676-2213 

8. Pebble Beach Fire Litigation [consolidated], No. M 19160 (Cal. Super. Ct., 
Monterey County); Judge Richard Silver; Jtme 1987 - September 1990 

I co-defended the Pebble Beach Company before Hon. Richard Silver in actions 
fi led by 32 homeowners and their insurance companies arising out of a fire on May 
3 1, 1987 that started in part of the Monterey forest controlled by my clients. The 
allegations were in part that the company had not maintained the open space in a 
reasonable manner to protect the homeowners from fire and had interfered with the 
ability to fight the fire by blocking vehicular access to the open space. This case 
settled on the eve of trial in the fall of 1990. 

Lead opposing counsel: 
Stephen N. Cole 
The Cole Law Finn 
3410 Industrial Boulevard, Suite I 00 
West Sacramento, CA 95691 
(916) 376-0478 

FrankL. Crist (deceased) 

Co-counsel for Pebble Beach Company: 
Richard K. Harray 
Kennedy Archer and Harray 
24591 Silver Cloud Court, Suite 200 
Monterey. CA 93940 
(831) 373-7500 

Other insurance defense counsel: 
Stephen W. Jones 
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Sedgwick, Dete1t, Moran & Amold 
One Market Street, Steuart Tower 
San Francisco, CA 941 05 
(415) 781-7900 

9. State Conference of Branches ofNAACP v. State of Georgia, 570 F. Supp. 314 
(S.D. Ga. 1983), 775 F.2d 1403 (lith Cir.1985); Judge B. Avant Edenfield; 
approximately October 1981 - January 1984 

l was the most junior of three primary trial counsel in a class action against 13 
school districts and the State of Georgia for denial of equal educational opportunjties 
by use oftracking policies which placed African American children in the slowest 
classes, and by the intentional misclassi fication of African American students as 
educable mentally retarded when their testing revealed that they should not have 
been placed in special education classes. After a two-month bench tJial, Judge 
Edenfield found substantially for the defendants because he did not find intentional 
discrimination. I did not participate in the appeal which affirmed Judge Edenfield' s 
decision. 

Co-counsel for plaintiffs: 
Rose Firestein 
New York State Deprutment ofLaw-Consumer fraud 
120 Broadway, 3rd Floor 
New York, NY 10271 
(212) 417-4393 

Jonathan Zimring 
Zimring Law Fim1 
114 New Street, Suite K-1 
Decatur, GA 30030 
(404) 607-1600 

Lead opposing counsel (13 counties separately represented): 
Franklin Edenfield 
Spivey, Carlton ru1d Edenfield 
P.O. Box 309 
Swainsboro, GA 3040 I 
(478) 237-6424 

10. United States v. A labama, 2011 U.S. Dist. LEXJS 112362 (N.D. Ala. 20 11 ); Judge 
Shru·on Black burn; July 20 11 - present 

l helped supervise the district court preemption litigation brought by the United 
States agai nst the states of Arizona, Alabama, South Carolina and Utah concerning 
statutes passed by those states in 201 0 and 20 I I that related to immigration. I 
argued the United States' motion for a preliminary injunction in United Stales v. 
Alabama. which was granted in part and denied in part. The Eleventh Circuit has 
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since granted additional parts of our requested injunction. and the matter is 
pending. ld .. 443 Fed. Appx. 411 (Oct. 14, 2011) and Order (March 8, 2012). 

Co-counsel: 
Beth Brinkmann 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530 
(202) 353-8679 

Joyce White Vance 
U.S. Attorney 
U.S. Attorney's Office for the Northern District of Alabama 
1801 Fourth Avenue North 
Birmingham, AL 35203 
(205) 244-2209 

Counsel for the State of Alabama and Governor Bentley: 
John C. Neiman, Jr. 
Solicitor General, State of Alabama 
Office ofthe Alabama Attorney General 
50 I Washington A venue 
Montgomery, AL 36130 
(334) 242-7300 

18. Legal Activities: Describe the most significant legal activities you have pursued. 
including significant litigation which did not progress to trial or legal matters that did not 
involve litigation. Describe fully the nature of your participation in these activities. List 
any client(s) or organization(s) for whom you perfonned lobbying activities and describe 
the lobbying activities you performed on behalf of such client(s) or organizations(s). 
(Note: As to any facts requested in this question, please omit any information protected 
by the attorney-client privilege.) 

Whi le I was in private practice. in my role as Chancellor of the Episcopal Diocese of 
California (and previously as Vice Chancellor and Co-Chancellor), l advised the Diocese 
on a host of matters, including interpretation of the Canons of the Episcopal Church, the 
property and other rights of parishes to ''break away'' !Tom the Diocese, the duties of 
priests to report sexual abuse matters, personnel matters and their intersection with First 
Amendment rights, real property and construction issues, and other matters typical for a 
general counsel of a complicated organization. Additionally, I advised many clients on 
how to avoid litigation and successfully participated in many mediations, including one 
disputed trust/estate matter which involved dividing ownership of many lots comprising a 
substantial part of the downtown of one California city. In another matter designated as 
complex in San Mateo Superior Court involving five fami ly groups that disputed the 
ownership and disposition of approximately 250 parcels of real property in numerous 
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counties in California before Hon. Carol Mittelstaedt, 1 helped negotiate the settlement 
prior to trial of the fust of two consolidated lawsuits before starting my job with the 
Justice Department. 

As a board member of a number of organizations, I participated in significant 
negotiations and decisions, though outside lawyers did the legal work. With Ellicott 
Machine Corporation, 1 was involved in the decision to split the corporation and sell each 
part in 1992. I negotiated with the Forest Service on behalf of the North Fork Association 
to help preserve thousands of acres in the Sierra Nevada as a research area. I helped settle 
in mediation allegations of child abuse and retaliation for Groton School. I advised Good 
Samaritan Family Resource Center when it was unionized. f negotiated with neighbors of 
the Katherine Delmar Burke School so that the school could rebuild its facility. 

[ have not performed any lobbying activities on behalf of any client or organization. 

19. Teaching: What courses have you taught? For each course state the title, the institution 
at which you taught the course. the years in which you taught the course, and describe 
brietly the subject matter of the course and the major topics taught. If you have a 
syllabus of each course, provide four ( 4) copies to the committee. 

I have not taught any courses. 

20. Deferred Income/ Future Benefits: List the sources, an10unts and dates of all 
anticipated receipts from deferred income arrangements, stock, options, uncompleted 
contracts and other future benefits which you expect to derive from previous business 
relationships, professional services, firm memberships. former employers, clients or 
customers. Describe the anangements you have made to be compensated in the future 
for any financial or business interest. 

1 do not have any deferred income or future benefits. 

21. Outside Commitments During Court Service: Do you have any plans, commitments, 
or agreements to pursue outside employment, with or without compensation, during your 
service with the court? lf so, explain. 

None. 

22. Sources of Income: List sources and amounts of all income received during the calendar 
year preceding your nomination and for the current calendar year, including all salaries, 
fees, dividends, interest, gifts. rents, royalties, licensing fees, honoraria, and other items 
exceeding $500 or more (if you prefer to do so, copies of the financial disclosure report, 
required by the Ethics in Government Act of 1978. may be substituted here). 

See attached Financial Disclosure Report. 
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23. Statement of Net Worth: Please complete the attached fi nancial net worth statement in 
detail (add schedules as called for). 

See attached Net Worth Statement. 

24. Potential Conflicts of Interest: 

a. Identify the family members or other persons, parties, categories of li tigation, and 
fi nancial aiTangements that are likely to present potential conflicts-of-interest 
when you first assume the position to which you have been nominated. Explain 
how you would address any such confl ict if it were to arise. 

Matters in which Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass LLP is counsel of record would 
present a potential conflict of interest, since the fi1m currently represents me in 
estate matters. Any immigration case served during my tenure as Deputy 
Assistant Attorney General would also present a potentia l confl ict. J also own 
stock in various companies. Matters relating to my immediate family and sibling, 
if any were to arise (none are pending) would also present a conflict of interest. I 
would recuse myself from a ll such matters consistent with applicable rules. 

b. Explain how you will resolve any potential conflict of interest, including the 
procedure you will fo llow in determining these areas of concern. 

1 will handle all matters invo lving actual or potential contlicts of interest through 
the careful and diligent application of the Code of Conduct for United States 
Judges as well as other relevant Canons and statutory provisions, e.g., 28 U.S.C. § 
455. 

25. Pro Bono Work: An ethical consideration under Canon 2 of the American Bar 
Association's Code of Professional Responsibility calls for '·every lawyer. regardless of 
professional prominence or professional workload, to find some time to participate in 
serving the disadvantaged.'' Describe what you have done to fu lfi ll these responsibilities, 
listing specific instances and the amount of time devoted to each. 

During the summer afte r my first year in law school, I represented clients in special 
education hearings as an intern with the Massachusetts Advocacy Center. In my second 
and third years in law school, I worked at the Boston College Legal Assistance Bureau, 
which provided free legal services for low-income residents in Waltham, Massachusetts. 
I represented a number of clients under the Massachusetts student practice rule in 
divorce, custody, landlord tenant and other matters, and argued a case befo re the Supreme 
Judicial Court ofMassachusetts. 1 was elected president of the Legal Assistance Bureau 
by my peers. 

After graduation from law school in 1979 through the beginning of January 1984, I 
represented indigent persons as a staff attorney, acting managing attorney and supervising 
attorney with Georgia Legal Services Program in Savannah, Georgia. J brought cases in 
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the United States District Court for the Southern District of Georgia, and circuit rode to 
Liberty County Georgia each week for hearings and interviews involving all manner of 
legal services matters, from domestic relations to public benefits to contract to housing 
cases. 

After returning to San Francisco in 1984 to practice with Coblentz, Patch, Duffy and 
Bass, LLP, I assisted the Good Samaritan Family Resource Center on many legal issues 
from 1986 to 2009. I represented the charities and schools of the Episcopal Diocese of 
California on an as-needed basis from 1992 to 2009 (my work advising the Bishop was 
partially compensated, but my work for the non-profits and schools as a general rule was 
not). 

In addition, I was active in our pro bono program at the finn. I was honored by the Bar 
Association of San Francisco for my work in a pro bono case, Akao v. Shimoda, 832 F.2d 
119 (9th Cir. 1987), in which I prevailed on appeal for inmates from Hawaii whose prose 
complaint alleging deliberate indifference to serious medical needs had been dismissed 
for failure to state a claim. I was co-chair of my firm 's Pro Bono Committee from 
approximately 1994 to 2009. During that time, I supervised most of our firm ·s pro bono 
litigation. I helped lead and staff the Tuesday night clinics for the Lawyers Committee for 
Civil Rights in which our firm participated from 2006 to 2008, taking primarily debt 
collection and landlord-tenant matters. l handled several cases myself, including two 
prisoner matters to which U.S. District Judges Vaughn Walker and James Ware 
appointed me. 

When 1 began work with the Civil Division, access to justice issues were part of my 
portfolio. In the last three years, we doubled our sponsorships of the Advocacy and 
Referral Clinic offered by the DC Bar Association. I par1icipated in one of those sessions. 
We also created an award for pro bono representation by Civil Division attorneys to 
encourage attorneys to fulfill their obligations under Canon 2. 

26. Selection Process: 

a. Please describe your experience in the entire judicial selection process, from 
beginning to end (including the circumstances which led to your nomination and 
the interviews in which you participated). Is there a selection commission in your 
jurisdiction to recommend candidates tor nomination to the federal courts? If so, 
please include that process in your description, as well as whether the commission 
recommended your nomination. List the dates of all interviews or 
communications you had with the White House staff or the Justice Department 
regarding this nomination. Do not include any contacts with Federal Bureau of 
Investigation personnel concerning your nomination. 

I submitted a Questionnaire to the Chajr of the Judicial Screening Panel for 
Senator Barbara Boxer in December 2010. In September 2011, I was interviewed 
by Senator Boxer's committee. Since March 13,2012, I have been in contact 
with officials in the Office of Legal Policy at the Department of Justice. On Apri l 
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I 0, 20 12, J met with officials from the White House Cow1sel 's Office and the 
Department of Justice in Washington , DC. On Jtme I 1, 20 12, the President 
submitted my nomination to the Senate. 

b. Has anyone involved in the process of selecting you as a judicial nominee 
discussed with you any currently pending or speciiic case, legal issue or question 
in a maimer that could reasonably be interpreted as seeking any express or 
implied assurances concerning your position on such case. issue. or question? If 
so, explain fully. 

No. 
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AFFIDAVIT 

I , --,.w-~ l...,...t=-: --=~=------,\:-{-._0 __ ~..,..~-· _<:.....l,_~...,.....:..l -~---------' do s wear 
that the information provided in this statement is, to the best 
of my knowledge, true and accurate . 

~~-c. ~ LOlL 
(DATE ) 

EDDIE RIVERA 
Notary Public of District of Columbia 
My Commission Expires May 14,2017 
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COBLENTZ, 
PATCH, DUFFY 
&BASS LLP~l1.~WEYS 

William H. Orrick, Ill 
Direct Dial: (415) 772-5713 
worrick@coblentzlaw.com 

The Honorable Patrick J. Leahy 
Chairman 
Committee on the Judiciary 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

One Ferry Building . Suite 200 main: 415.391.4800 
San Francisco, California fax: 415.989.1663 
94111-4213 web: www.coblentzlaw.com 

January 3, 2013 

I have reviewed the Senate Questionnaire I previously filed in connection with my 
nomination on June 12, 2012 to be United States District Judge for the Northern District of 
California. Incorporating the additional information below, I certify that the information 
contained in that document is, to the best of my knowledge, true and accurate. 

• My current office address is: 

Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass LLP 
One Ferry Building, Suite 200 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
(Questions 3, 6 and 16.a) 

• I resigned my position with the United States Department of Justice on August 14, 
2012 and returned to Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass LLP on August 20,2012 as 
Special Counsel. I have resumed work on complex commercial litigation matters. 
(Question 16.b.) 

I am also forwarding an updated Net Worth Statement and Financial Disclosure Report as 
requested in the Questionnaire. I thank the Committee for its consideration of my nomination. 

Enclosure 

cc: The Honorable Chuck Grassley 
Ranking Member 
Committee on the Judiciary 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Sincerely, 

v~u.o-e_:: 
William H. Orrick, III 
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6/6/2017 Birth Control & STD Testing  San Francisco, CA

https://www.plannedparenthood.org/healthcenter/california/sanfrancisco/94110/wohlfordfamilyclinicatthegoodsamaritanfamilyresourcecenter4067… 1/5

Wohlford Family Clinic at the Good Samaritan
Family Resource Center of San Francisco, CA
(/health-center/california/san-
francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-
the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-
4067-90200)
Operated by: Planned Parenthood Northern California (/planned-parenthood-northern-california)

We accept many insurance plans. If you don't have insurance, affordable coverage options may be
available.

View Accepted Health Insurance (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-
at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200#health-insurance)

Contact Info

Visit Us

1294 Potrero Ave. 
San Francisco, CA 94110

Call Us

Phone: 415-401-8737 (tel:415.401.8737)

CALL NOW(TEL:415.401.8737)

Schedule Online

BOOK APPOINTMENT
(HTTPS://DOCASAP.COM/WHITE-

LABEL/KEY_PRAC_ID/4067/KEY_MAP/1/KEY_LEVEL/4/KEY_TYPE/INLINE/HIDE_FILTER/1/HIDE_HEADER/1/HIDE_FOOTER/1/HIDE_OTHER_PROVIDER/1/KEY_PARTNER_CODE/PPFA/EXTERNAL_SRC/1/HIDE_PROFILE/1/HIDE_INSURANCE/1/HIDE_LOCATION/1/HIDE_PROFILE_INFOSET/1/KEY_LANGUAGE/ENGLISH)

Language

English; Spanish; Interpretation by telephone available for other languages.

Get Directions 

(http://maps.google.com/?
daddr=1294+Potrero+Ave.,+San+Francisco,+CA+94110,+USA+
(Wohlford+Family+Clinic+at+the+Good+Samaritan+Family+Resource+Center))
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Book an appointment.

Conveniently book your appointment online. Depending on the service you're looking for,
appointment times vary. Be sure to select your reason for visit first, and then select an appointment
time.

To make an appointment by phone, call 415-401-8737 (tel:415.401.8737)

SERVICES OFFERED

Abortion Referral (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-
samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/abortion-referral)

Birth Control (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-
samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/birth-control)

HIV Testing (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-
samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/hiv-testing)

LGBT Services (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-
samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/lgbt)

Men's Health Care (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-
samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/mens-health)

Morning-After Pill (Emergency Contraception) (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-
family-clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/emergency-contraception)

Pregnancy Testing & Services (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-
the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/pregnancy-testing-options)

STD Testing, Treatment & Vaccines (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-
clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/std-testing-treatment)

Women's Health Care (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-
good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/womens-health)

Hours & Holidays

New Year's Day

Martin Luther King Day

Presidents Day

Memorial Day
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tel:415.401.8737
https://www.plannedparenthood.org/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/abortion-referral
https://www.plannedparenthood.org/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/birth-control
https://www.plannedparenthood.org/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/hiv-testing
https://www.plannedparenthood.org/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/lgbt
https://www.plannedparenthood.org/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/mens-health
https://www.plannedparenthood.org/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/emergency-contraception
https://www.plannedparenthood.org/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/pregnancy-testing-options
https://www.plannedparenthood.org/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/std-testing-treatment
https://www.plannedparenthood.org/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/womens-health


6/6/2017 Birth Control & STD Testing  San Francisco, CA

https://www.plannedparenthood.org/healthcenter/california/sanfrancisco/94110/wohlfordfamilyclinicatthegoodsamaritanfamilyresourcecenter4067… 3/5

Hours of Operation

Day Open Close

MON ‐ ‐

TUES ‐ ‐

WED 9:30 AM 6:00 PM

THURS ‐ ‐

FRI 9:30 AM 6:00 PM

SAT ‐ ‐

SUN ‐ ‐

Independence Day

Labor Day

Thanksgiving Day

Christmas Day

Notes

 
 

Affordable Plans & Accepted Insurance

Most birth control and annual well-woman exams will be covered for free, with no copay. If you don't
have insurance, affordable coverage options may be available for you - check out what you may qualify
for. With or without insurance, you can always come to us for your health care. We cover the following
insurance plans:

Anthem Blue Cross

Blue Shield of California
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Donations are welcome at the time of your visit to help support
(https://secure.ppaction.org/site/SPageServer?
pagename=pp_ppol_Directed_DonationFormOneTimeGift&s_src=ppol_banner_directed) our mission
and continue the important work we do.

All information presented, including pricing and/or insurance information, is subject to change at any
time. This information is presented for informational purposes only and is not intended to and does
not constitute medical or legal advice. For further information, please refer to our Terms of Use
(/planned-parenthood-northern-california/terms-use).

Our health center supports and welcomes clients regardless of sexual orientation, gender identity, or
biological sex, including but not limited to lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, queer, questioning, and
intersex clients. All services are provided in a respectful and professional manner.

Contra Costa Health Plan

Partnership Health Plan of Ca

Additional Information

Appointment Information

Payment Information

If you are uninsured, you may qualify for a state-funded program or a lower fee scale.

Fees for services are based on your household income.

We accept the following forms of payment:

Cash

Major Credit/Debit Cards

Insurance Information

Please see the provided list of insurance plans to find out which ones include Planned Parenthood as
an in-network provider.

Most health insurance plans now cover prescription birth control, annual wellness exams, and HIV and
STI screenings with no copay, and many other services with some copay required. You should contact
your health insurance company directly to confirm that the services you are interested in are covered,
and what, if any, out-of-pocket costs you are required to pay.

Please be sure to bring your insurance card to your visit.

If you do not have health insurance, visit  to find out
how to get more affordable coverage and what to consider when choosing a plan.

PlannedParenthoodHealthInsuranceFacts.org (https://www.plannedparenthoodhealthinsurancefacts.org/)
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© Planned Parenthood Northern California
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I 

~ 
~ .--
,-[ 

I I l 
0 

c 

Fo;·gg"Q 
Return of Organization Exempt From Income Tax OMBNo 1~7 

2001 Under section 501 (c), 527, or 4947(a)(1) ol the Internal Revenue Code (eiCept block lung 

Oepattmel'\t of the T~ury 
benefit trust or private foundation) 

Op~~ Pullllc 
Internal R.Yenue Service ..,. The organtzalton may have to use a copy of thts return to sattsfy state reportmg reQutrements Bctloo'...,."' 
A For tho 2001 r.llendar year, or 111 year period beginning and endtng 

B Cha::k II ,_ C Name of orgamzat10n D Employer Identification number 
applicable 

use IRS G 60!16- ttttUtttttA0TOH5-D IG IT 94110 
D''"~ label or r GOOD SA~ARITAN FAMILY RESOURCE c g I i 94-3154078 ..,~ .. pnnt or CENTER OF SAN FRANCISCO " D"'"" ~pe 

,~ .. ... 1294 POTRERO AVE E 70 s Room/surte E Telephone number 
Dlnlbal Speclftc] SAN FRANCISCO CA 94110-3570 415-824-9475 ..rum 

0""" 
lnst.ruc 

F ""'"""" -"' D c .. , 00 """"" ..Wm lions :, 11.1 ... I., I.., II.,, II II,,.,, II, .1.1.1.,, Ill,,, I, I .. I, I ... , I, II o-· .. og=.,~ retum 
DAppllcatlon • Section 501 (c)(3) organizations and 4947(a)(1) non01empt charitable trusts Hand I are not applicable to sectton 527 orgamzattons pending 

must anach a completed Schedule A (Form 990 or 99D-EZ) 
H(a) Is thts a group return for afflhates? DYes 00 No 

G Web srte ~www. qoodsamfrc. orq H(b) II 'Yes,' enter number of affrlrates ~ 
H(c) Are all affiliates Included? N/A DYes D No 

J Organization type'""''"'""")~ [X] 501(c) ( 3 )~'""""olD 4947(a)(1) or D 527 (If "No,' anach a lrst ) 

K Check here ..,. D If the orgamzat10n's gross receipts are normally not more than $25,000 The H(d) Is thiS a separate return filed by an or· 
organizatiOn need not f1le a return wrth the IRS, but 1f the organ1zat1on rece1ved a Form 990 Package can1zat1on covered bv a crouo ru11nc? DYes 00 No 
m the ma11, rt should file a return wrthout fmanc1a1 data Some states require a complete return I Enter 4-<f<grt GEN ~ 

M Check..,. D If the organ1zat10n IS not reqUired to attach 
L Gross rac01pts Add lrnes 6b, 8b, 9b and 10b to line 12 ~ 1,028,744. Sch 8 (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) 

I Par1 tl Revenue, Expenses, and Changes an Net Assets or Fund Balances 
1 Contributions, gifts, grants, and s1m1lar amounts receiVed 

• D1rect publiC support 11 456,309. 
b Indirect publiC support 1b 

c Government contnbut10ns (grants) 1c 447,628. 
d Total (add lrnes 1a through 1c) 

(cash$ 889,694. noncash S 14,243.) 1d 903 937. 
2 Program serv1ce revenue Including government fees and contracts (from Part VII, lme 93) 2 105,287. 
3 Membership dues and assessments 3 
4 Interest on savmgs and temporary cash Investments 4 13,127. 
5 Dividends and mterest from secunt1es 

I sa I 
5 

6 • Gross rents 

b Less rental expenses 6b 

.. c Net rental mcome or {loss) {subtract 11ne 6b from lme 6a) 6c 

" 7 Other mvestment mcome (descnbe ..,. ) 7 c .. 
~ 8. Gross amount from sale of assets other lA\ Secunt10s IBl Other 
a: than mventory 6,393. 8a 

b Less cost or other bas1s and sales expenses 7,619. 8b 

c Ga<n or (loss) (anach schedule) <1,226. P>8c 

d Net ga<n or (loss) (combrne lrne Be columns (A) and (B)) Stmt 2 8d <L 226. > 
9 Spec1a1 events and actrvrt1es (attach schedule) 

a Gross revenue (not 1ncludmg S of contnbut1ons 

I 9• I reported on I me 1 a) 

b Less direct expenses other than fundra1smg expenses 9b 
c Net mcome or {loss) from spec1al events (subtract lme 9b from lme 9a) 

l1oa I 
9c 

10 a Gross sales of mventory less returns and allowances 

b Less cost of goods sold 10b 

c Gross profit or (loss) from sales of Inventory {attach schedule) (subtract lme lOb from lme 10a) 10c 
11 Other revenue (from Part VII, lme 103) 11 
12 Total revenue (add l<nes 1d 2 3 4 5 6c 7 8d 9c 10c and 11\ 12 1,021,125. 
13 Program services (from lme 44, column {B)} 13 819,063. 

~ 

RECEIVED 200,729. .. 14 Management and general (from lme 44, column (C)) 14 ~ 
c 48,300. 8. 15 Fundra1smg (from lme 44, column (0)) 

~I r~ 
15 

• 16 Payments to affiliates (attach schedule) 16 w 
17 Totalexpensesladd lrnes 16 and 44 column lA)) NOll 1 o 7nm ' 17 1,068,092. 

Excess or (deficit) for the year {subtract lme 17 from lme 12) I~ 18 <46,967. > .,-<.J!I 18 
Net assets or fund balances at begmnmg of year (from lme 73, colum (A)) OGDEN-. L.T-'--, 19 3 791,712. 

~~Fz~ Other changes tn net assets or fund balances (attach explanation) 20 0. 
;{)' 2 Net assets or fund balances at end of year (combme lines 18 19, and 20) 21 3,744,745. 
::.!'¥ LHA For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, sea the separate Instructional Form 990 (2001) 
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Good Samarltan Famlly Resource 
I Center Inc. 94-3154078 

All orgamzallons must complete column (A) Columns (B) (C). and (D) are reqUired for sectiOn 501(c)(3) and 
Page 2 

• Functtonal Expenses (4) or amzat1ons and sect1on 4947(all 1) nonexempt chantable trusts but optional tor others 
Do not mcJude amounts reported on lme 

(A) Total (B) Program (C) Mar~~ement (D) Fundra151ng 6b, Bb, 9b, 7 Ob, or 7 6 of Psrt I SBI'VICBS and eneral 

22 Grants and allocations (anach schedule) ·. ' 
.. 

. " < -
~h s F'loncah S 22 

23 Spectfic ass1stance to mdMduals (attach schedule} 23 2,385. 2 385. Statement·4 • . . 
24 Benefits pa1d to or tor members (attach schedule) 24 

25 Compensation of officers, directors. etc 25 73,969. 56,088. 14.143. 3,738. 
28 Other salanes and wages 28 471.112. 357 226. 90.075. 23.811. 
27 Pens1on plan contnbut10ns 27 

28 Other employee benefits 28 65,293. 48,818. 11.833. 4,642. 
29 Payroll taxes 29 44,894. 33 567. 8. 136. 3.191. 
30 ProfessiOnal tundra1s1ng fees 30 

31 Accountmg tees 31 40,657. 3,650. 37,007. 
32 Legal fees 32 

33 SupplieS 33 2 L 701. 17,940. 3, 701. 60. 
34 Telephone 34 18,474. 14,609. 3,395. 470. 
35 Postage and sh1ppmg 35 1,646. 748. 668. 230. 
36 Occupancy 36 22.845. 21,406. 1,439. 
37 Equipment rental and mamtanance 37 17,487. 16,419. L 068. 
38 Pnntmg ancl publrcat1ons 38 9,536. 6.935. L 110. 1,491. 
39 Travel 39 

40 Conferences, conventiOns, and meetmgs 40 265. 265. 
41 Interest 41 

42 Deprecrat10n, depletion, etc (attach schedule) 42 113,212. 91 512. 14,830. 6.870. 
43 Other expenses not covered above (rtem1ze) 

a 43a 

b 43b 

c 43c 

d 43d 

• see Statement 3 430 164,616. 147.495. 13.324. 3,797. 
44 Tot&ll'unctlooal eJ4*1MS (.:id lines 22 through 43) 

Organlza!Jons oompletlng oolui'I'VIs (B)-(01 carry these 
44 1,068,092. 819,063. 200,729. 48,300. tolal.s to lines 13 15 

Joint Costa Check ~ D rt you are following SOP 9B-2 

Are any JOint costs from a combmed educatronal campaign and fundrarsmg solrcrtat1on reported m (B) Program seNrces? .,_ D Yes 00 No 

II "Yes' enter (I) the aggregate amount of these JOint costs$ (II) tho amount allocated to Program SOIVICes $ _______ _ 

(Ill) the amount allocated to Manaoement and oeneral S and llvl the amount allocated to Fundrarsmo S 
I Part Ill I Statement of Program Servtce Accomplishments 

What 1s the orgamzatlon's pnmary exempt purpose? .,_ 
Help to lmmlqrant famllles Pro~m Service 
All organlzatlon.s must descnt>e tl'lelr uempt purpos.e achl...,rments In a clear end oonc:rse m~~r~ner State the numl)er ol cllent.s served publlc:abon.s l.ssued etc. D1.scu.ss 

penses 
(Raqulred lor 501{c)(3} .,d 

adll .... ements !hat are not measurable (Socbon 501(c)(3) and (4) organ1zatton.s and 4947(.X1l nonuempt charitable trust.s must II!Jso enlflr tl'le 111n0unt ol g~"W~tlil and (4) orgs .,d 4947(8)(1) 
allocations to ofhen) trustlil but opbonii!J lor oth.n) 

a Chlld Development Center (statement attached) 

(Grants and allocations$ l 296,222. 
b FamllY Support Advocacy (statement attached) 

(Grants and allocatrons S l 522,841. 
c 

(Grants and allocatrons $ I 

d 

!Grants and allocatiOns S I 

e Other program SOIVICes (attach schedule\ (Grants and allocatrons S I 

f Total of Program Service Expenses (should eguallme 44 column (B), Program seMces) 819,063. 
Form 990 (2001) 
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Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
_. ForR1Jl90(2001) Center, Inc. 94-3154078 Pago 3 

I Part IV I Balance Sheets 

Nolo Whem required, aNached schedules and amounts wlthm the descnptlon column (A) (B) 
should be for end-of-year amounts only Begmnmg of year End of year 

45 Cash· non-mterest-beanng 39,876. 45 37,022. 
46 Savmgs and temporary cash rnvestments 438,287. 46 344,705. 

47 a Accounts receivable 47a 114,635. 
b Less allowance for doubtful accounts 47b 3,000. 103,560. 47c 111,635. 

48 a Pledges receiVable 4Ba 

b Less allowance for doubtful accounts 4Bb 4Bc 
49 Grants receivable 120,775. 49 88,542. 
50 Receivables from officers, directors, trustees, 

and key employees 

I 51a I 
50 

~ 

;; 51 • Other notes and loans receJVable 
~ 

~ b Less allowance tor doubtful accounts 51b 51c 
52 Invent ones for sale or use 52 
53 Prepaid expenses and deferred charges 8,128. 53 13,938. 
54 Investments- secunt1es S tmt 5 ~ IXJ Cost 0FMV 3,775. 54 10,398. 
55. Investments -land bulldrngs and 

equipment bas1s 55 a 

b Less accumulated deprec1at1on 55b 55c 
56 Investments- other 

I 57a I 
0. 56 0. 

57 a Land bUIIdmgs, and equipment bas1s 3,694,485. 
b less accumulated deprec1at1on 57b 464,541. 3,188,316. 57c 3,229,944. 

58 Other assets (descnbe .._ ) 58 

59 Tolalassels (add lmes 451hrouoh 58) lmusl eauallme 74) 3,902,717. 59 3,836,184. 
60 Accounts payable and accrued expenses 111,005. 60 91,439. 
61 Grants payable 61 

~ 62 Deferred revenue 62 ~ 

~ 63 Loans from officers. directors trustees, and key employees 63 ] 
m 64 a Tax~xempt bond llab1llt1es 64a .:; 

b Mortgages and other notes payable 64b 

65 Other liabilrtios (descnbe ~ ) 65 

66 TotalllobiiHies (add lines 60 lhrouoh 65) 111,005. 66 91,439. 
Organlzallonslhallollow SFAS 117, check here ~ IXJ and complete lines 67th rough 

69 and lmes 73 and 74 
~ 3,491,042. 3,427,272. G 67 Unrestncted 67 u 
c 

68 Temporanly restncted 272,322. 68 289,125. !!! .z 69 Permanently restncted 28 34 8. 69 28 34 8. 
"' Organlzallonslhal do nolfollow SFAS 117, check here ~ D and complete lines c 
~ ... 70 through 74 
" 0 

70 Caprtal stock, trust pnnc1pal, or current funds 70 
Joi 
~ 71 Pa1d-m or caprtal surplus or land, bulldmg, and eqwpment fund 71 
~ 72 Reta1ned eammgs endowment. accumulated mcome or other funds n 
;; 73 Total nalnsels or lund balances (add lines 671hrough 69 OR lines 70 through 72, z 

column (A) must equallme 19, column (B) must equal line 21) 3 791 712. 73 3 744 745. 
74 Totalllabllllles and nelasse1s/lund balances (add lines 66 and 73) 3,902,717. 74 3,836,184. 

Form 990 IS available for publiC 1nspect1on and for some people serves as the pnmary or sole source of mformat1on about a particular orgamzatlon How the public 
percerves an orgamzat1on m such cases may be determmed by the mformat1on presented on rts return Therefore, please make sure the return IS complete and accurate 
and fulty descnbes. m Part Ill the oroamzat1on s programs and accomplishments 

123021 
01 02-02 3 
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Good Samar1tan Fam1ly Resource 
1 Forrne90I2001l Center Inc. 

LPattlV·A"] Reconciltatton of Revenue par Audtted 
Ftnanctal Statements wtth Revenue par 
Return 

• Total revenue, gams, and other support 
per audrted financral statements 

b Amounts mcluded on lme a but not on 
line 12. Form 990 

(1) Net unrealrzed oams 
on mvestments s 

(2) Donated servrces 
and use of tacrlrtres s 

(3) Recovenes of pnor 
year grants s 

(4) Other (speCify) 

s 
Add amounts on lines (1) through (4) 

c Line a mmus lme b 

d Amounts mcluded on lrne 12, Form 
990 but not on lme a 

(1) Investment expenses 
not rncluded on 

~I 1,022,351. 

> 

~ 1-'b't--,:-;;'""",..--,;~0-'1. 
~ r'+-'1'-''...:0-=2c=2'-'-" ,3-=-5-"1-'1. 

line 6b Form 990 $ ______ _ 

(2) Other (specify) 

Stmt 7 s _____ <~1~,~2~2~6~·· 

94-3154078 Page4 

Part IV-8 j Reconciliation of Expanses par Audtted 
Financtal Statements With Expanses par 
Return 

- ., " ' ./' 1 Total expenses and losses per 
audrted financral statements ~I 1,069,318. 

b Amounts tncluded on lrne a but not on 
11ne11. Form 990 

(1) Donated servrces 
and use of fac11rt10s S ------

(2) Pnor yearadtustments 

reported on lme 20, 

Form 990 s 
(3) Losses reported on 

tme 20, Form 990 s 
(4) Other (specify) 

Stmt 6 s 1,226. 
Add amounts on lines (1) through (4) ~ l-'b't--.----;c~1~2~2.;:6c-.,_ 

~ r'+-'1,_,. ,_,o..;;6..;;8...c....:; ,0.:;.9.;;.2.:;.. c 
d 

Line a mmus lrne b 

Amounts mcluded on lme 17, Form 
990 but not on lme a 

(1) Investment expenses 

not mcluded on 
line 6b, Form 990 $ ______ _ 

(2) Other (specify) 

Add amounts on lines (1) and (2) ~ d 

___________ $ __________ ~ 

< 1, 2 2 6 • > Add amounts on lines (1) and (2) ~ 1-'d'+-_____ _,0:._.,_ 
a Total revenue per lme 12 Form 990 a Total expenses per lme 17. Form 990 

(linec plus lme d) ~ 0 1, 0 21, 12 5 • (line c plus line d) ~ e 1, 0 6 8 
1 

0 9 2 • 
I Part VI List of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees (list each one even 1f not compensated ) 

(A) Name and address per week devoted to (II not p.al , enter Ofnp•~· Donent 
(B) Tttle and average hours (C) Comp~e

1
n:sat10n (D,eontr1bubons to 

postlton ~O· P!"~~:a";;~~ 

73 969. 

75 Otd any officer, dnector trustee, or key employee recerve aggregate compensatton of more than $100 000 from your o 
o amzattons of whtch more than $10,000 was rovtded b the related o amzattons? It "Yes," attach schedule ... 

0. 

(E) Expense 
account and 

other allowances 

0. 

Form 990 2001 
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Fonn 990 (200i) 
Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
Center Inc I . 94 3154078 - Pago 5 

I Part VII Other lnfonnat1on Yes No 
78 01d the orgamzat1on engage many actiVIty not prev1ousty reported to the IRS? If "Yes," attach a detailed descnpt10n of each act1vrty 78 X 
77 Ware any changes made m the orgamzmg or govemmg documents but not reported to the IRS? 77 X 

If -vas; attach a conformed copy of the changes ,,, ', 
' ' 

78 0 Did the orgamzatlon have unrelated busmess gross tncome of $1,000 or more dunng the year covered by thiS return? 78a X 
b 11-ves," has 11 flied a tax return on Form 990-T for th1s year? N(A 78b 

79 Was there a hqu1dat1on. d1ssolut1on, term1nat1on or substantial contraction dunng the year? 79 X 
If -vas; attach a statement 

80. Is the organization related (other than by assoc1atton wrth a statewide or nat1onw1de orgamzat1on) through common membernhlp, 

govemmg bod1es, trustees, officers, etc to any other exempt or nonexempt organ1zat1on? BOa X 
b If "Yes," enter the name of the organ1zat1on ... 

and check whether rt IS r oxlompl OR D nonexempt 
81 • Enter direct or 1nd1rect political expenditures Seelme 81 rnstruct1ons 81a 0. 

b Old the organrzatron file Form 1120-POL tor thrs year? 81b X 
820 Drd the organrzatron receiVe donated serv1ces or the use of matenals, equrpment or facrlltres at no charge or at substantially less than 

fair rental value? 82a X 
b If "Yes,' you may mdrcate the value of these rtems here Do not rnclude thiS amount as revenue m Part I or ai an J 

expense 1n Part II (See rnstructrons rn Part Ill) 82b 
83a Drd the organrzat1on comply with the publrc rnspect1on requirements for returns and exemption applrcatrons' 83a X 

b Drd the organrzat1on comply with the diSClosure requirements relatmg to quid pro quo contnbutrons' 83b X 
84a Drd the organrzatron solicit any contnbutrons or grits that were not tax deductrble? N/A 840 

b If "Yes: did the organrzatron rnclude wrth every sol1c1tat1on an express statement that such contnbutrons or gifts were not , 

tax deductrble? N/A 84b 

85 501(c)(4), (5), or (6) organtzat1ons a Were substantrally all dues nondeductible by members' N/A 85a 
b Drd the organrzatron make only rn-house lobbyrng expenditures of $2,000 or less? N(A 85b 

If ·vas• was answered to either 85a or 85b, do not complete 85c through 85h below unless the organrzatron recerved a warver for proxy tax 

owed for the pnor year 

c Dues, assessments, and srmrlar amounts from membern 85c N/A 
d Sectron 162(e) lobbyrng and polltrcal expenditures 85d N/A 
o Aggrogalo nondoducllblo amounl ol soc11on 6033(o)(1 )(A) dues not1ces 858 N/A 
I Taxable amount of lobbyrng and polrtrcalexpendrtures (lrne 85d less 85e) 851 N/A 
g Does the organrzatron elect to pay the sectron 6033(e) tax on the amount rn 85f? N/A 85a 
h If sectron 6033(e)(1 )(A) dues notrees were sent does the organrzatron agree to add the amount rn 85f to Its reasonable estrmate of dues 

allocable to nondeductrble lobbyrng and polltrcal expenditures for the followrng tax year? N/A 85h 

88 501(c)(l) orgamzat1ons Enter 11 lnrtratron fees and capital contnbutrons rncluded on lrne 12 86a N/A 
b Gross recerpts, rncluded on lme 12 tor publrc use of club facrlltres 86b N/A 

87 501(c)(12) orgamzat1ons Enter a Gross rncome from members or shareholders 87a N/A 
b Gross rncome from other sources (Do not net amounts due or pard to other sources 

agarnst amounts due or receiVed from them ) 87b N/A 
88 At any trme dunng the year, drd the orgamzatJOn own a 50% or greater rnterest m a taxable corporatron or partnershrp, 

or an entrty drsregarded as separate from the orgamzatron under Regulatrons sectrons 301 7701-2 and 301 7701-3? 

II "Yes' complete Part IX 88 X 
89 0 501(c)(3) organizations Enter Amount of tax rmposed on the organrzatron dunng the year under 

sectron 4911 ..,. 0. , soct1on 4912 ... 0 o , SOCIIOn 4955 ... 0. 
b 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organiZations Drd the organrzatron engage rn any sectiOn 4958 excess benefit 

transactron durrng the year or drd II become aware of an excess benefrt transactron from a pnor year? 

If "Yes: ahach a statement explarnrng each transactron 89b X 
c Enter Amount of tax rmposed on the organrzatron managers or drsqualrfled persons dunng the year under 

sect1ons 4912 4955 and 4958 ... ________ 0~. 
d Enter Amount of tax on lrne 89c, above, rermbursed by the organrzatron .... ________ _,0'-'-. 

90 o List tho slatos wrth which a copy of lhiS rolum IS hlod ... ---'C'-a=l:.:~=.cf=-.=o:.:rocn=~:.:a=---------------,----,----------,,.....-
b Number ol employoos omployod 1n lho pay penod that 1ncludos March 12, 2001 I 90b I 2 1 

91 Thebooks316~ncaroot .,.Hector Melendez, ED Telephoneno ... 415-401-4242 

Localedal.,. 1294 Potrero Ave, San Franc~sco, CA ZIP+4 ... 94110-3570 

92 Section 4947(8)(1) nonexempt chantab/6 trusts filmg Form 990 m 11eu of Form 1041· Check hera 

and enter the amount of tax-1!xempt rnterest recerved or accrued dunng the tax vear ... 92 

Fonn 990 (2001) 
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Good Sarnar~tan Farn~ly Resource 
Form 990 (2001) Center ' Inc . 94 3154078 - Page 6 
I Patt VII I Analysis of lncome-Productng Activities {See Specrt1c Instructions on page 32 ) 

Note Enter gross amounts unless otherwise Unrelated busmess mcome Ex.clud.:l by section 512 513 or 514 
(E) 

md1cated 
(A) I B) (C) I D) Related or exempt Bustness Amount 

...,, 
Amount 

93 Program servtce revenue code slon functton mcome 
""" 

I Preschool . 67,023. 
b s12orts 12rogram 2 570. 
c Other 12rograrn fees 8,291. 
d 

e 
I Medtcare/Medtcatd payments 

g Fees and contracts from government agenctes 27,403. 
94 Membership dues and assessments 

95 Interest on savmgs and temporary 

cash Investments 14 13,127. 
96 Dtvtdends and mterest from secunttas 

97 Net rental mcome or (loss) from real estate 

a debt-financed property 

b not debHmanced property 

98 Net rental mcome or (loss) from personal property 

99 Other mvestment tncome 
100 Gam or (loss) from sales of assets 

other than mventory 18 <1,226. I> 
101 Net mcome or (loss) from spec1al events 

102 Gross profit or (loss) from sales of mventory 

103 Other revenue 

• 
b 

' d 

e 
104 Subtotal(add columns (B). (0), and (E)) 0. 11,901. 105,287. 
105 Total (add line 104, columns (B), (0), and (E)) ~ ----'1"-'1'-'7'-',_.1""8""8.:.. 
Note Lme 105 f!!us /me 1d, Part I, shou/d____!!9YBI th6 amount on /me 12, Parll 

I Part VIlli Relattonshtp of Activittes to the Accomplishment of Exempt Purposes (See Specific InstructiOns on page 32) 

Line No Explam how each actiVIty for wh1ch Income IS reported 1n column (E) of Part VII contnbuted Importantly to the accomplishment of the orgamzat1on's ,. exempt purposes (other than by prov1dmg funds for such purposes) 

93a Fees from Ch~ld Development Center b~l~nqual preschool proqram 
93b Fees from ch~ld/vouth sports proqram 
93c Fees from other farn~ly serv~ces 
93q Preschool subs~d~es 
I Part IX I Information Regardtng Taxable Substdtaries and Disregarded EntitleS (See Spec1t1c InstructiOns on page 33 l 

(A) (B) I C) I D) 
Name, address, and EIN of corpo~~~on, 

oartnersh1o: or dlsrecarded ent1 
Percentat;~e of Nature of actrvrt1es Total 1ncome 

lEI. End-o -year 
ownershiP mterest assets 

% 

N/A % 

% 

% 

I Part X I Information Reaardtna Transfers Assoctated with Personal Benefit Contracts (See Specific tnstruct1ons on page 33 l 

(I) Did the organ1zat1on, dunng the year, rece1ve any funds directly or mdlrectly, to pay premiums on a personal benefit contract? 

(b) Did the organ1zat10n dunng the year, pay prem1ums, directly or md1rectty, on a personal benefit contract? 

Dros 
Dros 

Note If ·vas· to b file Form 8870 and Form 4720 see mstn.~ct1ons 

Please 
Sign 
Hera 

Under penallla of p«~ury I dedare that I hll\la e.ornlned thiS r11tum Including .:companying schedula and statements and to the best or my knowledge and oellef It Is true 
correc d complete Oedarallon or p"'I)8FW loth« than offi~ Is bes«< on all lnfoi'T'r"'&tion ol wnlch preparer has eny knowledge 

11111.. L,N DA= \A-D A-LL Tr~c:>..S~A.rcv 
,. Type or pnnt name and trtle 

00 No 
00 No 

Phone no ... 751-8556 
6 Form 990 (2001) 
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SCHEDUL~A 
(Form 990 or 990-EZ) 

Organization Exempt Under Section 501 (c)(3) OMB No 1~!1--0047 

(Euept Private Foundation) and Section 501(e), 501(n, 501(k), 
501(n), or Section 4947(a)(1) Nonexempt Charitable Trust 

0-"'"'''-"" Supplementary lnfonnat1on-(See separate Instructions.) 
tntemlll FWvenue Service ... MUST be completed by the above organizations and attached to their Form 990 or 990-EZ 

Name of the organrzat10n Good Samar~ tan Fam~ly Resource 
Center Inc. 

2001 
Employer Identification number 
94 3154078 

1..!:2"'-''-''-' Compensation of the F1ve Highest Patd Employees Other Than Officers, Directors, and Trustees 
(See page 1 of the mstructtons List each one If there are none enter "None") 

(a) Name and address of each employee patd (b) ,Title and average hours (cf) Contr!Dutjons to (~!.Expense 

more than $50,000 per we;
1
k devoted to (c) CompensatiOn ~~~:\.~==! account and other 
OSitiOR compensation allowances 

Teresa Car~as ~rogram D~r. ----------------------------------
1294 Potrero Avenue, SF CA 94110 40 51,186. 

Pedro Menendez ~ech. D~r. ----------------------------------
1294 Potrero Avenue, SF CA 94110 40 51,154. 

----------------------------------

----------------------------------

----------------------------------

Total number of other employees patd 
over $50 000 ... 0 
LPwtJll Compensation of the Five Highest Pa1d Independent Contractors for Professional Services 

(See page 2 of the mstruct1ons Ltst each one (whether 1ndrv1duals or firms) If there are none enter None ) 

(a) Name and address of each mdependent contractor paid more than $50,000 

None --------------------------------------------

--------------------------------------------

--------------------------------------------

--------------------------------------------

--------------------------------------------

Total number of others recervmg over 
... I $50,000 for professional seMces 

LHA For Paperwork Reduction Act Notlce,saetha Instructions for Form 990 and Form 990·EZ 

123101 
12 29-01 7 

0 

(b) Type of servrce (c) Compensalion 

" ~ 

" 0 

" 
Schedule A (Form 990 or 99Q.EZ)2001 
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Good Samar1tan Fam1ly Resource 
. .• Schef/ulo A (Fonn 990 or 990 EZ) 2001 Center ' Inc . 94 3154078 Pago2 -

I Part ml Statements About Activities (S99 pago 2 of tho Instructions ) 

1 Ounng the year, has the orgamzatron attempted to mfluenca natrona!, state. or locallegrslatron, rncludmg any attempt to mfluence 
public oprmon on a legrslatrve matter or referendum? If -vas," enter the total expenses pard or mcurred rn connectron wrth the 
lobbymg actrvrtes ..... $ $ (Must equal amounts on line 38, Part VI-A, 

or line I of Part VI·B ) 

Organrzauons that made an election under sectron 501 (h) by fllrng Form 5768 must complete Part VI-A Other organrzatlons checkmg 

"Yes· must complete Part VI-B AND attach a statement gNmg a detarled descnptron of the lobbyrng actNrtres 

2 Dunng the year, has the orgamzatron, erther drrectly or rndrrectty, engaged many of the followrng acts wrth any substantral contnbutors. 

trustees. directors. officers. creators. key employees or members of their fam111es. or with any taxable orgamzat1on with which any such 

person IS affiliated as an officer, director trustee majonty owner or pnnc1pal beneficiary? Of the answer to any question IS "Yes, • 
attach a detBJied statement ex.plammg the transactions) 

a Sale, exchange, or leasmg of property? 

b Lendmg of money or other extens1on of credit? 

c Furmshmg of goods, serv1ces. or facilities? 

d Payment of compensation (or payment or reimbursement of expenses If more than $1,000)? 

e Transfer of any part of 1ts mcome or assets? 

3 Does the orgamzat1on make grants for scholarships fellowships, student loans. etc? (See Note below) 

4 Do you have a sect1on 403(b) annUity plan for your employees? 

Note Attach a statement to expfam how the orgamzat1on determmes that mdfVIdusls or organ1zat1ons receJVtng grants or loans 
from 1t m fur1herance of 1ts chantable programs "qualify~ to recefVe payments See Statement 
I Part WI Reason for Non-Pnvate Foundation Status (S99 pages 3 through 6 ot tho ~nstruct1ons) 

The organ1zat10n IS not a pnvate foundation because 11 IS (Please check only ONE applicable box ) 

5 D A church, conventiOn of churches, or assoc1at1on of churches Sect1on 170(b)(1 )(A)(1) 

6 D A school Soct1on 170(b)(1)(A)(11) (Also complete Part V) 

7 

8 
A hosprtal or a cooperatrve hosprtal serv1ce orgamzat1on SectiOn 170(b)(1)(A}(m) 

A Federal. stato or local govornmont or govommontal umt Soctlon 170(b)(1 )(A)(v) 

9 

D 
D 

9 D A med1cal research orgamzat1on operated 1n con1unct10n with a hosprtal SectiOn 170(b)(l )(A)(m) Enter the hospital's name, city, 

and state .... 

10 D An o1gamzat1on operated tor tho benotrt of a college or umvorsrty ownod or operated by a govommontal unrt Section 170(b)(1 )(A)(IV) 

(Also comploto tho Support Schedule 1n Part IV·A ) 

11 a [K] An orgamzat1on that normalty recerves a substantial part of rts support from a governmental unit or from the general public 

Section 170(b)(1)(A)(v1) (Also comploto tho Support Schedule 1n Part IV-A) 

11 b D A community trust Soct1on 170(b)(1 )(A)(v1) (Also comploto the Support Schedule '" Part IV-A ) 

12 D An organ1zat10n that normally rece1ves (1) more than 33113% of 1ts support from contnbut1ons. membership tees, and gross 

receipts from actrvrt1es related torts chantable, etc. tunct1ons- subJect to certam exceptions, and (2) no more than 33113'/o of 

rts support from gross mvestment mcome and unrelated business taxable mcome (less sect1on 511 tax) from busmesses acquired 

by tho orgamzat1on aHor Juno 30, 1975 See section 509(a)(2) (Also complete tho Support Schedule 1n Part IV-A ) 

Yes No 

1 X 

2a X 

2b X 

2c X 

2d X 

2e X 

3 X 
4 X 

13 D An orgamzat10n that IS not controlled by any disqualified parsons {other than foundation managers} and supports orgamzat1ons descnbed m 

11111nos 5 through 12 above, or 121 soct1on 501lc)(41, 151, or 161, d thoy m99t the test of sectiOn 509(a)(2) (Sea soct10n 509(a\1311 
Prov1de the tollowmg mtormat1on about the supported orgamzat10ns (See page 5 of the mstruct10ns ) 

(a) Namo(s) of supported orgamzatlon(s) 

14 D An orgamzat10n Orlj!amzed and operated to test tor publiC safety SectiOn 509(a}(4) (See page 6 of the mstruct1ons) 

(b) Lme number 
from above 

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2001 

123111 
01 07-02 

8 
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_. 
Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 

Scho~ule A (Form 990 or 990 EZ) 2001 Center Inc 94 3154078 Page3 - ' 0 -
LPatt IV-A] Support Schedule (Complele only rt you checked a box on line 10, 11, or 12) Use cosh method olaccountrng 

Note You may use the worksheet 1n the tnstruct1ons for convertm from the accrual to the cash method of accounttnQ 
Calendar y~~r (or llscal year 
bealnnlnaln ... (a) 2000 (b) 1999 (c) 1998 (d) 1997 (a) Tolal 
15 Glfbl grants and contributions 1'810111Ved 

(Do n~\lndude unusual grw~l5 See 
lme28 848,069. 600,086. 727 830. 1.456 998. 3,632L983. 

18 MembershiD fees recerved 

17 Gross receipts from admiSSions, 
merchandise sold or serv1ces 
performed or turn1shmg of 
facilitieS m any actrvTty that IS 
related to the orgamzat1on's 
chantable, etc , purpose 130,231. 294,466. 200,533. 182,315. 807,545. 

18 Gross mcome from mterest, 
diVIdends, amounts receiVed from 
payments on sacunt1es loans (sec-
Iron 512(a)(5)), rents. royan10s. and 
unrelated busmess taxable mcome 
(less sect1on S 11 taxes) from 
businesses acQuired by the 

19,272. 20,130. 23,780. 4' 361. 67,543. orgamzat1on after June 30, 1975 

19 Net mcome from unrelated busmess 
actiVIties not Included m lme 18 

20 Tu. reYenues leotled lor the o~g~;nlzallon 1 
benefit and e1ther paid to 11 or expanded 
on Its betlall 

21 The value of servrces or tacrlrtres 
tumrshed to the orgamzatron by a 
governmental unrt Without charge 
Do not rnclude the value of servrces 
or tacrlrtres generally furnished to 
the publiC without charge 

22 Otner •ncome Attacn a schedule Do not 
Include gain or (loss) !rom sale ol capt tal 
assets 

23 Total of lrnes 15 through 22 997,572. 914,682. 952,143. 1,643,674. 4,508,071. 
24 line 23 mmus lme 17 867,341. 620,216. 751,610. 1,461,359. 3,700,526. 
25 Enter 1% of lme 23 9,976. 9,147. 9' 521. 16,437. 
26 Organizations described on llnes10 or 11 • Enter 2% of amount rn column (e), line 24 ... 28a 74,011 • 

b Prepare a list for your records to show the name of and amount contnbuted by each person (other than a governmental 

unrt or publicly supported orgamzatron) whose total gifts for 1997 through 2000 exceeded the amount shown m lme 26a 
Do not tile thlsllst wHh your return Enter the total of all these excess amounts ... 28b 1r700r269 • 

c Tolal support for sectron 509(a)(1) lest Enler lrne 24 column (e) ... 26c 3,700,526 • 

d Add Amounts from column (e) for lmes 18 67,543. 19 

22 26b 1,700,269. ... 26d 1,767,812. 

• PubliC support (lrne 26c mrnus lrne 26d total) ... 26e 1,932,714 • 

I Public suooort oercentaae (line 28e tnumeralarl divided bv line 26c tdenamlnalarll ... 261 52.2281% 

27 Organizations described on line 12 a For amounts rncluded m lmes 15, 16, and 17 that were recerved from a "drs qualified person; prepare a 11st for your records 
to show the name of and total amounts recerved m each year from, each "disqualified person • Do not file this list wHh your return Enter the sum of such amounts 
for each year N /A 
(2000) (1999) (1998) (1997) 

b For any amount mcluded m lme 17 that was recerved from each peson (other than "disqualified persons"), prepare a 11st for your records to show the name of, and 
amount recerved for each year, that was more than the larger of (1) the amount on lme 25 for the year or (2) $5,000 (Include m the lrst orgamzat1ons descnbed m 
lines 5 through 11 as well as md1v1dua1s) Do not llle this list with your return After computmg the difference between the amount recerved and the larger 
amount descnbed m {1) or (2) enter the sum of these drtterences (the excess amounts) for each year N /A 
(2000) (1999) (1998) (1997) 

c Add Amounts from column (e) for lmes 15 16 
17 20 21 ... 27c N/A 

d Add line 27a lola! and lrne 27b lola! ... 27d N/A 
e Public support (lme 27c total mmus line 27d total) 

.,. I 2111 
... 27e N/A 

I Tolal support lor seclron 509(a)(2)1esl Enter amoun1 on lrne 23 column (e) N/A ', 

u Public support percentage {line 27e (numerator) diVIded by line 27f (denomrnator)) ... 27a N/A 
h Investment Income Dercentaae Ome 18 column (e) (numerator) diVIded bv hne 27f (denominator)) ... 27h N/A 

28 Unusual Grant& For an orgamzat1on descnbed m lme 10, 11, or 12 that recarved any unusual grants dunng 1997 through 2000 prepare a list tor your records to 
show, for each year, the name of the contnbutor, the date and amount of the grant and a bnef descnptlon of the nature of the grant Do not file thlsllst with your 
return Do not mclude these grants m lme 15 None 

% 

% 

123121 12 29-01 9 Schedule A (Form 990 or 99Q-EZ) 2001 
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. Good samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
ScheduleA(Fonn99Dor99D-EZ)2001 Center, Inc. 94-3154078 Page4 

I Part VI Private School Questionnaire (See page 7 ol the Instructions ) N/A 
(To be completed ONLY by schools that checked the box on line 6 in Part IV) 

29 Does the orgamzat1on have a rac1ally nond1scnmmatory policy toward students by statement m rts charter bylaws. other govammg 
Yes No 

mstrument. or m a resolution of 1ts govemmg body? 29 

30 Does the organization mclude a statement of rts racially nondJscnmJnatory policy toward students m a111ts brochures catalogues 
and other wntten communJcatiOns wrth the public dealmg wrth student admiSSions, programs, and scholarships? 30 

31 Has the orgamzat1on publiCIZed rts racially nond1scnmmatory policy through newspaper or broadcast med1a dunng the penod of 

sohcrtat10n for students, or dunng the registration penocllf rt has no soiJcrtatlon program 1n a way that makes the policy known 
to all parts of the general commumty 11 serves? 31 

It "Yes; please descnbe,lf "No; please explam {If you need more space. attach a separate statement) 

32 Does the orgamzat1on mamta1n the tonowmg 

• Records md1cat1ng the rac1a1 compos1t10n of the student body, faculty and admtmstratrve staff? 32a 

b Records documenting that scholarships and other hnanc1a1 assistance are awarded on a racially nond1scnmmatory bas1s? 32b 

' Coptes of all catalogues brochures, announcements, and other wntten communicatiOns to the public dealing with student 
admiSSions programs, and scholarships? 32c 

d Cop1es of all matenal used by the orgamzat1on or on rts behalf to sohcrt contnbut1ons? 32d 

If you answered "No" to any of the above please explain {If you need more space attach a separate statement) 

33 Does the orgamzat10n d1scnmmate by race many way wrth respect to 

• Students nghts or pnvlleges? 33a 

b Adm1ss1ons po11c1es? 33b 

' Employment of faculty or adm1mstratrve staff? 33c 

d ScholarshiPS or other fmanc1al assistance? 33d 

• EducatiOnal poliCies? 330 

I Use of fac11rt1es? 331 

g AthletiC programs? 33a 

h Other extracurncular actrvrt1es? 33h 

If you answered 'Yes· to any of the above. please explain (If you need more space attach a separate statement ) 

34 I Does the orgamzat10n rece1ve any fmanc1al a1d or assistance from a governmental agency? 341 

b Has the orgamzat10n s nght to such a1d ever been revoked or suspended? 34b 

If you answered "Yes" to either 34a orb, please explam usmg an attached statement 
35 Does the orgamzat1on certrfy that rt has complied wrth the applicable reQuirements of sect1ons 4 01 through 4 05 of Rev Proc 75-50 

1975-2 C 8 567. covenng ractal nond1scnmmat1on? If "No,' attach an explanatiOn 35 
Schodulo A (Form 990 or 99Q-EZ) 2001 
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. Good Samar1tan Fam1ly Resource 
SchebuleA(Form990or990-EZ)2001 Center Inc. 94-3154078 Pa o5 
Part VI·A Lobbying Expenditures by Electing Public Chanties (See page 9 ol the Instructions ) N/A 

(To bo complotod ONLY by an o11g1ble organization that filod Form 5768) 

Check ~ a D rt the OrtJan1zat1on bolonas to an affiliated a roup Check ~ b D rt vou chocked -.·and ,,mrtod contror proVlSions apply 

Limits on Lobbying Expenditures 
(a) 

Affiltated group 

(The term "expendrtures" means amounts patd or mcurred) totals 

N/A 
36 Totallobbymg expenditures to mfluence publiC op1n10n (grassroots lobbymg) 36 
37 Totallobbymg expenditures to mftuence a legislatiVe body (direct lobbying) 37 
38 Totallobbymg expendttures (add lmes 36 and 37) 38 
39 Other exempt purpose expenditures 39 
40 Total exempt purpose expenditures (add lmes 38 and 39) 40 
41 Lobbymg nontaxable amount Enter the amount from the followmg table-

If tho amount on line 40 Is - Tha lobbying nontuable amount Is - ., 
Not OYf!l $5(X) 000 20" ol the ~unt on line 40 

l Ovet $5(X) 000 but not over $1 000 000 $100 000 plus 15% oltne ucess over$5(X) CXXl 

Over $1 000 000 but not ov« S1,5(X) 000 $175 000 plut 10% oltne eaceu ov« $1 COO 000 41 
Over $1,500 000 but not over $17 000 000 $225 000 plus 5% ol the eAcess ov• $1 500 000 

Over $17 000 000 $1 ooo ooo 

42 Grassroots nontaxable amount {enter 25,.-o of lme 41) 42 
43 Subtract line 42 from line 36 Enter .0· r11me 42 rs more than lme 36 43 
44 Subtract line 41 from line 38 Enter -o- r1 line 41 rs more than lme 38 44 

Caution If there rs an amount on e1ther /me 43 or lme 44, you ITkJSt file Form 4720 

4-Yoar Averaging Period Under Section 501(h) 
(Some organrzatrons that made a sectron 501 (h) electron do not have to complete all of the five columns 

below See the rnstructrons for lmes 45 through 50 on page 11 of the rnstructrons) 

Lobbying Expondrturos During 4-Yoar Averaging Period 

Calendar year (or (a) lb) (c) I d) 
fiscal year beginning rn) ~ 2001 2000 1999 1998 

45 Lobbyrng nontaxable 
amount 

46 Lobbying cerl1ng amount 

1150% of lrno 451oll 
47 T otallobbylng 

exoendrtures 
48 Grassroots nontaxable 

amount 
49 Grassroots cerl1ng amount 

1150% of 11ne 4Bie\l 
SO Grassroots lobbyrng 

expendrtures 
I Part VI·B I Lobbying Activity by Nonelecting Public Chanties 

(For reportmg only by orgamzatrons that drd not complete Part VI·A) (See page 12 of the rnstructrons ) 

Ounng the year, drd the organrzatron attempt to Influence natrona!, state or locallegrslatron, tncludmg any attempt to 
Yes No 

rnfluence publrc opmron on a legrslatiVe matter or referendum, through the use of 

a Volunteers 

b Pard staff or management (Include compensatron m expenses reported on lines c through h ) 

c Med1a advertrsements 
d Marlmgs to members legrslators or the publrc 
e Publrcat10ns, or publrshed or broadcast statements 
f Grants to other orgamzallons for lobbymg purposes 
g Drrect contact wrth legrslators, therr staffs, government officrals, or a legrslatiVe body 
h Rallres, demonstrations, semmars, conventrons, speeches, lectures or any other means 
I Totallobbymg expendrtures (Add linesc through h) ... 

If 'Yes to any of the above, also attach a statement gMng a detarled descnptron of the lobbymg actrvrtres 

(b) 
To bo completod for ALL 

elactmg organtzatJOns 

N/A 
(e) 

Total 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

N/A 

Amount 

-

0. 

123141 
12 29-01 Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2001 
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Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
Sched~leA(Form990or990-EZ)2001 Center, Inc. 94-3154078 Page& 

I Pai1 VII I Information Regardtng Transfers To and Transactions and Relationships With Nonchantable 
Exempt Organizations (See page 12 o1 the 1nstruct1ons l 

51 Otd the reportmg orgamzatlon dtrectly or md1rectty engage many of the folloWing wrth any other orgamzatton descnbed m sectton 
501(c} of the Code (other than sectton 501(c)(3) organtzattons) or tn sectton 527, relatmg to pollf:tcal orgamzattons? 

1 Transfers from the reportmg orgamzatton to a nonchantable exempt orgamzatton of 

(I) Cash 
(II) Other assets 

b Other transacttons 
(I) Sales or exchanges of assets wrth a noncharrtable exempt orgamzatton 

(II) Purchases of assets from a nonchantable exempt orgamzatton 
(Ill) Rental otfactltltes, equtpment, or other assets 

(IV) Retmbursement arrangements 
(v) Loans or loan guarantees 

(vi) Performance of serv1ces or membership or fundra1s1ng solicitatiOns 
c: Shanng of faCilities, equipment, ma1lmg liSts, other assets, or pa1d employees 
d If the answer to any ofthe above IS "Yes," complete the followmg schedule Column (b) should always show the fa1r mar1<et value ofthe 

goods, other assets, or serv1ces grven by the reportmg orgamzat1on If the orgamzat1on recerved less than ta1r mar1<et value many 

Yes 

511(1) 
1(11) 

b(l) 

b(ll) 

b(lll) 

b(lv) 

b(v) 

b(vl) 

c 

transactiOn or shanng arrangement show m column (d) the value of the goods other assets or serv1ces rece1ved N /A 
(I) (b) (C) (d) 

No 

X 
X 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

Lme no Amount mvotved Name of nonchantable exempt orgamzatron Descrrptron of transfers transactiOns, and sharrng arrangements 

52 a Is the organrzatron drrectly or rndrrectly affiliated with, or related to, one or more tax--exempt organrzatrons descnbed rn sectron 501(c) of the 
Code (otherthan sectiOn 501(c)(3)) or 1n section 527? ~ D Yes [X] No 

b II "Yes • complete the lollow~ng schedule N /A 

123151 
12 N-01 

(I) 
Name of orgamzat10n 

(b) (c) 
Type of orgamzat10n Descnptron of relationship 

Schedule A (Form 990 or 99D-EZ) 2001 
12 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 428-1   Filed 06/07/17   Page 66 of 185

 
[144]

 
[144]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 97 of 278
(202 of 916)



Schedule B 
(Form 990, 990eEZ, or 

990-PF) 
Department ollhe TrWDury 
Internal FWv.,ue Sel'va 

Name of orgamzat1on 

Schedule of Contributors 
Supplementary Information for 

l1ne 1 of Form 990, 990-EZ and 990·PF (see 1nstruct•ons) 

Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
Center, Inc. 

OMB No 1,_.5-0047 

2001 
Employer ldentrficatton number 

94-3154078 
Organtzatton type(check one) 

Ftlers ot 

Form 990 or 990 EZ [][] 501 (c)( 3 ) (enter number) orgamzat1on 

D 494 7(a)(1) nonexempt chantable trust not treated as a pnvate foundation 

D 527 polrttcal orgamzatton 

Form 990 PF D 501 (c)(3) exempt pnvate foundatton 

0 4947(a)(1) nonexempt chantable trust treated as a pnvate foundatton 

D 501 (c)(3) taxable pnvate foundation 

Check rf your organtzatton 1s covered by the General rule or a Special rule (Note Only a sectton 501(c)(7), (8), or(10) organtzatlon can check bax(es) 

for both the General rule and a Special rule-see mstruct1ons) 

General Rule-

D For organrzattons filrng Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990 PF that recerved, dunng the year, $5,000 or more (rn money or property) from any one 

contnbutor (Complete Parts I and II} 

Specral Rules· 

CKJ For a sectron 501(c)(3) organrzatron filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ. that met the 33 113% support test of the regulatrons under 

sectrons 509(a)(1V170(b)(1 )(A)(vij and recerved from any one contnbutor, dunng the year, a contnbutron of the greater of $5,000 or 2% 
of the amount on line 1 of these forms (Complete Parts I and II) 

D For a sectron 501 (c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that recerved from any one contnbutor, dunng the year, 

aggregate contnbut1ons or bequests of more than $1,000 for use excluSIVely for religious, chantable, screntlfic, literary, or educatronal 

purposes, or the prevention of cruelty to children or anrmals (Complete Parts I, II, and Ill) 

D For a section 501 (c)(7), (8), or {10) organrzatron filing Form 990, or Form 990 EZ, that recewed from any one contnbutor, dunng the year, 

some contnbutrons for use excluSively for rehgrous, charrtable, etc , purposes, but these contnbutrons drd not aggregate to more than 

$1,000 (If this box rs checked. enter here the total contnbutrons that were recerved dunng the year for an excluSIVely religious, 

charrtable, etc , purpose Do not complete any of the Parts unless the General rule applies to thrs organrzatron because rt recerved 

nonexclusrvely rel1g1ous, charrtable, etc • contnbutlons of $5,000 or more dunng the year) ... $ ---------

Cautron Orgamzattons that are not cover&d by the General n;le and/or the Special rules do not file Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF), but 

they must check the box m the hesdmg of thetr Form 990, Form 990-EZ, or on /me 1 of thetr Form 990-PF, to certify that they do not meet the fitmg 

requirements of Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) 

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2001) 

123<151 12 29-01 
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Sctl.:lule B (FormSKICI ~EZ. or990-PF) (2001) 

Nama ol organization 
Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
Center Inc. 

ParU Contributors (See Specific Instructions) 

(a) (b) 

No Name, address and ZIP+ 4 

1 ---

(a) 

No 

2 ---

(a) 

No 

3 ---

(a) 

No 

4 ---

(a) 

No 

5 ---

(a) 

No 

6 ---

123452 12-29-01 

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

, 
-

-

-

14 

P-oe 1 to 2 ol Peril 

Employer Identification number 

94-3154078 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person [X] 
Payroll D 

$ 53,275. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II rl there 
ts a noncash contnbut1on ) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contr1but1on 

Person [X] 
Payroll D 

$ 95,781. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II rl there 
IS a noncash contnbutton ) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person [X] 
Payroll D 

$ 27,500. Noncash D 
(Complete Part ll1f there 
ts a noncash contnbut1on ) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person [X] 
Payroll D 

$ 80,000. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II rl there 
IS a noncash contnbut1on ) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut•ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person [X] 
Payroll D 

$ 152,000. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II rl there 
1s a noncash contnbutton ) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person [X] 
Payroll D 

$ 177,836. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II rl there 
IS a noncash contnbutton ) 

Schedule B (Form 990, 99D-£Z, or 990-PF) (2001) 
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Sd!ecl~lo B (Form II'GO 990-EZ. or goQO...PF) (2001) 

Nama ol organization 
Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
Center Inc. 

Part l ° Contributors (See Specific Instructions) 

(a) (b) 

No Name, address and ZIP+ 4 

7 ---

(a) 
No 

8 ---

(a) 

No 

9 ---

(a) 

No 

10 ---

(a) 
No 

11 ---

(a) 

No 

12 ---

12~~ 12 29-01 15 

.... 2 to 2 o!Partl 

Employar ldantlflcallon numb or 

94-3154078 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbutlon 

Person IX) 
Payroll D 

$ 37,750. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II ~there 
1s a noncash contnbut1on) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person IX) 
Payroll D 

$ 86,821. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II ~there 
Is a noncash contnbut1on) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person IX) 
Payroll D 

$ 40,000. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II If there 
1s a noncash contnbutlon) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person IX) 
Payroll D 

$ 50,000. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II~ there 
1s a noncash contnbutlon) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person IX) 
Payroll D 

$ 73,796. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II ~ there 
1s a noncash contnbutlon ) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person IX) 
Payroll D 

$ 20,000. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II ~ there 
IS a noncash contnbutlon ) 

Schadula B (Form 990, 990·EZ, or 990-PF) (2001) 
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· Good s~ar~tan Fam~ly Resource Center, I 

FORM 990, PART IV, LINE 57 
PROPERTY AND EQUIPMENT 

Bu~ld~ng and ~mprovements 
Equ~pment 

Construct~on ~n progress 
Accumulated deprec~at~on 

Land 

Footnotes 

FORM 199, SCH L, LINE 10 

16 

94-3154078 

Statement 1 

2,985,926. 
214,590. 
193,969. 

<464,541.> 

2,929,944. 
300,000. 

3,229,944. 

Statement(s) 1 
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· Goo~ samar~tan Fam~ly Resource center, I 

Form 990 Ga~n (Loss) From Publ~cly Traded Secur~t~es 

Gross Cost or Expense 
Descr~pt~on Sales Pr~ce Other Bas~s of Sale 

Publ~cly traded 
secur~t~es 6,393. 7,619. 0. 

To Form 990, Part I, l~ne 8 6,393. 7,619. 0. 

Form 990 Other Expenses 

(A) (B) (c) 
Program Management 

Descr~pt~on Total Serv~ces and General 

Profess~onal fees 79,593. 74,711. 2,956. 
Outs~de serv~ces 3,079. 3,079. 
Insurance 19,278. 16,650. 2,628. 
L~cense and fees 6,876. 6,410. 466. 
F~eld tr~ps 7,983. 7,983. 
Events 5,810. 4,534. 5. 
Food 28,319. 26,240. 1,878. 
Local transportat~on 6,298. 5,948. 251. 
Staff development 2,923. 1,349. 11 32 4 o 

Advert~s~ng 2,423. 2, 183. 240. 
Bad debt 1,364. 1,364. 
M~scellaneous 670. 123. 497. 

Total to Fm 990, ln 43 164,616. 147,495. 13,324. 

Form 990 Spec~f~c Ass~stance to Ind~v~duals 

Descr~pt~on 

Cr~t~cal needs ass~stance 

Total to Form 990, Part II, l~ne 23 

94-3154078 

Statement 2 

Net Ga~n 
or (Loss) 

<1,226.> 

<1,226.> 

Statement 3 

(D) 

Fundra~s~ng 

1,926. 

1,271. 
201. 

99. 
250. 

50. 

3,797. 

Statement 4 

Amount 

2,385. 

2,385. 

17 Statement(s) 2, 3, 4 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 428-1   Filed 06/07/17   Page 71 of 185

 
[149]

 
[149]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 102 of 278
(207 of 916)



· Good Samar1tan Fam1ly Resource Center, I 

Form 990 Non-Government Secur1t1es 

Corporate 
Secur1ty Descr1pt1on Stocks 

Publ1cly traded 
secur1t1es 

To 990, ln 54 Col B 

10,398. 

10,398. 

Corporate 
Bonds 

Other 
Publ1cly 
Traded 

Form 990 Other Expenses Not Included on Form 990 

Descr1pt1on 

Real1zed losses netted to 1nvestment expense 

Total to Form 990, Part IV-B 

Form 990 Other Revenue Included on Form 990 

Descr1pt1on 

RealLzed losses netted to 1nvestment expense 

Total to Form 990, Part IV-A 

18 

Other 

94-3154078 

Statement 

Total 
Non-Gov't 

5 

10,398. 

10,398. 

Statement 6 

Amount 

1,226. 

1,226. 

Statement 7 

Amount 

<1,226.> 

<1,226.> 

Statement(s) 5, 6, 7 
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· Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource Center, I 94-3154078 

Form 990 Part V - L~st of Off~cers, D~rectors, 
Trustees and Key Employees 

Statement 8 

Name and Address 

John Bullock 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Kay B~shop 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Frank De Rosa 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Betsy D~xon 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Barbara Gault 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Martha Jenn~ngs 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Alan Lev~nson 

Sausal~to, CA 

Al~c~a L~eberman, Ph.D. 

San Franc~sco, CA 

G.W. Lorton 

San Franc~sco, CA 

W~ll~am H. Orr~ck III 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Kat Taylor 

San Franc~sco, CA 

T~tle and 
Avrg Hrs/Wk 

D~rector 

2 

D~rector 

2 

Pres~dent 
5 

D~rector 

• 1 

D~rector 

2 

D~rector 

1 

D~rector 

• 1 

D~rector 

. 1 

D~rector 

1 

Secretary 
5 

V~ce Pres~dent 
5 

19 

Employee 
Compen- Ben Plan Expense 
sat~on Contr~b Account 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0 • 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0 • 

0. 0. 0 • 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0. 

Statement(s) 8 
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-· Good Saman.tan Fam~ly Resource Center, I 94;-3154078 

L~nda Udall Treasurer 
5 0. 0. 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Dr. Fernando v~ter~ D~rector 

. 1 o. 0. 
P~edmont, CA 

Ede Zollman D~rector 

• 1 o. 0. 
San Franc~sco, CA 

Hector Melendez Execut~ve D~rector 

40 73,969. 0. 
San Franc~sco, CA 

Totals Included on Form 990, Part V 73,969. 0. 

Schedule A Explanat~on of Qual~f~cat~ons to Rece~ve Payments Statement 
Part III, L~ne 4 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

9 

The Good Sam Cr~t~cal Needs fund was establ~shed to address the detr~mental 
effects of unexpected f~nanc~al d~ff~cult~es on a cl~ent's ab~l~ty to 
ach~eve self-suff~c~ency. Each cl~ent may rece~ve cr~t~cal needs ass~stance 
once per l~fet~me. Acceptable uses for emergency f~nanc~al ass~stance 
~nclude, but are not l~m~ted to, emergenc~es related to: 
a. Ch~ldcare serv~ces not covered by other programs. 
b. Un~nsured med~cal payments. 
c. Student related expenses not covered by other fund~ng arrangements. 
d. Transportat~on (bus/cab fare, tow~ng/~mpounded fees, veh~cle repa~r). 
e. Supplemental tra~n~ng or soc~al serv~ces not prov~ded by Good sam. 
f. Rent ass~stance 

20 Statement(s) 8, 9 
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Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, Inc. 
Program Descriptions 

Good Samantan Famtly Resource Center (Good Sam) has been servmg the needs of 
newly amved famtlles m San Franctsco for I 07 years Our mtsston ts to help tmmtgrant 
famlltes, espectally the newly amved, access needed servtces, stablltze m the country, 
develop self-suffictency and parttctpate constructtvely m the commumty 

The agency of Good Sam offers a comprehenstve, early mtervent10n package of servtces 
and programs for the whole famtly usmg the Famtly Support Pnnctples The servtces are 
offered m collaboration wtth many public and commumty agenctes The atm ts to 
provtde a one-stop center for servtces and mformatlon, and a place thatts safe and 
welcommg for famlltes m need of support for thetr success 

Good Sam has two mam program areas 

I) Family Support Ad\'ocacy, whtch uses the Family Support Pnnctples as a 
framework for all child, youth and adult programmmg man effort to 
synthestze our servtces and work wnh the entire famtly toward financtal 
secunty and healthy lifestyles Programs mclude Parent Support Groups, 
Parentmg classes, Adult literacy, IndiVIdual and group therapy, After School 
Academtc Ennchment, Soccer Program, Asthma and dental screenmgs and 
EducatiOn for chtldren of elementary public schools, Emergency asststance, 
Summer Youth Program, English for Begtnners language classes, Baste 
Computer Classes, Loan Program, Famtly Planmng Clime, Ktd's Tum for 
famtlles wtth separated or dtvorced parents, and In-home support 

2) Child De\'elopment Center, whtch provtdes fully ennched chlldcare to 36 
low-mcome chtldren and datly drop-m chtldcare for commumty classes 
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Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 
Familv Support Services-- Program Descriptions 

Good Samantan Family Resource Center (Good Sam) has been servmg the needs of 
newly amved 1mm1grant families m San Francisco for I 07 years Our MISSion IS to help 
Immigrant families, especially the newly amved, access needed services, stabilize m the 
country, develop self-sufficiency, and participate constructively m the commumty 

Good Sam offers a comprehensive, early Intervention package of services and programs 
for the whole family usmg the Family Support Pnnc1ples The services are offered m 
collaboration with many public and commumty agencies The a1m IS to provide a one
stop center for services and mformation, and a place that IS safe and welcommg for 
families m need of support for their success 

The followmg programs currently ex/silo meet our miSSIOn 

Services for adults: 

I. Intakes, Assessment, and Follow-Up: 

Provide prelimmary needs assessment to new families Onent and refer families 
to GSFRC Programs and Services, or to other commumty agencies Do follow-up 
w1th families to assure they are rece1vmg appropnate services 

Clients Served New families to the GSFRC 
Hours Monday- Fnday from 9 am to 5 p m 

2. Family Advocacy: 

Provide assistance, advocacy and case management to families who need extra 
support Family Advocates assist families dealing with difficult Circumstances or 
who want support In setting and reaching goals 

Clients Served Any adult or family from the commumty 
Hours As needed, on-going through year 

3. Adult Literacy Program: 

Introductory English classes offered to adults needing basic, "survival" English 
Students learn through large and small classroom settings, as well as usmg self
taught computer programs Students wishing to continue their education are 
referred to other commumty E S L classes 

Clients Served Capaclly for 30 Adults (18 y o and over) 
Hours Monday- Fnday from 10 am to II 30 am Afternoons T B D 
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4. Technology Program: 

Introductory computer classes offered to adults who have had no previOus access 
to computers Students receive basic mstrucuon and tutonng, as well as usmg 
self-taught computer programs Students wtshmg to contmue their education are 
referred to other commumty computer courses 

Chents Served 30 Adults per year ( 18 y o and over) 
Hours Monday - Fnday from II 30 a m to I 00 p m , Evenmgs T B D 

5. Parenting Classes: 

Classes offered to parents who want to learn positive discipline techniques and 
chtld development practices Thts program IS open to all Spamsh speaktng 
parents, and IS a certified program for parents who are mandated by court to 
participate 

Cltents Served Parents m need of support (some are mandated), capac1ty of 15 
Hours Ten-week senes, one 2-hour sessiOn a week, specific timeT B D (3/yr) 

6. Domestic Violence Support Group: 

In collaboration with Casa de las Madres, women are prov1ded with a safe and 
comfortable space to dtscuss and work through their expenences of domestic 
violence The women m the group are supported m thetr deciSions to Improve 
the1r situations 

Chents Served Women expenencmg domestic viOlence (open group) 
Hours Once a week, on-gomg, Wednesdays 9 30 am to II 30 am 

7. Community Development "Horas Felices": 

Provide forum for adults to d1scuss 1ssues stemmmg from the 1mm1grant 
expenence Different workshops and presentations are provtded that address self
esteem, sexuality, health, ch1ldren 's development, commumty resources, etc 
PartiCipants are encouraged to create cumculum and share the1r knowledge with 
others, thereby bUIIdmg comrnumty 

Chents Served Any adult (18 and over) from the commumty 
Hours Ten-week senes, one 2-hour sess1on a week, time T B D (3 /yr ) 

8. Child Development Classes: 

In collaboration With Ctty College, prov1de Contmumg Education Umts m Child 
Development to child-care prov1ders Th1s IS one of two Spamsh course of this 
kmd that City College provides m the community 

Chents Served 20 Child-care providers m need of C E Umts 
Hours Weekly 3-hour class, specific ume T B D (Spnng and Fall Semester) 
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9. CulturaUGenerational Language Exchange Program: 

In collaboration with Buena V1sta Elementary School, our E S L adults and Buena 
V1sta's 2"d Graders come together to exchange cultural and generatiOnal pnde and 
knowledge (through readmg, mterv1ewmg, and domg "cultural" show-and-tell), 
wh1le bemg able to practice the other culture's language 

Clients Served I 0 to 15 E S L adults and 20 Second Graders 
Hours Once a week, for a 5 week senes (hours T B D Spnng & Fall Semesters) 

I 0. Parent Support Groups: 

Parents are prov1ded with a comfortable and fnendly place where they can d1scuss 
any difficulties, challenges and successes that come from bemg a parent Parents 
are g1ven support and ass1sted by facilitator to share the1r expenences Facilitator 
IS employed on a contract bas1s 

Cl1ents Served All parents of children enrolled m the Child Dev Center 
Hours T B D , on-gomg through scholastiC year 

I I. Cnt1cal Needs (Monetary): 

Prov1de financ1al assistance (up to $250 a year) to famil1es m cnt1cal need Need 
assessed by Family Serv1ces D~rector and final approval g1ven by theE D 

Clients Served Any fam1ly/chent of the G S F R C who IS m cnt1cal need 
Hours Monday- Fnday from 9 am to 5 p m 

12. Critical Needs (Food): 

In collaboration with the San Franc1sco Food bank, fam1hes m cntlcal need for 
food are prov1ded with a Food Box that IS culturally sens1t1ve and appropnate for 
the s1ze of the family (hm1ted to one box a year per family) 

Clients Served Any family/chent of the G SF R C who ISm cntlcal need 
Hours Monday- Fnday from 9 am to 5 p m 

Services for youth: 

I. Academic Support Program: 

Prov1de educatiOnal ass1stance and support to children hvmg m the M1ss1on 
neighborhood who are performmg below academic potential (as 1dent1fied by 
teachers, parents, and/or Program Coordmators) By prov1dmg a comfortable and 
fnendly place, students will develop better self-esteem and sk11ls for academ1c 
success Program operates on-site 

Clients Served Approximately 45 students, 7 to II years old 
Hours Monday- Fnday, 3 00 p m to 5 30 p m 
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2. Soccer Program: 

Promote self-esteem, leadership, and team-buildmg skills by prov1dmg a safe and 
trustmg environment for boys and g1rls to practice and pamc1pate m competitions 
w1thm the Mission Soccer League, Police Athletic League, and the V1kmg 
League Parent mvolvement IS highly encouraged, and has been successful 

Chents Served Over 80 k1ds, ages 5 to 16 
Hours Mon - Thurs after-school practice, Saturday Competitions (hrs vary) 

3. Summer Youth Program: 

Provide Mission neighborhood youth w1th a safe, welcommg, educational and 
culturally senSitive space dunng the summer PartiCipants have fun while 
contlnumg to gam educational, social, and emotional skills through technology, 
photography and arts, commumty, and leadership development programs 
F1eldtnps and other cultural expenences are part of the cumculum Self-esteem, 
leadership, and team-buildmg skills are also promoted, as cumculum IS created 
and Implemented by elected youth coordmators, leaders, and tutors 

Chents Served 20 youth ages 13 to 17 
Hours July to August, 9 am to 5 p m 

4. Kids' Turn Divorce Program: 

In collaboratiOn wllh Kids' Tum, this program focuses on helpmg kids express 
and mange their feelings when their parents separate Children meet m age 
appropnate groups and do fun, creative actiVIties w1th other kids going through 
the same thmgs Parents meet and find ways to commumcate wllh and support 
their children dunng this difficult time 

Cl1ents Served Capacity for 20 children and their parents, per sessiOn 
Hours One 2 hour group a week, for a 6 week senes (hours T B D , 3 tlmes/yr) 

5. Cultural/GeneratiOnal Language Exchange Program: 

In collaboratiOn w1th Buena VIsta Elementary School, our Child Development 
Center and Buena VIsta's 2nd Graders come together to exchange cultural and 
age-specific pnde and knowledge (through readmg, smgmg, and mterviewmg), 
while bemg able to practice the other culture's language 

Chents Served C D C Children and 20 Second Graders 
Hours Once a week, for a 5 week senes (hours T B D , Spnng & Fall 
Semesters) 
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6. Therapeutic Playgroup: 

Provtde therapeuttc playgroups for children of our Chtld Development Center tn 
need of support and asststance Children develop thetr self-esteem, soc1al sk1lls, 
and are able to work through many dtfficult1es they may be expenencmg 

Chents Served 6 chtldren enrolled m the Child Development Center 
Hours T B D 2 groups a year (Spnng & Fall Semesters) 

Health Department: 

l. Family Plannmg Clinic: 

In collaborauon wtth Planned Parenthood, an on-site family planmng chmc IS 

open one day per week Adults and youth without health msurance recetve 
serv1ces free of charge 

Chents Served Any sexually act1ve adult or youth from the commumty 
Hours Wednesdays 12 00 p m -6 30 p m, throughout the year 

2. Dental Screenings: 

Prov1de dental screenmgs to children of five San Franctsco Elementary Schools 
(tn collaborauon with the Dental Bureau of the Department of Pubhc Health) 
Follow-up wtth famthes of children needmg further attentiOn IS also offered 
through the collaboratiOn as a means to assure appropnate serv1ces are provtded 

Chents Sen•ed Numbers vary dependmg on Parents' consent K - 61
h Grade 

Hours Spnng Semester, spec1fic hours determtned wtth tnd1v1dual schools 

3. Asthma Screenings: 

Prov1de asthma screemngs to chtldren of five San Franctsco Elementary Schools 
(m collaboratton with St Luke's Hosp1tal) Follow-up with fami11es of chtldren 
needmg further attentiOn IS also offered thorough the collaborauon as a means to 
assure appropnate servtces are prov1ded 

Clients Served Numbers vary dependmg on Parents' consent K - 6'h Grade 
Hours Spnng Semester, spec1fic hours determmed wnh tndtvtdual schools 

4. Health Workshops: 

In collaborauon with St Luke's Hospital, prov1de health workshops m Spamsh 
Workshops are geared towards spectfic health needs m the commumty 

Cl1ents Served Any Chents of the G S F R C (numbers vary) 
Hours Saturday workshops, spec1fic hours T B D , approxtmately 5 a year 
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. . . . . 

Child Development Center: 

The Good Samantan Family Resource Center Child Development Program IS 

dedicated to prov1dmg quahty multicultural programs for children ages 2 Y, 
through 5, from diverse backgrounds, to msure future academic success The 
Child Development Center also advises and onents parents as they face the 
challenges ofra1smg children m a complex, and sometimes unfamiliar, cultural 
m1heu The staff of the Child Development Center educates, works with, and 
learns from the child's entire family 

Early Learning Program Philosophy: We beheve that a quahty child 
development program focuses on the whole child, mcludmg social, emotiOnal, 
mtellectual and physical development Our commitment mcludes the 
understandmg that a child exits w1thm the social and cultural worlds of home and 
commumty 

Chents Served 36 children ages 2 y, though 5 years old 
Hours Monday- Fnday from 7 00 am to 6 00 p m 

Community Events: 

Provide the community With a welcommg, safe, and culturally sensitive 
environment to celebrate the diversity, umty, and traditiOns of the area Provide 
the commumty with a sense of ennchment, appreciation, and self-esteem 

Chents Served All chents, and the commumty at large (numbers vary) 
Hours T B D (approximately 4 a year) 
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rorn~888 (12·2000! Page 2 

• If you are filing for an Additional (not automatic) 3-Month Extension, complete only Port II and chock this box ~ 00 
Note Only complete Part lilt you have already boon granted an automatic 3-month extension on a prevloualy flied Form 8868. 
• If you are filing for an Automatic 3·Month Extension, complete only Part I (on page 1) 

I Part II Add1t1onal (not automatic) 3-Month Extens1on of T1me • Must f1le Onglnal and One Copy, 

Type or 
Name o1 Exempt Orgamzat•on 

pood Samaritan Family Resource 
pnnt. 

renter Inc. 
Fll• by lh• 

Number. street, and room or su•te no If a P 0 box, see •natruct•ons llllfld.cl 

due dale lor 1294 Potrero Avenue 
fllong tne 
r•turl'l See C•ty, town or post office state and ZIP code For a fore•gn address, see •nstruct•ons 
or'lllfl.ICf•on• San Francisco CA 94110 
Check type of return to be filed (File a separate apphcat•on tor each return) 

00 Form 990 D Form 990 EZ D Form 990 T (soc 401 (a) or 408(a) trust) 
D Form 990 BL D Form 990 PF D Form 990 T (trust other than above) 

D Form 1041 A 

D Form4720 

Employer ldentlflcat•on number 

94-3154078 
For IRS use only 

D Form 5227 
D Form6089 

D Form8870 

STOP Do not complete Part II if you were not already granted an automet1c 3-month extension on a previously filed Form 8868. 

• If the orgamzat•on does not have an oH•ce or place of bus•ness 1n the Un1ted States check th•s box 

• If th1s IS for a Group Return, enter the organ•zat•on s four d•g•t Group Exempt1on Number (GEN) If thiS IS for the wtlote group, check this 

box .... D If 11 •s for part of the group check th•s box.,.. D and attach a list w•th the names and EINs of all members the extens•on IS fOt 

4 

5 

6 

I request an addltoonal3 month o><tonsoon ot tome untoi::-'~N!:::o::Ov~e~m~b~e~r=~1..,Sy_,_,2~0.,:,0'-2~::::-:::::;:::-, 
For calendar year 2 0 0 1 , or other tax year beg1nn1ng -F=..--------.=.-- and end1na 
If th•s tax year 19 for less than 12 months, check reason 0 lnrt•al return 0 F•nal return 

7 State 1n deta•l why you need the extensron 

0 Cnange on accoumong peood 

Information required to complete the return is not yet available. 

8a If th1s application is for Form 990 BL, 990 PF 990 T, 4720, or 6069, enter the tentat1ve tax, less any 
nonrefundable credits See 1nstruct1ons 

b If th1s appi1CBt10n IS for Form 990 PF 990 T, 4720, or 6069, enter any refundable credi\S and es\1mated 
tax payments made Include any pnor year overpayment allowed as a credrt and any amount pa1d 
prevtously With Form 8868 

c Balance Due Subtract line Bb from line Ba Include your payment w1th th1s form, or, 1f requ~red, dapostt Wlth FTD 
N/A coupon or, 11 requ1red, by us1ng EFTPS {Eiectrontc Federal Tax Payment System) See tnstrucuons S 

Signature and Venf1catlon 
Under penalloes ol pequry, I declare lhat 1 have examoned lhos lorm, oncludong accompanyong schedules and stalements, and to !he best ol my knowledge and behel, 
It 1s liue, correct, an complete, and that I am authortZed to prepare thiS form 

Date~ 

Not1ce to Applicant - To Be Completed by the IRS 
We have approved th1s app1tcat1on Please attach th1s form to tne organ1zatron's retum 

D We have not approved thrs apphcat1on However, we have granted a 1 0-day grace penod from tl'le tater of the data shown below or the due 

date of the orgamzatton's return (tncludrng any pnor extens1ons) Thts grace penod is considered to be a valid extanston of ume tor electiOnS 

othel'Wise requ1red to be made on a t1mely return Please attach thiS form to the organtzat1on s return 

D We have not approved th1s appltcauon Attar cons1denng the reasons stated tn ttem 7, we cannot grant your request for an extensiOI"' of 11me to 

file We are not granttng the 10-day grace penod 

D We cannot consider th1s appliCatiOn because tt was f1led after the due date of the return for wh1ch an extenston was requested 
[]~her ________________________________________________________________________ __ 

Director 

Br __________________________ __ 

Date 

Alternate Matlmg Address • Enter the address 1f you want the copy of thiS appltcat1on for an addltronal 3-month extens1on returned to an address 
different than the one entered above 

Type 
or pnnl 

12l&lZ 
07 10-()1 

Name 
Nini Charles McCone 
Number and street (Include su1te, room, or apt no) Or a P 0 box number 

61 Fifth Avenue 
Ctty or town, prov1nce or state and country {1nclud1ng postal or ZIP code) 

San Francisco CA 9_4118 
17 

Mr-r-KUVEO 

AU!:J ~ ; 2002 

liNDA WoiS¥0PF FIELD DIRECTOR 
SUBMISSON p ""~~ .. 

Form 8868 (1~ ~0001 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 428-1   Filed 06/07/17   Page 82 of 185

 
[160]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 113 of 278
(218 of 916)



For;, 990 
, 

Return of Organization Exempt from Income Tax 

Under sectton 501(c), 527, or 4947(aX1) of the Internal Revenue Code 
(except biZick lung beneftt trust or pnvate foundation) 

OMB. No 1545-0r,H 

2002 
Department of lhe Treasury 
Internal Revenue Serv~co ... The organtzatJOn may have to use a copy of thts return to satisfy state reporttng requtrements 

Open to Public 
Inspection 

AFth20ll21d or e CZI en t b 7/01 2002 d d 6/30 ar year or ax year egtnntng an en 1ng 2003 
B ~eck •f applicable D Employer ldentllle~tlon Number 

Pleaseun Good Saman.tan FamJ.1y Resource Center of 94-3154078 Address dlange IRS label 
or~rlnt San FrancJ.sco E Telephone number _ Name change or pe 

s .. 2871 24th Street (415) 824-9475 lmtJal return epeclllc San FrancJ.sco, CA 94110 Ins true-
F Accou3t1ng l) ( ~, _ F~nal return Ilona no Cash Acc11.1al 

Amended return other (sp~~<:rfy) ._ 

_ Application pending • Sectton 501(c~3) orgamzattons and 4947~afc> nonexempt H tmdlt:Jm not tJpp/IClJbl• to sect10n 527 Orr/lJflfZIJ!IOns 

chllnh1ble trus s must llttllch 11 complete chedule A H (ll) Is thos a group return tor affihatM? Ovu ~No (F onn 990 or 990-EZ) 
H (b) If 'Yes, enter number of affd•ates .. 

G Web sole .. N/A 
H (c) Are all affiliates •ncluded' Or•• D•· 

J ~rganozatoon 'r,~• ~ fXl 501(c) 3 ~ (insert no) n 4947(a)(l) or nm (It No, attadl a hst See 1nstrucbom; ) 
check only one 

H (d) Is th1s a sepal'1llte return f1led by an 
K Check here ~ ~W_•f the organ1zat1on's gross rece•pts are normally not more than orgamzabon covered by a group n.~hng' _n_Yes JXl•· $25,000 The organ1zat1on need not f1le a return w1th the IRS, but 11 the organ1zat1on 

rece1ved a Form 990 Package 1n the mall, Lt should f1le a return without f1nanc1al data I Enter 4 dogot GEN .. 
Some st11tes requ1re 8 complete return M Check •L @.•f the organ1za!ion IS not requ1red 

L Gross receopts Add Iones 6b, Sb, 9b, and lOb to lone 12 .. 979 720 to attach Schedule B (Form 990, 990 EZ. or 990 Pf) 

IPart I I Revenue, Expenses and Chanqes in Net Assets or Fund Balances (See lnstrucuons 

1 Contnbut1ons, g1tts, grants, and sLmLiar amounts rece•ved 

ll D1rect public support 1a 388,435. 
b Indirect publiC support 1b 

c Government contrLbutLons (grants) 1c 480 798. 
d T ... ' ,,,~ '1"1' $ a throug c (cash 869,233. """"'"' $ ) 1d 869 233. 

2 Program serv1ce revenue 1nclud1ng government fees and contracts (from Part VII, l1ne 93) 2 105 335. 
3 Membership dues and assessments 3 
4 Interest on sav1ngs and temporary cash Investments 4 

5 01v1dends and Interest from secunt1es 5 1' 241. 
6a Gross rents I 6al 

b Less rental expenses I 6bJ 
c Net rental 1ncome or (loss) (subtract l1ne 6b from l1ne 6a) 6c 

R 7 Other Investment 1ncome (descnbe .. ) 7 
E (A) Securotoes (B) Other v 811 Gross amount from sales of assets other 
E than Inventory Sa N 
u b Less cost or other bas1s and sales expenses Sb E 

c Gam or (loss) (attach schedule) Be 
d Net ga1n or (loss) (comb1ne l1ne Be, columns (A) and (8)) Sd 

9 Spec1al events and actLv1t1es (attach schedule) 

8 Gross revenue (not •nclud1ng $ of contr•but1ons I 
9 

a I 
reported on l1ne 1 a) 

b Less d1rect expenses other than tundraLSLng expenses I 9bl 

c Net 1ncome or (loss) from spec1al events (subtract 11ne 9b frcm 11ne 9a) 

I 10al 

9c 

10a Gross sales of 1nventory, less returns and allowances 

bLess cost of goods sold I 10bl .-~c c Gross profot or (loss) from sales of onvenlory (aUach scho:lule) (subtraclhne lOb from lone lOa) ~f;._\) 
11 Other revenue (from Part VII, lone 103) X-~ 111 3, 911 
12 Total revenue (add Iones ld, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6c, 7, Sd, 9c, 10c, and 1 1) - ~ IV: 979 720 

E 
13 Program serv1ces (from l1ne 44, column (8)) 

~"" 
1\ 849,780. 

X 14 Management and general (from l1ne 44, column (C)) <" ~ -, 312 154. 
p 

<" ~ E 15 Fundra1s1ng (from l1ne 44, column (D)) 1"5 """ 119 133. 
N 

0~ s 16 Payments to affiliates (attach schedule) 16 
E 
s 17 Totolexpenses (add Iones 16 and 44, column (A)} 17 1 281 067. 
A 18 Excess or (dehc1t) for the year (subtract l1ne 17 from hne 12) - 18 -301 347. 

N s 19 Net assets or fund balances at beg1nn1ng of year (tram l1ne 73, column (A)) 19 3 658 882. 
E S 
T E 20 Other changes 1n net assets or fund balances (attach explanation) 20 T 

s 21 Net assets or fund balances at end of year (combine lines 13, 1 ~. and 20) 21 3,357 535 
BAA For P11perwork Reduct1on Act Not1ce, see the seplll'llte 1nstruct1ons TEEA0107L 09104102 Farm 990 (20l:J ~ 
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Form !160 2002 ' Good Samar~ tan Fam~l Resource Center of 94-3154078 . Pll e 2 

Part II , Statement of Functional Expenses All organozat1ons must complete column (A) Columns (8), (C), and (D) are 
requ1red for sect1on 501(c)(3) and (4) organ1zattons and sect1on 4947(a)(1) nonexempt chantable trusts but optional for others 

Do not mclude amounts reported on fme 
(A) Total (B) Program (C) Management 

(D) Fundra1s1ng 6b, Bb, 9b, 10b, or 16 of Part I serv1ces and general 

22 Grants and :.!locations (att sch) 
(cash $ 
non cash $ ) 22 

.. 
23 Spectf1c ass1stance to mdN1duals (at! sch) 23 ' 
24 Benefits pa1d to or for members (att sch) 24 
25 CompensalJon of officers, d1rectors, etc 25 
26 Other salar1es and wages 26 643 361 463 805 101 192 78 364 
27 PenSIOn plan contrJbutJons 27 

28 Other employee benef1ts. 28 92 481 66 452 14 801. 11 228 
29 Payroll taxes 29 51 165 37 104 7 792 6 269 
30 Professional fundra1s1ng fees 30 

31 Accounting fees 31 

32 Legal fees 32 

33 Supplies 33 27 247 22 711 3 945 591 
34 Telephone 34 12 964 9 403 3 070 491 
35 Postage and sh1ppmg 35 1, 628 395 306 927 
36 Occupancy 36 

37 Equipment rental and maintenance 37 36,480 452 34 075 1,953 
38 Pnnt1ng and publicatiOns 38 7 616. 4 823 1 659 1 134 
39 Travel 39 

40 Conferences, conventions, and meetmgs 40 851 691 160 
41 Interest 41 

42 Oeprec1ai10n, depletion, etc (attach schedule) 42 116,462 14 942 98 772 2 748 
43 Other expenses not covered above (1tem1Ze) 

aSee Statement 1 43a 290 812 229 002 46 382 15 428 -----------------b 43b -----------------c 43c -------------------
d 43d ------------------
0 43o 

44 Tobltu~bofti(l,i)eMiScaddiiOes_22_ ry---
Organ1zabons compl1bng columns (B) • ( ), 

1 281 067 849 780 312 154 119 133 cafry th1se toblsti:l hn1sll · 15 44 

Jo1nt Costs. Cl1eck ._U 1f you are follow1ng SOP 98 2 

Are any JOint costs from a comb1ned educational campa1gn and tundra1s1ng sohc1tat1on reported 1n (8) Program serv1ces? ... D Yes 00 No 

If 'Yes,' enter (1) the aggregate amount of these 101nt costs $ , (1i) the amount allocated to program serv1ces 

$ (ui) the amount allocated to management and general $ , and (1v) the amount allocated 

to fundra1s1ng $ 
!Part Ill 1 Statement of Program SeNice Accomplishments 
VVhat 1s the organization's pnmary exempt purpose' ... _H~!.E_ _!~l..9'£C!!l.!_:t~!.l_~~~- _________ _ 
All organ1zat1ons must descnbe their exempt purpose ach1evements 1n a clear and conc1se manner State the number of 
clients served, Pl_!~!~,c~~~ons 1ssued, etc D1scuss ach1evements that are not measurable (Sect1on 501 (c)(3) & (4) _o[gan-
1zat1ons and 4947laJdJ nonexemPt chantable trusts must also enter the amount of grants & atlocat1ons to others J 

•2~~2!~~e~~~~~-----------------------------------------· 

--------------------------- -(Gr;n~ -;~ -;lk;~t~; -$--------------,. 
b 

c 

--------------------------- -(Gr;nt; -;nd -;lk;~t;;; -$--------------,. 
d 

--------------------------- -(Gr;nt;-;;nd ;li;"~t;;;,;; T------------ l. 
e Other program serv1ces. (Grants and allocations $ ) 
f Total of Program Servace Expenses (should equal line 44, column (8), program serv1ces) ... 

BAA TEEAOloa. 01f22103 

Progr1m S1rv1ce Elpens1s 
(Requ1rltd lor 501 (c)(3) and 

(4) OI'Jian•Z3bons 1nd 

4_94_7<•1"1 '"'"· ~· optional or others J 

849 780 

849 780 
Form 990 (2002) 

' 
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Form 990 (2002) Good Samantan FamJ.ly Resource Center of 94-3154078 Page 3 

!Part IV I Balance Sheets (See lnstruct1ons) 

Note W'here reqwred, attached schedules and amounts wtthm the descnptton (A) (B) 
column should ve for end-of year amounts only Beg•nn1ng of year End at year 

45 Cash - non 1nterest beanng 9 362. 45 167 402. 
46 Sav1ngs and temporary cash •nvestments 249,064 46 

47 a Accounts receivable 47a 100 600 '< 

bLess allowance for doubtful accounts 47b 9,953 47c 100,600. 
, 

48a Pledges receivable 48a 10 500. 
b Less allowance for doubtful accounts. 48b 48c 10 500 

49 Grants receivable 260 634. 49 

A 50 Rece•vables from officers, directors, trustees, and key 
s employees (attach schedule) 

I s1 al 

50 
s 

518 Other notes & loans receivable {attach sch) E '' 
T 

b Less allowance for doubtful accounts I s1 b 51 c s 

52 lnventones for sale or use 52 
53 Prepa•d expenses and deferred charges 53 9,192 
54 Investments - secuntres (attach schedule) •D CastO FMV 17 221 54 

55 a Investments - land, buildings, & equrpment baSIS 55 a 

bLess accumulated deprec1at1on ' ' 
(attach schedule) SSb SSe 

56 Investments - other (attach schedule) 56 

'57 a Land, bUildings, and equipment bas1s 57 a 3, 751,B31. 

bLess accumulated deprec1at15 
(attach schedule) ta temen t 3 57b 638 871. 3 206 970. 57c 3 112 960 

58 Other assets {descnbe ~ ) 58 
59 Total assets (add l1nes 45 throuqh 58) (must equall1ne 74) 3 753 204. 59 3 400 654. 
60 Accounts payable and accrued expenses. 94 322 60 43,119 

L 61 Grants payable 61 
I • 62 Deferred revenue 62 
B 
I 63 Loans from off1cers, drrectors, trustees, and key employees (attach schedule) 63 
L 
I 64a Tax exempt bond hab111t1es (attach schedule) 64a 
T 
I b Mortgages and other notes payable (attach schedule) 64b 
E 
s 65 Other hab1l1tleS {descnbe ~ ) 65 

66 Totalllabillbos (add lines 60 throuqh 65) 94 322. 66 43,119. 

H 
Organ1zat1ons that follow SFAS 117, check hera ~ l!J and complete lrnes 67 

~ through 69 and hnes 73 and 74 

A 67 Unrestricted 3 328,057. 67 3 150 173. 
~ 68 T emporanly restrrcted 302 477. 68 179 014 
~ 69 Permanently restrrcted 28 348. 69 28 348. 

~ 
0'1Jamzat1ons that do not follow SFAS 117, chock here • 0 anc! complete l1nes 

~ 
70 through 74 

70 Caprtal stock, trust pnnc1pal, or current funds 70 n 71 Pa1d 1n or capital surplus, or land, burldrng, and equrpment fund 71 

r 
72 Retarned earnrngs, endowment, accumulated rncome, or ether funds 72 

73 Total net assets or fund balances (add lrnes 67 through 69 or lrnes 70 through 0 ~ ' 

~ 72, column (A) must equal line 19, column (8) must equal lrne 21) 3 658 882. 73 3 357 535. 
74 Tohll liabilities and net assets/fund balances {add lrnes 66 and 73) 3,753,204 74 3,400,654 

Form 990 •s avarlable for public •nspedion and, for some people, serves as the pnmary or sole source of rnformat1on about a particular 
organ•zatron How the public percerves an organrzatron rn such cases may be determrned by the rnformatron presented on rts return Therefore, 
please make sure the return rs complete and accurate and fully descnbes, rn Part Ill, the organrzat1on's programs and accomplishments 

BAA 

TEEACI03L 09.104~2 
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Farm 990 (2002) Good Samantan FamJ.lV Resource Center of 94-3154078 Paqe4 

I Part IV-AJ Reconciliation of Revenue ~er Audited 
Financial Statements with evenue 

Part IV·B I Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited 
Financial Statements with Expenses 

per Return (See mstruct1ons) per Return 

• • • Total revenue, gatns, and other support • Total expenses and losses per audtted 
per audtted fmanctal statements ~ • 979 720. ftnanctal statements ._ • 1 281 067. 

< 
b Amounts tncluded on hne a but '' b Amounts tncluded on ltne a but not 

not on ltne 12, Form 990 
,', online 17,Form990 ~ ~' 

(1) Net unrea11zed (1) Donated serv-
gatns on tees and use < 
tnvestments $ of factllbes $ 

(2) Donated serv (2) Pr~or year ad1ust 
tees and use ments r~orted on 
of factllttes $ I me 20, orm 990 $ ' < 

(3) Recovertes of prtor 
year grants $ 

(3) Losses reported on 
I me 20, Form 990 $ 

(4) Other (spec1fy) (4) Other (spec1fy) -'' , 

--------· ---------$ $ --------· ---------Add amounts on ltnes (1) through (4) ~ b Add amounts on ltnes (1) through (4) ~ b 

c Ltne a mtnus hne b ~ c 979 720 c L•ne a mtnus ltne b ~ c 1 281 067. 

d Amounts tncluded on IJne 12, d Amounts tncluded on hne 17, : ~; ~ Form 990 but not on 11ne e. Farm 990 but not on hne a < 

(1) Investment expenses (1) lnveslmenl expenses 
not mcluded on lme 

'< ' 
not mcluded on I me 

6b, Form 990 $ 6b, Form 990 $ -' 
< ' 

(2) Other (spec1fy) (2) Other (spec1fy) 

'-
< 

' < --------· < --------- < c ' $ < $ --------· ---------Add amounts on l1nes (1) and (2) ~ d Add amounts on lines (1) and (2) ~ d 

• Tot~~~~evenue per ~~~ 12, Form e Tot~~11expenses ~er! l~e 17, Form 
990 11ne c plus l1ne ~ e 979' 720 990 line c plus 1ne ~ • 1,281,067 

IPartV I List of Officers Directors Trustees and Key Em loyees (List each one even 1f not compensated, see 1nstruct1ons ) 

(8) Title and average hours (C) CompensatiOn 

(A) Name and address per week devoted ~~not pard, 
to pOSitiOn enter -0-) 

~~~~~~~~e~1-~----------

---------------------- 0. 

------------------------------------------
------------------------------------------· 
---------------------· ---------------------
-------------------------------------------
------------------------------------------· 

75 01d any oH1cer, d1rector, trustee, or key employee rece1ve aggregate compensation of more 
than $100,000 from your organ1zat1on and all related organ1zat1ons, of which more than 
$10,000 was prov1ded by the related orgamzatlons? 

If 'Yes,' attach schedule- see 1nstruct1ons 

(D) Contnbut10ns to (E) Expense 
employee benef1t account and other 

plans and deferred allowances 
compensation 

0 0 

.., Oves IK]No 

< 

: 

~ 

~ 

~ 

< 

BAA Farm 990 (2002) 

TEEAC104L 01122!Ul 
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Farm 990 (2002) Good Samaritan Fam1ly Resource Center of 94-3154078 Paqe5 

!Part VI I Other lnfonnation (See rnstrucbons l Yes No 

76 D1d the organ1zat10n engage 1n any act1v1ty not previously reportecl to the IRS' If Yes,· 
attach a detailed descnptJOn of each act1v1ty 76 X 

77 Were any change~ made 1n the organiZing or govern1ng documents but not reported to the IRS' 77 X 
It 'Yes,' attach a conformed copy of the changes 

78a Dtd the organization have unrelated bus1ness gross •ncome of $1,000 or more dunng the year covered by th1s return' 78• X 
b If 'Yes,' has 1t filed a tax return on Fonn 990-T for this year' 78b N A 

'' 79 Was there a liquidation, drssolut•on, termrnat1on, or substantial contraction dunng the 
0 

0 

year' If 'Yes,' attach a statement 79 X 

80 a Is the orgamzat1on related (other than by associatiOn w1th a statewide or nationWide organtzatton) through common ' 
... __ ... 

membership, govern1ng bod1es, trustees, oH1cers, etc, to any other exempt or nonexempt organ1zat1on' so. X 
b If 'Yes,' enter the name of the organtzatton ._ N/A ------------------1] ______ 1] ______ 

and check whether 1t IS exempt or nonexempt ; 
818 E~e-; d.r-;ct; ;,d;r;ct ~irt~~ale-;p-;~~;-e; s;e r;; Bl~~s'tructtans. -f 8181 o 0 

0 ' 

b 01d the organ1zat1on ftle Fonn 1120-POL for thts year' 81 b X 

82 8 Dtd the or~antzatton recetve donated servtces or the use of matettals, equtpment, or factltttes at no charge or at ' 0 ' 

substantia ly less than fatr rental value' 82• X 

b If 'Yes, you may tndtcate the value of these ttems here Do not tnclude thts amount as 
lszbl N/A revenue 1n Part I or as an expense 1n Part II (See 1nstruct1ons tn Part Ill) : 

838 01d the organtzabon comply With the public 1nspect1on requtrements for returns and exempt1on applications' 83o X 
b 01d the organ1zat1on comply wtth the dtsclosure requtrements relattng to qutd pro quo contnbuttons' 83b X 

848 Dtd the organtzatton soltctt any contrtbuttons or gtfts that were not tax deductible' 84• X 

b If 'Yes,' d1d the oryan1zat1on 1nclude w1th every soltc1tabon an express statement that such contnbutJons or g1tts were ' ' 
not tax deducttble 84b N A 

85 501(c)(4), (5), or (6) orgamzat10ns 8 Were substantially all dues nondeductible by members' 85• N A 
b Dtd the organtzatton make only tn house lobbying expenditures of $2,000 or less' 85b N A 

If 'Yes' was answered to etther 85a or 85b, do not complete SSe through 85h below unless the organ1zat1on recetved a ' 
watver for proxy tax owed for the pnor year 

c Dues, assessments, and s1m1lar amounts from members 85c N/A 
'' ' ' d Sectron 162(e) lobbyrng and polrtrcal expendrtures 85d N/A , 

e Aggregate nondeductrbte amount of sectron 6033(e){l){A) dues notrees 85e N/A 
f Tax able amount of lobbying and poltttcal expendttures (hne 85d less 85e) 851 N/A "',.,,., 

g Does the organ~zatton elect to pay the sectton 6033(e) tax on the amount on ltne 85f? 85Q N A 
h If sectton 6033(e)(I)(A) dues no! tees were sent, does the organtzatton agree to ado lhe amount on ltne 851 to 1ts reasonable esttmate of 

dues allocable to nondeductible lobbytng and poltttcal expenditures for the followmg tax year? 85h N A 
86 501(c)(7) organtzattons Enter 8 lntt.Jat1on fees and capttal contrtbuttons tncluded on ~<~ , 

ltne 12 86o N/A 
b Gross recetpts, Included on ltne 12, tor pub he use of club fac111t1es 86b N/A 

f!] 501(c)(72) organtzattons Enter 8 Gross tncome from members or shareholders f!lo N/A ' ' 

b Gross Income from other sources (Do not net amounts due or paid to other sources 
agatnst amounts due or rece1ved from them ) f!lb N/A 

88 At any t1me dunng the year, did the organization own a 50% or greater Interest tn a taxable corroratton or partnership, 
or an ent1ty drsregarded as separate from the organ1zatron under Regulattons sect1ons 301 770 2 and 301 7701 3' 

X If 'Yes,' complete Part IX 88 
898 501(c)(3) orgamzat1ons Enter Amount of tax tmposed on the organtzat1on dunng the year under 

secbon 4911 • 0. , sect1on 4912 ._ 0. , sect1on 4955 ._ 0. : 
b 501(c){3) and 501(c)(4) orgamzat1ons Dtd the organtzatton engage 1n any sectron 4958 excess benefit transactton 

dunng the year or dtd 1t become aware of an excess beneftt transactton from a pnor year? If 'Yes,' attach a statement 
explarntng each transact1on 89b X 

c Enter Amount of tax tmposed on the organtzatron managers or d1squaltf1ed persons dunng the 
year under sections 4912, 4955, and 4958 ._ 0 

d Enter Amount of tax on ltne 89c, above, retmbursed by the organtzatton ._ 0 0 

908 Ltst the states w1th wh1ch a copy of thts return ts ftled ._ None 
b Number of employees employed tn the pay penod that tnc~d;; Ma~h i2~ 20Q2(s-;e-t;tr"u~t~~)-------- --l-90bJ--- -0 

91 The books are rn care of • Hector Melandez Telephone number • (415) 824-9475 
Located at. 2871 24th st-:-s'F--CA______________ ziP_+_4_·-9fiio _______ _ 

--------------L---------------------------- ----------o 92 Sect1on 4947(a)(1) nonexempt chantable trusts filmg Form 990 m lieu of Form 1041- Check here N/A ._ 
and enter the amount of tax exempt tnterest rece1ved or accrued dunng the tax year ._, 92 / N/A 

BAA Farm 990 (2002) 
TEEA0105L 0112Ull 
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Form 990 (2002) Good Samaritan FamJ.lY Resource Center of 94-3154078 Paoe 6 
I Part VIII Analysis of Income-Producing Activities (See 1nstruct1ons 

Unrelated busrness rncome Excluded bv sect1on 512 513 or 514 (E) Note Enter gross amounts unless (A) (B) (C) (D) Related or exempt 
otherwtse md1cated Busmess code Amount Exclusron code Amount tunctron rncome 

' ' 93 Program servrce revenue 

a ChJ.ldcare & FamJ.ly Sv 105 335 
b 
c 
d 
0 

f Medrcare/Medrcard payments 
g Fees & contracts from Qovernment agencres 

94 Membershrp dues and assessments 
95 Interest on savmgs & temporary cash mvmnts 
96 Drvrdends & rnterest tram secuntres 14 1,241. 
97 Net rental rncome or (loss) from real estate 

a debt frnanced property 
b not debt·flnanced property 

98 Net rental mcome or (loss) from pers prop 
99 Other rnvestrnent rncome 

100 Garn or (loss) from sales of assets 
other than rnventory 

101 Net mcome or (loss) from specral events 
102 Grou profit or (lou) from wles ol•nventory 

103 Other revenue • 
b MJ.scellaneous 1 3 911. 
c 
d 

• 
104 Subtotal (add columns (B), (D), and (E)) 5 152 10!>. 335. 
105 Total (add line t04, columns (8), (D), and (E)) ~ llO. 48/. 

'_, --· 

Lme No Expla1n how each act1v1ty for 'Nh1ch 1ncome IS reported 1n column (E) of Part VII contributed Importantly to the accomplishment 
... of the organ1zatton's exempt purposes (other than by prov1d1ng funds for such purposes) 

Part-! X Taxable Subsidiaries and Disre arded Entities ee 1nstruct1ons 

(B) (C) (D) 

Name, address, and EIN of corporation, 
partnership, or disregarded entity 

N/A 

Percentage of 
ownership tnterest 

% 
% 
% 
% 

Nature of act1v1t1es Total 
tncome 

Part X Transfers Associated with Personal Benefit Contracts 
a D1d lhe organtzatton, durmg the year, rece1ve any funds, dtrectly or tnd1rectly, to pay premtums on a personal benef1l contracP 

b 01d the organtzat1on, dunng the year, pay prem1ums, directly or lndtrectly, on a personal benefit contract' 

Note 

Please 
Sign 
Here ~ Hector Melandez. ExecutJ.ve DJ.rector 

Type or pnnt name and bUe 

Prepare(s 
s1gnature .... 

F•rm s name (or 
you~ 1! 

~ Gonzalez DrJ.ve SuJ.te lOK EIN ~ 

(E) 

End of yPar 
assets 

No 

No 

Paid 
Pre
parer's 
Use 
Only 

self employed) 
address and 
ZIP+ 4 San Franc1sco CA 94132-2230 Phone no ~ (415) 452-0530 

BAA TEEA0106l 10/10102 Farm 990 (2002) 
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SCHEDULE A 
(Farm 990 or 990-EZ) 

Department of the T,reasury 
1 

lntem.al Revenue Serv1co ~ 

Organization Exempt Under 
Section 501(c)(3) 

(Except Pnvate Foundation) and Sect1on 501(e), 501(1), 501(1<), 
501(n). or Soct1on 4947(aX1) Nonexempt Chantable Trust 

Supplementary lnfonnatlon - (See separate mstrud1ons) 

MUST be completed by tho above orgon1zot1ons and attached to their Form 990 or 990-EZ. 

OMS tJo 1545-0047 

2002 

Name of tho organrzabon Good Samarl. tan Fanuly Resource Center of Employerldentlftcaaon number 

San Franc1sco 94-3154078 
'-'-'="'---' Compensation of the F1ve Highest Pa1d Employees Other Than Officers, Directors, and Trustees 

(See 1nstruct1ons L1st each one It there are none, enter None ') 

(a) Name and address of each (b) Title and average (c) Compensation (d) Con~1bUt10ns (e) Expense 
employee ga1d more hours per week to employee benefit 

plans and deferred 
account and other 

than$ ,000 devoted to pos1t1on compensation allowances 

Hector Melendez Execut1ve Du -------------------------
1294 Potrero Ave 

' 
s F , CA 94110 40 80,000. 0. 0. 

J~~~s~g~----------------- Program Du. 

1294 Potrero Ave S F CA 94110 40 54 000. 0 0. 

-------------------------

-------------------------

-------------------------
'• 

' Total number of other employees pa1d 
over $50 000 ~ 0 
I Part II .I Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Independent Contractors f~r Professional Services 

' (See 1nstruct1ons L1st each one (whether tnd1v1duals or firms) If there are none enter None ) 

(a) Name and address of each Independent contractor pa1d more than $50,000 (b) Type of serv1ce (c) Compensation 

None ----------------------------------------

----------------------------------------

-----------------------------------------

----------------------------------------

-----------------------------------------
Total number of others rece1v1ng over ~I " 

: 
' < 

$50,000 for professional serv1ces 0 . 
BAA For PapeiWork Reduction Act Not1ce, see the Instructions for Form 990 and Form 990-EZ Schedule A (Form 990 or 990 EZ) 2002 

TEEAD'-01 L 01 f22J03 
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Schedule A (form 990 or 990 Ell 2002 Good Samantan FamJ.lV Resource Center of 94-3154078 Paae2 

I Part Ill , I Statements About Activities (See 1nstruct1ons ) Yes No 

1 Dunng the year, has the organ1zat1on attempted to Influence nat1onal, state, or local leg1slat•on, 1nctud1ng any attempt 
to 1nftuerlce publ1t op1n1on on a leg1slat1ve matter or referendum? If 'Yes,' enter the total expenses pa1d 

or Incurred 1n connection with the lobby1ng actiVIties ~$ N/A 
(Must equal amounts on line 38, Part VI A, or l1ne 1 of Part Vl-8 ) 1 X 
Organizations that made an election under sect1on 501(h~by f1l1nq Form 5768 must complete Part VI A Other 
organ•zat1ons checking 'Yes,' must complete Part VI 8 A D attach a statement Q1v1ng a deta•led descnpt1on of the 
lobby•ng actMt•es 

2 Durrng the year, has the organ1zat1on, e1ther directly or 1nd1rectly, engaged 1n any of the following acts With any 
,, 

substantial contributors, trustees, directors, officers, creators, key employees, or members of the1r families, or With any 
taxable organ1zat1on With wh1ch any such person IS aff1l1ated as an officer, director, trustee, maJOrity owner, or pnnc1pal 
benef1c1ary7 (If the answer to any quest1on IS 'Yes 'attach a deta1/ed statement explammg the transactions) 

a Sale, exchange, or leas1ng of property' 2• 

b Lend•ng of money or other extens•on of credit' 2b 

c Furn1sh1ng of goods, serv1ces, or fac111t1es' 2c 

d Payment of compensation (or payment or reimbursement of expEnses If more than $1,000)' 2d 

e Transfer of any part of 1ts 1ncome or assets' 2e 

3 Does the organ1zat1on make grants for scholarships, fellowships, student loans, etc' (See Note below) 3 
4 Do you have a sect1on 403(b) annu1ty plan for your employees' 4 X 

Note Attach a statement to explatn how the orgamzat1on determtnes t.'lat md!Vtdua/s or orgamzattons rece1vmg 
qrants or loans from It m furtherance of tts chantabfe programs 'qual!(}' to rece1ve payments 

I Part IV I Reason for Non-Pnvate F oundatlon Status (See 1nstruct1ons ) 

The organ1zat1on IS not a pnvate foundation because 1t IS (Please check only ONE applicable box ) 

5 A church, convention of churches, or assoc1at1on of churcher, Sect1on 170(b)(l)(A)(1) 

6 A school Sect1on 170(b)(l)(A)(11) (Also complete Part V) 

7 A hosp1tal or a cooperat1ve hosp1tal serv1ce organtzat1on Sect1on 170(b)(1)(A)(111) 

8 A Federal, state, or local government or governmental un1t Sect1on 170(b)(1)(A)(v) 

9 A med1cal research organ•zat1on operated 1n cOnJunction With a hosp1tal Sect1on 170(b)(l)(A)(111) Enter the hospital's name, c1ty, 

and state .-

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

' 

10 0 An orgamzat1on-op,;;-ated ;;;;-the t,;n;f;t ;;i;; ~ii"ege-o;-.;,,:e7s;-ty -o~,;~d ~ ;;-p-;;;;t;d-by;; ;,;.;,;;;.;;.;;;1-;,;;;t-s-;,zu;;-n-llO(b)(i)(A)(;v)-
(Also complete the Support Schedule 1n Part IV A ) 

11 a (K] An organ1zat1on that normally rece1ves a substantial part of 1ts support from a governmental un1t or from the general public 
Section 170(b)(l)(A)(v1) (Also complete the Support Schedule 1n Part IV A) 

11 b D A community trust Sect1on 170(b)(I)(A)(v1) (Also complete the Support Schedule In Part IV-A) 

12 DAn organ1zat1on that normally receives (1) more than 33-11?!. of 1ts support from contnbut1ons, membership fee~ and gross rece1pts 
from act1v1t1es related to 1ts chantable, etc, lunct1ons- subject to certa1n exceptions, and (2) no more than 33-lls'!. of 1ts support 
from gross Investment 1ncome and unrelated bus1ness taxable 1ncome (less section 511 tax) from bus1nesses acqUired by the 
organtzat1on after June 30, 1975 See sect1on 509(a)(2) (Also complete the Support Schedule 1n Part IV A) 

13 0 An organ1zat1on that 1s not controlled by any d1squal1f1ed persons (other than foundat1on managers) and supports organ1zat1ons 
descnbed 1n (1) lines 5 through 12 above, or (2) section 501(c)(4), (5), or (6), 1f they meet the test of sectoon 509(a)(2) (See 
sect1on 509(a)(3) ) 

Prov1de the following 1nformat1on about the supported organ1zat1ons (See Instructions ) 

(a) Name(s) of supported organ1zat1on(s) 

14 0 An organtzat1on organ•zed and operated to test for public safety Sect1on 509(a)(4) 

BAA TEEAGWa. 0 1 fl2J03 

(See 1nstruct1ons) 

(b) L1ne number 
from above 

Schedule A (Form 990 or Form 990 EZ) 2002 

' 
' 
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orm 990 or 990-E 2002 Good Samantan Fam:Ll Resource Center 94-3154078 Pa e 3 

Note You mav use the worksheet m the 1nstruct1ons for convertma from the accrual to the cash method of accounttna 

Calendar year (or frscal year 
• 2~~1 l1o ~~~9 ~~~8 (e) 

Total beg1nn1ng In) • • 
15 G1fts, grants, and contr•but.Jons 

rece1vef qr(Oo not Include 
1 

) 
unusual rants See l1ne 28 415 569. 924 699. 848 069. 600 086 2 788 423 

16 Membership fees rece1ved 

17 Gross rece1pts from admiSSions, 
merchandrse sold or servrces performed, 
or furnrshmg of facrhtres m any actrvrty 
thatrs related to the organrzahon's 
charrtable, etc, purpose 58 969. 108 681. 130' 231. 294,466. 592 347 

18 Gross mcome from mterest, drvrdends, 
amounts rece1ved from payments on 
securrt10s loans (sectoon 5t1(a)(5)), 
rents, royallres, and unrelated busmess 
taxable rncome (less sectron 511 taxes) 
from busmesses acQurred by the organ 

2 171 13 127. 19 272. 20 130. 54 700 rzatlon after June 30 1975 

19 Net rncome from unrelated busmess 
actrvrtres not mcluded m lme 18 

20 Tax revenues levred for the 
organrzatron's benefrt and 
erther pard to rt or expended 
on rts behalf 

21 The value of servrces or 
facrlrtres furnrshed to the 
organrzatron by a governmental 
unrt wrthout charge Do not 
rnclude the value of servrces or 
facrlrtres generally furnrshed to 
the public wrthout charge 

22 Other rncome Attach a 
schedule Do not rnclude 
garn or (loss) from sale of 
caprtal assets. 

23 Total of 11nes 15 through 22 476,709. 1,046 507 997 572. 914 682. 3 435,470. 
24 Line 23 mrnus lrne 17 417 740. 937 826 867 341 620 216. 2 843 123. 
25 Enter 1% of lrne 23 4, 767. 10 465. 9 976. 9 147 
26 Orgamzatrons descnbed on lines 10 or 11 a Enter 2% of amount rn column (e), lrne 24 • 26a 56 862. 

b Prepare a lrst for your records to show the name of and amount contrrbuted by each person (other than a governmental unrt or publrcly 
supported organrzatron) whose total grfts for 1998 through 2001 exceeded the amount shown m lrne 26a Do not file this list with your 0 

return Enter the total of all these excess amounts • 26b . . 
c Total support for sect1on 509(a)(l) test Enter lrne 24, column (e} • 26c 2 843 123. 
d Add Amounts from column (e) for lrnes 18 54 700. 19 " 

22 26b 26d 54,700. 
a Publrc support (lrne 26c mrnus lrne 26d total) • 26a 2 788 423. 
f Public support percentage (lone 26e (numerator) diVIded bv lone 26c (denominator)) • 26f 98.08 % 

Zl Organrzatrons descnbed on lme 12 N/A 
a For amounts rncluded rn lrnes 15, 16, and 17 that were recerved flam a 'drsqualrfred person,' prepare a lrst for your records to show the 

name of, and total amounts recerved rn each year from, each 'drsqualrfred person ' Do not frle thrs lrst wrth your return. Enter the sum of 
such amounts for each year 

(2001) ------------ (2000) ------------ (1999) ------------ (1998) -------------
bFor any amount rncluded rn lrne 17 that was recerved tram each person (other than 'drsqualrfred persons'), prepare a lrst for your records to 

show the name of, and amount recerved for each year, that was rnore than the larger of (1) the amount on lrne 25 for the year or (2) 
$5,000 (Include rn the lrst organrzatrons descrrbed rn lrnes 5 through 11, as well as rndrvrduals ) Do not frle thrs lrst wrth your return. After 
computrng the drfference between the amount recerved and the larger amount descrrbed rn (1) or (2), enter the sum of these drfferences 
(the excess amounts) for each year 

(2001) ------------ (2000) ------------ (1999) ------------ (1998) -------------
c Add Amounts from column (e) for lrnes 15 16 

17 20 21 Zlc 
d Add L1ne 27a total and lrne 27b total 'Zld 

e Publrc support (lrne 27c total mrnus lrne 27d total) • Zle 

f Total support for section 509(a)(2) test Enter amount from lone 2J, column (e) •I vt I 
' ' ' 

g Public support percenloge 01ne Zle (numerator) d1v1dod by lone 271 (denominator)) • ZlQ 
h Investment rncome percentage (lrne 18, column (e) (numerator) drvrded bv line 27f (denomrnatorll • Zlh 

28 Unusual Grants For an organrzatron descrrbed rn lrne 10, 11, or 12 that recerved any unusual grants durrng 1998 through 2001, prepare a 
lrst for your records to show, for each year, the name of the contrrbutor, the date and amount of the grant, and a brref descrrptron of the 
nature of the grant Do not frle thrs lrst With your return Do not rnclude these grants rn lrne 15 

% 
% 

BAA TEEA040JL 08112m Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2002 
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arm 990 or 990 E 2002 Good Samar1 tan Fam1l Resource Cent 94-3154078 Pa e 4 

N/A 

29 Does the' orgamzatron have a rac1a11y nondJscnm1natory pol1cy toward students by statement 1n 1ts charter, bylaws, 
other govern1ng Instrument. or 1n a resolution of 1ts govern1ng body' 

30 Does the organtzatlon Include a statement of 1ts rac1ally nondJscnmJnatory policy toward students 1n all 1ts brochures, 
catalogues, and other wntten commun.catlons w1th the pubhc dealmg Wlth student admiSSIOns, programs, 
and scholarships' 

31 Has the organtzatJon publicized •ts rac1ally nondJscnmJnatory pohcy through newspaper or broadcast med1a dunng 
the penod of sohcJtatron for students, or dunng the regrstratron penod If rt has no sohcrtatron program, rn a way that 
makes the policy known to all parts of the general community 1t serves7 

If 'Yes,' please descnbe, 1f 'No,' please expla1n (It you need more space, attach a separate statement) 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
32 o;;: the-o7g;n7z;tl~n-;-a;;;t;l;;-;;-e-f~l;;-w7n9 ------------------------------------

a Records 1nd1cat1ng the rac1al composition of the student body, faculty, and adm1n1strat1ve staff? 

b Records documenting that scholarshipS and other f1nanc1al ass1stance are awarded on a racially 
nond1scnm1natory bas1s 7 

c Cop1es of all catalogues, brochures, announcements, and other wr1tten commun1cat1ons to the public dealing 
w1th student admiSSions, programs, and scholarships? 

d Cop1es of all matenal used by the organ~zat1on or on 1ts behalf to solicit contnbut1ons? 

If you answered 'No' to any of the above, please explain (It you need more space, attach a separate statement) 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
33 Does the organ1zat1on d1scnm1nate by race 1n any way w1th respect to 

a Students' nghts or pnv1leges? 

b Adm1SS1ons po11c1es? 

c Employment of faculty or adm1n1strat1ve staff? 

d ScholarshipS or other f1nanc1al ass1stance7 

e Educational pollctes? 

f Use of fac1htles7 

g Athlettc programs? 

h Other extracurncular acttvlttes7 

If you answered 'Yes' to any of the above, please explain (If you need more space, attach a separate statement) 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
34a Does the organ1zat1on rece1ve any f1nanc1al a1d or ass1stance from a governmental agency? 

b Has the organ1zat1on s nght to such a1d ever been revoked or suspended 7 

U you answered 'Yes' to e1ther 34a orb, please expla1n us1ng an attached statement 

35 Does the organ1zat1on certify that 1t has comphed w1th the applicable requ1rements of 
secttons 4 01 through 4 05 ot Rev Proc 75 50, 1975 2 C B 587, CJvenng rac1al 
nondtscnm1nat1on? lt 'No,' attach an explanatiOn 

Yes No 

29 
< < 

! , 

30 

31 

~' ,> 
< 

' ',, ~-} 
,' ,' ; ': 

'' : 
" ' ' < 

32• 

32b 

32c 
32d 

33• 

33b 

33c 

33d 

33e 

331 

33~ 

33h 
, ,> 

,< 
' ' 

: : , , 
' , 

' 

34• 

34b 

35 
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Schedule A Form 990 or 990 E 2002 Good Samar1tan Famil Resource Cente 94-3154078 Pa e 5 

Part VI-A Lobbying Expenditures by Electing Public Charities (See 1nstruct1ons) 
(To be completed ONLY by an eligible orgamzat1on that f1led Form 5?58) N/A 

Check ~ a I l1t the orqan1zat1on belonqs to an aff1l1ated qroup Check • b I lrf you checked 'a' and lrmrted control' provrsrons apply 

Limits on Lobbying Expenditures 
(a) (b) 

Affrhated group To be completed 

(The term 'expendrtures' means amounts pard or rncurred ) 
totals for ALL elecbng 

organrzatrons 

36 T a tal lobbyrng expendrtures to rnfluence publrc oprnron (grassroots lobbyrng) 36 
;, Totatlobbyrng expendrtures to rnfluence a tegrslatrve body (drrect tobbyrng) ;, 
38 Total lobby1ng expenditures (add lines 36 and 37) 38 

39 Ottler exempt purpose expendrtures 39 

40 Total exempt purpose expendrtures (add lrnes 38 and 39) 40 

41 Lobbyrng nontaxable amount Enter the amount from the followrng table -

If the amount on hne 40 rs - The lobbyrng nontaxable 11mount rs - < 

Not over $500,000 _, ... -~OO"M~ ~ 0 < 

Over $500,000 bul not over $1,000,000 $100,000 plus 15% of lhe excess over $500,000 

Over $1,000,000 but not over $1,500,000 $175,000 plus 10% of the excess over $1,000,000 41 
Over $1,500,000 bul not over $17,000,000 $225,000 plus 5% of lhe excess over $1,500,000 ' 
Over $17,000,000 $1,000,000 

42 Grassroots nontaxable amount (enter 25% of l1ne 41) 42 

43 Subtract l1ne 42 from ltne 36 Enter 0 1f line 42 IS more than l1ne 30 43 
44 Subtract line 41 tram l1ne 38 Enter -0 1f l1ne 41 IS more than 11ne 38 44 

Cautaon If there IS an amount on either lme 43 or line 44 you must file Form 4720 

4 -Year Averaging Period Under Section 501(h) 
(Some organizations that made a sect1on 50 I (h) election do not have to complete all of the f1ve columns below 

See the 1nstruct1ons for l1nes 45 through 50) 

lobbying Expenditures Ounng 4 -Year Averaging Period 

Calendar year (a) (b) (c) (d) (e) 
(or f1scal year 2002 2001 
beg1nnang an) ... 

2000 1999 Total 

45 Lobbyang nontaxable 
amount 

46 Lobblmg ce11mp~~)unl 
(150Yooflme e 

47 Total lobby1ng 
expenditures 

48 Grassroots non 
taxable amount 

49 rlassroots ce~l~e))ount 
150% of lme e 

50 Grassroots lobbying 
expenditures 

!Part VI·B I Lobbymg Activity by Nonelecting Public Charities 
(For reporting only by organ~zatJons that d1d not complete Part VI A) (See 1nstruct1ons) N/A 

Dunng the year, d1d the organ1zat1on attempt to Influence national, state or localleg•slat•on, 1nclud1ng any 
Yes No Amount attempt to Influence public op1n1on on a leg1slat1ve matter or referendum, through the use of 

a Volunteers 
' ' ' 

b Pa1d staff or management (Include compensation 1n expenses re;:>orted on lrnes c through h) 

c Med•a advertisements 

d Mailings to members, legislators, or the public 

e Publications, or published or broadcast statements 

f Grants to other organ•zat•ons for lobbying purposes 

g D1rect contact w1th legislators, the1r staffs, government offiCials, c1r a leg1slat1ve body 

h Rall•es, demonstrations, sem1nars, conventions, speeches, lectu1 es, or any other means 

1 Total lobby1ng expenditures (add lines c through h) --
It 'Yes' to any of the above, also attach a statement QIVIng a detailed descnpt1on of the lobbying act1v1tles 

BAA Schedule A (Form 990 or 990 El) 2002 

TEEA0405l 08112102 
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Schedule A orm 990 or 990 E 2002 Good Samantan Fam~l Resource Cent 94-3154078 Pa e 6 

t:...:::..:..=_.lnformation Regarding Transfers To and Transactions and Relationships With Noncharitable 
Exempt Organizations (See 1nstructJons) 

51 Drd the reportrng orgamzatron drrectly or rndrrectty engage rn any of the followrng wrth any other organrzatron descrrbed rn sectron SOT(c) 
of the Code (other than sectron 501 (c)(3) organrzat•ons) or rn sect ron 527, relatrng to pohtrcal organtzatrons? 

a Transfers from the reportrng organrzatron to a nonchantable exempt organrzatron of 

O)Cash 

OI)Oiher assets 

bOther transactrons 

(r)Sales or exchanges of assets wrth a noncharrtable exempt organrzatron 

(ii)Purchases of assets from a noncharrtable exempt organrzatron 
(iu)Rental of fac•lrtres, equrpment, or other assets. 

(iv)Rermbursement arrangements 

(v)loans or loan guarantees 
(vr)Performance of servrces or membershrp or fundrarsrng solrcrtatrons 

c Shanng of tacrlrtres, equrpment, marhng lrsts, other assets, or pard employees. 

Yes 

518 0) 
aM 

b(l) 

bM 

bOn 
b(iv 

b(v) 

b(VI 

c 
d If the answer to any of the above rs Yes, co~lete the followrng schedule Column (b) should alweij's show the farr market value of 

the rods, other assets, or servrces grven b~ e re~ortrn~ctfrtRanrzatron If the or~anrzatron recerve less than farr market value rn 
any, ansactron or sharrng arrangement, sh w rn co umn e value of the goo s, other assets, or servrces recerved 

(a) (b) (c) (d) 
Lrne no Amount rnvolved Name of nonchantable exempt 0rganrzatron Descrrptron of transfers, lransaclrons, and sharrng arrangements 

N/A 

No 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

52a Is the organrzatron drrectly or rndrrectly affrlrated wrth, or related t::>, one or more tax exempt organrzatrons 
descnbed rn sectron 501(c) of the Code (other than sectron 501(cJ(3)) or rn sectron 5271 .. 0 Yes IKJ No 

b If 'Yes,' complete the followrno schedule 

(a) (b) (c) 
Name of organrzatron Type of organrzatron Descrrptron of relatronshrp 

N/A 

BAA TEEA0406l 08/12102 Schedule A (Fonn 990 or 990-EZ)2002 
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2002 

Statement 1 
Form 990, Part II, Line 43 
Other Expenses 

Consultants/Contractors 
Duect support 
Events 
held tn.p 
Food 
Insurance 
LJ.cense & fees 
Local transportatJ.on 
Ml.scellaneous 
Outside services 
Staff development 
Use allowance 
Utl.ll. tJ.es 

Statement 2 
Form 990, Part Ill, Line a 

Federal Statements 
Good Samaritan Family Resource Center of 

San Francisco 

(A) (B) 
Program 

I2tsl :;!eJ;YJ.i:;!i:~ 

164,993. 85,135. 
1, 750 1,650. 

11,700. 7,254. 
5,092. 5,092. 

24,512. 24,359. 
27,140 499. 
10,220 9,232. 

3,536. 3,374. 
9,103 5,695. 
3,617. 
2,395. 1' 68 6. 

85,026 

Total $ 
26,754. 

290,9!2. $ 229,002 

Statement of Program Service Accomplishments 

Descr1pt1on 

Child Development Center provl.des fully enrl.ched chl.dlcare 
to low l.ncome chl.ldren and dal.ly drop-l.n chl.ldcare for 
communl.ty classes. 

Family Support Advocacy ~rovides programs for all chl.ldren, 
youth and adult programml.ng l.n an effort to synthesJ.ze our 
servJ.ces and to work Wl.th the entl.re faml.l¥ toward fJ.nancJ.al 
security and healthy ll.festyles. Programs l.nclude Parent 
Sup~ort Groups, ParentJ.ng Classes, Adult Llteracy, 
Indl.vl.dual and Group Therapy, After School Academl.c 
Enrl.chment, Soccer Program, Asthema and Dental Screenl.ng and 
EducatJ.on for Children of Eclementary Public Schools, 
Emergency Assistance, Summer Youth Program, Engll.sh for 
Begl.nners Language Classes, Basl.c Computer Classes, Loan 
Program, Fam1ly Plannl.ng Cll.nl.c, Kl.d's Turn for Faml.ll.es 
Wl.th Separated or Dl.vorced Parents, and In-home Support. 

Page 1 

94-3154078 

(C) (D) 
Management 
& !:Z!i:n!i:J:ill El!ml~:i!J.~1ng 

70,968. 8,890. 
100. 
302. 4,144 

153. 
26,641. 

882 106. 
146. 16. 

3,088. 320 
3,364. 253. 

674. 35. 
-86,690. 1,664. 

$ 
26,754 
~!i,3S2. $ IS,~2B. 

Program 
Grants and Servl.ce 

AllocatJ.ons Expenses 

267,718 

582,062. 

~$===~0=. $ 8~9, 780. 
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2002 Federal Statements 
Good Samaritan Family Resource Center of 

San Francisco 

Statement 3 
Fonn 990, Part IV, Line 57 
Land, Buildings, and Equipment 

Category 
Machinery and Equipment 
Bu~ld~ngs 
Land 
M~scellaneous 

Statement 4 
Fonn 990, Part V 

Basis 
$ 394,136. $ 

3,057,695. 
300,000. 

0. 

Accum. 
De12rec 

0 
0. 

638,871. 
638,871 Total ~ 31 751,831. ,.,~=~~~~ 

$ 

~ 

List of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees 

Tltle and Contn-
Average Hours Compen- but10n to 

Name and Address Per Week ~evoteg sat;J,on EBP & DC 
Kay B1shop Director $ 0 $ 0. 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Frank De Rosa PreSldent 0. 0. 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Alan Lev~nson Duector 0. 0. 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Alicia L1eberman Director 0. 0. 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

G. w. (Blll) Lorton D1rector 0. 0 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

W1lllam H Ornck III Director 0. 0. 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Lorenzo Llan1llo, Jr. Duector 0. 0 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Jesus Roman Secretary 0 0 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Kat Taylor Treasurer 0 0. 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Page2 

94-3154078 

Book 
Value 

394,136. 
3,057,695 

300,000. 
-638,871 

3,112,~6~. 

Expense 
Account/ 
Othe~; 

$ 0. 

0 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0 

0 
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2002 

Statement 4 (continued) 
Form 990, Part V 

Federal Statements 
Good Samaritan Family Resource Center of 

San Francisco 

List of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees 

T1tle and 

~am~ an!J A!:I!Jl:!l~~ 
Average Hours 

Eel: ~~~k D~~Qt~!J 
Campen-
~iiltlOIJ 

L1nda Udall Treasurer $ 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Dr. Fernando V1teri Duector 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Ede Zollman Duector 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Total s 

Page3 

94-3154078 

Contri- Expense 
but10n to Account/ 
E!lE & D!:: Qtll~l: 

0. $ 0 $ 0 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0 

0. s 0 s 0. 
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Form8868 
(December 2000) 

Application for Extension of Time to File an 
Exempt Organization Return 

Oep;u1ment of the Tre01sury 
lntem01l Revenue SeMce .., F1le a se arate a )//cation for each return 

• If you are r111ng tor c\n Automatic .s.Month Extension, complete only Part I and check this box. 

• If you are ftltng for an Add1t1onal (not automat1c) >Month Extension, complete only Part II (on page 2 of thts form) 

Note Do not complete Part II unless you have already been granted an automatic 3-month extension on a preVIously filed 
Form8868. 

I Part I I Automatic 3-Month Extension ot T1me - Only "ubm1t ong1nal (no cop1es needed) 

Note Form ggo.r corporations requestmg an automat1c 6 month extension- check thiS box and complete Part f only 

OMS No 1545 1709 

All other corporations (mcludmg Form 990-C filers) must use Form 7004 to request an extension of t1me to fife mcome tax returns Partnerships, 
REMICs and trusts must use Form 8736 to request an extens1on of l1m£> to file Form 1065 1066 or 1041 

NameoiExemptOrgalli.Zal!cnGood Samarltan Famlly Resource Center of j:EmpJD)'erJdenUIInllo•numb•r Type or 
pnnl San FrancJ.sco 94-3154078 
File by the Number street and room or su1to number Ita P 0 box see Lnstrucbons 
due date for 
1111ng your 2871 24th Street 
return See C11)', town rx post office For a for01gn address, see mstruc!ICfls state ZJP codo 
1nstruct1ons 

San FrancJ.sco CA 94110 
Check type of return to be f1led (f1le a separate appl1cat1on for each return) 

! Form 990 :::: Form 990-T (corporation) 

Form 990 BL 1- Form 990 T (Sect1on 4JI(a) or 408(a) trust) 

_ Form 990-EZ 1- Form 990 T (trust other than above) 

Form 990 PF Form 1041 A 

= Form 4720 
Form 5227 
Form 6069 

- Form 8870 

• If the organ1zat1on does not have an oH1ce or place of bus1ness 1n t11e Umted States, check thiS box. ~ U 
• If thiS ts for a Group Return, enter the organ1zat1on's four d1g1t Group Exempt1on Number (GEN) If this IS for the whole group, 

check this box .., D If 1t IS for part of the group, check th1s box .., D and attach a list w1th th~s and EINs of all members 

the extension will cover 

I request an automatiC 3-month (6 month, for 990-T corporation) extens1on of t1me until ---=.21'--'1'-"5 __ • 20 .QL. 
to f1le the exempt organ1zatJOn return for the orgamzat1on named above The extension 1s for the organ1zat1on's return for 

.., D calendar year 20 or 

~ IK]taxyearbeg1nn1ng 7/01 ,20 02 ,andenchng 6/30 ,20 03 
2 It this tax year IS for less than 12 months, check re-;;;- 0 ln1t1al return 0 F1nal re~ D Change 1n accounting penod 

3a 11 thiS application IS for Form 990 BL, 990 PF, 990 T, 4720, or 6063, enter the tentat1ve tax, less any 
nonrefundable cred•ts See 1nstruct1ons. $ ____ __,0_ 

b If thiS app1tcat1on IS for Form 990 PF or 990 T, enter any refundable cred1ts and estimated tax payments made 
Include any pnor year overpayment allowed as a credit 

Signature .., r,,, .. ExecutJ.ve D1rector 
BAA For Paperwork Redud1on Act Not1ce, see mstruct1ons 

FIFZD501L 07f2.5102 

$ ____ _,0'--

$ 0. 

Farm 8868 ( 12 2000) 
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D< 

PUB 
September 11, 2015 

To: Greg Kelly, San Francisco Documents Librarian 
Government Information Center 
San Francisco Public Library, S"' floor 
100 Larkin Street 
San1 Francisco, CA 94110 

From: Diana Perez~~-
Office Manager, Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 

Re: Notice of P\Jblic Meeting 

In Compliance with San Francisco Administrative Code 12L4(d)(1), 
Goad Samaritan Family Resowce Center is providing notice of a 
public meetin1 of the Good Samaritan Family Resource Center Board 
of Directors. 

Meetln& Date: September 16, 2015 

Meeting Time: 5:30-7:00PM 

Meeting Location: 1294 Potrero Avenue, Room 301 
San Francisco, CA 94110 

We request confirmation of receipt be faxed to (415) 824-9527 or 
e-mailed to dpmd!goodamfrc.011. 

Thank You. 

Gooo SAMARITAN 
FAMILY llUOUll(( ((14ffll , IHC 

Kilt l.iytor 
P1C')l{lt II 

I ra I. 0C' J!,, ,, 
f't •"U' I 

~t (I f,IJ) 

Emenu 
Board Members 
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March 13, 2012 

To Whom It May Concern, 

It is with great pleasure that I write this letter in support of Families in 

Schools and the Abriendo Puertas/Opening Doors program. I am the 

Senior Programs Manager at Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, a 

community based organization that works directly with recently arrived 

Latino immigrants, providing them with resources and support so that 

they can become self-sufficient and active participants in society. 

In 2010, Good Samaritan was approached by one of our key funders, 

First 5 San Francisco, to explore the possibility of offering the Abriendo 

Puertas curriculum at our site. I was the first person from our agency 

that was trained in the curriculum by Families in Schools' staff that year 

and I was very impressed with the quality of the materials and its 

relevance of the issues faced by the families we serve on a daily basis. 

As a program created by Latinos for Latinos, this curriculum addresses 

critical topics that support school readiness and family empowerment, 

is evidence based, and has proven to be a perfect fit for our agency and 

our mission. 

In t he past year, we have offered the 10-week series twice and have 

received positive feedback from participants who have shared that the 

program has changed their lives. 100% of participants surveyed at the 

end of the last program cycle reported that they benefitted from taking 

Abriendo Puertas and 90% reported that they have a better 

understanding of what their children need to succeed in school. 

We are enthusiastic to continue offering Abriendo Puertas at Good 

Samaritan Family Resource Center and look forward to our continued 

collaboration with Families in Schools. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 

auraaparicio@goodsamfrc.org or 415-401-4240. 

:?~Jvl~ 
Aura Aparicio 
Senior Programs Manager 

Goon SAMARITAN 
FAMILY RESOURCE CENTER, IN C. 

INSPIRE CHANGE FOR GOOD 

Our mission is to help 
immigrant families access 
neerled services, develop self
sufficiency, nnd pw ticipate 
fttlly os members of the 
community. 

1 /94 Pot rero t\venue 
S;m Francisco, CA 91\ I I 0 

voice: '11 5.401.4253 
fax: 415.82,1.952! 
www.gooc lsam frc.org 

Boani of Dire ctors 

·r he l~ t. liev. Marc Andrus, 
fl ishop, l:p iscopal 
Diocese of Co lifo rn ia 

Chair 

l<atlaylor 
President 

Frank De IIOSi\ 
TreaS11rer 

l3ob He rn;mdez 
Secretary 

Bao Tr<m AI I!>Jnan 

l<uy mshop 
John Gannon 
Alclll Levin\oll 
D1 Alic1a Ltebcrman 
Vangie Lopez 
llelh Richardsr n 
Sandra Viva nco 

Emeritus 
Board Members 

Slleanil 13utler 
/\vcllna Lc;mos 
William II. Orrick Ill 
I he Reverend 

J. Will Wauters 

Executive Staff 

Mario Paz 
Exew tive Direct of 
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6/6/2017 The Wohlford Family Clinic Caters to a Diverse Population at Good Sam – Potrero View

http://www.potreroview.net/thewohlfordfamilycliniccaterstoadiversepopulationatgoodsam/ 1/4

F or 14 years the Wohlford Family Clinic, located within
the Good Samaritan Family Resource Center on Potrero
Avenue, has been o�ering San Franciscans reproductive

health services, provided in a friendly environment. 
According to Jacquelyn Marcoux-Mans៖�eld, the Clinic’s
director, sta� at this satellite site of Planned Parenthood
Northern California believe that “it’s very important to serve
the community. Our mission is to provide great care to clients
who need reproductive health care.”

The Clinic is open Wednesday and Friday, with appointments
available from 9:30 a.m. to 6 p.m. Three medical providers
serve roughly 16 clients a day, or about 130 a month, a little
more than 1,500 a year.  “We’re able to sometimes see people
the same day, the same week that they call in. That’s a great
bene៖�t to them, to get treatment quickly. We o�er a full range
of contraceptive services: the pill, the patch, the ring, two
kinds of IUDs, implants, and condoms. We do treatment for
sexually transmitted infections for men and women  including
HIV tests – pap smears, and breast exams for cancer
screenings,” said Marcoux-Mans៖�eld. 

The Clinic also o�ers pregnancy tests and general
gynecological health appointments. It doesn’t provide
abortion services.   “We have at least one person who is
Spanish-speaking on sta�, and phone translation services if
we have a client who speaks another language. It’s diverse,
like San Francisco,” Marcoux-Mans៖�eld said.

Alicia Vazquez, director of programs at Good Sam, said people
of Asian descent, who sometimes live miles away, also come
to the Center. According to Vazquez, even though the Center
doesn’t have bilingual Asian language speakers, people feel
comfortable coming to a facility where sta� are used to
communicating in languages other than English. 

Vazquez thinks one reason the Clinic is successful is that “it
doesn’t look like a clinic. There’s nothing outside that says it
is. Young people don’t feel like they’ll run into a friend or
family member here.”

“We were approached by the Mary Wohlford Foundation in
2000 to see if we’d be interested in opening a family planning

 Menu      

S E R V I N G  T H E  P O T R E R O  H I L L ,  D O G P A T C H ,  M I S S I O N  B A Y ,  &  S O M A
N E I G H B O R H O O D S  S I N C E  1 9 7 0

Published on July, 2015 —  in News —  by Jessica Zimmer

The Wohlford Family Clinic Caters
to a Diverse Population at Good

Sam
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clinic in our organization,” said Vazquez. “We did a
community needs study to see if there was a need, and we
found that there was, especially for young people.”   At the
time, Vazquez said, men and women under the age of 25
lacked clinics that were close by, a�ordable, and had bilingual
sta�.  “In 2001, we opened a clinic with Planned Parenthood.
It’s had great success,” said Vazquez.

According to Vazquez, despite concerns that Mission and
Mishpot residents would oppose o�ering reproductive health
services, because many community members are a�liated
with the Roman Catholic Church, the Clinic’s presence at the
Center has consistently been supported. “The religious aspect
was much less of an obstacle that we initially anticipated,”
she said. “At ៖�rst we weren’t sure it would be welcomed by
our participants. We interviewed our target population, and
were astounded by the interest.” 

Planned Parenthood Shasta Paci៖�c operated the Clinic from
2001 to 2005. In 2005 Planned Parenthood Golden Gate
(PPGG) took over management. In 2010 Planned Parenthood
Golden Gate was stripped of its a�liation by the national
organization, Planned Parenthood Federation of America.
PPGG had failed to meet administrative and ៖�scal
management standards. Since 2010 Planned Parenthood
Northern California has operated the Clinic.  

“It’s been an excellent partnership,” said Heather Saunders
Estes, president and chief executive o�cer of Planned
Parenthood Northern California. “The Center donates the
space and a receptionist and Planned Parenthood is there to
provide services. Neither of us could do our part without the
support of the Mary Wohlford Foundation and donors.” 

The Mary Wohlford Foundation was founded in 1999 by Mary
Wohlford, a Bay Area reproductive rights activist. That year
Wohlford died of breast cancer, and asked her friend, Mardi
Kildebeck, to be the trustee of her estate. The Foundation
funds nonpro៖�ts that promote reproductive health, education,
and justice. Since it began granting money in 2002, it has
given away an average of $1 million annually. 

The Clinic operates with funding from Planned Parenthood
Northern California, with an annual health services budget of
about $200,000, according to Marcoux-Mans៖�eld. The Clinic
has a separate budget for community services and education. 

The nonpro៖�t Good Samaritan Family Resource Center
receives funds from the Wohlford Foundation, as well as other
sources, such as Sheana Butler, Wohlford’s sister and a former
Center board member. Vazquez said the Center is in danger of
closing due to a lack of funds.  “To keep the doors open, pay
the utilities, and have a receptionist and janitorial sta� costs
about $30,000 a year. That doesn’t include outreach and
making materials,” said Vazquez.

Saunders Estes said Planned Parenthood Northern California
is committed to keeping services at the Center. “There’s no
question we need support from community donors. Both
organizations are supported through a patchwork of funding.
We are only there 16 hours a week. It would be fabulous to
have other be there as well,” she said.
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The Center grew out of a settlement house, an inner city
facility that provides educational, recreational, and social
services. The Center was initially run by the Episcopal Church,
and went by the name the “San Francisco Good Samaritan
Mission.” It was founded in 1894. In 1989 Good Samaritan’s
building was damaged by the Loma Prieta earthquake. The
facility was reconstructed as a modern center that includes
low-income family housing units. It reopened in 1995. 

Vazquez, who joined the sta� in 2003, said the Center works
closely with a number of churches, and houses one that o�ers
Sunday services. She said most Center visitors are from
Guatemala, Honduras, Peru, Colombia, and the Mexican states
of Michoacan and Jalisco. “When I started work here, [the
people] were primarily from El Salvador and Nicaragua.”

According to Vazquez, in the early-2000s many of those who
came to the Center quali៖�ed for refugee status or government
aid. Now these options are mostly unavailable.   “We’ve been
working with immigrants for over 125 years. Ninety percent of
the people that we help have come to this country to escape
something: violence, poverty, domestic abuse, natural
disasters, and war.” 

Many Center clients “are here without appropriate
documentation to work or receive government services. Our
sta� is able to meet them where they are,” she said. “We are
able to develop a network of support and community. A lot of
people tell us that before they came here, they were
completely isolated. Coming here is what changed all that.” 

Marcoux-Mans៖�eld spends roughly 20 hours a week at the
San Francisco Health Center, a Planned Parenthood Northern
California o�ce located on Valencia Street. This larger facility
is open six days a week. Yet it doesn’t take the place of the
Clinic in the Center.   “What being at” Good Sam “has taught
me is the value is the partnership,” said Marcoux-Mans៖�eld.
“We’re partnering and working well together, and that’s
important.”  

FACEBOOK TWITTER GOOGLE PINTEREST

Search...


S U B S C R I B E

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 428-1   Filed 06/07/17   Page 105 of 185

 
[183]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 136 of 278
(241 of 916)

javascript:void((function()%7Bvar%20e=document.createElement('script');e.setAttribute('type','text/javascript');e.setAttribute('charset','UTF-8');e.setAttribute('src','http://assets.pinterest.com/js/pinmarklet.js?r='+Math.random()*99999999);document.body.appendChild(e)%7D)());
http://www.potreroview.net/subscribe/


6/6/2017 The Wohlford Family Clinic Caters to a Diverse Population at Good Sam – Potrero View

http://www.potreroview.net/thewohlfordfamilycliniccaterstoadiversepopulationatgoodsam/ 4/4

A R C H I V E S

May 2017

April 2017

March 2017

February 2017

January 2017

December 2016

November 2016

October 2016

September 2016

August 2016

July 2016

June 2016

May 2016

April 2016

March 2016

February 2016

January 2016

December 2015

November 2015

October 2015

September 2015

August 2015

July 2015

June 2015

May 2015

April 2015

March 2015

C A T E G O R I E S

Announcements

Arts Calendar

Books

Community Calendar

Crime & Safety

Development

Editorial

Events

Features

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 428-1   Filed 06/07/17   Page 106 of 185

 
[184]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 137 of 278
(242 of 916)

http://www.potreroview.net/2017/05/
http://www.potreroview.net/2017/04/
http://www.potreroview.net/2017/03/
http://www.potreroview.net/2017/02/
http://www.potreroview.net/2017/01/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/12/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/11/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/10/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/09/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/08/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/07/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/06/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/05/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/04/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/03/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/02/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/01/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/12/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/11/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/10/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/09/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/08/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/07/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/06/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/05/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/04/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/03/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/sections/announcements/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/ongoing-features/arts-calendar/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/sections/books/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/ongoing-features/community-calendar/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/ongoing-features/crime-safety/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/sections/development/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/sections/editorial/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/sections/events/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/sections/features/


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 EXHIBIT 8 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 428-1   Filed 06/07/17   Page 107 of 185

 
[185]

 
[185]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 138 of 278
(243 of 916)



A For the 2006 calendar year, or tax year beginning , 2006, and ending ,

B Check if applicable: C D Employer Identification Number

Address change

Name change E Telephone number

Initial return

Final return F Accounting
method: Cash Accrual

Amended return

Please use
IRS label
or print
or type.

See
specific
instruc-
tions.

GOther (specify)

Part I Revenue, Expenses, and Changes in Net Assets or Fund Balances (See the instructions.)
1 Contributions, gifts, grants, and similar amounts received:

a Contributions to donor advised funds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1a

b Direct public support (not included on line 1a). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1b

c Indirect public support (not included on line 1a). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1c

d Government contributions (grants) (not included on line 1a). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1d
e Total (add lines

1a through 1d) (cash $ noncash $ ) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1e

2 Program service revenue including government fees and contracts (from Part VII, line 93) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2

3 Membership dues and assessments. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3

4 Interest on savings and temporary cash investments. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4

5 Dividends and interest from securities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

6a Gross rents. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6a

b Less: rental expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6b

c Net rental income or (loss). Subtract line 6b from line 6a . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6c

7 GOther investment income (describe. . . . . . . . ) 7
(A) Securities (B) Other

8a Gross amount from sales of assets other
than inventory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8a

b Less: cost or other basis and sales expenses . . . . . . . 8b

c Gain or (loss) (attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8c

R
E
V
E
N
U
E

d Net gain or (loss). Combine line 8c, columns (A) and (B). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8d
9 GSpecial events and activities (attach schedule). If any amount is from gaming, check here. . . . . 

a Gross revenue (not including $ of contributions

reported on line 1b) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9a
b Less: direct expenses other than fundraising expenses. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9b

c Net income or (loss) from special events. Subtract line 9b from line 9a. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9c

10a Gross sales of inventory, less returns and allowances. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10a

b Less: cost of goods sold . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10b

c Gross profit or (loss) from sales of inventory (attach schedule). Subtract line 10b from line 10a. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10c

11 Other revenue (from Part VII, line 103) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

12 Total revenue. Add lines 1e, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6c, 7, 8d, 9c, 10c, and 11. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

13 Program services (from line 44, column (B)) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

14 Management and general (from line 44, column (C)) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

15 Fundraising (from line 44, column (D)). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

16 Payments to affiliates (attach schedule) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

E
X
P
E
N
S
E
S 17 Total expenses. Add lines 16 and 44, column (A). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17

18 Excess or (deficit) for the year. Subtract line 17 from line 12. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18

19 Net assets or fund balances at beginning of year (from line 73, column (A)) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19N
E
T 20 Other changes in net assets or fund balances (attach explanation) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

A
S
S
E
T
S 21 Net assets or fund balances at end of year. Combine lines 18, 19, and 20. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21

BAA  For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the separate instructions. TEEA0109L   01/22/07 Form 990 (2006)

OMB No. 1545-0047
Form 990 Return of Organization Exempt From Income Tax

Under section 501(c), 527, or 4947(a)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code
(except black lung benefit trust or private foundation)

2006
Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service G The organization may have to use a copy of this return to satisfy state reporting requirements.

Open to Public
Inspection

H and I are not applicable to section 527 organizations.

H (a) Is this a group return for affiliates? . . . Yes No

H (b) GIf 'Yes,' enter number of affiliates. 

H (c) Are all affiliates included? . . . . . . . . . Yes No

(If 'No,' attach a list. See instructions.)

H (d) Is this a separate return filed by an

organization covered by a group ruling? Yes No

I GGroup Exemption Number. . . 

M Check G if the organization is not required
to attach Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF).

Application pending ?Section 501(c)(3) organizations and 4947(a)(1) nonexempt
charitable trusts must attach a completed Schedule A
(Form 990 or 990-EZ).

G GWeb site:

J Organization type
G(check only one). . . . . . . . .  501(c) H (insert no.) 4947(a)(1) or 527

K GCheck here if the organization is not a 509(a)(3) supporting organization and its
gross receipts are normally not more than $25,000. A return is not required, but if the
organization chooses to file a return, be sure to file a complete return.

L GGross receipts: Add lines 6b, 8b, 9b, and 10b to line 12

 7/01  6/30 2007

94-3154078

(415) 824-9475
X

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center
1294 Potrero Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94110

X

N/A

X 3
X

1,425,407.

655,743.

697,041.
1,352,784. 1,352,784.

49,031.

13,226.

10,366.
1,425,407.
1,060,666.
195,487.
57,107.

1,313,260.
112,147.

3,341,664.

3,453,811.
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Form 990 (2006) Page 2

Part II Statement of Functional Expenses  All organizations must complete column (A). Columns (B), (C), and (D) are
required for section 501(c)(3) and (4) organizations and section 4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trusts but optional for others.

Do not include amounts reported on line
6b, 8b, 9b, 10b, or 16 of Part I.

(A) Total (B) Program
services

(C) Management
and general

(D) Fundraising

22a Grants paid from donor advised
funds (attach sch)

(cash $
non-cash $ )

If this amount includes
Gforeign grants, check here . . . . . . 22a

36 Occupancy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36

37 Equipment rental and maintenance . . . . . 37

38 Printing and publications . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38

39 Travel. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39

40 Conferences, conventions, and meetings. . . . . . . . . 40

41 Interest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41

42 Depreciation, depletion, etc (attach schedule). . . . . . 42
43 Other expenses not covered above (itemize):

a 43a

b 43b

c 43c

d 43d

e 43e

f 43 f

g 43g

TEEA0102L   01/23/07

28 Employee benefits not included on
lines 25a - 27. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28

29 Payroll taxes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29

30 Professional fundraising fees. . . . . . . . . . . 30

31 Accounting fees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31

32 Legal fees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32

33 Supplies . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33

34 Telephone. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34

35 Postage and shipping. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35

If 'Yes,' enter (i) the aggregate amount of these joint costs $ ; (ii) the amount allocated to Program services

$ ; (iii) the amount allocated to Management and general $ ; and (iv) the amount allocated

to Fundraising $ .

44 Total functional expenses. Add lines 22a
through 43g. (Organizations completing columns
(B) - (D), carry these totals to lines 13 - 15). . . . . . 44

GJoint Costs. Check . if you are following SOP 98-2.

GAre any joint costs from a combined educational campaign and fundraising solicitation reported in (B) Program services? . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

BAA Form 990 (2006)

22b Other grants and allocations (att sch)

(cash $
non-cash $ )

If this amount includes
Gforeign grants, check here . . . . . . 22b

23 Specific assistance to individuals
(attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

24 Benefits paid to or for members
(attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24

25a Compensation of current officers,
directors, key employees, etc listed in
Part V-A (attach sch) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25a

b Compensation of former officers,
directors, key employees, etc listed in
Part V-B (attach sch) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25b

c Compensation and other distributions, not
included above, to disqualified persons (as
defined under section 4958(f)(1)) and persons
described in section 4958(c)(3)(B)
(attach schedule) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25c

26 Salaries and wages of employees not
included on lines 25a, b, and c. . . . . . . . . 26

27 Pension plan contributions not
included on lines 25a, b, and c. . . . . . . . . 27

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

55,395. 16,619. 22,158. 16,618.

527,528. 473,305. 37,314. 16,909.

84,587. 71,093. 8,629. 4,865.
44,594. 37,479. 4,550. 2,565.

34,310. 27,323. 6,229. 758.
12,433. 10,059. 1,492. 882.
1,673. 672. 109. 892.

41,754. 41,754.
9,063. 6,563. 941. 1,559.

1,187. 1,172. 9. 6.

89,263. 78,755. 9,067. 1,441.

1,313,260. 1,060,666. 195,487. 57,107.

X

411,473. 337,626. 63,235. 10,612.

0.0.0.0.

0.0.0.0.

See Stmt 1

See Statement 2
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TEEA0103L   01/18/07

BAA Form 990 (2006)

Part III Statement of Program Service Accomplishments
Form 990 is available for public inspection and, for some people, serves as the primary or sole source of information about a particular
organization. How the public perceives an organization in such cases may be determined by the information presented on its return. Therefore,
please make sure the return is complete and accurate and fully describes, in Part III, the organization's programs and accomplishments.

What is the organization's primary exempt purpose? G
All organizations must describe their exempt purpose achievements in a clear and concise manner. State the number of
clients served, publications issued, etc. Discuss achievements that are not measurable. (Section 501(c)(3) and (4) organ-
izations and 4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trusts must also enter the amount of grants and allocations to others.)

Program Service Expenses
(Required for 501(c)(3) and

(4) organizations and
4947(a)(1) trusts; but
optional for others.)

a

(Grants and allocations $ ) GIf this amount includes foreign grants, check here

b

(Grants and allocations $ ) GIf this amount includes foreign grants, check here

c

(Grants and allocations $ ) GIf this amount includes foreign grants, check here

d

(Grants and allocations $ ) GIf this amount includes foreign grants, check here

e Other program services. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

(Grants and allocations $ ) GIf this amount includes foreign grants, check here

f GTotal of Program Service Expenses (should equal line 44, column (B), Program services) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,060,666.

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

1,060,666.

Helping Immigrant families

See Statement 3
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BAA Form 990 (2006)

TEEA0104L   01/18/07

57a Land, buildings, and equipment: basis. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57a

b Less: accumulated depreciation
(attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57b 57c

58 Other assets, including program-related investments

(describe G ) . . 58

59 Total assets (must equal line 74). Add lines 45 through 58. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 59

60 Accounts payable and accrued expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60

61 Grants payable. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61

62 Deferred revenue . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62

63 Loans from officers, directors, trustees, and key
employees (attach schedule) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 63

64a Tax-exempt bond liabilities (attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64a

b Mortgages and other notes payable (attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64b

65 Other liabilities (describe G . . ) . . 65

L
I
A
B
I
L
I
T
I
E
S

66 Total liabilities. Add lines 60 through 65 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66

45 Cash ' non-interest-bearing. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45

46 Savings and temporary cash investments. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46

47a Accounts receivable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47a

b Less: allowance for doubtful accounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47b 47c

48a Pledges receivable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48a

b Less: allowance for doubtful accounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48b 48c

49 Grants receivable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49

50 a Receivables from current and former officers, directors, trustees, and key
employees (attach schedule) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50a

b Receivables from other disqualified persons (as defined under section 4958(f)(1))
and persons described in section 4958(c)(3)(B) (attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50b

51a Other notes and loans receivable
(attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51a

A
S
S
E
T
S b Less: allowance for doubtful accounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51b 51c

52 Inventories for sale or use. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 52

53 Prepaid expenses and deferred charges . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53

54a GInvestments ' publicly-traded securities. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Cost FMV 54a

b GInvestments ' other securities (attach sch) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Cost FMV 54b

55a Investments ' land, buildings, & equipment: basis. . . 55a

b Less: accumulated depreciation
(attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55b 55c

56 Investments ' other (attach schedule) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56

Part IV Balance Sheets (See the instructions.)
Note: Where required, attached schedules and amounts within the description

column should be for end-of-year amounts only.
(A)

Beginning of year
(B)

End of year

Organizations that follow SFAS 117, check here G and complete lines 67

through 69 and lines 73 and 74.

67 Unrestricted . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67

68 Temporarily restricted . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68

69 Permanently restricted. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 69

Organizations that do not follow SFAS 117, check here G and complete lines

70 through 74.

70 Capital stock, trust principal, or current funds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70

71 Paid-in or capital surplus, or land, building, and equipment fund . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71

72 Retained earnings, endowment, accumulated income, or other funds . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72

73 Total net assets or fund balances. Add lines 67 through 69 or lines 70 through
72. (Column (A) must equal line 19 and column (B) must equal line 21). . . . . . . . . . . 73

N
E
T

A
S
S
E
T
S

O
R

F
U
N
D

B
A
L
A
N
C
E
S

74 Total liabilities and net assets/fund balances. Add lines 66 and 73. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 74

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

311,734. 588,176.

127,910.
130,325. 127,910.

123,400.
119,000. 123,400.

16,382. 14,836.

3,745,492.

1,015,834. 2,818,921. 2,729,658.

3,396,362. 3,583,980.
54,698. 105,793.

24,376.
54,698. 130,169.

X

3,059,204. 2,950,600.
254,112. 474,863.
28,348. 28,348.

3,341,664. 3,453,811.
3,396,362. 3,583,980.

Statement 4

See Statement 5
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Part IV-B Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited Financial Statements with Expenses per Return

a Total expenses and losses per audited financial statements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a

b Amounts included on line a but not on Part I, line 17:

1Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b1

2Prior year adjustments reported on Part I, line 20 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b2

3Losses reported on Part I, line 20. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b3

4Other (specify):

b4

Add lines b1 through b4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b

c Subtract line b from line a . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . c

d Amounts included on Part I, line 17, but not on line a:

1 Investment expenses not included on Part I, line 6b . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . d1

2Other (specify):

d2

Add lines d1 and d2. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . d

e GTotal expenses (Part I, line 17). Add lines c and d. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . e

Part IV-A Reconciliation of Revenue per Audited Financial Statements with Revenue per Return (See the
instructions.)

a Total revenue, gains, and other support per audited financial statements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a

b Amounts included on line a but not on Part I, line 12:

1Net unrealized gains on investments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b1

2Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b2

3Recoveries of prior year grants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b3

4Other (specify):

b4

Add lines b1 through b4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b

c Subtract line b from line a . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . c

d Amounts included on Part I, line 12, but not on line a:

1 Investment expenses not included on Part I, line 6b . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . d1

2Other (specify):

d2

Add lines d1 and d2. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . d

e GTotal revenue (Part I, line 12). Add lines c and d. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . e

Part V-A Current Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees  (List each person who was an officer, director, trustee,
or key employee at any time during the year even if they were not compensated.)  (See the instructions.)

(A) Name and address

(B) Title and average hours
per week devoted

to position

(C) Compensation
(if not paid,
enter -0-)

(D) Contributions to
employee benefit

plans and deferred
compensation plans

(E) Expense
account and other

allowances

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

1,425,407.

1,313,260.

1,425,407.

1,313,260.

1,425,407.

1,313,260.

55,395. 0. 0.See Statement 6
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Part V-A Current Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees (continued) Yes No

75a GEnter the total number of officers, directors, and trustees permitted to vote on organization business as board meetings . . 

b Are any officers, directors, trustees, or key employees listed in Form 990, Part V-A, or highest compensated employees
listed in Schedule A, Part I, or highest compensated professional and other independent contractors listed in Schedule
A, Part II-A or II-B, related to each other through family or business relationships? If 'Yes,' attach a statement that
identifies the individuals and explains the relationship(s) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

c Do any officers, directors, trustees, or key employees listed in form 990, Part V-A, or highest compensated employees
listed in Schedule A, Part I, or highest compensated professional and other independent contractors listed in Schedule
A, Part II-A or II-B, receive compensation from any other organizations, whether tax exempt or taxable, that are related
to the organization? See the instructions for the definition of 'related organization' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

If 'Yes,' attach a statement that includes the information described in the instructions.

d Does the organization have a written conflict of interest policy? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Part VI Other Information (See the instructions.) Yes No

75b

75c

75d

Part V-B Former Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees That Received Compensation or Other
Benefits (If any former officer, director, trustee, or key employee received compensation or other benefits (described below)
during the year, list that person below and enter the amount of compensation or other benefits in the appropriate column. See
the instructions.)

(A) Name and address (B) Loans and
Advances

(C) Compensation
(if not paid,
enter -0-)

(D) Contributions to
employee benefit

plans and deferred
compensation plans

(E) Expense
account and other

allowances

76 Did the organization make a change in its activities or methods of conducting activities?
If 'Yes,' attach a detailed statement of each change . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76

77 Were any changes made in the organizing or governing documents but not reported to the IRS? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 77

If 'Yes,' attach a conformed copy of the changes.

78a Did the organization have unrelated business gross income of $1,000 or more during the year covered by this return? . . . . . 78a

b If 'Yes,' has it filed a tax return on Form 990-T for this year?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 78b

79 Was there a liquidation, dissolution, termination, or substantial contraction during the
year? If 'Yes,' attach a statement. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79

80a Is the organization related (other than by association with a statewide or nationwide organization) through common
membership, governing bodies, trustees, officers, etc, to any other exempt or nonexempt organization? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 80a

b If 'Yes,' enter the name of the organization  G
 and check whether it is exempt or nonexempt.

81a Enter direct and indirect political expenditures. (See line 81 instructions.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81a

b Did the organization file Form 1120-POL for this year? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81b

BAA Form 990  (2006)

X
0.

X

X

N/A
X

X
X

X

X

X

11

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

None

N/A
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Part VI Other Information (continued) Yes No

83a Did the organization comply with the public inspection requirements for returns and exemption applications? . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83a

b Did the organization comply with the disclosure requirements relating to quid pro quo contributions?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83b

84a Did the organization solicit any contributions or gifts that were not tax deductible? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84a

b If 'Yes,' did the organization include with every solicitation an express statement that such contributions or gifts were
not tax deductible?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84b

85 501(c)(4), (5), or (6) organizations. a Were substantially all dues nondeductible by members?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85a

b Did the organization make only in-house lobbying expenditures of $2,000 or less? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85b

If 'Yes'  was answered to either 85a or  85b, do not complete 85c through 85h below unless the organization received a
waiver for proxy tax owed for the prior year.

c Dues, assessments, and similar amounts from members. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85c

d Section 162(e) lobbying and political expenditures. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85d

e Aggregate nondeductible amount of section 6033(e)(1)(A) dues notices. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85e

f Taxable amount of lobbying and political expenditures (line 85d less 85e). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85f

g Does the organization elect to pay the section 6033(e) tax on the amount on line 85f?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85g

h If section 6033(e)(1)(A) dues notices were sent, does the organization agree to add the amount on line  85f to its reasonable estimate of
dues allocable to nondeductible lobbying and political expenditures for the following tax year?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85h

86 501(c)(7) organizations. Enter:  a  Initiation fees and capital contributions included on

line 12. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86a

b Gross receipts, included on line 12, for public use of club facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86b

87 501(c)(12) organizations. Enter:  a  Gross income from members or shareholders . . . . . . . . . . 87a

b Gross income from other sources. (Do not net amounts due or paid to other sources
against amounts due or received from them.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 87b

88 a At any time during the year, did the organization own a 50% or greater interest in a taxable corporation or partnership,
or an entity disregarded as separate from the organization under Regulations sections 301.7701-2 and 301.7701-3?
If 'Yes,' complete Part IX . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 88a

b At any time during the year, did the organization, directly or indirectly, own a controlled entity within the meaning of
Gsection 512(b)(13)? If 'Yes,' complete Part XI. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 88b

89a 501(c)(3) organizations. Enter: Amount of tax imposed on the organization during the year under:

section 4911 G ; section 4912G ; section 4955G

b 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations. Did the organization engage in any section 4958 excess benefit transaction
during the year or did it become aware of an excess benefit transaction from a prior year? If 'Yes,' attach a statement
explaining each transaction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 89b

c Enter: Amount of tax imposed on the organization managers or disqualified persons during the
Gyear under sections 4912, 4955, and 4958. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

d GEnter: Amount of tax on line 89c, above, reimbursed by the organization . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

e All organizations. At any time during the tax year, was the organization a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction? . . . . 89e

f All organizations. Did the organization acquire a direct or indirect interest in any applicable insurance contract? . . . . . . . . . . 89f

g For supporting organizations and sponsoring organizations maintaining donor advised funds. Did the supporting
organization, or a fund maintained by a sponsoring organization, have excess business holdings at any time during
the year? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 89g

90a List the states with which a copy of this return is filed G

b Number of employees employed in the pay period that includes March 12, 2006
(See instructions.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 90b

91a The books are in care of G Telephone number G

Located at G ZIP + 4 G

TEEA0107L   01/18/07

82 a Did the organization receive donated services or the use of materials, equipment, or facilities at no charge or at
substantially less than fair rental value?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82a

b If 'Yes,' you may indicate the value of these items here. Do not include this amount as
revenue in Part I or as an expense in Part II. (See instructions in Part III.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82b

b At any time during the calendar year, did the organization have an interest in or a signature or other authority over a
financial account in a foreign country (such as a bank account, securities account, or other financial account)? . . . . . . . . . . . 

GIf 'Yes,' enter the name of the foreign country

See the instructions for exceptions and filing requirements for Form TD F 90-22.1, Report of Foreign Bank and
Financial Accounts.

BAA Form 990 (2006)

Yes No

91b

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

X

N/A
X
X

X

N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A

X

0. 0. 0.

0.

0
Good Samaritan Family Resourc (415) 824-9475

1294 Potrero Avenue, San Francisco, CA, 94110

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

0.

N/A

X

X

X

X
X

X

 CA
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Form 990 (2006) Page 8

Part VII Analysis of Income-Producing Activities (See the instructions.)
Unrelated business income Excluded by section 512, 513, or 514

Note: Enter gross amounts unless
otherwise indicated.

(A)
Business code

(B)
Amount

(C)
Exclusion code

(D)
Amount

(E)
Related or exempt
function income

93 Program service revenue:

a

b

c

d

e

f Medicare/Medicaid payments . . . . . . . . 

g Fees & contracts from government agencies . . . 

94 Membership dues and assessments. . 

95 Interest on savings & temporary cash invmnts. . 

96 Dividends & interest from securities . . 

97 Net rental income or (loss) from real estate:

a debt-financed property. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b not debt-financed property . . . . . . . . . . 

98 Net rental income or (loss) from pers prop. . . . 

99 Other investment income. . . . . . . . . . . . 

100 Gain or (loss) from sales of assets
other than inventory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

101 Net income or (loss) from special events . . . . . 

102 Gross profit or (loss) from sales of inventory. . . . 

103 Other revenue: a

b

c

d

e

104 Subtotal (add columns (B), (D), and (E)) . . . . . 

105 GTotal (add line 104, columns (B), (D), and (E)) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Note: Line 105 plus line 1e, Part I, should equal the amount on line 12, Part I.

Part VIII Relationship of Activities to the Accomplishment of Exempt Purposes (See the instructions.)
Line No.

F
Explain how each activity for which income is reported in column (E) of Part VII contributed importantly to the accomplishment
of the organization's exempt purposes (other than by providing funds for such purposes).

Part IX Information Regarding Taxable Subsidiaries and Disregarded Entities (See the instructions.)
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)

Name, address, and EIN of corporation,
partnership, or disregarded entity

Percentage of
ownership interest

Nature of activities Total
income

End-of-year
assets

%
%
%
%

a Did the organization, during the year, receive any funds, directly or indirectly, to pay premiums on a personal benefit contract? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

b Did the organization, during the year, pay premiums, directly or indirectly, on a personal benefit contract? . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

Note: If 'Yes' to (b), file Form 8870 and Form 4720 (see instructions).

Part X  Information Regarding Transfers Associated with Personal Benefit Contracts (See the instructions.)

BAA TEEA0108L  04/04/07 Form 990  (2006)

c At any time during the calendar year, did the organization maintain an office outside of the United States? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

GIf 'Yes,' enter the name of the foreign country

92 GSection 4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trusts filing Form 990 in lieu of Form 1041 ' Check here. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Gand enter the amount of tax-exempt interest received or accrued during the tax year . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 92

91c

Part VI Other Information (continued) Yes No

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

13,226.

13,226. 59,397.
72,623.

X
X

14

N/A
N/A

X

Child Care and Family 49,031.

Miscellaneous 1 10,366.

93a Preschool family fees & Family Support Advocacy

N/A
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Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this return, including accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my knowledge and belief, it is
true, correct, and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than officer) is based on all information of which preparer has any knowledge.

G
Signature of officer Date

Please
Sign
Here G

Type or print name and title.

Date Preparer's SSN or PTIN (See
General Instruction W)Preparer's

signature G
Check if
self-
employed G

G EIN G

Paid
Pre-
parer's
Use
Only

Firm's name (or
yours if self-
employed),
address, and
ZIP + 4  Phone no. G

BAA Form 990  (2006)

Form 990 (2006) Page 9

Part XI Information Regarding Transfers To and From Controlled Entities. Complete only if the
organization is a controlling organization as defined in section 512(b)(13).

Yes No

106 Did the reporting organization make any transfers to a controlled entity as defined in section 512(b)(13) of the Code? If
'Yes,' complete the schedule below for each controlled entity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Yes No

107 Did the reporting organization receive any transfers from a controlled entity as defined in section 512(b)(13) of the Code? If
'Yes,' complete the schedule below for each controlled entity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

(A)
Name, address, of each

controlled entity

(B)
Employer Identification

Number

(C)
Description of

transfer
(D)

Amount of transfer

a

b

c

Totals

(A)
Name, address, of each

controlled entity

(B)
Employer Identification

Number

(C)
Description of

transfer
(D)

Amount of transfer

a

b

c

Totals

Yes No

108 Did the organization have a binding written contract in effect on August 17, 2006, covering the interest, rents, royalties, and
annuities described in question 107 above? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

TEEA0110L  01/19/07

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Mario Paz, Executive Director

X

X

X

N/A
ALLAN LIU, CPA

N/A201 WILLOW AVE
MILLBRAE, CA 94030-2536 (650)692-1172
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OMB No. 1545-0047

SCHEDULE A
(Form 990 or 990-EZ)

Organization Exempt Under
Section 501(c)(3)

(Except Private Foundation) and Section 501(e), 501(f), 501(k),
501(n), or 4947(a)(1) Nonexempt Charitable Trust

Supplementary Information '  (See separate instructions.)
2006

Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service G  MUST be completed by the above organizations and attached to their Form 990 or 990-EZ.

Part II ' B Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Independent Contractors for Other Services
(List each contractor who performed services other than professional services, whether individuals or
firms. If there are none, enter 'None.' See instructions.)

 (a) Name and address of each independent contractor paid more than $50,000 (b) Type of service (c) Compensation

Total number of other contractors receiving
Gover $50,000 for other services. . . . . . . . . . . 

BAA  For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990 and Form 990-EZ. Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006

TEEA0401L   01/19/07

 (a) Name and address of each independent contractor paid more than $50,000 (b) Type of service (c) Compensation

Total number of others receiving over
G$50,000 for professional services . . . . . . . . . 

Name of the organization Employer identification number

Part I Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Employees Other Than Officers, Directors, and Trustees
(See instructions. List each one. If there are none, enter 'None.')

(a) Name and address of each
employee paid more

than $50,000

(b) Title and average
hours per week

devoted to position

(c) Compensation (d) Contributions
to employee benefit
plans and deferred

compensation

(e) Expense
account and other

allowances

Total number of other employees paid
Gover $50,000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Part II ' A Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Independent Contractors for Professional Services
(See instructions. List each one (whether individuals or firms). If there are none, enter 'None.')

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

0. 0. 0.

0

None

0

None

0

See Statement 7
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Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006 Page 2

BAA TEEA0402L   04/04/07 Schedule A (Form 990 or Form 990-EZ) 2006

Part III Statements About Activities (See instructions.) Yes No

1 During the year, has the organization attempted to influence national, state, or local legislation, including any attempt
to influence public opinion on a legislative matter or referendum? If 'Yes,' enter the total expenses paid

Gor incurred in connection with the lobbying activities . . . . . $
(Must equal amounts on line 38, Part VI-A, or line i of Part VI-B.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

Organizations that made an election under section 501(h) by filing Form 5768 must complete Part VI-A. Other
organizations checking 'Yes' must complete Part VI-B AND attach a statement giving a detailed description of the
lobbying activities.

2 During the year, has the organization, either directly or indirectly, engaged in any of the following acts with any
substantial contributors, trustees, directors, officers, creators, key employees, or members of their families, or with any
taxable organization with which any such person is affiliated as an officer, director, trustee, majority owner, or principal
beneficiary? (If the answer to any question is 'Yes,' attach a detailed statement explaining the transactions.)

a Sale, exchange, or leasing of property? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2a

b Lending of money or other extension of credit?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2b

c Furnishing of goods, services, or facilities? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2c

d Payment of compensation (or payment or reimbursement of expenses if more than $1,000)? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2d

e Transfer of any part of its income or assets?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2e

3a Did the organization make grants for scholarships, fellowships, student loans, etc? (If 'Yes,' attach an
explanation of how the organization determines that recipients qualify to receive payments.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3a

b Did the organization have a section 403(b) annuity plan for its employees?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3b

c Did the organization receive or hold an easement for conservation purposes, including easements
to preserve open space, the environment, historic land areas or historic structures? If
'Yes,' attach a detailed statement. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3c

d Did the organization provide credit counseling, debt management, credit repair, or debt negotiation services? . . . . . . . . . . . . 3d

4a Did the organization maintain any donor advised funds? If 'Yes,' complete lines 4b through 4g. If 'No,' complete lines
4f and 4g . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4a

b Did the organization make any taxable distributions under section 4966?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4b

c
Did the organization make a distribution to a donor, donor advisor, or related person? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4c

d GEnter the total number of donor advised funds owned at the end of the tax year . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

e GEnter the aggregate value of assets held in all donor advised funds owned at the end of the tax year . . . . . . . . . . . . 

f Enter the total number of separate funds or accounts owned at the end of the tax year (excluding donor advised
funds included on line 4d) where donors have the right to provide advice on the distribution or investment of

Gamounts in such funds or accounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

g GEnter the aggregate value of assets held in all funds or accounts included on line 4f at the end of the tax year. . . . 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

  N/A
X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

0

0.
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Part IV Reason for Non-Private Foundation Status (See instructions.)

I certify that the organization is not a private foundation because it is: (Please check only  ONE applicable box.)

5 A church, convention of churches, or association of churches. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(i).

6 A school. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii). (Also complete Part V.)

7 A hospital or a cooperative hospital service organization. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii).

8 A federal, state, or local government or governmental unit. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(v).

9 A medical research organization operated in conjunction with a hospital. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii). Enter the hospital's name, city,

and state G

10 An organization operated for the benefit of a college or university owned or operated by a governmental unit. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(iv).
(Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A.)

11a An organization that normally receives a substantial part of its support from a governmental unit or from the general public.
Section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A.)

11b A community trust. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A.)

     Provide the following information about the supported organizations. (See instructions.)

(a)
Name(s) of supported

organization(s)

(b)
Employer identification

number (EIN)

(c)
Type of

organization (described
in lines 5 through 12

above or IRC section)

(d)
Is the supported

organization listed in
the supporting
organization's

governing
documents?

(e)
Amount of

support

Yes No

GTotal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

14 An organization organized and operated to test for public safety. Section 509(a)(4). (See instructions.)

12 An organization that normally receives: (1) more than 33-1/3% of its support from contributions, membership fees, and gross receipts
from activities related to its charitable, etc, functions ' subject to certain exceptions, and (2) no more than 33-1/3% of its support
from gross investment income and unrelated business taxable income (less section 511 tax) from businesses acquired by the
organization after June 30, 1975. See section 509(a)(2). (Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A.)

13
An organization that is not controlled by any disqualified persons (other than foundation managers) and otherwise meets the
requirements of section 509(a)(3). Check the box that describes the type of supporting organization: G

Type I Type II Type III-Functionally Integrated Type III-Other

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006 Page 3

TEEA0407L   01/22/07

BAA Schedule A  (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006

X

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Cent

0.

,
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27 Organizations described on line 12:
a For amounts included in lines 15, 16, and 17 that were received from a 'disqualified person,' prepare a list for your records to show the

name of, and total amounts received in each year from, each 'disqualified person.' Do not file this list with your return. Enter the sum of
such amounts for each year:

(2005) (2004) (2003) (2002)

bFor any amount included in line 17 that was received from each person (other than 'disqualified persons'), prepare a list for your records
to show the name of, and amount received for each year, that was more than the larger of (1) the amount on line 25 for the year or (2)
$5,000. (Include in the list organizations described in lines 5 through 11b, as well as individuals.) Do not file this list with your return.
After computing the difference between the amount received and the larger amount described in (1) or (2), enter the sum of these
differences (the excess amounts) for each year:

(2005) (2004) (2003) (2002)

c Add: Amounts from column (e) for lines: 15 16

17 20 21 27c

d Add: Line 27a total. . . . . and line 27b total. . . . . . . . . . . . 27d

e GPublic support (line 27c total minus line 27d total). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27e

f GTotal support for section 509(a)(2) test: Enter amount from line 23, column (e) . . . . 27f

g GPublic support percentage (line 27e (numerator) divided by line 27f (denominator)). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27g %
h GInvestment income percentage (line 18, column (e) (numerator) divided by line 27f (denominator)). . . . . . . . . . . 27h %

28 Unusual Grants: For an organization described in line 10, 11, or 12 that received any unusual grants during 2002 through 2005, prepare a
list for your records to show, for each year, the name of the contributor, the date and amount of the grant, and a brief description of the
nature of the grant. Do not file this list with your return. Do not include these grants in line 15.

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006 Page 4
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Part IV-A Support Schedule (Complete only if you checked a box on line 10, 11, or 12.) Use cash method of accounting.

Note: You may use the worksheet in the instructions for converting from the accrual to the cash method of accounting.

Calendar year (or fiscal year
Gbeginning in). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

(a)
2005

(b)
2004

(c)
2003

(d)
2002

(e)
Total

15 Gifts, grants, and contributions
received. (Do not include
unusual grants. See line 28.). . . . 

16 Membership fees received . . . . . . 

17 Gross receipts from admissions,
merchandise sold or services performed,
or furnishing of facilities in any activity
that is related to the organization's
charitable, etc, purpose . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

18 Gross income from interest, dividends,
amounts received from payments on
securities loans (section 512(a)(5)),
rents, royalties, and unrelated business
taxable income (less section 511 taxes)
from businesses acquired by the organ-
ization after June 30, 1975 . . . . . . . . . . . 

19 Net income from unrelated business
activities not included in line 18 . . . . . . . 

20 Tax revenues levied for the
organization's benefit and
either paid to it or expended
on its behalf. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

21 The value of services or
facilities furnished to the
organization by a governmental
unit without charge. Do not
include the value of services or
facilities generally furnished to
the public without charge . . . . . . . 

22 Other income. Attach a
schedule. Do not include
gain or (loss) from sale of
capital assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

23 Total of lines 15 through 22 . . . . . 

24 Line 23 minus line 17. . . . . . . . . . . 

25 Enter 1% of line 23. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

26 Organizations described on lines 10 or 11: a GEnter 2% of amount in column (e), line 24. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26a

b Prepare a list for your records to show the name of and amount contributed by each person (other than a governmental unit or publicly
supported organization) whose total gifts for 2002 through 2005 exceeded the amount shown in line 26a. Do not file this list with your

Greturn. Enter the total of all these excess amounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26b

c GTotal support for section 509(a)(1) test: Enter line 24, column (e) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26c
d Add: Amounts from column (e) for lines: 18 19

22 26b 26d

e GPublic support (line 26c minus line 26d total). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26e

f GPublic support percentage (line 26e (numerator) divided by line 26c (denominator)). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26f %

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

1,195,209. 1,127,591. 1,215,597. 869,233. 4,407,630.
0.

55,293. 90,979. 121,681. 109,246. 377,199.

2,843. 1,090. 414. 1,241. 5,588.

0.

0.

0.

3,196. 3,189. 10,791. 17,176.
1,256,541. 1,222,849. 1,348,483. 979,720. 4,807,593.
1,201,248. 1,131,870. 1,226,802. 870,474. 4,430,394.

12,565. 12,228. 13,485. 9,797.
88,608.

4,430,394.
5,588.
17,176. 22,764.

4,407,630.
99.49

N/A

See Stmt 8

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 428-1   Filed 06/07/17   Page 120 of 185

 
[198]

 
[198]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 151 of 278
(256 of 916)



Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006 Page 5

Part V Private School Questionnaire (See instructions.)
(To be completed ONLY by schools that checked the box on line 6 in Part IV)

Yes No

29 Does the organization have a racially nondiscriminatory policy toward students by statement in its charter, bylaws,
other governing instrument, or in a resolution of its governing body? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29

30 Does the organization include a statement of its racially nondiscriminatory policy toward students in all its brochures,
catalogues, and other written communications with the public dealing with student admissions, programs,
and scholarships?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30

31 Has the organization publicized its racially nondiscriminatory policy through newspaper or broadcast media during
the period of solicitation for students, or during the registration period if it has no solicitation program, in a way that
makes the policy known to all parts of the general community it serves?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31

If 'Yes,' please describe; if 'No,' please explain. (If you need more space, attach a separate statement.)

32 Does the organization maintain the following:

a Records indicating the racial composition of the student body, faculty, and administrative staff? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32a

b Records documenting that scholarships and other financial assistance are awarded on a racially
nondiscriminatory basis? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32b

c Copies of all catalogues, brochures, announcements, and other written communications to the public dealing
with student admissions, programs, and scholarships?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32c

d Copies of all material used by the organization or on its behalf to solicit contributions? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32d

If you answered 'No' to any of the above, please explain. (If you need more space, attach a separate statement.)

33 Does the organization discriminate by race in any way with respect to:

a Students' rights or privileges?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33a

BAA TEEA0404L   01/19/07 Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006

b Admissions policies?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33b

c Employment of faculty or administrative staff? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33c

d Scholarships or other financial assistance? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33d

e Educational policies?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33e

f Use of facilities?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33f

g Athletic programs?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33g

h Other extracurricular activities?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33h

If you answered 'Yes' to any of the above, please explain. (If you need more space, attach a separate statement.)

34a Does the organization receive any financial aid or assistance from a governmental agency? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34a

b Has the organization's right to such aid ever been revoked or suspended? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34b

If you answered 'Yes' to either 34a or b, please explain using an attached statement.

35 Does the organization certify that it has complied with the applicable requirements of
sections 4.01 through 4.05 of Rev Proc 75-50, 1975-2 C.B. 587, covering racial
nondiscrimination? If 'No,' attach an explanation.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Cent

N/A
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Part VI-A Lobbying Expenditures by Electing Public Charities (See instructions.)
(To be completed ONLY by an eligible organization that filed Form 5768)

Limits on Lobbying Expenditures

(The term 'expenditures' means amounts paid or incurred.)

(a)
Affiliated group

totals

(b)
To be completed
for all electing
organizations

36 Total lobbying expenditures to influence public opinion (grassroots lobbying) . . . . . . . . . . 36

37 Total lobbying expenditures to influence a legislative body (direct lobbying) . . . . . . . . . . . 37

38 Total lobbying expenditures (add lines 36 and 37) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38

39 Other exempt purpose expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39

40 Total exempt purpose expenditures (add lines 38 and 39) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40

41 Lobbying nontaxable amount. Enter the amount from the following table '

If the amount on line 40 is ' The lobbying nontaxable amount is '

Not over $500,000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20% of the amount on line 40 . . . . . . 

Over $500,000 but not over $1,000,000. . . . . . . . . . . $100,000 plus 15% of the excess over $500,000

Over $1,000,000 but not over $1,500,000. . . . . . . . . . $175,000 plus 10% of the excess over $1,000,000 41

Over $1,500,000 but not over $17,000,000. . . . . . . . . $225,000 plus 5% of the excess over $1,500,000

Over $17,000,000. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $1,000,000. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

42 Grassroots nontaxable amount (enter 25% of line 41). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42

43 Subtract line 42 from line 36. Enter -0- if line 42 is more than line 36. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43

44 Subtract line 41 from line 38. Enter -0- if line 41 is more than line 38. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44

Caution: If there is an amount on either line 43 or line 44, you must file Form 4720.

4 -Year Averaging Period Under Section 501(h)
(Some organizations that made a section 501(h) election do not have to complete all of the five columns below.

See the instructions for lines 45 through 50.)

Lobbying Expenditures During 4 -Year Averaging Period

Calendar year
(or fiscal year
beginning in) G

(a)
2006

(b)
2005

(c)
2004

(d)
2003

(e)
Total

45 Lobbying nontaxable
amount . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

46 Lobbying ceiling amount
(150% of line 45(e)) . . . . . . 

47 Total lobbying
expenditures . . . . . . . . . 

48 Grassroots non-
taxable amount. . . . . . . 

49 Grassroots ceiling amount
(150% of line 48(e)) . . . . . . 

50 Grassroots lobbying
expenditures . . . . . . . . . 

Part VI-B Lobbying Activity by Nonelecting Public Charities
(For reporting only by organizations that did not complete Part VI-A) (See instructions.)

During the year, did the organization attempt to influence national, state or local legislation, including any
attempt to influence public opinion on a legislative matter or referendum, through the use of: Yes No Amount

a Volunteers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b Paid staff or management (Include compensation in expenses reported on lines c through h.). . . . . . . . . . . 

c Media advertisements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

d Mailings to members, legislators, or the public . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

e Publications, or published or broadcast statements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

f Grants to other organizations for lobbying purposes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

g Direct contact with legislators, their staffs, government officials, or a legislative body. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

h Rallies, demonstrations, seminars, conventions, speeches, lectures, or any other means . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

i Total lobbying expenditures (add lines c through h.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

If 'Yes' to any of the above, also attach a statement giving a detailed description of the lobbying activities.

BAA Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006

Check G a if the organization belongs to an affiliated group. Check G b if you checked 'a' and 'limited control' provisions apply.

TEEA0405L   01/19/07

Good Samaritan Family Resource Cente 94-3154078

N/A

N/A
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Part VII Information Regarding Transfers To and Transactions and Relationships With Noncharitable
Exempt Organizations (See instructions)

51 Did the reporting organization directly or indirectly engage in any of the following with any other organization described in section 501(c)
of the Code (other than section 501(c)(3) organizations) or in section 527, relating to political organizations?

a Transfers from the reporting organization to a noncharitable exempt organization of: Yes No

(i)Cash. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51a (i)

(ii)Other assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a (ii)

b Other transactions:

(i)Sales or exchanges of assets with a noncharitable exempt organization. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b (i)

(ii)Purchases of assets from a noncharitable exempt organization. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b (ii)

(iii)Rental of facilities, equipment, or other assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b (iii)

(iv)Reimbursement arrangements. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b (iv)

(v)Loans or loan guarantees . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b (v)

(vi)Performance of services or membership or fundraising solicitations. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b (vi)

c Sharing of facilities, equipment, mailing lists, other assets, or paid employees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . c
d If the answer to any of the above is 'Yes,' complete the following schedule. Column (b) should always show the fair market value of

the goods, other assets, or services given by the reporting organization. If the organization received less than fair market value in
any transaction or sharing arrangement, show in column (d) the value of the goods, other assets, or services received:

(a)
Line no.

(b)
Amount involved

(c)
Name of noncharitable exempt organization

(d)
Description of transfers, transactions, and sharing arrangements

52a Is the organization directly or indirectly affiliated with, or related to, one or more tax-exempt organizations
Gdescribed in section 501(c) of the Code (other than section 501(c)(3)) or in section 527?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

b If 'Yes,' complete the following schedule:

(a)
Name of organization

(b)
Type of organization

(c)
Description of relationship

BAA Schedule A  (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006

TEEA0406L   01/19/07

Good Samaritan Family Resource Cent 94-3154078

X
X

X
X
X
X
X
X
X

X

N/A

N/A
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OMB No. 1545-0047Schedule B
(Form 990, 990-EZ,

or 990-PF) Schedule of Contributors
Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service

Supplementary Information for
line 1 of Form 990, 990-EZ and 990-PF (see instructions)

2006
Name of organization Employer identification number

TEEA0701L   01/18/07

Form 990 or 990-EZ 501(c)( ) (enter number) organization

4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust not treated as a private foundation

527 political organization

Form 990-PF 501(c)(3) exempt private foundation

4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust treated as a private foundation

501(c)(3) taxable private foundation

Organization type (check one):

Filers of: Section:

Check if your organization is covered by the General Rule or a Special Rule. (Note: Only a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization can check
boxes for both the General Rule and a Special Rule  ' see instructions.)

General Rule '

For organizations filing Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF that received, during the year, $5,000 or more (in money or property) from any one
contributor. (Complete Parts I and II.)

Special Rules '

For a section 501(c)(3) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that met the 33-1/3% support test of the regulations under sections
509(a)(1)/170(b)(1)(A)(vi) and received from any one contributor, during the year, a contribution of the greater of $5,000 or 2% of the
amount on line 1 of these forms. (Complete Parts I and II.)

For a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that received from any one contributor, during the year,
aggregate contributions or bequests of more than $1,000 for use exclusively for religious, charitable, scientific, literary, or educational
purposes, or the prevention of cruelty to children or animals. (Complete Parts I, II, and III.)

For a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that received from any one contributor, during the year,
some contributions for use exclusively for religious, charitable, etc, purposes, but these contributions did not aggregate to more than
$1,000. (If this box is checked, enter here the total contributions that were received during the year for an exclusively religious, charitable,
etc, purpose. Do not complete any of the Parts unless the General Rule applies to this organization because it received nonexclusively

Greligious, charitable, etc, contributions of $5,000 or more during the year.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $

Caution: Organizations that are not covered by the General Rule and/or the Special Rules do not file Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or
990-PF) but they must check the box in the heading of their Form 990, Form 990-EZ, or on line 2 of their Form 990-PF, to certify that they do
not meet the filing requirements of Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF).

BAA  For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions
for Form 990, Form 990-EZ, and Form 990-PF.

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

X 3

X
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Form 8868 Application for Extension of Time To File an
Exempt Organization Return OMB No. 1545-1709(Rev April 2007)

Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service GFile a separate application for each return.

FIFZ0501L  05/01/07

? GIf you are filing for an Automatic 3-Month Extension, complete only Part I and check this box. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

? If you are filing for an Additional (not automatic) 3-Month Extension, complete only Part II (on page 2 of this form).

Do not complete Part II unless you have already been granted an automatic 3-month extension on a previously filed Form 8868.

Part I Automatic 3-Month Extension of Time. Only submit original (no copies needed).

Section 501(c) corporations required to file Form 990-T and requesting an automatic 6-month extension ' check this box and complete Part
GI only. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

All other corporations (including 1120-C filers), partnerships, REMICS, and trusts must use Form 7004 to request an extension of time to file
income tax returns.

Name of Exempt Organization Employer identification number

Number, street, and room or suite number. If a P.O. box, see instructions.

City, town or post office, state, and ZIP code. For a foreign address, see instructions.

Type or
print

File by the
due date for
filing your
return. See
instructions.

1 I request an automatic 3-month (6 months for a section 501(c) corporation required to file Form 990-T) extension of time

until , 20 , to file the exempt organization return for the organization named above.
The extension is for the organization's return for:

G calendar year 20 or

G tax year beginning , 20 , and ending , 20 .

2 If this tax year is for less than 12 months, check reason: Initial return Final return Change in accounting period

3a If this application is for Form 990-BL, 990-PF, 990-T, 4720, or 6069, enter the tentative tax, less any
nonrefundable credits. See instructions. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3a $

b If this application is for Form 990-PF or 990-T, enter any refundable credits and estimated tax payments
made. Include any prior year overpayment allowed as a credit . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3b $

c Balance Due. Subtract line 3b from line 3a. Include your payment with this form, or, if required,
deposit with FTD coupon or, if required, by using EFTPS (Electronic Federal Tax Payment System).
See instructions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3c $

Caution. If you are going to make an electronic fund withdrawal with this Form 8868, see Form 8453-EO and Form 8879-EO for
payment instructions.

BAA  For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see instructions. Form 8868 (Rev 4-2007

Check type of return to be filed (file a separate application for each return):

Form 990 Form 990-T (corporation) Form 4720

Form 990-BL Form 990-T (section 401(a) or 408(a) trust) Form 5227

Form 990-EZ Form 990-T (trust other than above) Form 6069

Form 990-PF Form 1041-A Form 8870

? GThe books are in the care of

GTelephone No.. GFAX No.. 

? GIf the organization does not have an office or place of business in the United States, check this box . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

? If this is for a Group Return, enter the organization's four digit Group Exemption Number (GEN) . If this is for the whole group,

Gcheck this box. . G. If it is for part of the group, check this box . . and attach a list with the names and EINs of all members

the extension will cover.

Electronic Filing (e-file). Generally, you can electronically file Form 8868 if you want a 3-month automatic extension of time to file one of the
returns noted below (6 months for section 501(c) corporations required to file Form 990-T). However, you cannot file Form 8868 electronically if
(1) you want the additional (not automatic) 3-month extension or (2) you file Forms 990-BL, 6069, or 8870, group returns, or a composite or
consolidated Form 990-T. Instead, you must submit the fully completed and signed page 2 (Part II) of Form 8868. For more details on the
electronic filing of this form, visit www.irs.gov/efile and click on e-file for Charities & Nonprofits.

X

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

1294 Potrero Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94110

X

Good Samaritan Family Resource

(415) 824-9475 (415) 824-9527

 2/15 08

X  7/01 06  6/30 07

0.

0.

0.
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2006 Federal Statements Page 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 1
Form 990, Part II, Line 25a
Compensation of Officers, Directors, Etc.

Compensation Received (A) (B) (C) (D)
Program Management

Name Total Services & General Fundraising
Kay Bishop 0. 0. 0. 0.
Frank De Rosa 0. 0. 0. 0.
Alan Levinson 0. 0. 0. 0.
Alicia Lieberman, Ph.D. 0. 0. 0. 0.
Anamaria Loya 0. 0. 0. 0.
Wendy Mui 0. 0. 0. 0.
Kat Taylor 0. 0. 0. 0.
Sara Vellve 0. 0. 0. 0.
Dr. Fernando Viteri 0. 0. 0. 0.
Sandra Vivanco 0. 0. 0. 0.
Mario Paz 55,395. 16,619. 22,158. 16,618.

Total $ 55,395.$ 16,619.$ 22,158.$ 16,618.

Employee Benefit Plan Contribution (A) (B) (C) (D)
Program Management

Name Total Services & General Fundraising
Kay Bishop 0. 0. 0. 0.
Frank De Rosa 0. 0. 0. 0.
Alan Levinson 0. 0. 0. 0.
Alicia Lieberman, Ph.D. 0. 0. 0. 0.
Anamaria Loya 0. 0. 0. 0.
Wendy Mui 0. 0. 0. 0.
Kat Taylor 0. 0. 0. 0.
Sara Vellve 0. 0. 0. 0.
Dr. Fernando Viteri 0. 0. 0. 0.
Sandra Vivanco 0. 0. 0. 0.
Mario Paz 0. 0. 0. 0.

Total $ 0.$ 0.$ 0.$ 0.

Expense Acct. & Other Allowances (A) (B) (C) (D)
Program Management

Name Total Services & General Fundraising
Kay Bishop 0. 0. 0. 0.
Frank De Rosa 0. 0. 0. 0.
Alan Levinson 0. 0. 0. 0.
Alicia Lieberman, Ph.D. 0. 0. 0. 0.
Anamaria Loya 0. 0. 0. 0.
Wendy Mui 0. 0. 0. 0.
Kat Taylor 0. 0. 0. 0.
Sara Vellve 0. 0. 0. 0.
Dr. Fernando Viteri 0. 0. 0. 0.
Sandra Vivanco 0. 0. 0. 0.
Mario Paz 0. 0. 0. 0.

Total $ 0.$ 0.$ 0.$ 0.
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2006 Federal Statements Page 2

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 2
Form 990, Part II, Line 43
Other Expenses

(A) (B) (C) (D)
Program Management

Total Services & General Fundraising

Consultants/Contractors 229,401. 118,002. 104,508. 6,891.
Direct Support 3,450. 3,450.
Events 6,850. 6,829. 13. 8.
Field Trips 4,413. 4,413.
Food 31,253. 31,125. 46. 82.
Insurance 45,273. 39,031. 5,098. 1,144.
License & Fees 3,182. 2,260. 821. 101.
Local Transportation 2,530. 2,281. 168. 81.
Miscellaneous 21,461. 11,326. 9,827. 308.
Outside Services 4,228. 942. 3,263. 23.
Staff Development 622. 506. 73. 43.
Start-up/Classroom setup 18,764. 18,764.
Use Allowance 98,697. -100,628. 1,931.
Utilities 40,046. 40,046.

Total $ 411,473. $ 337,626. $ 63,235. $ 10,612.

Statement 3
Form 990, Part III, Line a
Statement of Program Service Accomplishments

Program
Grants and Service

Description Allocations Expenses

Child Development Center provides fully enriched childcare
to low income children and daily drop-in childcare for
community classes. Approximately 7,356 child days of
enrollment of services were performed.

Family Support Advocacy provides programs for all children,
youth and adult programming in an effort to synthesize our
services and to work with the entire family toward financial
security and healthy lifestyles.Programs include parent
support groups, parenting classes, adult literacy,
individual and group theraphy, after school academeic
enrichment, soccer program, asthma and dental screening and
education for children of elementary public schools,
emergency assistance, summer youth programs, english for
beginners language classes, basic computer classes, loan
programs, family planning clinic, and in home support. 1,060,666.

Includes Foreign Grants:  No

$ 0. $ 1,060,666.
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2006 Federal Statements Page 3

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 4
Form 990, Part IV, Line 57
Land, Buildings, and Equipment

Accum. Book
Category Basis Deprec. Value

Automobiles / Transportation Equipment $ 23,482. $ 23,482. $ 0.
Machinery and Equipment 220,016. 213,766. 6,250.
Buildings 2,985,926. 750,627. 2,235,299.
Improvements 216,068. 27,959. 188,109.
Land 300,000. 300,000.

Total $ 3,745,492. $ 1,015,834. $ 2,729,658.

Statement 5
Form 990, Part IV, Line 65
Other Liabilities

Due to SDE. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 24,376.
Total $ 24,376.

Statement 6
Form 990, Part V-A
List of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees

Title and Contri- Expense
Average Hours Compen- bution to Account/

Name and Address Per Week Devoted sation EBP & DC Other

Kay Bishop Director $ 0. $ 0. $ 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Frank De Rosa Treasurer 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Alan Levinson Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Alicia Lieberman, Ph.D. Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Anamaria Loya Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Wendy Mui Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110
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2006 Federal Statements Page 4

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 6 (continued)
Form 990, Part V-A
List of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees

Title and Contri- Expense
Average Hours Compen- bution to Account/

Name and Address Per Week Devoted sation EBP & DC Other

Kat Taylor President $ 0. $ 0. $ 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Sara Vellve Secretary 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Dr. Fernando Viteri Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Sandra Vivanco Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Mario Paz Executive Direc 55,395. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 0
San Francisco, CA 94110

Total $ 55,395. $ 0. $ 0.

Statement 7
Schedule A, Part I
Compensation of Five Highest Paid Employees

Title & Average Compen- Contribut. Expense
Name and Address Hours Worked sation EBP & DC Account

Hector Melendez Exec. Dir. 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue S.F., CA
94110

40

Teresa Carias Director, CDC 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue S.F., CA
94110

40

Alicia Vasquez Family Ser. Dir 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue S.F., CA
94110

40

Total $ 0. $ 0. $ 0.
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2006 Federal Statements Page 5

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 8
Schedule A, Part IV-A, Line 22
Other Income

Description (a) 2005 (b) 2004 (c) 2003 (d) 2002 (e) Total

Miscellaneous Income $ 3,196. $ 3,189. $ 10,791. $ 0. $ 17,176.
Total $ 3,196. $ 3,189. $ 10,791. $ 0. $ 17,176.
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A Final return? Check applicable box.     . Yes No

@ Dissolved Withdrawn Merged/Reorganized
(attach explanation)

If a box is checked, enter date @
B Check forms

filed this year: State: 109 100 100S 100W Fed: 990

Fed: 990EZ 990T 990PF 1041 1120H 1120

C If organization is exempt under R&TC Section 23701d
and is a school, public charity, religious organization,
or is controlled by a religious operation, check box.
See General Instruction F. No filing fee is required. @

D Is this a group filing? See General Instruction N. . . . . . . . Yes No

E Accounting method used . 

F Exempt under Section 23701 (insert letter)Type of
organization IRC Section 4947(a)(1) trust

Receipts
and

Revenues

(Enclose, but
do not staple,
any payment.)

Expenses

 1 Gross sales or receipts from other sources. From Side 2, Part II, line 8 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 1

 2 Gross dues and assessments from members and affiliates. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 2

 3 Gross contributions, gifts, grants, and similar amounts received. See instructions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 3

 4 Total gross receipts for filing requirement test. Add line 1 through line 3

This line must be completed. If the result is less than $25,000, see General Instruction C . . . . @ 4

5 Cost of goods sold. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

6 Cost or other basis, and sales expenses of assets sold . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

7 Total costs. Add line 5 and line 6. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

8 Total gross income. Subtract line 7 from line 4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

9 Total expenses and disbursements. From Side 2, Part II, line 18 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

10 Excess of receipts over expenses and disbursements. Subtract line 9 from line 8 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

YEAR FORM

2006
California Exempt Organization
Annual Information Return 199

California corporation number Federal employer identification number (FEIN)

Corporation/Organization name

Address including Suite, Room, or PMB no.

City State ZIP Code

For Privacy Notice, get form FTB 1131. 3651064 Form 199 C1 2006 Side 1

For calendar or fiscal year beginning month day year and ending month day year

IMPORTANT: Your number is required.

Part I Complete Part I unless not required to file this form. See General Instructions B and C.

11 Filing fee $10 or $25. See General Instruction F . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

Filing
Fee 12 Penalty for failure to file on time. See General Instruction L. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

13 Use tax. See General Instruction M. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 13

14 Balance due. Add line 11, line 12, and line 13 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

15 If exempt under R&TC Section 23701d, has the organization during the year: (1) participated in any political campaign
or (2) attempted to influence legislation or any ballot measure, or (3) made an election under R&TC Section 23704.5
(relating to lobbying by public charities)? If 'Yes,' complete and attach form FTB 3509, Political or Legislative Activities
by Section 23701d Organizations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

16 Did the organization have any changes in its activities, governing instrument, articles of incorporation, or bylaws
that have not been reported to the Franchise Tax Board? If 'Yes,' complete an explanation and attach copies of
revised documents. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

17 Is the organization exempt under R&TC Section 23701g?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

If 'Yes,' enter amount of gross receipts from nonmember sources . . . . $
18 Did the organization file Form 100, Form 100S, 100W, or Form 109 to report taxable income?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

If 'Yes,' enter amount of total income reported . . . . . $
19 The financial records are in care of . Daytime telephone

located at

G Title
Please
Sign
Here G Signature of officer Date @

Daytime telephone

Date Paid preparer's SSN or PTINPaid
Preparer's
signature G

Check
if self-
employed @

FEIN
Paid
Preparer's
Use Only

G @
Firm's name (or
yours, if self-
employed) and
address @ Daytime telephone

Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this return, including accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my knowledge and belief, it is true,
correct, and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than taxpayer) is based on all information of which preparer has any knowledge.

CACA1112L   12/11/06051

07 01 2006 06 30 2007
X

1522670 94-3154078 X

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

X
X

1294 Potrero Avenue Accrual
X d

San Francisco, CA 94110

72,623.

See Sch. B 1,352,784.

1,425,407.

1,425,407.
1,313,260.

112,147.

X

X
X

X

Good Samaritan Family Resource (415) 824-9475
1294 Potrero Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94110

Executive Director

(415) 824-9475

ALLAN LIU, CPA
201 WILLOW AVE
MILLBRAE, CA 94030-2536 (650)692-1172
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Side 2 Form 199 C1 2006 3652064 CACA1112L   12/11/06

10a Depreciable assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b Less accumulated depreciation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

11 Land. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

12 Other assets. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

13 Total assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Liabilities and net worth

14 Accounts payable. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

15 Contributions, gifts, or grants payable. . . . . . . . 

16 Bonds and notes payable. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . 

17 Mortgages payable. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

18 Other liabilities. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

19 Capital stock or principle fund. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

20 Paid-in or capital surplus. Attach reconciliation . . . . . . . . 

21 Retained earnings or income fund . . . . . . . . . . . 

22 Total liabilities and net worth. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Schedule M-1 Reconciliation of income per books with income per return
Do not complete this schedule if the amount on Schedule L, line 13, column (d), is less than $25,000

 1 Gross sales or receipts from all business activities. See instructions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

 2 Interest. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2

 3 Dividends. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3

 4 Gross rents. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  4

5 Gross royalties. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5

6 Gross amount received from sale of assets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

7 Other income. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

8 Total gross sales or receipts from other sources. Add line 1 through line 7.

Enter here and on Side 1, Part I, line 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

9 Contributions, gifts, grants, and similar amounts paid. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

10 Disbursements to or for members . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

11 Compensation of officers, directors, and trustees. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

12 Other salaries and wages . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

13 Interest. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

14 Taxes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

15 Rents . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

16 Depreciation and depletion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

17 Other. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17

18 Total expenses and disbursements. Add line 9 through line 17. Enter here and on Side 1, Part I, line 9 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18

Part II Organizations with gross receipts of more than $25,000 and private foundations regardless of amount of gross receipts '
complete Part II or furnish substitute information. See Specific Line Instructions.

Schedule L Balance Sheets Beginning of taxable year End of taxable year
Assets (a) (b) (c) (d)

 1 Cash . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 2 Net accounts receivable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 3 Net notes receivable. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 4 Inventories. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 5 Federal and state government obligations . . . . 

 6 Investments in other bonds. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . 

 7 Investments in stock. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

8 Mortgage loans (number of loans . . . )

9 Other investments. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . 

Receipts
from
Other
Sources

Expenses
and
Disburse-
ments

 1 Net income per books . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 2 Federal income tax. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 3 Excess of capital losses over capital gains. . 

 4 Income not recorded on books this year.
Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 5 Expenses recorded on books this year not deducted

in this return. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

6 Total.

Add line 1 through line 5. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

7 Income recorded on books this year
not included in this return.

Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 8 Deductions in this return not charged
against book income this year.

Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

9 Total. Add line 7 and line 8. . . . . . . . . . . . 
10 Net income per return.

Subtract line 9 from line 6. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

051

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

13,226.

59,397.

72,623.

55,395.
527,528.

44,594.

89,263.
596,480.

1,313,260.

311,734. 588,176.
249,325. 251,310.

3,465,381. 3,445,492.
946,460. 2,518,921. 1,015,834. 2,429,658.

300,000. 300,000.
16,382. 14,836.

3,396,362. 3,583,980.

54,698. 105,793.

24,376.
3,341,664. 3,453,811.

3,396,362. 3,583,980.

112,147.

112,147. 112,147.

See Statement 1

See Statement 2

See Statement 3

St 4

St 5
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OMB No. 1545-0047Schedule B
(Form 990, 990-EZ,

or 990-PF) Schedule of Contributors
Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service

Supplementary Information for
line 1 of Form 990, 990-EZ and 990-PF (see instructions)

2006
Name of organization Employer identification number

TEEA0701L   01/18/07

Form 990 or 990-EZ 501(c)( ) (enter number) organization

4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust not treated as a private foundation

527 political organization

Form 990-PF 501(c)(3) exempt private foundation

4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust treated as a private foundation

501(c)(3) taxable private foundation

Organization type (check one):

Filers of: Section:

Check if your organization is covered by the General Rule or a Special Rule. (Note: Only a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization can check
boxes for both the General Rule and a Special Rule  ' see instructions.)

General Rule '

For organizations filing Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF that received, during the year, $5,000 or more (in money or property) from any one
contributor. (Complete Parts I and II.)

Special Rules '

For a section 501(c)(3) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that met the 33-1/3% support test of the regulations under sections
509(a)(1)/170(b)(1)(A)(vi) and received from any one contributor, during the year, a contribution of the greater of $5,000 or 2% of the
amount on line 1 of these forms. (Complete Parts I and II.)

For a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that received from any one contributor, during the year,
aggregate contributions or bequests of more than $1,000 for use exclusively for religious, charitable, scientific, literary, or educational
purposes, or the prevention of cruelty to children or animals. (Complete Parts I, II, and III.)

For a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that received from any one contributor, during the year,
some contributions for use exclusively for religious, charitable, etc, purposes, but these contributions did not aggregate to more than
$1,000. (If this box is checked, enter here the total contributions that were received during the year for an exclusively religious, charitable,
etc, purpose. Do not complete any of the Parts unless the General Rule applies to this organization because it received nonexclusively

Greligious, charitable, etc, contributions of $5,000 or more during the year.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $

Caution: Organizations that are not covered by the General Rule and/or the Special Rules do not file Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or
990-PF) but they must check the box in the heading of their Form 990, Form 990-EZ, or on line 2 of their Form 990-PF, to certify that they do
not meet the filing requirements of Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF).

BAA  For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions
for Form 990, Form 990-EZ, and Form 990-PF.

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

California Copy

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

X 3

X
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 164 of 278
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (See Specific Instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   01/18/07 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

1 5

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

1

2

3

4

5

6

8
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (See Specific Instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   01/18/07 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

2 5

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

7

8

9

10

11

12
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (See Specific Instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   01/18/07 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

3 5

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

13

14

15

16

17

18 Bill & Caroline Orrick X

5,072.
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (See Specific Instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   01/18/07 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

4 5

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

19

20

21

22

23

24
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (See Specific Instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   01/18/07 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

5 5

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

25

26
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TEEA0703L   01/18/07

Part II Noncash Property (See Specific Instructions.)

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

BAA Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part II
Name of organization Employer identification number

1 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

N/A
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TEEA0704L   01/18/07

Part III Exclusively religious, charitable, etc, individual contributions to section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10)
organizations aggregating more than $1,000 for the year (Complete cols (a) through (e) and the following line entry.)

For organizations completing Part III, enter total of exclusively religious, charitable, etc,
Gcontributions of $1,000 or less for the year. (Enter this information once ' see instructions.). . . . . . . . . . . . $

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

BAA Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part III
Name of organization Employer identification number

1 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

N/A

N/A
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2006 California Statements Page 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 1
Form 199, Part II, Line 7
Other Income

Miscellaneous . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 10,366.
Program Service Revenue. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49,031.

Total $ 59,397.

Statement 2
Form 199, Part II, Line 11
Compensation of Officers, Directors, and Trustees

Title and Contri- Expense
Average Hours Compen- bution to Account/

Name and Address Per Week Devoted sation EBP & DC Other

Kay Bishop Director $ 0. $ 0. $ 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Frank De Rosa Treasurer 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Alan Levinson Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Alicia Lieberman, Ph.D. Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Anamaria Loya Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Wendy Mui Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Kat Taylor President 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Sara Vellve Secretary 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Dr. Fernando Viteri Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Sandra Vivanco Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110
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2006 California Statements Page 2

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 2 (continued)
Form 199, Part II, Line 11
Compensation of Officers, Directors, and Trustees

Title and Contri- Expense
Average Hours Compen- bution to Account/

Name and Address Per Week Devoted sation EBP & DC Other

Mario Paz Executive Direc $ 55,395. $ 0. $ 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue None
San Francisco, CA 94110

Total $ 55,395. $ 0. $ 0.

Statement 3
Form 199, Part II, Line 17
Other Expenses

Conferences, Conventions, and Meetings. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 1,187.
Consultants/Contractors. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 229,401.
Direct Support. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,450.
Equipment Rental and Maintenance. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41,754.
Events. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,850.
Field Trips. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,413.
Food. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31,253.
Insurance. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45,273.
License & Fees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,182.
Local Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,530.
Miscellaneous . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21,461.
Other Employee Benefit. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84,587.
Outside Services. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,228.
Postage and Shipping. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,673.
Printing and Publications. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,063.
Staff Development . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 622.
Start-up/Classroom setup. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18,764.
Supplies. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34,310.
Telephone. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,433.
Utilities. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40,046.

Total $ 596,480.

Statement 4
Form 199, Schedule L, Line 12
Other Assets

Prepaid Expenses and Deferred Charges. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,836.
Total $ 14,836.
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Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 5
Form 199, Schedule L, Line 18
Other Liabilities

Due to SDE. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24,376.
Total $ 24,376.
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IN

MAIL TO:
Registry of Charitable Trusts
P.O. Box 903447
Sacramento, CA 94203-4470
Telephone: (916) 445-2021

WEBSITE ADDRESS:
http://ag.ca.gov/charities/

ANNUAL
REGISTRATION RENEWAL FEE REPORT

TO ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CALIFORNIA
Sections 12586 and 12587, California Government Code

11 Cal. Code Regs. sections 301-307, 311 and 312

Failure to submit this report annually no later than four months and fifteen days after the
end of the organization's accounting period may result in the loss of tax exemption and
the assessment of a minimum tax of $800, plus interest, and/or fines or filing penalties
as defined in Government Code Section 12586.1. IRS extensions will be honored.

Check if:

State Charity Registration Number Change of address

Amended report

Name of Organization

Corporate or Organization No.
Address (Number and Street)

Federal Employer ID No.
City or Town State ZIP Code

PART A ' ACTIVITIES

For your most recent full accounting period (beginning ending ) list:

Gross annual revenue $ Total assets $

PART B ' STATEMENTS REGARDING ORGANIZATION DURING THE PERIOD OF THIS REPORT

Note: If you answer 'yes' to any of the questions below, you must attach a separate sheet providing an explanation and details for each
'yes' response. Please review RRF-1 instructions for information required.

Yes No
1 During this reporting period, were there any contracts, loans, leases or other financial transactions between the

organization and any officer, director or trustee thereof either directly or with an entity in which any such officer,
director or trustee had any financial interest?

2 During this reporting period, was there any theft, embezzlement, diversion or misuse of the organization's charitable
property or funds?

3 During this reporting period, did non-program expenditures exceed 50% of gross revenues?

4 During this reporting period, were any organization funds used to pay any penalty, fine or judgment? If you filed a
Form 4720 with the Internal Revenue Service, attach a copy.

5 During this reporting period, were the services of a commercial fundraiser or fundraising counsel for charitable
purposes used? If 'yes,' provide an attachment listing the name, address, and telephone number of the
service provider.

6 During this reporting period, did the organization receive any governmental funding? If so, provide an attachment listing
the name of the agency, mailing address, contact person, and telephone number.

7 During this reporting period, did the organization hold a raffle for charitable purposes? If 'yes,' provide an attachment
indicating the number of raffles and the date(s) they occurred.

8 Does the organization conduct a vehicle donation program? If 'yes,' provide an attachment indicating whether
the program is operated by the charity or whether the organization contracts with a commercial fundraiser for
charitable purposes.

9 Did your organization have prepared an audited financial statement in accordance with generally accepted accounting
principles for this reporting period?

Organization's area code and telephone number

Organization's e-mail address

I declare under penalty of perjury that I have examined this report, including accompanying documents, and to the best of my knowledge
and belief, it is true, correct and complete.

Signature of authorized officer Printed Name Title Date

CAVA9801L   08/16/05 RRF-1 (3-05)

ANNUAL REGISTRATION RENEWAL FEE SCHEDULE (11 Cal. Code Regs. sections 301-307, 311and 312)
Make Check Payable to Attorney General's Registry of Charitable Trusts

Gross Annual Revenue Fee Gross Annual Revenue Fee Gross Annual Revenue Fee

Less than $25,000 0 Between $100,001and $250,000 $50 Between $1,000,001 and $10 million $150
Between $25,000 and $100,000 $25 Between $250,001 and $1 million $75 Between $10,000,001 and $50 million $225

Greater than $50 million $300

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

1294 Potrero Avenue 1522670

San Francisco, CA 94110 94-3154078

 7/01/06  6/30/07
1,425,407. 3,583,980.

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X
(415) 824-9475

Mario Paz Executive Director

See Statement 1
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Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 1
Form RRF-1, Part B, Line 6
Government Agency That Provided Funding

1) California State Department of Education
   1430 N. Street
   Sacramento, Ca 95814-5901
   Cynthia Robinson (916) 324-6586

2) Department of Children, Youth, and Their Families
   1390 Market Street
   San Francisco, Ca 94102
   Winna Davis (415) 554-8957

3) First Five
   1390 Market Street, Ste. 900
   San Francisco, CA 94102
   Denise Albano (415) 503-1604

4) San Francisco Head Start Program
   205 13th Street, Ste. 3280
   San Francisco, Ca 94103
   Jeff Dang (415) 503-1604
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 EXHIBIT 9 
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https://www.liveaction.org/news/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/caroline-farrar-orrick.jpg 
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 EXHIBIT 10 
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6/7/2017 Stand with Planned Parenthood

https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/ 1/8

STAND 
WITH 
PLANNED 
PARENTHOOD

Stand with Planned

* First Name:

http://istandwithpp.org/ Go

140 captures
28 Feb 2011  3 Jun 2017
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https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://istandwithpp.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/
https://web.archive.org/web/*/http://istandwithpp.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/


6/7/2017 Stand with Planned Parenthood

https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/ 2/8

Stand with Planned
Parenthood —  
then spread the truth.
 

Once again, a group of anti-abortion

activists has attacked Planned Parenthood

doctors, nurses, and patients with false

accusations. And once again, their

political allies are seizing on these

accusations as an excuse to push the

same dangerous agenda — shut down

health centers and cut women off from

care.

Show them you aren't fooled by the latest

smear job. Show them you won't stop

fighting for women's health and rights.

Add your name to the millions who stand

proudly with Planned Parenthood.

* Last Name:

* Your Email:

* ZIP / Postal Code:

   Yes, I would like to receive periodic updates and communications from Planned

Parenthood.

SEND MESSAGE

*Required fields

Change Your Tell Them

http://istandwithpp.org/ Go

140 captures
28 Feb 2011  3 Jun 2017
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https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://twibbon.com/Support/stand-with-pp
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://secure.ppaction.org/site/SPageServer/?pagename=pp_ppol_standwithpp2015.html&amp;s_src=StandwithPP_0715_Evergreen_c3&amp;s_subsrc=3NALz1601W1N1V
https://web.archive.org/web/
https://web.archive.org/web/*/http://istandwithpp.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/
JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight
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Change Your
Profile Pic

Show your support for

Planned Parenthood in the

face of continued attacks

by anti-women’s health

extremists and politicians

by changing your profile

picture and/or cover photo

on Facebook and Twitter.

PINK ME FOR PP

Tell Them
Thank You

Every day, no matter what,

Planned Parenthood

doctors, nurses, and other

staff are out there giving

compassionate care to  the

patients who rely on it.

Let's send a big THANK

YOU to all the staff on the

front lines of the fight for

reproductive health and

rights!

SIGN THE CARD

Why I Stand with Planned

Parenthood

READ THEIR STORIES

http://istandwithpp.org/ Go

140 captures
28 Feb 2011  3 Jun 2017
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https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://twibbon.com/Support/stand-with-pp
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://secure.ppaction.org/site/SPageServer/?pagename=pp_ppol_standwithpp2015.html&s_src=StandwithPP_0715_Evergreen_c3&s_subsrc=3NALz1601W1N1V
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://istandwithpp.org/stories/
https://web.archive.org/web/
https://web.archive.org/web/*/http://istandwithpp.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/
JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight
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We all #StandwithPP! Do you?

View All

View All

Hrm.

Wayback Machine doesn't have that page archived.
Want to search for all archived pages under https://www.71n7.com/ ?

https://www.71n7.com//t/standwithpp?width=1137&expand=true&paginate=true&count=5&personalization_id=519228

Latest

Show All

http://istandwithpp.org/ Go

140 captures
28 Feb 2011  3 Jun 2017
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https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/we-all-standwithpp
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/we-all-standwithpp
https://web.archive.org/web/
https://web.archive.org/web/*/https://www.71n7.com/*
https://web.archive.org/web/
https://web.archive.org/web/*/http://istandwithpp.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/
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IN THE NEWS

Reuters, 7/30/15 

White House Says Would Oppose
Congress Defunding Planned Parenthood

The Dallas Morning News, 7/27/15 

Floyd: I owe Planned Parenthood an
apology

New York Times editorial board, 7/22/15 

The Campaign of Deception Against
Planned Parenthood

Associated Press,  7/20/15 
Planned Parenthood says video part of
decade-long harassment

TIME, 7/15/15 
Why Planned Parenthood Provides Fetal
Cells to Scientists

CBS News, 7/22/15 

DOJ to review Planned Parenthood

Washington Post, 7/29/15 

Planned Parenthood president: These
extremist videos are nothing short of an
attack on women

TIME, 7/27/15 

Why I Donated Fetal Tissue After My
Later Abortion

Think Progress, 7/21/15 

Everything You Need To Know About The
Anti-Abortion Groups Trying To Discredit
Planned Parenthood

RH Reality Check, 7/21/15 

Is GOP Leadership Coordinating Attacks
on Planned Parenthood with Anti-choice
Radicals?

Ebony, 7/20/15 

Anti-Choice Group Distorts the Truth
About Planned Parenthood

http://istandwithpp.org/ Go

140 captures
28 Feb 2011  3 Jun 2017
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https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.reuters.com/article/2015/07/30/us-usa-plannedparenthood-whitehouse-idUSKCN0Q42D120150730
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.dallasnews.com/news/columnists/jacquielynn-floyd/20150727-floyd-i-owe-planned-parenthood-an-apology.ece
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.nytimes.com/2015/07/22/opinion/the-campaign-of-deception-against-planned-parenthood.html?partner=rssnyt&emc=rss&_r=0
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.chron.com/news/medical/article/Planned-Parenthood-Video-latest-in-10-years-6395167.php
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://time.com/3958621/why-planned-parenthood-provides-fetal-cells-to-scientists/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.cbsnews.com/news/doj-to-review-planned-parenthood-videos/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/planned-parenthood-president-these-extremist-videos-are-nothing-short-of-an-attack-on-women/2015/07/29/76146334-3611-11e5-9739-170df8af8eb9_story.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://time.com/3973400/fetal-tissue-donation-abortion/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://thinkprogress.org/health/2015/07/21/3682799/planned-parenthood-sting-group/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://rhrealitycheck.org/article/2015/07/21/gop-leadership-coordinating-harassment-planned-parenthood-anti-choice-radicals/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.ebony.com/news-views/anti-choice-group-distorts-the-truth-about-planned-parenthood-503#ixzz3gRV4AYLK
https://web.archive.org/web/
https://web.archive.org/web/*/http://istandwithpp.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/
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videos Chicago Defender, 7/22/15 
Why The Crusade Against Planned
Parenthood Will Affect Black Women
Most

CHANGE YOUR PROFILE PIC READ OTHERS STORIES

STANDING STRONG WITH PLANNED PARENTHOOD

SEE THE FULL LIST

American Bridge NARAL Pro-Choice

America

People for the

American Way

http://istandwithpp.org/ Go

140 captures
28 Feb 2011  3 Jun 2017
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https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.cbsnews.com/news/doj-to-review-planned-parenthood-videos/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://chicagodefender.com/2015/07/22/why-the-crusade-against-planned-parenthood-will-affect-black-women-most/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://twibbon.com/Support/stand-with-pp
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://istandwithpp.org/stories
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://istandwithpp.org/organizations-support-planned-parenthood/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.msnbc.com/msnbc/will-planned-parenthoods-allies-blink
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.prochoiceamerica.org/media/press-releases/2015/pr07222015_standwithpp.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.huffingtonpost.com/michael-b-keegan/if-republicans-love-one-t_b_7842450.html
https://web.archive.org/web/
https://web.archive.org/web/*/http://istandwithpp.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/
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American Democracy

Legal Fund

Catholics for Choice

Center for

Reproductive Rights

COLOR Latina

CREDO

Emily's List

Moveon.org

Ms. Foundation for

Women

National Abortion

Fund

National Council of

Jewish Women

National Latina

Institute for

Reproductive Health

National LGBTQ Task

Force

National Partnership

with Women &

Families

National Women's

Law Center

NOW - National

Organization for

Women

Physicians for

Reproductive Health

RH Reality Check

Sexuality Information

and Education Council

of the U.S. (SIECUS)

SisterSong

UltraViolet

Voto Latino

Women's Law Project

ABOUT THIS
SITE

http://istandwithpp.org/ Go

140 captures
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https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.politico.com/story/2015/07/planned-parenthood-damage-control-gop-demands-answers-120491.html#ixzz3gfL56h8A
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.huffingtonpost.com/jon-obrien/planned-parenthood-attack_b_7818524.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://twitter.com/ReproRights/status/621356578244009984
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://www3.thedatabank.com/dpg/442/pm.asp?id=46707&aacwc=371564423223057046707153465102
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://act.credoaction.com/sign/PP_Attacked
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.emilyslist.org/page/s/20150722_email_PP?&utm_medium=email&utm_source=emilyslist&utm_content=2&utm_campaign=WPENE723_digital_email_20150722_StandWithPP_v1s1&source=WPENE723_digital_email_20150722_StandWithPP_v1s1
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://twitter.com/MoveOn/status/621837759905402880
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://forwomen.org/content/480/en/Media/Press%20Releases%20and%20Statements/Statement%20from%20Ms.%20Foundation%20for%20Women%20President%20and%20CEO%20Teresa%20C.%20Younger%20on%20Planned%20Parenthood%20Attacks.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://twitter.com/NatAbortionFed/status/623532170267754496
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://twitter.com/ncjw/status/622133352938631168
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://www.facebook.com/notes/national-latina-institute-for-reproductive-health/nlirh-responds-to-attacks-on-planned-parenthood/10153625810087448
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://www.thetaskforce.org/carey-we-stand-with-planned-parenthood/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://secure2.convio.net/npwf/site/Advocacy?cmd=display&page=UserAction&id=1133
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://secure2.convio.net/nwlc/site/Advocacy;jsessionid=D28FEA1252CD36809135EBDC5F3068BC.app252b?cmd=display&page=UserAction&id=1345
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://now.org/media-center/press-release/lies-and-distortion-wont-change-the-truth-about-planned-parenthood-planned-parenthood-saves-lives/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://mobile.twitter.com/reprodocs/status/621732056373010433
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://action.rhrealitycheck.org/page/speakout/stand-with-planned-parenthood
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://siecus.org/index.cfm?fuseaction=Feature.showFeature&featureid=2408&pageid=611
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://myemail.constantcontact.com/PRESS-RELEASE--SisterSong-Responds-to-Recent-Attacks-on-Planned-Parenthood.html?soid=1102470515351&aid=Z8oS_05TVAY
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Pages 1 - 14  

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

BEFORE THE HONORABLE WILLIAM H. ORRICK, JUDGE 

 
NATIONAL ABORTION )
FEDERATION, et al., )

) 
               Plaintiffs,    ) 
     v. ) NO. 3:15-cv-03522-WHO 

)  
CENTER FOR MEDICAL )
PROGRESS, et al., )

) 
               Defendants.    )  San Francisco, California  
______________________________)  Thursday, May 25, 2017 
             

TRANSCRIPT OF OFFICIAL ELECTRONIC SOUND RECORDING  
OF PROCEEDINGS  

FTR 4:08 p.m. - 4:28 p.m. =  20 minutes 

(All counsel appeared by telephone conference) 

APPEARANCES: 
 
For Plaintiffs:         Morrison & Foerster 
                        425 Market Street 
                        San Francisco, California  94105-2482 
                   BY:  DEREK FRANCIS FORAN, ESQ. 
                        CHRISTOPHER LEONARD ROBINSON, ESQ.  
                        MARC A. HEARRON, ESQ.  
 
For Defendants:         Law Offices of Charles S. LiMandri 
                        P.O. box 9120 
                        Rancho Santa Fe, California  92067 
                   BY:  CHARLES SALVATORE LiMANDRI, ESQ. 
                        JEFFREY MICHAEL TRISSELL, ESQ. 
                        PAUL MICHAEL JONNA, ESQ. 
 

(Appearances continued on following page.) 
 
Transcribed by:          Leo T. Mankiewicz, Transcriber 
                         leomank@gmail.com 
                         (415) 722-7045 
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                   BY:  THOMAS LEONARD BREJCHA, JR., ESQ. 
                        THOMAS OLP, ESQ. 
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Thursday, May 25, 2017 

4:08 p.m. 

(Transcriber's Note:  Due to counsel's failure to state their 

name when speaking, certain speaker identifications were 

impossible to ascertain.) 

---o0o--- 

P R O C E E D I N G S 

THE COURT:  Good afternoon, everybody.  This is

Judge Orrick.

MR. LiMANDRI:  Good afternoon, your Honor.

Attorneys Charles LiMandri and Paul Jonna, Jeff Trissell

representing Biomax and CMP, and I think the rest of the civil

defense team is on the line, as well.

THE COURT:  All right.  I have a record that for the

plaintiff Mr. Foran, Mr. Robinson and Mr. Hearron are on the

call, and that Ms. Short, Mr. Brejcha, Mr. Olp, Mr. Bath --

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Bath.

THE COURT:  -- Bath, mr. LiMandri, Mr. Heffron,

Mr. Trissell, Mr. Jonna and Mr. Zimmerman are on the call.

Is anybody else on the call?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Yes, your Honor, there's some

Thomas More lawyers on the call.

THE COURT:  Okay.  That's fine.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  The clerk has the names.

They haven't appeared, but they may appear later.
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     4

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  You read the names.  Those

are the people.

THE COURT:  All right, and are -- and is anybody

from Steve Cooley & Associates on the call?

(No response.) 

I take that as a no.  Is Mr. Daleiden on the call?

MS. SHORT:  No, he's not, your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right, was he notified?

MS. SHORT:  He was notified, yes, your Honor.  He

was -- it was on advice of his criminal defense counsel that he

was advised not to -- because of the ongoing criminal

proceedings in the San Francisco Superior Court, he was advised

not to join the call.

THE COURT:  All right, and did they advise

themselves not to join the call?

MS. SHORT:  I -- yeah, I never spoke to Mr. Cooley.

I understood that Mr. Ferreira was not joining.

THE COURT:  All right.

MS. SHORT:  I just -- (indistinct) -- attorney

communication with him at all.

THE COURT:  Okay.  So the lawyers on this call know

that I entered a preliminary injunction on February 5th, 2016,

which says pending a final judgment, defendants and those

individuals who gained access to NAF's 2014 and 2015 annual

meetings using aliases and acting with CMP are restrained and
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enjoined from publishing or otherwise disclosing to any third

party any video, audio, photographic or other recordings taken,

or any confidential information learned at any NAF annual

meetings, publish or otherwise disclosing to any third party

the dates or locations of any future NAF meetings, and

publishing or otherwise disclosing to any third party the names

or addresses of any NAF members learned at any NAF meetings.

I received a letter this morning from counsel for

NAF which says that Mr. Daleiden's counsel, Steve Cooley and

Brentford J. Ferreira of Steve Cooley & Associates, have

embedded on their website approximately a three-minute video

containing several clips, all or substantially all of which

were taken at NAF's annual meetings and covered by the Court's

order.

The same web page also discloses the name of 14

individuals who attended NAF's meetings and who are identified

as Does in the criminal case, 11 of whom are NAF members, and

that the website also contains the link to a URL that publishes

several hours of videos of these individuals taken at NAF's

annual meetings, all covered by the Court's order, and that in

addition, Mr. Daleiden's counsel has also posted a YouTube link

that appears to publish all 504 hours of video covered by the

Court's preliminary injunction.

And if the criminal counsel were on the phone, as

I requested, I would have asked him whether that's true.
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They're not on the phone.  If Mr. Daleiden was here, as

I ordered, on the phone, I would ask him the same question, and

so I guess Ms. Short, I ask you, is that true?

MS. SHORT:  That -- that -- what, I understand that,

I went to the same website, yes, there are or were videos on

the website, and there were the names of the Does on the

website, and there were -- well, I guess that's the two things,

the videos and the Doe defendants -- excuse me -- Doe

complainants in the criminal complaint.

THE COURT:  All right.  Well, so Mr. Daleiden

happens to be covered by this order, as do any third parties,

and as we have his lawyer on the call, I am ordering that all

of those things that are listed -- that I've just listed and

that are listed in the letter, be taken down within the next 15

minutes, if they haven't been taken down already.

And let me ask Mr. Foran or anybody for the

plaintiffs whether they have any additional information to

share.

MR. FORAN:  Yes, thank you, your Honor.  Just very

briefly, obviously, we have to act very quickly this morning.

We gave the Court the best information we had at the time.  The

Court's -- basically, the recitation remains accurate, with one

exception, and that is that the second URL link, that URL link

links to a YouTube playlist that contains 337 videos.  Our

client has done the best job it can under the circumstances to
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determine the total number of hours disclosed and its best

estimate right now is 150.

So I wanted to make sure that I clarified that for

the Court, all of which are covered by the Court's preliminary

injunction order.

The other point that I wanted to make was, it is the

case, as far as we know, that it is the Center for Medical

Progress that are publishing these materials, and we didn't

quite understand that this morning.  When you click on these

links, you're directed to a YouTube playlist, and you can see

on the playlist that the publisher of these videos is the

Center for Medical Progress.

Apparently, the way they did it was, they published

the videos on their own website, but they unlisted them, so if

you go on the Center for Medical Progress' own YouTube website,

I don't see these videos, but if you follow the URL links that

Mr. Daleiden's lawyers published publicly, anybody in the world

can access these materials, and they're being published by the

Center for Medical Progress right now.

THE COURT:  Is there anybody from the defense who

has some explanation for this?

MS. SHORT:  Your Honor, actually, I did want to

clarify, if I might, something about your order, about the list

of the Doe complainants.

That is not something that is generated from, by or
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whatever, from NAF.  That is something that came -- my

understanding, came from the Attorney General's office and was

given to defense counsel.  And so its origins and vector are

totally separate from Mr. Daleiden.

MR. FORAN:  Your Honor, if I could briefly respond?

THE COURT:  Go ahead.

MR. FORAN:  Obviously, it's not totally separate

from Mr. Daleiden because that list was generated from the

tapes that the California Attorney General reviewed in order to

put their complaint together, and it is nevertheless the case

that Mr. Daleiden and anybody acting on his behalf continues to

be enjoined from publishing the names of individuals, of NAF

members, and that is exactly what his lawyer is doing on his

website right now.

I would also ask the Court -- this is a pretty

flagrant and gross violation, as far as we're concerned.  I am

not exaggerating when I say I have been on the phone today with

people in tears, our client is on high security alert, and it

simply cannot be the case that these defendants are continued

to mount this campaign against my client and its members.

I would ask the Court for an order, and we

appreciate the takedown order, but this has got to have some

teeth, either significant financial penalties and/or an order

of imprisonment if this defendant does not comply with this

Court's orders.
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MS. SHORT:  Your Honor, may I respond?

THE COURT:  Go ahead.

MS. SHORT:  First of all, the videos are currently

down, (indistinct).  Secondly, as far as going back to the list

of names, again, that your order was for names learned at any

NAF meeting.  This is -- again, this information is coming in

the context of the criminal prosecution where Mr. Daleiden is

being charged with 15 felony counts on behalf of named Doe --

or unnamed Does, and the Attorney General chose to prosecute

this, chose to proceed in that way, and chose then to provide

those names.

This totally -- this is not information that is

coming through Mr. Daleiden, and so I don't see how the Court

can order -- and also, I'm sorry, actually, let me turn to

another basic point, which is, this is Mr. Ferreira's and

Mr. Cooley's website.  I mean, we are not in a position to tell

them to take down anything, but in any event, those are names

that were provided to them by the Attorney General.

THE COURT:  All right, well, in the way that I read

this order, those names are covered under sub 3, the

information that is coming to -- through Mr. Daleiden, who is

the client and directs his counsel, is, in my view, a flagrant

violation of this Court's order, and if it is correct that this

is all coming through CMP, then woe is going to be to the

people who are involved in this.

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 428-1   Filed 06/07/17   Page 179 of 185

 
[257]

 
[257]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 210 of 278
(315 of 916)



    10

The types of sanctions that are available include

fines and monetary sanctions, censures of the people who are

involved, including the lawyers, and attorney discipline,

including the lawyers, including the criminal lawyers.  

And so what I'm going to do is I'm going set an

order to show cause, and I think there is evidence that needs

to be provided in order to assure that everybody gets their

process.

So Mr. Foran, how quickly will you be in a position

to file a -- documents in support of contempt or other

sanctions?

MR. FORAN:  Your Honor, we can do it on any schedule

that the Court orders us to.  We're on the footing to do so.

And if we take a takedown order today that has some teeth, I'd

ask for a couple of days just so we can consider the types of

remedies that we want to seek here.  So maybe early next week.

THE COURT:  All right, well, let's say that you will

file, by the 31st of May, any documents or other evidence in

support of a finding of contempt; that the defendants will

respond by the 7th.  We'll have a hearing on the 14th at

2:00 p.m.  And I suggest that, Mr. Foran, you serve Mr. Cooley

and Mr. Ferreira with any documents that are appropriate.

I just have to tell you that I find this shocking,

and I am quite amazed with the lawyers, quite amazed.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  I'm not sure what lawyers
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you're referring to --

THE COURT:  Mr. Foran -- excuse me.

Mr. Foran, what is -- when you say an order with

teeth, besides the order to show cause, are you suggesting

something else?

MR. FORAN:  I'm asking for an immediate takedown

order, your Honor --

THE COURT:  Yes, that's -- I've already given that,

but besides those two things?

MR. FORAN:  Some kind of penalties, either monetary

or defer to the Court on what types of penalties here, but

this -- look, this is shocking from our perspective, it's

outrageous, it's already a gross violation of the Court's

order.  We have no confidence whatsoever that Mr. Daleiden or

his criminal counsel are going to comply with the takedown

order.  So we would like to see some significant penalties of

some kind for noncompliance, maybe on a daily basis, until they

come into --

THE COURT:  Thank you.  I think we need to establish

some facts before that happens, but the takedown order and the

order to show cause -- now, was there some -- will be in effect

now, and I accept what Ms. Short represents, that everything

has been taken down, but just to make clear, it better be,

within the next 15 minutes.

MS. SHORT:  Oh, your Honor -- I beg your pardon,
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your Honor.  I do not want to mislead the Court about that,

that the videos were taken down by YouTube, so we are in a --

well -- so I don't want you to misunderstand and think that

I was representing to you that Mr. Daleiden had taken them down

or his (indistinct) had taken them down or something like that.

THE COURT:  Well, I suggest that Mr. Daleiden be

told by his lawyer that they need to be taken down immediately,

and that he tell his lawyers, all of them throughout the world,

that this has to stop.

Now, is there anything else that any of the

defendants wanted to say, defendants' counsel?

MR. LiMANDRI:  Only that -- attorney Charles

LiMandri representing CMP -- to the extent that there's any

impression that the civil attorneys were aware or part of any

desire or effort to violate the court order, I'm hearing about

all of this for the first time today, and I didn't want the

impression to be given that there's some kind of conspiracy or

collusion going on here.

Mr. Daleiden is being represented by criminal

counsel at (indistinct), they're doing what is in his best

interests with respect to the criminal action, but the civil

counsel can't control them.  But of course, we will convey

everything the Court said promptly to them and to Mr. Daleiden,

but I just felt it necessary to bring to the attention of the

Court that the civil counsel are not doing anything to try to
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violate any court orders here, and we'll do what we can to

comply with court orders.

THE COURT:  Mr. Daleiden better be well advised by

his lawyers, regardless, that he is obligated to follow the

Court's orders and not try to skate around them and cause real

harm to human beings, and to himself, as it will turn out, for

his failure to follow the Court's orders.

All right, is there anything further?

MR. FORAN:  Not from the National Abortion

Federation, your Honor.  Thank you for your time.

MS. SHORT:  Um --

THE COURT:  Yes, Ms. Short?

MS. SHORT:  Well, again, I'm still struggling with

the issue of the names, because I don't -- I'm struggling --

well, so I -- you are instructing me to --

THE COURT:  You may litigate that if you'd like, and

you can explain to me how it is that those names don't actually

come directly from the action that your client perpetrated with

respect to learning them at the NAF annual meetings, and the

fact that the State Attorney General may have had -- may be

pursuing criminal proceedings and using, in the criminal

proceedings, the tapes and other information that was developed

by your clients during this -- the 2014 and 2015 annual

meetings, that doesn't give them an independent right to

violate this order.
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That's my view, but maybe you'll be able to persuade

me to the contrary in three weeks, but in the meantime, I hope

that my order was clear.

MS. SHORT:  Thank you, your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right, thank you all very much.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Thank you, your Honor.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Thank you, Judge.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Thank, your Honor.

4:28 p.m. 

---o0o--- 
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CERTIFICATE OF TRANSCRIBER 

 

I, Leo Mankiewicz, certify that the foregoing is a

true and correct transcript, to the best of my ability, of the

above pages of the official electronic sound recording provided

to me by the U.S. District Court, Northern District of

California, of the proceedings taken on the date and time

previously stated in the above matter.

I further certify that I am neither counsel for,

related to, nor employed by any of the parties to the action in

which this hearing was taken; and, further, that I am not

financially nor otherwise interested in the outcome of the

action.

 

___________________________05/26/2017 

Signature of Transcriber         Date 
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

Certificate of Counsel 

I certify that I am counsel of record for Defendant Center for Medical Progress in the 

above-entitled cause, that I am informed as to the proceedings, and that the affidavit and 

application are made in good faith and not for the purpose of hindrance or delay. 

 

     FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND 

Dated:  June 7, 2017          By:  
Charles S. LiMandri, Attorney for Defendant 
The Center for Medical Progress 

 
 
 
To the Clerk of the Court: 

Application is here made, for the reasons set forth in the concurrently submitted affidavit 

and certificate, that appropriate proceedings be taken under 28 U.S.C. § 144 to assign another judge 

to hear the proceeding. 
  
 
 
      FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND 

Dated:  June 7, 2017          By:  
Charles S. LiMandri, Attorney for Defendant  
The Center for Medical Progress 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

Certificate of Counsel 

I certify that I am counsel of record for Defendant David Daleiden in the above-entitled 

cause, that I am informed as to the proceedings, and that the affidavit and application are made in 

good faith and not for the purpose of hindrance or delay. 

 

LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  
 

Dated:  June 7, 2017          By:  
Catherine W. Short, Attorney for Defendant 
David Daleiden  

 
 
 
To the Clerk of the Court: 
 

Application is here made, for the reasons set forth in the concurrently submitted affidavit 

and certificate, that appropriate proceedings be taken under 28 U.S.C. § 144 to assign another judge 

to hear the proceeding. 
  

LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  
 

Dated:  June 7, 2017          By:  
Catherine W. Short, Attorney for Defendant 
David Daleiden  
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

Certificate of Counsel 

I certify that I am counsel of record for Defendant David Daleiden in the above-entitled 

cause, that I am informed as to the proceedings, and that the affidavit and application are made in 

good faith and not for the purpose of hindrance or delay. 

 
 

THOMAS MORE SOCIETY  
 

Dated:  June 7, 2017          By:  
Thomas Brejcha, Attorney for Defendant 
David Daleiden  

 
 
 
To the Clerk of the Court: 
 

Application is here made, for the reasons set forth in the concurrently submitted affidavit 

and certificate, that appropriate proceedings be taken under 28 U.S.C. § 144 to assign another judge 

to hear the proceeding. 
  

 
THOMAS MORE SOCIETY  
 

Dated:  June 7, 2017          By:  
Thomas Brejcha, Attorney for Defendant 
David Daleiden  
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO CIVIL L.R. 5.1(i)(3) 

 

As the filer of this document, I attest that concurrence in the filing was obtained from the 

other signatories. 
 

 
Charles S. LiMandri 
Counsel for Defendant CMP 
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sf-3781997  

Writer’s Direct Contact 
+1 (415) 268.6323 
DForan@mofo.com 
 

 425 MARKET STREET 
SAN FRANCISCO 
CALIFORNIA  94105-2482 

TELEPHONE: 415.268.7000 
FACSIMILE: 415.268.7522 

WWW.MOFO.COM 

 

M O R R I S O N   F O E R S T E R  L L P  

B E I J I N G ,  B E R L I N ,  B R U S S E L S ,  D E N V E R ,  
H O N G  K O N G ,  L O N D O N ,  L O S  A N G E L E S ,  
N E W  Y O R K ,  N O R T H E R N  V I R G I N I A ,  
P A L O  A L T O ,  S A C R A M E N T O ,  S A N  D I E G O ,  
S A N  F R A N C I S C O ,  S H A N G H A I ,  S I N G A P O R E ,
T O K Y O ,  W A S H I N G T O N ,  D . C .  

 

  

June 8, 2017 

 

 

The Honorable William H. Orrick 
United States District Court 
Northern District of California 
450 Golden Gate Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 

Re: National Abortion Federation v. Center for Medical Progress, et al. 
Case No. 3:15-cv-03522 

 
Dear Judge Orrick: 

We write regarding CMP and Daleiden’s Motion to Disqualify Your Honor,1 filed yesterday 
evening (Dkt. 428).  We will respond more fully to the “merits” of this frivolous motion in 
due course, but wished to address CMP and Daleiden’s request that “a stay be granted on all 
proceedings in this case until this motion is heard.”  (Id. at 3.)  This request is clearly a ploy 
to prevent the Court from proceeding with next week’s contempt hearing.  It is legally and 
factually groundless, and should be denied. 
 
The statute cited, 28 U.S.C. § 144, states that a judge shall assign a disqualification motion to 
another judge and “proceed no further” only if the motion is supported by “a timely and 
sufficient affidavit.”  Daleiden’s affidavit is neither.  
 
The affidavit is hardly timely.  “Timeliness is a factor that obviously merits consideration by 
a court that is trying to determine whether a judge is truly biased or a litigant is merely trying 
to avoid an impending adverse decision.”  In re City of Detroit, 828 F.2d 1160, 1167-68 (6th 
Cir. 1987) (per curiam).  Otherwise, a litigant could “play fast and loose with the judicial 
process” by seeking to improperly game the system, or prevent entry of an adverse decision 
against him.  See Jones v. Pittsburgh Nat’l Corp., 899 F.2d 1350, 1356 (3d Cir. 1990) 
(denying recusal motion after imposing sanctions against moving party).  This case has been 
pending for nearly two years, and the supposed grounds for bringing this motion on the eve 
of a contempt hearing, Your Honor’s charitable work with Good Samaritan Family Resource 
Center, was disclosed years ago in a questionnaire submitted to the Senate Judiciary 

                                                 
1 We note that neither Troy Newman, nor the other two contemnors that are the subject of the Court’s contempt 
proceeding, joined this motion. 
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Judge Orrick 
June 8, 2017 
Page Two 

sf-3781997  

Committee.  (Dkt. 428-1 at 44 (“I assisted the Good Samaritan Family Resource Center on 
many legal issues from 1986 to 2009”).)  CMP and Daleiden cannot remotely establish good 
cause for their delay in bringing their recusal motion, and they are flat wrong to suggest that 
an affidavit is timely “even where there can be no good cause shown for the delay.”  (Dkt. 
428 at 6.)  The law is exactly to the contrary.  United States v. Rogers, 119 F.3d 1377, 1382 
(9th Cir. 1997) (“[A] delay in bringing a motion to disqualify may only be excused for good 
cause”) (emphasis added); Pittsburgh Nat’l Corp., 899 F.2d at 1356 (denying recusal motion 
under 28 U.S.C. § 144 and holding that there was no “‘good cause’ for the delay”). 
 
Nor is the affidavit legally sufficient.  United States v. Scholl, 166 F.3d 964, 977 (9th Cir. 
1999) (where an affidavit is neither timely nor sufficient, it does not “trigger reassignment”).  
An affidavit is legally insufficient where “a reasonable person would not reasonably question 
the impartiality” of the judge based on specific factual allegations set forth in the affidavit.  
Wyrzykowski v. Cnty. of Marin, No. 3:14-cv-03825-LB, 2015 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 130472, at 
*7, *10 (N.D. Cal. Sept. 25, 2015).  “Since a federal judge is presumed to be impartial, the 
party seeking disqualification bears a substantial burden to show that the judge is biased.”  
Mendia v. Garcia, No. 10-cv-03910-MEJ, 2017 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 64238, *10 (N.D. Cal. 
Apr. 27, 2017). 
 
Daleidan’s affidavit and the supposed generalized “grounds” cited therein—Your Honor’s 
charitable work, comments made at the May 25 emergency hearing, and Mrs. Orrick’s 
alleged charitable donations and support of Planned Parenthood—do not come close to 
meeting this standard.  See Perry v. Scharzenegger, 630 F.3d 909, 914 (9th Cir. 2011) 
(Reinhardt, J.) (“[T]he fact that my wife heads an organization that has adopted a position 
concerning this case, whether the position is expressed by my wife or in any other manner, 
cannot warrant my recusal”); see also Microsoft Corp. v. United States, 530 U.S. 1301, 1302     
(2000) (Rehnquist, C.J.) (holding recusal is not required merely because a relative is 
involved in other litigation concerning the same subject matter that is before the court, any 
other conclusion is highly “unreasonable and speculative”). 
 
A stay of proceedings, in short, is not remotely warranted.  This Court “has as strong a duty 
to sit when there is no legitimate reason to recuse as he does to recuse when the law and facts 
require.”  Clemens v. U.S. Dist. Court for Cent. Dist. of Cal., 428 F.3d 1175, 1179 (9th Cir. 
2005) (quotation omitted).  The Court should proceed with the contempt hearing and resolve 
Daleiden’s and CMP’s recusal motion on the regular schedule. 
 
Respectfully, 

 
 
Derek F. Foran 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION, 
et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

 
CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, et 
al., 

Defendants. 
 

Case No.  15-cv-03522-WHO    
 
 
ORDER REGARDING MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION; REFERRING 
MOTION TO CLERK FOR RANDOM 
ASSIGMENT 

Re: Dkt. No. 428 
 

 

 Defendants have filed a motion seeking my disqualification for bias under 28 U.S.C. §§ 

144 and 455.  Dkt. No. 428.  This motion was filed over two years after the case had been pending 

before me and four court days before an Order To Show Cause Re Contempt hearing regarding 

whether to sanction defendants or their agents for violating the Preliminary Injunction in this 

case.
1
   

 The standard for disqualification under Sections 144 and 455 is the same:  I must recuse 

myself if “a reasonable person with knowledge of all the facts would conclude that the judge’s 

impartiality might reasonably be questioned.”  United States v. Studley, 783 F.2d 934, 939 (9th 

Cir. 1986); F.J. Hanshaw Enters., Inc., v. Emerald River Dev., Inc., 244 F.3d 1128, 1144 (9th 

Cir.2001) (applying § 455). 

 However, the procedural requirements of the two statutes are different.  Under Section 144, 

                                                 
1
  NAF has alleged that defendants CMP, Daleiden, and Daleiden’s criminal counsel intentionally 

violated the Preliminary Injunction by releasing to the public video recordings surreptitiously 
taken at NAF meetings and disclosing the identifies of NAF members and employees.  Dkt. Nos. 
409, 413.  In light of the pending motion to disqualify, the June 14, 2017 hearing on the Order to 
Show Cause re Contempt is VACATED, although the briefing schedule remains in place.  If 
NAF believes it is critical to move forward with the OSC Re Contempt hearing before the 
disqualification motion is fully resolved, NAF may contact the Courtroom Deputy of the Duty 
Judge, the Hon. Vince Chhabria, to set it for hearing on his calendar. 
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a party seeking recusal must file “a timely and sufficient affidavit” alleging facts that demonstrate 

“the judge before whom the matter is pending has a personal bias or prejudice either against him 

or in favor of any adverse party, such judge shall proceed no further therein, but another judge 

shall be assigned to hear such proceeding.”  28 U.S.C. § 144.  The “affidavit shall state the facts 

and the reasons for the belief that bias or prejudice exists, and shall be filed not less than ten days 

before the beginning of the term at which the proceeding is to be heard, or good cause shall be 

shown for failure to file it within such time.”  Id.  Pursuant to the Northern District’s Local Rule 3-

14:  

 
Whenever an affidavit of bias or prejudice directed at a Judge of this 
Court is filed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 144, and the Judge has 
determined not to recuse him or herself and found that the affidavit 
is neither legally insufficient nor interposed for delay, the Judge 
shall refer the request for disqualification to the Clerk for random 
assignment to another Judge. 
 

 Under Section 455: 

 
(a) Any justice, judge, or magistrate judge of the United States 

shall disqualify himself in any proceeding in which his 
impartiality might reasonably be questioned. 
 

(b)  He shall also disqualify himself in the following 
circumstances: 

(1) Where he has a personal bias or prejudice concerning a 
party, or personal knowledge of disputed evidentiary facts 
concerning the proceeding; 

28 U.S.C § 455.  The issue of recusal under Section 455 is typically raised sua sponte, but can also 

be raised by a litigant.  That distinction does not, under the Northern District’s Local Rule, 

preclude a Judge from likewise referring a motion under Section 455 to the Clerk so that another 

Judge can determine disqualification.  See Commentary to Civ. L. R. 3-14.    

 I must take the facts alleged in the motion for disqualification and the affidavit in support 

as true.  Having reviewed the motion and affidavit, I do not think that it is legally sufficient.  In 

other words, a reasonable person with knowledge of all the facts would not conclude that my 

impartiality might reasonably be questioned.  I also have concerns about its timeliness and 

whether the timing is simply an attempt to delay the resolution of the OSC re Contempt.   

 Nonetheless, under Local Rule 3-14, I refer this motion for disqualification to the Clerk so 
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that it may be randomly assigned to another Judge for resolution.  Until that motion is resolved by 

the randomly-assigned Judge, I will issue no further rulings in this case.  To the extent that the 

parties require relief from the Court on any issue during that time, they may seek the assistance of 

the Duty Judge. 

 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated: June 8, 2017 

 

  

William H. Orrick 
United States District Judge 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION, 
et al, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, et 
al, 

Defendants. 

Case No. C 15-cv-03522-WHO 

ORDER FOR REFERRAL OF MOTION 
FORRECUSAL 

GOOD CAUSE APPEARING, IT IS ORDERED 

On June 8, 2017, Judge William H. Orrick directed that plaintiffs Motion for 

Disqualification of Judge Orrick pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §144 be referred to the Clerk for 

reassignment. Pursuant to Civil Local Rule 3-14, the motion for recusal is hereby referred to the 

Honorable James Donato. 

FOR THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE: 

Dated: 

Chief Deputy Clerk o 
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From: ECF-CAND@cand.uscourts.gov
To: efiling@cand.uscourts.gov
Subject: Activity in Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO National Abortion Federation v. Center for Medical Progress et al Order
Date: Friday, June 9, 2017 11:10:37 AM

This is an automatic e-mail message generated by the CM/ECF system. Please DO NOT
RESPOND to this e-mail because the mail box is unattended. 
***NOTE TO PUBLIC ACCESS USERS*** Judicial Conference of the United States
policy permits attorneys of record and parties in a case (including pro se litigants) to
receive one free electronic copy of all documents filed electronically, if receipt is required
by law or directed by the filer. PACER access fees apply to all other users. To avoid later
charges, download a copy of each document during this first viewing. However, if the
referenced document is a transcript, the free copy and 30 page limit do not apply.

U.S. District Court

California Northern District

Notice of Electronic Filing 

The following transaction was entered on 6/9/2017 at 11:09 AM and filed on 6/9/2017 
Case Name: National Abortion Federation v. Center for Medical Progress et al
Case Number: 3:15-cv-03522-WHO
Filer:
Document Number: 432(No document attached)

Docket Text: 
ORDER re [428] MOTION to Disqualify Judge. Response due by 6/16/2017.
Reply, if any, due by 6/20/2017. Motion Hearing set for 6/22/2017 at 10:00 AM in
Courtroom 11, 19th Floor, San Francisco before Hon. James Donato. The Court
sets this schedule in light of its upcoming trial calendar and the pending
contempt proceedings. All moving papers must conform to Judge Donato's
standing orders. Signed by Judge James Donato on 6/9/2017. (This is a text-
only entry. There is no document associated with this entry.) (jdlc2S, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 6/9/2017)
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NAF’S ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO FILE DOCUMENT UNDER SEAL 
CASE NO. 3:15-cv-3522-WHO 
 

LINDA E. SHOSTAK (CA SBN 64599) 
LShostak@mofo.com 
DEREK F. FORAN (CA SBN 224569) 
DForan@mofo.com 
CHRISTOPHER L. ROBINSON (CA SBN 260778) 
ChristopherRobinson@mofo.com 
Morrison & Foerster LLP 
425 Market Street 
San Francisco, California  94105-2482 
Telephone: 415.268.7000 
Facsimile: 415.268.7522 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION (NAF) 

 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 

NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION (NAF), 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, 
BIOMAX PROCUREMENT SERVICES LLC, 
DAVID DALEIDEN (aka “ROBERT SARKIS”), 
and TROY NEWMAN, 

Defendants. 

Case No. 3:15-cv-3522-WHO 

Judge: Hon. James Donato  

NATIONAL ABORTION 
FEDERATION (NAF)’S 
ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO 
SEAL 
 
 
Date Action Filed: July 31, 2015 
Trial Date:  
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NAF’S ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO FILE DOCUMENT UNDER SEAL 
CASE NO. 3:15-cv-3522-WHO  1 
 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to Civil L.R. 7-11 and 79-5, Plaintiff National Abortion Federation (“NAF”) 

respectfully moves to seal a document filed by Defendants David Daleiden and the Center for 

Medical Progress (“CMP”), in connection with their motion to disqualify Judge Orrick.  This 

motion is filed with Honorable James Donato, who is sitting by random assignment to decide the 

underlying motion to disqualify to which this request relates. 

Specifically, Daleiden’s affidavit contained a donor schedule for a charitable organization 

in San Francisco, Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (“Good Samaritan”), that contains the 

names and home addresses of donors to the organization, including that of Judge Orrick.  To 

protect the privacy of those donors, and because the donor schedule is protected from public 

disclosure under federal law, NAF now seeks an order sealing that document. 

II. REQUIRED CERTIFICATIONS 

Pursuant to the Court’s Standing Order of Administrative Motions to File Under Seal, 

NAF makes the following statements: 

1. NAF certifies that it has reviewed and complied with the Court’s Standing Order of 

Administrative Motions to File Under Seal. 

2. NAF certifies that it has reviewed and complied with Civil Local Rule 79-5. 

3. NAF identifies the documents to be sealed as follows: 

• Schedule B to Exhibit 8 of the Affidavit of David Daleiden in Support of Motion 

for Disqualification of the Honorable William H. Orrick II, pursuant to 28 US.C. 

§§ 144 and 455 at Dkt. No. 428-1:133-140 (“Schedule B”). 

4. Schedule B is attached to a 2006 IRS Form 990, for Good Samaritan Family Resource 

Center.  Schedule B is non-public under federal law.  It lists the names and home 

addresses of individuals who made charitable contributions to Good Samaritan in 2006, 

and specifically identifies the home address of Hon. William Orrick and his wife. 
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NAF’S ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO FILE DOCUMENT UNDER SEAL 
CASE NO. 3:15-cv-3522-WHO  2 
 

5. NAF requests that the document listed above be sealed because it invades the privacy of 

Good Samaritan’s contributors, and because it contains non-public information the 

disclosure of which is prohibited by federal law. 

6. NAF certifies that it has provided all other material required by the Local Rule, including 

courtesy copies in the correct format. 

III. BACKGROUND 

On June 14, 2017, nearly two years after this case was filed and four court days before a 

scheduled contempt hearing, Daleiden and CMP filed a motion to disqualify Judge Orrick.  (Dkt. 

428.)  The supposed basis for Judge Orrick’s alleged “personal bias” is his charitable work with 

Good Samaritan.  Good Samaritan is a 501(c)(3) corporation based in San Francisco.  Founded in 

1894, it provides services to low-income Latino immigrant families.  (Dkt. 428-1 at 11-12; 105.)  

CMP and Daleiden claim that Judge Orrick’s “long-standing relationship” with Good Samaritan 

renders him personally biased against them, because Good Samaritan in turn began a partnership 

with a Planned Parenthood affiliate in 2001.  (Dkt. 428 at 3-4.)  In fact, Judge Orrick’s “long-

standing” charitable work for Good Samaritan, and Good Samaritan’s 2001 partnership with a 

Planned Parenthood affiliate, were well known to CMP and Daleiden when this case was filed.  

And according to their own evidence, Judge Orrick’s affiliation with Good Samaritan ended in 

2009.  (Dkt. 428-1 at 44.) 

In support of this motion, Daleiden filed an affidavit in the public record.  Exhibit 8 to his 

affidavit is IRS Form 990, Good Samaritan’s 2006 federal tax return, as well as various 

schedules.  Schedule B is a Schedule of Contributors, i.e., a list of donors to the organization in 

2006.  (Dkt. 428-1 at 133-40.)  It identifies the names and home addresses of numerous 

individuals (and entities), who made financial contributions to Good Samaritan in 2006, including 

the name and home address of Judge Orrick and his wife.  (See id.)  Judge Orrick’s home address 

was highlighted.  (See id.)  According to published reports, court personnel have locked the 

document on Pacer, and the United States Marshall’s service has been alerted.  See Ross Todd, 

Marshall’s Look into Disclosure of Judge’s Address in Abortion Videos Case, The Recorder 

(June 9, 2017). 
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NAF’S ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO FILE DOCUMENT UNDER SEAL 
CASE NO. 3:15-cv-3522-WHO  3 
 

Separately, counsel of record for CMP, Thomas More Society located in Chicago, Illinois, 

included on their website a link to the list of Good Samaritan donors and their addresses.  (Foran 

Decl. ¶ 3.)  Judge Orrick’s name and his home address was also prominently highlighted in the 

link included on Thomas More Society’s website.  (Id.)  Immediately upon becoming aware of 

the publication of Judge Orrick’s home address on counsel’s website (Sunday morning, June 11), 

counsel for NAF demanded that the list be removed.  (Id. ¶ 4.)  Counsel for NAF received no 

response to this demand, and so far as counsel for NAF is aware, access to the link containing the 

list of Good Samaritan donors on counsel of records’ website was not blocked until Monday 

morning, June 12.  (Id. ¶ 5.)1 

IV. ARGUMENT 

To protect the privacy of Good Samaritan’s donors, and because the information filed in 

the public record is protected from disclosure under federal law, NAF now seeks an order 

formally sealing Schedule B.2   

Because the document at issue was filed in connection with a non-dispositive motion, the 

appropriate legal standard is “good cause.”  Kamakana v. City & Cnty. of Honolulu, 447 F.3d 

1172, 1180 (9th Cir. 2006) (citing Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(c)); In re Midland Nat’l Life Ins. Co. 

Annuity Sales Practices Litig., 686 F.3d 1115, 1119 (9th Cir. 2012) (holding presumption of 

access to judicial records does not apply to non-dispositive motions).  Accordingly, in these 

circumstances the court may issue “any order which justice requires to protect a party or person 

from annoyance, embarrassment, oppression, or undue burden or expense.”  Kamakana, 447 F.3d 

at 1180 (citing Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(c)).  This standard is easily met here. 

First, the invasion of privacy and potential chilling effect on Good Samaritan’s donors 
                                                 

1 The practice of “doxing” is the search for and publication of private identifying 
information about a particular individual on the internet, typically with malicious intent.  See 
http://www.urbandictionary.com/define.php?term=doxing.  For counsel of record in this case, 
who are admitted pro hac vice before this court, to post a link on their website to Judge Orrick’s 
home address, prominently highlighted so as to call attention to it, is unfathomable.  See Erickson 
v. Newmar Corp., 87 F.3d 298, 303 (9th Cir. 1996) (“Federal courts have inherent powers to 
manage their own proceedings and to control the conduct of those who appear before them.”). 

2 Because the Court has restricted access to the entire affidavit and all the exhibits, NAF 
has not filed a redacted version of the document under Local Rule 79-5(d)(1)(C). 
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NAF’S ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO FILE DOCUMENT UNDER SEAL 
CASE NO. 3:15-cv-3522-WHO  4 
 

implicated by the public disclosure of their home addresses is obvious.  That is especially true 

given the context of this case. 

As Judge Orrick found and the Ninth Circuit affirmed, Daleiden and CMP mounted a 

fraudulent campaign to invade NAF’s meetings, tape their members, then publicly “outed” them 

via the release of misleadingly-edited, illegally-obtained videotapes.  As Judge Orrick found in 

granting NAF’s Preliminary Injunction, and as the Ninth Circuit found in affirming his order, 

defendants’ smear campaign has led to an unprecedented spike in incidents of harassment, 

intimidation and violence leveled against NAF members, culminating in three murders at a NAF-

member clinic in Colorado.  (Dkt. 354 at 36; National Abortion Federation v. CMP et al., No. 16-

15360, Dkt. 154-1 ¶ 6 (“[A]fter the release of the recordings, incidents of harassment and 

violence against abortion providers increased, including an armed attack at the clinic of one of 

the video subjects that resulted in three deaths.”) (emphasis added).)  Given this background, for 

these defendants and their lawyers to publicly broadcast the names and home addresses of 

individuals who contribute financially to an organization that they claim have a “key partnership” 

with Planned Parenthood, including the home address of a member of this Court, is outrageous. 

Second, while the tax return itself is a public document, Schedule B is emphatically not 

public.  Specifically, 26 U.S.C. §§ 6103 and 6104 “prevent the IRS from disclosing Schedule B 

forms to the public.”  Americans for Prosperity Foundation v. Harris, 809 F.3d 536, 542 (9th Cir. 

2015).   According to the IRS, moreover, “Contributor names and addresses . . . must be edited 

from certain returns,” including Schedule B, “before the returns are open to public inspection.”  

Revised Internal Revenue Manual 11.3.9, Communications and Liaison, Disclosure of Official 

Information, Exempt Organizations (published June 26, 2012), available at 

https://www.irs.gov/irm/part11/irm_11-003-009.html (last visited on June 11, 2017) (emphasis 

added).  Daleiden provides no explanation in his affidavit for how he obtained a copy of the 

donor schedule.  However he obtained it, the document should be sealed. 

CONCLUSION 

For the reasons stated above, NAF respectfully requests that the Court seal Schedule B. 
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Dated:  June 12, 2017 
 

DEREK F. FORAN 
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 
 
By: /s/ Derek F. Foran 

Derek F. Foran 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION 
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DEREK F. FORAN (CA SBN 224569) 
DForan@mofo.com 
CHRISTOPHER L. ROBINSON (CA SBN 260778) 
ChristopherRobinson@mofo.com 
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425 Market Street 
San Francisco, California  94105-2482 
Telephone: 415.268.7000 
Facsimile: 415.268.7522 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION (NAF) 
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THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, 
BIOMAX PROCUREMENT SERVICES LLC, 
DAVID DALEIDEN (aka “ROBERT SARKIS”), 
and TROY NEWMAN, 

Defendants. 
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FORAN DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF NAF’S ADMIN. MOT. TO SEAL 
CASE NO. 3:15-CV-3522-WHO  
sf-3783808  

I, Derek F. Foran, hereby declare as follows: 

1. I am a partner with the law firm of Morrison & Foerster LLP, which represents 

Plaintiff National Abortion Federation (“NAF”) in the above captioned action.  I am admitted to 

practice in the State of California and before the United States District Court of the Northern 

District of California, and am a member of good standing in the state bar.  I make this declaration 

based on personal knowledge in support of NAF’s Administrative Motion to Seal (“Motion”).  

2. Pursuant to this motion, NAF respectfully requests that the Court seal the 

following document from the public record:  Schedule B to Exhibit 8 of the Affidavit of David 

Daleiden in Support of Motion for Disqualification of the Honorable William H. Orrick II, 

pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455 at Dkt. No. 428-1:133-140 (“Schedule B”).  Schedule B 

lists the names and addresses of individuals who made charitable contributions to Good 

Samaritan in 2006, including Judge Orrick. 

3. Counsel of record for CMP, Thomas More Society located in Chicago, Illinois, 

included on their website a link to the list of Good Samaritan donors and their addresses. Judge 

Orrick’s name and his home address was also prominently highlighted in the link included on 

Thomas More Society’s website.   

4. Immediately upon becoming aware of the publication of Judge Orrick’s home 

address on counsel’s website (Sunday morning, June 11), counsel for NAF demanded that the list 

be removed.  

5. Counsel for NAF received no response to this demand, and access to the link 

containing the list of Good Samaritan donors on counsel of records’ website was not blocked until 

Monday morning, June 12. 

6. While court personnel have locked access to this document, there is good cause for 

an order formally sealing Schedule B.  The disclosure of the identities and home addresses of 

individuals who Defendants claim are part of an organization that is in a “key partnership” with 

Planned Parenthood invades their privacy.  Moreover, Schedule B is non-public and disclosure is 

prohibited under federal law.  See 26 U.S.C. §§ 6103, 6104; Revised Internal Revenue Manual 

11.3.9, Communications and Liaison, Disclosure of Official Information, Exempt Organizations 
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(published June 26, 2012), available at https://www.irs.gov/irm/part11/irm_11-003-009.html (last 

visited on June 11, 2017), § 11.3.9.13. (“Contributor names and addresses and some contribution 

amounts must be edited from certain returns before the returns are open to public inspection.”.) 

// 

// 

// 

// 

// 

// 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.  Executed this 

twelfth day of June, 2017, in San Francisco, California. 
 
 

              
DEREK F.FORAN 

         
             
        
 

  
  

         
                                             

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 437-1   Filed 06/12/17   Page 3 of 3

 
[286]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 239 of 278
(344 of 916)



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

 

 
STATEMENT OF QUALIFIED NON-OPPOSITION TO NAF’S  

ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO SEAL – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

Catherine W. Short; (CA Bar No. 117442) Charles S. LiMandri (CA Bar No. 110841) 
LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  Paul M. Jonna (CA Bar No. 265389) 
Post Office Box 1313  Jeffrey M. Trissell (CA Bar No. 292480) 
Ojai, CA  93024-1313 FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND 
Tel:  (707) 337-6880 P.O. Box 9520 
LLDFOjai@earthlink.net Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067 
 Tel:  (858) 759-9948 
Thomas Brejcha, pro hac vice cslimandri@limandri.com 
Peter Breen, pro hac vice  
THOMAS MORE SOCIETY Attorneys for Defendants the Center for 
19 S. La Salle St., Ste. 603 Medical Progress, and BioMax  
Chicago, IL 60603 Procurement Services, LLC 
Tel: (312) 782-1680 
tbrejcha@thomasmoresociety.org 
 
Attorneys for Defendant David Daleiden 
 
  

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION 

(NAF), 

 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

 

THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL 

PROGRESS; BIOMAX PROCUREMENT 

SERVICES, LLC; DAVID DALEIDEN (aka 

“ROBERT SARKIS”); and TROY 

NEWMAN, 

 

Defendants. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

  ) 

 

Case No. 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

Judge Hon. James Donato 

 

Statement of Qualified Non-Opposition to 
NAF’s Administrative Motion to Seal 

 

 

 

 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 441   Filed 06/15/17   Page 1 of 5

 
[287]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 240 of 278
(345 of 916)



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

 

 

1 
STATEMENT OF QUALIFIED NON-OPPOSITION TO NAF’S  

ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO SEAL – 3:15-CV-3522 (WHO) 

 

 

Defendants David Daleiden and the Center for Medical Progress (collectively “CMP”) 

hereby submit this Statement of Qualified Non-Opposition to the National Abortion Federation’s 

(“NAF”) Administrative Motion to Seal an attachment to Mr. Daleiden’s affidavit. CMP’s non-

opposition is qualified to the extent that it expressly denies and rejects NAF’s false and defamatory 

statements in its “administrative” motion that suggest that CMP published private and confidential 

donor information that was not already in the public domain. If NAF’s counsel had done their due 

diligence, they would have discovered via a quick Google search that the subject Form 990 

(Schedule B) – to which public filing they so vociferously object – is being hosted on the Good 

Samaritan Family Resource Center (GSFRC) website, available to anyone and everyone to readily 

access. This is standard practice for non-profits. Thus, CMP disputes that there is good cause to 

seal the document on the basis of “invasion of privacy and potential chilling effect on Good 

Samaritan’s donors.” Mtn. at 3:22. If NAF has a problem with the subject Schedule B donor 

information being made public, it should take it up with GSFRC, and not CMP or this Court. 

NAF also argues that the “Schedule B” form must be sealed because it is “emphatically not 

public” and cites Americans for Prosperity Foundation v. Harris, 809 F.3d 536, 542 (9th Cir. 

2015). NAF’s willingness to misrepresent the holding of that case to the Court is alarming. A quick 

glance at it shows that only the IRS is prohibited from publishing Schedule B forms. Id. (“§ 6103 

prevents disclosure of return information filed directly with the IRS; it does not prevent state 

officials from publicly disclosing return information.”). Much less does 26 U.S.C. § 6103 prevent a 

filing entity from voluntarily disclosing its Schedule B. NAF should be admonished to comply with 

the Court’s standing orders. See Civil Standing Orders ¶ 23 (“Misrepresentations of law or fact, 

however subtle, may result in sanctions and a referral to the District’s Standing Committee on 

Professional Conduct.”). 

CMP does not oppose the redaction or sealing of the addresses of Hon. William H. Orrick, 

III and the other donors of GSFRC because it has no interest in whether the public sees that 

information or not. CMP is concerned, however, about whether sealing the entirety of Schedule B, 

as requested by NAF, would preclude it from discussing the contents of Schedule B in later 

argument. If so, CMP requests that the Court deny the motion to seal, and instead grant CMP leave 
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to file an amended affidavit which redacts only the donor addresses.  

CMP further objects to the gratuitous attempt by NAF to not only make false accusations 

against it, but to argue the merits of the pending motion for disqualification. CMP will not argue 

the motion to disqualify other than to state that the motion will stand on its own strong merits in the 

eyes of any reasonable observer. As set forth in CMP’s pending motion for disqualification, Judge 

Orrick was a long-time Board Member and Officer of GSFRC, and was for many years – including 

during the pendency of this case – still listed on GSFRC letterhead as an Emeritus Board Member. 

NAF should be instructed not to misuse the abbreviated Administrative Motion procedure in the 

future as a pretext for making irresponsible accusations and substantive arguments.  

 

Respectfully submitted, 

June 15, 2017, 

 
Catherine W. Short (CA Bar No. 117442) 
LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  
Post Office Box 1313 
Ojai, CA  93024-1313 
Tel:  (707) 337-6880 
LLDFOjai@earthlink.net 
 
Thomas Brejcha, pro hac vice 
Peter Breen, pro hac vice 
THOMAS MORE SOCIETY 
19 S. La Salle St., Ste. 603 
Chicago, IL 60603 
Tel: (312) 782-1680 
Facsimile: (312) 782-1887 
tbrejcha@thomasmoresociety.org 
pbreen@thomasmoresociety.org 
 
Attorneys for Defendant David Daleiden 
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Charles S. LiMandri (CA Bar No. 110841)                

Paul M. Jonna (CA Bar No. 265389) 

Jeffrey M. Trissell (CA Bar No. 292480)                    

FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND                             

P.O. Box 9520 

Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067 

Tel:  (858) 759-9948 

Facsimile:  (858) 759-9938 
cslimandri@limandri.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendants CMP & BioMax 
 
 
 
 

ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO CIVIL L.R. 5.1(i)(3) 

 

As the filer of this document, I attest that concurrence in the filing was obtained from the 

other signatories. 

 

 
Charles S. LiMandri 

Counsel for Defendant CMP 
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 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

National Abortion Federation v. The Center for Medical Progress, et al.
Case No.: 3:15-cv-3522

I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury that I am over the age of eighteen years

and not a party to this action; my business address is P.O. Box 9520, Rancho Santa Fe, California

92067, and that I served the following document(s):

• Statement of Qualified Non-Opposition to NAF’s Administrative Motion to Seal.

I certify that one true and correct copy  of the foregoing was served on each of the

interested parties in this action, addressed as follows:

         (BY MAIL) I am "readily familiar" with the firm's practice of collection and processing
correspondence for mailing.  Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal
Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Rancho Santa Fe, California
in the ordinary course of business.  The envelope was sealed and placed for collection and
mailing on this date following our ordinary practices.  I am aware that on motion of the party
served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more
than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

         (BY ELECTRONIC MAIL) I served a true copy, electronically on designated recipients
via electronic transmission of said documents.

    X  (BY ELECTRONIC FILING/SERVICE) I caused such document(s) to be Electronically
Filed and/or Service using the ECF/CM System for filing and transmittal of the above
documents to the above-referenced ECF/CM registrants.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, that the above
is true and correct.

Executed on June 15, 2017, at Rancho Santa Fe, California.

______________________________
Kathy Denworth

1

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 3:15-cv-3522
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NAF’S OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISQUALIFY JUDGE ORRICK
CASE NO. 3:15-CV-3522-WHO 
sf-3785006 
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DEREK F. FORAN (CA SBN 224569) 
DForan@mofo.com 
CHRISTOPHER L. ROBINSON (CA SBN 260778) 
ChristopherRobinson@mofo.com 
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 
425 Market Street 
San Francisco, California  94105-2482 
Telephone: 415.268.7000 
Facsimile: 415.268.7522 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION (NAF) 
 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION (NAF),

Plaintiff, 

v. 

THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, 
BIOMAX PROCUREMENT SERVICES LLC, 
DAVID DALEIDEN (aka “ROBERT SARKIS”), 
and TROY NEWMAN, 

Defendants. 

Case No. 3:15-cv-3522-WHO
 
Judge:  Hon. James Donato 
 
NATIONAL ABORTION 
FEDERATION (NAF)’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION OF THE 
HONORABLE WILLIAM H. 
ORRICK III 
 
Date Action Filed: July 31, 2015 

Trial Date:  
 

 
 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 447   Filed 06/16/17   Page 1 of 16

 
[292]

 
[292]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 245 of 278
(350 of 916)



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

NAF’S OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISQUALIFY JUDGE ORRICK 
CASE NO. 3:15-CV-3522-WHO 1
sf-3785006 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Center for Medical Progress (“CMP”), and David Daleiden have moved to disqualify 

Hon. William Orrick, nearly two years into this case and four court days before a hearing on an 

Order to Show Cause why they should not be held in contempt of court.  Their motion is an 

obvious attempt to derail the contempt proceedings.  It is based on information that was known to 

them long ago, yet they did not seek to disqualify Judge Orrick until the specter of contempt was 

raised.  The Court should deny their motion on these grounds alone.  And if the Court were to 

reach the “merits” of the motion, it should still be denied.  The motion is frivolous:  it is based on 

incomplete facts and a string of inferences that no reasonable observer would draw.  CMP and 

Daleiden have not come close to meeting their burden of establishing that a reasonable person, 

viewing all the facts, would question Judge Orrick’s impartiality.  Under clear Ninth Circuit 

precedent, neither Judge Orrick’s former relationship with an organization that is not even a party 

in this case, nor his wife’s Facebook activity, nor the statements he made from the bench about 

Daleiden’s violation of the preliminary injunction constitute grounds for recusal.  NAF 

respectfully asks the Court to deny this motion forthwith and without the necessity of a hearing 

pursuant to Local Rule 7-1(b), so that the contempt hearing may proceed. 

II. BACKGROUND 

A. The Procedural History of This Case. 

This lawsuit was filed nearly two years ago, on July 31, 2015, and was randomly assigned 

to Judge Orrick.  (Dkt. 1.)  The National Abortion Federation (“NAF”) alleged that defendants 

and their co-conspirators mounted a campaign using deceit to gain access to NAF’s annual 

meetings, surreptitiously record 504 hours of videotape from the meetings, then release excerpts 

of those tapes—in violation of confidentiality agreements that defendants knowingly and 

voluntarily signed.  (Dkt. 1 at 21-32.)  Defendants’ release of similar videos prior to NAF’s 

lawsuit “directly led to a significant increase in harassment, threats, and violence directed not 

only at the ‘targets’ of CMP’s videos but also at NAF and its members more generally.”  (Dkt. 

354 at 36.)  Judge Orrick initially issued a TRO enjoining the defendants from releasing, inter 

alia, any tapes taken at NAF’s meetings, and set an expedited briefing and discovery schedule for 
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CASE NO. 3:15-CV-3522-WHO 2
sf-3785006  

NAF’s preliminary injunction motion.  (Dkt. 15, 27.) 

There are 434 docket entries in this 23-month old case.  During that time dozens of 

motions have been submitted to Judge Orrick for decision.  He has issued 95 orders in this case.  

Defendants have repeatedly tried to have Judge Orrick’s orders reversed, and every time the 

Ninth Circuit has rebuffed their efforts.  

After entry of the TRO, the defendants filed a motion to “clarify” Judge Orrick’s order to 

allow them to provide copies of the enjoined materials to law enforcement.  (Dkt. 57.)  Judge 

Orrick ultimately denied that motion.  (Dkt. 162.)  Defendants also filed a motion to strike the 

complaint under California’s anti-SLAPP law and to immediately stay discovery.  (Dkt. 68.)  

Judge Orrick denied the motion to stay discovery, holding defendants’ arguments were 

“unpersuasive to the point of being frivolous.”  (Dkt. 95 at 13.)  Defendants filed a petition for a 

writ of mandamus and an emergency motion to stay Judge Orrick’s order, which the Ninth Circuit 

denied.  In re Center for Medical Progress, No. 15-72844, slip op. (9th Cir. Sep. 23, 2015).  “Far 

from being clearly erroneous,” the Ninth Circuit held, Judge Orrick’s “decision to permit 

discovery [was] necessary [and] consistent with Ninth Circuit precedent.”  Id. at 7.   

Defendants then claimed they had a Fifth Amendment right to avoid discovery into their 

conduct.  (Dkt. 103.)  Judge Orrick overruled those objections, holding defendants were 

“attempting to hide the ball, contrary to my prior Orders,” and that it was “time to end this shell 

game.”  (Dkt. 244 at 8, 12.)  

Defendants also attempted to block discovery into the identities of funders and backers of 

CMP who had received a top secret “report” regarding the infiltration and taping of NAF’s 

meetings.  (Dkt. 244 at 5.)  Judge Orrick ordered them to produce that information.  (Id.)  Again, 

defendants filed a mandamus petition and an emergency motion to stay in the Ninth Circuit.  

Again, the Ninth Circuit denied defendants’ petition and emergency motion, holding that Judge 

Orrick committed no error in ordering defendants to provide this discovery, which was “highly 

relevant to the scope of any preliminary injunction” Judge Orrick might issue.  In re Center for 

Medical Progress, No. 15-17318, slip op. at 5 (9th Cir. Dec. 3, 2015).  On December 4, 2015, 

Justice Kennedy denied defendants’ emergency motion to stay Judge Orrick’s order.  Center for 
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Medical Progress v. National Abortion Federation, No. 15A590 (Dec. 4, 2015). 

In the meantime, defendants violated an order that Judge Orrick issued in connection with 

a congressional subpoena, and that violation turned out to have deadly consequences.  

Specifically, in response to a subpoena that defendants had received from a congressional 

committee, Judge Orrick ordered them “not [to] provide to Congress any footage, documents or 

communications that have not been specifically requested by the subpoena.”  (Dkt. 155 at 3.)  

Defendants immediately produced all 504 hours of videotape subject to the TRO, without regard 

to subject matter.  Judge Orrick later held that defendants had violated his order by “produc[ing] 

materials that were not covered by the subpoena, but were covered by the TRO, contrary to my 

Order allowing a response to the subpoena.”  (Dkt. 354 at 16 n.18.)  Weeks after this violation, an 

individual by the name of Charles C. Johnson, a friend of Daleiden’s since college, published 

10 hours of enjoined material on the internet, claiming he had received it via a “leak” from 

Congress.  (Dkt. 221-4 at 7.)  This disclosure of enjoined materials led directly to another increase 

in incidents of intimidation and harassment perpetrated against NAF members, culminating in the 

murder of three individuals at a NAF-member clinic in Colorado.  (Dkt. 348 at 7.) 

The case finally wound its way to a hearing on NAF’s motion for a preliminary 

injunction, on December 18, 2015.  (Dkt. 303.)  Judge Orrick granted that motion on February 5, 

2016.  (Dkt. 354.)  After carefully reviewing a substantial record submitted by the parties, and 

having reviewed hours of the videotape in question, Judge Orrick issued a 42-page opinion in 

which he held that NAF had “made a strong showing on all relevant points,” including a “strong 

showing of likelihood of success on its contract claims.”  (Dkt. 354 at 42, 35).  Judge Orrick 

found that NAF’s allegations “turned out to be true” and that “defendants secured false 

identification and set up a phony corporation to obtain surreptitious recordings in violation of 

agreements they had signed that acknowledge that the NAF information is confidential.”  (Dkt. 

354 at 1.)  He also found that NAF had established a “strong showing of irreparable injury” to it 

and its members in the absence of injunctive relief.  (Dkt. 354 at 42, 38, 35.) 

The Ninth Circuit affirmed Judge Orrick’s preliminary injunction, holding that it had little 

to add to Judge Orrick’s “careful discussion,” and that Judge Orrick had “carefully identified the 
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correct legal standard and [his] factual determinations were supported by the evidence.”  In re 

Center for Medical Progress, No. 16-15360, Dkt. No. 154-1 at 4, (9th Cir. Mar. 29, 2017).  On 

May 8, 2017, the Ninth Circuit granted defendants’ unopposed motion to stay the mandate 

pending the filing of a certiorari petition and made clear that the “preliminary injunction entered 

by the district court remains in effect.”  In re Center for Medical Progress, No. 16-15360, Dkt. 

No. 171 at 1, (9th Cir. May 8, 2017). 

B. Judge Orrick’s Order to Show Cause re Contempt and Daleiden’s and 
CMP’s Motion to Disqualify. 

1. The Order to Show Cause 

On May 25, 2017, CMP, Daleiden, and two lawyers who represent Daleiden in related 

criminal proceedings publically disclosed on the internet, inter alia, over 146 hours of videotape 

subject to the preliminary injunction.  (Dkt. 417.)  Judge Orrick set an emergency telephonic 

hearing that day, and ordered Daleiden to be present.  (Dkt. 408.)  Despite Judge Orrick’s order 

for Daleiden’s presence, he did not appear.  (Dkt. 417-7 at 4:3-14.)  Following the emergency 

telephone conference, Judge Orrick issued an order directing the immediate removal of all 

enjoined materials.  (Dkt. 409.)  He also ordered CMP, Daleiden, and his two criminal lawyers to 

show cause why they should not be held in contempt of court.  (Id. at 2.)  Judge Orrick set a 

hearing on his Order to Show Cause re Contempt for Wednesday, June 14, 2017.  (Id.) 

2. Daleiden’s and CMP’s Motion to Disqualify 

On June 7, four court days before the hearing on the Order to Show Cause re Contempt, 

CMP and Daleiden filed their motion to disqualify Judge Orrick.  (Dkt. 428.)  Troy Newman, a 

defendant in this action who is not subject to Judge Orrick’s Order to Show Cause re Contempt, 

does not seek Judge Orrick’s disqualification.   

Daleiden and CMP offer three reasons for Judge Orrick’s disqualification: 

First, they point to Judge Orrick’s “longstanding relationship as a past board member” of 

a San Francisco-based charity, Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (“Good Samaritan”).  

(Dkt. 428 at 3.)  Founded in 1894, Good Samaritan provides services to low-income Latino 

immigrant families.  (Dkt. 428-1 at 11-12; 105.)  Defendants claim that in 2001, Good Samaritan 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 447   Filed 06/16/17   Page 5 of 16

 
[296]

 
[296]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-4, Page 249 of 278
(354 of 916)



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

 
NAF’S OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISQUALIFY JUDGE ORRICK
CASE NO. 3:15-CV-3522-WHO 5
sf-3785006  

entered into a “key partnership” with a Planned Parenthood affiliate, Planned Parenthood Shasta 

Pacific, now named Planned Parenthood Northern California.  (Dkt. 428 at 4.)  Defendants 

maintain that Planned Parenthood Northern California “has membership in NAF” and that they 

only recently “discovered” that Judge Orrick was Secretary of Good Samaritan’s Board in 2001, 

when this partnership began.  (Id.)  They also claim that he “continued to be publically 

associated” with Good Samaritan, because he is listed on their stationary as an “emeritus” Board 

member.  (Dkt. 428 at 5.) 

In fact, neither Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific nor the successor entity, Planned 

Parenthood Northern California, is or ever has been a NAF member.  (Fowler Decl. ¶ 3.)  In 

addition, the clinic located at Good Samaritan’s Family Resource Center, which is operated by 

Planned Parenthood Northern California, is a satellite facility that does not provide abortion 

services.  (Dkt. 428-1 at 103.) 

Moreover, defendants admit they were aware of Judge Orrick’s “longstanding” 

relationship with Good Samaritan when this case was filed.  (Dkt. 428 at 3.)  Judge Orrick’s 

June 12, 2012 Senate Judiciary Committee Questionnaire discloses that Judge Orrick has been 

President, Vice-President, and an officer of Good Samaritan, and that he provided legal counsel to 

Good Samaritan through 2009.  (Dkt. 428-1 at 18, 44.)   

Judge Orrick has had no operational or managerial role with Good Samaritan since at least 

2006.  (Paz Decl. ¶ 3.)  He is only listed on Good Samaritan’s stationary as an “emeritus” Board 

member in recognition of his past service to the organization, not because he has any current 

relationship with the organization.  (Id. ¶ 4.) 

Second, CMP and Daleiden claim Judge Orrick should be disqualified because in 2015 

his wife “pinkified” her Facebook page, indicating her support of Planned Parenthood, and 

“liked” two Facebook posts, the first of which was critical of CMP and Daleiden’s videotaping 

campaign, the second of which referred to Daleiden’s indictment on felony charges by a grand 

jury in Houston, Texas in January 2016.  (Dkt. 428 at 5.) 

Third, CMP and Daleiden point to a comment Judge Orrick made during the May 25 

emergency telephonic hearing to the effect that Daleiden (who did not appear at the hearing, 
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despite being ordered to do so) “‘is obligated to follow the Court’s orders [and] not to try to skate 

around them and cause real harm to human beings.’”  (Id. at 11.)  They claim this comment 

evidences “prejudice” on Judge Orrick’s part, and his “belief that [Daleiden] is an evil person.”  

(Id.) 

3. The Referral to Judge Donato 

Judge Orrick expressed serious doubt about the merit of the motion to disqualify him:  

“Having reviewed the motion and affidavit, I do not think that it is legally sufficient.  In other 

words, a reasonable person with knowledge of all the facts would not conclude that my 

impartiality might reasonably be questioned.”  (Dkt. 430 at 2.)  He also expressed “concerns 

about its timeliness and whether the timing is simply an attempt to delay the resolution of the 

OSC re Contempt.”  (Id.)  Specifically, he observed that the “motion was filed over two years 

after the case had been pending before me and four court days before an Order To Show Cause 

Re Contempt hearing regarding whether to sanction defendants or their agents for violating the 

Preliminary Injunction in this case.”  (Id. at 1.) 

Nevertheless, Judge Orrick referred the motion to the Clerk so that it could be randomly 

assigned to another Judge for resolution.  (Id. at 2-3.)  He vacated the scheduled June 14, 2017, 

hearing on the Order to Show Cause re Contempt, but he ordered that the briefing schedule on 

that motion remain in place.  (Id. at 1 n.1.)  The disqualification motion was referred to Judge 

Donato.  (Dkt. 431.) 

III. ARGUMENT 

CMP and Daleiden bear a heavy burden in moving to disqualify Judge Orrick.  “‘Since a 

federal judge is presumed to be impartial, the party seeking disqualification bears a substantial 

burden to show that the judge is biased.’”  Mendia v. Garcia, No. 10-cv-03910-MEJ, 2017 U.S. 

Dist. LEXIS 64238, at *10 (N.D. Cal. Apr. 27, 2017). 

Daleiden and CMP cannot meet that burden here, for two reasons.  First, they delayed in 

filing their motion until two years into this case, and brought it for purely tactical reasons.  See 

E. & J. Gallo Winery v. Gallo Cattle Co., 967 F.2d 1280, 1295 (9th Cir. 1992).  Second, no 
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“reasonable person, with knowledge of all the facts,” would question Judge Orrick’s impartiality.  

United States v. Hernandez, 109 F.3d 1450, 1453-54 (9th Cir. 1997). 

A. CMP and Daleiden Delayed in Bringing Their Motion for Purely Tactical 
Reasons. 

“Whether [the party] raised the disqualification issue in a timely fashion presents a serious 

threshold issue.”  United States v. Rogers, 119 F.3d 1377, 1380 (9th Cir. 1997) (citing E. & J. 

Gallo Winery, 967 F.2d at 1295).  This is true under both statutes on which CMP and Daleiden 

base their motion, 28 U.S.C. §§ 144 and 455.  Section 144 “expressly requires that a motion to 

disqualify must be timely,” and the Ninth Circuit “require[s] as much under 28 U.S.C. § 455.”  

Id. at 1380. 

The timeliness of disqualification motions must be policed to prevent litigants from using 

recusal motions “for strategic purposes.”  E. & J. Gallo Winery, 967 F.2d at 1295; In re City of 

Detroit, 828 F.2d 1160, 1167-68 (6th Cir. 1987) (per curiam) (“Timeliness is a factor that 

obviously merits consideration by a court that is trying to determine whether a judge is truly 

biased or a litigant is merely trying to avoid an impending adverse decision.”).  Otherwise, 

litigants could “play fast and loose with the judicial process.”  Jones v. Pittsburgh Nat’l Corp., 

899 F.2d 1350, 1356 (3d Cir. 1990) (affirming denial of recusal motion after sanctions were 

imposed against moving party); In re Medtronic, Inc., Sprint Fidelis Leads Prod. Liab. Litig., 623 

F.3d 1200, 1209 (8th Cir. 2010) (affirming denial of recusal motion “interposed for suspect 

tactical and strategic reasons following the district court’s adverse rulings” because “the grant of 

such a belated motion would have serious adverse effects on the efficient use of judicial resources 

and the administration of justice”) (quotations omitted). 

CMP and Daleiden’s motion should be rejected at the threshold as untimely.  The facts 

demonstrate they filed their belated motion solely for tactical reasons—to delay the impending 

contempt hearing: 
 
• They filed this motion two years into this case.  Judge Orrick 

has issued dozens of orders in that time frame, and has entered 
a Preliminary Injunction against them.  Defendants’ repeated 
challenges to his lawful orders in the Ninth Circuit and 
Supreme Court have been rejected time and again. 
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• They admit they were well aware of Judge Orrick’s “long-
standing” charitable work with Good Samaritan, including 
through 2009, at the outset of this case. 

 
• Judge Orrick issued an Order to Show Cause re Contempt on 

May 25.  Without explanation, Daleiden failed to appear before 
Judge Orrick despite being ordered to do so. 

 
• Daleiden and CMP filed their recusal motion four court days 

before the contempt hearing. 
 
• Co-defendant Troy Newman, not subject to the contempt 

proceeding, did not join CMP and Daleiden’s motion. 
 
• Daleiden and CMP initially did not file their motion in the 

closely related case also pending before Judge Orrick, Planned 
Parenthood Federation of America, Inc. v. Center for Medical 
Progress, Case No. 16-cv-00236-WHO, in which Planned 
Parenthood Northern California is a plaintiff.  Realizing their 
error, defendants filed the identical motion to disqualify in that 
case days later, on June 13. 

The two-year delay, coupled with compelling evidence that they filed this motion to derail 

the contempt proceedings, is reason alone to deny their motion.  Rogers, 119 F.3d at 1380 (“a 

party having information that raises a possible ground for disqualification cannot wait until after 

an unfavorable judgment before bringing the information to the court’s attention”); Academy of 

Motion Picture Arts & Sciences v. GoDaddy.com, Inc., No. 10-3738, 2014 WL 12560876, at *1 

(C.D. Cal. Feb. 4, 2014) (denying motion to recuse where movant raised the issue after it lost 

several motions and when it had “litigated before the [judge] for years”). 

Nor can CMP and Daleiden establish good cause for their delay.  Rogers, 119 F.3d at 

1382 (“[A] delay in bringing a motion to disqualify may only be excused for good cause.”).  CMP 

and Daleiden cite two reasons for their delay, neither of which constitutes good cause. 

First, they claim that they delayed in bringing this motion because they only recently 

learned that Judge Orrick was Good Samaritan’s Secretary in 2001, when Good Samaritan 

“entered into its ‘key partnership’ with” Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific.  (Dkt. 428 at 4.)  This 

does not excuse their delay.  Judge Orrick’s former relationship with Good Samaritan—including 

his service to that organization in 2001—was known to CMP and Daleiden at the outset of this 

case.  (Id.)  Daleiden and CMP were aware then, based on their “investigation” of Judge Orrick, 

that he served as Good Samaritan’s President of the Board, Vice-President, and Officer, and that 
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he provided legal counsel to the organization through 2009 (Dkt. 428-1 at 20, 44), eight years 

after Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific partnered with Good Samaritan.  (Dkt. 428-1 at 8.)1 

Second, CMP and Daleiden also claim that they only recently learned that “Judge Orrick 

continued to be publicly associated” with Good Samaritan through September 2015.  (Dkt. 428 at 

5.)  But Daleiden admits he knew this in January 2017 (id.), five months before he filed his 

motion.  That alone suffices to reject the motion as untimely.  See e.Digital Corp. v. ArcSoft, Inc., 

No. 15-cv-56-BEN (DHB), 2015 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 117929 (S.D. Cal. Sept. 2, 2015) (denying 

recusal motion based on a five month delay).  Additionally, Judge Orrick is listed as an 

“emeritus” Board member solely in recognition of his past service to the organization.  (Dkt. 428-

1 at 101; Paz Decl. ¶ 4.)  CMP and Daleiden knew in 2015 that Judge Orrick was a former Board 

member.  This information is not new. 

CMP and Daleiden have no excuse for waiting to bring this motion until after Judge 

Orrick issued an Order to Show Cause.  The motion should be denied for that reason. 

B. No Reasonable Person Would Question Judge Orrick’s Impartiality. 

In any event, the untimely motion is meritless, to the point of being frivolous.  The 

standard for a recusal motion is “whether a reasonable person with knowledge of all facts would 

conclude that the judge’s impartiality might reasonably be questioned.”  Hernandez, 109 F.3d at 

1453-54.2  The “reasonable person is not someone who is hypersensitive or unduly suspicious, 

but rather is a well-informed, thoughtful observer.”  U.S. v. Holland, 519 F.3d 909, 913 (9th Cir. 

2008) (citations and quotations omitted); Johnson v. U.S., No. 13-cv-02405-JD, 2014 U.S. Dist. 

LEXIS 73368, at *7 (N.D. Cal. May 28, 2014) (same).   Hence, “a judge should be disqualified 

only if it appears that he or she harbors an aversion, hostility or disposition of a kind that a fair-

                                                 
1 Daleiden and CMP appear to suggest that Judge Orrick’s alleged status as Good 

Samaritan’s Secretary in 2001 is somehow material because it means Judge Orrick was in a 
“fiduciary relationship” with the organization then.  (Dkt. 428 at 2.)  But if, as Judge Orrick’s 
Questionnaire states, he provided legal counsel to Good Samaritan through 2009 (Dkt. 428-1 
at 18, 44), then he was a fiduciary of the organization throughout that time.  Frazier v. Sup. Ct., 
97 Cal. App. 4th 23, 35 (2002) (“Few precepts are more firmly entrenched than that of the 
fiduciary relationship between attorney and client.”).  This is a distinction without a difference.   

2 This test applies under both 28 U.S.C. §§ 144 and 455.  See Hernandez, 109 F.3d at 
1453-54. 
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minded person could not set aside when judging the dispute.”  Liteky v. U.S., 510 U.S. 540, 558 

(1994) (Kennedy, J., concurring). 

While reasonable recusal motions should be carefully considered, it is equally important 

that judges not recuse where it is not warranted.  “[I]n the absence of a legitimate reason to recuse 

himself, ‘a judge should participate in cases assigned’” to him.  Holland, 519 F.3d at 912 (citation 

omitted).  Judges are obligated to hear all cases coming before them, without preference, and 

must not recuse themselves lightly.  See id.  Accordingly, in applying the “reasonable person” 

test, “it is critically important . . . to identify facts that might reasonably cause an objective 

observer to question [the judge’s] impartiality.”  Datagate, Inc. v. Hewlett-Packard Co., 941 F.2d 

864, 871-72 (9th Cir. 1991) (quotation omitted, emphasis added).  The “reasonable person” test 

“‘must not be so broadly construed that it becomes, in effect, presumptive, so that recusal is 

mandated upon the merest unsubstantiated suggestion of personal bias or prejudice.’”  Holland, 

519 at 913. 

Applying these principles here, none of the three grounds raised by CMP and Daleiden, 

taken together or individually, comes closing to causing a reasonable person to question Judge 

Orrick’s impartiality. 

1. Judge Orrick’s Past Service with Good Samaritan is Not 
Disqualifying. 

CMP and Daleiden’s primary argument is that Judge Orrick should be disqualified 

because of his past relationship with Good Samaritan.  The argument has no merit. 

As an initial matter, Judge Orrick’s prior charitable work with Good Samaritan, a 

venerable, 100-year-old organization that provides assistance to low-income Latino families in 

San Francisco, does not call into question his impartiality in a case in which Good Samaritan is 

not even involved.  Judges are entitled—indeed they are encouraged—to participate in civic life 

and to be full members of their community without being subject to accusations of disqualifying 

“bias.”  A judge “‘must have neighbors, friends and acquaintances, business and social relations, 

and be a part of his day and generation.’”  In re Compl. of Judicial Misconduct, 816 F.3d 1266, 

1268 (9th Cir. 2016).  “[M]any judges have a history of activity in politics or strong political 
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connections, and such a background is insufficient to require recusal.”  Hulihan v. Reg’l Transp. 

Comm’n of S. Nev., No. 2:09-cv-01096-ECR-RJJ, 2011 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 131323, at *5 (D. Nev. 

Nov. 10, 2011). 

 Moreover, CMP and Daleiden’s claim of bias rests on a string of inferences, speculation, 

and innuendo that fails at every step.  “Disqualification must rest upon a factual basis” and 

“should not be based on tenuous speculation; if it were, litigants would have veto power over the 

assignment of judges.”  Laxalt v. McClatchy, 602 F. Supp. 214, 217-18 (D. Nev. 1985) (emphases 

added); Adams v. Albertson, No. C-10-4787-WHA, 2012 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 50904 *6 (N.D. Cal. 

Apr. 11, 2012) (“Recusal must be based upon facts and not on conjecture, speculation or 

statement of opinion”).  The facts here demonstrate that Judge Orrick has no relationship to the 

parties in this case or even any connection to the issues before the Court: 
   
• It is not true that Judge Orrick “has a longstanding and close 

relationship” with Good Samaritan.  (Dkt. 428 at 9 (emphasis 
added).)  Judge Orrick had a relationship with Good Samaritan, 
but that ended in 2009.  He has had no operational or 
managerial role with Good Samaritan since at least 2006.  (Paz 
Decl. ¶ 3.)  Good Samaritan listed Judge Orrick as an 
“emeritus” Board member only in recognition of his past 
service to the organization.  (Paz Decl. ¶ 4.). 

 
• Neither Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific nor Planned 

Parenthood Northern California is or ever has been a NAF 
member.  (Fowler Decl. ¶ 3.) 

 
• The satellite clinic located at Good Samaritan provides no 

abortion services.  (Dkt. 428-1 at 103.)  Thus, Judge Orrick’s 
former relationship with Good Samaritan does not connect him 
in any way with the issues in this case, all of which relate to 
abortion services. 

 
• CMP and Daleiden’s claim that Judge Orrick was “necessarily 

. . . involved in the board’s decision to initiate the partnership 
between,” Good Samaritan and the clinic in 2001, (Dkt. 428 
at 9), is pure speculation, for which zero evidence is presented. 

Simply put, all that the evidence shows is that Judge Orrick used to have a relationship 

with a charitable organization (Good Samaritan) that provides space for a clinic that does not 

provide abortion services and is operated by a larger organization (Planned Parenthood Northern 

California) that is not a NAF member.  This is far too attenuated and speculative to cause a 

reasonable observer to question Judge Orrick’s impartiality. 
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Last, disqualifications motions are regularly rejected in cases in which there is a far deeper 

connection between the judge and the issues in the case—such as where the judge’s religious or 

political beliefs may be implicated, or where the judge shares a fundamental characteristic with a 

party.  See Feminist Women’s Health Ctr. v. Codispoti, 69 F.3d 399, 400-401 (9th Cir. 1995) 

(judge need not recuse from hearing abortion-related case where judge’s deeply held religion 

teaches that abortion is sinful); U.S. ex rel. Hochman v. Nackman, 145 F.3d 1069, 1076 (9th Cir. 

1998) (judge’s annual contribution to the university’s law school alumni association would not 

“reasonably lead one to question his impartiality” even though defendants were associated with 

the university); Perry v. Schwarzenegger, 790 F. Supp. 2d 1119, 1124 (N.D. Cal. 2011) (that the 

judge was in a same-sex relationship did not disqualify him from hearing case involving marriage 

for same-sex couples). 

Judge Orrick’s past service with Good Samaritan is plainly not disqualifying. 

2. Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook Activity is Irrelevant. 

Next, CMP and Daleiden argue that Judge Orrick should be disqualified because in 2015 

his wife “pinkified” her Facebook page and “liked” two Facebook posts that were critical of 

Daleiden and his videotaping campaign.  (Dkt. 428-1 at 4-5.) 

First, CMP and Daleiden misrepresent Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook activity.  They ascribe 

numerous quotes to Mrs. Orrick that were not actually her words.  For example, according to 

Daleiden and CMP, Mrs. Orrick “stated her position that the videos were ‘heavily edited,’ that 

CMP is ‘run by extremists,’ and Mr. Daleiden and CMP ‘will stop at nothing to deny women 

legal abortion services.”  (Dkt. 428 at 10, citing nothing.)  The quotations that CMP and Daleiden 

claim were “stated” by Mrs. Orrick were not her personal statements.  To ascribe every statement 

embedded in Facebook posts that Mrs. Orrick “liked,” as if they were statements made personally 

by Mrs. Orrick, is misleading and ignores the realities of how people use Facebook.  See Adams, 

2012 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 50904 at *6 (“[r]ecusal must be based upon facts and not on conjecture 

[or] speculation”). 

Second, even if Mrs. Orrick made the statements that CMP and Daleiden attribute to her, 

as a matter of law a judge’s spouse’s views “cannot be imputed to [the judge], no matter how 
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prominently she expresses them.”  Perry v. Schwarzenegger, 630 F.3d 909, 912 (9th Cir. 2011) 

(Reinhardt, J.); see id. at 916 (“The views are hers, not mine, and I do not in any way condition 

my opinions on the positions she takes regarding any issues.”); Akins v. Knight, No. 2:15-CV-

4096-NKL, 2016 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 2802, at *7 (W.D. Mo. Jan. 11, 2016) (denying recusal 

motion on basis of spouse’s critical comments relating to subject matter at issue and holding that, 

“[a]s to any views [my spouse] may express on a subject that has come before this Court, he is an 

independent person who need not obtain the undersigned’s approval or agreement to speak about 

whatever subject he chooses.  His views are his own.”).  The notion that Mrs. Orrick’s own 

personal views could disqualify Judge Orrick is based on “an outmoded conception of the 

relationship between spouses.”  Perry, 630 F.3d at 912. 

Nor can Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook activity mean she has any “‘interest’ in the outcome of 

this case that might be substantially affected by its outcome, over and beyond the interest of any 

American with a strong view” on the issues here.  Id. at 915; see Hewlett-Packard v. Bausch & 

Lob, Inc., No. C 84-20642 RPA, 1988 WL 281516 (N.D. Cal. Aug. 1, 1988) (denying recusal 

motion where judge’s son had been employed by the plaintiff because interests in the litigation 

“do not affect” the judge’s son); Akins, 2016 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 2802, at *7 (denying recusal 

motion on basis of spouse’s critical comments relating to subject matter at issue because “[s]uch 

criticism establishes no interest . . . in the outcome of this case”).  Accordingly, “a reasonable 

person with full knowledge of all the facts would not reasonably believe that [Judge Orrick] 

would approach a case in a partial manner due to [Mrs. Orrick’s] independent views.”  Perry, 630 

F.3d at 916. 

3. Judge Orrick’s Comments at the May 25 Emergency Hearing Do Not 
Stem From an Extra-Judicial Source and Were Well Founded. 

Finally, CMP and Daleiden point to Judge Orrick’s comment during the emergency 

telephone conference on May 25 that “Mr. Daleiden better be well advised by his lawyers, 

regardless, that he is obligated to follow the Court’s orders and not to try to skate around them 

and cause real harm to human beings.”  (Dkt. 428-1 at 183:3-7.)  CMP and Daleiden claim that 

Judge Orrick’s response “revealed his prejudice against Mr. Daleiden and a belief that he is an 
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evil person.”  (Dkt. 428 at 11.) 

Under the “extra-judicial source” rule, “[j]udicial remarks during the course of a trial that 

are critical or disapproving of, or even hostile to, counsel, the parties, or their cases, ordinarily do 

not support a bias or partiality challenge.”  Liteky, 510 U.S. at 555 (Kennedy, J., concurring).  

Accordingly, as a matter of law, “expressions of impatience, dissatisfaction, annoyance, and even 

anger, that are within the bounds of what imperfect men and women, even after having been 

confirmed as federal judges, sometimes display,” do not establish bias or partiality.  Id. at 555-56.  

Ninth Circuit cases on this point are legion.  See e.g., Holland, 519 F.3d at 913-914 (“[T]he 

‘extrajudicial source’ factor . . . generally requires as the basis for recusal something other than 

rulings, opinions formed or statements made by the judge during the course of trial.”); In re 

Marshall, 721 F.3d 1032, 1043 (9th Cir. 2013) (judge’s comments toward party not a basis for 

recusal, which “might also be reasonably seen as the product of [the judge’s] frustration with [the 

party’s] behavior throughout the litigation”); In re Yagman, 796 F.2d 1165, 1181-82 (9th Cir. 

1986) (affirming denial of recusal motion and holding that “[o]ften the judge may be angry with 

the attorney for violating one or more rules.  Without more, this natural responsive attitude does 

not provide reasonable grounds to question the judge’s impartiality”). 

Judge Orrick’s comment at the May 25 emergency hearing did not stem from an “extra-

judicial” source and therefore cannot constitute grounds for recusal.  To the contrary, Judge 

Orrick was expressing understandable frustration in the face of a gross and disturbing violation of 

his orders, a violation to which Daleiden’s lawyers admitted during the May 25 conference.  (Dkt. 

428-1 at 176:1-9 (Judge Orrick: “If Mr. Daleiden was here, as I ordered, on the phone, I would 

ask him the same question, and so I guess Ms. Short, I ask you, is that true?” Ms. Short: “That – 

that – what, I understand that, I went to the same website, yes, there are or were videos on the 

website, and there were the names of the Does on the website . . .”).) 

Indeed, Judge Orrick’s comment that Mr. Daleiden was “obligated to follow the Court’s 

orders and not try to skate around them and cause real harm to human beings,” (Dkt. 428-1 at 

183:3-7), was well-founded in the record.  In granting NAF’s motion for preliminary injunction, 

Judge Orrick held that Daleiden’s release of videos led to a “significant increase in harassment 
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and violent acts,” “including the most recent attack in Colorado Springs” where three people were 

gunned down at a NAF-member clinic.  (Dkt. 354 at 36.)  He further held that if the enjoined 

materials “were publicly released, it is likely that the NAF attendees shown in those recordings 

would . . . face an increase in harassment, threats, or incidents or violence.”  (Id. at 36.) 

The Ninth Circuit affirmed Judge Orrick’s finding that NAF and its members would suffer 

irreparable harm absent an injunction, pointing out that, after Daleiden and CMP “made some of 

the recordings public . . . incidents of harassment and violence against abortion providers 

increased, including an armed attack at the clinic of one of the video subjects that resulted in three 

deaths.”  In re Center for Medical Progress, No. 16-15360, Dkt. No. 154-1 at 3, (9th Cir. 

Mar. 29, 2017).  Irreparable harm, including death, is “real harm.”  Judge Orrick’s admonishment 

was entirely proper, accurate, and well-taken in light of the serious violations of the preliminary 

injunction and the potential for grave harm that Judge Orrick had already found would result from 

such violations. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

The motion should be denied.  NAF respectfully asks the Court to issue an order as 

promptly as possible so as not to delay the contempt proceedings any further. 

 

Dated: June 16, 2017 
 

LINDA E. SHOSTAK 
DEREK F. FORAN  
CHRISTOPER L. ROBINSON  
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 

By:    /s/ Derek F. Foran 
DEREK F. FORAN 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION 
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INTRODUCTION 

Throughout this litigation, NAF has portrayed the issues in apocalyptic terms, as nothing 

short of a titanic fight to the finish between the forces of light (NAF, Planned Parenthood, and 

other abortion providers) and the forces of darkness (Daleiden and CMP, a.k.a. “dangerous 

extremist” “radicals” whose goal is to “end safe and legal access to abortion care in the United 

States”). Dkt. 131 at ¶17; Dkt. 225 at 12. Having consciously chosen to elevate a breach of contract 

action to this level of ideological warfare, NAF now opposes Daleiden and CMP’s motion to 

disqualify Judge Orrick, arguing that, despite his associations with and sympathies for abortion 

provider Planned Parenthood, no reasonable person would question his impartiality, whatever the 

threat to “the constitutional right to safe and legal access to abortion” posed by Daleiden and 

CMP’s release of videos of abortion providers talking about abortion. Dkt. 225 at 12. 

Daleiden and CMP have presented sufficient evidence that Judge Orrick harbors a bias 

against Mr. Daleiden and that a reasonable person, aware of Judge Orrick’s associations and 

beliefs, would question his impartiality in this matter.1  

 

ARGUMENT 

I. THE AFFIDAVIT OF THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS AND DAVID 

DALEIDEN IS TIMELY FILED 

 NAF argues that the Motion to Disqualify Judge William H. Orrick, III, is not timely 

because Defendants David Daleiden and Center for Medical Progress did not bring this motion in 

July or August of 2015, when Mr. Daleiden first became aware of connections between Judge 

William Orrick and the Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (GSFRC) and of connections 

between GSFRC and Planned Parenthood. NAF’s Opposition to Motion to Disqualify, Dkt. 447 at 

                                                 

1 Currently pending before the Court are Defendants motions to disqualify Judge Orrick in both the 
present action and Planned Parenthood Fed’n of Am., Inc. v. Ctr. for Med. Progress, No. 16-CV-
00236-WHO. NAF states that the two motions are “identical.” NAF Opp. at 8:8-11. Although the 
two motions are not actually “identical,” they are sufficiently similar to warrant adjudicating them 
at the same time or taking this matter under submission until the second motion is heard. 
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8-9. However, NAF also argues that even the more significant connections that Mr. Daleiden only 

recently discovered, connections that were previously overlooked because of Defendants’ reliance 

on Judge Orrick’s Senate Judiciary Committee questionnaire, are “plainly not disqualifying.” NAF 

Opp. at 12. NAF cannot have it both ways. NAF cannot fault Defendants for not bringing the 

motion earlier based on less evidence than what NAF elsewhere claims is insufficient. Defendants 

should not be penalized for their initial hesitancy to bring a motion to disqualify, particularly where 

they were at that time relying on Judge Orrick’s own representations to the United States Senate 

about his relationship, or lack thereof, with GSFRC and by extension, with Planned Parenthood. 

 NAF also misstates the contents of Daleiden’s affidavit, stating that Daleiden knew in 

January 2017 that Judge Orrick maintained his association with GSFRC through at least September 

2015. NAF Opp. at 9. This is incorrect. Mr. Daleiden stated that he learned of Judge Orrick’s 

continued association with GSFRC “in late May 2017,” after the May 25 hearing and attendant 

media attention, and that he learned specifically of Judge Orrick’s emeritus board member status 

from materials that only became publicly available in January 2017. Daleiden Affidavit, ¶¶7-8.  

 NAF contends that the alleged delay in bringing the motion to disqualify shows that it was 

brought purely for tactical purposes, “to derail the contempt proceedings.” NAF Opp. at 8. 

However, with one exception, the cases NAF cites all involve litigants who brought motions to 

disqualify after an unfavorable ruling of the court. NAF Opp. at 7-8. Moreover, NAF’s contention 

ignores the fact that, prior to the May 25, 2017, hearing, the case had been stayed for over 15 

months, since February 22, 2016. Dkt. 358.2 

Mr. Daleiden and CMP brought this motion less than two weeks after learning of Judge 

Orrick’s continued involvement with GSFRC, of his role as director and officer of GSFRC at the 

time it entered into its “key partnership” with Planned Parenthood, of Mrs. Orrick’s public 

denigration of Daleiden and CMP, accompanied by a photo of Judge and Mrs. Orrick, and of Judge 

                                                 

2 Contrary to the implication of NAF’s statement that the parties and the court are “nearly two 
years into this case,” (NAF Opp. at 1:3-4) the case is still at a very preliminary stage. The 
Defendants have not yet filed a responsive pleading to NAF’s First Amended Complaint. Dkt. 358 
at 1:8-10.  
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Orrick’s belief that Mr. Daleiden was trying to cause “real harm to human beings.” They could not 

have brought the motion based on these facts any sooner, and certainly not any sooner than would 

preclude NAF’s charges of delay and attempts to derail the contempt motion.3 The motion is thus 

timely. See, e.g., Church of Scientology of California v. Cooper, 495 F. Supp. 455, 460 (C.D. Cal. 

1980) (holding that “the five week interval which elapsed between the date of transfer of this case 

from Judge Ferguson and Mr. Kaplan’s February 4, 1980, letter” did not render the request for 

recusal untimely). 

 Mr. Daleiden and CMP should not be penalized for being hesitant to move to disqualify 

Judge Orrick unless and until there was a sufficient basis to do so, particularly where they failed to 

uncover crucial facts underlying the motion only because they relied on Judge Orrick’s Senate 

Judiciary Committee questionnaire. 

II. CMP AND DALEIDEN SET FORTH FACTS IN THEIR AFFADAVIT REQUIRING 

RECUSAL. 

NAF contends that the evidence adduced by Daleiden and CMP is insufficient to warrant 

recusal. This is incorrect.  

A. Judge Orrick’s Relationship with GSFRC-PP. 

 NAF maintains that Daleiden has failed to establish the existence of any current relationship 

between Judge Orrick and GSFRC. NAF Opp. at 10-11. NAF argues that any attorney-client 

relationship ceased in 2009, when Judge Orrick ceased providing legal services for GSFRC. NAF’s 

argument, however, ignores that, as the attorney for GSFRC, he undertook fiduciary duties to 

GSFRC that survive to this day. NAF Opp. at 11. As the court explained in Styles v. Mumbert, 164 

Cal.App.4th 1163, 1167 (2008): 

 
Few precepts are more firmly entrenched than the fiduciary nature of the attorney-
client relationship, which must be of the highest character. So fundamental is this 
precept that an attorney continues to owe a former client a fiduciary duty even 

                                                 

3 Judge Orrick ruled against Defendants on the day the case was assigned to him, at the very first 
hearing. Dkt. 15, 27. Thus, there was no time at which Daleiden and CMP could have brought a 
motion to disqualify Judge Orrick that NAF would not have claimed was untimely for being 
brought after an unfavorable ruling. 
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after termination of the relationship. For example, an attorney is forever forbidden 
from using, against a former client, any information acquired during such 
relationship, or from acting in a way which will injure the former client in matters 
involving such former representation.  These duties continue after the termination 
of the relationship in order to protect the sanctity of the confidential relationship 
between an[] attorney and client.  

(citations omitted); see also City and County of San Francisco v. Cobra Solutions, Inc., 38 Cal.4th 

839, 846 (2006).   

 NAF also argues that “since at least 2006” Judge Orrick has had no “operational or 

managerial role” at GSFRC. NAF Opp. at 5. However, as a one-time director of GSFRC, Judge 

Orrick owed GSFRC a fiduciary duty of loyalty to act with the utmost good faith and for its 

benefit. See Angelica Textile Services, Inc. v. Park, 233 Cal.App.4th 803, 834 (2013). 

 Moreover, as “partners” with Planned Parenthood, which worked out of the same location 

and shared staff with GSFRC, GSFRC was in a fiduciary relationship with Planned Parenthood. 

Partners have a “fiduciary duty to act with the highest good faith towards each other regarding 

affairs of the partnership.” Pellegrini v. Weiss, 165 Cal.App.4th 515, 524 (2008). Accordingly, at a 

minimum, Judge Orrick’s previous fiduciary relationship with GSFRC and, by extension with its 

“partner,” Planned Parenthood, gives rise to the appearance of impropriety and judicial bias in a 

case where Planned Parenthood and its staff are putative “victims” whose interests are represented 

by plaintiff NAF. Dkt. 131 at ¶74 (“NAF’s annual meetings give its members and attendees a 

unique and necessary forum for networking. Given the backdrop of violence, harassment and 

intimidation, many abortion providers place an especially high value on their confidentiality, and 

face-to-face networking plays an even more important role than it does in other medical specialties. 

This means that NAF’s annual meetings play a vital function for abortion providers: letting them 

meet vendors, service providers and industry professionals whom they can trust when conducting 

business in the future.”)4  

                                                 

4 Although the declaration of Melissa Fowler states that “neither Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific 
nor Planned Parenthood Northern California have ever been NAF members” the entity’s legal 
name, and presumably the name under which they would be a member, is Planned Parenthood 
Shasta Diablo. Dkt. 58 in PP v. CMP at ¶20. Moreover, staff from GSFRC’s “key partner” do 
attend NAF annual meetings. Dkt. 58 in PP v. CMP at ¶212 (“Staff representatives from . . . PPNC 
. . . attended the NAF 2014 annual conference in San Francisco”); ¶233 (“Staff representatives 
from . . . PPNC . . . attended the NAF annual meeting in Baltimore, Maryland”). 
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 As a director at the time GSFRC entered into its “partnership” with Planned Parenthood, a 

relationship not disclosed in his Senate Judiciary Committee questionnaire or to the parties at the 

outset of this case, and as an attorney who represented GSFRC, Judge Orrick had access to 

confidential, extrajudicial information which will or could bias or affect his decision, but which he 

remains duty bound to continue to protect.   

 Further, Judge Orrick is still publicly listed as a GSFRC Board Member Emeritus, and a 

significant donor5 to the GSFRC, Planned Parenthood’s “landlord” for its rent-free space. Paz Decl. 

at ¶4 (“Judge Orrick is listed on GSFRC’s stationery”). Those ongoing connections identify him in 

a very public way as a supporter of an organization with whom he had a fiduciary duty of loyalty 

and an ongoing duty of confidentiality – and an organization that remains in a partnership with 

Planned Parenthood. In the eyes of the reasonable observer, this gives the clear impression that he 

is not in a position to be completely fair and impartial in ruling on the controversial issues in this 

case, including whether GSFRC’s partner Planned Parenthood’s financial arrangements with fetal 

tissue procurement companies, arrangements which NAF was eager to facilitate, violated state or 

federal law. 

Finally, NAF’s citation to cases where a judge’s religious or political beliefs may be 

implicated does not do justice to the issues in the instant case, as framed by NAF itself. NAF Opp. 

at 12. In the cases cited by NAF involving recusal under section 455(a)6, the nonmoving party did 

not explicitly appeal to the court’s religious beliefs or alumni loyalty. See, e.g., U.S. ex rel 

Hockman v. Nackman, 145 F.3d 1069, 1076 (9th Cir. 1998) (small yearly contribution to the law 

school’s alumni association” was “insignificant” because “the relationship between this case and 

USC’s law school is virtually nonexistent”).  

Here, by contrast, NAF has from the outset and at every turn framed the case as one of 

protecting the well-being of abortion providers such as Planned Parenthood and preserving abortion 

                                                 

5 NAF makes no argument against the significance of Judge Orrick being a major donor of the 
GSFRC. 

6 Perry v. Schwarzenegger, 790 F.Supp.2d 1119 (N.D. Cal. 2011) is inapposite to this motion, as 
that case discussed only recusal under 28 U.S.C. § 455(b)(4). 
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in America. See, e.g. Dkt. 131 (First Amended Complaint), ¶1: “This case is about an admitted, 

outrageous conspiracy to defraud, carried out by extremist anti-abortion activists against NAF and 

its constituent members, and perpetrated for the purpose of intimidating and harassing providers of 

abortion care services to women, and to end access to reproductive health services in America”).7 

NAF cannot paint the stakes in this case in such lurid terms, making incessant overwrought appeals 

to pro-choice sentiment, but then brush aside the associations and beliefs of the primary audience 

of those appeals – the district court.  

In assessing whether Judge Orrick’s impartiality might reasonably be questioned based on 

his associations with Planned Parenthood, this context must be considered. If this case merely 

involved, e.g., a dispute between NAF and an anti-abortion building contractor, Judge Orrick’s 

connections with Planned Parenthood would be irrelevant. But NAF contends that Daleiden and 

CMP’s goal is to end abortion in America by driving abortion providers out of business. Assuming 

that is true, Judge Orrick’s connections with Planned Parenthood, the country’s largest abortion 

provider and advocate, are such that a reasonable person would question his ability to rule 

impartially as to whether CMP and Daleiden’s means are illegal and whether they should be 

stopped and punished, or whether they should be allowed to continue taking steps to further their 

goals. 

B. Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook Activity. 

NAF first objects to Daleiden and CMP’s characterization of Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook 

“likes” as being statements of her own beliefs, citing unspecific and unsupported “realities of how 

people use Facebook.” NAF Opp. at 12. However, “the act of ‘liking’ a Facebook post makes the 

post attributable to the ‘liker, even if he or she did not author the original post.” Grutzmacher v. 

Howard Cty., 851 F.3d 332, 340, fn. 3 (4th Cir. 2017); see also Buker v. Howard Cty., No. CIV.A. 

MJG-13-3046, 2015 WL 3456750, at *22 (D. Md. May 27, 2015), aff’d sub nom. Grutzmacher v. 

                                                 

7 See also, id. at ¶ 17 (“CMP is nothing more than a front for dangerous extremists whose sole aim 
is to drive abortion providers out of business, and to end safe and legal access to abortion care in 
the United States”); Dkt. 225 at 12 (“CMP’s officers and directors are radicals whose sole aim is to 
end the constitutional right to safe and legal access to abortion in the United States”).  
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Howard Cty., 851 F.3d 332 (4th Cir. 2017) (“[T]he content and effect of each of the January 20 

Facebook posts is attributable to Buker, regardless of who ‘authored’ the post and who ‘liked’ it”); 

Melendres v. Arpaio, No. CV-07-2513-PHX-MHM, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 65069, at *50 (D. 

Ariz. July 15, 2009) (“[T]here is nothing in the record to suggest that the Court’s sister is the author 

of the offending articles or that she had any personal involvement in their publication [on website]. 

Yet the Court is mindful that it must be vigilant to avoid even the slightest appearance of 

impropriety”).  

NAF next asserts that “as a matter of law” a judge’s spouse’s views cannot be imputed to 

the judge. NAF Opp. at 12-13 (citing Perry v. Schwarzenegger, 630 F.3d 909, 912 (9th Cir. 2011) 

(Reinhardt, J.)). This is incorrect. Judge Reinhardt (writing for himself, not the Ninth Circuit) was 

describing the relationship between his wife’s views and his own, not laying down a precedential 

rule of law. Id. (“[M]y wife and I share many fundamental interests by virtue of our marriage, but 

her views regarding issues of public significance are her own, and cannot be imputed to me, no 

matter how prominently she expresses them.  It is her view, and I agree, that she has the right to 

perform her professional duties without regard to whatever my views may be, and that I should do 

the same without regard to hers”). By contrast, there is no evidence in the record of a strict 

separation of Mrs. Orrick’s views from those of Judge Orrick. On the contrary, Facebook “likes” 

featuring a photograph of both Judge and Mrs. Orrick were posted on articles denigrating Mr. 

Daleiden, impugning his motives, and applauding his prosecution. Daleiden Affidavit, ¶13.  

C.  Judge Orrick’s Comments at the May 25 Hearing. 

Judicial remarks during the course of litigation may support a bias or partiality challenge “if 

they reveal an opinion that derives from an extrajudicial source.” Liteky v. U.S., 510 U.S. 540, 555 

(1994). At the hearing on May 25, 2017, Judge Orrick stated that Mr. Daleiden would be “well 

advised . . . that he is obligated to follow the Court’s orders and not to try to skate around them and 

cause real harm to human beings . . .” Dkt. 428-1 at 183:3-6. 

NAF asserts that this comment did not stem from an extrajudicial source, but from Judge 

Orrick’s frustration at an admitted violation of the preliminary injunction. This is incorrect on two 

counts. First, Mr. Daleiden’s counsel did not admit there had been a violation of the preliminary 
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injunction. Ms. Short merely confirmed that videos and names were on the website of Mr. 

Daleiden’s criminal defense counsel. Dkt. 428-1 at 175:8-176:9. Whether there was a violation of 

the preliminary injunction remains to be determined.  

Second, whether or not there was a violation of the order, Judge Orrick’s comment went 

farther, ascribing to Mr. Daleiden the intent to harm others through his release of videos of abortion 

providers talking, whether at NAF meetings or elsewhere. NAF claims that this imputation is 

justified in light of Judge Orrick’s finding that the release of earlier videos of abortion providers 

talking had led to violence, “including the most recent attack in Colorado Springs.” Dkt. 354 at 36.  

There is a difference, however, between Judge Orrick (1) relying on hearsay in form of a 

newspaper article about the Colorado shooting,8 articles about unsolved arsons,9 and self-serving 

“reports” authored by Planned Parenthood about an increase in threats and intimidation,10 in the 

context of ruling on a motion for a preliminary injunction to support a post hoc ergo propter hoc 

finding of the likelihood of irreparable harm from the release of videos of abortion providers 

talking, and (2) stating that Mr. Daleiden wants to release videos in order to cause “real harm” to 

others.  

The latter comment uses the inadmissible hearsay of the newspaper articles and Planned 

Parenthood “reports” as the starting point for even more unfounded extrapolations concerning Mr. 

Daleiden’s motives. The “extrajudicial source” of Judge Orrick’s opinion is his bias against Mr. 

Daleiden, which took a hearsay news article about a shooting by a madman that took place over 

four months after Mr. Daleiden released his first videos,11 and from that ascribed to Mr. Daleiden 

not only responsibility for the shooting,12 but also, the defense now learns, the intent of causing the 

shooting.  

                                                 

8 Dkt. 294-15. 
9 Dkt. 227-5, 227-6. 227-7, 227-8. 
10 Dkt. 227-1, 227-2. 
11 Dkt. 294-15. 
12 Dkt. 354 at 7 n. 42 (release of non-NAF videos of abortion providers talking has had “tragic 
consequences, including the attack in Colorado where the gunman was apparently motivated by the 
CMP’s characterization of the sale of ‘baby parts’”).  
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Judge Orrick’s comment on May 25 was not an expression of “well-founded” or 

“understandable frustration.” NAF Opp. at 14. Rather, it reflected a deep-seated bias, mirroring that 

expressed in the Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook “likes” of posts describing Daleiden and CMP as 

“extremists who will stop at nothing to deny women legal abortion services,” under photos of a 

burning building and a Planned Parenthood clinic with police tape around it. Daleiden Affidavit 

Exh. 11.  

 

CONCLUSION 

 “No Court should tolerate even the slightest chance that its continued participation in a high 

profile lawsuit could taint the public’s perception of the fairness of the outcome. Certainly, this 

Court is unwilling to take such a risk.” Melendres, supra, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 65069, at *52-53. 

The evidence presented in Daleiden and CMP’s motion for recusal substantiates far more than a 

slight chance that the public’s perception of the fairness of the outcome would be tainted if Judge 

Orrick continues to preside. Even if they had only presented evidence of a small chance, “[i]f it is a 

close case, the balance tips in favor of recusal.” U.S. v. Holland, 519 F.3d 909, 911 (9th Cir. 2008) 

The motion for recusal should be granted. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

June 20, 2017, 

 
Catherine W. Short (CA Bar No. 117442) 
LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  
Post Office Box 1313 
Ojai, CA  93024-1313 
Tel:  (707) 337-6880 
LLDFOjai@earthlink.net 
 
Attorney for Defendant David Daleiden 
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Thomas Brejcha, pro hac vice 
Peter Breen, pro hac vice 
THOMAS MORE SOCIETY 
19 S. La Salle St., Ste. 603 
Chicago, IL 60603 
Tel: (312) 782-1680 
Facsimile: (312) 782-1887 
tbrejcha@thomasmoresociety.org 
pbreen@thomasmoresociety.org 
 
Attorneys for Defendant David Daleiden 
 
 

 
Charles S. LiMandri (CA Bar No. 110841)                

Paul M. Jonna (CA Bar No. 292480) 

Jeffrey M. Trissell (CA Bar No. 292480)                    

FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND                             

P.O. Box 9520 

Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067 

Tel:  (858) 759-9948 

Facsimile:  (858) 759-9938 
cslimandri@limandri.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendants CMP & BioMax 
 

ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO CIVIL L.R. 5.1(i)(3) 

 

As the filer of this document, I attest that concurrence in the filing was obtained from the 

other signatories. 

 

 
Charles S. LiMandri 

Counsel for Defendant CMP 
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 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

National Abortion Federation v. The Center for Medical Progress, et al.
Case No.: 3:15-cv-3522

I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury that I am over the age of eighteen years

and not a party to this action; my business address is P.O. Box 9520, Rancho Santa Fe, California

92067, and that I served the following document(s):

• Reply in Support of Motion for Disqualification of the Honorable William H.

Orrick III.

I certify that one true and correct copy  of the foregoing was served on each of the

interested parties in this action, addressed as follows:

         (BY MAIL) I am "readily familiar" with the firm's practice of collection and processing
correspondence for mailing.  Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal
Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Rancho Santa Fe, California
in the ordinary course of business.  The envelope was sealed and placed for collection and
mailing on this date following our ordinary practices.  I am aware that on motion of the party
served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more
than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

         (BY ELECTRONIC MAIL) I served a true copy, electronically on designated recipients
via electronic transmission of said documents.

    X  (BY ELECTRONIC FILING/SERVICE) I caused such document(s) to be Electronically
Filed and/or Service using the ECF/CM System for filing and transmittal of the above
documents to the above-referenced ECF/CM registrants.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, that the above
is true and correct.

Executed on June 20, 2017, at Rancho Santa Fe, California.

______________________________
Kathy Denworth

1

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 3:15-cv-3522
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Website: www.ConscienceDefense.org 

June 22, 2017 

 

The Honorable James Donato 

United States District Court 

Northern District of California 

450 Golden Gate Avenue 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

 

 

Re:  National Abortion Federation v. Center for Medical Progress, et al. ,  

Case No. 3:15-cv-03522-WHO 

 

 

Dear Judge Donato: 

 

Upon further reflection, and after discussing the matter with co-counsel, Defendants respectfully 

request that the Court schedule a separate hearing for the motion to disqualify in the related 

Planned Parenthood case. Although the factual and legal issues in the two motions are similar, 

there are significant differences. Thus, Defendants should be afforded an opportunity to argue that 

motion, and the Court should hear from Planned Parenthood, so that there is a complete record.  

 

In addition, the Planned Parenthood case contains additional defendants, some of whom have 

asked about potentially joining the motion to disqualify, and who may wish to be heard. 

 

Thank you for your attention to this matter 

 
LIFE LEGAL  
DEFENSE FOUNDATION 

 

Catherine W. Short 

 

FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE 
DEFENSE FUND 

 
Paul M. Jonna 

 

THOMAS MORE  
SOCIETY 

 

Thomas Brejcha 

 

Charles S. LiMandri 
President & Chief Counsel  
Board Certified Civil Trial Advocate 

Admitted in California, District of  
Columbia & New York 

Post Office Box 9520 

Rancho Santa Fe, California  92067 

Telephone:  (858) 759-9948 

Facsimile:   (858) 759-9938 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
Civil Minutes 

 
Date:  June 22, 2017 Judge:  Hon. James Donato

Time: 30 Minutes 
 
Case No. C-15-03522-WHO 
Case Name National Abortion Federation v. Center for Medical Progress et al 
 
Attorney(s) for Plaintiff(s): Derek Foran/Maggie Mayo 
Attorney(s) for Defendant(s): Catherine W. Short/Thomas Brejcha/Paul Jonna 
 
Deputy Clerk:  Lisa R. Clark Court Reporter: Kathy Sullivan 
 

PROCEEDINGS 
 

Motion to Disqualify Judge Orrick - Held 
 

RESULT OF HEARING 
 
The Court hears argument on the motion and takes it under submission. 
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE WILLIAM H. ORRICK, JUDGE 

NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION )
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                               ) 
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                               ) 
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                               ) 
THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL )
PROGRESS; BIOMAX PROCUREMENT   ) 
SERVICES, LLC; DAVID DALEIDEN  ) 
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           Defendants.       )
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                                   Tuesday, July 11, 2017 
 

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 
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                        MORRISON & FOERSTER 
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                   BY:  DEREK F. FORAN, ESQUIRE 
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     3

Tuesday, July 11, 2017                   3:06 p.m. 

P R O C E E D I N G S 

---000--- 

THE CLERK:  Calling civil matter 15-3522, National

Abortion Federation versus Center for Medical Progress, et al.

Counsel, please come forward and state your appearance.

MR. FORAN:  Good afternoon, Your Honor.  Derek Foran

for NAF.  And with me at counsel table is Linda Shostak and

Christopher Robinson.

THE COURT:  Good afternoon.

MR. JONNA:  Good afternoon, Your Honor.  Paul Jonna

for the Center for Medical Progress.

MR. HEFFRON:  Good afternoon, Your Honor.  I'm Matt

Heffron.  I'm representing David Daleiden, along with Ms. Katie

Short.

THE COURT:  Good afternoon.

MR. GERAGOS:  Good afternoon, Your Honor.  Matthew

Geragos on behalf of the nonparties Steve Cooley and Brentford

Ferreira.

THE COURT:  Good afternoon.

All right.  So I want to proceed in the manner that I've

laid out in the order that I posted yesterday.

So the first thing I want to find out is whether the

timeline of relevant events is accurate.  And I'll start with

whoever from the defense wants to pick it up.

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

 
[331]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 6 of 298
(389 of 916)



     4

MR. JONNA:  Good afternoon, Your Honor.  Again, Paul

Jonna on behalf of the Center for Medical Progress.

I'm going to address some issues that pertain to the

Center for Medical Progress and David Daleiden.

Counsel for David Daleiden, Ms. Short and Mr. Heffron,

would also like to be heard on other matters; particularly,

Ms. Short with respect to damages.  And Matt Heffron may wish

to be heard as well.

THE COURT:  That's fine.  Just so that I'm clear, what

I want to start with is just the timeline.

MR. JONNA:  Sure.

THE COURT:  And then, so just so that it's clear,

after we do the timeline -- and I want to hear from everybody

on the timeline -- then I want answers to the questions that

I've laid out.  And then I'm happy to hear argument.

MR. JONNA:  Sure.

THE COURT:  Okay.  So let's just stick with the

timeline.

MR. JONNA:  Okay.  I just have four points of

clarification on the timeline.  And I appreciate the timeline.

The first one is that at no time was anything actually

published on CMP's YouTube channel or CMP's website.

You could go to CMP's YouTube channel or website on

May 25th, and you wouldn't see any videos that were covered by

the preliminary injunction.
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All the material on the Steve Cooley & Associates' website

was accessible by following links in filings in the state

criminal case.  So when I say they are not published, I mean

they were private, they were unlisted.

THE COURT:  So what is the purpose of putting them on

a YouTube channel if it's not to publish them?

MR. JONNA:  So what I'm taking issue with is the term

"published."  And as far as the purpose, Your Honor, I can't --

I can't tell you the purpose of -- and this is an issue that

we're going to discuss today, so I might as well just tell you

right now.

There's a complex set of facts here that involve

attorney-client communications.  We have carefully considered

them and we -- quite honestly, as to these questions, I'm going

to provide you with substantive answers to the best of my

ability, but there are a lot of areas that I cannot disclose

based on the attorney-client privilege.

So I can't answer questions like why -- you know, as to

why my client or why -- you know, why Mr. Daleiden, why CMP may

or may not have done certain things.  I cannot answer those

questions today.

I can tell you -- I can provide you with alternative

inferences.  I can provide you with our responses.  But there's

certain information, with respect to these questions, that I

just can't answer based on attorney-client privilege.
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THE COURT:  All right.  So I'm sitting here trying to

figure out, with respect to materials that I said could not be

published in the preliminary injunction order, what conceivable

reason there would be to put those materials on YouTube -- even

if they're private -- if it wasn't with some purpose of

publishing them.

MR. JONNA:  Okay.  Well --

THE COURT:  If you can give me some help there,

Mr. Jonna.

MR. JONNA:  Yeah, absolutely.

One conceivable reason would be to provide the information

to criminal defense counsel for purposes of the criminal

defense case.

THE COURT:  But then why wouldn't you use a jump

drive, the same way you did with Judge Hite?

MR. JONNA:  You mean a flash drive?

THE COURT:  The little thing that was provided to

Judge Hite in the criminal matter so that he could review these

things without having any possible access by anybody else.

MR. JONNA:  Okay.  As to why it was provided -- why it

could have been provided by flash drive versus a YouTube link,

I'm just telling you, Your Honor, that that's a plausible

explanation for why they're provided to criminal defense

counsel.

Criminal defense counsel is represented today.  They can
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answer these questions as well.  I don't have an answer to your

question as far as why a specific means was chosen over

another.

THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  So sorry I interrupted

you.  What's the next point?

MR. JONNA:  Another important point, Your Honor, is

that no one knows when the Steve Cooley & Associates' website

went live.

Plaintiff's counsel said "on information and belief" it

went live on May 25th.  There is no evidence before Your Honor

as to when it went live.

And the inescapable inference that they want to draw is

that information was given to, quote, friends of Mr. Daleiden

before it went live.

And there are alternative inferences that can be drawn

from the evidence, from the facts.  And one of them is that

there could have been an online alert for people that are

following David Daleiden.  For example, a Google alert that

would notify them when information is made available on the

Internet.

And it's certainly plausible that the website went live on

May 24th, May 23rd, May 22nd.  There's zero evidence that it

went live on May 25th.

And I want to talk about the legal standard.  I don't want

to get into that now if you don't want to.
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THE COURT:  Let's save that.

MR. JONNA:  Okay.

THE COURT:  I really do want to focus on the facts

right now.

MR. JONNA:  There's a lot of very important facts that

Mr. Geragos will want to clarify with respect to Attorney

General seizure of the videos and NAF's position immediately

thereafter.  So those are the minor points I wanted to clarify

as far as the timeline.  I do have a number of other points I

do want to make.

THE COURT:  Okay.  We'll take them up in a bit.

Okay.  So, Mr. Heffron.

MR. HEFFRON:  Your Honor, I have nothing further to

add as to the timeline.

THE COURT:  All right.  Mr. -- oh, Ms. Short.

MS. SHORT:  I have nothing to add to the timeline

either, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right.  Mr. Geragos.

MR. GERAGOS:  Yes.  I'm just going to defer to the

counsel here who know the case better.

THE COURT:  Why don't you step forward, if you would,

please.

MR. GERAGOS:  Sure.

No, I would defer, as far as the timeline, unless you want

to delve into the questions you had in regards to my client.
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Because one of the issues I see here, and now that you've added

an extra hour for the hearing, that -- I'd just like to make a

simple statement because I would like to make even more as you

get to the questions you have.

What's happening right now, while they think -- while the

plaintiffs think this is helping their cause, it only is --

THE COURT:  Mr. Geragos --

MR. GERAGOS:  Fine.  I'll save --

THE COURT:  -- save the argument for -- 

MR. GERAGOS:  It's not really an argument.  I'm just

trying to alert everybody that as long as this goes on and my

clients are sitting here, I would like to get my clients out of

here because what it's going to do --

THE COURT:  I'm sure that's true.  Let's do the facts

first, and then I'm going to ask the questions.

MR. GERAGOS:  The facts, as far as the timeline, I

would leave the timeline to the defense counsel that's here.

We're not party to this -- to this lawsuit, so I can add

nothing further to that.

THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.  

Mr. Foran.

MR. FORAN:  Thank you, Your Honor.

I have a few points of clarification to make.  I want to

be as precise as possible about what we understand the facts to

be and the timeline the Court provided to us.
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The first point is, there's a reference in your timeline

to a March 28th press conference.  I don't believe there was a

press conference.  I believe that's the date of the press

release.

THE COURT:  Okay.

MR. FORAN:  That, according to Mr. Ferreira and

Mr. Cooley, invited the reprisal against NAF and its members.

That was a press release.

The second point I want to make is, there's reference in

your timeline to a May 16th thumb drive with the seized

evidence.

My understanding, and I've confirmed this with

representatives of the California Attorney General's Office, is

that thumb drive did not contain all of the seized evidence.

It only contained --

THE COURT:  Did not contain --

MR. FORAN:  All of the seized evidence.  It only

contained the Doe videos, eight of which came from NAF's

meetings.  So what you're talking about is a thumb drive

produced in discovery that only covers a few hours of material.

Why is that significant?  That's significant because the

evidence we presented to the Court shows that CMP started

uploading those Doe videos on May 12th.  So we think that the

inference is inescapable that they came from CMP.  And nobody

denies it.
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And the third point I wanted to make, Your Honor, there's

a reference in your timeline to a disclosure by Charlie

Johnson -- not to be confused with the infamous Charles

Johnson -- at 8:43 p.m. on May 24th.

And I realized, when I looked at the evidence, that we

didn't have a timestamped copy of that provided to the Court.

I was able to get a timestamped copy showing when that was --

that was uploaded.

So we have a timestamped copy for the Court.  And I hope

to present a supplemental declaration immediately after the

hearing so the Court can have that.

That was, in fact, uploaded at 8:43 p.m.  It's a -- it

looks to be a press release that contains quotes from

Mr. Ferreira that nowhere appear on the media page.

And, by the way, Charlie Johnson's "Next Right Step" blog

is still up with the names of the Does in this case, a person

who represents himself to be a friend of David Daleiden.

Second point, on the disclosures, the National Review,

again, when I was reviewing the evidence we submitted to Your

Honor, I realized that we didn't have a time stamp on that.  So

I found a timestamp copy that shows the National Review went

live with a preview doc -- excuse me, video at 12:01 a.m.  I

would submit that immediately after the hearing.

And the National Review is significant, we think, because

it makes no reference whatsoever to an SCA media page.  It
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states that they have a shocking new video just been released

by the Center for Medical Progress.

Also, in the evidence -- this is in the evidence, but we

didn't point it out on our papers.  I wanted to take the

opportunity to do that now.  

Exhibit J to my declaration is another friendly outlet

called the Media Research Center, which also has a time stamp

on it showing that they -- they disclosed the preview video at

12:01 a.m. Eastern Time.

Once those disclosures happened, the rest of the ecosystem

picks it up.  Susan B. Anthony picks it up, attributes it to

CMP, starts to use CMP's hashtag "ppsellsbabyparts."  And by

the time I wake up in the morning, it's all over the Internet.

We think, Your Honor, it's fairly obvious that David

Daleiden coordinated this.  Those are my points on the

timeline.

THE COURT:  All right.  

Okay.  So now -- Ms. Short.

MS. SHORT:  May I respond?

THE COURT:  Please.

MS. SHORT:  Just to ensure that we are not waiving any

objections, the attribution to CMP in the National Review

website and Susan B. Anthony website are obviously hearsay.

And we object to those on the grounds of hearsay that they're

saying these were published by CMP.
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And the second thing is, we are somewhat at a loss here

being asked -- you know, saying, we'll give you something after

the hearing, because the version of the National Review that

was attached as an exhibit specifically said that it had been

updated since its initial publication.

So Mr. Foran's inference that, you know, they knew about

this -- this is what was published at 12:01, I don't know what

they have now, but what was attached as an exhibit was not what

was published at 12:01.

THE COURT:  Stay here, if you would for a second.  

But I'll give you an opportunity to reply to anything

that's filed.  And why don't you do that within 48 hours.

MS. SHORT:  Thank you.

THE COURT:  Stay, if you would.

I listed a series of questions for civil defense counsel

to respond to.  And so let me ask you, when did you first

become aware of the existence of the preview video?

MS. SHORT:  Your Honor, we were confused by your order

yesterday saying that you were going to ask these questions.

And Mr. Heffron -- in discussing it.  But I think Mr. Heffron

would like to address that issue of asking counsel questions

about this.

THE COURT:  Okay.

MS. SHORT:  Thank you.

THE COURT:  Mr. Heffron.
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MR. HEFFRON:  Judge, in further review of your

questions, we have determined that we cannot answer those as

attorneys without implying the attorney-client privilege.

And so on behalf of my client, David Daleiden, because the

privilege is invoked on the client's behalf, I am invoking the

attorney-client privilege as to all those questions on behalf

of all the attorneys.

THE COURT:  On behalf of all the attorneys.  So the

questions --

MR. HEFFRON:  And, I'm sorry, Judge.  When I say "all

the attorneys," those listed there.  And those would be

Mr. Daleiden's attorneys and the CMP's attorneys.

THE COURT:  Basically, the civil defense attorneys for

Mr. Daleiden and CMP?

MR. HEFFRON:  Yes.

THE COURT:  So, just to be clear, no one is going to

respond, because of privilege, to the questions:  

"When did you first become aware of the existence of the

'Preview' video?  How?

"When did you first become aware of the existence of the

'Defense Filing' playlist videos on CMP's YouTube channel?

How?

"What steps did you take to comply with my May 25th, 2017,

order requiring all efforts be made to take down links to the

Preliminary Injunction materials?"  
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You're asserting the attorney privileges to that?

MR. HEFFRON:  Yes, Your Honor.  We feel that we are

required to do so.

Looking at California Business and Professions Code

6068(e), it states that to maintain -- that the attorney's

responsibility is to maintain inviolate the confidence and, at

every peril to himself or herself, to preserve the secrets of

his or her client.

It also says -- it goes further.  This is one of the

strongest attorney-client privileges I've seen anywhere in the

country.  Even the attorney is not even required to break the

attorney-client privilege to prevent a criminal act resulting

in death or substantial bodily harm.

That is a very strict attorney-client privilege.  To

answer these questions, all these questions implicate either

communication from the client or advice of the attorneys.

To be quite honest with you, Judge, we are all confident

we did exactly what we were supposed to do as far as complying

with the Court's order.  But we simply can't address those

questions.

THE COURT:  All right.

MR. JONNA:  Your Honor, may I be heard?

THE COURT:  Mr. Jonna.

MR. JONNA:  Okay.  So your order asked Mr. LiMandri to

be here.  He apologizes he couldn't be here.  He was on a

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

 
[343]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 18 of 298
(401 of 916)



    16

preplanned vacation.  He said he would be available by phone if

you want to speak to him.

In the meantime, though, we can't divulge the substance of

any attorney-client questions.  He did prepare responses to

your questions that do actually shed some additional light.  If

I could read those into the record.

THE COURT:  Go ahead.

MR. JONNA:  Okay.  So your first question was:  "When

did you first become aware of the existence of the 'Preview'

video?  How?"

"As previously mentioned, we're not in the position to

divulge information protected by the attorney-client privilege.

I can say in that regard, though, that if one were going to

draw reasonable inferences as to why the preview video was

created the most plausible explanations would be the following:

"One, that it was initially requested by civil defense

counsel for their own case preparation; and, two, that it was

prepared in the standard CMP format for eventual release to the

public should the preliminary injunction eventually be

dissolved.  We had no reason to believe that any such preview

video would be created for release to the public in violation

of the preliminary injunction in the civil action.

"Furthermore, the civil defense counsel were not in any

way responsible for the release of any NAF videos in the

criminal action.  This is not in dispute, as the criminal
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defense counsel have accepted sole and complete responsibility

for those actions."

Second question was:  "When did you first become aware of

the existence of the 'Defense Filing' playlist videos on CMP's

YouTube channel?  How?"

"Again, as previously mentioned, we cannot divulge any

information that we protected by the attorney-client privilege.

Suffice it to say, however, that whatever steps were taken with

respect to the defense filing were taken in the context of the

separate criminal proceeding.  And the civil case defense

counsel took no part in the decision as to how the subject

videos were to be used in that case.

"The criminal defense counsel have admitted that they knew

about the preliminary injunction, but they did not think it

barred the use of the subject videos in the criminal case.  We

take no position on that as it is outside our area of practice.

We reiterate, however, that we have never advised a client to

violate a court order or injunction or assisted any client in

doing so."

The third question:  "What steps did you take to comply

with my May 25th, 2017 order requiring all efforts be made to

take down links to the Preliminary Injunction materials?"

First of all, Your Honor, this is kind of a technical

point, but I just want to point out, with respect to CMP, your

order requires -- it refers to -- it orders counsel Steve
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Cooley and Brent Ferreira, and all those working with or for

his counsel, immediately to take down from their website... And

then it goes on, and it says, "Daleiden and his counsel are

also ordered immediately to undertake all efforts," and it goes

on.  So one could read that that's referring to Steve and

Brent, Steve Cooley and Brent Ferreria.  Or, technically, it

says "Daleiden and his counsel."

So we're counsel for CMP.  But we didn't take a technical

reading of the order.  We assumed, you know, that we should

take steps to comply with the order, too, and we did.  But I

just wanted to point out the order doesn't refer to CMP.  It

just refers to Daleiden and his counsel.

But let me just read the prepared remarks.

"During the May 25th teleconference with the Court, Your

Honor ordered us to instruct specific persons to remove the

YouTube links to the videos within 15 minutes.  It's our

understanding that any links posted by those persons the Court

asked us to contact were, in fact, removed within 15 minutes.

The civil defense counsel confirmed that all the videos we knew

and were informed about on YouTube were down.  The links were

dead.  Therefore, we promptly complied with the Court order

issued on May 25th, 2017.

"Moreover, what's clear from the transcript of the

argument on May 25th is that the Court's order of that date was

a takedown order covering materials which civil defense counsel

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

 
[346]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 21 of 298
(404 of 916)



    19

believed and accurately represented were already down.  And the

Court itself noted this on the record on the transcript, at

page 11.

"We didn't know that the videos were on the Steve Cooley &

Associates website on May 25th, or whatever that date was,

until we were informed by counsel for NAF.  Other than

communicating what the Court told us to communicate to those

responsible for the videos being made public and providing them

with an actual copy of the Court's order on that date, we did

not believe that we were required to do anything further in

that regard.  Moreover, we did not possess the technical

expertise to know what additional steps could be taken in that

regard, nor were we asked to take any further such specific

steps to correct any potential violation for which we were not

responsible.

"Furthermore, we're not contenders in this hearing.  Due

process requires that if we're going to be accused of any

wrongdoing" -- I'm not saying that that's what you're doing --

"which we expressly deny, that we be given proper notice and

opportunity to respond to any false accusations.

"We're appearing here today only in a representative

capacity on behalf of our clients.  Of course, we're always

mindful of our professional responsibilities as officers of the

Court.  We sought to fulfill our responsibilities here today to

both the Court and our clients to the best of our ability.

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

 
[347]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 22 of 298
(405 of 916)



    20

We've even consulted with a professional ethics expert

regarding these sensitive attorney-client communication issues.

And, that being said, we're confident we've acted at all times,

including here today, within the proper bounds of the law and

applicable cannons of professional ethics."

THE COURT:  Mr. Heffron, were you representing

Mr. LiMandri in this?

MR. HEFFRON:  No, Judge.  I'm not representing

Mr. LiMandri.

THE COURT:  Because what I just heard was either a

waiver of the attorney-client privilege or not of value really

here.  And I follow the -- I'm not going to try to go behind

the attorney-client privilege here, but that's what I was

listening to, I think, was a waiver.

MR. HEFFRON:  You think that what was just read was a

waiver?

THE COURT:  Wasn't it?

MR. HEFFRON:  I don't believe it was, Judge.  I think

it was an explanation in -- Mr. LiMandri's comments were, I

think, to show his respect for the Court and the Court

authority.

Because we're in a position here where we don't like to

be, but we think that the attorney-client privilege requires us

to -- to invoke it here.

He gave more explanation and perhaps more indication of
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respect.  And so to that extent some of the inferences he said,

I thought, were very appropriate.  And I don't think -- from my

reading of it, it wasn't a waiver.  And I don't think it was

intended to be, Judge.

THE COURT:  All right.

All right.  So, Mr. Geragos.

Are Mr. Cooley and Mr. Ferreira here?

MR. GERAGOS:  Yes, they are in the audience, Your

Honor.  They are nonparties.

THE COURT:  They are not parties, but I would like to

ask them some questions.

MR. GERAGOS:  Okay.  And as you heard previous

counsel, on behalf of my -- both clients, Steve Cooley and

Brent Ferreria, I'll be asserting as to your one, two, three --

the five questions, I'll be asserting -- well, I'm not

asserting it.  They're asserting the attorney-client privilege

both as to work product, attorney-client communications,

especially in light that there is a -- another court, a

different sovereign than this, that they fall under in the

criminal case.

So based upon that, they are not going to be answering

those five questions, the five bullet-point questions that

you've posed.

THE COURT:  All right.  Mr. Cooley and Mr. Ferreira,

if you would step forward, please.
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Come on up.  Thank you.

MR. GERAGOS:  Again, Your Honor, if your question is

only to confirm that they are asserting the attorney-client

privilege, I just want to be very clear.  Because they are

criminal counsel, I don't want there to be a waiver as I've --

THE COURT:  I'm just going to confirm --

MR. GERAGOS:  Thank you.

THE COURT:  -- that they are asserting the

attorney-client privilege with respect to the questions that I

posed in my orders.

So, I assume I'm looking at Mr. Cooley?

MR. COOLEY:  I'm Mr. Cooley.

THE COURT:  Mr. Cooley.  Mr. Ferreira.  Who knows?

Anyway, thank you for being here.

Now, the questions that I have for both of you are:  

When did you receive the preview video or a link to the

preview video and from whom?

And are you asserting the attorney-client privilege as to

that?

MR. FERREIRA:  Yes.

MR. COOLEY:  Yes.

THE COURT:  When did you receive a link to the defense

filing playlist hosted on CMP's YouTube channel and from whom?

Are you asserting the attorney-client privilege as to

that?
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MR. FERREIRA:  Yes.

MR. COOLEY:  Yes.

THE COURT:  When did you receive a link to the 144

hours of raw footage hosted on CMP's YouTube channel and from

whom?

Are you asserting the attorney-client privilege as to

those questions?

MR. FERREIRA:  Yes.

MR. COOLEY:  Yes.

THE COURT:  When exactly did the Steve Cooley &

Associates' media page about your defense of David Daleiden

become accessible to the public through the SCA website?  Who

took the steps to make that page accessible to the public?

Are you asserting the attorney-client privilege as to

those questions?

MR. FERREIRA:  Yes.

MR. COOLEY:  Yes.

THE COURT:  When did you become aware of my May 25th,

2017, order requiring all efforts be made to take down the

links to the preliminary injunction materials?  What steps did

you undertake to comply with that order?

Are you taking the attorney-client privilege --

MR. GERAGOS:  One moment, Your Honor.

(Counsel confers with his client sotto voce.)

MR. FERREIRA:  We're -- I'm asserting the work product
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privilege, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  The work product privilege?

MR. FERREIRA:  Yes.

MR. GERAGOS:  You're asking steps upon which he took.

THE COURT:  All right.  And how about you, Mr. Cooley?

MR. COOLEY:  Same.  Thank you.

THE COURT:  And tell me the basis of the work product

privilege --

MR. GERAGOS:  Your Honor, it is the attorney-client

privilege.

But your question asked:  What steps did you undertake to

comply with the order?  That would invade asking them:  Who did

you talk to?  What document did you look at?  Did you talk to

your client?  Did you go onto the Internet?

That is their work product, their attorney-client

privilege.

So I would expand upon that.  Would you agree that it's

also covered under the attorney-client privilege?

MR. FERREIRA:  Yes.

MR. GERAGOS:  Same to you?

MR. COOLEY:  Yes.

THE COURT:  All right.  So you're not going to provide

any answers to my questions.  I hear that.

All right.  So now -- thank you, both.

Is Mr. Daleiden here?  If you'd step forward, please.
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Mr. Heffron.

MR. HEFFRON:  Your Honor, on behalf of Mr. Daleiden, I

will also invoke the attorney-client privilege concerning all

of your questions, because all of them, as you heard partially

already from Mr. Cooley and Mr. Ferreira, do imply or implicate

the attorney-client privilege either communications or advice

by counsel or working with counsel.

We also could -- and I'm not invoking at this point, but

just to let the Court know, we could also invoke the Fifth

Amendment as to all of these.  But I think the attorney-client

privilege is sufficient, and that's all we're invoking at this

time.

THE COURT:  All right.  And if that's the case,

Mr. Daleiden, is that -- with respect to the questions that I

posed, let me just ask these to you to make sure.

Did you have any role in creating the preview video?

MR. HEFFRON:  And, Your Honor, on his behalf, I'm

invoking the attorney-client privilege.

THE COURT:  Okay.  When was it created?

MR. HEFFRON:  Same, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Did you upload the preview video to CMP's

YouTube channel?

MR. HEFFRON:  And I'm also invoking the

attorney-client privilege to that, Judge.

THE COURT:  When was it uploaded?
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MR. HEFFRON:  The same, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Have you shared the preview video in any

way; i.e. by sharing the link or sharing the actual video file

with others since its creation?

MR. HEFFRON:  I'm invoking the attorney-client

privilege.

THE COURT:  Who has administrator access to or can

post material on CMP's YouTube channel?

MR. HEFFRON:  Your Honor, the attorney-client

privilege.

THE COURT:  Did you have any role in creating or

editing the video excerpts, including in the defense filing

playlist on CMP's YouTube channel?

MR. HEFFRON:  Your Honor, I invoke the attorney-client

privilege.

THE COURT:  Did you upload those videos to CMP's

YouTube channel?

MR. HEFFRON:  Same, Judge.

THE COURT:  When?

MR. HEFFRON:  Same, Judge.

THE COURT:  What steps did you personally take to

comply with my May 25th, 2017, order requiring all efforts be

made to take down links to the preliminary injunction

materials?

MR. HEFFRON:  On behalf of David Daleiden, I invoke
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the attorney-client privilege.

Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT:  Thank you.

Thank you, Mr. Daleiden.

All right.  So the only evidence that has been provided by

the defense in response to the information provided by the

plaintiffs relates to defense counsel's meeting on July 20th,

2016, with Judges Jackson and Stewart, that he wasn't notified

and that he was not notified on March 28th, 2017, that the

arrest warrant was contained -- that the arrest warrant

contained a protective order.

So given the facts that have been established and the

facts that are asserted, that's what I'm understanding the

situation to be.

So, now, I don't know who wants to start with the defense,

with any further argument on this motion.

MR. GERAGOS:  I would, Your Honor.  Matthew Geragos.  

THE COURT:  And, Mr. Geragos, before you get going,

let me just say, because I might take an arrow out of your

quiver, that there's nothing in the preliminary injunction that

prevents Mr. Daleiden's counsel from presenting a defense for

him in the criminal proceeding.

For example, providing Judge Hite with the jump drive was

appropriate.  And whatever Judge Hite decides to do with

respect to public disclosure to protect Mr. Daleiden's right to
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a fair trial in the criminal case is his decision with which I

won't interfere.

Just so you have that.

MR. GERAGOS:  I'm glad you did start with that, Your

Honor, because the interference that you cite isn't actually

what, in fact, is happening.

You're a separate sovereign here in the federal court.

The state court is another sovereign.  Separate and apart.

Cooley and Ferreira are under the guidance of the state --

criminal state court.

The interference that is happening now affects their

ability.  It's a chilling effect.  You're now bringing counsel

for the -- for the accused in the criminal case into court with

the threat of sanctions when they have an obligation not only

under state law but under the Bar to zealously prosecute --

zealously defend their client in the state case.

THE COURT:  Mr. Geragos, in the demurrer, the criminal

demurrer that they filed, they recognize that the preliminary

injunction precluded them from doing the exact thing that they

ended up doing.  And Judge Hite didn't allow them to do it.

MR. GERAGOS:  Judge Hite said at the moment or at this

point he took that evidence out of the public record, probably

because not knowing -- because of your order.

But, again, when you say they aren't interfered with in

the state court action and why that may be -- you know, you may
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be sitting here thinking it doesn't.  In the back of their

heads, they've got to ask themselves:  What do I do?  Do I go

out and talk to one of these -- because they have the right to

go out and talk to those Does that are listed as victims.  They

have the right to go to them.

Does that mean that they're going to violate the

injunction if they then seek somebody else?  What happens when

they tell somebody else?

THE COURT:  Is that what they did?

MR. GERAGOS:  Excuse me.  That's the effect.

THE COURT:  No, no.  You excuse me in this courtroom.

MR. GERAGOS:  I do.

THE COURT:  Is that what they did in this case when

they uploaded the link, 144 hours of videos onto their website?

MR. GERAGOS:  How else are they going to get the

witnesses needed for exculpatory evidence?

That's fine for Your Honor to be over here.  They're in

the state criminal case in which there shouldn't be

interference with them prosecuting -- or defending that case.

THE COURT:  And if Judge Hite allows them to do that,

if he thinks that that's necessary for a full and complete

defense of Mr. Daleiden, I'm not going to stand in the way of

that.

MR. GERAGOS:  Fantastic.  So, as you acknowledge,

let's let the state court judge determine what's going to be
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used.

THE COURT:  And let's not allow people to violate

clear orders of the Court on their own without going to what

you referred to as another sovereign to get the permission to

do that.

MR. GERAGOS:  I'm sorry.  So what you're saying is, to

use an example, if the plaintiffs in this case -- you've made a

decision, you've made a decision that the activity that you saw

in the videotapes was not illegal activity.  Does that mean

that Your Honor, at the request of the NAF, could direct you to

have Cooley and Ferreira enter a guilty plea against

Mr. Daleiden?

You squinch a little bit there.  But what I'm trying to

say is, it's the same thing.  It's the control that you have

here.  Or the attempt to control.

THE COURT:  Go ahead and argue.  What else do you have

to say with respect to this?

MR. GERAGOS:  Uhm, okay.  I thought you might want to

comment on that and tell me I'm wrong and tell me where it is

so I can tell my clients -- or they can listen to you -- that

they can go forward not knowing that if you don't or if the NAF

does not like something they're doing, they'll run back here

and always be in fear that they can't defend a case to the

fullest extent.

The -- let me see.  Oh, and it also brings it back to the
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fact of and the biggest point that I would say is that the more

that this Court, with the request of NAF, attempts to interfere

with the criminal case -- and I'll say it now because it will

probably come to fruition, is, it will influence.  And I'm sure

as counsel sitting out here, defense counsel is sitting out

here, criminal defense counsel, this will be used in a motion

to dismiss because of the interference.

You've got the Foran letter that goes to the AG.  Doesn't

say that you guys are under the protection of the preliminary

injunction; only that they should be sensitive.  And they had

the opportunity to go before the criminal courts.  They did

not.

So in that sense, my clients are doing what they're

legally entitled to do.  They have to put evidence out there.

They cannot be constrained in investigating, finding

exculpatory witnesses and documents and parties to this action.

The criminal action.

And with that, I'm asking you to dismiss or dissolve the

preliminary injunction or the OSCS and that be discharged.

Thank you.

THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.

Mr. Heffron.

MR. HEFFRON:  Your Honor, I'm going to defer to

Mr. Jonna on this matter.

THE COURT:  Okay.
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MR. JONNA:  Thank you, Your Honor.

So, first of all, I just want to state for the record that

there is a dilemma here: civil versus criminal contempt.  I

just want to make my point briefly.

THE COURT:  So you did see --

MR. JONNA:  Yes.

THE COURT:  -- my order?

MR. JONNA:  I did.  I appreciate that.

THE COURT:  This is only about civil contempt.

MR. JONNA:  Right.  But there was one concerning part

in your order, which said that you were only considering civil

contempt at this juncture.  So it wasn't clear to me, and

perhaps if you want to clarify you can, but suggested that it's

still a possibility.  So that's point one.

Point two is that page 18 of NAF's brief expressly states

the conduct at issue here was willful and constitutes criminal

contempt.

And they're seeking criminal penalties.  I mean, there's

no way to argue around that.  They're asking for referral to

the U.S. Attorney's Office.  They're asking for disbarment.

They're asking for disgorgement.

We cited authorities that where there's elements of both

civil and criminal mixed, that the sanctions are reviewed under

the procedural requirements of criminal contempt, and that our

clients are entitled to the privilege against
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self-incrimination and the right to proof beyond a reasonable

doubt.

The other thing I want to mention is the legal standard

here, which, as you know, is clear and convincing evidence.

And with respect to aiding and abetting contempt, the

standard is that the assistance has to be knowing.  And there's

a seminal case that both sides cited.  I'll refer to it as the

Sea Shepherd case.

I want to briefly explain why that case is important, and

I'd ask you to take a look at it.  It's 774 F.3d 935.  It's a

Ninth Circuit case from 2014.  Both sides cited it.

We cited it for the proposition that a party can only be

held in contempt for aiding and abetting another's violation of

a court order if he proved -- if he provided that assistance

knowingly.

And just a very brief overview.  The plaintiff was a

Japanese whaling company.  The defendant, Sea Shepherd, is a

nonprofit group that's against whaling.  And they had

interfered with the plaintiff's efforts in the past.

The Ninth Circuit issued an injunction to stop that

interference.  The injunction prevented the defendant, and

those acting in concert with them, from further interference.

The defendant Sea Shepherd U.S. was planning a campaign to

further interfere while the injunction was being instituted by

the Ninth Circuit.  And that interference plan was called the
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"Operation Zero Tolerance."  They had an idea.  They said, all

right, let's just transfer that operation to another entity of

ours.  It's called Sea Shepherd Australia.

During the contempt proceedings, a lot of evidence was

uncovered that after the injunction was issued there were board

meeting minutes reflecting that Sea Shepherd U.S. was still

involved in this operation.  Sea Shepherd U.S. paid $163,000 to

assist with the operation.  They made radio statements

admitting their involvement in this operation.  There were

emails from Sea Shepherd U.S. about showing that they were

consulting and providing advice for this operation.  They gave

equipment worth hundreds of thousands of dollars to be used for

this operation.

So, as a result, the Court held that they were in

contempt, and there was extensive evidence and given their

extensive involvement.

And here, Your Honor, we don't have any evidence as to

David Daleiden and Center for Medical Progress.  We -- we have

no such evidence.  NAF's case against them is based on

speculation.

And I just want to explain that briefly.  There's no

disclosures.  There's the demurrer filing, and then there's the

SCA media page with respect to the demurrer filing.  You have

no evidence before you that Mr. Daleiden or CMP told them what

to put in the demurrer filing.
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The act of inserting the link to the demurrer was clearly

and admittedly an act by criminal defense counsel.  They

exercised their independent professional judgment, the criminal

defense counsel.  He didn't question their judgment.  He didn't

tell them what to do.  He never hired them to engage in illegal

conduct.  They were operating based on a good faith -- the

criminal defense counsel, as Mr. Geragos explained --

interpretation of the preliminary injunction.  And his failure

to prevent them from inserting that link can't qualify as

contempt.

And, as we noted in the papers, all the harms that they're

alleging flow from the SCA website release not the demurrer

filing.

There's another significant issue I just want to address,

as well, which is agency.  They address that significantly in

their reply.  We did not have a chance to respond to the reply.

It is our position that that was improperly filed.

Mr. Geragos explained why he doesn't think they violated

your preliminary injunction.  But if you find that they did or

that they acted unlawfully, my clients can't be sanctioned for

the unlawful conduct of their attorneys that they didn't

authorize in advance or ratify after the fact.

If you want supplemental briefing on this, we would be

happy to provide it.  But I just want to point out there's a

lot of legal authority in a very nuanced area of the law.
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There's a Law Review article that's worth skimming.  It's

called "Sanctioning Clients for Lawyers' Misconduct.  Problems

of agency and equity."  It's 2012 Michigan State Law Review

835. 

It explains the agency status between clients and lawyers

as an independent-contractor relationship.  Attorneys are not

servant employees of their clients.  Lawyers, of course, can

bind their clients, but it's generally inappropriate to hold

innocent clients vicariously liable for their lawyers'

litigation-related misconduct based on the respondeat superior

doctrine.  So agency status alone will not support vicarious

liability under respondeat superior.

Here, the criminal defense lawyers admit that they did not

act in concert with their client.  And there's another

important Ninth Circuit case.  It's called LAL vs. California,

610 F.3d 518, which holds that parties may be relieved from the

consequences of their lawyers' action or inaction if they can

demonstrate their lawyers' gross negligence.

Well, they've explained -- the lawyers explained that they

think they acted appropriately.  But if you think that they

didn't, if you think they acted willfully or recklessly,

Mr. Daleiden and CMP should not be responsible for that.

There's no evidence that they authorized them to violate the

injunction or that they had the apparent authority to do so.

With respect to the media page, I just want to make a
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couple of brief points.

All NAF can infer is that someone at CMP created a private

link to the videos and provided them to David Daleiden's

criminal defense counsel, which is logical if it's true.

The videos were designated private or unlisted.  And NAF

concedes that.

They didn't publish the videos.  There's no evidence that

David Daleiden or CMP intended to or did provide the direct

link to the videos to anyone else, other than their criminal

defense counsel.

There's no evidence that they intended the link to be

displayed on the Steve Cooley & Associates website.  There's no

evidence that they used antichoice outlets to spread any news.

And there's no evidence that they had anything to do with the

Steve Cooley & Associates website or press release.

There's -- if Your Honor has questions about the, quote,

undisputed evidence that they referred to in their reply brief,

I could address that.  Or if you prefer to wait until I respond

to their arguments, I can do that as well.

Those are the main points I wanted to raise.  I appreciate

the time and opportunity, but I do want to reserve the

opportunity to comment.

Ms. Short would like to address the damages issue if you

would like to hear those now.

THE COURT:  Ms. Short.
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MS. SHORT:  Your Honor, there are a number of issues

with regard to -- there's nine separate items of remedies here.

And I don't know if you wanted to wait until you're done with

the rest of the argument or not.

THE COURT:  Why don't you go ahead and tell me your

concerns.

MS. SHORT:  Well, specifically, as to the damages

issue, any compensatory damages must be based upon evidence of

the complainant's actual loss.  And this right as a civil

litigant is dependent upon the outcome of the underlying

controversy.  

So here we have an injunction that was based on a breach

of contract claim.  They had several causes of action, but the

preliminary injunction was based solely on the breach of

contract claim.

And so -- and we also have a different standard than what

we had in the preliminary injunction hearing where hearsay was

admissible.  And here that is not the standard.

And so NAF has presented no admissible evidence that any

sort of release of the video -- there's no evidence of harm

arising from the publication of the videos, that the videos

would lead to some harmful results.  There's nothing admissible

that's currently in evidence about that.

There's no admissible evidence that monitoring the

Internet furthers the safety and security of NAF members.
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That's an unspoken presumption with no evidence to back it up.

Finally, as to the breach of contract, because it is a

breach of contract claim, the foreseeability of the harm is an

issue.  If you read the NAF contracts, there is no way that

someone can say, ah, the contracting parties here intended to

prevent the harm of having to spend hours and hours, hundreds

of hours monitoring the Internet for hostile comments about

people.

The word "privacy" doesn't appear in the contracts.  The

word "identity," "safety," "security," none of those words

appear in the contract.  

The contract talks about information disclosed at meetings

and workshops, and use it only for the benefit of your -- your

clients and your -- and for the advancement of health.  Nothing

in that would suggest that there's a compensable -- that a

foreseeable harm of breach was NAF staff time spent monitoring

the Internet.

There's total mismatch between the damages they're

claiming and the contract itself, which is the basis of the

preliminary injunction.

THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.  Is that it?

MS. SHORT:  Yes, Your Honor, --

THE COURT:  All right.

MS. SHORT:  -- as to that, damages.

THE COURT:  All right.  Mr. Foran.
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Mr. Heffron, did you want to add anything?

MR. HEFFRON:  Nothing further, Your Honor.

MR. FORAN:  Thank you, Your Honor.

Nobody did anything wrong.  It's the perfect crime.  The

phrase the Court used previously, "this is a shell game," comes

to mind.

We understand the Court's rulings with respect to -- or

the fact that this Court is going to respect this invocation of

the attorney-client privilege.  We do not think it is proper.

So what we have here is overwhelming unrebutted evidence

of a three-minute preview video circulating all over the

Internet, and apparently nobody on the other side knows

anything about it. 

Somebody published that video.  Steve Cooley and Brentford

Ferreira, on David Daleiden's behalf, published that video.  We

have presented overwhelming evidence that they did that in

coordination with David Daleiden, whose fingerprints are all

over this like a murder scene.  

And CMP.  The links to the playlist are CMP's playlists,

and nobody denies it.  David Daleiden created that three-minute

video, and nobody denies it.  They were published on his

behalf, and nobody denies it.  And my client has been seriously

injured as a result.  And those injuries are ongoing.  

I want to focus, if I may, very quickly on the

three-minute video itself.
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We do think, Your Honor, that the evidence here is

unrebutted and overwhelming.  I don't think that the Court has

to honor the invocation of the attorney-client privilege here.

I think the crime fraud exception applies.

I think that we have made an overwhelming prima facie

showing that they were engaged in or planning a criminal event.

And the attorney-client communications that they're now

shielding before this court were made in furtherance of that

crime.  That's In Re Napster, Ninth Circuit case; United States

vs. Martin, the Ninth Circuit case.

So in this circumstance, the Court has the authority to

take their testimony in camera, to test this assertion and to

test whether or not the crime fraud exception applies.

I do not think that that is necessary, Your Honor.  I

think the evidence is unrebutted, and we're entitled to a

contempt finding.  

But I want to make sure that if there's any doubt in the

Court's mind it has the authority to do that, that it take this

testimony in camera to test these supposed privilege

assertions.

With respect to the three-minute video, I heard a speech

from Mr. Geragos about what his client is legally entitled to

do.  I heard a speech about interference in state court

proceedings.

What does that three-minute video have anything to do with
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a legitimate defense in the state court proceedings?  That is a

hatchet job directed to NAF's members.  Ten of the fifteen

clips came from the opposition to the preliminary injunction

motion.  Seven of the eleven individuals on that video are not

those in the state court case.

What does "Hold Planned Parenthood accountable for their

illegal sale of baby parts," that horrendous term, have

anything to do with the supposed -- what these clients are

supposedly legally entitled to do with respect to the state

court proceedings?  The answer is nothing.  Nothing.

That video was dumped as file number 337 in a URL in a

demurrer on May 3rd.  No one is going to pick it up there.

It's disseminated to Daleiden's friendlies on the night of

May 24th.  And on May 25th, it's the first thing you see on

that media page.  There's no commentary.  There's no

explanation.  It's just sitting there making sure that the

world sees it, for all to see.  They didn't want it buried in

the back of a playlist.

They were used.  Ferreira and Cooley were used by David

Daleiden to perpetrate a public attack on NAF.  It's got

nothing to do with interfering with criminal proceedings.

And for Mr. Geragos to come in here and make a speech

about what his client is legally entitled to do, after what's

gone on for the last five weeks, is outrageous.  It's

outrageous.
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Your Honor, they should be held in contempt.

THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.

Mr. Jonna, did you want to make any final comment?

MR. JONNA:  I'd just like to reiterate that, despite

the inflammatory rhetoric, there's just no evidence as to David

Daleiden and CMP.

There's no evidence as to any of the points he just made.

There's no evidence as to when the Steve Cooley & Associates

website went live.  He just says, no one denies it.  Well, they

didn't prove it.  Just because no one denies it doesn't mean

there's sufficient evidence.

There's an evidentiary standard here: clear and convincing

evidence.  And it's not an insignificant standard.  It means

that the party must present evidence that leaves you with a

firm belief or conviction that is highly probable that the

factual contentions of the claim or defense are true.  And it's

higher standard than proof by a preponderance of the evidence.

So, you know, I think it's really ridiculous to be -- to

be accusing us of committing a crime.  I mean, particularly

civil defense counsel.  I mean, so I take exception with that.

I think there's absolutely no basis to make that argument.

And, to be honest with you, I think I made all my points

initially.  Unless you have questions.

THE COURT:  No, I think you did.  Thank you.

MR. JONNA:  Thank you.
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MR. GERAGOS:  Your Honor, can I be heard?

THE COURT:  Yes.

MR. GERAGOS:  Just to address the last portion of

Mr. Foran's comments in regards to Cooley and Ferreira and the

criminal case.

We take the criminal defense seriously.  While he may be a

civil lawyer over here in federal court, it's a job that

somebody has to do, granted to us by the Constitution.  If he

doesn't like it, I can't apologize for that.

Mr. Daleiden is entitled to a zealous vigorous defense.

What counsel do in that -- in furtherance of that, they have to

do for their client.

I'd like to address -- I didn't know -- there was a

mention, as far as some of those eight points, in the -- if

this court is going to grant any of those or considering -- I

mean, if the Court could indicate if there's any of these

eight, I won't sit and go through them.

THE COURT:  If you want to say anything about any of

them, please do.

MR. GERAGOS:  Briefly.  As to the first request that

they have, in regards to confirm under oath.

Again, that is the attorney-client privilege.  It would

invade attorney-client work product.  And there is no crime

fraud exception here in terms of the civil contempt order.

Second, as to the be required to turn over for safekeeping
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all materials covered by the order, effectively taking away the

material needed in the defense of the criminal case, what would

the attorneys do?

Besides the fact that that would be -- I have never seen

that, where some federal court will take away -- in a civil

case, take away a criminal defendant's evidence what needs to

be used to defend a case.  Clearly opposed to that and think it

would be totally unconstitutional.

Third, the referral to the U.S. Attorney's Office for

investigation, prosecution for criminal contempt, obviously

that one, along with the referral to the State Bar, would be

punitive in nature and would not be appropriate in a civil

contempt proceeding.

Requiring them to compensate NAF for number -- in number

five and number six, number five for their fees, when they work

here, they were doing their job in the -- in the criminal case,

they should not be responsible for.

As to the sixth prayer that they have, all the fees for

the pro bono work that Morrison & Foerster -- this has been a

limited time period.  They -- again, same argument as in number

five.  They should not be penalized.  That would be another

burden upon them in the criminal case.

As to the seventh one, that's as to civil counsel.  They

can address that.

Eight, imprisonment.  I don't think that applies since you
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said it's a civil contempt order.

Thank you.

THE COURT:  Thank you.

MR. JONNA:  Your Honor, if I may be heard for one more

point.

THE COURT:  Go ahead.

MR. JONNA:  There's another point on the damages that

I just want to address, which is we think that the civil

contempt, if there are going to be damages, they should be

deferred.

And the law is that civil contempt sanctions disappeared

if the preliminary injunction is later overturned.  And there

are some cases on that.  And I want to just cite those for Your

Honor, for the record as well.

And it's 330 U.S. 258.  It's U.S. vs. United Mine Workers.

And then Hampton Tree Farms vs. Yeutter, which is a Ninth

Circuit case from 1992.  It's 956 F.2d 869.

And, basically, once an injunction in a civil case has

been invalidated, rights granted under the injunction no longer

exist and can't be afforded.

THE COURT:  So do those cases stand for the

proposition that a party who violates a court order and is

found in contempt and had sanctions awarded against them, that

those sanctions would disappear if the injunction was later set

aside?  Is that what those cases say?
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MR. JONNA:  That's my understanding, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right.  I'll look at it.  I'll look at

it.

MR. JONNA:  Thanks.

THE COURT:  All right.  Anybody -- Ms. Short, you're

looking as if you want to speak.

MS. SHORT:  I'm sorry, Your Honor.  In reviewing the

list again -- and it's simply because I don't know what --

usually you give us this helpful summary of what you're

thinking at the beginning of the hearing.  And number seven

about the disgorgement --

THE COURT:  The disgorgement from your fundraising

efforts?

MS. SHORT:  Yes.

THE COURT:  I'm not going to do that.

MS. SHORT:  Thank you.

MR. FORAN:  Your Honor, may I be briefly heard for one

minute?

THE COURT:  Of course.

MR. FORAN:  Thank you, Your Honor.  

Just to respond to Mr. Geragos' comments about the

possession of the tapes.  That -- I'm going to explain why

there's no interference with the state court proceedings if the

Court were to order that.  That is the most critical relief

that we are seeking.
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Obviously, we are entitled to monetary compensation to the

extent that we can prove it up, and to attorneys' fees, which

we will submit after the fact if the Court permits to us do so.

Obviously, we're entitled to those things.

The most important thing this Court can do for NAF and its

members is take those tapes out of David Daleiden's hands.  He

made that three-minute video.  Nobody else made that

three-minute video.

If you don't do it, Your Honor, we're going to be here in

another six-month's time.  There's going to be another

three-minute video floating around the Internet, and everybody

is going to be pleading the Fifth or saying "attorney-client

privilege," and my clients are suffering irreparable injury all

the time.

You have to take control of those tapes away from David

Daleiden.  Here's why:  It does not interfere in the ability to

defend the case in state court.

The attorney general issued a search warrant and seized a

whole bunch of materials from David Daleiden.  I have no idea

what's in there.  Reasonable to assume the materials that are

covered by this Court's injunction certainly is.

Records that are seized under a search warrant under

California state law are always subject to control of the

Superior Court.  That's Saunders vs. Superior Court.  The

reference is 219 Cal.Rptr.3d, page 5.
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So those materials are always subject to the control of a

Superior Court.  And Cooley and Ferreira are getting discovery

from the attorney general pursuant to materials that were

seized by the search warrant.  So they're going to get the

materials from the attorney general that they need to defend

the criminal case with.

What they do not need and what David Daleiden doesn't need

is to be running around there cutting more misleading evidence

tapes and going after NAF and its members.  

So there's not going to be any interference, whatsoever.

We're not asking the Court, of course, to order Cooley and

Ferreira and Ferreira to turn over materials that are produced

in discovery in the state court case.  That's the point I'm

making.  And that way there's a balance between protecting NAF

and its members and their ability to defend themselves in the

state court, which we are in no way seeking to interfere with.

So, Your Honor, I ask you to take a very, very hard look

at that, that it's really, really important to NAF and its

members, because I'm terribly afraid we're going to be here in

six months' time.

THE COURT:  All right.  So let me just tell you, in

light of the lack of further information that I've received

today, with respect to the criminal defense counsel, they do

not get to decide whether they can violate the preliminary

injunction.
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Linking the 144 hours of videos to their website was a

direct violation of the injunction.  There's no possible excuse

regarding the Baltimore videos, which weren't involved in any

way with the criminal prosecution.  There's no possible excuse

for the link to the YouTube playlist that was not submitted to

Superior Court.  And so I will be finding the defense counsel

in contempt of court.

And with respect to CMP and Mr. Daleiden, they created,

published and posted the preview video to YouTube.  They

created and published excerpts from the preliminary injunction

materials and uploaded them to YouTube as the defense filings

playlist.  And they also published the 144 hours of preliminary

injunction materials to YouTube.

Now, I am going to take a look at the arguments that have

been raised today.  I'm going to be issuing a written order

pretty shortly.

But, in the meantime, I want the plaintiffs to provide a

declaration, by July 28th, that lists the reasonable security

costs and attorneys' fees related to this order to show cause.

And the defense may make a response to that by August 4th.

And I am certainly currently inclined, and I think I will

be finding, that CMP, Mr. Daleiden and the criminal defense

counsel are jointly and severally liable for those costs.

Second, I want CMP, Mr. Daleiden, and the criminal defense

counsel each to file a declaration by Friday, under penalty of
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perjury, that all of the preliminary injunction materials have

been taken down from YouTube channels within their, their

clients' and their agents' control, and that no preliminary

injunction materials are accessible in any remote host.

Finally, I'm ordering that CMP and Mr. Daleiden turn over

all of their preliminary injunction material in their

possession, custody and control to their lawyers, to remain in

the custody of the lawyers for the remainder of this

litigation, subject to any orders that Judge Hite may make in

the criminal case.

CMP and Mr. Daleiden may review the PI material as

necessary for the litigation of these matters, provided that it

remains in the custody of the lawyers.

I'll be issuing an order within the next day or two.

MR. GERAGOS:  Your Honor, can I be heard as to a

housekeeping matter?  

I would like Your Honor to stay your order for at least

the 30 days so that my client can take this matter up on

appeal.  Because you're asking for the Friday declaration date,

and I need time for my client to be able to take this up.

Because you're asking for the potential violation of

attorney-client privilege and other privileges that they would

have going forward, so I'm asking that it be stayed at least so

we could take this up.

THE COURT:  I'm not inclined to do that.  But I will
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consider it, Mr. Geragos.

MR. GERAGOS:  Thank you.

(At 4:14 p.m. the proceedings were adjourned.)  

-  -  -  - 

CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER 

         I certify that the foregoing is a correct transcript 

from the record of proceedings in the above-entitled matter.  

 

DATE:   Friday, July 14, 2017 

 
 
 
 

______________________________________________ 
 

Katherine Powell Sullivan, CSR #5812, RMR, CRR 
 U.S. Court Reporter 

 

 

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

 
[380]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 55 of 298
(438 of 916)



 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

U
ni

te
d 

St
at

es
 D

is
tri

ct
 C

ou
rt 

N
or

th
er

n 
D

is
tri

ct
 o

f C
al

ifo
rn

ia
 

 

 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 
 

CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, et 
al., 

Defendants. 
 

Case No.  15-cv-03522-WHO    
 
 
ORDER OF CIVIL CONTEMPT 

 

 

 Based on the evidence before me, the record in this case, the failure of defendant Center 

for Medical Progress (CMP), defendant David Daleiden, respondent Steve Cooley and respondent 

Brentford J. Ferreira to provide sufficient evidence in response, and for the reasons discussed 

below, I HOLD CMP, Daleiden, Cooley, and Ferreira in CIVIL CONTEMPT for multiple 

violations of the February 5, 2016 Preliminary Injunction (PI).  As detailed below, these 

individuals and the entity willfully violated the clear commands of the PI by publishing and 

otherwise disclosing to third-parties recordings covered by the PI.1 

BACKGROUND 

I. PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

 The parties and respondents are familiar with the factual and procedural history of this 

case.  Significant to the issue of contempt, on February 5, 2016, I entered a preliminary injunction 

(affirming a prior existing Temporary Restraining Order), mandating the following: 
 
Pending a final judgment, defendants and those individuals who 
gained access to NAF’s 2014 and 2015 Annual Meetings using 
aliases and acting with defendant CMP (including but not limited to 
the following individuals/aliases: Susan Tennenbaum, Brianna 

                                                 
1 The motions to seal, Docket Nos. 416, 433, 437, 442, 462, and 470 are GRANTED as 
compelling reasons justify the continued sealing of the materials at issue.  
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Allen, Rebecca Wagner, Adrian Lopez, and Philip Cronin) are 
restrained and enjoined from:  
 
 (1) publishing or otherwise disclosing to any third party any 
video, audio, photographic, or other recordings taken, or any 
confidential information learned, at any NAF annual meetings;  
 
 (2) publishing or otherwise disclosing to any third party the 
dates or locations of any future NAF meetings; and  
 
 (3) publishing or otherwise disclosing to any third party the 
names or addresses of any NAF members learned at any NAF 
annual meetings. 

Preliminary Injunction [Dkt. No. 354] at 42.  The PI was affirmed by the Ninth Circuit.  National 

Abortion Federation v. Center for Medical Progress, 2017 WL 1164450 (9th Cir. March 29, 

2017).2   

II. CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION AND COMPLAINT 

 On April 5, 2016, the California Attorney General executed search warrants and seized 

Daleiden’s computers and devices containing materials covered by the PI.  Foran Decl., Ex. A.  

(Affidavit in Support of Arrest Warrant).  A few days later, Daleiden retained Steve Cooley and 

Brentford J. Ferreira of Steve Cooley & Associates (SCA) to represent him in any criminal 

proceedings.  On April 15, 2016, NAF’s counsel sent a letter to the California Attorney General, 

notifying the AG that the seized materials are covered by the PI in this case.  In July 2016, Ferreira 

and Deputy Attorney General (DAG) Johnette Jauron meet with the Honorable Terri Jackson of 

the San Francisco Superior Court to consolidate proceedings related to the search warrants and 

venue them in San Francisco.  During that meeting, Presiding Judge Jackson ordered the DAG to 

provide all seized evidence to SCA so that SCA could review the evidence for materials that were 

privileged in connection with this civil case. 

 On March 28, 2017, the California Attorney General’s Office issued a press release that it 

had filed a criminal complaint against Daleiden and Sandra Susan Merritt.  Foran Decl., Ex. A.  

(Criminal Complaint).  The Criminal Complaint alleges that Daleiden and Merritt illegally tape 

recorded 14 “Does” on various dates in California, the majority of which occurred during NAF’s 

                                                 
2 Defendants may seek certiorari with the United States Supreme Court; the time for filing a 
petition for a writ of certiorari has not yet run. 
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2014 Annual Meeting in San Francisco.  See generally Criminal Complaint.  On the same day as 

the announcement, the Hon. Carol Yaggy of San Francisco Superior Court sealed the declaration 

in support of the arrest warrant.  Id.   

 On May 3, 2017, Daleiden was arraigned and the Criminal Complaint was filed with Judge 

Yaggy’s sealing order.  On the same day, SCA filed a demurrer challenging the sufficiency of the 

Criminal Complaint on behalf of Daleiden.  Foran Decl., Ex. D (Demurrer).  Footnote 1 of the 

Demurrer contained a link to a YouTube “playlist” containing 337 videos “published” by CMP 

and labelled “San Francisco Superior Court Defense Filing.”  Foran Decl., Ex. E (“Defense 

Filing” playlist).3  The Demurrer was accompanied by a Request for Judicial Notice (RJN) asking 

the Superior Court to take notice of the videos under California Evidence Code § 452.  Foran 

Decl., Ex. F.  Exhibit 1 to the RJN included the same YouTube link to the Defense Filing playlist 

as Footnote 1.  Foran Decl. ¶ 13.  334 of the videos “published” by CMP in the YouTube Defense 

Filing playlist were recordings included within the scope of the PI.  Foran Decl., ¶ 12.  Videos 4 

through 336 contain raw unedited footage taken by Daleiden at NAF’s Annual Meetings in San 

Francisco and Baltimore.  Id. & Ex. E.4   

SCA did not seek to seal Footnote 1 of the Demurrer or Exhibit 1 to the RJN.  Foran Decl., 

¶ 13.  The Defense Filing playlist link was described by SCA as “private” in the Demurrer, but 

anyone could use that link to access the playlist.  Foran Decl., ¶ 12.  A flash drive containing the 

same videos was also submitted to the Superior Court on May 3, 2017.  Demurrer, Footnote 1.5 

 On May 16, 2017, the DAG sent SCA a thumb drive containing just over 20 excerpts of 

videos that were the basis of the Criminal Complaint.  The thumb drive was password protected.   

                                                 
3 The full title of the playlist is “San Francisco Superior Court Defense Filing” and the last 
updated date is May 3, 2017.  Ex. E.   
 
4 Video 337 is the Preview video discussed below. 
 
5 The flash drive was maintained by the Hon. Christopher Hite (the judge assigned to the criminal 
proceedings) and was not accessible by the public.  Foran Decl. ¶ 12.  In the June 21, 2017, 
hearing on Daleiden’s Demurrer, Judge Hite declined to take judicial notice of the videos and 
ordered the flash drive be removed from the court’s docket.  Foran Reply Decl., Ex. C (Transcript 
of June 21, 2007 hearing) at 5:27 – 6:5. 
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III. FURTHER PUBLISHING AND DISCLOSURE OF PI MATERIALS 

 Also on May 3, 2017, another video was uploaded to CMP’s YouTube channel.  This 3 

minute and 9 second video was titled “Preview.”  Foran Decl., Ex. G.  It was marked as 

“private/unlisted” so members of the public could not (yet) know it was there.  Foran Decl. ¶ 14.  

The Preview video contains fifteen “clips” or segments, all or substantially all of which were taken 

at NAF’s 2014 and 2015 Annual Meetings in San Francisco and Baltimore and covered by the PI.  

Foran Decl. ¶ 4.  The video features CMP’s logo and website in the bottom right corner and 

identifies the titles and affiliations/locations of eleven NAF members.  Foran Decl. ¶ 5.  The video 

concludes with a request for viewers to “share” the video, to “hold Planned Parenthood 

accountable for their illegal sale of baby parts” and “to learn more at 

centerformedicalprogress.org.”  Id.   Only seven of the eleven NAF members identified in the 

Preview video are Does in the Criminal Complaint.  Transcript of July 11, 2017 Hearing at 42:1-4. 

 Between May 12 and May 24, 2017, a further 2 hours and 9 minutes of PI materials were 

uploaded to CMP’s YouTube channel.  Foran Decl. ¶¶ 9-10.  These 14 videos were taken at 

NAF’s Annual Meetings in San Francisco and Baltimore, and are excerpts of recordings of each of 

the Does from the Criminal Complaint.   Foran Decl. ¶ 10.  The videos, plus three others not 

covered by the PI, were collected into a playlist titled “San Francisco Superior Court Defense 

Filing – Accusers.”  Foran Decl., Ex. C (hereafter “Accusers” playlist).  The videos and playlist 

were marked as private/unlisted.  Foran Decl. ¶ 9.   

 On May 24, 2017, at 8:43 p.m. Eastern Standard Time (“EST”), the online blog “The Next 

Right Step” published a “Breaking News” story that referred to SCA’s launch of a media resource 

page regarding SCA’s representation of Daleiden.  Foran Decl., Ex. H; Second Supp. Foran Decl., 

Ex. A.  The story provided links to the SCA “Media Page” and includes links to the Criminal 

Complaint, Demurrer, RJN, and all the video footage “referenced” in the Criminal Complaint.  Id., 

Ex. H.  On May 25, 2017, at 12:01 a.m. EST, the Preview video was published on the National 

Review website.  Foran Decl., Ex. J; Foran Second Supp. Decl., Ex. B.  The video was embedded 

on the site and described as a “shocking new video” “from The Center for Medical Progress.”  Id.  

The National Review website also linked to SCA’s Media Page where “all the video footage” 
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referenced by the California Attorney General’s office “can be found.”  Id.  At 5:47 a.m. EST, the 

Susan B. Anthony list published the Preview video on Twitter, also describing it as a “shocking 

new video” attributed to CMP.  Foran Decl., Ex.  L.  Then at 8:15 a.m. EST, the Preview video 

was published by another Twitter user.  Foran Decl., Ex. N. 

 At some point on May 25, 2017, SCA’s Media Page went live and was accessible to the 

public from the SCA website.  Foran Decl. ¶ 4.  NAF’s counsel declares on information and belief 

that the page went live in “the early hours” of May 25, 2017.  Id.  The first thing on the SCA 

Media Page is an embedded copy of the Preview video.  Foran Decl., Ex. B.  The Media Page 

goes on to announce SCA’s representation of Daleiden and acknowledges the existence of the 

Preliminary Injunction “preventing David from posting any videos taken at the 2014 and 2015 

NAF conventions.”  Id.  The SCA Media Page then linked to the Demurrer and RJN (and Exhibit 

1), from which readers could see the “private” YouTube link and get to the CMP “Defense Filing” 

playlist, allowing access to the 337 videos (including the 144 hours of raw footage from the NAF 

San Francisco and Baltimore conferences).  Foran Decl. ¶ 11.  The 14 Does from the Criminal 

Complaint were also identified on the SCA Media Page.  Id.  Finally, viewers were provided a link 

to access the Accusers playlist containing the “video-recordings related to interviews” with the 

Does.  Id.; see also Foran Decl. ¶ 9. 

IV. TAKE DOWN ORDER 

 NAF’s counsel became aware of the disclosures of the PI material around 8:30 a.m. on 

May 25, 2017, and immediately contacted defense counsel in this civil case, demanding immediate 

removal of the materials from YouTube and SCA’s website.  Foran Decl., ¶ 22 & Ex. O.  Shortly 

thereafter, NAF’s counsel contacted SCA and likewise demanded removal of all PI materials.  

Foran Decl., ¶¶ 23-24 & Ex. P.  NAF then alerted me to the disclosures.  I set a telephonic hearing 

for 4:00 p.m. Pacific Standard Time that day.  Dkt. No. 408.  Shortly before the 4:00 p.m. 

telephonic hearing, YouTube blocked access to the links on its site.  Foran Decl. ¶ 26. 

 During the telephonic conference, I directed the parties that the links to PI materials on the 

SCA website and YouTube should “be taken down within the next 15 minutes, if they haven't 

been taken down already.”  May 25, 2017 Transcript [Dkt. No. 413] at 6:12-15:11:23-24.  Shortly 
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after the hearing, but before my written Order was issued, the list of “Doe” names and the Preview 

video were removed from the SCA website.  Foran Decl. ¶ 28.  The links to the YouTube 

playlists, however, remained.  Id. 

 At 5:24 p.m. on May 25, 2017, my Order Directing Compliance with Preliminary 

Injunction and Order to Show Cause re Contempt was filed.  Dkt. No. 409.  Under that Order: 
 
To protect the integrity of the Preliminary Injunction and given the 
significant privacy concerns at stake, Daleiden is hereby ORERED 
to require his counsel – Steve Cooley and Brentford J. Ferreira of 
Steve Cooley & Associates and all those working with or for his 
counsel –IMMEDIATELY to take down from their website all links 
to recordings covered by the Preliminary Injunction and remove all 
references to the identities of any NAF members who were subjects 
of the recordings covered by the Preliminary Injunction. Daleiden 
and his counsel are also ORDERED IMMEDIATELY to undertake 
all efforts to remove from YouTube the recordings covered by the 
Preliminary Injunction. If Daleiden, his counsel, or any defendant in 
this action or their counsel has caused any of the information 
covered by the Preliminary Injunction to be published or posted in 
any other manner since entry of the Preliminary Injunction, they are 
ORDERED IMMEDIATELY to take it down. 

May 25, 2017 Order at 2.  However, the links to YouTube playlists remained on the SCA Media 

Page through May 26 and 27.  Foran Decl. ¶ 28.  The SCA media page was taken down sometime 

over the following weekend.  Id.6 

V. ADDITIONAL DISSEMINATION OF THE PI MATERIALS 

 Despite the blocking on YouTube, and the belated actions of SCA in removing the Preview 

video, Doe names, and eventually the YouTube links, the PI materials were accessed and shared 

by numerous third parties.  In one instance, the 144 hours of the raw footage were loaded to a site 

for public viewing (that site was subsequently blocked through NAF’s efforts).  Foran Decl. ¶ 31.  

The Preview video – containing excerpts of PI material and disclosing the names of the NAF 

members shown – was posted on Facebook and viewed more than 469,000 times and shared 

                                                 
6 In declarations submitted after the OSC re Contempt Hearing, Cooley and Ferreira declare that 
the PI materials were “taken down at approximately 4:55 p.m. on May 25, 2017.”  Dkt. Nos. 477, 
478, ¶ 3.  Cooley goes on to declare that he hired a computer forensic firm, and the research that 
firm conducted made it “reasonable to conclude” that the SCA Media Page was “removed 
sometime between 5/25/2017 and 5/26/2017.”  Dkt. No. 478-1, ¶ 7.  However, neither Cooley nor 
Ferreira – who presumably have knowledge about their own website, and who admit to posting the 
Media Page in the first instance – provide any evidence as to when the Media Page came down.  
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13,400 times.  Foran Decl., ¶¶ 33-34 & Ex. V.   

VI. NAF’S RESPONSE 

 After being alerted to the disclosures, NAF placed its security team on “high alert.” 

Declaration of Senior Director of Security Gannon in Support of NAF’s Response to Order to 

Show Cause re Contempt [Dkt. No. 416-4] ¶ 3.  NAF immediately contacted all of the members 

shown or mentioned in the Preview video or disclosed as a Doe on SCA’s website to advise them 

of the situation and encourage them to take precautions to ensure their safety.  Gannon Decl. ¶ 3.  

NAF’s outside security firm was asked to monitor social media platforms for threats made against 

any of its members who appeared in the Preview video, as well as any of the identified Does.  Id.  

Within one hour, NAF’s outside security firm reported back, detailing a number of what it 

considered threats; defendants characterize them as merely rhetoric.  Id. ¶ 4.   

The monitoring by NAF and its outside security firm has confirmed that since May 25th, 

NAF and its members whose identities were disclosed in the Preview video and on SCA’s website 

have seen a sharp increase in “negative and disturbing” threats.   Id. ¶ 8; see also Gannon Supp. 

Declaration [Dkt. No. 462-9] ¶¶ 2-4.7  For example, one NAF member shown in the “Preview” 

video received direct written communications just hours after it was published calling them “evil,” 

“a baby killer,” and a “systematic murderer.”  Gannon Decl. ¶ 6.  Another NAF member’s 

image— utilizing a headshot from the “Preview” video — has been circulating online and 

generating comments that caused the NAF member to hire a private security firm to drive them to 

and from work and caused other disruptions to their and their families lives.  Id. ¶ 7.   

NAF security personnel have met with other NAF members and members of their families 

to monitor and provide recommendations on their security.  Id. ¶ 9.  It was forced to divert both 

internal and outside consultant staff from other projects to work on monitoring and responding to 

                                                 
7 Daleiden and CMP object to Paragraph 4 of the Gannon Supplemental Declaration – discussing 
the threats a NAF-member physician identified in the Preview video received – as hearsay and 
lacking personal knowledge.  Objections [Dkt. No. 469].  The personal knowledge objection is 
OVERRULED.  The hearsay objection is sustained in part as to the quoted threats, but 
OVERRULED as Gannon’s understanding that specific threats were made to the physician.  
Daleiden and CMP also object as hearsay to news reports attached as Exhibit A and B to the 
Supplemental Foran Declaration.  Id.  I have not considered those news reports in reaching my 
conclusion as to contempt and remedy.  Therefore, those objections are OVERRULED as moot. 
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the disclosure of the PI information.  Gannon Decl. ¶¶ 3,10; Gannon Supp. Decl. [Dkt. No. 462-9] 

¶¶  2. 

 According to NAF’s Senior Director of Communications & Membership, as of June 1, 

2017, NAF had incurred $1,568.26 in direct security costs to fly a member of their Security Staff 

to conduct security reviews of the home and office of a NAF member shown in the Preview video.  

Fowler Decl. ¶ 3.  Through June 30, 2017, NAF diverted approximately $26,000 in staff time from 

regular tasks as a result of the disclosures, assigning those staff to monitor and respond to threats 

and conduct research into threats related to the disclosures.  Supplemental Fowler Decl. ¶ 4 [Dkt. 

No. 462-5] ¶ 4.  An additional $1,282.50 has been incurred for outside consultant staff.  Id. & Ex. 

B.  One NAF member facility has been invoiced for direct security costs of $11,411.92 to provide 

armed security for a physician featured in the Preview video.  Id. ¶ 5 & Ex. C. 

 Finally, as of the close of business on Wednesday, May 31, 2017, attorney fees incurred on 

behalf of NAF as a result of the disclosures amount to $96,610.50. Foran Decl. ¶ 35. 

VII. OSC RE CONTEMPT HEARING 

 Prior to the OSC re Contempt Hearing, I issued an order identifying the timeline of 

pertinent events relevant to the OSC hearing.  The defendants and respondents offered no material 

disagreement to the timeline or the evidence offered by NAF.  I also posed questions that I 

intended to ask of civil defense counsel, criminal defense counsel, and Daleiden.  July 10, 2017 

Order Concerning OSC Hearing [Dkt. No. 468].  The questions were: 
 
[For] Ms. Short, Mr. LiMandri, and the other Civil Case Defense 
Counsel: 

 When did you first become aware of the existence of the 
“Preview” Video? How? 

 When did you first become aware of the existence of the 
“Defense Filing” playlist videos on CMP’s YouTube 
channel? How? 

 What steps did you take to comply with my May 25, 2017 
Order requiring all efforts be made to take down links to the 
Preliminary Injunction materials? 

[For] Messrs. Cooley & Ferreira: 
 When did you receive the Preview Video or a link to the 

Preview Video? From whom? 
 When did you receive a link to the “Defense Filing” playlist 

hosted on CMP’s YouTube channel? From whom? 
 When did you receive a link to the 144 hours of raw footage 

hosted on CMP’s YouTube channel? From whom? 
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 When exactly did the Steve Cooley & Associates “Media 
Page” about your defense of David Daleiden become 
accessible to the public through the SCA website? Who took 
the steps to make that page accessible to the public? 

 When did you become aware of my May 25, 2017 Order 
requiring all efforts be made to take down links to the 
Preliminary Injunction materials? What steps did you 
undertake to comply with that Order? 

[For] Mr. Daleiden: 
 Did you have any role in creating the Preview video? When 

was it created? Did you upload the Preview video to CMP’s 
YouTube channel? When was it uploaded? Have you shared 
the Preview video in any way (i.e., by sharing a link or 
sharing the actual video file) with others since its creation? 

 Who has “administrator” access to/can post material on 
CMP’s YouTube channel? 

 Did you have any role in creating/editing the video excerpts 
included in the “Defense Filing” playlist on CMP’s YouTube 
channel? Did you upload those videos to CMP’s YouTube 
channel? When? 

 What steps did you personally take to comply with my May 
25, 2017 Order requiring all efforts be made to take down 
links to the Preliminary Injunction materials? 

Dkt. No. 468 at 3-4. 

 At the July 11, 2017 hearing on the OSC re Contempt, the civil case defense counsel 

refused to answer any of the questions on the basis of the attorney-client privilege.8  Criminal 

defense counsel Cooley and Ferreira also asserted the attorney-client privilege as the basis for 

refusing to answer the first four sets of my questions.  As to the fifth set of questions (“When did 

you become aware of my May 25, 2017 Order requiring all efforts be made to take down links to 

the Preliminary Injunction materials? What steps did you undertake to comply with that Order?”), 

Cooley and Ferreira both asserted the attorney work-product doctrine in addition to attorney-client 

privilege, refusing to answer those questions as well.  Finally, Daleiden asserted the attorney-

                                                 
8 While Attorney Matthew Heffron initially stood up and on behalf of “all civil defense counsel” 
asserted the attorney-client privilege as a basis to refuse to answer any of my identified questions, 
Attorney Paul Jonna subsequently stood up and read out a “statement” from Attorney Charles 
LiMandri.  That statement provided some answers and arguable defenses to contempt with respect 
to the civil defense counsel.  See Transcript of July 11, 2017 hearing at 16:11 – 20:5.  However, to 
the extent my questions called for attorney-client information (and most did not), LiMandri’s 
statement arguably waived any properly asserted privilege.  See, e.g., id. at 18:14 – 22 (“During 
the May 25th teleconference with the Court, Your Honor ordered us to instruct specific persons to 
remove the YouTube links to the videos within 15 minutes.  It's our understanding that any links 
posted by those persons the Court asked to us contact were, in fact, removed within 15 minutes.  
The civil defense counsel confirmed that all the videos we knew and were informed about on 
YouTube were down.”).  
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client privilege and refused to answer any of the four sets of questions I posed to him.  As a back 

up, his counsel also indicated that Daleiden could also take the Fifth Amendment to decline to 

answer the questions.   

 In declarations submitted after the OSC re Contempt Hearing on July 14, 2017, Cooley and 

Ferreira declare that the PI materials were “taken down” from YouTube and remote hosts within 

their control at approximately 4:45 p.m. on May 25, 2017, as confirmed by their computer forensic 

firm.  Dkt. Nos. 477, 478 & 478-1.  Neither Cooley nor Ferreira say who took down that material.  

Nor do they provide any information about who posted the information to their Media Page, when 

their Media Page went live, when their Media Page was taken down, or who did any of those acts.     

LEGAL STANDARD 

 Civil contempt “consists of a party’s disobedience to a specific and definite court order by 

failure to take all reasonable steps within the party’s power to comply.”  In re Dual–Deck Video 

Cassette Recorder Antitrust Litig., 10 F.3d 693, 695 (9th Cir.1993).  “A party may also be held 

liable for knowingly aiding and abetting another to violate a court order.”  Inst. of Cetacean 

Research v. Sea Shepherd Conservation Soc’y, 774 F.3d 935, 945 (9th Cir. 2014) (citing Regal 

Knitwear Co. v. NLRB, 324 U.S. 9, 14 (1945)).  “As a result, a party to an injunction who assists 

others in performing forbidden conduct may be held in contempt, even if the court’s order did not 

explicitly forbid his specific acts of assistance.”  Id. at 948.   

 As the party alleging civil contempt, NAF must demonstrate that the alleged contemnors 

violated my Preliminary Injunction by “clear and convincing evidence” and not merely by a 

preponderance of the evidence.  Id.  Once the moving party makes that showing, the burden then 

“shifts to the contemnors to demonstrate why they were unable to comply.” FTC v. Affordable 

Media, LLC, 179 F.3d 1228, 1239 (9th Cir.1999). 

 “Whether a contempt sanction is civil or criminal is determined by examining ‘the 

character of the relief itself.’”  Ahearn ex rel. N.L.R.B. v. Int'l Longshore & Warehouse Union, 

Locals 21 & 4, 721 F.3d 1122, 1129 (9th Cir. 2013) (quoting Int'l Union, United Mine Workers of 

Am. v. Bagwell, 512 U.S. 821, 828 (1994).  As “the Supreme Court explained, [] a sanction 

generally is civil if it coerces compliance with a court order or is a remedial sanction meant to 
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compensate the complainant for actual losses. “ Id. “A criminal sanction, in contrast, generally 

seeks to punish a ‘completed act of disobedience.’” Id. (quoting Bagwell, 512 U.S. at 828).   

 As I noted in the Order Concerning OSC Hearing and explain in more detail below, the 

sanctions imposed here are civil.  They are intended  to coerce CMP and Daleiden to abide by the 

Preliminary Injunction on a going forward basis and remove any incentive for further violations, 

and they will compensate NAF for the costs and expenses it has reasonably incurred in responding 

to the disclosures made in violation of the Preliminary Injunction.9   

DISCUSSION 

I. FAILURE TO CONTROVERT OR OFFER ANY EVIDENCE 

 NAF presented clear and convincing direct and circumstantial evidence showing  that 

CMP and Daleiden violated the PI by uploading and disclosing PI materials to CMP’s YouTube 

channel.  NAF presented additional clear and convincing evidence that Cooley and Ferreira acting 

on behalf of Daleiden, violated the PI by posting PI material on the SCA Media Page, and 

including publicly accessible links to PI materials hosted on CMP’s YouTube channel in their 

court filings. 

 In response, CMP, Daleiden, Cooley, and Ferreira offer no evidence.   They dispute 

whether NAF met its initial burden, but based on the evidence adduced in the OSC proceedings 

and in the record of this case, NAF has.  The burden to prove that they did not violate the PI then 

shifted to them.  Fed. Trade Comm’n v. Enforma Nat. Prod., Inc., 362 F.3d at 1211.  Instead of 

addressing my specific and narrow questions about their respective roles in the creation, 

uploading, and posting of the PI materials, each of them refused to answer any of my questions, 

resting on their assertion of the attorney-client privilege.    

                                                 
9 Defendants’ and respondents’ cases that apply criminal contempt standards to proceedings 
involving “complex” injunctions are inapposite.  See, e.g., Int'l Union, United Mine Workers of 
Am. v. Bagwell, 512 U.S. 821, 837 (1994) (distinguishing the injunction at issue from “a complex, 
complex injunction” where court “effectively policed petitioners’ compliance with an entire code 
of conduct”); U.S. Equal Employment Opportunity Comm'n v. Univ. of Louisiana at Monroe, No. 
CV 05-1158, 2016 WL 917331, at *3 (W.D. La. Mar. 8, 2016 (court addressed “complex factual 
interpretations of the Decree”).  This Court’s injunction is in no way “akin to ‘an entire code of 
conduct that the court itself had imposed.’” N.Y. State Nat. Org. for Women v. Terry, 41 F.3d 794, 
797 (2d Cir. 1994) (quoting Bagwell, 512 U.S. at 837). 
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 I explicitly stated in the July 10th Order Concerning OSC Hearing and at the start of the 

hearing that the only potential form of contempt being considered was civil contempt.  Criminal 

contempt was not contemplated.  Dkt. No. 468 at 1.  In the context of civil contempt, adverse 

inferences are appropriately drawn in light of refusals to testify or rebut evidence, even where the 

refusal is made on Fifth Amendment grounds.  See, e.g., Aradia Women's Health Ctr. v. Operation 

Rescue, 929 F.2d 530, 532 (9th Cir. 1991) (adverse inferences permissible to draw from 

invocation of Fifth Amendment privilege).   

Moreover, the vast majority of questions I posed did not call for disclosure of attorney-

client privileged information or attorney work-product, such as when someone learned about a 

certain action, who had access to CMP’s YouTube channel, when the SCA Media Page went live, 

or what steps they took to comply with my May 25th Order.  Nonetheless, Daleiden, Cooley, and 

Ferreira each refused to answer any part of my questions based on the attorney-client privilege.10  

Even if there was a good-faith basis to assert the attorney-client privilege to refuse to answer the 

questions (and I do not find that there was), defendants and respondents could have chosen to 

make a limited waiver of the privilege.  They could have asked to give their answers to me ex 

parte with an order limiting the waiver to the questions posed for purposes of determining whether 

they should be held in civil contempt.  They did not seek to do this either.  Instead, they chose to 

stonewall my effort to discover their version of the truth. 

 NAF’s clear and convincing showing remains unrebutted.  Given that showing it is not 

necessary to draw “adverse” inferences against defendants and respondents.  To be sure, the 

reasonable inferences supported by NAF’s evidence only strengthen my conclusions.  As 

discussed below, the direct and circumstantial evidence lead to the conclusion that CMP, 

Daleiden, Cooley and Ferreira each knowingly violated the PI. 

II. DALEIDEN AND CMP 

 NAF’s evidence shows that CMP produced the “new” Preview video and asked supporters 

                                                 
10  As noted above, after the OSC re Contempt Hearing, Cooley and Ferreira submitted 
declarations that, as confirmed by their forensic expert, the PI materials had been taken down by 
4:45 p.m.  Dkt. Nos. 477, 478.  Those declarations, however, do not answer my questions 
concerning the steps Cooley and Ferreira took in response to my May 25 Order. 
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to share it and get more information from CMP’s website.  According to NAF, the Preview video 

“has all the hallmarks” of the prior videos that Daleiden admittedly produced and took credit for 

on behalf of CMP, videos whose release led to the filing of this action.  It is undisputed that the 

Preview video was uploaded to CMP’s YouTube channel, as were the 14 videos containing 

excerpts of PI recordings labelled by each Doe’s name as the “Accusers” playlist, as were the 337 

videos (334 of which contained recordings covered by the PI) under the “Defense Filing” playlist.  

It is significant that both the Preview video and the Accusers playlist videos were not just raw 

footage but were edited and cut down from over 500 hours of recordings from the NAF Annual 

Meetings.  The Accusers playlist is comprised of excerpts of recordings showing and identifying 

the Does in the Criminal Complaint.  The Preview video shows seven of those Does and contains 

other excerpts of PI recordings; excerpts I viewed and addressed in the Preliminary Injunction 

Order that were characterized by NAF as misleadingly edited and taken out of context and 

characterized by defendants as showing criminal acts or extreme callousness by NAF members.  

The conclusion I draw from the direct and circumstantial evidence, from Daleiden’s admitted role 

with CMP, and from his failure to rebut NAF’s allegations, is that Daleiden was the one who 

created the Preview video and Accusers playlist, uploaded them onto CMP’s YouTube channel, 

and forwarded those links to his criminal counsel for their use on his behalf.   

Daleiden’s civil case defense counsel has described Daleiden as being the person with 

intimate knowledge of the 500 hours of recordings.  That characterization was made in support of 

defendants’ objection to NAF’s prior request for me to order Daleiden and his civil counsel to 

relinquish control over the PI materials.  According to civil defense counsel at that time, counsel 

needed Daleiden to retain control over the recordings so that he could parse through the materials 

to help them defend this case.   

 All of the relevant videos – both edited/excerpted and the raw footage – were uploaded to 

CMP’s YouTube channel.11  At the time of the materials were uploaded to CMP’s YouTube 

                                                 
11 Daleiden has declared under penalty of perjury that he is the founder and “Director” of CMP.  
See Dkt. Nos. 268-2 ¶ 2.  Daleiden’s counsel has also sought relief on the theory that CMP is not a 
separate entity from Daleiden, in other words that Daleiden and CMP are one and the same.  See, 
e.g., Dkt. No. 103 at 1-3; Dkt. No. 118 at 1-3. 
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channel between May 3, 2017 and May 24, 2017, Daleiden had possession of the PI materials.  

There is no evidence, except for the limited production of just over 20 video excerpts provided by 

the DAG to SCA on May 16, 2017, that the SCA attorneys had access to those materials prior to 

May 24, 2017, much less the intimate knowledge of where in the over 500 hours of recordings 

excerpts showing the Does could be found.  Similarly, there is no evidence that the 337 videos 

comprising the Defense Filings playlist (including 144 hours of raw footage from the NAF Annual 

Meetings) was in the criminal defense counsel’s possession before they were uploaded to CMP’s 

YouTube channel.12 

 Daleiden and CMP admit the “inescapable inference” from the facts is:  
 
that someone with access to CMP’s YouTube channel posted 
enjoined videos to a private—i.e., accessible by direct link only—
playlist on YouTube and then provided that link to Daleiden’s 
criminal counsel with the apparent expectation that the videos would 
be used as evidence in Daleiden’s criminal case. Plaintiffs have 
provided no evidence suggesting that Daleiden or CMP had any 
expectation that the videos would be used in any other way than that 
single one. 

Daleiden/CMP OSC Resp. [Dkt. No. 433-2] at 12 (emphasis added).  According to Daleiden and 

CMP, criminal defense counsel played no role in the creation or uploading of the videos and 

recordings to CMP’s YouTube channel.13  In light of Daleiden and CMP’s deafening silence as to 

their role, there is clear and convincing evidence sufficient to hold them in contempt.14 

 In addition to their self-created “no evidence” argument, Daleiden and CMP raise a 

                                                                                                                                                                
 
12 In their brief, Cooley and Ferreira assert that at the time Presiding Judge Jackson ordered the 
DAG to make all seized evidence available to SCA for purposes of privilege review, “Defense 
counsel already possessed the videos for purposes of investigating the case against Mr. Daleiden.”  
SCA OSC Resp. at 3.  There is, however, no declaration or other evidence supporting that 
assertion.   
 
13 CMP and Daleiden also admit they knew SCA planned to “use,” and therefore disclose and 
publish, the videos. 
 
14 There is some additional evidence that CMP likely acting through Daleiden directly disclosed 
the Preview video, separate and apart from SCA’s disclosure.  For example, the 12:01 am EST 
May 25, 2017 publication of the Preview video on the National Review’s website, where the 
National Review attributed the shocking new video to CMP.  There is no mention of SCA in 
connection with the Preview video.  Foran Decl., Ex. J; Foran Second Supp. Decl., Ex. B. 
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number of other arguments that they cannot or should not be held in civil contempt.  First, they 

argue that there is insufficient evidence that the disclosures of the PI materials caused NAF harm 

resulting from Daleiden’s and CMP’s alleged role in the disclosures because of the alleged lack of 

evidence of any harm flowing from the Demurrer and RJN link to the Defense Filing playlist.  

Dalieden/CMP Resp. OSC at 6-7.  Defendants are wrong.  See Foran Decl. ¶ 31 (noting efforts 

NAF and its counsel took to take down all 150 hours of materials from all three YouTube links 

uploaded to Google by one particular user).15  

  Second, Daleiden and CMP argue that they bear no responsibility for the ultimate 

disclosures on SCA’s Media Page.  As an initial matter, this argument wholly ignores that the first 

“disclosure” (if not publication) was the uploading of PI materials to YouTube during the May 

2017 time period.  The PI prevented CMP and Daleiden from “publishing or otherwise disclosing 

to any third-party” any of the materials covered by the PI.  Dkt. No. 354 at 42.  Daleiden and CMP 

do not defend why the uploading of materials to a server operated and controlled by a third-party 

is not a disclosure to a third-party.  Even if the links were “unlisted” and “private” so that they 

could not be seen (yet) by members of the public, those videos were still disclosed to a third-party, 

namely YouTube and its employees.  The whole purpose of YouTube is to facilitate video-

sharing.  Marking a video as “private” does not mean it cannot be shared, but only that it will not 

be searchable or viewable absent having received a link to it.  See, e.g., Viacom Int’l Inc. v. 

Youtube Inc., 253 F.R.D. 256, 264 (S.D.N.Y. 2008) (discussing YouTube.com’s default public 

setting and how videos marked as “private” are nonetheless sharable).  The only reasonable 

conclusion to draw from uploading materials to YouTube is that they were uploaded for the 

purpose of facilitating the publishing and distribution of those videos, which is what in fact 

occurred.16   

                                                 
15 Defendants argue that if there was a violation of the PI, NAF can only be compensated for 
harms flowing from the first disclosure, i.e., defense counsel’s choice to make public the Defense 
Filing link in the Demurrer and RJN, and that subsequent or cumulative disclosures cannot have 
separately harmed NAF.  Defendants’ OSC Resp. at 6-7.  That argument, if accepted, would give 
contemnors a free pass to continue their contempt and provide no disincentive to continued or 
future violation of court orders.  
 
16 At oral argument, counsel for Daleiden and CMP posited that the videos could have been 
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 Beyond this unaddressed point, Cooley and Ferreira admit that they posted the PI materials 

and links to CMP’s YouTube playlists on their client’s behalf.  SCA OSC Resp. at 13.  While 

Daleiden attempts to walk away from the conduct of his criminal defense attorneys, he cannot.  As 

the Supreme Court has explained, “[p]etitioner voluntarily chose this attorney as his representative 

in the action, and he cannot now avoid the consequences of the acts or omissions of this freely 

selected agent.  Any other notion would be wholly inconsistent with our system of representative 

litigation, in which each party is deemed bound by the acts of his lawyer-agent and is considered 

to have ‘notice of all facts, notice of which can be charged upon the attorney.’” Link v. Wabash R. 

Co., 370 U.S. 626, 633–34 (1962).  Had Daleiden come forward with sworn testimony that he did 

not know, intend, or approve his attorneys to publicly disclose these materials, additional analysis 

might be required. 17  But given Daleiden’s silence, no additional analysis is required.18 

 Daleiden attempts to escape liability for anything SCA did with the YouTube links because 

he acted in good faith and believed that this Court’s PI could not possibly prohibit the use of the 

videos in his criminal proceeding.  CMP/Daleiden Resp. OSC at 6-7.  As an initial matter, 

generalized “good faith” isn’t a defense to civil contempt based on violation of a court order, 

absent a showing that the court’s order was ambiguous or vague.  See Inst. of Cetacean Research 

v. Sea Shepherd Conservation Soc'y, 774 F.3d 935, 953 (9th Cir. 2014).  There is no argument that 

                                                                                                                                                                
uploaded to YouTube for the limited purpose of “sharing” them with criminal defense counsel, an 
action that in their view would not have violated the PI.  That potential explanation is not 
supported by a declaration or by any reasonable inference from the evidence that is in the record.  
Neither the attorney-client privilege nor work product doctrine would have been necessary to 
shield such an explanation. 
 
17 Daleiden’s own conduct with uploading the materials to CMP’s YouTube channel would still be 
at issue.  This is not “a situation where the lawyer alone commits misconduct and the court visits 
the lawyer’s sins on the innocent client when awarding sanctions.”  Douglas R. Richmond, 
Sanctioning Clients for Lawyers' Misconduct-Problems of Agency and Equity, 2012 Mich. St. L. 
Rev. 835, 837 (2012). 
 
18 During oral argument, defendants’ counsel also relied on Lal v. California, 610 F.3d 518 (9th 
Cir. 2010), to argue that Daleiden and CMP should not be held liable for SCA’s “gross 
negligence” if I determine that Cooley and Ferreira violated the PI.  As discussed, I find Daleiden 
and CMP in contempt for their own conduct, separate and apart from the conduct of Cooley and 
Ferreira.  In addition, Lal is inapposite.  It addresses whether attorney gross negligence constitutes 
an “extraordinary circumstance” for relief under Fed. R. Civ. Proc. 60(b).  Id. at 524-527.  
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the short, simple commands of the Preliminary Injunction are vague or ambiguous.  Even if 

Daleiden may have held a genuine a belief that the PI did not reach use of the videos in support of 

his criminal defense (and there is no evidence what Daleiden’s alleged good faith belief was 

because Daleiden refused to answer any questions at the OSC re Contempt Hearing and failed to 

provide a declaration to support the existence of his supposed good faith belief), that does not 

provide him cover.  Id. at 943 (rejecting “Defendants’ self-serving interpretation of their 

obligations under our injunction” as an unwarranted invitation to “experimentation with 

disobedience”).   

 Moreover, as will be described in more detail below, the vast majority of the videos 

uploaded to YouTube and published on websites, Twitter, and eventually on the SCA Media Page 

had little or nothing to do with the criminal court filings and arguments made in Superior Court.  

The Criminal Complaint is limited to recordings made in California, but many hours of recordings 

disclosed by Daleiden, CMP, Cooley and Ferreira were taken at NAF’s Baltimore meeting and are 

irrelevant to the criminal proceedings.  Moreover, while the Defense Filing list was submitted to 

the Superior Court in support of the Demurrer,19 the Preview video and the Accusers playlist were 

not. 

 Finally, Daleiden and CMP argue that NAF has not established its entitlement to damages 

for the contempt.   I disagree.  The declarations of Fowler and Gannon from NAF and the Foran 

Declarations show exactly how NAF was damaged; by having to expend money, staff time, and 

attorney time (a) to identify and get websites to take down the PI materials, (b) to address their 

members’ security needs caused by the identification of those members in the disclosed PI 

materials and the threats those members received following the May 25 disclosures, (c) to monitor 

websites for PI materials and threats against the members identified in the disclosed PI materials, 

and (d) by their attorneys’ legal efforts to secure take downs and sanctions.  The harms have been 

identified and sufficiently established.  The reasonable amount of monetary sanctions necessary to 

                                                 
19 The Defense Filing list should have been filed under seal, absent an order of the Superior Court.  
As noted above, the Superior Court denied Daleiden’s request that it take judicial notice of the 
videos and removed them from the docket.  See supra. 
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compensate NAF for those harms will be “proved up” as described below. 

III. COOLEY AND FERREIRA 

 The facts showing express and repeated violations of the PI are even stronger with respect 

to Cooley and Ferreira.  The SCA Media Page expressly acknowledged the existence of the PI and 

that the PI prevented Daleiden from “publishing or otherwise disclosing to any third-party” any 

recordings covered by the PI.20   

 Cooley and Ferreira argue, instead, that they reasonably believed the PI did not bind them, 

even though they admit that at all times they were acting on their client’s behalf.  SCA OSC Resp. 

at 4.  Cooley and Ferreira admit that all of their acts were in furtherance of representing their 

client.   But if Daleiden could not violate the PI, they could not do so on his behalf.  Rule 65(d) 

specifically binds a party’s “officers, agents, servants, employees, and attorneys” to an injunction 

binding the party.  Fed. R. Civ. Proc. 65(d)(2(B).   

Cooley and Ferreira’s arguments that they had a good faith belief the injunction did not 

cover them fails for the same reasons that argument fails for Daleiden.21  There is nothing 

ambiguous about the scope of or language in the PI.  That the PI does not “enjoin in the future 

criminal defense counsel” from using the PI materials “should criminal charges be brought in a 

separate sovereign” is irrelevant.  SCA OSC Resp. at 10.  The PI expressly covered Daleiden, and 

Cooley and Ferreira were at all times working as his agents.  If there was any doubt, prudent 

counsel could have sought guidance from me or from the Superior Court.  Cooley and Ferreira did 

not.22  They decided to publicly disclose the materials with full knowledge of the existence of the 

                                                 
20 As noted above, Cooley and Ferreira provide no evidence explaining how they received the 
information at issue – the Preview video link to embed on their site, the YouTube link to the 
Accuser playlist containing excerpts from PI recordings showing the Does named in the Criminal 
Complaint, or the YouTube Defense Filings playlist linking to the 144 hours of raw footage.  As 
discussed above and arguably admitted by CMP and Daleiden, the only reasonable conclusion is 
that all of the YouTube materials were edited, uploaded to YouTube, and delivered via link to 
Cooley and Ferreira by Daleiden. 
 
21 As with Daleiden, neither Cooley nor Ferreira submit a declaration attesting under penalty of 
perjury as to what their belief actually was with respect to the PI.  There is simply no evidence at 
all on this topic. 
 
22 In contrast, the civil case defense counsel notified me that a defendant received a grand jury 
subpoena from a local law enforcement agency and that they expected the testimony and responses 
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PI binding their client and them.       

 Cooley and Ferreira also argue that the PI could not prevent them from publicly disclosing 

the PI materials because they did so in order to mount a full and vigorous criminal defense for 

Daleiden.  In their OSC Response, Cooley and Ferreira do not even attempt to show how the 

embedding of the Preview video on their website and providing the link to the Accusers YouTube 

playlist was done in connection with contemplated or actual legal proceedings in Superior Court.  

Instead, they focus on their use of the Defense Filing YouTube playlist in their Demurer and RJN, 

arguing that it was important to submit that to the Superior Court to “defend their client’s right to 

due process as well as demonstrate to the superior court their position that the videos themselves 

disproved there was a violation of any alleged victim’s right to privacy.”  SCA OSC Resp. at 4.  

They fail to acknowledge that submission of the Defense Filing YouTube link was unnecessary 

when they also filed a thumb drive containing the same videos.  Nor do they address why, if using 

the link in the Demurrer itself and the RJN was necessary, they did not file those portions of the 

documents under seal.  They fail to address that if their purpose was to defend their client’s right 

to due process – presumably access to the Does’ names and specific identification of the 

recordings charged by the AG (the arguments that were made in the Demurrer) – and to show that 

there was no privacy violation, why did they include in that link recordings made at NAF’s 

Baltimore conference (which were not charged in the Criminal Complaint)?  Why did they include 

all 144 hours when the vast majority of those hours were irrelevant to the issues raised?    

 Absent explanation from Cooley and Ferreira, the only conclusion I can draw from the 

uncontroverted facts is that Cooley and Ferreira’s use of the Defense Filing link was a wholly 

gratuitous effort to give Cooley and Ferreira a fig leaf to cover their plan to violate the PI by 

making the raw footage and the other videos available to the public.  Despite the lip service 

argument that disclosure of the raw footage was necessary to show the Court and the public why 

the Demurrer should be granted, Cooley and Ferreira admit that their real goal was to score a win 

                                                                                                                                                                
called for might touch upon or disclose PI information.  Dkt. No.  323-3.  Counsel notified me in 
advance of the appearance and sought guidance to the extent I had concerns about that intended 
testimony.  No response from me was necessary, but the civil case defense counsel adopted the 
appropriate approach, seeking guidance in advance.    
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in the court of public opinion by releasing the PI materials.  They admit that the decision to post 

the videos on their website “was in the first instance a way criminal defense counsel through 

which they could get their side of the story out.”  SCA OSC Resp. at 5.  Relying on the fact that  

they had first failed to file under seal the YouTube link in the Demurrer and RJN, and that the AG 

had not objected to the YouTube link in the Demurrer and RJN, Cooley and Ferreira argue that 

they believed they were then free to include that link on their website as well as the edited and 

excerpted Preview video and Accuser playlist “in response to the Attorney General’s press 

release” on the criminal case.  Id.  There is no rational or legal basis for such a belief. 

 Cooley and Ferreira also complain of a double standard, arguing that because the 

California Attorney General is not bound by the Preliminary Injunction and is free to use the PI 

materials, they should be free to do so as well.  SCA OSC Resp. at 11.  However, what law 

enforcement agencies do with evidence secured through legally obtained search warrants or 

pursuant to criminal subpoenas is not something I have interfered with or intend to interfere with.  

See Dkt. No. 323-3.23  Cooley and Ferreira are not on equal footing with state or local law 

enforcement agencies. 

 I also reject Cooley and Ferreira’s argument that complying with the Preliminary 

Injunction would hamper their ability to defend Daleiden.  They have already made a successful 

(in part) Demurrer.  Foran Reply Decl., Ex. C (Transcript of Superior Court proceedings).24  As 

the criminal case progresses, I will not interfere with Judge Hite’s determinations concerning what 

information about the Does or what portion of the relevant recordings should become publicly 

accessible or disclosed in connection with the criminal pre-trial and trial proceedings.  Those 

determinations are Judge Hite’s, not Cooley’s, Ferreira’s or Daleiden’s.25   

                                                 
23 Relatedly, a number of subpoenas were issued by state attorneys generals for the PI materials.  
NAF and defendants negotiated agreements to defer responses or legal challenges to those 
subpoenas pending the appeal of the Preliminary Injunction Order.  I have taken steps to ensure 
that those attorney generals supported those deferments.  See Dkt. Nos. 379, 380. 
  
24 In so ruling, Judge Hite declined to take judicial notice of the videos and ordered the flash drive 
removed from the court’s docket.  Id. at 5:27 – 6:5. 
   
25  There is no support for defendants’ or respondents’ assumption that, given Daleiden’s public 
trial rights under the Sixth Amendment, all of the PI materials they disclosed in contravention of 
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Defendants and respondents’ apparent request for Younger abstention with respect to the 

PI has no merit.  In Younger v. Harris, 401 U.S. 37 (1971), the Supreme Court explained how 

“interests of comity and federalism counsel federal courts to abstain from jurisdiction whenever 

federal claims have been or could be presented in ongoing state judicial proceedings that concern 

important state interests.”  Hawaii Hous. Auth. v. Midkiff, 467 U.S. 229, 237–38 (1984).  

Abstention is not warranted here because significant federal proceedings have already occurred, 

and they occurred well before the state court action was initiated.  Id.26  Instead, because “federal 

courts must normally fulfill their duty to adjudicate federal questions properly brought before 

them,” this case will proceed (pending exhaustion of the Supreme Court certiorari process by 

defendants if they choose to seek it) and the PI remains in place and in effect.  Id.  Finally, even if 

Younger abstention was theoretically feasible, it is not necessary given the lack of any true conflict 

between NAF’s interests in this case and Daleiden’s ability defend himself in state court.    

CONCLUSION AND REMEDIES 

 Based on the foregoing, defendants Center for Medical Progress and David Daleiden, and 

Daleiden’s criminal defense attorneys Steve Cooley and Brantford J. Ferreira, as the agents of 

Daleiden, ARE FOUND IN CIVIL CONTEMPT for violating the clear mandate of the 

Preliminary Injunction Order, due to the following conduct each of them facilitated, conducted, or 

directed: 

(i) the uploading and hosting of the Preview video containing recordings covered by the PI 

Order on CMP’s YouTube channel; the posting of CMP’s Preview video on the SCA 

website; and the posting/sharing of CMP’s Preview video through links to its location on 

CMP’s YouTube channel;  

(ii) the uploading and hosting excerpts of video materials covered by the PI Order on 

                                                                                                                                                                
the PI would become public through the trial.  For example, they ignore that a substantial amount 
of the disclosed PI materials were from the Baltimore NAF meeting and there are no criminal 
charges related to those recordings.  Judge Hite will determine what is relevant, admissible, and 
accessible to the public in the criminal proceedings.  
 
26 The posture of this case is the opposite of the posture in Pennzoil Co. v. Texaco, Inc., 481 U.S. 1 
(1987), relied on by respondents.  In that case, Texaco filed a federal action after a state court jury 
verdict, to prevent that verdict from becoming an enforceable judgment.  Id. at 5-6. 
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CMP’s YouTube channel, subsequently collected as the “Superior Court Defense Filing - 

Accusers” playlist;  posting on SCA’s website the link to the Accusers playlist hosted on 

CMP’s YouTube channel; and 

(iii) the uploading and hosting of the over 144 hours of PI Materials to CMP’s YouTube 

channel collected as the Defense Filing playlist; the posting on SCA’s website of the 

Demurrer and related Request for Judicial Notice, making the link to the Defense Filing 

playlist hosted on CMP’s YouTube channel accessible to the public; and the failure to file 

Footnote 1 and Ex. 1 to RJN under seal in the first instance. 

 In order to secure these parties’ and respondents’ current and future compliance with the 

Preliminary Injunction Order and to compensate NAF for expenses it has incurred that are directly 

the result of the violation of the Court’s Preliminary Injunction Order, CMP, Daleiden, Cooley, 

and Ferreira are held jointly and severally liable for:  

(i) NAF’s security costs, incurred from May 25, 2017 as a result of the violations of the 

Preliminary Injunction Order.  NAF’s Security Costs are calculated, based on the Fowler 

declarations as: 

(a) $1,568.26, for the security assessment of the home and office of one of the 

individuals named and featured in the Preview video.  Fowler Decl. ¶3. 

(b)  $11,411.92, for security costs incurred by a NAF-member facility to protect a 

physician identified in the Preview video.  Fowler Supp. Decl. ¶ 5 & Ex. C.  

(ii) NAF’s personnel time, incurred as a result of the violations of the Preliminary 

Injunction Order, because NAF was required to divert in-house staff from other work and 

provide additional assignments to outside consultants.  NAF’s personnel costs are 

calculated, based on the Fowler Declarations, as: 

(a) $26,000 for in-house staff time through June 30, 2017.  Fowler Supp. Decl. ¶ 4. 

(b) $1,282.50 for outside consultant time.  Id. 

(iii) NAF’s attorneys’ fees incurred as a result of the violations of the Preliminary 

Injunction, including counsel’s efforts to get websites to “take down” the PI materials and 

the time reasonably incurred in communicating with civil and criminal defense counsel and 
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moving for contempt sanctions.  The amount of attorneys’ fees incurred by NAF’s counsel, 

as of June 1, 2017, is $96,610.50.  Foran Decl. [Dkt. No. 462-5] ¶ 37.   

 By July 28, 2017, NAF’s counsel shall lodge in camera with chambers their detailed and 

contemporaneous billing records substantiating their attorneys’ fees request.  At the same time, 

NAF shall e-file a redacted copy of the same, redacting only information protected by the 

attorney-client or attorney work product doctrines.  By August 4, 2017, if they wish, counsel for 

CMP, Daleiden, Cooley, and Ferreira may file a joint objection, not exceeding 10 pages, 

challenging specific entries or the reasonableness of the time spent by NAF’s counsel.     

 Similarly, by July 28, 2017, NAF shall lodge in camera with chambers a detailed 

breakdown of the $26,000 in time NAF has incurred by diverting in-house staff to respond to the 

disclosures.  That breakdown shall list the title of each staff member whose time is sought, the 

hourly rate sought for staff member’s time, the hours spent by each staff member, and  a general 

description of the tasks completed by each staff member.  At the same time, NAF shall e-file a 

redacted version (if redaction is necessary) of the same.  By August 4, 2017, if they wish, counsel 

for CMP, Daleiden, Cooley, and Ferreira may file a joint objection, not exceeding 10 pages, 

challenging specific entries or the reasonableness of the time spent by NAF’s in-house staff. 

 I will take the billing records and any objections under submission, and issue a final order 

quantifying the total amount of sanctions imposed for the civil contempt. 

 In addition to these monetary sanctions, as announced at the hearing on July 11, 2017, I 

ORDER the following: 

(i)  On or before Friday July 14, 2017, CMP, Daleiden, Cooley, and Ferreira must confirm 

under oath that they have “taken down” or otherwise removed any materials covered by the 

PI Order from any third-party hosting service (e.g., YouTube) and removed any materials 

covered by the PI Order from websites under their control27; and 

(ii) On or before Friday July 14, 2017, CMP and Daleiden must turn over to counsel all 

                                                 
27 Pursuant to the Minute Order following the July 11, 2017 hearing, on July 13, 2017 and on July 
14, 2017, Daleiden, Cooley and Ferreira filed these confirmations under oath.  Dkt. Nos. 476, 477, 
478. 
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materials covered by the PI Order and must not retain control over any of that material, 

absent further Order of this Court or the Superior Court handling the criminal matter.  

Absent an order from this Court or the Superior Court providing Daleiden with greater 

access to that material, Daleiden may only access the PI material onsite at the offices of 

SCA or his civil defense counsel. 

 In imposing these sanctions for civil contempt, I have considered the character and 

magnitude of “the harm threatened by continued contumacy, and the probable effectiveness of any 

suggested sanction in bringing about the result desired.”  United States v. United Mine Workers of 

Am., 330 U.S. 258, 304 (1947).  If there are any further violations of the PI, I will move swiftly to 

ensure compliance with the PI.  If that occurs, I will consider further and more significant civil 

sanctions, as well as criminal contempt sanctions. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated: July 17, 2017 

 

  
William H. Orrick 
United States District Judge 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

NATIONAL ABORTION FEDERATION, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

 
CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, et 
al., 

Defendants. 
 

Case No.  15-cv-03522-WHO    
 
 
ORDER SETTING AMOUNT OF CIVIL 
CONTEMPT SANCTIONS 

 

 

  

On July 17, 2017, I issued an order finding defendants Center for Medical Progress (CMP) 

and David Daleiden and Daleiden’s criminal counsel, Steve Cooley and Brentford J. Ferreria 

(respondents), in contempt for willfully violating the clear commands of the Preliminary 

Injunction Order (PI), Dkt. No. 354, by publishing and otherwise disclosing to third-parties 

recordings covered by the PI.  Dkt. No. 482 at 21 (Contempt Order).  In order to secure those 

parties’ and respondents’ current and future compliance with the Preliminary Injunction Order and 

to compensate NAF for expenses incurred as a result of the violation of my Preliminary Injunction 

Order, I held CMP, Daleiden, Cooley, and Ferreira jointly and severally liable for: (i) NAF’s 

security and personnel costs incurred as a result of the violations of the PI; and (ii) attorneys’ fees 

incurred as a result of the violations of the Preliminary Injunction, including counsel’s efforts to 

get websites to “take down” the PI materials and the time reasonably incurred in communicating 

with civil and criminal defense counsel and moving for contempt sanctions.  Id. at 22-23.  As 

directed in the Contempt Order, NAF has since submitted detailed records regarding its security 

costs and attorneys’ fees and costs, and defendants/respondents have objected to those requests on 

both general and specific grounds.  Dkt. Nos. 484, 485, 487, 488, 489, 490. 
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 In this Contempt proceeding, my ultimate purpose is to consider the character and 

magnitude of “the harm threatened by continued contumacy, and the probable effectiveness of any 

suggested sanction in bringing about the result desired.”  United States v. United Mine Workers of 

Am., 330 U.S. 258, 304 (1947).   For the reasons discussed below, I set the amount of civil 

contempt sanctions to be paid jointly and severally by CMP, Daleiden, Cooley, and Ferreira at 

$195,359.04, an amount significantly less than sought by NAF but an amount sufficient, I hope, to 

insure future compliance.
1
 

I. NAF’S COSTS 

A. In general 

 As an initial matter, defendants object to the costs NAF seeks to recover, arguing that the 

costs were not “reasonably” incurred and are not recoverable under NAF’s breach of contract 

claim (the only claim NAF asserted in support of the PI).  Defendants’ Objections (“Objs.”) [Dkt. 

No. 487-3] at 7-14.
2
  Similar arguments were raised in defendants’ response to the OSC and 

rejected when I issued the Contempt Order.  See Dkt. No. 434 at 9-13.  Briefly, because the 

purpose of the civil contempt sanctions is to compensate NAF for the expenses incurred and to 

encourage defendants and respondents to abide by the PI going forward, the NAF costs that I 

include in the civil contempt sanctions award do not have to be damages that would flow from the 

underlying breach of contract claim.  As to “reasonably incurred,” I have already considered this 

in connection with the Contempt Order and conclude that, in general, the costs NAF seeks to 

recover were reasonably incurred in response to the violations of the PI Order.  

B. Specific Costs  

 According to the Declaration of Melissa Fowler, NAF seeks to recover four categories of 

costs.  First, security costs paid to outside vendors amounted to $28,176.62, incurred to: (i) 

uncover and monitor threats made in response to the Preview video and release of PI materials; (ii) 

complete related research; and (iii) provide personal security services at a NAF-member clinic to a 

                                                 
1
 The administrative motions to seal, Dkt. Nos. 485, 487, are GRANTED for good cause shown. 

 
2
 Respondents Cooley and Ferreira join defendants’ objections.  Dkt. No.  490. 
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physician featured in the Preview video.  Fowler Decl. ¶¶ 3, 4, 6 & Exs. A, C-1, C-2.  Second, 

NAF incurred travel costs of $397.40 to send security staff to conduct an on-site assessment.  Id. ¶ 

5, Ex. B.  Third, it absorbed personnel costs in the amount of $29,417.96 for staff time diverted 

from normal duties to address and respond to the disclosures of PI materials.  Fourth, it also 

absorbed “other costs” in the amount of $6,327.56 for staff travel and meal expenses. 

 As to the monitoring and research costs ($5,150 and $1,282.50), I conclude that those costs 

were reasonably incurred and necessarily related to the disclosure of the PI materials.  Similarly, 

the travel expenses ($397.40) were reasonably incurred and necessarily related to the disclosure of 

PI materials.  As to the personnel costs ($29,417.96), I find that the monitoring done and 

additional security issues addressed by staff identified in the Fowler Declaration are compensable 

and were reasonably incurred and necessarily related to the disclosure of the PI materials.  The 

attendance at the Contempt hearing by three NAF staff members is also reasonable and 

compensable, as in-person testimony may have been (although in the end was not) necessary.  The 

$6,327.56 in “other costs” including travel time for the three staff to attend the Contempt hearing 

are reasonable and were necessarily incurred.   

 However, I will not include the costs incurred by a NAF-member clinic for security 

($21,744.12) as part of the civil contempt sanctions award.  In the Contempt Order, I limited the 

sanctions to “NAF’s security costs.”
3
   

 Therefore, NAF’s costs in the amount of $42,575.42 are included in the civil contempt 

sanctions award. 

II. ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 

 NAF seeks compensation for $280,482.00 in attorney time and $7,297.95 in costs incurred 

as a result of the violation of the PI.  Dkt. No. 484 at 5.   

                                                 
3
 I am not reaching any conclusion that a NAF-member clinic is or is not entitled to damages 

flowing from the underlying action.  In addition to the limitation in the Contempt Order cited 
above, my primary task here is not to determine whether the NAF-member security costs were 
proximately caused by the actions of respondents, but to weigh the character and magnitude of 
threatened continued harm with the probable effectiveness of the sanction in order to secure 
compliance.   
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A. Hourly Rate 

 Defendants object to the hourly rates requested by NAF’s counsel, arguing that the 

requested rates have not been adequately supported by declaration or citation to cases approving 

those rates for similarly situated counsel.  Defendants suggest, instead, that NAF’s counsel should 

be compensated at the Laffey matrix rates, adjusted upwards by eight percent to account for San 

Francisco’s higher costs.  Objs. at 2.
4
   

 As an initial matter, neither side addresses whether case law applicable to statutory fee 

awards applies in the context of setting sanctions for violation of a Court order.  I will assume that 

case law applies.  In that context, “[t]he burden is on the fee applicant to produce evidence ‘that 

the requested rates are in line with those prevailing in the community’” and “[i]n general, 

‘[a]ffidavits of the plaintiffs’ attorney and other attorneys regarding prevailing fees in the 

community, and rate determinations in other cases, particularly those setting a rate for the 

plaintiffs’ attorney, are satisfactory evidence of the prevailing market rate.’” Hiken v. Dep't of 

Def., 836 F.3d 1037, 1044 (9th Cir. 2016) (quoting Camacho v. Bridgeport Fin., Inc., 523 F.3d 

973, 980 (9th Cir. 2008) and Blum v. Stenson, 465 U.S. 886, 895 n.11 (1984)).   

NAF’s counsel have not justified their requested rates in reference to fee awards in other 

cases or with affidavits demonstrating that the requested rates are reasonable for similarly situated 

attorneys in similar practice areas.  Hiken v. Dep't of Def., 836 F.3d at 1044 (the “reasonable rate 

should generally be guided by the rate prevailing in the community for similar work performed by 

attorneys of comparable skill, experience, and reputation.” (internal quotation omitted)).  And at 

the same time, I have serious concerns about using rates based on the Laffey matrix.  As I and 

other courts in this District have recognized, “[a]bsent some showing that the rates stated in the 

matrix are in line with those prevailing in this community . . . the matrix is not persuasive 

evidence of the reasonableness of its requested rates.”  Public.Resource.org v. United States 

Internal Revenue Serv., No. 13-CV-02789-WHO, 2015 WL 9987018, at *6 (N.D. Cal. Nov. 20, 

2015).  Defendants have made no showing that their suggested rates (the matrix plus 8%) are in 

                                                 
4
 Defendants also object to the characterization of the years of counsels’ practice, instead relying 

on the NAF attorneys’ dates of bar admission to set their “years” of practice.  Dkt. No. 487-3 at 3. 
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line with the rates prevailing in this community for the legal work at issue.   

 Given that I lack any other evidentiary basis to set the rates, and that using higher rates 

would cause the sanctions to exceed the amount probably necessary to bring about compliance 

with the PI Order going forward, under these unique circumstances I will adopt the rates for 

counsel suggested by defendants; matrix plus 8%.  I am not finding that the Laffey matrix rates are 

in line with what experienced attorneys in similar practices in the San Francisco area charge or 

have been awarded in statutory fee cases, and I recognize that reasonable attorney rates for 

similarly situated counsel are undoubtedly higher than those based off of the matrix.  The rates 

awarded here will not serve as any precedent that I will use for fees awarded in the future in this 

case or any other. The two paralegals shall be compensated at a rate of $210/hour, a rate slightly 

higher than I have approved for experienced paralegals in the past.  See, e.g., James v. AT&T West 

Disability Benefits Program, Case No. 12-6318, December 22, 2014 Order (awarding $195/hour).  

The rates approved are as follows: 

 

Attorney/Paralegal Requested Rate Approved Rate 

Derek Foran $910/Partner/April 2003 admission $503 

Marc Hearron $885/Partner/Nov. 2015 admission $503 

Maggie Mayo $785/9th yr/Dec. 2008 admission $427 

Christopher L. Robinson $785/9th yr/Dec. 2008 admission $427 

Nicholas A. Roethlisberger $695/6th yr/Dec. 2011 admission $359 

Lena Hughes $650/5th yr/2013 admission $359 

Alexandra E.S. Laks $600/4th yr/Dec. 2013 admission $348 

Randy D. Zack $540/3rd yr/Dec, 2014 admission $348 

Tom Beyer $360/Sr Paralegal $210 

Priscilla R. Fernandez $300/Paralegal $210 

B. Reasonable Hours 

 Defendants also complain about the reasonableness of the hours expended by NAF’s 
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counsel, arguing that hours should be cut for various reasons.
5
  

1. Duplicative time. 

 Defendants argue that over 85 hours should be cut because the time billed was duplicative 

and unnecessary.
6
  As an example, defendants object to NAF seeking compensation for the time 

spent by four attorneys to prepare for and attend the July 11, 2017 Contempt hearing.  Objs. at 5.  I 

have reviewed the hours challenged as duplicative and conclude that the majority of the contested 

hours were not duplicative or unnecessary.  As the time entries show, while a number of attorneys 

worked on the pleadings, many handled/researched different topics or had different backgrounds 

(appellate specialty, sixth amendment focus, etc.).    

 However, I agree in part with defendants that two of the attorneys’ time spent preparing for 

an attending the contempt hearing was unnecessary (Laks and Robinson), but leave the time of the 

two other attorneys (Foran, who argued and Roethlisberger, who drafted significant parts of the 

relevant pleadings).  Therefore, 3.6 hours of Laks’ time should be deducted and 2.5 hours of 

Robinson’s time should be deducted.   

2. Time spent “conferring” 

 Defendants also challenge time counsel spent conferring and seek to cut 14 hours for those 

time entries.  However, the majority of the challenged entries are for time counsel spent conferring 

with their client, a necessary part of their representation.  The remainder of the challenged time 

entries are of limited time spent by the attorneys directing the research and briefing that needed to 

be completed.  No time will be reduced because there was no unnecessary or excessive conferring. 

3. Time spent on clerical or paralegal tasks 

 Defendants challenge approximately 20 hours of time billed by attorneys that they contend 

should be charged at a paralegal rate given the clerical nature of the tasks.  I have reviewed the 

                                                 
5
 According to the Declaration of Derek Foran, Foran made various reductions in the hours 

incurred by his firm to account for any duplication and significantly reduced his own time.  Foran 
Decl. ¶¶ 13, 15.  Foran also did not include the time incurred by more senior attorneys James J. 
Brosnahan and Linda Shostak.  Id. ¶ 16.  Those reductions eliminated 273 hours and $160,200 (as 
calculated using plaintiffs’ proposed rates) in attorney time.  Id. ¶ 17. 
 
6
 Some of the allegedly duplicative hours (coded blue) are also challenged as paralegal work 

(coded pink) or work on the challenged reply brief or request for attorneys’ fees (coded yellow). 

Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO   Document 495   Filed 08/31/17   Page 6 of 9

 
[410]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 85 of 298
(468 of 916)



 

7 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

U
n
it

ed
 S

ta
te

s 
D

is
tr

ic
t 

C
o
u
rt

 

N
o
rt

h
er

n
 D

is
tr

ic
t 

o
f 

C
al

if
o
rn

ia
 

challenged entries and while it is not very clear, the majority of the challenged time was for 

attorney Roethlisberger’s “review, revise, and file” or “review, revise, and supervise filing” 

entries.  The vast majority of that time, presumably, was spent on reviewing and revising, and not 

filing or supervising filing.  However, I will reduce the Roethlisberger hours by 2 hours to account 

for any paralegal work.
7
 

4. Time spent on preparing the application for attorney’s fees and costs 

 Defendants challenge the time NAF’s counsel spent preparing its and NAF’s declarations 

in support of fees and costs, arguing that if I do not grant NAF’s full request (of $280,482.00), 

then somehow NAF should not be compensated at all for the time spent seeking fees.  Objs. at 4.  

The case law relied on by defendants does not support their argument.  Id.
8
  This time is 

reasonable, although as discussed below, it will be excluded from the sanctions amount for other 

reasons. 

5. Time spent on motion to disqualify that was inadvertently included 

 Defendants challenge time that was apparently spent on the motion to disqualify heard by 

Judge Donato.  NAF meant to exclude all of this time, but apparently failed to exclude 0.5 hours 

billed by Beyer on June 12, 2017.  This time is excluded.  

6. Time spent on unauthorized “reply” 

 Finally, defendants challenge the time NAF’s counsel spent on the reply brief, arguing that 

it was not originally allowed by the Court (because no time frame for filing a reply was provided 

in the initial OSC).  However, I granted NAF’s request to file the reply brief.  Dkt. No. 468.  This 

time is compensable.    

 In sum, other than the few discrete examples identified above, the time spent is reasonable.   

                                                 
7
 The other challenged entry is by attorney Laks who billed on 5/30/17 for reviewing and adding 

exhibits and citations in a motion.  From the context of the entry, I find that this work is 
compensable attorney time. 
 
8
 For example in Comm'r, I.N.S. v. Jean, 496 U.S. 154, 163 (1990), the Supreme Court recognized 

that “if the Government’s challenge to a requested rate for paralegal time resulted in the court's 
recalculating and reducing the award for paralegal time from the requested amount, then the 
applicant should not receive fees for the time spent defending the higher rate.”  But here there has 
been no time expended “defending a higher rate” because no reply on the amount of fees was 
allowed. 
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However, the purpose of the imposition of civil contempt sanctions is both to compensate NAF as 

a result of defendants’ and respondents’ contempt and to encourage defendants and respondents to 

adhere to the PI going forward.  As part of that analysis, I consider the character and magnitude of 

“the harm threatened by continued contumacy, and the probable effectiveness of any suggested 

sanction in bringing about the result desired.”  United States v. United Mine Workers of Am., 330 

U.S. 258, 304 (1947).  In line with that consideration, I will not include as sanctions the amount of 

time NAF’s counsel spent compiling and submitting the fee declarations.  While the time spent on 

the fee declarations was reasonable, I do not find that including this additional time in the amount 

of sanctions awarded will serve any further deterrent purpose.  Therefore, none of the 15.90 hours 

spent on the fees application will be included. 

 The sum of attorneys’ fees reasonably incurred by NAF in response to the violations of the 

PI Order and included as part of the civil sanctions award is $148,967.90. 

C. Costs 

 Defendants object to NAF’s counsel’s request for $7,297.95 in costs, arguing first that 

there is no explanation for the line item in the cost bill for $3,482.23 in costs.  Objs. at 7; Foran 

Decl., Ex. 2 [ECF Dkt. No. 484-2 pg. 5].  There is no explanation for the $3,482.23 charge, and it 

appears to be a subtotal of the prior costs.  The total amount of costs incurred, according to the 

line items included in Exhibit 2 is $3,815.72.   

 Of that amount, defendants challenge the outside copying and color copying costs.  

However, color copies were submitted to the court in conjunction with the opening motion and the 

reply and the number of copies made is not excessive.  Therefore, the $3,815.72 in reasonable 

costs incurred is included as part of the civil sanctions award. 

 

CONCLUSION 

 For the foregoing reasons, the amount of civil sanctions is set at $195,359.04.  In setting 

this amount, I have considered the magnitude of “the harm threatened by continued contumacy, 

and the probable effectiveness of any suggested sanction in bringing about the result desired.” 

United States v. United Mine Workers of Am., 330 U.S. 258, 304 (1947).  CMP, Daleiden, Cooley, 
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and Ferreria are jointly and severally liable for this amount to be paid to NAF. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated: August 31, 2017 

 

  

William H. Orrick 
United States District Judge 
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FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF
AMERICA, INC., PLANNED PARENTHOOD:
SHASTA-DIABLO, INC. dba PLANNED
PARENTHOOD NORTHERN CALIFORNIA;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD MAR MONTE, INC.;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF THE PACIFIC
SOUTHWEST; PLANNED PARENTHOOD LOS
ANGELES; PLANNED PARENTHOOD/ORANGE
AND SAN BERNARDINO COUNTIES, INC.;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF SANTA BARBARA,
VENTURA AND SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTIES,
INC; PLANNED PARENTHOOD PASADENA AND
SAN GABRIEL VALLEY, INC.; PLANNED
PARENTHOOD OF THE ROCKY MOUNTAINS;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD GULF COAST AND
PLANNED PARENTHOOD CENTER FOR CHOICE

Plaintiffs,
v.

CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS; BIOMAX
PROCUREMENT SERVICES, LLC; DAVID
DALEIDEN (aka “ROBERT SARKIS”); TROY
NEWMAN; ALBIN RHOMBERG; PHILLIP S.
CRONIN; SANDRA SUSAN MERRITT (aka “SUSAN
TENNENBAUM”); GERARDO ADRIAN LOPEZ; and
UNKNOWN CO-CONSPIRATORS, inclusive,

Defendants.

Case No. 3:16-cv-00236-WHO

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
FOR DAMAGES AND FOR
DECLARATORY AND
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF; DEMAND
FOR JURY TRIAL

AMY L. BOMSE (No. 218669)
SHARON D. MAYO (No. 150469)
JEE YOUNG YOU (No. 241658)
ARNOLD & PORTER LLP
Three Embarcadero Center, 10th Floor
San Francisco, California 94111-4024
Telephone: (415) 471-3100
Facsimile: (415) 471-3400
Email: amy.bomse@aporter.com

sharon.mayo@aporter,com
jeeyoung.you@aporter.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

BETH H. PARKER (No. 104773)
PLANNED PARENTHOOD AFFILIATES OF
CALIFORNIA
551 Capitol Mall, Suite 510
Sacramento, California 95814-4581
Telephone: (916) 446-5247
Email: beth.parker@ppacca.org

HELENE T. KRASNOFF (pro hac vice)
PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF
AMERICA
1110 Vermont Avenue, NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC 20005
Telephone: (202) 973-4800
Email: helene.krasnoff@ppfa.org

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 59   Filed 03/24/16   Page 1 of 68

 
[414]

 
[414]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 89 of 298
(472 of 916)



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28
1

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

INTRODUCTION

1. This complaint details a complex criminal enterprise conceived and executed by

anti-abortion extremists. The express aim of the enterprise—which stretched over years and

involved fake companies, fake identifications, and large-scale illegal taping—was to demonize

Planned Parenthood, harass and intimidate its dedicated staff, and interrupt its operations, all with

the ultimate goal of interfering with women’s access to legal abortion.

2. Plaintiff Planned Parenthood Federation of America, Inc., through its 59 member-

affiliates, including the Plaintiff affiliates (collectively hereafter “Planned Parenthood”), provides

professional, high-quality reproductive and in some cases primary health care services to more

than two and a half million women, men, and young people each year. Planned Parenthood is one

of the country’s largest providers of reproductive health care for women, the majority of whom are

from lower-income communities. Planned Parenthood provides, every year, over 2.9 million

birth control services and information, hundreds of thousands of Pap tests, nearly half a million

breast examinations, nearly 4.5 million tests for sexually transmitted illnesses (including HIV),

and a range of critically necessary treatments including safe, legal abortion. A small number of

Planned Parenthood affiliates have offered women the option of donating fetal tissue for medical

research.

3. Fetal tissue donation is entirely legal and plays a vital role in medical research.

Virtually every person in the United States has benefited from research that relies on fetal tissue.

Vaccines for polio, hepatitis, rubella, chicken pox, shingles, rabies, and an experimental vaccine

for Ebola, have been developed through research involving fetal tissue. Fetal cells are critical for

studying conditions that affect the health of fetuses and newborn infants, brain injuries in the

womb that lead to cerebral palsy, and eye conditions that lead to macular degeneration.

Researchers also have used fetal tissue to develop treatments for patients with HIV, end-stage

breast cancer, diabetes, Parkinson’s Disease, multiple sclerosis, cancer, cardiovascular disease,

ALS (Lou Gehrig’s Disease), Alzheimer’s and glaucoma, among many others. The National

Institutes of Health spent approximately $76 million to support fetal tissue research efforts in

2014.
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FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

4. Many women who have made the decision to have an abortion appreciate the

opportunity to further medical research through tissue donation. There is no financial gain for

women or health care providers involved in tissue donation, and the few Planned Parenthood

affiliates that have facilitated fetal tissue donation have done so solely for the benefit of medical

research.

5. Defendants’ conspiracy focused on Planned Parenthood affiliates’ facilitation of

fetal tissue donation. As part of this conspiracy, Defendants set up a fake company called BioMax

Procurement Services, LLC (“BIOMAX”), which dishonestly held itself out as a legitimate fetal

tissue procurement company. Certain individual Defendants pretended to be officers and

employees of BIOMAX. They created pseudonyms, manufactured fake identification, stole one

woman’s identity, and used a credit card with a fake name. Defendants used those fake corporate

and personal identities to gain access to private conferences including those held by Planned

Parenthood and the National Abortion Federation (“NAF”). To secure admission into these

conferences, Defendants and their agents signed binding agreements making promises they had no

intention of keeping. Once admitted, Defendants wore hidden video cameras and secretly taped

hundreds of hours of conversations with Plaintiffs’ staff.

6. Next, Defendants leveraged the “professional” relationships they made at the

conferences to seek access to individual Planned Parenthood doctors and affiliates, lying their way

into private meetings – and even inside secure Planned Parenthood office and clinical space in

Colorado and Texas. Defendants peppered Planned Parenthood staff with requests for meetings,

lying at every step about who they were and what they were doing. Planned Parenthood senior

medical and other staff members made time to meet with Defendants in good faith. These doctors

and other staff were completely unaware that they were being secretly taped and that they would

later be featured in malicious videos.

7. Defendants then went public with a vicious online video smear campaign, releasing

a series of YouTube videos purporting to show that Planned Parenthood violated federal law

related to tissue donation. In fact, these videos were heavily manipulated, with critical content

deliberately deleted, and disconnected portions sewn together to create a misleading impression.

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 59   Filed 03/24/16   Page 3 of 68

 
[416]

 
[416]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 91 of 298
(474 of 916)



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28
3

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

According to expert forensic analysis, Defendants “heavily edited the short videos so as to

misrepresent statements made by Planned Parenthood’s representatives.” As a consequence, the

experts concluded that the videos “cannot be relied upon for any official inquiries” and “also

lacked credibility as journalistic products.”

8. Nonetheless, the deceptive videos did their intended damage. Millions of people

who viewed the manipulated videos and inflammatory accusations were made to believe that

Planned Parenthood had violated the law and acted improperly. There was a dramatic increase in

the threats, harassment, and criminal activities targeting abortion providers and their supporters

and, in particular, Planned Parenthood health centers after the release of Defendants’ videos. The

doctors and staff targeted in the videos have been the subject of online attacks, harassment at their

homes and in their neighborhoods, and death threats.

9. In addition, Federal and state governments were spurred to initiate investigations

by CMP’s fallacious claims. To date, officials in twelve states (Florida, Georgia, Indiana, Kansas,

Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri, Nevada, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Dakota and Washington)

that conducted investigations into claims that Planned Parenthood profited from fetal tissue

donation have cleared Planned Parenthood affiliates of all wrongdoing. Another eight states

(California, Iowa, Delaware, Idaho, Minnesota, New Hampshire, Virginia and Colorado) have

declined to even investigate Planned Parenthood — finding nothing to substantiate claims of

wrongdoing.

10. Defendants’ false statements, breaches of contractual agreements, illegal recordings

and the video smear campaign constitute a conspiracy to demonize and intimidate Plaintiffs and to

interfere with Plaintiffs’ and other Planned Parenthood affiliates’ operations. This conspiracy has

cost Plaintiffs millions of dollars and put the safety and security of Planned Parenthood’s

personnel and patients at serious risk, as witnessed most horrifically in the shootings at a Planned

Parenthood health center in Colorado Springs on November 27, 2015.

11. In January 2016, a grand jury in Texas indicted Defendants Daleiden and Merritt

for their conduct in connection with this scheme, including tampering with governmental record, a

felony, and for Daleiden only, offering to purchase human organs.
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FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

12. This action is brought to further expose the falsity and illegality of Defendants’

methods and to recover damages for the ongoing harm to Planned Parenthood emanating from the

video smear campaign.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

13. This action arises under the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act,

18 U.S.C. § 1964, 18 U.S.C. § 1028 (fraud and related activity in connection with identification

documents), 18 U.S.C. § 1341 (mail fraud) & § 1343 (wire fraud), 18 U.S.C. § 2511 (interception

and disclosure of wire, oral, or electronic communications), as well as various state laws. This

Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331, 1343, 2201, and

2202. This Court also has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1367 (supplemental

jurisdiction).

14. Defendants The Center for Medical Progress (“CMP”), BioMax Procurement

Services, LLC (“BIOMAX”), David Daleiden (aka “Robert Sarkis”) (“DALEIDEN”), Troy

Newman (“NEWMAN”), Albin Rhomberg (“RHOMBERG”), Phillip S. Cronin (“CRONIN”),

Sandra Susan Merritt (aka “Susan Tennenbaum”) (“MERRITT”), and Gerardo Adrian Lopez

(“LOPEZ”) are subject to personal jurisdiction in California because they have directed,

participated in, and provided material support for a scheme to deceive Plaintiffs and their staff

within this District and throughout California. Each Defendant has actively participated in the

conspiracy to defraud Plaintiffs with the intent to injure Plaintiffs within this District and

throughout California.

15. Defendants CMP, BIOMAX, DALEIDEN, MERRITT, RHOMBERG, CRONIN

and LOPEZ are subject to personal jurisdiction in this District because these Defendants: (1) are

based in, are incorporated in, or reside in the state of California; and (2) have conducted business

and/or purported to conduct transactions within this District, and such conduct has caused injury to

Plaintiffs in this District.

16. Venue is proper in the Northern District of California under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(2)

because Defendants’ conduct in this District constitutes a substantial part of the acts and omissions

giving rise to Plaintiffs’ claims. Defendants set their tortious conspiracy in motion in this District
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FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

meeting would not be disclosed to any third party absent NAF’s written consent.

184. On April 5, 2014 and again on April 18, 2015, Defendants DALEIDEN,

MERRITT, LOPEZ, and “Brianna Allen” signed non-disclosure agreements in which they

promised not to make video, audio, photographic, or other recordings at the NAF annual meetings,

that they would not disclose any information learned at NAF’s annual meetings to third parties

absent NAF’s consent, and that they would only use information learned at NAF’s annual

meetings in order to enhance the quality and safety of services provided by NAF members and

other annual meeting participants.

185. Defendants were aware that the purpose of these agreements was to protect NAF

and any confidential information shared at its meetings, and to protect the safety and security of

NAF’s staff, its members, and the attendees at NAF’s annual meetings. Attendees at NAF’s

annual meetings, including Plaintiffs are intended third party-beneficiaries to each and every

contract described in the preceding paragraphs.

186. Defendants have breached these agreements. Contrary to their written Exhibitor

Agreements, BIOMAX is not a biological specimen procurement company, BIOMAX’s exhibit

for the annual meetings was not consistent with NAF’s purposes, and BIOMAX did not identify

itself or its services truthfully and accurately. Contrary to their written Exhibitor Agreements, on

information and belief, Defendants have disclosed information orally or visually at the annual

meetings to third parties without NAF’s written consent. Contrary to their written agreements, on

information and belief, Defendants did make video, audio, photographic, or other recordings at the

NAF annual meetings, have disclosed information learned at NAF’s annual meetings to third

parties without NAF’s consent, and have not used information learned at NAF’s annual meetings

in order to enhance the quality and safety of services provided by NAF members and other annual

meeting participants.

187. On information and belief, NAF has performed all of the conditions of the

agreements on its part, and performed in accordance with the terms of the agreements.

188. As a direct result of Defendants’ breaches of their agreements with NAF, Plaintiffs

have been damaged, including by being forced to expend additional, extensive resources on
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FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

security and IT services, property damage, and responding to multiple state and federal

investigations and inquiries.

SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(TRESPASS)

(By PPFA, PPGC, PPCFC, and PPRM Against DALEIDEN, MERRITT, LOPEZ, CMP,
BIOMAX, and UNKNOWN CO-CONSPIRATORS)

189. Plaintiffs incorporate and reallege paragraphs 1 through 188, inclusive, as though

fully set forth herein.

190. PPFA possesses a right to exclusive use of the real property it leases for Planned

Parenthood meetings. PPGC, PPCFC, and PPRM possess rights to exclusive use of the real

property they lease or own as office and clinic space.

191. As alleged herein, Defendants intentionally entered or caused another person to

enter the aforementioned property that was in PPFA, PPGC, PPCFC, and/or PPRM’s possession.

192. As alleged herein, Defendants fraudulently induced PPFA’s conditional consent to

permit Defendants to attend PPFA conferences. PPFA conditioned its consent on Defendants’

agreement that their participation in the PPFA conferences would be useful to attendees and

beneficial to the interests of Plaintiffs’ clients and patients, and that Defendants would comply

with all applicable laws related to fraud, abuse, privacy, and confidentiality. On information and

belief, Defendants subsequently exceeded the scope of Plaintiffs’ consent to enter by knowingly

and intentionally, surreptitiously videotaping Plaintiffs’ staff at those meetings without their

knowledge or consent. Defendants’ participation at the PPFA conferences was not consistent with

Plaintiffs’ purposes and was not useful to attendees and beneficial to the interests of their clients

and patients, thereby further exceeding Plaintiffs’ conditioned consent.

193. Defendants fraudulently obtained PPGC, PPCFC, and PPRM’s conditional consent

to enter their facilities by misrepresenting their identities and purpose. PPGC and PPCFC

conditioned their consent on Defendants’ promise to keep all information confidential. PPGC and

PPRM both conditioned their consent on Defendants’ false representations that they were

representatives of a fetal tissue procurement company and that they sought entry to discuss fetal

tissue donation. Defendants subsequently exceeded the scope of their consent to enter by
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NOTICE OF MOTION 

TO PLAINTIFF AND ITS ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT on July 19, 2017, at 2:00 p.m. in Courtroom 2 of the 

Honorable William H. Orrick III at the United States District Court for the Northern District of 

California, 17th Floor, 450 Golden Gate Ave., San Francisco, CA 94102, defendants David 

Daleiden (Daleiden) and The Center for Medical Progress (CMP) will, and hereby do, move for the 

Disqualification of the Honorable William H. Orrick III, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Sections 144 and 

455, on the grounds that there is evidence of bias in favor of the plaintiff and prejudice against the 

defendants. This motion will be based upon the attached points and authorities, the affidavit of 

David Daleiden and the exhibits attached thereto, the Certificate of Counsel, and all pleadings and 

records on file in this action.
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INTRODUCTION 

Defendants David Daleiden (Daleiden) and The Center for Medical Progress (CMP) hereby 

move to disqualify the Honorable William H. Orrick III as the sitting judge in the present case on 

the grounds of 28 USC Sections 1441 and 455.2 As set forth in more detail below, this motion is 

based on evidence contained in the supporting Affidavit of Daleiden. This includes Judge Orrick’s 

longstanding relationship as a past board member, and more recently as an emeritus board member, 

of an organization that has a “key partnership” with one of the plaintiffs in this case, Planned 

Parenthood Shasta-Pacific (PPSP).3 Judge Orrick’s wife has also posted public comments, pictured 

with her husband, that are supportive of Planned Parenthood and critical of these moving 

defendants. For these reasons, and the others set forth below, Daleiden and CMP respectfully 

request that Judge Orrick be recused from this case and that a stay be granted on all proceedings in 

this case until this motion is heard. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

 The Honorable William Orrick was assigned to this matter on, January 22, 2016, as a 

related matter to the previous lawsuit, National Abortion Federation v. CMP et al. In that related 

case, he had issued a temporary restraining order prohibiting the defendants from releasing any 

recordings obtained, or information learned, at two NAF meetings. (NAF v. CMP, Dkt. 15), and 
                                                 
1 In relevant part, section 144 states: “Whenever a party to any proceeding in a district court makes 
and files a timely and sufficient affidavit that the judge before whom the matter is pending has a 
personal bias or prejudice either against him or in favor of any adverse party, such judge shall 
proceed no further therein, but another judge shall be assigned to hear such proceeding. 
The affidavit shall state the facts and the reasons for the belief that bias or prejudice exists, and 
shall be filed not less than ten days before the beginning of the term at which the proceeding is to 
be heard, or good cause shall be shown for failure to file it within such time.”  
2 In relevant part, section 455 states: “(a) Any justice, judge, or magistrate judge of the United 
States shall disqualify himself in any proceeding in which his impartiality might reasonably be 
questioned. 
(b) He shall also disqualify himself in the following circumstances: 
(1) Where he has a personal bias or prejudice concerning a party, or personal knowledge of 
disputed evidentiary facts concerning the proceeding.”   
3 Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific, dba Planned Parenthood Northern California, is the same 
entity as Planned Parenthood Shasta Diablo dba Planned Parenthood Northern California.  This 
entity has undergone multiple name changes over time.  For ease of reference, the entity is referred 
to “PPSP” throughout this Motion. 
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had extended the temporary restraining order to remain in force pending the hearing on the 

preliminary injunction. (NAF v. CMP, Dkt. 26). At the heart of this litigation are video recordings 

of comments made by numerous Planned Parenthood officials at multiple Planned Parenthood and 

National Abortion Federation conferences and other meetings that defendants have maintained are 

evidence of criminal misconduct by Planned Parenthood and its agents. 

Judge Orrick has a longstanding relationship with Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 

(GSFRC) in San Francisco. (Ex. 1). GSFRC has had for many years a Planned Parenthood clinic on 

its premises, in what GSFRC describes as a “key partnership” with the clinic. (Ex. 3).  

In August 2015, Mr. Daleiden obtained a copy of Judge Orrick’s Senate Judiciary 

Committee questionnaire. In that questionnaire, Judge Orrick indicated that he had ceased being a 

board member of GSFRC in 1999. He also stated that, from 1986 to 2009, he “assisted the Good 

Samaritan Family Resource Center on many legal issues.”  

Mr. Daleiden was concerned about Judge Orrick’s association with PPSP-partnered GSFRC 

in the earlier related case. However, a motion to disqualify did not appear appropriate, as Judge 

Orrick’s questionnaire stated that he had ceased being a board member and thus ceased his 

fiduciary relationship with a partner of Planned Parenthood, in 1999, many years earlier, and, of 

particular significance, before GSFRC had been in partnership with Planned Parenthood. 

In January 2016, Planned Parenthood Federation of America and several Planned 

Parenthood affiliates, including PPSP, the affiliate that is currently in a “key partnership” with 

GSFRC, sued Mr. Daleiden and CMP. This matter was assigned to Judge Orrick as it is related to 

the NAF case. PPSP has membership in NAF as evidenced by the attendance of its staff members 

at NAF Annual Meetings. PPSP and NAF have both asserted throughout these lawsuits that they 

are seeking to protect their members and the staff of their members. The video recordings that are 

the subject of this case include recordings of PPSP staff members. Again, Judge Orrick’s past 

relationship with GSFRC, which was hosting PPSP, caused concern for Mr. Daleiden, but, again, 

the fact that Judge Orrick’s relationship with GSFRC had ended in 1999 indicated a motion to 

disqualify would not be justified. 
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In late May 2017, when these cases were once again in the news, Mr. Daleiden learned that 

Judge Orrick had not only been on the board of GSFRC (which he had learned earlier), but also 

discovered that Judge Orrick was Secretary of the Board of GSFRC in 2001, when GSFRC entered 

into its “key partnership” with PPSP. That partnership included allowing PPSP to embed a Planned 

Parenthood clinic inside GSFRC’s premises. Pursuant to that partnership, GSFRC donates the 

space for PPSP’s Planned Parenthood clinic and a receptionist. Further, according to the 2006 IRS 

Form 990 of GSFRC, Judge Orrick and his wife, Caroline, are represented as being among those 

donors supporting GSFRC (and thus its partnership with PPSP) with donations to GSFRC totaling 

$5,072. (Ex. 8). 

Mr. Daleiden also learned, through documents that were not available before January 2017, 

that in September 2015, shortly after Judge Orrick entered and then continued the temporary 

restraining order in the related NAF v. CMP case, that Judge Orrick continued to be publicly 

associated with GSFRC, with GSFRC listing him as a board member emeritus for GSFRC in 

materials it disseminated to donors. (Ex. 6). 

At no time did Judge Orrick disclose to Defendants that he sat on the board of an 

organization that had as a “key partner” an organization Defendants alleged, both in public 

statements and as part of their defense, was involved in violations of state and federal law. Judge 

Orrick did not disclose his close and long-standing relationship with an organization that houses a 

facility and hosts Planned Parenthood staff, whom PPSP claims are in physical danger from “anti-

abortion extremists” incited by Defendants.  

Sometime in the summer or fall of 2015, Mrs. Orrick “pinkified” her Facebook page and 

added “I stand with Planned Parenthood” as a Facebook profile picture overlay. Planned 

Parenthood urged its supporters to add these elements to their Facebook pages as part of a 

campaign orchestrated specifically in response to the release of videos by Mr. Daleiden and CMP. 

“Pinkifying” showed one’s support for Planned Parenthood and one’s belief that the videos were 

fraudulent.  

A little over week ago, Mr. Daleiden discovered that Mrs. Orrick also “liked” a Facebook 

post by the National Abortion Rights Action League (NARAL) that described Defendants Daleiden 
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and CMP’s work as “heavily edited videos by a sham organization run by extremists who will stop 

at nothing to deny women legal abortion services.” Mrs. Orrick also liked a Facebook Post by 

“Keep America Pro-Choice” that applauded Mr. Daleiden being indicted in Texas. Both “likes” 

were juxtaposed with a profile photo featuring Judge Orrick and Mrs. Orrick.  

 

ARGUMENT 

I. THE AFFIDAVIT OF THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS AND DAVID 

DALEIDEN IS TIMELY FILED UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 144 

 Since the United States District Court for the Northern District of California does not sit in 

specific sessions or terms, but is deemed to be in continuous session, there is no specific “timely” 

period for filing an Affidavit pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 144. By extension from the fact that there is 

no “term,” there is no ten-day period. Accordingly, even where there can be no good cause shown 

for delay, an affidavit will be considered timely filed, and timeliness will be dealt with as a matter 

of weight rather than admissibility. Tenants & Owners in Opposition to Redevelopment (TOOR) v. 

HUD, 338 F.Supp.29, 32 (N.D. Cal. 1972). 

“[A] litigant’s duty to investigate the facts of his case does not include a mandate for 

investigations into a judge’s impartiality.” American Textile Mfrs. Institute, Inc. v. The Limited, 

Inc., 190 F.3d 729, 742 (6th Cir. 1999). In this case, Mr. Daleiden did undertake a preliminary 

investigation of Judge Orrick’s impartiality. However, the statement in Judge Orrick’s Senate 

Judiciary Committee questionnaire that his membership on the board of GSFRC ended in 1999 

indicated too tenuous a relationship with PPSP, an alleged “victim” and a named Plaintiff in this 

litigation, to justify filing an affidavit under 28 U.S.C. § 144. It was not until the most recent 

discoveries, i.e., (1) Judge Orrick was an officer and director of GSFRC beyond 1999, and was 

serving as Secretary of the Board at the time GSFRC entered into its “key partnership” with PPSP 

(Daleiden Affidavit at ¶7); (2) Judge Orrick had an ongoing public association with GSFRC even 

after he began presiding over this case (id. at ¶8); and (3) Judge Orrick’s wife publicly denigrated 

Defendant Daleiden and supported Plaintiff Planned Parenthood against “false accusations” from 

“heavily edited videos” (id. at ¶13), that an affidavit and motion to disqualify appeared justified. 
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Thus, Daleiden and CMP “could not well have acted more promptly” in submitting this affidavit 

and moving to disqualify. Morris v. U.S., 26 F.2d 444, 449 (8th Cir. 1928) (affidavit was timely 

filed immediately before trial where “on several occasions defendant requested his attorneys to 

prepare and file application to disqualify the trial judge,” but attorneys disagreed with him until he 

obtained new information which was imparted to his attorneys). At no time did Judge Orrick 

disclose his continuing association with GSFRC and PPSP, even though PPSP is one of the 

plaintiffs in this law suit. 

 Only in light of these more recent discoveries did a motion to disqualify appear fully 

justified and appropriate. “Counsel for a party who believes a judge’s impartiality is reasonably 

subject to question has not only a professional duty to the client to raise the matter, but an 

independent responsibility as an officer of the court . . . A lawyer who reasonably believes that the 

judge before whom he is appearing should not sit must raise the issue so it may be confronted and 

put to rest. Any other course would risk undermining public confidence in our judicial system.” 

Bernard v. Coyne (In re Bernard), 31 F.3d 842, 847 (9th Cir. 1994).  

 In view of the foregoing, this affidavit and motion are timely.  

II. CMP AND DALEIDEN SET FORTH FACTS IN THEIR AFFADAVIT REQUIRING 

RECUSAL. 

A legally sufficient declaration under 28 U.S.C. § 144 must meet the following 

requirements: (1) the facts are material and stated with particularity; (2) the facts are such that, if 

true they would convince a reasonable person that a bias exists; and (3) the facts show that the bias 

is personal, as opposed to judicial, in nature. Reiffen v. Microsoft Corp., 158 F.Supp.2d 1016, 1022 

(N.D. Cal. 2001).  

Section 144 requires a district judge to accept the moving party’s affidavit as true. In re 

Martinez-Catala, 129 F.3d 213, 218 (1st Cir. 1997). While a trial judge may not pass upon the truth 

of the matters asserted in the moving party’s affidavit, a trial judge is not required to recuse himself 

immediately, because the “judge must pass upon the legal sufficiency of the affidavit.” United 

States v. Kelley, 712 F.2d 884, 889 (1st Cir. 1983). Furthermore, “[s]ince sections 144 and 455 of 

28 U.S.C. use similar language, and are intended to govern the same area of conduct, they have 
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been construed in pari materia, and the test of the legal sufficiency of a motion for disqualification 

is the same under both statutes.” Id.  

If an affidavit of bias or prejudice complies with the statutory standards set forth in this 

section concerning timeliness and legal sufficiency, then the judge against whom it is directed is 

obligated to recuse himself. A judge is required to recuse himself even if the judge believes (or 

knows with certainty) that the allegations of bias and prejudice made against him are false. United 

States v. Partin, 312 F.Supp. 1355, 1359 (D. La. 1970). 

The facts stated in Mr. Daleiden’s affidavit are material and are stated with particularity. As 

to their sufficiency to show bias for or against a party, Judge Orrick’s (previously undisclosed) 

participation on the board and as an officer of GSFRC when it embarked upon its partnership with 

Plaintiff PPSP, including donating space and staff resources to Plaintiff PPSP to run a Planned 

Parenthood clinic on GSFRC’s premises, shows support for Planned Parenthood as an institution 

and PPSP specifically.  PPSP and/or its staff also have membership in the National Abortion 

Federation, the Plaintiff in the related case. The gravamen of NAF and Plaintiff PPSP’s Complaints 

is that the work of Daleiden and CMP poses a grave danger to PPSP and NAF members and 

meeting attendees, including threats to the physical safety of PPSP and NAF member personnel 

and facilities. Judge Orrick did not disclose his relationship with PPSP, a named plaintiff and a 

putative “victim” in this case, before issuing rulings in it. Judge Orrick remained publicly 

associated with PPSP-partnered GSFRC, even after he began presiding over this case and the 

related matter, and after entering a restraining order in favor of NAF and its members, including 

PPSP, in the related matter. 

III. DISQUALIFICATION IS ALSO REQUIRED UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 455(a) IN ORDER 

TO AVOID AN APPEARANCE OF BIAS OR PARTIALITY. 

In 1974, Congress rewrote 28 U.S.C. § 455 to correct perceived problems in the 

disqualification statutes. Prior to 1974, both the technical and legal sufficiency requirements of 

section 144 had been construed strictly in favor of judges. Courts also operated under the so-called 

“duty to sit” doctrine which required a judge to hear a case unless a clear demonstration of extra-

judicial bias or prejudice was made. Consequently, disqualification of a judge was difficult under 
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section 144. In passing the amended 28 U.S.C. § 455, Congress broadened the grounds and 

loosened the procedure for disqualification in the federal courts.  

Section 455 “is directed to the judge, rather than the parties, and is self-enforcing on the 

part of the judge.” U.S. v. Sibla, 624 F.2d 864, 867-68 (9th Cir. 1980). It “modifies section 144 in 

requiring the judge to go beyond the section 144 affidavit and consider the merits of the motion 

pursuant to section 455(a) & (b)(1).” Id. at 868.  

In Liljeberg v. Health Services Acquisition Corp. 486 U.S. 847, 860-61 (1988), the Supreme 

Court, quoting the lower court’s decision, stated: 

The goal of section 455(a) is to avoid even the appearance of partiality. If it would 
appear to a reasonable person that a judge has knowledge of facts that would give him 
an interest in the litigation then an appearance of partiality is created even though no 
actual partiality exists because the judge does not recall the facts, because the judge 
actually has no interest in the case or because the judge is pure in heart and 
incorruptible. Under section 455(a), therefore, recusal is required even when a judge 
lacks actual knowledge of the facts indicating his interest or bias in the case if a 
reasonable person, knowing all the circumstances, would expect that the judge would 
have actual knowledge. 

In sum, under section 455, “it is the appearance of bias or partiality that matters here, not actual 

bias.” United States v. Tucker, 78 F.3d 1313, 1324 (8th Cir. 1996). In Tucker, prosecutors, relying 

“primarily on news articles,” sought the recusal of District Court Judge Woods from the trial of 

Governor Tucker, because of Woods’s close association with Hillary Clinton, wife of then-

President Bill Clinton. Governor Tucker was indicted for financial crimes related to an 

investigation of President and Mrs. Clinton. Id. at 1315, 1316. The news articles indicated that not 

only did the Clintons have a close relationship with Judge Woods, but also they had expressed their 

support of Governor Tucker, including after he was indicted. 

The Tucker court held: 

The Independent Counsel argues that, because of the “unmistakable appearance” 
of bias or partiality here, “reassignment is necessary to preserve the appearance 
and reality of justice.” [] We agree. Based on the information before us in this 
case, we conclude that the risk of a perception of judicial bias or partiality is 
sufficiently great so that our proper course is to order reassignment on remand. 
As we have discussed, Judge Woods’s link with the Clintons and the Clintons’ 
connection to Tucker have been widely reported in the press. Moreover, as the 
Independent Counsel has noted, “this case will, as a matter of law, involve 
matters related to the investigation of the President and Hillary Rodham 
Clinton.” [] Given the high profile of the Independent Counsel’s work and of 
this case in particular, and the reported connections among Judge Woods, the 
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Clintons, and Tucker, assignment to a different judge on remand is required to 
insure the perception of impartiality. 

Id. at 1324-1325 (citations omitted).    

 In the instant case, Judge Orrick has a longstanding and close relationship with an entity 

deeply intertwined and housing rent-free one of the plaintiffs that claims to be a “victim” of 

Defendants’ “conspiracy” alleged in its Complaint. Indeed, the timing of Judge Orrick’s board 

membership with GSFRC, timing not disclosed in his Senate Judiciary Committee questionnaire, 

would necessarily require him to have been involved in the board’s decision to initiate the 

partnership between GSFRC and Plaintiff PPSP. And GSFRC has continued to publicly hold out 

Judge Orrick as an Emeritus Board Member on its letterhead during at least some of the pendency 

of this case. A reasonable person would well question the ability of Judge Orrick to be impartial in 

deciding whether Daleiden and CMP should be held liable for harms to Plaintiff PPSP, including to 

the GSFRC-PPSP clinic and PPSP staff at that clinic, occurring in the wake of the Daleiden and 

CMP’s video releases. 

 Moreover, “this case will, as a matter of law, involve matters related to the investigation of” 

Plaintiff PPSP’s compliance with federal and state laws related to fetal tissue donation and other 

abortion-related laws. Again, a reasonable person would easily question whether Judge Orrick is 

able to impartially assess the evidence that Defendants assert shows that PPSP, a key partner of 

GSFRC, was for years violating state and federal laws, evidence that has led to referrals for 

prosecution of PPSP from two congressional committees. These referrals relate to PPSP’s 

contractual arrangements, dating back to 2012, with StemExpress, LLC, a tissue procurement 

company, also referred for prosecution by the U.S. Senate and House committees. (Ex. 15.) 

 In addition, Judge Orrick’s impartiality reasonably can be questioned on the basis of 

publicly-stated positions on matters directly at issue in this case, the expression of which was in at 

least two instances on Facebook, accompanied by a photo of Judge and Mrs. Orrick. By 

“pinkifying” her public Facebook page, Mrs. Orrick publicly expressed her support for Plaintiff 

Planned Parenthood in the face of “false accusations” from “anti-women’s health extremists.” She 

also supported the position that the videos were “heavily edited,” that CMP is “run by extremists,” 

and that Mr. Daleiden and CMP “will stop at nothing to deny women legal abortion services.” The 
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integrity of the videos, the Defendants’ history of nonviolence, and their intentions in launching the 

Human Capital Project are all issues at the heart of both the instant litigation and the related NAF 

case. Mrs. Orrick also publicly expressed her support for Mr. Daleiden’s criminal prosecution in 

Texas. Cf. Melendres v. Arpaio, No. CV-07-2513-PHX-MHM, 2009 WL 2132693, at *15, 2009 

U.S. Dist. LEXIS 65069, at *52-53 (D. Ariz. July 15, 2009) (recusal appropriate where court’s 

impartiality might reasonably be questioned based on judge’s sister’s publicly-held positions 

“highly disparaging of specific Defendants” and “tak[ing] a strong stand on disputed factual 

matters lying at the heart of the litigation”). 

Moreover, judicial remarks during the course of litigation may also support a bias or 

partiality challenge “if they reveal an opinion that derives from an extrajudicial source. Liteky v. 

U.S., 510 U.S. 540, 555 (1994). At the telephonic hearing on May 25, 2017, Judge Orrick stated 

that Mr. Daleiden would be “well advised . . . that he is obligated to follow the Court’s orders not 

try to skate around them and cause real harm to human beings . . .” By implying that Mr. Daleiden 

is seeking to “cause real harm to human beings” by releasing videos, Judge Orrick revealed his 

prejudice against Mr. Daleiden and a belief that he is an evil person who intentionally seeks to 

harm others.  

 Courts have also noted, in the context of recusal motions, that “the whole is sometimes 

greater than the sum of the parts. The cumulative effect of a judge’s individual actions, comments 

and past associations could raise some question about impartiality, even though none (taken alone) 

would require recusal. In re Martinez-Catala, supra, 129 F.3d at 221.  

 “[A] judge may not sit in cases in which his impartiality might reasonably be questioned.” 

U.S. v. Holland, 519 F.3d 909, 911 (9th Cir. 2008) (original emphasis) (internal quotation marks 

omitted). “If it is a close case, the balance tips in favor of recusal.” Id. For that reason, the court in 

Melendres decided that recusal was appropriate: “No Court should tolerate even the slightest 

chance that its continued participation in a high profile lawsuit could taint the public’s perception 

of the fairness of the outcome. Certainly, this Court is unwilling to take such a risk.” Melendres, 

2009 WL 2132693, at *15, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 65069, at *52-53. 
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IV. CONCLUSION. 

The instant case is not only high profile but involves one of the most persistently debated 

moral and political issues of our times. The public is well aware that abortion is a topic on which 

many people, including judges, are apt to have very strong feelings they would find difficult to set 

aside in order to be impartial. Against that backdrop, there is considerably more than the “slightest 

chance” that Judge Orrick’s associations and the publicly-held opinions of his wife, expressed 

together with a profile photo featuring not only Mrs. Orrick but also Judge Orrick, “could taint the 

public’s perception of the fairness of the outcome.” For these reasons, Judge Orrick should recuse 

himself. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

June 13, 2017, 

 
Catherine W. Short (CA Bar No. 117442) 
LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  
Post Office Box 1313 
Ojai, CA  93024-1313 
Tel:  (707) 337-6880 
LLDFOjai@earthlink.net 
 

 
Thomas Brejcha, pro hac vice 
Peter Breen, pro hac vice 
THOMAS MORE SOCIETY 
19 S. La Salle St., Ste. 603 
Chicago, IL 60603 
Tel: (312) 782-1680 
Facsimile: (312) 782-1887 
tbrejcha@thomasmoresociety.org 
pbreen@thomasmoresociety.org 
 
Attorneys for Defendant David Daleiden 
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Charles S. LiMandri (CA Bar No. 110841)                
Paul M. Jonna (CA Bar No. 265389) 
Jeffrey M. Trissell (CA Bar No. 292480)                    
FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND                             
P.O. Box 9520 
Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067 
Tel:  (858) 759-9948 
Facsimile:  (858) 759-9938 
cslimandri@limandri.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendants CMP & BioMax 
 

ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO CIVIL L.R. 5.1(i)(3) 

 

As the filer of this document, I attest that concurrence in the filing was obtained from the 

other signatories. 
 

 
Charles S. LiMandri 
Counsel for Defendant CMP 
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Honorable William H. Orrick III, pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455; and
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Honorable William H. Orrick III, Pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455.
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Arnold & Porter LLP 
Three Embarcadero Center, 7th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94111-4024 
415-434-1600; 415-677-6262 (fax) 
amy.bomse@aporter.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Planned
Parenthood Federation of America, Inc., et
al.

Helene Krasnoff 
Planned Parenthood Federation of America 
1110 Vermont Ave NW, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20005 
202-973-4800 
helene.krasnoff@ppfa.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Planned Parenthood
Federation of America, Inc. 

Glenn J. Dickinson
LightGabler LLP
760 Paseo Camarillo, Ste. 300
Camarillo, CA 93010
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Thomas More Society 
19 S. LaSalle Street, Suite 603 
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312-782-1680 
pbreen@thomasmoresociety.org
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Law Offices of Michael Millen
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MikeMillen@aol.com
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Vladimir Frank Kozina 
Mayall Hurley, P.C. 
2453 Grand Canal Boulevard 
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209-477-3833; 209-473-4818 (fax) 
vkozina@mayallaw.com 
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Edward L. White III
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734-680-8007; 734-680-8006 (fax)
ezimmerman@aclj.org 
Attorneys for Defendant Troy Newman

1
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 3:16-cv-00236

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 164   Filed 06/13/17   Page 14 of 15

 
[434]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 109 of 298
(492 of 916)

mailto:amy.bomse@aporter.com
mailto:jeeyoung.you@aporter.com
mailto:helene.krasnoff@ppfa.org
mailto:gdickinson@lightgablerlaw.com
mailto:lldfojai@cs.com
mailto:pbreen@thomasmoresociety.org
mailto:MikeMillen@aol.com
mailto:vkozina@mayallaw.com
mailto:ezimmerman@aclj.org


1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Matt Heffron, pro hac vice
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Horatio Gabriel Mihet 
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AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID DALEIDEN IN SUPPORT OF JUDICIAL DISQUALIFICATION 

 

1. I, David Daleiden, am a defendant in this action. I am the Chief Executive Officer of 

the Center for Medical Progress (CMP), which is also a defendant in this action. I submit this 

affidavit on my own behalf and on behalf of the Center for Medical Progress. This action was filed 

in January 2016. I and CMP are also defendants in the related action National Abortion Federation 

v. The Center for Medical Progress, et al. No. 3:15-cv-3522, which was filed in July 2015. Both 

actions were assigned to Hon. William H. Orrick, III. 

2. In August 2015, I learned that Judge Orrick had been a board member of the Good 

Samaritan Family Resource Center (GSFRC) in San Francisco (Exhibit 1). Since 2001, GSFRC has 

embedded a Planned Parenthood clinic inside its premises, and lists among its “Key Partnerships” 

the Planned Parenthood affiliate that operates the clinic, Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific (PPSP), 

dba Planned Parenthood Northern California (Exhibit 2). 

3. I also obtained a copy of Judge Orrick’s Senate Judiciary Committee questionnaire. 

In that questionnaire, Judge Orrick indicated that he had ceased being a board member of GSFRC 

in 1999. He also stated that, from 1986 to 2009, he “assisted the Good Samaritan Family Resource 

Center on many legal issues” (Exhibit 3).  

4. PPSP is a named Plaintiff in this lawsuit and has membership in the National 

Abortion Federation (NAF). PPSP has asserted throughout this lawsuit, and NAF has asserted 

throughout the related lawsuit, that it is seeking to protect its members and the staff of its members. 

The video recordings that are a core subject of both lawsuits include recordings of PPSP staff 

representatives and about PPSP as an entity. 

5. As a defendant in the related lawsuit, I was concerned about Judge Orrick’s 

association with PPSP-partnered GSFRC. However, a motion to disqualify did not appear 

appropriate, as Judge Orrick’s questionnaire stated that he had ceased being a board member, and 

thus ceased his fiduciary relationship with a partner of Planned Parenthood, in 1999, many years 

earlier, and, of particular significance, before GSFRC had been in partnership with Planned 

Parenthood. 
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6. In January 2016, Planned Parenthood Federation of America and several Planned 

Parenthood affiliates, including PPSP, the affiliate that is currently in a “key partnership” with 

GSFRC as GSFRC hosts its clinic (Exhibit 4), sued me and CMP in the current lawsuit. This matter 

was assigned to Judge Orrick as it was related to the previous NAF case. Again, based on the 

information in the Senate questionnaire, Judge Orrick’s relationship with PPSP seemed too 

attenuated to justify bringing a motion to disqualify. 

7. In late May 2017, when these cases were again in the news, I learned that Judge 

Orrick had in fact continued on the board of GSFRC from 2001 to 2003 (Exhibit 5). Judge Orrick 

was the Secretary of the Board of GSFRC in 2001 when GSFRC entered into its “key partnership” 

with PPSP to embed a Planned Parenthood clinic inside GSFRC’s premises. 

8. I also learned, through an official GSFRC public meeting notice scanned by the San 

Francisco Public Library, which was not available online before January 2017, that as recently as 

September 2015 – after the related lawsuit was filed and after Judge Orrick had already entered a 

Temporary Restraining Order against me and CMP in favor of NAF and its members, including 

PPSP – Judge Orrick continued to serve as an Emeritus Board Member on the board of the GSFRC 

(Exhibit 6). 

9. At no time did Judge Orrick disclose to the Defendants that he sat on the board and 

continued to serve as Emeritus Board Member of an organization that has as a “key partner” a 

Planned Parenthood affiliate that Defendants contend, both in public statements and as part of their 

defense, was involved, with the other Plaintiffs in this lawsuit and with the plaintiff in the related 

lawsuit, in violations of state and federal law. 

10. The CEO of PPSP/PPNC, Heather Saunders Estes, told local news media in 2015 

about Planned Parenthood’s “key partnership” with GSFRC: “It’s been an excellent partnership. . . 

. The Center donates the space and a receptionist and Planned Parenthood is there to provide 

services. Neither of us could do our part without the support of the Mary Wohlford Foundation and 

donors.” Saunders Estes also said, “There’s no question we need support from community donors. 

Both organizations are supported through a patchwork of funding” (Exhibit 7). 
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11. I also learned that Judge Orrick and his wife had been among those donors. In the 

2006-2007 fiscal year, Judge Orrick and his wife, Caroline Orrick, donated $5,072 to GSFRC 

(Exhibit 8).  

12. In other research, I learned that, no later than the fall of 2015 Mrs. Orrick, 

“pinkified” her Facebook page and added the “I stand with Planned Parenthood” overlay across her 

profile picture (Exhibit 9). Planned Parenthood urged its supporters to add these elements to their 

Facebook pages as part of a social media campaign orchestrated specifically in response to the 

release of videos by myself and CMP. “Pinkifying” showed one’s support for Planned Parenthood 

and one’s belief that the videos were fraudulent (Exhibit 10). 

13. A little over a week ago, I further discovered that Mrs. Orrick “liked” a Facebook 

post by the National Abortion Rights Action League (NARAL) that described my and CMP’s work 

as “heavily edited videos by a sham organization run by extremists who will stop at nothing to 

deny women legal abortion services.” The Facebook post also appeared to describe our videos as 

“domestic terrorism” against abortion providers. (Exhibit 11). Mrs. Orrick also liked a Facebook 

Post by “Keep America Pro-Choice” that applauded my indictment in Harris County, Texas 

(Exhibit 12), which was ultimately dismissed as invalid by two different judges. Both “likes” were 

accompanied by a profile picture featuring Judge and Mrs. Orrick (Exhibit 13).  

14. I reviewed the transcript of a May 25, 2017 teleconference with Judge Orrick in the 

related lawsuit and saw that he commented that I “try to skate around them [Judge Orrick’s orders] 

and cause real harm to human beings” (emphasis added) (Exhibit 14). I strongly believe in non-

violent approaches to solving conflicts and I do not support, have never supported, and will never 

support vigilante violence against abortion providers. I do not believe instilling fear for personal 

safety is an acceptable tactic in public discourse about controversial issues. CMP’s videos 

communicate a strong message of non-violence and respect for human dignity, and it is impossible 

to derive from them any logical or moral justification for causing real harm to human beings. My 

work and my videos are directly motivated by trying to stop real harm to human beings and I am 

unaware of any evidence that has been presented to Judge Orrick that I “try to . . . cause real harm 

to human beings.” 
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15. In December 2016, the Senate Judiciary Committee vindicated my investigative 

journalism work and referred PPSP to the Department of Justice and Federal Bureau of 

Investigation for criminal prosecution for violation of 42 U.S.C. § 289g-2, the law that bans the 

buying or selling of human fetal tissue. (Exhibit 15).  

16. Judge Orrick has a personal bias and prejudice in favor of Planned Parenthood and 

the National Abortion Federation and against the Center for Medical Progress and me. CMP and I 

feel unable to receive fair consideration of our arguments before Judge Orrick because we do not 

enjoy the close personal and professional relationship with him, forged over many years, that 

Planned Parenthood does. 

17. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of a research summary by the 

Judicial Action Group, which outlines Judge Orrick’s relationship with the GSFRC. 

18. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of the “About Us” page and 

the Planned Parenthood clinic page from the GSFRC website. 

19. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of Judge Orrick’s Senate 

Judiciary Committee questionnaire, submitted June 6, 2012. 

20. Attached hereto as Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy from the Planned Parenthood 

Federation of America website of the page for PPSP’s abortion referral clinic at GSFRC. 

21. Attached hereto as Exhibit 5 are true and correct copies of the IRS Forms 990 of 

GSFRC for 2001 and 2002-2003, which list Judge Orrick as a board member. 

22. Attached hereto as Exhibit 6 is a true and correct copy of a September 2015 public 

meeting notice for GSFRC, scanned by the San Francisco Public Library, and a true and correct 

copy of GSFRC letterhead from March 2012. 

23. Attached hereto as Exhibit 7 is a true and correct copy of an article from the Potrero 

View containing statements of PPSP CEO Heather Saunders Estes about Planned Parenthood’s 

relationship with GSFRC. 

24. Attached hereto as Exhibit 8 is a true and correct copy of the IRS Form 990 of 

GSFRC for 2006-2007 from the GSFRC website. 
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FOR DISQUALIFICATION – 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 

 

 

25. Attached hereto as Exhibit 9 is a true and correct copy of the “pinkified” Facebook 

profile photo of Mrs. Orrick, Judge Orrick’s wife, in support of Planned Parenthood in response to 

my and CMP’s videos. 

26. Attached hereto as Exhibit 10 is a true and correct copy of archived versions of 

Planned Parenthood’s IStandWithPP.org campaign website and of Planned Parenthood’s Facebook 

“pinkify” campaign microsite from August 2015, explaining the significance of these campaigns in 

opposition to my and CMP’s videos. 

27. Attached hereto as Exhibit 11 is a true and correct copy of a Facebook post of a 

NARAL campaign that appeared to describe my and CMP’s videos as “domestic terrorism,” which 

post was “liked” on Facebook by Mrs. Orrick, and a true and correct copy of a screenshot of Mrs. 

Orrick “like” of the Facebook post. 

28. Attached hereto as Exhibit 12 is a true and correct copy of a Facebook post about 

my since-dismissed indictment in Harris County, Texas, which post was “liked” on Facebook by 

Mrs. Orrick, and a true and correct copy of a screenshot of Mrs. Orrick’s “like” of the Facebook 

post. 

29. Attached hereto as Exhibit 13 is a true and correct copy of a screenshot of Mrs. 

Orrick’s Facebook profile, which shows her profile picture with her husband Judge Orrick, which 

appears next to her “likes” of posts attacking me and CMP on Facebook. 

30. Attached hereto as Exhibit 14 is a true and correct copy of the transcript of the May 

25, 2017 teleconference with Judge Orrick. 

31. Attached hereto as Exhibit 15 is a true and correct copy of the December 13, 2016 

letter from Hon. Charles E. Grassley to the Department of Justice and Federal Bureau of 

Investigation referring PPSP for criminal prosecution. 

I declare until penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the State of 

California that the foregoing is true and correct and that this Affidavit was executed in Orange 

County, California on June 13, 2017. 

         
       David Daleiden
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RELIGIOUS LIBERTY

Planned Parenthood Linked to Judge Who Blocked
Videos

August 5, 2015

This week, Mollie Hemingway at The Federalist published a powerful article titled
“Wife of Judge Blocking ProLife Videos Is a Proud Abortion Supporter.”[1]  The
judge, William H. Orrick, III, was confirmed to be a federal judge by the U.S. Senate
two years ago.  We researched Orrick's record back in 2012 and 2013, so after
reading Hemingway’s article we decided to look back through our research.  What
we found is disturbing.

Orrick spent twentythree (23) years working with and for the Good Samaritan
Family Resource Center whose website boasts that they run a “family planning
clinic” “in partnership with Planned Parenthood.”[2]  The clinic is “[s]taffed in
partnership with Planned Parenthood.”[3]  Not surprisingly, Planned Parenthood also
touts their relationship with Orrick’s clinic and lists “The Wohlford Family Clinic at the
Good Samaritan Family Resource Center” on the Planned Parenthood website. 
Moreover, Planned Parenthood states that the clinic provides “abortion referral[s].”[4]

Orrick’s relationship with the socalled “Good Samaritan Family Resource Center”
began in 1986 when he took over as President of the Board and worked in that
capacity until 1988.[5]  Thereafter, for eleven years (1988 to 1999) Orrick worked as
their “VicePresident / Officer”[6] acting in various roles, including as a fundraiser[7]
and promoter.[8]  After 1999, Orrick continued to work for the Center “on many legal
issues,” for at least ten years.[9]  When asked by the U.S. Senate to name the “most
significant legal activities you have pursued,”[10] Orrick listed Planned Parenthood’s
partner: the “Good Samaritan Family Resource Center,” among others. [11]

Our research into this matter is ongoing and there is still more to this story.  But for
now, based upon what we already know, one is left to wonder why Orrick is sitting in
judgment in this case.  Moreover, given Orrick’s twentythree year “significant” role at
the Clinic which partners with, and is staffed by, Planned Parenthood, one wonders
whether he has any personal knowledge about their operations.

[1] Mollie Hemingway, Wife of Judge Blocking ProLife Videos Is a Proud Abortion Supporter, The Federalist (Aug. 3, 2015);

available at http://thefederalist.com/2015/08/03/wifeofjudgeblockingprolifevideosisaproudabortionsupporter/ (last visited

August 5, 2015).

[2] The Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, Inc., http://goodsamfrc.org/wohlfordfamilyclinic/ (last visited August 5, 2015). 

The Wohlford Family Clinic “opened its doors in 2001” which was after Orrick was President and VicePresident of the Center, but

was still during the last eight (8) years that Orrick remained involved with the Center.

[3] The Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, Inc., http://goodsamfrc.org/wohlfordfamilyclinic/ (last visited August 5, 2015).

[4] Planned Parenthood, http://plannedparenthood.org/healthcenter/california/sanfrancisco/94110/wohlfordfamilyclinicatthe

goodsamaritanfamilyresourcecenter406790200/ (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).

[5] William Horsley Orrick, III answers to “United States Senate Committee on the Judiciary, Questionnaire for Judicial Nominees,”

(hereafter “SJC Questionnaire”), pages 3, 5, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenate

QuestionnairePublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).

[6] SJC Questionnaire, pages 3, 5, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenate

QuestionnairePublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).

[7] SJC Questionnaire, page 13, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenateQuestionnaire

PublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015), referring to article by: “Suzanne Solis, ‘Good Samaritan Fosters Immigrants’ Self

Reliance,’ The San Francisco Chronicle, Nov. 28, 1995,” an article on the same date by the same author is titled “Know Someone

Who’s Making a Difference?” and is available at  http://www.sfgate.com/news/article/KnowSomeoneWhosMakingADifference

3019198.php (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).  The article states: “Many who have lived in the Mission District have ‘at one time or

another come to the center,’ said Bill Orrick, secretary of the center's board of directors.  ‘We would like people who used the

center at some point to give money.’“  (Emphasis added.)
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[8] SJC Questionnaire, page 11, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenateQuestionnaire

PublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).  Orrick states: “April 18, 1997: [Orrick] Speech at grand opening of Good Samaritan

Family Resource Center and Apartments.”

[9] SJC Questionnaire, page 29, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenateQuestionnaire

PublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).

[10] SJC Questionnaire, page 26, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenate

QuestionnairePublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).

[11] SJC Questionnaire, page 27, available at: http://www.judiciary.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/WilliamOrrickSenateQuestionnaire

PublicFinal.pdf (last visited Aug. 5, 2015).

Phillip Jauregui

Judicial Action Group | 1015 15th St. N.W. | Washington, D.C. | 20005
© 2011 | 202.216.9309 | info@judicialactiongroup.com
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About Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

Search

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center believes that strong families are vital to raising children who are happy, healthy, and
productive. Good Samaritan comprehensively addresses the needs of low-income Latino immigrant families through a Two-
Generation Strategy that involves children and their parents/caregivers. Our services ensure that children have access to the
educational and development opportunities they deserve to succeed in life, and equip parents with the confidence, knowledge, and
tools to support their children’s success. We foster community connections, help participants to develop English language and
parenting skills, and build a foundation for creating resilient and self-sufficient families.

Early Childhood Development
Since 1996, Good Samaritan has operated a successful licensed Child Development Center, a year-round program that delivers
bilingual childcare services to 36 children ages 2½ to 5 years. Designed to develop social, emotional, physical, and cognitive skills, our
CDC prepares children for a confident and smooth transition to Kindergarten. The CDC utilizes the Creative Curriculum for Preschool
and Teaching Pyramid, and offers activities in eleven areas of development for children. Our program has been recognized as a
model provider by the Mimi and Peter Haas Fund, the Children’s Council, the San Francisco Department of Children Youth and Their
Families, and First Five San Francisco.

Youth Development Services
Good Samaritan provides vulnerable newcomer youth growing up in inner city environments with the tools to significantly increase
their engagement in school, and involves these young people in out-of-school settings that broaden their horizons enormously.
Immigrant and first-generation youth practice life skills, learn healthy activities and behaviors, and promote these practices among
their peers. Offered in partnership with families, schools, and other providers, services include afterschool activities and school-
based services, and summer programs. Together, this programming supports the social, physical and emotional development of
youth while promoting academic success.

Adult Education and Family Strengthening

DONATE NOW

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center
is a 501(c)(3) organization incorporated
in California. All contributions are tax-
deductible to the fullest extent allowed
by law. 

Learn more about how we manage our
funds.

Key Partnerships: 
MEDA 
Mission Beacon 
Mission Promise Neighborhood 
Planned Parenthood Shasta-Pacific 
Refugee Transitions 
Vision Academy

Subscribe to Our E-
Newsletter

Email Address:

First Name:

Last Name:

Join Now

      EN ESPAÑOL HOME ABOUT US HEALTH CLINIC OUR WORK EVENTS & NEWS SUPPORT GOOD SAM
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© 2017 Good Samaritan Family Resource Center - WordPress Theme by Kadence Themes

A full array of support services helps families build parenting and life skills within a new cultural framework. Services include
parenting groups, prenatal wellness support, maternal depression groups, and case management. One of our most popular services,
Good Samaritan’s two levels of English as a Second Language (ESL) instruction build the self-sufficiency of adults and their ability to
participate in their children’s education. Also, working in partnership with Planned Parenthood , Good Samaritan’s on-site clinic
provides family planning services to medically uninsured adults and teens, receiving more than 1,200 visits per year.

How are we making a Difference Today?
Good Samaritan is committed to using evidence-based tools and metrics to measure program outcomes and ensure that services
effectively address the needs of clients. Given the varied nature of our work and services, different data tracking strategies and
evaluative tools are utilized by each program. For example:

Child Development programs track attendance and support services accessed by parents, and also administers and analyzes a
parent survey at the end of each semester to document and evaluate changes in children’s behavior. In addition, staff are trained
to administer screenings, such as the Ages and Stages Questionnaire, the Parental Stress Index, and the Edinburgh Depression
Scale, to identify children with developmental concerns and parents at risk of depression and high levels of stress. Results of
parent surveys are analyzed at the end of each series of classes or workshops to assess their usefulness and effectiveness.
ESL participants complete pre-tests and post-tests at the beginning and end of each semester, including the standardized CASAS
test and an internally designed performance-based assessment approved by the California Department of Education. Student-
teacher conferences at the end of each semester provide students with individualized information about their performance and
help them understand the educational process. Good Samaritan also surveys students to determine the qualitative ways in which
literacy adds to their lives and to obtain information about their future plans for adult education and civic engagement.
Our Family Strengthening Services rely on tools such as the Parenting Scale (pre- and post-test tool used to measure parental
behavioral change as related to child abuse or neglect); Eyberg Child Behavioral Inventory (parent rating scale to assess child
behavior); and Key to Interactive Parenting Scale (observational tool to assess the quality of parenting behavior).

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 
1294 Potrero Avenue 
San Francisco CA, 94110 
Tel: (415) 401-4253
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Wohlford Family Clinic

Search

It is with a heavy heart that we announce that on June 1, 2016, long time Good Samaritan donor Sheana Butler
passed away. Sheana’s support was crucial to opening and sustaining the Mary Wolford clinic in partnership with
Planned Parenthood.  Since the year 2000, Sheana’s generous support allowed the clinic to provide family planning
and women’s health medical services to thousands of families and youth. She will be greatly missed and her memory
will live on through our work. Our thoughts and prayers go out to Sheana’s husband, children, and extended network
of family and close friends. Click here to learn more about Sheana Butler’s life of generosity and service. (last
sentence would be linked to obituary)

In partnership with Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific the clinic offers confidential planning services including birth control,
pregnancy testing, screening and treatment of sexually transmitted infections, HIV testing, Pap smears, counseling, education and
much more.

History
Mary Wohlford was passionate about the world around her. As a trained nurse, she grew particularly
concerned about reproductive health and rights, and responsible population growth. Shortly after
her death in 1999, and honoring Mary’s memory, the Mary Wohlford Foundation was formed and
commits its resources to these priorities.

Sheana Butler, Mary’s sister and former Good Samaritan Family Resource Center Board Member,
approached the Foundation trustees about creating a family planning clinic at Good Samaritan. The
foundation gave seed funding for a community assessment, and it was determined that indeed, a
clinic at Good Sam serving an immigrant population and beyond was needed. The Clinic opened its
doors in 2001.

Staffed in partnership with Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific, the clinic continues to increase its impact. What started out as a four
hour a week clinic has grown to three days a week with dedicated teen hours and client visits of over 1,200 a year.

The Trustees of the Foundation and the family of Mary Wohlford are deeply proud to have the Clinic named in her honor.

About the Clinic
These videos, created by youth for youth, are a project of the Teen Health Worker program (Promotores) at Good Samaritan Family
Resource Center The Teen Promotores Program trains youth to provide peer education about healthy sexual decision making, and to
conduct outreach for the Wohlford Family Clinic at Good Samaritan.

Click here to call or make an appointment online.

Mire este video en español aquí.
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DONATE NOW

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center
is a 501(c)(3) organization incorporated
in California. All contributions are tax-
deductible to the fullest extent allowed
by law. 

Learn more about how we manage our
funds.

Key Partnerships: 
MEDA 
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Refugee Transitions 
Vision Academy
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UNITED STATES SENATE 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

QUESTIONNAIRE FOR JUDICIAL NOM INEES 

PUBLIC 

I. Name: State full name (include any former names used). 

William Hors ley Orrick, I II 

2. Position: State the position fo r which you have been nominated. 

United States District Judge for the Northern District of California 

3. Address: List cunent office address. If city and state of residence differs from your 
place of employment, please list the city and state where you currently reside. 

United States Department of Justice 
Civil Division 
950 Pe1msylvania A venue. NW 
Washington, DC 20530 

4. Birthplace: State year and place of birth. 

1953; San Francisco, California 

5. Education: List in reverse chronological order each college. law school, or any other 
institution of higher education attended and indicate for each the dates of attendance, 
whether a degree was received, and the date each degree was received. 

1976 - 1979, Boston College School of Law; J.D. (cum laude), 1979 

197 1 - 1972. 1973 - 1976, Yale University; B.A. (cum laude), 1976 

6. Employment Reco1·d: List in reverse chrono logical order a ll governmental agencies, 
business or professional corporations, companies, firms. or other enterprises, 
partnerships, institutions or organizations. non-profit or otherwise, with which you have 
been affiliated as an officer, director, partner, proprietor, or employee since graduation 
from college. whether or not you received payment for your services. Include the name 
and address of the employer and job title or description. 

2009 - Present 
United States Department of .Justice, Civil Division 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue. NW 
Washington, DC 20530 
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Deputy Assistant Attorney General (20 I 0 - Present) 
Counselor (2009 - 20 I 0) 

1984 - 2009 
Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass, LLP 
One Ferry Bui lding, Suite 200 
San Francisco California 94111 
Partner ( 1988 - 2009) 
Associate ( 1984 - 1987) 

1979 - 1984 
Georgia Legal Services Program 
Savannah Regional Office 
6602 Abercorn Street, Suite 203 
Savannah, Georgia 31405 
Supervising Attorney (1982 - I 984) 
Acting Managing Attorney ( 1981 - 1982) 
Attorney ( 1979- 1981) 

1977 - 1979 
Boston College Legal Assistance Bureau 
24 Crescent Street 
Walthan1, Massachusetts 02453 
Student Attorney 

1977 
Massachusetts Advocacy Center 
(no longer in operation) 
Summer Intern 

Other Affiliations (uncompensated unless otherwise indicated): 

1992 - 2009 
Episcopal Diocese of California 
I 055 Taylor Su·eet 
San Francisco, California 941 08 
Chancellor (1998 - 2009) 
Co-Chancellor (1996 - J 997) 
Vice Chancellor (1992 - J 995) 
(compensated) 

2005 - 2009 
Historical Society. U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California 
450 Golden Gate A venue 
San Francisco, California 36060 
Board member 
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2006 - 2009 
OneCaJifomia (now OnePacitic) Bank 
1438 Webster Street 
Oakland. California 946 12 
Board member 

2004 -2008 
Groton School 
282 Farmers Row 
Groton, Massachusetts 01450 
Board member 

1991 - 1997, 2006- 2008 
North Fork Association 
P.O. Box 909 
Soda Springs, California 95728 
President of Board ( I 995 - I 997, 2006- 2008) 
Secretary (1993 - 199 5) 
Board member ( 1991 - 1993) 

1995 -2003 
Katherine Delmar Burke School 
7070 California Street 
San Francisco, California 94121 
President of Board (2001 - 2003) 
Board member (1995- 2003) 

1986 - 1999 
Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 
1294 Potrero A venue 
San Francisco, California 9411 0 
President of Board (1986 - 1988) 
Vice-President/Officer ( 1989 - 1999) 

1986 - 1992 
Ellicott Machine Corporation 
161 I Bush Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21230 
(declared bankruptcy in 2002) 
Board member (compensated) 

1978 - 1979 
Boston College Legal Assistance Bureau 
24 Crescent Street 
Waltham, Massachusetts 02453 
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President, Board of Directors ( 1978 - 1979) 
(compensated. Summer 1978) 

7. Military Service and Draft Status: Identify any service in the U.S. Military. including 
dates of service, branch of service, rank or rate, serial number (if different from social 
securi ty number) and type of discharge received, and whether you have registered for 
selective service. 

I have not served in the military. 1 did register for selective service. 

8. Honors and Awards: L ist any scholarships, fellowships, honorary degrees, academic or 
professional honors, honorary society memberships, military awards, and any other 
special recognition for outstanding service or achievement. 

Named in Super Lawyers (San Francisco Bay Area) (2004 and 2006 - 2009) 
Co-honoree, Episcopal Charity Awards. San Francisco ( 1997) 
Outstanding Lawyer in Public Service, Bar Association of San Francisco ( 1989) 
Susan Grant Desmarias award for distinguished public service, Boston College Law 

School (1979) 

9. Bar Associations: List a ll bar associations or legal or judic ial-related committees, 
selection panels or conferences o f which you are or have been a member, and give the 
titles and dates of any offices which you have held in such groups. 

American Bar Association ( 1982 - present) 
Bar Association of San Francisco ( I 984 - present) 
Cali fornia State Bar Association ( 1984 - present) 
Georgia State Bar Association (1980 - 1994) 

I 0. Bar and Court Admission : 

a. List the date(s) you were admitted to the bar of any state and any lapses in 
membership. Please explain the reason for any lapse in membership. 

Georgia, 1980. I resigned in 1994 because I no longer practiced in Georgia. 

California, I 984. There have been no lapses in membership. 

b. List all courts in which you have been admitted to practice, including dates of 
admission and any lapses in membership. Please explain the reason for any lapse 
in membershi p. Give the same information for administrative bodies that require 
special admission to practice. 

Supreme Court of the United States, 1988 
United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. 1987 
United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit. 1986 
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United States District Court for the Northern District of Califomia, 1984 
United States District Court for the District of Kansas, 1987 
United States District Court for the Eastern District of California, 1997 
United States District Court for the Central District of California, 2000 
United States District Court for the District of Colorado. 2004 
United States District Court for the Southern District of Georgia, 1980 
Georgia Supreme Court and all the cout1S of the State of Georgia, 1980 
California Supreme Cow1 and all the courts of the State of California, 1984 

I resigned from the Georgia bar in 1994. There have been no other lapses in 
membership. 

11. Memberships: 

a. List all professional, business, fraternal, scholarly, civic, charitable, or other 
organizations, other than those listed in response to Questions 9 or I 0 to which 
you belong. or to which you have belonged, since graduation from law school. 
Provide dates of membership or participation, and indicate any office you held. 
Include clubs, working groups. advisory or editorial boards, panels, committees, 
conferences, or publications. 

Ellicott Machine Corporat ion 
Board member (1986 - 1992) 

Episcopal Diocese of California (1992 - 2009) 
Chancellor ( 1998 - 2009) 
Co-Chancellor (1996 - 1997) 
Vice Chancellor (1992 - 1995) 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (1986 - 1999) 
President of Board ( 1986 - 1988) 
Vice-President/Officer (1989 - 1999) 

Groton School 
Board member (2004 - 2008) 
Chair of Audit and Chapel/Community Service committees (2004 - 2008) 

Historical Society, U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California 
Board member (2005 - 2009) 

Katherine Delmar Burke School (1995 - 2003) 
President of Board (200 I - 2003) 
Chair, Strategic Planning Committee ( 1999 - 2001) 
Board member ( 1995 - 2003) 

North Fork Association 
President of Board ( 1995 - 1997, 2006 - 2008) 
Secretary (1993 - 1995) 
Board member (1991 - 1993) 
Proprietary member ( 1991 - present) 
Associate member ( 1988 - 1990) 

5 

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 164-1   Filed 06/13/17   Page 20 of 188

 
[455]

 
[455]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 130 of 298
(513 of 916)

JTrissell
Highlight



OneCalifomia (now OnePacific) Bank 
Board member (2006 - 2009) 
Chair, Compensation and Governance Committees (2006 - 2009) 

Rafael Racquet Club ( 1990 - 1996) 

b. The American Bar Association's Commentary to its Code of Judicial Conduct 
states that it is inappropriate for a judge to hold membership in any organization 
that invidiously discriminates on the basis of race, sex, or religion, or national 
origin. fndicate whether any of these organizations listed in response to 11 a above 
currently discriminate or formerly discriminated on the basis of race, sex, religion 
or national origin either through formal membership requirements or the practical 
implementation of membership policies. If so, describe any action you have taken 
to change these policies and practices. 

To the best of my knowledge, none of the organizations listed above cunently 
discriminates or f01merly discriminated on the basis of race, sex, religion or 
national origin either through formal membership requirements or the practical 
implementation ofmembership policies. 

12. Published Writings and Public Statements: 

a. List the titles, publishers. and dates of books, articles. repo11s, letters to the editor, 
editorial pieces, or other published material you have written or edited, including 
material published only on the Internet. Supply four (4) copies of all published 
material to the Committee. 

Letters to the School Community: January 3, 2003; November 5, 2002; April 23, 
2002; December 200 I; and October 8, 2001. Katherine Delmar Burke School 
Tuesday Notes and Kay Dee Bee (school magazine). Copies supplied. 

Letter to the Editor, "Let Terrorism Inspire Renewed Commitment to Fighting 
Racism," The Recorder, December, 1989. Copy supplied. 

b. Supply four ( 4) copies of any reports, memoranda or pol icy statements you 
prepared or contributed in the preparation of on behalf of any bar association, 
committee, conference, or organization of which you were or are a member. If 
you do not have a copy o r a rep01t, memorandum or policy statement, give the 
name and address of the organization that issued it, the date of the document, and 
a summary of its subject matter. 

Episcopal Diocese of California 

Governance - Constitution Article lll , Committee on Canons Report to the I 60th 
Convention of the Diocese of California. Copy supplied. 
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Governance, Committee on Canons Report to the l 59th Convention of the 
Diocese of California. October 17 and 18, 2008. Copy supplied. 

Report of the Committee on Canons and Corporation Sole Fact Sheet, Guide to 
the SpeciaJ Convention of the Diocese of Califomia, May I 0, 2008. Copy 
supplied. 

Report of the Committee on Canons, Guide to the Convention, October 2 1, 2006. 
Copy supplied. 

Repo11 of the Committee on Canons. Guide to the Convention, October 22, 2005. 
Copy supplied. 

Report of the Commi ttee on Canons, Guide to the Convention, October 19, 2002. 
Copy supplied. 

Rep011 of the Committee on Canons, Guide to the Convention, October 21, 2000. 
Copy supplied. 

Report of the Committee on Canons, Guide to the Convention, October 18. 1997. 
Copy supplied. 

Expansion of Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Requirements Memo. 
November l , 1996. Copy supplied. 

Other Reports 

Letters to the School Community, Katherine Delmar Burke School Annual 
Reports, 200 1-2002 and 2002-2003. Copies supplied. 

Report of the Boston College Legal Assistance Bureau, Spring 1979. Copy 
supplied. 

c. Supply tour (4) copies of any testimony, official statements or other 
communications re lating in whole or in part, to matters of public policy or legal 
interpretation, that you have issued or provided or that others presented on your 
behalf to public bodies or public officials. 

I do not believe J issued or provided any such communications. 

d. Supply four (4) copies, transcripts or recordings of all speeches or talks delivered 
by you, including commencement speeches, remarks, lectures, panel discussions, 
conferences, political speeches, and question-and-answer sessions. Include the 
date and place where they were delivered, and readi ly available press reports 
about the speech or talk. lfyou do not have a copy of the speech or a transcript or 
recording of your remarks. give the name and address of the group before whom 
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the speech was given. the date of the speech, and a summary of its subject matter. 
If you did not speak from a prepared texL furnish a copy of any outline or notes 
from which you spoke. 

July 26, 2011: Speech to the U.S. Immigration and C ustoms Enforcement Office 
of the Principal Legal Advisors conference. Chicago. Ill inois. Remarks supplied. 

September 30, 2010: Presentation on ''Hot Topics in Immigration Law" at Office 
of Immigration Litigation conference. I discussed the case US. v. Arizona. 
Columbia , South Carolina. Outline supplied. 

June 2009: Introduction of Kamala Harris at a fundraiser for her campaign to 
become Attorney General of California. San Francisco, California. I have no 
notes, transcript or recording. T he sponsoring organization, Kamala Harris for 
Attorney General. does not have a physical address. 

January 10, 2009: Presentation during the orientation of the newly constituted 
Executive Counci l of the Episcopal Diocese of California on their duties and 
responsibilities. San Francisco, California. I have no notes, transcript or 
record ing. The address of the Episcopal Diocese of California is 1055 Taylor 
Street, San Francisco, California 94 108. 

October 18, 2008: Presentation of the Report of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention of the Episcopal Diocese of California. San Francisco, California. I 
have no notes, transcript or recording. but the report is supplied in response to 
12(b). 

October 2008: Remarks at a gathering of Obama supporters at a park in Tiburon, 
California. San Francisco, Cali fornia. I have no notes, transcript or recording. 
San Francisco, California. The sponsoring organization, Obama 1or America. 
does not have a physical address. 

May 16, 2008: Talk at the retirement dinner of Ann and Charl ie Alexander from 
Groton School. Groton. Massachusetts. Remarks supplied. 

Apri l 24, 2008: Speech, with question and answer period, on the proposed 
changes to the organizational structure of the Episcopal Diocese of California to 
the A lameda Deanery. Piedmont, Cali fornia. I have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The address of the Episcopal Diocese of California is I 055 Taylor 
Street, San Francisco. California 94 1 08. 

Apri l 19. 2008: Speech, with question and answer period, on the proposed 
changes to the organizational structure ofthe Episcopal Diocese of Californ ia to 
the Marin Deanery. Novato, California. I have no notes, transcript or recording. 
T he address of the Episcopal Diocese of California is I 055 Taylor Street. San 
Francisco. Cal ifornia 94108. 
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April 17, 2008: Speech, with question and answer period, on the structure and 
liability of Episcopa l social service organizations, Episcopal Diocese of 
California. San Francisco, California. Remarks supplied. 

Apri l 13, 2008: Speech, w ith question and answer period, on the proposed 
changes to the organizational structure of the Episcopal Diocese of Cali fornia to 
the South Alameda Deanery. Fremont, California. I have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The address of the Episcopal Diocese of California is 1055 Taylor 
Street, San Francisco, California 94108. 

January 2008: Participant in a debate as a Senator Barack Obama surrogate 
against surrogates for Senator Hillary C linton and Senator John McCain at the 
Fromm Institute for Lifelong Learning, University of San Francisco. I have no 
notes, transcript or recording. The address of the Fronm1 Institute is 2130 Fulton 
Street, San Francisco, California 94117. 

February 2007: Introduction of Senator Barack Obama at a fund raiser for his 
Presidential campaign. San Francisco, Cali fornia. I have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The sponsoring organization, Obama for America, does not have a 
physical address. 

December 11 , 2006: Presentation on property ownership rights of parishes in the 
Episcopal Diocese during consideration of amended Articles of Incorporation at 
St. Clement' s Episcopal Church. Berkeley, California. 1 have no notes, transcript 
or recording. The address ofthe Episcopal Diocese of California is 1055 Taylor 
Street, San Francisco, California 94108. 

September 26, 2006: Presentation on jury selection to the Association of Business 
T rial Lawyers for a program entitled, ' 'The Use and Abuse of Peremptory 
Challenges." San Francisco, California. Remarks supplied . 

October 22, 2005 : Presentation of the Report of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention ofthe Episcopal Diocese o f California. San Francisco, California. 
Minutes of the convention are supplied. and the report is supplied in response to 
12(b). 

October 2005: Talk on the imp01tance of pro bono litigation and introduction of 
San Franci sco Bar Association 's "Champion of Justice" award recipient at the 
San Francisco Bar Association Gala. San Francisco, California. I have no notes. 
transcript or recording. The address of the San Francisco Bar Association is 30 I 
Battery Street, Third Floor, San Francisco, California 94111. 

June 13, 2005: Co-presenter for employment law training, with emphasis on 
sexual harassment, to employees of the Episcopal Diocese of California. San 
Francisco, Califomia. I have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of the 
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Episcopal Diocese of California is I 055 Taylor Street, San Francisco. California 
94108. 

September 2004: Introduction of Governor Elliot Spitzer at a fundraising event 
for the Presidential campaign of Senator John Kerry, and then moderator of a 
question and answer session with him. San Francisco, California. I have no notes, 
transcript or recording. The sponsoring organization, Jolm Kerry for President, 
does not have a physical address. 

August 2004: Remarks on behalf of Senator Kerry at a house party. San 
Francisco, California. 1 have no notes, transcript or recording. The sponsoring 
organization, John Kerry for President, does not have a physical address. 

JLme 2004: Remarks on panel on behalf of Senator Ken·y at a gathering at a senior 
citizen housing complex. Walnut Creek, California. r have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The sponsoring organization John Kerry for President. does not have 
a physical address. 

April 23, 2004: Chapel Talk on "Being Kind.'' Groton School, Groton, 
Massachusetts. Remarks supplied. 

June 2003: introduction of Susan Leal at a fund raiser for her campaign for Mayor 
of San Francisco. San Francisco, California. l have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The sponsoring organization, Susan Leal for Mayor, does not have a 
physical address. 

May 2003: introduction of Senator Kerry at a fundraising event for his 
Presidential campaign. San Francisco, California. 1 have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The sponsoring organization. John Kerry for President, does not have 
a physical address. 

October 2002: Presentation of the Repon of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention of the Episcopal Diocese of Califomia. San Francisco, California. I 
have no notes, transcript or recording, but the report is supplied in response to 
12(b). 

October 2000: Presentation of the Report of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention of the Episcopal Diocese ofCalifomja. San Francisco, California. I 
have no notes. transcript or recording, but the report is supplied in response to 
12(b). 

October 16, 1999: Presentation oflhe Report ofthe Committee on Canons to the 
Convention ofthe Episcopal Diocese of California. San Francisco, California. l 
have no notes, transcript or recording. The address ofthe Episcopal Diocese of 
California is 1055 Taylor Street. San Francisco, California 94108. 

10 

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 164-1   Filed 06/13/17   Page 25 of 188

 
[460]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 135 of 298
(518 of 916)



December I, 1998: Presentation on sexual harassment to employees at Farallon 
Capital Management. San Francisco, California. I have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The address of Farallon Capital is I Maritime Plaza, Suite 2 1 00, San 
Francisco, California 94 1 I I . 

January 15, 1998: Presentation to the lawyers in the Guild of St. Yves on the role 
of the Chancellor of the Episcopal Diocese of California. San Francisco, 
California. r have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of the Episcopal 
Diocese of Cal ifornia is I 055 Taylor Street, San Francisco, California 94 108. 

October 18, 1997: Presentation of the Report of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention of the Episcopal Diocese of California. San Francisco. Cali fo rnia. 
Minutes of the convention supplied, and the report is supplied in response to 
l 2(b). 

April 18, 1997: Speech at grand opening of Good Samaritan Family Resource 
Center and Apartments. San Francisco, California. Remarks supplied. 

January 16, 1997: Speech at the Episcopal Charities Dinner. San Francisco, 
California. Remarks supplied. 

October 19, 1996: Presentation ofthe Report of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention of the Episcopal Diocese of California. San Francisco, California. I 
have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of the Episcopal Diocese of 
California is 1055 Taylor Street, San francisco, California 941 08. 

October 21, 1995: Presentation of the Report of the Committee on Canons to the 
Convention of the Episcopal Diocese of' California. San Francisco California. l 
have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of the Episcopal Diocese of 
California is 1055 Taylor Street, San Francisco. California 94108. 

September 20, 1995: Presentation on the new Disciplinary Canons in the 
Episcopal Church of America to the clergy ofthe Episcopal Diocese of 
California. Healdsburg, California. I have no notes, transcript or recording. The 
address of the Episcopal Diocese of California is I 055 Taylor Street, San 
Francisco, California 94 108. 

April 1995: Speech at retirement dinner honoring Richard J. Congleton, Groton 
School faculty member. Boston, Massachusetts. J have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The address of Groton School is 282 Farmers Row, Groton. 
Massachusetts 01450. 

January 22, 1994: Training of the newly constituted ''support team" to implement 
the new misconduct policy in the Episcopal Diocese of California. San Francisco, 
California. I have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of the Episcopal 
Diocese of Californ ia is 1055 Taylor Street, San Francisco, California 94 108. 
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January I983: Training on recent Supreme Court cases for Georgia Legal 
Services Program lawyers. Atlanta, Georgia. I have no notes, transcript or 
recording. The address of G LSP is I 04 Marietta Street, Suite 250, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30303. 

September 7, 1978: Speech at the l Oth anniversary ofthe Boston College Legal 
Assistance Bureau dinner. Boston. Massachusetts. Remarks supplied. 

Winter 1972: Chapel talk on the importance of the Groton-Lowell Upward 
Bound, a program ior low income high school students in Lowell, Massachusetts. 
Groton. Massachusetts. I have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of 
Groton School is 282 Farmers Row, Groton, Massachusetts 01450. 

May 1971: Chapel talk on the importance ofthe Groton-Lowell Upward Bound, a 
program for low income high school students in LowelL Massachusetts. Groton, 
Massachusetts. I have no notes, transcript or recording. The address of Groton 
School is 282 Farmers Row, Groton, Massachusetts 0 1450. 

e. List a ll interviews you have given to newspapers, magazines or other 
publications, or radio or te levision stations, providing the dates of these 
interviews and four (4) copies of the clips or transcripts of these interviews where 
they are available to you. 

Marisa McQuilken, '·fami liar Place," The National Law Journal, June 29, 2009. 
Copy supplied. 

Petra Pasternak, ·'Another Coblentz Partner Joins DOJ, ·The Recorder, June 23, 
2009. Copy supplied. 

Press release, "Obama Administration Recruits Partner William H. Orrick for 
DOJ Post," Coblentz Patch Duffy & Bass LLP, June 22, 2009. Copy supplied. 

Claire Cooper, "Campaign Lawyers- May the Best Candidate Win," San 
Francisco Attorney Magazine, Fall 2008. Copy supplied. 

Sue Cox, ·'Bar Association of San Francisco Foundation Announces Gala Co
Chairs," BASF Newsletter. Summer 2008. Copy supplied. 

Bob Egelko, ' 'Downey Orrick- SF Lawyer.'· The San Francisco Chronicle, Feb. 
2, 2008. Copy supplied. 

Justin Schec~ ·'Marin Mediator Looks Beneath the Economics." The Recorder, 
Apr. 17, 2007. Copy supplied. 

12 

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 164-1   Filed 06/13/17   Page 27 of 188

 
[462]

 
[462]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 137 of 298
(520 of 916)



Anna Palmer, '·Trial Bar Turns from Edwards;· The Recorder, Apr. 9. 2007 
(reprinted in multiple outlets). Copy supplied. 

Susan Kostal, ''The I% Solution- BASF's Charitable Giving Task Force Sets Bar 
for Law Firm Philanthropy,'' San Francisco Attorney Magazine, Spring 2007. 
Copy supplied. 

Mary Anne Ostrum, "Bay Area's Election Exodus: Thousands Heading Out to 
Help in Swing States" San Jose Mercury News, Oct. 27, 2004. Copy supplied. 

Brenda Sandburg, "Personal Politics,'' The Recorder, July 21 , 2004. Copy 
supplied. 

Susan Kostal, "Adventures in Politics:· San Francisco Attorney Magazine, 
Summer 2004. Copy supplied. 

Curtiss, Swisher and Lewin, .Java Man: How T·wo GeoloKists Changed Our 
Understanding of Human Evolution, University of Chicago Press, 2000. A copy 
of the section of a chapter for which I was interviewed is provided. 

Suzanne Solis, ··Good Samaritan Fosters Immigrants' Self-Rel iance," The San 
f-rancisco Chronicle, Nov. 28, 1995. Copy supplied. 

David J. Jefferson, ''This Anthropologist Has A Style That Is Bone of 
Contention; ' Wall Street Journal, Jan. 31, 1995. Copy supplied. 

"Saturday Celebrity," The Boston Herald, Sept. I 0, 1994. Copy supplied. 

Associated Press, ·'Man Tied To Marin S&L Failure Paid Little," Marin 
Independent Journal, Feb. 25. 1993. Copy supplied. 

Richard Keil, ··s&L Plea Bargains a Steal for Defendants;· San Jose Mercury 
News, Feb. 25, 1993. Copy supplied. 

Carrie Dolan, "Talking Baysball: The A's and Giants Have Scores To Settle;· 
Wall Street Journal, Oct. 13, 1989. Copy supplied. 

Frederick C. Klein, ·'Another Season of Baseball by the Numbers,'' Wall Street 
Journal, Feb. 24, 1983. Copy supplied. 

I was interviewed on television in approximately 1981 about the services which 
Georgia Legal Services Program provided in Savannah, Georgia. I do not have 
any transcript or recording. 
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Ben Birnbaum. "After Ten Years of Service. Legal Assistance Bureau a ·Rite of 
Passage' for Many Law Students:· Boston College Colleague, Feb. 1979. Copy 
supplied. 

13. Judicial Office: State (chronologically) any judicial offices you have held, including 
positions as an administrative Jaw judge, whether such position was elected or appointed, 
and a description of the jurisdiction of each such court. 

I have not served as a judge. 

a . Approximately how many cases have you presided over that have gone to verdict 
or judgment? __ _ 

1. 0 f these. approximate I y what percent were: 

jury trials: 
bench trials: 

civil proceedings: 
criminal proceedings: 

% 
_%[total 100%1 

% 
_% [total l00%J 

b. Provide citations for all opinions you have written, including concurrences and 
dissents. 

c. For each of the I 0 most signi licant cases over which you presided. provide: (I) a 
capsule summary of the nature the case~ (2) the outcome of the case: (3) the name 
and contact information for counsel who had a significant role in the trial of the 
case; and (3) the citation of the case (if reported) or the docket number and a copy 
of the opinion or judgment (if not reported). 

d. For each of the I 0 most significant opinions you have written, provide: (I) 
citations for those decisions that were published; (2) a copy of those decisions that 
were not published; and (3) the names and contact information for the attorneys 
who played a significant role in the case. 

c. Provide a list of all cases in which certiorari was requested or granted. 

f. Provide a brief summary of and citations for all of your opinions where your 
decisions were reversed by a reviewing court or where your judgment was 
affirmed with significant criticism of your substantive or procedural rulings. lf 
any of the opinions listed were not ofticially reported, provide copies of the 
opm1ons. 

g. Provide a description of the number and percentage of your decisions in which 
you issued an unpublished opinion and the manner in which those unpublished 
opinions are filed and/or stored. 
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h. Provide citations for significant opinions on federal or state constitutional issues, 
together with the citation to appellate court rulings on such opinions. If any of the 
opinions listed were not officially reported, provide copies of the opinions. 

1. Provide citations to all cases in which you sat by designation on a federal court of 
appeals, including a brief summary of any opinions you authored, whether 
majority, dissenting, or concurring, and any dissenting opinions you joined. 

14. Recusal: lf you are or have been ajudge, identify the basis by which you have assessed 
the necessity or propriety ofrecusal (lfyour court employs an "automatic" recusal system 
by which you may be recused without your knowledge please include a general 
description of that system.) Provide a list of any cases, motions or matters that have 
come before you in which a litigant or party has requested that you recuse yourself due to 
an asserted conflict of interest or in which you have recused yourself sua sponte. Identify 
each such case, and for each provide the following information: 

1 have not served as a judge. 

a. whether your recusal was requested by a motion or other suggestion by a litigant 
or a party to the proceeding or by any other person or interested party· or if you 
recused yourself sua sponte; 

b. a brief description of the asserted conllict of interest or other ground for recusal; 

c. the procedure you followed in determining whether or not to recuse yourself; 

d. your reason tor recusing or declining to recuse yourself, including any action 
taken to remove the real, apparent or asserted conflict of interest or to cure any 
other ground for recusaJ. 

15. Public Office, Political Activities and Affiliations: 

a. List chronologically any public offices you have held, other than judicial offices, 
including the terms of service and whether such positions were elected or 
appointed. If appointed, please include the name of the individual who appointed 
you. Also, state chronologically any unsuccessful candidacies you have had for 
elective office or unsuccessful nominations for appointed office. 

I was appointed by the California Superior Court for the City and County of San 
Francisco to be a member of the Civil Investigative Grand Jury for the City and 
County of San Francisco !Tom 1989 - 1990. Otherwise, I have not held any public 
oftices nor run for any. 

b. List all memberships and offices held in and services rendered, whether 
compensated or not, to any po litical party or election committee. [f you have ever 
held a position or played a role in a political campaign, identify the particulars of 
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the campaign, inc! uding the candidate, dates of the campaign, your ti tie and 
responsibilities. 

1 was a precinct captain for San Francisco Mayor Art Agnos in his unsuccessful 
campaign for reelection in 1991. 

1 raised money for Senator Bill Bradley for a fundraiser in San Francisco during 
his campaign for president in 1999. 

I held a house party/fundraiser lor the unsuccessful campaign to elect Susan Leal 
for mayor in San Francisco in June 2003. 

I was co-chair of the Bay Area Lawyers Committee to Elect John Kerry in 2003-
2004. The committee raised money, recruited lawyers for voter protection efforts, 
and organized surrogate speakers when asked. 

I was a member of a group of lawyers who supported Phil Ange1 ides for Governor 
in 2005 to 2006. I was on the host committee for a fund raiser for which I raised 
and gave money. 

I was co-chair of the Bay Area Lawyers Committee to Elect Barack Obama from 
2006 to 2008, and was a member of the National Finance Committee from 2007 
to 2008. The lawyers committee raised money, recruited lawyers for voter 
protection efforts, and organized surrogate speakers when asked. l spoke at 
several events. 

I raised money and sponsored an event tor the campaign of Kamala Harris for 
Attorney General in 2009, before 1 joined the Department of Justice. 

16. Legal Career: Answer each part separately. 

a. Describe chronologically your law practice and legal experience after graduation 
from law school including: 

1. whether you served as c lerk to a judge, and if so, the name of the judge, 
the court and the dates of the period you were a clerk; 

I did not serve as a c lerk to a judge. 

11. whelher you practiced a lone, and if so. the addresses and dates: 

I have not practiced alone. 

iii. the dates, names and addresses of law fim1s or offices. companies or 
govenunental agencies with which you have been affiliated. and the nature 
of your affi I iation with each. 
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1979- 1984 
Georgia Legal Services Program 
Savannah Regional Office 
P.O. Box 8667 
Savannah, Georgia 3 I 412 
Supervising Attorney (1982 - 1984) 
Acting Managing Attorney (1981 - 1982) 
Attorney ( 1979 - 1981) 

1984 - 2009 
Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass, LLP 
One Ferry Building, Suite 200 
San Francisco, Cali fornia 94 I 11 
Partner ( 1988 - 2009) 
Associate (1984 - 1987) 

2009 - Present 
United States Depat1ment of Justice. Civil Division 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General (2010 - Present) 
Counselor (2009 - 20 I 0) 

iv. whether you served as a mediator or arbitrator in a lternative dispute 
resolution proceedings and. if so, a description of the 10 most s ignificant 
matters with which you were involved in that capacity. 

I have not served as a mediator or arbitrator in alternative dispute 
resolution proceedings. 

b. Describe: 

t. the general character of your law practice and indicate by date when its 
character has changed over the years. 

As a lawyer with the Georgia Legal Services Program in Savannah, 
Georgia from 1979 to 1984, I brought litigation in United States District 
Court and handled a general legal services caseload, circuit riding weekly 
to a rural county for hearings and appointments. I was in court frequently. 

1 then worked with Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass, LLP, where I had a 
broad-based complex commercial litigation practice from 1984 to 2009. I 
became a pat1ner in 1988 and headed the fim1 ' s employment litigation 
practice. 1 also served as Vice Chancellor, Co-Chancellor and Chancellor 
to the Episcopal Bishop of California from 1992 to 2009, essentially 
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performing the work of an outside general counsel. My clients ran the 
gamut from individuals to small companies to much bigger ones. An 
example of my varied practice is seen from matters handled in my last six 
months with the fi1m: l settled a wage and hour class action for Boudin 
Bakeries and related companies; tried (and won) a two-week jury trial 
involving fraud, construction and real estate causes of actions for 
Albet1son's, LLC and Save Mart, Inc.; tried (and won) a will reformation 
case for St. Jude Children's Research Hospital; was lead counsel for a 
fami ly in two complex partition actions involving hundreds of parcels of 
real property in California· won summary judgment on a multimillion 
dollar breach of contract matter; and settled a partnership dispute 
involving players in the financial services industry. 

I started government service in June 2009, and through May 20 I 0. I was 
Counselor to the Assistant Attorney General for the Civil Division at the 
Department of Justice. I spearheaded or participated in a wide range of 
projects, including matters related to the Freedom of Information Act. 
tobacco litigation, increasing the affirmative consumer litigation brought 
by the Civil Division, analysis of amendments to the False Claims Act, 
litigation reports concerning the Civil Division's national security cases, 
and efforts to increase access to justice, including expansion of the Civi l 
Division's pro bono efforts. In addition, I began supervising immigration 
litigation in September 2009. 

I was appointed Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Civil Division 
in June 2010. I oversee the Office of Immigration Litigation ("OIL"'), 
which includes two sections (District Court and Appellate) with more than 
300 lawyers that handle all of the federal civil appellate litigation arising 
from petitions for review from the immigration courts and roughly 50% of 
the civil United States District Court immigration matters, primarily class 
actions, habeas and mandamus petitions, and certain Bivens actions. I 
participate in various interdepartmental task forces concerning 
immigration and national security, including the applicability of terrorism 
bars to various groups and individuals. 1 led an interagency task force 
against immigration services fraud. I also strategize regarding some non
immigration cases of interest and importance to the Civil Division. 

ii.your typical clients and the areas at each period of your legal career, if 
any. in which you have specialized. 

With Georgia Legal Services, l represented low income persons on a 
variety of issues impacting people living at or below the poverty line. 

ln private practice, my clients ranged from individuals to large 
corporations. 1 emphasized employment issues over the course of my 
career. but had a broad-based, complex commercial practice. 
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As Counselor and Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Civil Division 
of the United States Department of Justice. my sole client is and has been 
the United States government. My primary area of responsibility is 
immigration matters. 

c. Describe the percentage of your practice that has been in li tigation and whether 
you appeared in court frequently, occasionally, or not at all. lf the frequency of 
your appearances in court varied, describe such variance, providing dates. 

With Georgia Legal Serv ices, my practice was 100% in litigation, and I appeared 
in court frequently, usually more than once a week. 

With Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass. LLP. my practice was at least 90% in 
litigation. and I appeared in court frequently (at least three times a month, and 
often more frequently). 

As a Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Civil Division, my responsibilities 
primarily involve decisions about litigation, but I do not typically handle the 
litigation myself. I have argued fi ve cases in the Courts of Appeals and one in 
federal district court. 

1. fndicate the percentage of your practice in: 
1. federa l courts: 40% 
2. state courts of record: 60% 
3. other courts: 
4. administrati ve agencies: 

11. Indicate the percentage of your practice in: 
1. civil proceedings: 97% 
2. criminal proceedings: 3% 

d. State the number of cases in courts of record, including cases before 
administrative law judges, you tried to verdict, judgment or final decision (rather 
than settled), indicating whether you were sole counsel. chief counsel. or associate 
counsel. 

I have tried at least 16 cases to verdict in courts of record as sole or lead counsel. I 
did not try any as an associate counsel. Fifteen cases were civi l and one was 
criminal. (These numbers do not include numerous short cause custody cases I 
tried to the court in Georgia.) 

1. What percentage of these trials were: 
1 . jury: 56% 
2. non-jury: 44% 
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e. Describe your practice, if any, before the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Supply fow· (4) copies of any briefs, amicus or otherwise. and. if applicable. any 
oral argument transcripts before the Supreme Court in connection with your 
practice. 

I have not practiced befo re the Supreme Court of the United States. 

17. Litigation: Describe the ten (1 0) most signi ficant litigated matters which you persona lly 
handled, whether or not you were the attorney of record. Give the citations, if the cases 
were reported, and the docket number and date if unreported. Give a capsule summary of 
the substance of each case. ldenti fy the party or parties whom you represented; describe 
in detail the nature of your participation in the li tigation and the final disposition of the 
case. Also state as to each case: 

a. the date of representation; 

b. the name of the court and the name of the j udge or judges before whom the case 
was litigated; and 

c. the individual name, addresses, and telephone numbers of co-counsel and of 
principal counsel for each of the other parties. 

I . Berkeley Geochronology Center v. lnstitute of Human Origins, No. 736234-9 
(Cal. Super. Ct.. Alameda County); Judge James Lambden: May I 994 - May 
1995 

I was lead counsel for Berkeley Geochronology Center, a non-profit whose board 
was led by Gordon Getty. and successfully prosecuted this breach of charitable 
trust action on behalf of a world renowned laboratory for dating geological sites 
against Donald Johanson's rival organization, the Institute of Human Origins. 
The case ultimate ly settled after Hon. James Lambden granted a preliminary 
injunction to my client in the summer of 1994. The lawsuit and my involvement 
1n it is described in Java Man: HolV Two Geologists Changed Our Understanding 
ofHuman Evolwion, written by Carl C. Swisher Ill, Garniss H. Curtiss and Roger 
Lewin, and published by The Univers ity o f Chicago Press in 2000. 

Opposing counsel: 
Jan1es Carter 
Carter, Carter. Fries & Grunschlag 
44 Montgomery Street, Suite 2405 
San Francisco, CA 941 04 
( 41 5) 989-4800 

2. Fowler v. The Regents ofThc University of California, No. 527662 (Cal. Super. 
Ct., Sacramento County): Hon. Eugene Gualco: approximately May 1991 -
September 1993 
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I was lead counsel for The Regents and Aramark Corporation and won a three
week jury trial in the first same-sex sexual harassment and wrongful termination 
in violation of public policy case tried in California. The case involved a cafeteria 
employee's claims that his supervisor engaged in quid pro quo sexual harassment. 

Opposing counsel: 
Jill P. Telfer 
33 I J Street, Suite 200 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
(9 16) 446- 191 6 

3. Genzano v. Coastal International and Green. No. CGC-02-405121 (Cal. Super. 
Ct., San Francisco); Hon Read Ambler, ret. ~ approximately June 2002 - January 
2004 

I was lead counsel for Coastal International and its CEO and majority 
shareholder. Green, and successfully defended them in a wrongful termination 
and partnership dispute in a several weeks-long, bet-the-company arbitration. 
Genzano had alleged that Green and his law firm (Squire Sanders) had breached 
their fiduciary duties to him and that Green had pushed them out of their lucrative 
partnership despite Gcnzano's outsized contribution to it. 

Opposing Counsel: 
Richard E. Levine 
Levine and Baker 
535 Pacific. Suite 20 I 
San Francisco. CA 94133 
(415) 391-8177 

4. Gregory v. Albertson' s, I 04 Cal. App. 4th 845 (Cal. Ct. App. 2002); Judge James 
Richman (Alameda Superior Court). Judges Swager, Stein and Margulies (First 
District Court of Appeals)· April 200 1 - December 2002 

I was lead counsel and demurred successfuiJy to an Unfair Business Practices Act 
case under Californ ia Business and Professions Code 17200. Plaintiff alleged that 
a grocery store chain committed an unfair act or practice by creating blight in a 
neighborhood when it ceased operations in a particular location and did not sublet 
the premises. f then briefed, argued and won the case in the California Court of 
Appeals. The opinion in this matter helped develop the definition of unfair 
practices under California law. 

Opposing counsel: 
Cary L. Dictor (deceased) 

5. Leonardo v. Crawford, 644 F. 3d 905 (9th Cir. 2011), amended by 646 F.Jd 1157 
(9th Cir. 2011 ); Singh v. Chertoff: 433 Fed. Appx. 549 (9th Cir. 20 II ); and Singh 
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v. Holder, 638 F.3d 1196 (9th Cir. 20 11 ); Judges Fisher, Bybee, and Hall (with 
Judge Graber substituting for Judge Hall after her death); September - October, 
2010 

I argued three cases which had been briefed by others but consolidated for hearing 
in the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit on October 4, 20 LO, 
concerning the procedures to be employed in bond hearings held for aliens in 
detention pursuant to INA Section 236(a). We prevailed in requiring 
administrative exhaustion tlu-ough the BIA as a prerequisite to challenge a bond 
hearing determination in Leonardo v. Crawford, but lost in the Singh v. Holder 
case where the court ruled that the burden of proof on the government should be 
clear and convincing evidence and that bond hearings should be recorded or 
transcribed. Singh v. Chertojfwas remanded for the trial court to apply the 
rulings in the other two cases. 

Lead counsel for appellants and amici: 
Ahilan T. Arulanantham 
ACLU Foundation of Southern California 
1313 West Eighth Street 
Los Angeles, CA 9001 2 
(213) 977-5211 

Leonardo v. Cra"'ford opposing counsel: 
J. Ryan Moore 
Assistant Public Defender 
407 West Congress Street 
Tucson, AZ 8570 I 
(520) 879-7500 

Singh v. Chert off opposing counsel: 
James Fife 
Public Defenders Office 
225 Broadway 
San Diego, CA 92 I 01 
(619) 234-8467 

Singh v. Holder opposing counsel: 
Holly S. Cooper 
UC Davis Immigration Law Cli nic 
One Shields Avenue, Bui lding TB-30 
Davis, CA 95616 
(530) 754-4833 

6. McKinney-Griff Inc. v. Albertson 's, eta!. , No. RG-06-0250071 (Cal. Super. Ct. 
Alameda County)· Judge Stephen Dombrink: approximately June 2006- June 
2009 
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J was lead counsel for Albertson's LLC and Save Mart, Inc. in a matter aris ing 
from the construction and operation of a large grocery store in the Lake Merritt 
Shopping Center in Oakland, California. A local business sued for fraud, 
interference with contract, construction defect, an accounting and injunctive relief 
because of alleged interference. After the other defendants settled or were 
dismissed, I tried the case and obtained a defense verdict in a two-week jury trial 
in 2009. 

Opposing counsel: 
Leodis Matthews and Dick Sindicich 
Matthews Wilson Hunter LLP 
4322 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 900 I 0 
(323) 938-8300 

Counsel for defendant Dawson Trust: 
Martin Sproul 
Sproul Law Offices 
3675 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 250 
Lafayette, CA 94549 
(925) 962-1616 

Michelle Trausch 
Hanson Bridgett LLP 
425 Market Street, 26th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94 105 
( 415) 781-7900 

Counsel for defendant Tilton Pacitic Construction: 
Robert Lockhart 
LaMore, Brazier Riddle & Giampaoli 
1570 The Alameda, Suite 150 
San Jose, CA 95126 
( 408) 280-6800 

7. Miniace v. Pacitic Maritime Association, 2007 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 34420, 41 
Employee Benefits Cas. (BNA) 1057 (N.D. Cal.); Hon. Susan Illston; approximately 
March 2004 - November 2007 

I was lead counsel for plaintifl'Miniace, the former president of Pacific Maritime 
Association (PMA), who was temlinated for breach of fiduciary duty for conduct 
related to helping Ius CFO's widow obtain substantial life insurance benefits. We 
sued PMA for wrongful tennination, and PMA cross-complained against Min:iace 
and the CFO's widow for breach of fiduciary duty under ERISA and for recovery of 
the insurance proceeds. Judge I IIston bifurcated the case and held a two-week bench 
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trial on the cross-complaint. Susan Harriman, counsel for the widow. and r 
successfully defended the cross-complaint. Mr. Miniace then settled after the trial 
court's decision. 

Counsel for defendant and cross-complainant Pacific Maritime Association: 
Michael Baker 
Arnold and Pmter (formerly I loward, Rice) 
3 Embarcadero Center, 7th f-loor 
San Francisco. CA 94 1 I I 
(415) 434-1600 

Counsel for cross-defendant McMahon: 
Susan Harriman 
Keker & Van Nest. LLP 
710 Sansome Street 
San Francisco, CA 941 I I 
(415) 676-2213 

8. Pebble Beach Fire Litigation [consolidated], No. M 19160 (Cal. Super. Ct., 
Monterey County); Judge Richard Silver; Jtme 1987 - September 1990 

I co-defended the Pebble Beach Company before Hon. Richard Silver in actions 
fi led by 32 homeowners and their insurance companies arising out of a fire on May 
3 1, 1987 that started in part of the Monterey forest controlled by my clients. The 
allegations were in part that the company had not maintained the open space in a 
reasonable manner to protect the homeowners from fire and had interfered with the 
ability to fight the fire by blocking vehicular access to the open space. This case 
settled on the eve of trial in the fall of 1990. 

Lead opposing counsel: 
Stephen N. Cole 
The Cole Law Finn 
3410 Industrial Boulevard, Suite I 00 
West Sacramento, CA 95691 
(916) 376-0478 

FrankL. Crist (deceased) 

Co-counsel for Pebble Beach Company: 
Richard K. Harray 
Kennedy Archer and Harray 
24591 Silver Cloud Court, Suite 200 
Monterey. CA 93940 
(831) 373-7500 

Other insurance defense counsel: 
Stephen W. Jones 
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Sedgwick, Dete1t, Moran & Amold 
One Market Street, Steuart Tower 
San Francisco, CA 941 05 
(415) 781-7900 

9. State Conference of Branches ofNAACP v. State of Georgia, 570 F. Supp. 314 
(S.D. Ga. 1983), 775 F.2d 1403 (lith Cir.1985); Judge B. Avant Edenfield; 
approximately October 1981 - January 1984 

l was the most junior of three primary trial counsel in a class action against 13 
school districts and the State of Georgia for denial of equal educational opportunjties 
by use oftracking policies which placed African American children in the slowest 
classes, and by the intentional misclassi fication of African American students as 
educable mentally retarded when their testing revealed that they should not have 
been placed in special education classes. After a two-month bench tJial, Judge 
Edenfield found substantially for the defendants because he did not find intentional 
discrimination. I did not participate in the appeal which affirmed Judge Edenfield' s 
decision. 

Co-counsel for plaintiffs: 
Rose Firestein 
New York State Deprutment ofLaw-Consumer fraud 
120 Broadway, 3rd Floor 
New York, NY 10271 
(212) 417-4393 

Jonathan Zimring 
Zimring Law Fim1 
114 New Street, Suite K-1 
Decatur, GA 30030 
(404) 607-1600 

Lead opposing counsel (13 counties separately represented): 
Franklin Edenfield 
Spivey, Carlton ru1d Edenfield 
P.O. Box 309 
Swainsboro, GA 3040 I 
(478) 237-6424 

10. United States v. A labama, 2011 U.S. Dist. LEXJS 112362 (N.D. Ala. 20 11 ); Judge 
Shru·on Black burn; July 20 11 - present 

l helped supervise the district court preemption litigation brought by the United 
States agai nst the states of Arizona, Alabama, South Carolina and Utah concerning 
statutes passed by those states in 201 0 and 20 I I that related to immigration. I 
argued the United States' motion for a preliminary injunction in United Stales v. 
Alabama. which was granted in part and denied in part. The Eleventh Circuit has 
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since granted additional parts of our requested injunction. and the matter is 
pending. ld .. 443 Fed. Appx. 411 (Oct. 14, 2011) and Order (March 8, 2012). 

Co-counsel: 
Beth Brinkmann 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530 
(202) 353-8679 

Joyce White Vance 
U.S. Attorney 
U.S. Attorney's Office for the Northern District of Alabama 
1801 Fourth Avenue North 
Birmingham, AL 35203 
(205) 244-2209 

Counsel for the State of Alabama and Governor Bentley: 
John C. Neiman, Jr. 
Solicitor General, State of Alabama 
Office ofthe Alabama Attorney General 
50 I Washington A venue 
Montgomery, AL 36130 
(334) 242-7300 

18. Legal Activities: Describe the most significant legal activities you have pursued. 
including significant litigation which did not progress to trial or legal matters that did not 
involve litigation. Describe fully the nature of your participation in these activities. List 
any client(s) or organization(s) for whom you perfonned lobbying activities and describe 
the lobbying activities you performed on behalf of such client(s) or organizations(s). 
(Note: As to any facts requested in this question, please omit any information protected 
by the attorney-client privilege.) 

Whi le I was in private practice. in my role as Chancellor of the Episcopal Diocese of 
California (and previously as Vice Chancellor and Co-Chancellor), l advised the Diocese 
on a host of matters, including interpretation of the Canons of the Episcopal Church, the 
property and other rights of parishes to ''break away'' !Tom the Diocese, the duties of 
priests to report sexual abuse matters, personnel matters and their intersection with First 
Amendment rights, real property and construction issues, and other matters typical for a 
general counsel of a complicated organization. Additionally, I advised many clients on 
how to avoid litigation and successfully participated in many mediations, including one 
disputed trust/estate matter which involved dividing ownership of many lots comprising a 
substantial part of the downtown of one California city. In another matter designated as 
complex in San Mateo Superior Court involving five fami ly groups that disputed the 
ownership and disposition of approximately 250 parcels of real property in numerous 
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counties in California before Hon. Carol Mittelstaedt, 1 helped negotiate the settlement 
prior to trial of the fust of two consolidated lawsuits before starting my job with the 
Justice Department. 

As a board member of a number of organizations, I participated in significant 
negotiations and decisions, though outside lawyers did the legal work. With Ellicott 
Machine Corporation, 1 was involved in the decision to split the corporation and sell each 
part in 1992. I negotiated with the Forest Service on behalf of the North Fork Association 
to help preserve thousands of acres in the Sierra Nevada as a research area. I helped settle 
in mediation allegations of child abuse and retaliation for Groton School. I advised Good 
Samaritan Family Resource Center when it was unionized. f negotiated with neighbors of 
the Katherine Delmar Burke School so that the school could rebuild its facility. 

[ have not performed any lobbying activities on behalf of any client or organization. 

19. Teaching: What courses have you taught? For each course state the title, the institution 
at which you taught the course. the years in which you taught the course, and describe 
brietly the subject matter of the course and the major topics taught. If you have a 
syllabus of each course, provide four ( 4) copies to the committee. 

I have not taught any courses. 

20. Deferred Income/ Future Benefits: List the sources, an10unts and dates of all 
anticipated receipts from deferred income arrangements, stock, options, uncompleted 
contracts and other future benefits which you expect to derive from previous business 
relationships, professional services, firm memberships. former employers, clients or 
customers. Describe the anangements you have made to be compensated in the future 
for any financial or business interest. 

1 do not have any deferred income or future benefits. 

21. Outside Commitments During Court Service: Do you have any plans, commitments, 
or agreements to pursue outside employment, with or without compensation, during your 
service with the court? lf so, explain. 

None. 

22. Sources of Income: List sources and amounts of all income received during the calendar 
year preceding your nomination and for the current calendar year, including all salaries, 
fees, dividends, interest, gifts. rents, royalties, licensing fees, honoraria, and other items 
exceeding $500 or more (if you prefer to do so, copies of the financial disclosure report, 
required by the Ethics in Government Act of 1978. may be substituted here). 

See attached Financial Disclosure Report. 
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23. Statement of Net Worth: Please complete the attached fi nancial net worth statement in 
detail (add schedules as called for). 

See attached Net Worth Statement. 

24. Potential Conflicts of Interest: 

a. Identify the family members or other persons, parties, categories of li tigation, and 
fi nancial aiTangements that are likely to present potential conflicts-of-interest 
when you first assume the position to which you have been nominated. Explain 
how you would address any such confl ict if it were to arise. 

Matters in which Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass LLP is counsel of record would 
present a potential conflict of interest, since the fi1m currently represents me in 
estate matters. Any immigration case served during my tenure as Deputy 
Assistant Attorney General would also present a potentia l confl ict. J also own 
stock in various companies. Matters relating to my immediate family and sibling, 
if any were to arise (none are pending) would also present a conflict of interest. I 
would recuse myself from a ll such matters consistent with applicable rules. 

b. Explain how you will resolve any potential conflict of interest, including the 
procedure you will fo llow in determining these areas of concern. 

1 will handle all matters invo lving actual or potential contlicts of interest through 
the careful and diligent application of the Code of Conduct for United States 
Judges as well as other relevant Canons and statutory provisions, e.g., 28 U.S.C. § 
455. 

25. Pro Bono Work: An ethical consideration under Canon 2 of the American Bar 
Association's Code of Professional Responsibility calls for '·every lawyer. regardless of 
professional prominence or professional workload, to find some time to participate in 
serving the disadvantaged.'' Describe what you have done to fu lfi ll these responsibilities, 
listing specific instances and the amount of time devoted to each. 

During the summer afte r my first year in law school, I represented clients in special 
education hearings as an intern with the Massachusetts Advocacy Center. In my second 
and third years in law school, I worked at the Boston College Legal Assistance Bureau, 
which provided free legal services for low-income residents in Waltham, Massachusetts. 
I represented a number of clients under the Massachusetts student practice rule in 
divorce, custody, landlord tenant and other matters, and argued a case befo re the Supreme 
Judicial Court ofMassachusetts. 1 was elected president of the Legal Assistance Bureau 
by my peers. 

After graduation from law school in 1979 through the beginning of January 1984, I 
represented indigent persons as a staff attorney, acting managing attorney and supervising 
attorney with Georgia Legal Services Program in Savannah, Georgia. J brought cases in 
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the United States District Court for the Southern District of Georgia, and circuit rode to 
Liberty County Georgia each week for hearings and interviews involving all manner of 
legal services matters, from domestic relations to public benefits to contract to housing 
cases. 

After returning to San Francisco in 1984 to practice with Coblentz, Patch, Duffy and 
Bass, LLP, I assisted the Good Samaritan Family Resource Center on many legal issues 
from 1986 to 2009. I represented the charities and schools of the Episcopal Diocese of 
California on an as-needed basis from 1992 to 2009 (my work advising the Bishop was 
partially compensated, but my work for the non-profits and schools as a general rule was 
not). 

In addition, I was active in our pro bono program at the finn. I was honored by the Bar 
Association of San Francisco for my work in a pro bono case, Akao v. Shimoda, 832 F.2d 
119 (9th Cir. 1987), in which I prevailed on appeal for inmates from Hawaii whose prose 
complaint alleging deliberate indifference to serious medical needs had been dismissed 
for failure to state a claim. I was co-chair of my firm 's Pro Bono Committee from 
approximately 1994 to 2009. During that time, I supervised most of our firm ·s pro bono 
litigation. I helped lead and staff the Tuesday night clinics for the Lawyers Committee for 
Civil Rights in which our firm participated from 2006 to 2008, taking primarily debt 
collection and landlord-tenant matters. l handled several cases myself, including two 
prisoner matters to which U.S. District Judges Vaughn Walker and James Ware 
appointed me. 

When 1 began work with the Civil Division, access to justice issues were part of my 
portfolio. In the last three years, we doubled our sponsorships of the Advocacy and 
Referral Clinic offered by the DC Bar Association. I par1icipated in one of those sessions. 
We also created an award for pro bono representation by Civil Division attorneys to 
encourage attorneys to fulfill their obligations under Canon 2. 

26. Selection Process: 

a. Please describe your experience in the entire judicial selection process, from 
beginning to end (including the circumstances which led to your nomination and 
the interviews in which you participated). Is there a selection commission in your 
jurisdiction to recommend candidates tor nomination to the federal courts? If so, 
please include that process in your description, as well as whether the commission 
recommended your nomination. List the dates of all interviews or 
communications you had with the White House staff or the Justice Department 
regarding this nomination. Do not include any contacts with Federal Bureau of 
Investigation personnel concerning your nomination. 

I submitted a Questionnaire to the Chajr of the Judicial Screening Panel for 
Senator Barbara Boxer in December 2010. In September 2011, I was interviewed 
by Senator Boxer's committee. Since March 13,2012, I have been in contact 
with officials in the Office of Legal Policy at the Department of Justice. On Apri l 
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I 0, 20 12, J met with officials from the White House Cow1sel 's Office and the 
Department of Justice in Washington , DC. On Jtme I 1, 20 12, the President 
submitted my nomination to the Senate. 

b. Has anyone involved in the process of selecting you as a judicial nominee 
discussed with you any currently pending or speciiic case, legal issue or question 
in a maimer that could reasonably be interpreted as seeking any express or 
implied assurances concerning your position on such case. issue. or question? If 
so, explain fully. 

No. 
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AFFIDAVIT 

I , --,.w-~ l...,...t=-: --=~=------,\:-{-._0 __ ~..,..~-· _<:.....l,_~...,.....:..l -~---------' do s wear 
that the information provided in this statement is, to the best 
of my knowledge, true and accurate . 

~~-c. ~ LOlL 
(DATE ) 

EDDIE RIVERA 
Notary Public of District of Columbia 
My Commission Expires May 14,2017 
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COBLENTZ, 
PATCH, DUFFY 
&BASS LLP~l1.~WEYS 

William H. Orrick, Ill 
Direct Dial: (415) 772-5713 
worrick@coblentzlaw.com 

The Honorable Patrick J. Leahy 
Chairman 
Committee on the Judiciary 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

One Ferry Building . Suite 200 main: 415.391.4800 
San Francisco, California fax: 415.989.1663 
94111-4213 web: www.coblentzlaw.com 

January 3, 2013 

I have reviewed the Senate Questionnaire I previously filed in connection with my 
nomination on June 12, 2012 to be United States District Judge for the Northern District of 
California. Incorporating the additional information below, I certify that the information 
contained in that document is, to the best of my knowledge, true and accurate. 

• My current office address is: 

Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass LLP 
One Ferry Building, Suite 200 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
(Questions 3, 6 and 16.a) 

• I resigned my position with the United States Department of Justice on August 14, 
2012 and returned to Coblentz, Patch, Duffy & Bass LLP on August 20,2012 as 
Special Counsel. I have resumed work on complex commercial litigation matters. 
(Question 16.b.) 

I am also forwarding an updated Net Worth Statement and Financial Disclosure Report as 
requested in the Questionnaire. I thank the Committee for its consideration of my nomination. 

Enclosure 

cc: The Honorable Chuck Grassley 
Ranking Member 
Committee on the Judiciary 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Sincerely, 

v~u.o-e_:: 
William H. Orrick, III 
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6/6/2017 Birth Control & STD Testing  San Francisco, CA
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Wohlford Family Clinic at the Good Samaritan
Family Resource Center of San Francisco, CA
(/health-center/california/san-
francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-
the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-
4067-90200)
Operated by: Planned Parenthood Northern California (/planned-parenthood-northern-california)

We accept many insurance plans. If you don't have insurance, affordable coverage options may be
available.

View Accepted Health Insurance (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-
at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200#health-insurance)

Contact Info

Visit Us

1294 Potrero Ave. 
San Francisco, CA 94110

Call Us

Phone: 415-401-8737 (tel:415.401.8737)

CALL NOW(TEL:415.401.8737)

Schedule Online

BOOK APPOINTMENT
(HTTPS://DOCASAP.COM/WHITE-

LABEL/KEY_PRAC_ID/4067/KEY_MAP/1/KEY_LEVEL/4/KEY_TYPE/INLINE/HIDE_FILTER/1/HIDE_HEADER/1/HIDE_FOOTER/1/HIDE_OTHER_PROVIDER/1/KEY_PARTNER_CODE/PPFA/EXTERNAL_SRC/1/HIDE_PROFILE/1/HIDE_INSURANCE/1/HIDE_LOCATION/1/HIDE_PROFILE_INFOSET/1/KEY_LANGUAGE/ENGLISH)

Language

English; Spanish; Interpretation by telephone available for other languages.

Get Directions 

(http://maps.google.com/?
daddr=1294+Potrero+Ave.,+San+Francisco,+CA+94110,+USA+
(Wohlford+Family+Clinic+at+the+Good+Samaritan+Family+Resource+Center))
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Book an appointment.

Conveniently book your appointment online. Depending on the service you're looking for,
appointment times vary. Be sure to select your reason for visit first, and then select an appointment
time.

To make an appointment by phone, call 415-401-8737 (tel:415.401.8737)

SERVICES OFFERED

Abortion Referral (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-
samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/abortion-referral)

Birth Control (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-
samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/birth-control)

HIV Testing (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-
samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/hiv-testing)

LGBT Services (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-
samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/lgbt)

Men's Health Care (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-good-
samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/mens-health)

Morning-After Pill (Emergency Contraception) (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-
family-clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/emergency-contraception)

Pregnancy Testing & Services (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-
the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/pregnancy-testing-options)

STD Testing, Treatment & Vaccines (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-
clinic-at-the-good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/std-testing-treatment)

Women's Health Care (/health-center/california/san-francisco/94110/wohlford-family-clinic-at-the-
good-samaritan-family-resource-center-4067-90200/womens-health)

Hours & Holidays

New Year's Day

Martin Luther King Day

Presidents Day

Memorial Day
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Hours of Operation

Day Open Close

MON ‐ ‐

TUES ‐ ‐

WED 9:30 AM 6:00 PM

THURS ‐ ‐

FRI 9:30 AM 6:00 PM

SAT ‐ ‐

SUN ‐ ‐

Independence Day

Labor Day

Thanksgiving Day

Christmas Day

Notes

 
 

Affordable Plans & Accepted Insurance

Most birth control and annual well-woman exams will be covered for free, with no copay. If you don't
have insurance, affordable coverage options may be available for you - check out what you may qualify
for. With or without insurance, you can always come to us for your health care. We cover the following
insurance plans:

Anthem Blue Cross

Blue Shield of California
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Donations are welcome at the time of your visit to help support
(https://secure.ppaction.org/site/SPageServer?
pagename=pp_ppol_Directed_DonationFormOneTimeGift&s_src=ppol_banner_directed) our mission
and continue the important work we do.

All information presented, including pricing and/or insurance information, is subject to change at any
time. This information is presented for informational purposes only and is not intended to and does
not constitute medical or legal advice. For further information, please refer to our Terms of Use
(/planned-parenthood-northern-california/terms-use).

Our health center supports and welcomes clients regardless of sexual orientation, gender identity, or
biological sex, including but not limited to lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, queer, questioning, and
intersex clients. All services are provided in a respectful and professional manner.

Contra Costa Health Plan

Partnership Health Plan of Ca

Additional Information

Appointment Information

Payment Information

If you are uninsured, you may qualify for a state-funded program or a lower fee scale.

Fees for services are based on your household income.

We accept the following forms of payment:

Cash

Major Credit/Debit Cards

Insurance Information

Please see the provided list of insurance plans to find out which ones include Planned Parenthood as
an in-network provider.

Most health insurance plans now cover prescription birth control, annual wellness exams, and HIV and
STI screenings with no copay, and many other services with some copay required. You should contact
your health insurance company directly to confirm that the services you are interested in are covered,
and what, if any, out-of-pocket costs you are required to pay.

Please be sure to bring your insurance card to your visit.

If you do not have health insurance, visit  to find out
how to get more affordable coverage and what to consider when choosing a plan.

PlannedParenthoodHealthInsuranceFacts.org (https://www.plannedparenthoodhealthinsurancefacts.org/)
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© Planned Parenthood Northern California
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Fo;·gg"Q 
Return of Organization Exempt From Income Tax OMBNo 1~7 

2001 Under section 501 (c), 527, or 4947(a)(1) ol the Internal Revenue Code (eiCept block lung 

Oepattmel'\t of the T~ury 
benefit trust or private foundation) 

Op~~ Pullllc 
Internal R.Yenue Service ..,. The organtzalton may have to use a copy of thts return to sattsfy state reportmg reQutrements Bctloo'...,."' 
A For tho 2001 r.llendar year, or 111 year period beginning and endtng 

B Cha::k II ,_ C Name of orgamzat10n D Employer Identification number 
applicable 

use IRS G 60!16- ttttUtttttA0TOH5-D IG IT 94110 
D''"~ label or r GOOD SA~ARITAN FAMILY RESOURCE c g I i 94-3154078 ..,~ .. pnnt or CENTER OF SAN FRANCISCO " D"'"" ~pe 

,~ .. ... 1294 POTRERO AVE E 70 s Room/surte E Telephone number 
Dlnlbal Speclftc] SAN FRANCISCO CA 94110-3570 415-824-9475 ..rum 

0""" 
lnst.ruc 

F ""'"""" -"' D c .. , 00 """"" ..Wm lions :, 11.1 ... I., I.., II.,, II II,,.,, II, .1.1.1.,, Ill,,, I, I .. I, I ... , I, II o-· .. og=.,~ retum 
DAppllcatlon • Section 501 (c)(3) organizations and 4947(a)(1) non01empt charitable trusts Hand I are not applicable to sectton 527 orgamzattons pending 

must anach a completed Schedule A (Form 990 or 99D-EZ) 
H(a) Is thts a group return for afflhates? DYes 00 No 

G Web srte ~www. qoodsamfrc. orq H(b) II 'Yes,' enter number of affrlrates ~ 
H(c) Are all affiliates Included? N/A DYes D No 

J Organization type'""''"'""")~ [X] 501(c) ( 3 )~'""""olD 4947(a)(1) or D 527 (If "No,' anach a lrst ) 

K Check here ..,. D If the orgamzat10n's gross receipts are normally not more than $25,000 The H(d) Is thiS a separate return filed by an or· 
organizatiOn need not f1le a return wrth the IRS, but 1f the organ1zat1on rece1ved a Form 990 Package can1zat1on covered bv a crouo ru11nc? DYes 00 No 
m the ma11, rt should file a return wrthout fmanc1a1 data Some states require a complete return I Enter 4-<f<grt GEN ~ 

M Check..,. D If the organ1zat10n IS not reqUired to attach 
L Gross rac01pts Add lrnes 6b, 8b, 9b and 10b to line 12 ~ 1,028,744. Sch 8 (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) 

I Par1 tl Revenue, Expenses, and Changes an Net Assets or Fund Balances 
1 Contributions, gifts, grants, and s1m1lar amounts receiVed 

• D1rect publiC support 11 456,309. 
b Indirect publiC support 1b 

c Government contnbut10ns (grants) 1c 447,628. 
d Total (add lrnes 1a through 1c) 

(cash$ 889,694. noncash S 14,243.) 1d 903 937. 
2 Program serv1ce revenue Including government fees and contracts (from Part VII, lme 93) 2 105,287. 
3 Membership dues and assessments 3 
4 Interest on savmgs and temporary cash Investments 4 13,127. 
5 Dividends and mterest from secunt1es 

I sa I 
5 

6 • Gross rents 

b Less rental expenses 6b 

.. c Net rental mcome or {loss) {subtract 11ne 6b from lme 6a) 6c 

" 7 Other mvestment mcome (descnbe ..,. ) 7 c .. 
~ 8. Gross amount from sale of assets other lA\ Secunt10s IBl Other 
a: than mventory 6,393. 8a 

b Less cost or other bas1s and sales expenses 7,619. 8b 

c Ga<n or (loss) (anach schedule) <1,226. P>8c 

d Net ga<n or (loss) (combrne lrne Be columns (A) and (B)) Stmt 2 8d <L 226. > 
9 Spec1a1 events and actrvrt1es (attach schedule) 

a Gross revenue (not 1ncludmg S of contnbut1ons 

I 9• I reported on I me 1 a) 

b Less direct expenses other than fundra1smg expenses 9b 
c Net mcome or {loss) from spec1al events (subtract lme 9b from lme 9a) 

l1oa I 
9c 

10 a Gross sales of mventory less returns and allowances 

b Less cost of goods sold 10b 

c Gross profit or (loss) from sales of Inventory {attach schedule) (subtract lme lOb from lme 10a) 10c 
11 Other revenue (from Part VII, lme 103) 11 
12 Total revenue (add l<nes 1d 2 3 4 5 6c 7 8d 9c 10c and 11\ 12 1,021,125. 
13 Program services (from lme 44, column {B)} 13 819,063. 

~ 

RECEIVED 200,729. .. 14 Management and general (from lme 44, column (C)) 14 ~ 
c 48,300. 8. 15 Fundra1smg (from lme 44, column (0)) 

~I r~ 
15 

• 16 Payments to affiliates (attach schedule) 16 w 
17 Totalexpensesladd lrnes 16 and 44 column lA)) NOll 1 o 7nm ' 17 1,068,092. 

Excess or (deficit) for the year {subtract lme 17 from lme 12) I~ 18 <46,967. > .,-<.J!I 18 
Net assets or fund balances at begmnmg of year (from lme 73, colum (A)) OGDEN-. L.T-'--, 19 3 791,712. 

~~Fz~ Other changes tn net assets or fund balances (attach explanation) 20 0. 
;{)' 2 Net assets or fund balances at end of year (combme lines 18 19, and 20) 21 3,744,745. 
::.!'¥ LHA For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, sea the separate Instructional Form 990 (2001) 
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Good Samarltan Famlly Resource 
I Center Inc. 94-3154078 

All orgamzallons must complete column (A) Columns (B) (C). and (D) are reqUired for sectiOn 501(c)(3) and 
Page 2 

• Functtonal Expenses (4) or amzat1ons and sect1on 4947(all 1) nonexempt chantable trusts but optional tor others 
Do not mcJude amounts reported on lme 

(A) Total (B) Program (C) Mar~~ement (D) Fundra151ng 6b, Bb, 9b, 7 Ob, or 7 6 of Psrt I SBI'VICBS and eneral 

22 Grants and allocations (anach schedule) ·. ' 
.. 

. " < -
~h s F'loncah S 22 

23 Spectfic ass1stance to mdMduals (attach schedule} 23 2,385. 2 385. Statement·4 • . . 
24 Benefits pa1d to or tor members (attach schedule) 24 

25 Compensation of officers, directors. etc 25 73,969. 56,088. 14.143. 3,738. 
28 Other salanes and wages 28 471.112. 357 226. 90.075. 23.811. 
27 Pens1on plan contnbut10ns 27 

28 Other employee benefits 28 65,293. 48,818. 11.833. 4,642. 
29 Payroll taxes 29 44,894. 33 567. 8. 136. 3.191. 
30 ProfessiOnal tundra1s1ng fees 30 

31 Accountmg tees 31 40,657. 3,650. 37,007. 
32 Legal fees 32 

33 SupplieS 33 2 L 701. 17,940. 3, 701. 60. 
34 Telephone 34 18,474. 14,609. 3,395. 470. 
35 Postage and sh1ppmg 35 1,646. 748. 668. 230. 
36 Occupancy 36 22.845. 21,406. 1,439. 
37 Equipment rental and mamtanance 37 17,487. 16,419. L 068. 
38 Pnntmg ancl publrcat1ons 38 9,536. 6.935. L 110. 1,491. 
39 Travel 39 

40 Conferences, conventiOns, and meetmgs 40 265. 265. 
41 Interest 41 

42 Deprecrat10n, depletion, etc (attach schedule) 42 113,212. 91 512. 14,830. 6.870. 
43 Other expenses not covered above (rtem1ze) 

a 43a 

b 43b 

c 43c 

d 43d 

• see Statement 3 430 164,616. 147.495. 13.324. 3,797. 
44 Tot&ll'unctlooal eJ4*1MS (.:id lines 22 through 43) 

Organlza!Jons oompletlng oolui'I'VIs (B)-(01 carry these 
44 1,068,092. 819,063. 200,729. 48,300. tolal.s to lines 13 15 

Joint Costa Check ~ D rt you are following SOP 9B-2 

Are any JOint costs from a combmed educatronal campaign and fundrarsmg solrcrtat1on reported m (B) Program seNrces? .,_ D Yes 00 No 

II "Yes' enter (I) the aggregate amount of these JOint costs$ (II) tho amount allocated to Program SOIVICes $ _______ _ 

(Ill) the amount allocated to Manaoement and oeneral S and llvl the amount allocated to Fundrarsmo S 
I Part Ill I Statement of Program Servtce Accomplishments 

What 1s the orgamzatlon's pnmary exempt purpose? .,_ 
Help to lmmlqrant famllles Pro~m Service 
All organlzatlon.s must descnt>e tl'lelr uempt purpos.e achl...,rments In a clear end oonc:rse m~~r~ner State the numl)er ol cllent.s served publlc:abon.s l.ssued etc. D1.scu.ss 

penses 
(Raqulred lor 501{c)(3} .,d 

adll .... ements !hat are not measurable (Socbon 501(c)(3) and (4) organ1zatton.s and 4947(.X1l nonuempt charitable trust.s must II!Jso enlflr tl'le 111n0unt ol g~"W~tlil and (4) orgs .,d 4947(8)(1) 
allocations to ofhen) trustlil but opbonii!J lor oth.n) 

a Chlld Development Center (statement attached) 

(Grants and allocations$ l 296,222. 
b FamllY Support Advocacy (statement attached) 

(Grants and allocatrons S l 522,841. 
c 

(Grants and allocatrons $ I 

d 

!Grants and allocatiOns S I 

e Other program SOIVICes (attach schedule\ (Grants and allocatrons S I 

f Total of Program Service Expenses (should eguallme 44 column (B), Program seMces) 819,063. 
Form 990 (2001) 

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 164-1   Filed 06/13/17   Page 56 of 188

 
[491]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 166 of 298
(549 of 916)



Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
_. ForR1Jl90(2001) Center, Inc. 94-3154078 Pago 3 

I Part IV I Balance Sheets 

Nolo Whem required, aNached schedules and amounts wlthm the descnptlon column (A) (B) 
should be for end-of-year amounts only Begmnmg of year End of year 

45 Cash· non-mterest-beanng 39,876. 45 37,022. 
46 Savmgs and temporary cash rnvestments 438,287. 46 344,705. 

47 a Accounts receivable 47a 114,635. 
b Less allowance for doubtful accounts 47b 3,000. 103,560. 47c 111,635. 

48 a Pledges receiVable 4Ba 

b Less allowance for doubtful accounts 4Bb 4Bc 
49 Grants receivable 120,775. 49 88,542. 
50 Receivables from officers, directors, trustees, 

and key employees 

I 51a I 
50 

~ 

;; 51 • Other notes and loans receJVable 
~ 

~ b Less allowance tor doubtful accounts 51b 51c 
52 Invent ones for sale or use 52 
53 Prepaid expenses and deferred charges 8,128. 53 13,938. 
54 Investments- secunt1es S tmt 5 ~ IXJ Cost 0FMV 3,775. 54 10,398. 
55. Investments -land bulldrngs and 

equipment bas1s 55 a 

b Less accumulated deprec1at1on 55b 55c 
56 Investments- other 

I 57a I 
0. 56 0. 

57 a Land bUIIdmgs, and equipment bas1s 3,694,485. 
b less accumulated deprec1at1on 57b 464,541. 3,188,316. 57c 3,229,944. 

58 Other assets (descnbe .._ ) 58 

59 Tolalassels (add lmes 451hrouoh 58) lmusl eauallme 74) 3,902,717. 59 3,836,184. 
60 Accounts payable and accrued expenses 111,005. 60 91,439. 
61 Grants payable 61 

~ 62 Deferred revenue 62 ~ 

~ 63 Loans from officers. directors trustees, and key employees 63 ] 
m 64 a Tax~xempt bond llab1llt1es 64a .:; 

b Mortgages and other notes payable 64b 

65 Other liabilrtios (descnbe ~ ) 65 

66 TotalllobiiHies (add lines 60 lhrouoh 65) 111,005. 66 91,439. 
Organlzallonslhallollow SFAS 117, check here ~ IXJ and complete lines 67th rough 

69 and lmes 73 and 74 
~ 3,491,042. 3,427,272. G 67 Unrestncted 67 u 
c 

68 Temporanly restncted 272,322. 68 289,125. !!! .z 69 Permanently restncted 28 34 8. 69 28 34 8. 
"' Organlzallonslhal do nolfollow SFAS 117, check here ~ D and complete lines c 
~ ... 70 through 74 
" 0 

70 Caprtal stock, trust pnnc1pal, or current funds 70 
Joi 
~ 71 Pa1d-m or caprtal surplus or land, bulldmg, and eqwpment fund 71 
~ 72 Reta1ned eammgs endowment. accumulated mcome or other funds n 
;; 73 Total nalnsels or lund balances (add lines 671hrough 69 OR lines 70 through 72, z 

column (A) must equallme 19, column (B) must equal line 21) 3 791 712. 73 3 744 745. 
74 Totalllabllllles and nelasse1s/lund balances (add lines 66 and 73) 3,902,717. 74 3,836,184. 

Form 990 IS available for publiC 1nspect1on and for some people serves as the pnmary or sole source of mformat1on about a particular orgamzatlon How the public 
percerves an orgamzat1on m such cases may be determmed by the mformat1on presented on rts return Therefore, please make sure the return IS complete and accurate 
and fulty descnbes. m Part Ill the oroamzat1on s programs and accomplishments 

123021 
01 02-02 3 
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Good Samar1tan Fam1ly Resource 
1 Forrne90I2001l Center Inc. 

LPattlV·A"] Reconciltatton of Revenue par Audtted 
Ftnanctal Statements wtth Revenue par 
Return 

• Total revenue, gams, and other support 
per audrted financral statements 

b Amounts mcluded on lme a but not on 
line 12. Form 990 

(1) Net unrealrzed oams 
on mvestments s 

(2) Donated servrces 
and use of tacrlrtres s 

(3) Recovenes of pnor 
year grants s 

(4) Other (speCify) 

s 
Add amounts on lines (1) through (4) 

c Line a mmus lme b 

d Amounts mcluded on lrne 12, Form 
990 but not on lme a 

(1) Investment expenses 
not rncluded on 

~I 1,022,351. 

> 

~ 1-'b't--,:-;;'""",..--,;~0-'1. 
~ r'+-'1'-''...:0-=2c=2'-'-" ,3-=-5-"1-'1. 

line 6b Form 990 $ ______ _ 

(2) Other (specify) 

Stmt 7 s _____ <~1~,~2~2~6~·· 

94-3154078 Page4 

Part IV-8 j Reconciliation of Expanses par Audtted 
Financtal Statements With Expanses par 
Return 

- ., " ' ./' 1 Total expenses and losses per 
audrted financral statements ~I 1,069,318. 

b Amounts tncluded on lrne a but not on 
11ne11. Form 990 

(1) Donated servrces 
and use of fac11rt10s S ------

(2) Pnor yearadtustments 

reported on lme 20, 

Form 990 s 
(3) Losses reported on 

tme 20, Form 990 s 
(4) Other (specify) 

Stmt 6 s 1,226. 
Add amounts on lines (1) through (4) ~ l-'b't--.----;c~1~2~2.;:6c-.,_ 

~ r'+-'1,_,. ,_,o..;;6..;;8...c....:; ,0.:;.9.;;.2.:;.. c 
d 

Line a mmus lrne b 

Amounts mcluded on lme 17, Form 
990 but not on lme a 

(1) Investment expenses 

not mcluded on 
line 6b, Form 990 $ ______ _ 

(2) Other (specify) 

Add amounts on lines (1) and (2) ~ d 

___________ $ __________ ~ 

< 1, 2 2 6 • > Add amounts on lines (1) and (2) ~ 1-'d'+-_____ _,0:._.,_ 
a Total revenue per lme 12 Form 990 a Total expenses per lme 17. Form 990 

(linec plus lme d) ~ 0 1, 0 21, 12 5 • (line c plus line d) ~ e 1, 0 6 8 
1 

0 9 2 • 
I Part VI List of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees (list each one even 1f not compensated ) 

(A) Name and address per week devoted to (II not p.al , enter Ofnp•~· Donent 
(B) Tttle and average hours (C) Comp~e

1
n:sat10n (D,eontr1bubons to 

postlton ~O· P!"~~:a";;~~ 

73 969. 

75 Otd any officer, dnector trustee, or key employee recerve aggregate compensatton of more than $100 000 from your o 
o amzattons of whtch more than $10,000 was rovtded b the related o amzattons? It "Yes," attach schedule ... 

0. 

(E) Expense 
account and 

other allowances 

0. 

Form 990 2001 

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 164-1   Filed 06/13/17   Page 58 of 188

 
[493]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 168 of 298
(551 of 916)



Fonn 990 (200i) 
Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
Center Inc I . 94 3154078 - Pago 5 

I Part VII Other lnfonnat1on Yes No 
78 01d the orgamzat1on engage many actiVIty not prev1ousty reported to the IRS? If "Yes," attach a detailed descnpt10n of each act1vrty 78 X 
77 Ware any changes made m the orgamzmg or govemmg documents but not reported to the IRS? 77 X 

If -vas; attach a conformed copy of the changes ,,, ', 
' ' 

78 0 Did the orgamzatlon have unrelated busmess gross tncome of $1,000 or more dunng the year covered by thiS return? 78a X 
b 11-ves," has 11 flied a tax return on Form 990-T for th1s year? N(A 78b 

79 Was there a hqu1dat1on. d1ssolut1on, term1nat1on or substantial contraction dunng the year? 79 X 
If -vas; attach a statement 

80. Is the organization related (other than by assoc1atton wrth a statewide or nat1onw1de orgamzat1on) through common membernhlp, 

govemmg bod1es, trustees, officers, etc to any other exempt or nonexempt organ1zat1on? BOa X 
b If "Yes," enter the name of the organ1zat1on ... 

and check whether rt IS r oxlompl OR D nonexempt 
81 • Enter direct or 1nd1rect political expenditures Seelme 81 rnstruct1ons 81a 0. 

b Old the organrzatron file Form 1120-POL tor thrs year? 81b X 
820 Drd the organrzatron receiVe donated serv1ces or the use of matenals, equrpment or facrlltres at no charge or at substantially less than 

fair rental value? 82a X 
b If "Yes,' you may mdrcate the value of these rtems here Do not rnclude thiS amount as revenue m Part I or ai an J 

expense 1n Part II (See rnstructrons rn Part Ill) 82b 
83a Drd the organrzat1on comply with the publrc rnspect1on requirements for returns and exemption applrcatrons' 83a X 

b Drd the organrzat1on comply with the diSClosure requirements relatmg to quid pro quo contnbutrons' 83b X 
84a Drd the organrzatron solicit any contnbutrons or grits that were not tax deductrble? N/A 840 

b If "Yes: did the organrzatron rnclude wrth every sol1c1tat1on an express statement that such contnbutrons or gifts were not , 

tax deductrble? N/A 84b 

85 501(c)(4), (5), or (6) organtzat1ons a Were substantrally all dues nondeductible by members' N/A 85a 
b Drd the organrzatron make only rn-house lobbyrng expenditures of $2,000 or less? N(A 85b 

If ·vas• was answered to either 85a or 85b, do not complete 85c through 85h below unless the organrzatron recerved a warver for proxy tax 

owed for the pnor year 

c Dues, assessments, and srmrlar amounts from membern 85c N/A 
d Sectron 162(e) lobbyrng and polltrcal expenditures 85d N/A 
o Aggrogalo nondoducllblo amounl ol soc11on 6033(o)(1 )(A) dues not1ces 858 N/A 
I Taxable amount of lobbyrng and polrtrcalexpendrtures (lrne 85d less 85e) 851 N/A 
g Does the organrzatron elect to pay the sectron 6033(e) tax on the amount rn 85f? N/A 85a 
h If sectron 6033(e)(1 )(A) dues notrees were sent does the organrzatron agree to add the amount rn 85f to Its reasonable estrmate of dues 

allocable to nondeductrble lobbyrng and polltrcal expenditures for the followrng tax year? N/A 85h 

88 501(c)(l) orgamzat1ons Enter 11 lnrtratron fees and capital contnbutrons rncluded on lrne 12 86a N/A 
b Gross recerpts, rncluded on lme 12 tor publrc use of club facrlltres 86b N/A 

87 501(c)(12) orgamzat1ons Enter a Gross rncome from members or shareholders 87a N/A 
b Gross rncome from other sources (Do not net amounts due or pard to other sources 

agarnst amounts due or receiVed from them ) 87b N/A 
88 At any trme dunng the year, drd the orgamzatJOn own a 50% or greater rnterest m a taxable corporatron or partnershrp, 

or an entrty drsregarded as separate from the orgamzatron under Regulatrons sectrons 301 7701-2 and 301 7701-3? 

II "Yes' complete Part IX 88 X 
89 0 501(c)(3) organizations Enter Amount of tax rmposed on the organrzatron dunng the year under 

sectron 4911 ..,. 0. , soct1on 4912 ... 0 o , SOCIIOn 4955 ... 0. 
b 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organiZations Drd the organrzatron engage rn any sectiOn 4958 excess benefit 

transactron durrng the year or drd II become aware of an excess benefrt transactron from a pnor year? 

If "Yes: ahach a statement explarnrng each transactron 89b X 
c Enter Amount of tax rmposed on the organrzatron managers or drsqualrfled persons dunng the year under 

sect1ons 4912 4955 and 4958 ... ________ 0~. 
d Enter Amount of tax on lrne 89c, above, rermbursed by the organrzatron .... ________ _,0'-'-. 

90 o List tho slatos wrth which a copy of lhiS rolum IS hlod ... ---'C'-a=l:.:~=.cf=-.=o:.:rocn=~:.:a=---------------,----,----------,,.....-
b Number ol employoos omployod 1n lho pay penod that 1ncludos March 12, 2001 I 90b I 2 1 

91 Thebooks316~ncaroot .,.Hector Melendez, ED Telephoneno ... 415-401-4242 

Localedal.,. 1294 Potrero Ave, San Franc~sco, CA ZIP+4 ... 94110-3570 

92 Section 4947(8)(1) nonexempt chantab/6 trusts filmg Form 990 m 11eu of Form 1041· Check hera 

and enter the amount of tax-1!xempt rnterest recerved or accrued dunng the tax vear ... 92 

Fonn 990 (2001) 
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Good Sarnar~tan Farn~ly Resource 
Form 990 (2001) Center ' Inc . 94 3154078 - Page 6 
I Patt VII I Analysis of lncome-Productng Activities {See Specrt1c Instructions on page 32 ) 

Note Enter gross amounts unless otherwise Unrelated busmess mcome Ex.clud.:l by section 512 513 or 514 
(E) 

md1cated 
(A) I B) (C) I D) Related or exempt Bustness Amount 

...,, 
Amount 

93 Program servtce revenue code slon functton mcome 
""" 

I Preschool . 67,023. 
b s12orts 12rogram 2 570. 
c Other 12rograrn fees 8,291. 
d 

e 
I Medtcare/Medtcatd payments 

g Fees and contracts from government agenctes 27,403. 
94 Membership dues and assessments 

95 Interest on savmgs and temporary 

cash Investments 14 13,127. 
96 Dtvtdends and mterest from secunttas 

97 Net rental mcome or (loss) from real estate 

a debt-financed property 

b not debHmanced property 

98 Net rental mcome or (loss) from personal property 

99 Other mvestment tncome 
100 Gam or (loss) from sales of assets 

other than mventory 18 <1,226. I> 
101 Net mcome or (loss) from spec1al events 

102 Gross profit or (loss) from sales of mventory 

103 Other revenue 

• 
b 

' d 

e 
104 Subtotal(add columns (B). (0), and (E)) 0. 11,901. 105,287. 
105 Total (add line 104, columns (B), (0), and (E)) ~ ----'1"-'1'-'7'-',_.1""8""8.:.. 
Note Lme 105 f!!us /me 1d, Part I, shou/d____!!9YBI th6 amount on /me 12, Parll 

I Part VIlli Relattonshtp of Activittes to the Accomplishment of Exempt Purposes (See Specific InstructiOns on page 32) 

Line No Explam how each actiVIty for wh1ch Income IS reported 1n column (E) of Part VII contnbuted Importantly to the accomplishment of the orgamzat1on's ,. exempt purposes (other than by prov1dmg funds for such purposes) 

93a Fees from Ch~ld Development Center b~l~nqual preschool proqram 
93b Fees from ch~ld/vouth sports proqram 
93c Fees from other farn~ly serv~ces 
93q Preschool subs~d~es 
I Part IX I Information Regardtng Taxable Substdtaries and Disregarded EntitleS (See Spec1t1c InstructiOns on page 33 l 

(A) (B) I C) I D) 
Name, address, and EIN of corpo~~~on, 

oartnersh1o: or dlsrecarded ent1 
Percentat;~e of Nature of actrvrt1es Total 1ncome 

lEI. End-o -year 
ownershiP mterest assets 

% 

N/A % 

% 

% 

I Part X I Information Reaardtna Transfers Assoctated with Personal Benefit Contracts (See Specific tnstruct1ons on page 33 l 

(I) Did the organ1zat1on, dunng the year, rece1ve any funds directly or mdlrectly, to pay premiums on a personal benefit contract? 

(b) Did the organ1zat10n dunng the year, pay prem1ums, directly or md1rectty, on a personal benefit contract? 

Dros 
Dros 

Note If ·vas· to b file Form 8870 and Form 4720 see mstn.~ct1ons 

Please 
Sign 
Hera 

Under penallla of p«~ury I dedare that I hll\la e.ornlned thiS r11tum Including .:companying schedula and statements and to the best or my knowledge and oellef It Is true 
correc d complete Oedarallon or p"'I)8FW loth« than offi~ Is bes«< on all lnfoi'T'r"'&tion ol wnlch preparer has eny knowledge 

11111.. L,N DA= \A-D A-LL Tr~c:>..S~A.rcv 
,. Type or pnnt name and trtle 

00 No 
00 No 

Phone no ... 751-8556 
6 Form 990 (2001) 
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SCHEDUL~A 
(Form 990 or 990-EZ) 

Organization Exempt Under Section 501 (c)(3) OMB No 1~!1--0047 

(Euept Private Foundation) and Section 501(e), 501(n, 501(k), 
501(n), or Section 4947(a)(1) Nonexempt Charitable Trust 

0-"'"'''-"" Supplementary lnfonnat1on-(See separate Instructions.) 
tntemlll FWvenue Service ... MUST be completed by the above organizations and attached to their Form 990 or 990-EZ 

Name of the organrzat10n Good Samar~ tan Fam~ly Resource 
Center Inc. 

2001 
Employer Identification number 
94 3154078 

1..!:2"'-''-''-' Compensation of the F1ve Highest Patd Employees Other Than Officers, Directors, and Trustees 
(See page 1 of the mstructtons List each one If there are none enter "None") 

(a) Name and address of each employee patd (b) ,Title and average hours (cf) Contr!Dutjons to (~!.Expense 

more than $50,000 per we;
1
k devoted to (c) CompensatiOn ~~~:\.~==! account and other 
OSitiOR compensation allowances 

Teresa Car~as ~rogram D~r. ----------------------------------
1294 Potrero Avenue, SF CA 94110 40 51,186. 

Pedro Menendez ~ech. D~r. ----------------------------------
1294 Potrero Avenue, SF CA 94110 40 51,154. 

----------------------------------

----------------------------------

----------------------------------

Total number of other employees patd 
over $50 000 ... 0 
LPwtJll Compensation of the Five Highest Pa1d Independent Contractors for Professional Services 

(See page 2 of the mstruct1ons Ltst each one (whether 1ndrv1duals or firms) If there are none enter None ) 

(a) Name and address of each mdependent contractor paid more than $50,000 

None --------------------------------------------

--------------------------------------------

--------------------------------------------

--------------------------------------------

--------------------------------------------

Total number of others recervmg over 
... I $50,000 for professional seMces 

LHA For Paperwork Reduction Act Notlce,saetha Instructions for Form 990 and Form 990·EZ 

123101 
12 29-01 7 

0 

(b) Type of servrce (c) Compensalion 

" ~ 

" 0 

" 
Schedule A (Form 990 or 99Q.EZ)2001 
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Good Samar1tan Fam1ly Resource 
. .• Schef/ulo A (Fonn 990 or 990 EZ) 2001 Center ' Inc . 94 3154078 Pago2 -

I Part ml Statements About Activities (S99 pago 2 of tho Instructions ) 

1 Ounng the year, has the orgamzatron attempted to mfluenca natrona!, state. or locallegrslatron, rncludmg any attempt to mfluence 
public oprmon on a legrslatrve matter or referendum? If -vas," enter the total expenses pard or mcurred rn connectron wrth the 
lobbymg actrvrtes ..... $ $ (Must equal amounts on line 38, Part VI-A, 

or line I of Part VI·B ) 

Organrzauons that made an election under sectron 501 (h) by fllrng Form 5768 must complete Part VI-A Other organrzatlons checkmg 

"Yes· must complete Part VI-B AND attach a statement gNmg a detarled descnptron of the lobbyrng actNrtres 

2 Dunng the year, has the orgamzatron, erther drrectly or rndrrectty, engaged many of the followrng acts wrth any substantral contnbutors. 

trustees. directors. officers. creators. key employees or members of their fam111es. or with any taxable orgamzat1on with which any such 

person IS affiliated as an officer, director trustee majonty owner or pnnc1pal beneficiary? Of the answer to any question IS "Yes, • 
attach a detBJied statement ex.plammg the transactions) 

a Sale, exchange, or leasmg of property? 

b Lendmg of money or other extens1on of credit? 

c Furmshmg of goods, serv1ces. or facilities? 

d Payment of compensation (or payment or reimbursement of expenses If more than $1,000)? 

e Transfer of any part of 1ts mcome or assets? 

3 Does the orgamzat1on make grants for scholarships fellowships, student loans. etc? (See Note below) 

4 Do you have a sect1on 403(b) annUity plan for your employees? 

Note Attach a statement to expfam how the orgamzat1on determmes that mdfVIdusls or organ1zat1ons receJVtng grants or loans 
from 1t m fur1herance of 1ts chantable programs "qualify~ to recefVe payments See Statement 
I Part WI Reason for Non-Pnvate Foundation Status (S99 pages 3 through 6 ot tho ~nstruct1ons) 

The organ1zat10n IS not a pnvate foundation because 11 IS (Please check only ONE applicable box ) 

5 D A church, conventiOn of churches, or assoc1at1on of churches Sect1on 170(b)(1 )(A)(1) 

6 D A school Soct1on 170(b)(1)(A)(11) (Also complete Part V) 

7 

8 
A hosprtal or a cooperatrve hosprtal serv1ce orgamzat1on SectiOn 170(b)(1)(A}(m) 

A Federal. stato or local govornmont or govommontal umt Soctlon 170(b)(1 )(A)(v) 

9 

D 
D 

9 D A med1cal research orgamzat1on operated 1n con1unct10n with a hosprtal SectiOn 170(b)(l )(A)(m) Enter the hospital's name, city, 

and state .... 

10 D An o1gamzat1on operated tor tho benotrt of a college or umvorsrty ownod or operated by a govommontal unrt Section 170(b)(1 )(A)(IV) 

(Also comploto tho Support Schedule 1n Part IV·A ) 

11 a [K] An orgamzat1on that normalty recerves a substantial part of rts support from a governmental unit or from the general public 

Section 170(b)(1)(A)(v1) (Also comploto tho Support Schedule 1n Part IV-A) 

11 b D A community trust Soct1on 170(b)(1 )(A)(v1) (Also comploto the Support Schedule '" Part IV-A ) 

12 D An organ1zat10n that normally rece1ves (1) more than 33113% of 1ts support from contnbut1ons. membership tees, and gross 

receipts from actrvrt1es related torts chantable, etc. tunct1ons- subJect to certam exceptions, and (2) no more than 33113'/o of 

rts support from gross mvestment mcome and unrelated business taxable mcome (less sect1on 511 tax) from busmesses acquired 

by tho orgamzat1on aHor Juno 30, 1975 See section 509(a)(2) (Also complete tho Support Schedule 1n Part IV-A ) 

Yes No 

1 X 

2a X 

2b X 

2c X 

2d X 

2e X 

3 X 
4 X 

13 D An orgamzat10n that IS not controlled by any disqualified parsons {other than foundation managers} and supports orgamzat1ons descnbed m 

11111nos 5 through 12 above, or 121 soct1on 501lc)(41, 151, or 161, d thoy m99t the test of sectiOn 509(a)(2) (Sea soct10n 509(a\1311 
Prov1de the tollowmg mtormat1on about the supported orgamzat10ns (See page 5 of the mstruct10ns ) 

(a) Namo(s) of supported orgamzatlon(s) 

14 D An orgamzat10n Orlj!amzed and operated to test tor publiC safety SectiOn 509(a}(4) (See page 6 of the mstruct1ons) 

(b) Lme number 
from above 

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2001 
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_. 
Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 

Scho~ule A (Form 990 or 990 EZ) 2001 Center Inc 94 3154078 Page3 - ' 0 -
LPatt IV-A] Support Schedule (Complele only rt you checked a box on line 10, 11, or 12) Use cosh method olaccountrng 

Note You may use the worksheet 1n the tnstruct1ons for convertm from the accrual to the cash method of accounttnQ 
Calendar y~~r (or llscal year 
bealnnlnaln ... (a) 2000 (b) 1999 (c) 1998 (d) 1997 (a) Tolal 
15 Glfbl grants and contributions 1'810111Ved 

(Do n~\lndude unusual grw~l5 See 
lme28 848,069. 600,086. 727 830. 1.456 998. 3,632L983. 

18 MembershiD fees recerved 

17 Gross receipts from admiSSions, 
merchandise sold or serv1ces 
performed or turn1shmg of 
facilitieS m any actrvTty that IS 
related to the orgamzat1on's 
chantable, etc , purpose 130,231. 294,466. 200,533. 182,315. 807,545. 

18 Gross mcome from mterest, 
diVIdends, amounts receiVed from 
payments on sacunt1es loans (sec-
Iron 512(a)(5)), rents. royan10s. and 
unrelated busmess taxable mcome 
(less sect1on S 11 taxes) from 
businesses acQuired by the 

19,272. 20,130. 23,780. 4' 361. 67,543. orgamzat1on after June 30, 1975 

19 Net mcome from unrelated busmess 
actiVIties not Included m lme 18 

20 Tu. reYenues leotled lor the o~g~;nlzallon 1 
benefit and e1ther paid to 11 or expanded 
on Its betlall 

21 The value of servrces or tacrlrtres 
tumrshed to the orgamzatron by a 
governmental unrt Without charge 
Do not rnclude the value of servrces 
or tacrlrtres generally furnished to 
the publiC without charge 

22 Otner •ncome Attacn a schedule Do not 
Include gain or (loss) !rom sale ol capt tal 
assets 

23 Total of lrnes 15 through 22 997,572. 914,682. 952,143. 1,643,674. 4,508,071. 
24 line 23 mmus lme 17 867,341. 620,216. 751,610. 1,461,359. 3,700,526. 
25 Enter 1% of lme 23 9,976. 9,147. 9' 521. 16,437. 
26 Organizations described on llnes10 or 11 • Enter 2% of amount rn column (e), line 24 ... 28a 74,011 • 

b Prepare a list for your records to show the name of and amount contnbuted by each person (other than a governmental 

unrt or publicly supported orgamzatron) whose total gifts for 1997 through 2000 exceeded the amount shown m lme 26a 
Do not tile thlsllst wHh your return Enter the total of all these excess amounts ... 28b 1r700r269 • 

c Tolal support for sectron 509(a)(1) lest Enler lrne 24 column (e) ... 26c 3,700,526 • 

d Add Amounts from column (e) for lmes 18 67,543. 19 

22 26b 1,700,269. ... 26d 1,767,812. 

• PubliC support (lrne 26c mrnus lrne 26d total) ... 26e 1,932,714 • 

I Public suooort oercentaae (line 28e tnumeralarl divided bv line 26c tdenamlnalarll ... 261 52.2281% 

27 Organizations described on line 12 a For amounts rncluded m lmes 15, 16, and 17 that were recerved from a "drs qualified person; prepare a 11st for your records 
to show the name of and total amounts recerved m each year from, each "disqualified person • Do not file this list wHh your return Enter the sum of such amounts 
for each year N /A 
(2000) (1999) (1998) (1997) 

b For any amount mcluded m lme 17 that was recerved from each peson (other than "disqualified persons"), prepare a 11st for your records to show the name of, and 
amount recerved for each year, that was more than the larger of (1) the amount on lme 25 for the year or (2) $5,000 (Include m the lrst orgamzat1ons descnbed m 
lines 5 through 11 as well as md1v1dua1s) Do not llle this list with your return After computmg the difference between the amount recerved and the larger 
amount descnbed m {1) or (2) enter the sum of these drtterences (the excess amounts) for each year N /A 
(2000) (1999) (1998) (1997) 

c Add Amounts from column (e) for lmes 15 16 
17 20 21 ... 27c N/A 

d Add line 27a lola! and lrne 27b lola! ... 27d N/A 
e Public support (lme 27c total mmus line 27d total) 

.,. I 2111 
... 27e N/A 

I Tolal support lor seclron 509(a)(2)1esl Enter amoun1 on lrne 23 column (e) N/A ', 

u Public support percentage {line 27e (numerator) diVIded by line 27f (denomrnator)) ... 27a N/A 
h Investment Income Dercentaae Ome 18 column (e) (numerator) diVIded bv hne 27f (denominator)) ... 27h N/A 

28 Unusual Grant& For an orgamzat1on descnbed m lme 10, 11, or 12 that recarved any unusual grants dunng 1997 through 2000 prepare a list tor your records to 
show, for each year, the name of the contnbutor, the date and amount of the grant and a bnef descnptlon of the nature of the grant Do not file thlsllst with your 
return Do not mclude these grants m lme 15 None 

% 

% 
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. Good samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
ScheduleA(Fonn99Dor99D-EZ)2001 Center, Inc. 94-3154078 Page4 

I Part VI Private School Questionnaire (See page 7 ol the Instructions ) N/A 
(To be completed ONLY by schools that checked the box on line 6 in Part IV) 

29 Does the orgamzat1on have a rac1ally nond1scnmmatory policy toward students by statement m rts charter bylaws. other govammg 
Yes No 

mstrument. or m a resolution of 1ts govemmg body? 29 

30 Does the organization mclude a statement of rts racially nondJscnmJnatory policy toward students m a111ts brochures catalogues 
and other wntten communJcatiOns wrth the public dealmg wrth student admiSSions, programs, and scholarships? 30 

31 Has the orgamzat1on publiCIZed rts racially nond1scnmmatory policy through newspaper or broadcast med1a dunng the penod of 

sohcrtat10n for students, or dunng the registration penocllf rt has no soiJcrtatlon program 1n a way that makes the policy known 
to all parts of the general commumty 11 serves? 31 

It "Yes; please descnbe,lf "No; please explam {If you need more space. attach a separate statement) 

32 Does the orgamzat1on mamta1n the tonowmg 

• Records md1cat1ng the rac1a1 compos1t10n of the student body, faculty and admtmstratrve staff? 32a 

b Records documenting that scholarships and other hnanc1a1 assistance are awarded on a racially nond1scnmmatory bas1s? 32b 

' Coptes of all catalogues brochures, announcements, and other wntten communicatiOns to the public dealing with student 
admiSSions programs, and scholarships? 32c 

d Cop1es of all matenal used by the orgamzat1on or on rts behalf to sohcrt contnbut1ons? 32d 

If you answered "No" to any of the above please explain {If you need more space attach a separate statement) 

33 Does the orgamzat10n d1scnmmate by race many way wrth respect to 

• Students nghts or pnvlleges? 33a 

b Adm1ss1ons po11c1es? 33b 

' Employment of faculty or adm1mstratrve staff? 33c 

d ScholarshiPS or other fmanc1al assistance? 33d 

• EducatiOnal poliCies? 330 

I Use of fac11rt1es? 331 

g AthletiC programs? 33a 

h Other extracurncular actrvrt1es? 33h 

If you answered 'Yes· to any of the above. please explain (If you need more space attach a separate statement ) 

34 I Does the orgamzat10n rece1ve any fmanc1al a1d or assistance from a governmental agency? 341 

b Has the orgamzat10n s nght to such a1d ever been revoked or suspended? 34b 

If you answered "Yes" to either 34a orb, please explam usmg an attached statement 
35 Does the orgamzat1on certrfy that rt has complied wrth the applicable reQuirements of sect1ons 4 01 through 4 05 of Rev Proc 75-50 

1975-2 C 8 567. covenng ractal nond1scnmmat1on? If "No,' attach an explanatiOn 35 
Schodulo A (Form 990 or 99Q-EZ) 2001 
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. Good Samar1tan Fam1ly Resource 
SchebuleA(Form990or990-EZ)2001 Center Inc. 94-3154078 Pa o5 
Part VI·A Lobbying Expenditures by Electing Public Chanties (See page 9 ol the Instructions ) N/A 

(To bo complotod ONLY by an o11g1ble organization that filod Form 5768) 

Check ~ a D rt the OrtJan1zat1on bolonas to an affiliated a roup Check ~ b D rt vou chocked -.·and ,,mrtod contror proVlSions apply 

Limits on Lobbying Expenditures 
(a) 

Affiltated group 

(The term "expendrtures" means amounts patd or mcurred) totals 

N/A 
36 Totallobbymg expenditures to mfluence publiC op1n10n (grassroots lobbymg) 36 
37 Totallobbymg expenditures to mftuence a legislatiVe body (direct lobbying) 37 
38 Totallobbymg expendttures (add lmes 36 and 37) 38 
39 Other exempt purpose expenditures 39 
40 Total exempt purpose expenditures (add lmes 38 and 39) 40 
41 Lobbymg nontaxable amount Enter the amount from the followmg table-

If tho amount on line 40 Is - Tha lobbying nontuable amount Is - ., 
Not OYf!l $5(X) 000 20" ol the ~unt on line 40 

l Ovet $5(X) 000 but not over $1 000 000 $100 000 plus 15% oltne ucess over$5(X) CXXl 

Over $1 000 000 but not ov« S1,5(X) 000 $175 000 plut 10% oltne eaceu ov« $1 COO 000 41 
Over $1,500 000 but not over $17 000 000 $225 000 plus 5% ol the eAcess ov• $1 500 000 

Over $17 000 000 $1 ooo ooo 

42 Grassroots nontaxable amount {enter 25,.-o of lme 41) 42 
43 Subtract line 42 from line 36 Enter .0· r11me 42 rs more than lme 36 43 
44 Subtract line 41 from line 38 Enter -o- r1 line 41 rs more than lme 38 44 

Caution If there rs an amount on e1ther /me 43 or lme 44, you ITkJSt file Form 4720 

4-Yoar Averaging Period Under Section 501(h) 
(Some organrzatrons that made a sectron 501 (h) electron do not have to complete all of the five columns 

below See the rnstructrons for lmes 45 through 50 on page 11 of the rnstructrons) 

Lobbying Expondrturos During 4-Yoar Averaging Period 

Calendar year (or (a) lb) (c) I d) 
fiscal year beginning rn) ~ 2001 2000 1999 1998 

45 Lobbyrng nontaxable 
amount 

46 Lobbying cerl1ng amount 

1150% of lrno 451oll 
47 T otallobbylng 

exoendrtures 
48 Grassroots nontaxable 

amount 
49 Grassroots cerl1ng amount 

1150% of 11ne 4Bie\l 
SO Grassroots lobbyrng 

expendrtures 
I Part VI·B I Lobbying Activity by Nonelecting Public Chanties 

(For reportmg only by orgamzatrons that drd not complete Part VI·A) (See page 12 of the rnstructrons ) 

Ounng the year, drd the organrzatron attempt to Influence natrona!, state or locallegrslatron, tncludmg any attempt to 
Yes No 

rnfluence publrc opmron on a legrslatiVe matter or referendum, through the use of 

a Volunteers 

b Pard staff or management (Include compensatron m expenses reported on lines c through h ) 

c Med1a advertrsements 
d Marlmgs to members legrslators or the publrc 
e Publrcat10ns, or publrshed or broadcast statements 
f Grants to other orgamzallons for lobbymg purposes 
g Drrect contact wrth legrslators, therr staffs, government officrals, or a legrslatiVe body 
h Rallres, demonstrations, semmars, conventrons, speeches, lectures or any other means 
I Totallobbymg expendrtures (Add linesc through h) ... 

If 'Yes to any of the above, also attach a statement gMng a detarled descnptron of the lobbymg actrvrtres 

(b) 
To bo completod for ALL 

elactmg organtzatJOns 

N/A 
(e) 

Total 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

N/A 

Amount 

-

0. 

123141 
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Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
Sched~leA(Form990or990-EZ)2001 Center, Inc. 94-3154078 Page& 

I Pai1 VII I Information Regardtng Transfers To and Transactions and Relationships With Nonchantable 
Exempt Organizations (See page 12 o1 the 1nstruct1ons l 

51 Otd the reportmg orgamzatlon dtrectly or md1rectty engage many of the folloWing wrth any other orgamzatton descnbed m sectton 
501(c} of the Code (other than sectton 501(c)(3) organtzattons) or tn sectton 527, relatmg to pollf:tcal orgamzattons? 

1 Transfers from the reportmg orgamzatton to a nonchantable exempt orgamzatton of 

(I) Cash 
(II) Other assets 

b Other transacttons 
(I) Sales or exchanges of assets wrth a noncharrtable exempt orgamzatton 

(II) Purchases of assets from a nonchantable exempt orgamzatton 
(Ill) Rental otfactltltes, equtpment, or other assets 

(IV) Retmbursement arrangements 
(v) Loans or loan guarantees 

(vi) Performance of serv1ces or membership or fundra1s1ng solicitatiOns 
c: Shanng of faCilities, equipment, ma1lmg liSts, other assets, or pa1d employees 
d If the answer to any ofthe above IS "Yes," complete the followmg schedule Column (b) should always show the fa1r mar1<et value ofthe 

goods, other assets, or serv1ces grven by the reportmg orgamzat1on If the orgamzat1on recerved less than ta1r mar1<et value many 

Yes 

511(1) 
1(11) 

b(l) 

b(ll) 

b(lll) 

b(lv) 

b(v) 

b(vl) 

c 

transactiOn or shanng arrangement show m column (d) the value of the goods other assets or serv1ces rece1ved N /A 
(I) (b) (C) (d) 

No 

X 
X 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

Lme no Amount mvotved Name of nonchantable exempt orgamzatron Descrrptron of transfers transactiOns, and sharrng arrangements 

52 a Is the organrzatron drrectly or rndrrectly affiliated with, or related to, one or more tax--exempt organrzatrons descnbed rn sectron 501(c) of the 
Code (otherthan sectiOn 501(c)(3)) or 1n section 527? ~ D Yes [X] No 

b II "Yes • complete the lollow~ng schedule N /A 

123151 
12 N-01 

(I) 
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(b) (c) 
Type of orgamzat10n Descnptron of relationship 

Schedule A (Form 990 or 99D-EZ) 2001 
12 

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 164-1   Filed 06/13/17   Page 66 of 188

 
[501]

 
[501]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 176 of 298
(559 of 916)



Schedule B 
(Form 990, 990eEZ, or 

990-PF) 
Department ollhe TrWDury 
Internal FWv.,ue Sel'va 

Name of orgamzat1on 

Schedule of Contributors 
Supplementary Information for 

l1ne 1 of Form 990, 990-EZ and 990·PF (see 1nstruct•ons) 

Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
Center, Inc. 

OMB No 1,_.5-0047 

2001 
Employer ldentrficatton number 

94-3154078 
Organtzatton type(check one) 

Ftlers ot 

Form 990 or 990 EZ [][] 501 (c)( 3 ) (enter number) orgamzat1on 

D 494 7(a)(1) nonexempt chantable trust not treated as a pnvate foundation 

D 527 polrttcal orgamzatton 

Form 990 PF D 501 (c)(3) exempt pnvate foundatton 

0 4947(a)(1) nonexempt chantable trust treated as a pnvate foundatton 

D 501 (c)(3) taxable pnvate foundation 

Check rf your organtzatton 1s covered by the General rule or a Special rule (Note Only a sectton 501(c)(7), (8), or(10) organtzatlon can check bax(es) 

for both the General rule and a Special rule-see mstruct1ons) 

General Rule-

D For organrzattons filrng Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990 PF that recerved, dunng the year, $5,000 or more (rn money or property) from any one 

contnbutor (Complete Parts I and II} 

Specral Rules· 

CKJ For a sectron 501(c)(3) organrzatron filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ. that met the 33 113% support test of the regulatrons under 

sectrons 509(a)(1V170(b)(1 )(A)(vij and recerved from any one contnbutor, dunng the year, a contnbutron of the greater of $5,000 or 2% 
of the amount on line 1 of these forms (Complete Parts I and II) 

D For a sectron 501 (c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that recerved from any one contnbutor, dunng the year, 

aggregate contnbut1ons or bequests of more than $1,000 for use excluSIVely for religious, chantable, screntlfic, literary, or educatronal 

purposes, or the prevention of cruelty to children or anrmals (Complete Parts I, II, and Ill) 

D For a section 501 (c)(7), (8), or {10) organrzatron filing Form 990, or Form 990 EZ, that recewed from any one contnbutor, dunng the year, 

some contnbutrons for use excluSively for rehgrous, charrtable, etc , purposes, but these contnbutrons drd not aggregate to more than 

$1,000 (If this box rs checked. enter here the total contnbutrons that were recerved dunng the year for an excluSIVely religious, 

charrtable, etc , purpose Do not complete any of the Parts unless the General rule applies to thrs organrzatron because rt recerved 

nonexclusrvely rel1g1ous, charrtable, etc • contnbutlons of $5,000 or more dunng the year) ... $ ---------

Cautron Orgamzattons that are not cover&d by the General n;le and/or the Special rules do not file Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF), but 

they must check the box m the hesdmg of thetr Form 990, Form 990-EZ, or on /me 1 of thetr Form 990-PF, to certify that they do not meet the fitmg 

requirements of Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) 

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2001) 
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Sctl.:lule B (FormSKICI ~EZ. or990-PF) (2001) 

Nama ol organization 
Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
Center Inc. 

ParU Contributors (See Specific Instructions) 

(a) (b) 

No Name, address and ZIP+ 4 

1 ---

(a) 

No 

2 ---

(a) 

No 

3 ---

(a) 

No 

4 ---

(a) 

No 

5 ---

(a) 

No 

6 ---

123452 12-29-01 

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

, 
-

-

-

14 

P-oe 1 to 2 ol Peril 

Employer Identification number 

94-3154078 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person [X] 
Payroll D 

$ 53,275. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II rl there 
ts a noncash contnbut1on ) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contr1but1on 

Person [X] 
Payroll D 

$ 95,781. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II rl there 
IS a noncash contnbutton ) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person [X] 
Payroll D 

$ 27,500. Noncash D 
(Complete Part ll1f there 
ts a noncash contnbut1on ) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person [X] 
Payroll D 

$ 80,000. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II rl there 
IS a noncash contnbut1on ) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut•ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person [X] 
Payroll D 

$ 152,000. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II rl there 
1s a noncash contnbutton ) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person [X] 
Payroll D 

$ 177,836. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II rl there 
IS a noncash contnbutton ) 

Schedule B (Form 990, 99D-£Z, or 990-PF) (2001) 
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Sd!ecl~lo B (Form II'GO 990-EZ. or goQO...PF) (2001) 

Nama ol organization 
Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource 
Center Inc. 

Part l ° Contributors (See Specific Instructions) 

(a) (b) 

No Name, address and ZIP+ 4 

7 ---

(a) 
No 

8 ---

(a) 

No 

9 ---

(a) 

No 

10 ---

(a) 
No 

11 ---

(a) 

No 

12 ---

12~~ 12 29-01 15 

.... 2 to 2 o!Partl 

Employar ldantlflcallon numb or 

94-3154078 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbutlon 

Person IX) 
Payroll D 

$ 37,750. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II ~there 
1s a noncash contnbut1on) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person IX) 
Payroll D 

$ 86,821. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II ~there 
Is a noncash contnbut1on) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person IX) 
Payroll D 

$ 40,000. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II If there 
1s a noncash contnbutlon) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person IX) 
Payroll D 

$ 50,000. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II~ there 
1s a noncash contnbutlon) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person IX) 
Payroll D 

$ 73,796. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II ~ there 
1s a noncash contnbutlon ) 

(c) (d) 

Aggregate contnbut1ons Type of contnbut1on 

Person IX) 
Payroll D 

$ 20,000. Noncash D 
(Complete Part II ~ there 
IS a noncash contnbutlon ) 

Schadula B (Form 990, 990·EZ, or 990-PF) (2001) 
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· Good s~ar~tan Fam~ly Resource Center, I 

FORM 990, PART IV, LINE 57 
PROPERTY AND EQUIPMENT 

Bu~ld~ng and ~mprovements 
Equ~pment 

Construct~on ~n progress 
Accumulated deprec~at~on 

Land 

Footnotes 

FORM 199, SCH L, LINE 10 

16 

94-3154078 

Statement 1 

2,985,926. 
214,590. 
193,969. 

<464,541.> 

2,929,944. 
300,000. 

3,229,944. 

Statement(s) 1 
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· Goo~ samar~tan Fam~ly Resource center, I 

Form 990 Ga~n (Loss) From Publ~cly Traded Secur~t~es 

Gross Cost or Expense 
Descr~pt~on Sales Pr~ce Other Bas~s of Sale 

Publ~cly traded 
secur~t~es 6,393. 7,619. 0. 

To Form 990, Part I, l~ne 8 6,393. 7,619. 0. 

Form 990 Other Expenses 

(A) (B) (c) 
Program Management 

Descr~pt~on Total Serv~ces and General 

Profess~onal fees 79,593. 74,711. 2,956. 
Outs~de serv~ces 3,079. 3,079. 
Insurance 19,278. 16,650. 2,628. 
L~cense and fees 6,876. 6,410. 466. 
F~eld tr~ps 7,983. 7,983. 
Events 5,810. 4,534. 5. 
Food 28,319. 26,240. 1,878. 
Local transportat~on 6,298. 5,948. 251. 
Staff development 2,923. 1,349. 11 32 4 o 

Advert~s~ng 2,423. 2, 183. 240. 
Bad debt 1,364. 1,364. 
M~scellaneous 670. 123. 497. 

Total to Fm 990, ln 43 164,616. 147,495. 13,324. 

Form 990 Spec~f~c Ass~stance to Ind~v~duals 

Descr~pt~on 

Cr~t~cal needs ass~stance 

Total to Form 990, Part II, l~ne 23 

94-3154078 

Statement 2 

Net Ga~n 
or (Loss) 

<1,226.> 

<1,226.> 

Statement 3 

(D) 

Fundra~s~ng 

1,926. 

1,271. 
201. 

99. 
250. 

50. 

3,797. 

Statement 4 

Amount 

2,385. 

2,385. 

17 Statement(s) 2, 3, 4 
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· Good Samar1tan Fam1ly Resource Center, I 

Form 990 Non-Government Secur1t1es 

Corporate 
Secur1ty Descr1pt1on Stocks 

Publ1cly traded 
secur1t1es 

To 990, ln 54 Col B 

10,398. 

10,398. 

Corporate 
Bonds 

Other 
Publ1cly 
Traded 

Form 990 Other Expenses Not Included on Form 990 

Descr1pt1on 

Real1zed losses netted to 1nvestment expense 

Total to Form 990, Part IV-B 

Form 990 Other Revenue Included on Form 990 

Descr1pt1on 

RealLzed losses netted to 1nvestment expense 

Total to Form 990, Part IV-A 

18 

Other 

94-3154078 

Statement 

Total 
Non-Gov't 

5 

10,398. 

10,398. 

Statement 6 

Amount 

1,226. 

1,226. 

Statement 7 

Amount 

<1,226.> 

<1,226.> 

Statement(s) 5, 6, 7 
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· Good Samar~tan Fam~ly Resource Center, I 94-3154078 

Form 990 Part V - L~st of Off~cers, D~rectors, 
Trustees and Key Employees 

Statement 8 

Name and Address 

John Bullock 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Kay B~shop 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Frank De Rosa 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Betsy D~xon 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Barbara Gault 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Martha Jenn~ngs 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Alan Lev~nson 

Sausal~to, CA 

Al~c~a L~eberman, Ph.D. 

San Franc~sco, CA 

G.W. Lorton 

San Franc~sco, CA 

W~ll~am H. Orr~ck III 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Kat Taylor 

San Franc~sco, CA 

T~tle and 
Avrg Hrs/Wk 

D~rector 

2 

D~rector 

2 

Pres~dent 
5 

D~rector 

• 1 

D~rector 

2 

D~rector 

1 

D~rector 

• 1 

D~rector 

. 1 

D~rector 

1 

Secretary 
5 

V~ce Pres~dent 
5 

19 

Employee 
Compen- Ben Plan Expense 
sat~on Contr~b Account 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0 • 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0 • 

0. 0. 0 • 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0. 

Statement(s) 8 
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-· Good Saman.tan Fam~ly Resource Center, I 94;-3154078 

L~nda Udall Treasurer 
5 0. 0. 

San Franc~sco, CA 

Dr. Fernando v~ter~ D~rector 

. 1 o. 0. 
P~edmont, CA 

Ede Zollman D~rector 

• 1 o. 0. 
San Franc~sco, CA 

Hector Melendez Execut~ve D~rector 

40 73,969. 0. 
San Franc~sco, CA 

Totals Included on Form 990, Part V 73,969. 0. 

Schedule A Explanat~on of Qual~f~cat~ons to Rece~ve Payments Statement 
Part III, L~ne 4 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

9 

The Good Sam Cr~t~cal Needs fund was establ~shed to address the detr~mental 
effects of unexpected f~nanc~al d~ff~cult~es on a cl~ent's ab~l~ty to 
ach~eve self-suff~c~ency. Each cl~ent may rece~ve cr~t~cal needs ass~stance 
once per l~fet~me. Acceptable uses for emergency f~nanc~al ass~stance 
~nclude, but are not l~m~ted to, emergenc~es related to: 
a. Ch~ldcare serv~ces not covered by other programs. 
b. Un~nsured med~cal payments. 
c. Student related expenses not covered by other fund~ng arrangements. 
d. Transportat~on (bus/cab fare, tow~ng/~mpounded fees, veh~cle repa~r). 
e. Supplemental tra~n~ng or soc~al serv~ces not prov~ded by Good sam. 
f. Rent ass~stance 

20 Statement(s) 8, 9 
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Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, Inc. 
Program Descriptions 

Good Samantan Famtly Resource Center (Good Sam) has been servmg the needs of 
newly amved famtlles m San Franctsco for I 07 years Our mtsston ts to help tmmtgrant 
famlltes, espectally the newly amved, access needed servtces, stablltze m the country, 
develop self-suffictency and parttctpate constructtvely m the commumty 

The agency of Good Sam offers a comprehenstve, early mtervent10n package of servtces 
and programs for the whole famtly usmg the Famtly Support Pnnctples The servtces are 
offered m collaboration wtth many public and commumty agenctes The atm ts to 
provtde a one-stop center for servtces and mformatlon, and a place thatts safe and 
welcommg for famlltes m need of support for thetr success 

Good Sam has two mam program areas 

I) Family Support Ad\'ocacy, whtch uses the Family Support Pnnctples as a 
framework for all child, youth and adult programmmg man effort to 
synthestze our servtces and work wnh the entire famtly toward financtal 
secunty and healthy lifestyles Programs mclude Parent Support Groups, 
Parentmg classes, Adult literacy, IndiVIdual and group therapy, After School 
Academtc Ennchment, Soccer Program, Asthma and dental screenmgs and 
EducatiOn for chtldren of elementary public schools, Emergency asststance, 
Summer Youth Program, English for Begtnners language classes, Baste 
Computer Classes, Loan Program, Famtly Planmng Clime, Ktd's Tum for 
famtlles wtth separated or dtvorced parents, and In-home support 

2) Child De\'elopment Center, whtch provtdes fully ennched chlldcare to 36 
low-mcome chtldren and datly drop-m chtldcare for commumty classes 
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Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 
Familv Support Services-- Program Descriptions 

Good Samantan Family Resource Center (Good Sam) has been servmg the needs of 
newly amved 1mm1grant families m San Francisco for I 07 years Our MISSion IS to help 
Immigrant families, especially the newly amved, access needed services, stabilize m the 
country, develop self-sufficiency, and participate constructively m the commumty 

Good Sam offers a comprehensive, early Intervention package of services and programs 
for the whole family usmg the Family Support Pnnc1ples The services are offered m 
collaboration with many public and commumty agencies The a1m IS to provide a one
stop center for services and mformation, and a place that IS safe and welcommg for 
families m need of support for their success 

The followmg programs currently ex/silo meet our miSSIOn 

Services for adults: 

I. Intakes, Assessment, and Follow-Up: 

Provide prelimmary needs assessment to new families Onent and refer families 
to GSFRC Programs and Services, or to other commumty agencies Do follow-up 
w1th families to assure they are rece1vmg appropnate services 

Clients Served New families to the GSFRC 
Hours Monday- Fnday from 9 am to 5 p m 

2. Family Advocacy: 

Provide assistance, advocacy and case management to families who need extra 
support Family Advocates assist families dealing with difficult Circumstances or 
who want support In setting and reaching goals 

Clients Served Any adult or family from the commumty 
Hours As needed, on-going through year 

3. Adult Literacy Program: 

Introductory English classes offered to adults needing basic, "survival" English 
Students learn through large and small classroom settings, as well as usmg self
taught computer programs Students wishing to continue their education are 
referred to other commumty E S L classes 

Clients Served Capaclly for 30 Adults (18 y o and over) 
Hours Monday- Fnday from 10 am to II 30 am Afternoons T B D 
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4. Technology Program: 

Introductory computer classes offered to adults who have had no previOus access 
to computers Students receive basic mstrucuon and tutonng, as well as usmg 
self-taught computer programs Students wtshmg to contmue their education are 
referred to other commumty computer courses 

Chents Served 30 Adults per year ( 18 y o and over) 
Hours Monday - Fnday from II 30 a m to I 00 p m , Evenmgs T B D 

5. Parenting Classes: 

Classes offered to parents who want to learn positive discipline techniques and 
chtld development practices Thts program IS open to all Spamsh speaktng 
parents, and IS a certified program for parents who are mandated by court to 
participate 

Cltents Served Parents m need of support (some are mandated), capac1ty of 15 
Hours Ten-week senes, one 2-hour sessiOn a week, specific timeT B D (3/yr) 

6. Domestic Violence Support Group: 

In collaboration with Casa de las Madres, women are prov1ded with a safe and 
comfortable space to dtscuss and work through their expenences of domestic 
violence The women m the group are supported m thetr deciSions to Improve 
the1r situations 

Chents Served Women expenencmg domestic viOlence (open group) 
Hours Once a week, on-gomg, Wednesdays 9 30 am to II 30 am 

7. Community Development "Horas Felices": 

Provide forum for adults to d1scuss 1ssues stemmmg from the 1mm1grant 
expenence Different workshops and presentations are provtded that address self
esteem, sexuality, health, ch1ldren 's development, commumty resources, etc 
PartiCipants are encouraged to create cumculum and share the1r knowledge with 
others, thereby bUIIdmg comrnumty 

Chents Served Any adult (18 and over) from the commumty 
Hours Ten-week senes, one 2-hour sess1on a week, time T B D (3 /yr ) 

8. Child Development Classes: 

In collaboration With Ctty College, prov1de Contmumg Education Umts m Child 
Development to child-care prov1ders Th1s IS one of two Spamsh course of this 
kmd that City College provides m the community 

Chents Served 20 Child-care providers m need of C E Umts 
Hours Weekly 3-hour class, specific ume T B D (Spnng and Fall Semester) 
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9. CulturaUGenerational Language Exchange Program: 

In collaboration with Buena V1sta Elementary School, our E S L adults and Buena 
V1sta's 2"d Graders come together to exchange cultural and generatiOnal pnde and 
knowledge (through readmg, mterv1ewmg, and domg "cultural" show-and-tell), 
wh1le bemg able to practice the other culture's language 

Clients Served I 0 to 15 E S L adults and 20 Second Graders 
Hours Once a week, for a 5 week senes (hours T B D Spnng & Fall Semesters) 

I 0. Parent Support Groups: 

Parents are prov1ded with a comfortable and fnendly place where they can d1scuss 
any difficulties, challenges and successes that come from bemg a parent Parents 
are g1ven support and ass1sted by facilitator to share the1r expenences Facilitator 
IS employed on a contract bas1s 

Cl1ents Served All parents of children enrolled m the Child Dev Center 
Hours T B D , on-gomg through scholastiC year 

I I. Cnt1cal Needs (Monetary): 

Prov1de financ1al assistance (up to $250 a year) to famil1es m cnt1cal need Need 
assessed by Family Serv1ces D~rector and final approval g1ven by theE D 

Clients Served Any fam1ly/chent of the G S F R C who IS m cnt1cal need 
Hours Monday- Fnday from 9 am to 5 p m 

12. Critical Needs (Food): 

In collaboration with the San Franc1sco Food bank, fam1hes m cntlcal need for 
food are prov1ded with a Food Box that IS culturally sens1t1ve and appropnate for 
the s1ze of the family (hm1ted to one box a year per family) 

Clients Served Any family/chent of the G SF R C who ISm cntlcal need 
Hours Monday- Fnday from 9 am to 5 p m 

Services for youth: 

I. Academic Support Program: 

Prov1de educatiOnal ass1stance and support to children hvmg m the M1ss1on 
neighborhood who are performmg below academic potential (as 1dent1fied by 
teachers, parents, and/or Program Coordmators) By prov1dmg a comfortable and 
fnendly place, students will develop better self-esteem and sk11ls for academ1c 
success Program operates on-site 

Clients Served Approximately 45 students, 7 to II years old 
Hours Monday- Fnday, 3 00 p m to 5 30 p m 
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2. Soccer Program: 

Promote self-esteem, leadership, and team-buildmg skills by prov1dmg a safe and 
trustmg environment for boys and g1rls to practice and pamc1pate m competitions 
w1thm the Mission Soccer League, Police Athletic League, and the V1kmg 
League Parent mvolvement IS highly encouraged, and has been successful 

Chents Served Over 80 k1ds, ages 5 to 16 
Hours Mon - Thurs after-school practice, Saturday Competitions (hrs vary) 

3. Summer Youth Program: 

Provide Mission neighborhood youth w1th a safe, welcommg, educational and 
culturally senSitive space dunng the summer PartiCipants have fun while 
contlnumg to gam educational, social, and emotional skills through technology, 
photography and arts, commumty, and leadership development programs 
F1eldtnps and other cultural expenences are part of the cumculum Self-esteem, 
leadership, and team-buildmg skills are also promoted, as cumculum IS created 
and Implemented by elected youth coordmators, leaders, and tutors 

Chents Served 20 youth ages 13 to 17 
Hours July to August, 9 am to 5 p m 

4. Kids' Turn Divorce Program: 

In collaboratiOn wllh Kids' Tum, this program focuses on helpmg kids express 
and mange their feelings when their parents separate Children meet m age 
appropnate groups and do fun, creative actiVIties w1th other kids going through 
the same thmgs Parents meet and find ways to commumcate wllh and support 
their children dunng this difficult time 

Cl1ents Served Capacity for 20 children and their parents, per sessiOn 
Hours One 2 hour group a week, for a 6 week senes (hours T B D , 3 tlmes/yr) 

5. Cultural/GeneratiOnal Language Exchange Program: 

In collaboratiOn w1th Buena VIsta Elementary School, our Child Development 
Center and Buena VIsta's 2nd Graders come together to exchange cultural and 
age-specific pnde and knowledge (through readmg, smgmg, and mterviewmg), 
while bemg able to practice the other culture's language 

Chents Served C D C Children and 20 Second Graders 
Hours Once a week, for a 5 week senes (hours T B D , Spnng & Fall 
Semesters) 
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6. Therapeutic Playgroup: 

Provtde therapeuttc playgroups for children of our Chtld Development Center tn 
need of support and asststance Children develop thetr self-esteem, soc1al sk1lls, 
and are able to work through many dtfficult1es they may be expenencmg 

Chents Served 6 chtldren enrolled m the Child Development Center 
Hours T B D 2 groups a year (Spnng & Fall Semesters) 

Health Department: 

l. Family Plannmg Clinic: 

In collaborauon wtth Planned Parenthood, an on-site family planmng chmc IS 

open one day per week Adults and youth without health msurance recetve 
serv1ces free of charge 

Chents Served Any sexually act1ve adult or youth from the commumty 
Hours Wednesdays 12 00 p m -6 30 p m, throughout the year 

2. Dental Screenings: 

Prov1de dental screenmgs to children of five San Franctsco Elementary Schools 
(tn collaborauon with the Dental Bureau of the Department of Pubhc Health) 
Follow-up wtth famthes of children needmg further attentiOn IS also offered 
through the collaboratiOn as a means to assure appropnate serv1ces are provtded 

Chents Sen•ed Numbers vary dependmg on Parents' consent K - 61
h Grade 

Hours Spnng Semester, spec1fic hours determtned wtth tnd1v1dual schools 

3. Asthma Screenings: 

Prov1de asthma screemngs to chtldren of five San Franctsco Elementary Schools 
(m collaboratton with St Luke's Hosp1tal) Follow-up with fami11es of chtldren 
needmg further attentiOn IS also offered thorough the collaborauon as a means to 
assure appropnate servtces are prov1ded 

Clients Served Numbers vary dependmg on Parents' consent K - 6'h Grade 
Hours Spnng Semester, spec1fic hours determmed wnh tndtvtdual schools 

4. Health Workshops: 

In collaborauon with St Luke's Hospital, prov1de health workshops m Spamsh 
Workshops are geared towards spectfic health needs m the commumty 

Cl1ents Served Any Chents of the G S F R C (numbers vary) 
Hours Saturday workshops, spec1fic hours T B D , approxtmately 5 a year 
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. . . . . 

Child Development Center: 

The Good Samantan Family Resource Center Child Development Program IS 

dedicated to prov1dmg quahty multicultural programs for children ages 2 Y, 
through 5, from diverse backgrounds, to msure future academic success The 
Child Development Center also advises and onents parents as they face the 
challenges ofra1smg children m a complex, and sometimes unfamiliar, cultural 
m1heu The staff of the Child Development Center educates, works with, and 
learns from the child's entire family 

Early Learning Program Philosophy: We beheve that a quahty child 
development program focuses on the whole child, mcludmg social, emotiOnal, 
mtellectual and physical development Our commitment mcludes the 
understandmg that a child exits w1thm the social and cultural worlds of home and 
commumty 

Chents Served 36 children ages 2 y, though 5 years old 
Hours Monday- Fnday from 7 00 am to 6 00 p m 

Community Events: 

Provide the community With a welcommg, safe, and culturally sensitive 
environment to celebrate the diversity, umty, and traditiOns of the area Provide 
the commumty with a sense of ennchment, appreciation, and self-esteem 

Chents Served All chents, and the commumty at large (numbers vary) 
Hours T B D (approximately 4 a year) 
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rorn~888 (12·2000! Page 2 

• If you are filing for an Additional (not automatic) 3-Month Extension, complete only Port II and chock this box ~ 00 
Note Only complete Part lilt you have already boon granted an automatic 3-month extension on a prevloualy flied Form 8868. 
• If you are filing for an Automatic 3·Month Extension, complete only Part I (on page 1) 

I Part II Add1t1onal (not automatic) 3-Month Extens1on of T1me • Must f1le Onglnal and One Copy, 

Type or 
Name o1 Exempt Orgamzat•on 

pood Samaritan Family Resource 
pnnt. 

renter Inc. 
Fll• by lh• 

Number. street, and room or su•te no If a P 0 box, see •natruct•ons llllfld.cl 

due dale lor 1294 Potrero Avenue 
fllong tne 
r•turl'l See C•ty, town or post office state and ZIP code For a fore•gn address, see •nstruct•ons 
or'lllfl.ICf•on• San Francisco CA 94110 
Check type of return to be filed (File a separate apphcat•on tor each return) 

00 Form 990 D Form 990 EZ D Form 990 T (soc 401 (a) or 408(a) trust) 
D Form 990 BL D Form 990 PF D Form 990 T (trust other than above) 

D Form 1041 A 

D Form4720 

Employer ldentlflcat•on number 

94-3154078 
For IRS use only 

D Form 5227 
D Form6089 

D Form8870 

STOP Do not complete Part II if you were not already granted an automet1c 3-month extension on a previously filed Form 8868. 

• If the orgamzat•on does not have an oH•ce or place of bus•ness 1n the Un1ted States check th•s box 

• If th1s IS for a Group Return, enter the organ•zat•on s four d•g•t Group Exempt1on Number (GEN) If thiS IS for the wtlote group, check this 

box .... D If 11 •s for part of the group check th•s box.,.. D and attach a list w•th the names and EINs of all members the extens•on IS fOt 

4 

5 

6 

I request an addltoonal3 month o><tonsoon ot tome untoi::-'~N!:::o::Ov~e~m~b~e~r=~1..,Sy_,_,2~0.,:,0'-2~::::-:::::;:::-, 
For calendar year 2 0 0 1 , or other tax year beg1nn1ng -F=..--------.=.-- and end1na 
If th•s tax year 19 for less than 12 months, check reason 0 lnrt•al return 0 F•nal return 

7 State 1n deta•l why you need the extensron 

0 Cnange on accoumong peood 

Information required to complete the return is not yet available. 

8a If th1s application is for Form 990 BL, 990 PF 990 T, 4720, or 6069, enter the tentat1ve tax, less any 
nonrefundable credits See 1nstruct1ons 

b If th1s appi1CBt10n IS for Form 990 PF 990 T, 4720, or 6069, enter any refundable credi\S and es\1mated 
tax payments made Include any pnor year overpayment allowed as a credrt and any amount pa1d 
prevtously With Form 8868 

c Balance Due Subtract line Bb from line Ba Include your payment w1th th1s form, or, 1f requ~red, dapostt Wlth FTD 
N/A coupon or, 11 requ1red, by us1ng EFTPS {Eiectrontc Federal Tax Payment System) See tnstrucuons S 

Signature and Venf1catlon 
Under penalloes ol pequry, I declare lhat 1 have examoned lhos lorm, oncludong accompanyong schedules and stalements, and to !he best ol my knowledge and behel, 
It 1s liue, correct, an complete, and that I am authortZed to prepare thiS form 

Date~ 

Not1ce to Applicant - To Be Completed by the IRS 
We have approved th1s app1tcat1on Please attach th1s form to tne organ1zatron's retum 

D We have not approved thrs apphcat1on However, we have granted a 1 0-day grace penod from tl'le tater of the data shown below or the due 

date of the orgamzatton's return (tncludrng any pnor extens1ons) Thts grace penod is considered to be a valid extanston of ume tor electiOnS 

othel'Wise requ1red to be made on a t1mely return Please attach thiS form to the organtzat1on s return 

D We have not approved th1s appltcauon Attar cons1denng the reasons stated tn ttem 7, we cannot grant your request for an extensiOI"' of 11me to 

file We are not granttng the 10-day grace penod 

D We cannot consider th1s appliCatiOn because tt was f1led after the due date of the return for wh1ch an extenston was requested 
[]~her ________________________________________________________________________ __ 

Director 

Br __________________________ __ 

Date 

Alternate Matlmg Address • Enter the address 1f you want the copy of thiS appltcat1on for an addltronal 3-month extens1on returned to an address 
different than the one entered above 

Type 
or pnnl 

12l&lZ 
07 10-()1 

Name 
Nini Charles McCone 
Number and street (Include su1te, room, or apt no) Or a P 0 box number 

61 Fifth Avenue 
Ctty or town, prov1nce or state and country {1nclud1ng postal or ZIP code) 

San Francisco CA 9_4118 
17 

Mr-r-KUVEO 

AU!:J ~ ; 2002 

liNDA WoiS¥0PF FIELD DIRECTOR 
SUBMISSON p ""~~ .. 

Form 8868 (1~ ~0001 
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For;, 990 
, 

Return of Organization Exempt from Income Tax 

Under sectton 501(c), 527, or 4947(aX1) of the Internal Revenue Code 
(except biZick lung beneftt trust or pnvate foundation) 

OMB. No 1545-0r,H 

2002 
Department of lhe Treasury 
Internal Revenue Serv~co ... The organtzatJOn may have to use a copy of thts return to satisfy state reporttng requtrements 

Open to Public 
Inspection 

AFth20ll21d or e CZI en t b 7/01 2002 d d 6/30 ar year or ax year egtnntng an en 1ng 2003 
B ~eck •f applicable D Employer ldentllle~tlon Number 

Pleaseun Good Saman.tan FamJ.1y Resource Center of 94-3154078 Address dlange IRS label 
or~rlnt San FrancJ.sco E Telephone number _ Name change or pe 

s .. 2871 24th Street (415) 824-9475 lmtJal return epeclllc San FrancJ.sco, CA 94110 Ins true-
F Accou3t1ng l) ( ~, _ F~nal return Ilona no Cash Acc11.1al 

Amended return other (sp~~<:rfy) ._ 

_ Application pending • Sectton 501(c~3) orgamzattons and 4947~afc> nonexempt H tmdlt:Jm not tJpp/IClJbl• to sect10n 527 Orr/lJflfZIJ!IOns 

chllnh1ble trus s must llttllch 11 complete chedule A H (ll) Is thos a group return tor affihatM? Ovu ~No (F onn 990 or 990-EZ) 
H (b) If 'Yes, enter number of affd•ates .. 

G Web sole .. N/A 
H (c) Are all affiliates •ncluded' Or•• D•· 

J ~rganozatoon 'r,~• ~ fXl 501(c) 3 ~ (insert no) n 4947(a)(l) or nm (It No, attadl a hst See 1nstrucbom; ) 
check only one 

H (d) Is th1s a sepal'1llte return f1led by an 
K Check here ~ ~W_•f the organ1zat1on's gross rece•pts are normally not more than orgamzabon covered by a group n.~hng' _n_Yes JXl•· $25,000 The organ1zat1on need not f1le a return w1th the IRS, but 11 the organ1zat1on 

rece1ved a Form 990 Package 1n the mall, Lt should f1le a return without f1nanc1al data I Enter 4 dogot GEN .. 
Some st11tes requ1re 8 complete return M Check •L @.•f the organ1za!ion IS not requ1red 

L Gross receopts Add Iones 6b, Sb, 9b, and lOb to lone 12 .. 979 720 to attach Schedule B (Form 990, 990 EZ. or 990 Pf) 

IPart I I Revenue, Expenses and Chanqes in Net Assets or Fund Balances (See lnstrucuons 

1 Contnbut1ons, g1tts, grants, and sLmLiar amounts rece•ved 

ll D1rect public support 1a 388,435. 
b Indirect publiC support 1b 

c Government contrLbutLons (grants) 1c 480 798. 
d T ... ' ,,,~ '1"1' $ a throug c (cash 869,233. """"'"' $ ) 1d 869 233. 

2 Program serv1ce revenue 1nclud1ng government fees and contracts (from Part VII, l1ne 93) 2 105 335. 
3 Membership dues and assessments 3 
4 Interest on sav1ngs and temporary cash Investments 4 

5 01v1dends and Interest from secunt1es 5 1' 241. 
6a Gross rents I 6al 

b Less rental expenses I 6bJ 
c Net rental 1ncome or (loss) (subtract l1ne 6b from l1ne 6a) 6c 

R 7 Other Investment 1ncome (descnbe .. ) 7 
E (A) Securotoes (B) Other v 811 Gross amount from sales of assets other 
E than Inventory Sa N 
u b Less cost or other bas1s and sales expenses Sb E 

c Gam or (loss) (attach schedule) Be 
d Net ga1n or (loss) (comb1ne l1ne Be, columns (A) and (8)) Sd 

9 Spec1al events and actLv1t1es (attach schedule) 

8 Gross revenue (not •nclud1ng $ of contr•but1ons I 
9 

a I 
reported on l1ne 1 a) 

b Less d1rect expenses other than tundraLSLng expenses I 9bl 

c Net 1ncome or (loss) from spec1al events (subtract 11ne 9b frcm 11ne 9a) 

I 10al 

9c 

10a Gross sales of 1nventory, less returns and allowances 

bLess cost of goods sold I 10bl .-~c c Gross profot or (loss) from sales of onvenlory (aUach scho:lule) (subtraclhne lOb from lone lOa) ~f;._\) 
11 Other revenue (from Part VII, lone 103) X-~ 111 3, 911 
12 Total revenue (add Iones ld, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6c, 7, Sd, 9c, 10c, and 1 1) - ~ IV: 979 720 

E 
13 Program serv1ces (from l1ne 44, column (8)) 

~"" 
1\ 849,780. 

X 14 Management and general (from l1ne 44, column (C)) <" ~ -, 312 154. 
p 

<" ~ E 15 Fundra1s1ng (from l1ne 44, column (D)) 1"5 """ 119 133. 
N 

0~ s 16 Payments to affiliates (attach schedule) 16 
E 
s 17 Totolexpenses (add Iones 16 and 44, column (A)} 17 1 281 067. 
A 18 Excess or (dehc1t) for the year (subtract l1ne 17 from hne 12) - 18 -301 347. 

N s 19 Net assets or fund balances at beg1nn1ng of year (tram l1ne 73, column (A)) 19 3 658 882. 
E S 
T E 20 Other changes 1n net assets or fund balances (attach explanation) 20 T 

s 21 Net assets or fund balances at end of year (combine lines 13, 1 ~. and 20) 21 3,357 535 
BAA For P11perwork Reduct1on Act Not1ce, see the seplll'llte 1nstruct1ons TEEA0107L 09104102 Farm 990 (20l:J ~ 
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Form !160 2002 ' Good Samar~ tan Fam~l Resource Center of 94-3154078 . Pll e 2 

Part II , Statement of Functional Expenses All organozat1ons must complete column (A) Columns (8), (C), and (D) are 
requ1red for sect1on 501(c)(3) and (4) organ1zattons and sect1on 4947(a)(1) nonexempt chantable trusts but optional for others 

Do not mclude amounts reported on fme 
(A) Total (B) Program (C) Management 

(D) Fundra1s1ng 6b, Bb, 9b, 10b, or 16 of Part I serv1ces and general 

22 Grants and :.!locations (att sch) 
(cash $ 
non cash $ ) 22 

.. 
23 Spectf1c ass1stance to mdN1duals (at! sch) 23 ' 
24 Benefits pa1d to or for members (att sch) 24 
25 CompensalJon of officers, d1rectors, etc 25 
26 Other salar1es and wages 26 643 361 463 805 101 192 78 364 
27 PenSIOn plan contrJbutJons 27 

28 Other employee benef1ts. 28 92 481 66 452 14 801. 11 228 
29 Payroll taxes 29 51 165 37 104 7 792 6 269 
30 Professional fundra1s1ng fees 30 

31 Accounting fees 31 

32 Legal fees 32 

33 Supplies 33 27 247 22 711 3 945 591 
34 Telephone 34 12 964 9 403 3 070 491 
35 Postage and sh1ppmg 35 1, 628 395 306 927 
36 Occupancy 36 

37 Equipment rental and maintenance 37 36,480 452 34 075 1,953 
38 Pnnt1ng and publicatiOns 38 7 616. 4 823 1 659 1 134 
39 Travel 39 

40 Conferences, conventions, and meetmgs 40 851 691 160 
41 Interest 41 

42 Oeprec1ai10n, depletion, etc (attach schedule) 42 116,462 14 942 98 772 2 748 
43 Other expenses not covered above (1tem1Ze) 

aSee Statement 1 43a 290 812 229 002 46 382 15 428 -----------------b 43b -----------------c 43c -------------------
d 43d ------------------
0 43o 

44 Tobltu~bofti(l,i)eMiScaddiiOes_22_ ry---
Organ1zabons compl1bng columns (B) • ( ), 

1 281 067 849 780 312 154 119 133 cafry th1se toblsti:l hn1sll · 15 44 

Jo1nt Costs. Cl1eck ._U 1f you are follow1ng SOP 98 2 

Are any JOint costs from a comb1ned educational campa1gn and tundra1s1ng sohc1tat1on reported 1n (8) Program serv1ces? ... D Yes 00 No 

If 'Yes,' enter (1) the aggregate amount of these 101nt costs $ , (1i) the amount allocated to program serv1ces 

$ (ui) the amount allocated to management and general $ , and (1v) the amount allocated 

to fundra1s1ng $ 
!Part Ill 1 Statement of Program SeNice Accomplishments 
VVhat 1s the organization's pnmary exempt purpose' ... _H~!.E_ _!~l..9'£C!!l.!_:t~!.l_~~~- _________ _ 
All organ1zat1ons must descnbe their exempt purpose ach1evements 1n a clear and conc1se manner State the number of 
clients served, Pl_!~!~,c~~~ons 1ssued, etc D1scuss ach1evements that are not measurable (Sect1on 501 (c)(3) & (4) _o[gan-
1zat1ons and 4947laJdJ nonexemPt chantable trusts must also enter the amount of grants & atlocat1ons to others J 

•2~~2!~~e~~~~~-----------------------------------------· 

--------------------------- -(Gr;n~ -;~ -;lk;~t~; -$--------------,. 
b 

c 

--------------------------- -(Gr;nt; -;nd -;lk;~t;;; -$--------------,. 
d 

--------------------------- -(Gr;nt;-;;nd ;li;"~t;;;,;; T------------ l. 
e Other program serv1ces. (Grants and allocations $ ) 
f Total of Program Servace Expenses (should equal line 44, column (8), program serv1ces) ... 

BAA TEEAOloa. 01f22103 

Progr1m S1rv1ce Elpens1s 
(Requ1rltd lor 501 (c)(3) and 

(4) OI'Jian•Z3bons 1nd 

4_94_7<•1"1 '"'"· ~· optional or others J 

849 780 

849 780 
Form 990 (2002) 

' 
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Form 990 (2002) Good Samantan FamJ.ly Resource Center of 94-3154078 Page 3 

!Part IV I Balance Sheets (See lnstruct1ons) 

Note W'here reqwred, attached schedules and amounts wtthm the descnptton (A) (B) 
column should ve for end-of year amounts only Beg•nn1ng of year End at year 

45 Cash - non 1nterest beanng 9 362. 45 167 402. 
46 Sav1ngs and temporary cash •nvestments 249,064 46 

47 a Accounts receivable 47a 100 600 '< 

bLess allowance for doubtful accounts 47b 9,953 47c 100,600. 
, 

48a Pledges receivable 48a 10 500. 
b Less allowance for doubtful accounts. 48b 48c 10 500 

49 Grants receivable 260 634. 49 

A 50 Rece•vables from officers, directors, trustees, and key 
s employees (attach schedule) 

I s1 al 

50 
s 

518 Other notes & loans receivable {attach sch) E '' 
T 

b Less allowance for doubtful accounts I s1 b 51 c s 

52 lnventones for sale or use 52 
53 Prepa•d expenses and deferred charges 53 9,192 
54 Investments - secuntres (attach schedule) •D CastO FMV 17 221 54 

55 a Investments - land, buildings, & equrpment baSIS 55 a 

bLess accumulated deprec1at1on ' ' 
(attach schedule) SSb SSe 

56 Investments - other (attach schedule) 56 

'57 a Land, bUildings, and equipment bas1s 57 a 3, 751,B31. 

bLess accumulated deprec1at15 
(attach schedule) ta temen t 3 57b 638 871. 3 206 970. 57c 3 112 960 

58 Other assets {descnbe ~ ) 58 
59 Total assets (add l1nes 45 throuqh 58) (must equall1ne 74) 3 753 204. 59 3 400 654. 
60 Accounts payable and accrued expenses. 94 322 60 43,119 

L 61 Grants payable 61 
I • 62 Deferred revenue 62 
B 
I 63 Loans from off1cers, drrectors, trustees, and key employees (attach schedule) 63 
L 
I 64a Tax exempt bond hab111t1es (attach schedule) 64a 
T 
I b Mortgages and other notes payable (attach schedule) 64b 
E 
s 65 Other hab1l1tleS {descnbe ~ ) 65 

66 Totalllabillbos (add lines 60 throuqh 65) 94 322. 66 43,119. 

H 
Organ1zat1ons that follow SFAS 117, check hera ~ l!J and complete lrnes 67 

~ through 69 and hnes 73 and 74 

A 67 Unrestricted 3 328,057. 67 3 150 173. 
~ 68 T emporanly restrrcted 302 477. 68 179 014 
~ 69 Permanently restrrcted 28 348. 69 28 348. 

~ 
0'1Jamzat1ons that do not follow SFAS 117, chock here • 0 anc! complete l1nes 

~ 
70 through 74 

70 Caprtal stock, trust pnnc1pal, or current funds 70 n 71 Pa1d 1n or capital surplus, or land, burldrng, and equrpment fund 71 

r 
72 Retarned earnrngs, endowment, accumulated rncome, or ether funds 72 

73 Total net assets or fund balances (add lrnes 67 through 69 or lrnes 70 through 0 ~ ' 

~ 72, column (A) must equal line 19, column (8) must equal lrne 21) 3 658 882. 73 3 357 535. 
74 Tohll liabilities and net assets/fund balances {add lrnes 66 and 73) 3,753,204 74 3,400,654 

Form 990 •s avarlable for public •nspedion and, for some people, serves as the pnmary or sole source of rnformat1on about a particular 
organ•zatron How the public percerves an organrzatron rn such cases may be determrned by the rnformatron presented on rts return Therefore, 
please make sure the return rs complete and accurate and fully descnbes, rn Part Ill, the organrzat1on's programs and accomplishments 

BAA 

TEEACI03L 09.104~2 
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Farm 990 (2002) Good Samantan FamJ.lV Resource Center of 94-3154078 Paqe4 

I Part IV-AJ Reconciliation of Revenue ~er Audited 
Financial Statements with evenue 

Part IV·B I Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited 
Financial Statements with Expenses 

per Return (See mstruct1ons) per Return 

• • • Total revenue, gatns, and other support • Total expenses and losses per audtted 
per audtted fmanctal statements ~ • 979 720. ftnanctal statements ._ • 1 281 067. 

< 
b Amounts tncluded on hne a but '' b Amounts tncluded on ltne a but not 

not on ltne 12, Form 990 
,', online 17,Form990 ~ ~' 

(1) Net unrea11zed (1) Donated serv-
gatns on tees and use < 
tnvestments $ of factllbes $ 

(2) Donated serv (2) Pr~or year ad1ust 
tees and use ments r~orted on 
of factllttes $ I me 20, orm 990 $ ' < 

(3) Recovertes of prtor 
year grants $ 

(3) Losses reported on 
I me 20, Form 990 $ 

(4) Other (spec1fy) (4) Other (spec1fy) -'' , 

--------· ---------$ $ --------· ---------Add amounts on ltnes (1) through (4) ~ b Add amounts on ltnes (1) through (4) ~ b 

c Ltne a mtnus hne b ~ c 979 720 c L•ne a mtnus ltne b ~ c 1 281 067. 

d Amounts tncluded on IJne 12, d Amounts tncluded on hne 17, : ~; ~ Form 990 but not on 11ne e. Farm 990 but not on hne a < 

(1) Investment expenses (1) lnveslmenl expenses 
not mcluded on lme 

'< ' 
not mcluded on I me 

6b, Form 990 $ 6b, Form 990 $ -' 
< ' 

(2) Other (spec1fy) (2) Other (spec1fy) 

'-
< 

' < --------· < --------- < c ' $ < $ --------· ---------Add amounts on l1nes (1) and (2) ~ d Add amounts on lines (1) and (2) ~ d 

• Tot~~~~evenue per ~~~ 12, Form e Tot~~11expenses ~er! l~e 17, Form 
990 11ne c plus l1ne ~ e 979' 720 990 line c plus 1ne ~ • 1,281,067 

IPartV I List of Officers Directors Trustees and Key Em loyees (List each one even 1f not compensated, see 1nstruct1ons ) 

(8) Title and average hours (C) CompensatiOn 

(A) Name and address per week devoted ~~not pard, 
to pOSitiOn enter -0-) 

~~~~~~~~e~1-~----------

---------------------- 0. 

------------------------------------------
------------------------------------------· 
---------------------· ---------------------
-------------------------------------------
------------------------------------------· 

75 01d any oH1cer, d1rector, trustee, or key employee rece1ve aggregate compensation of more 
than $100,000 from your organ1zat1on and all related organ1zat1ons, of which more than 
$10,000 was prov1ded by the related orgamzatlons? 

If 'Yes,' attach schedule- see 1nstruct1ons 

(D) Contnbut10ns to (E) Expense 
employee benef1t account and other 

plans and deferred allowances 
compensation 

0 0 

.., Oves IK]No 

< 

: 

~ 

~ 

~ 

< 

BAA Farm 990 (2002) 

TEEAC104L 01122!Ul 
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Farm 990 (2002) Good Samaritan Fam1ly Resource Center of 94-3154078 Paqe5 

!Part VI I Other lnfonnation (See rnstrucbons l Yes No 

76 D1d the organ1zat10n engage 1n any act1v1ty not previously reportecl to the IRS' If Yes,· 
attach a detailed descnptJOn of each act1v1ty 76 X 

77 Were any change~ made 1n the organiZing or govern1ng documents but not reported to the IRS' 77 X 
It 'Yes,' attach a conformed copy of the changes 

78a Dtd the organization have unrelated bus1ness gross •ncome of $1,000 or more dunng the year covered by th1s return' 78• X 
b If 'Yes,' has 1t filed a tax return on Fonn 990-T for this year' 78b N A 

'' 79 Was there a liquidation, drssolut•on, termrnat1on, or substantial contraction dunng the 
0 

0 

year' If 'Yes,' attach a statement 79 X 

80 a Is the orgamzat1on related (other than by associatiOn w1th a statewide or nationWide organtzatton) through common ' 
... __ ... 

membership, govern1ng bod1es, trustees, oH1cers, etc, to any other exempt or nonexempt organ1zat1on' so. X 
b If 'Yes,' enter the name of the organtzatton ._ N/A ------------------1] ______ 1] ______ 

and check whether 1t IS exempt or nonexempt ; 
818 E~e-; d.r-;ct; ;,d;r;ct ~irt~~ale-;p-;~~;-e; s;e r;; Bl~~s'tructtans. -f 8181 o 0 

0 ' 

b 01d the organ1zat1on ftle Fonn 1120-POL for thts year' 81 b X 

82 8 Dtd the or~antzatton recetve donated servtces or the use of matettals, equtpment, or factltttes at no charge or at ' 0 ' 

substantia ly less than fatr rental value' 82• X 

b If 'Yes, you may tndtcate the value of these ttems here Do not tnclude thts amount as 
lszbl N/A revenue 1n Part I or as an expense 1n Part II (See 1nstruct1ons tn Part Ill) : 

838 01d the organtzabon comply With the public 1nspect1on requtrements for returns and exempt1on applications' 83o X 
b 01d the organ1zat1on comply wtth the dtsclosure requtrements relattng to qutd pro quo contnbuttons' 83b X 

848 Dtd the organtzatton soltctt any contrtbuttons or gtfts that were not tax deductible' 84• X 

b If 'Yes,' d1d the oryan1zat1on 1nclude w1th every soltc1tabon an express statement that such contnbutJons or g1tts were ' ' 
not tax deducttble 84b N A 

85 501(c)(4), (5), or (6) orgamzat10ns 8 Were substantially all dues nondeductible by members' 85• N A 
b Dtd the organtzatton make only tn house lobbying expenditures of $2,000 or less' 85b N A 

If 'Yes' was answered to etther 85a or 85b, do not complete SSe through 85h below unless the organ1zat1on recetved a ' 
watver for proxy tax owed for the pnor year 

c Dues, assessments, and s1m1lar amounts from members 85c N/A 
'' ' ' d Sectron 162(e) lobbyrng and polrtrcal expendrtures 85d N/A , 

e Aggregate nondeductrbte amount of sectron 6033(e){l){A) dues notrees 85e N/A 
f Tax able amount of lobbying and poltttcal expendttures (hne 85d less 85e) 851 N/A "',.,,., 

g Does the organ~zatton elect to pay the sectton 6033(e) tax on the amount on ltne 85f? 85Q N A 
h If sectton 6033(e)(I)(A) dues no! tees were sent, does the organtzatton agree to ado lhe amount on ltne 851 to 1ts reasonable esttmate of 

dues allocable to nondeductible lobbytng and poltttcal expenditures for the followmg tax year? 85h N A 
86 501(c)(7) organtzattons Enter 8 lntt.Jat1on fees and capttal contrtbuttons tncluded on ~<~ , 

ltne 12 86o N/A 
b Gross recetpts, Included on ltne 12, tor pub he use of club fac111t1es 86b N/A 

f!] 501(c)(72) organtzattons Enter 8 Gross tncome from members or shareholders f!lo N/A ' ' 

b Gross Income from other sources (Do not net amounts due or paid to other sources 
agatnst amounts due or rece1ved from them ) f!lb N/A 

88 At any t1me dunng the year, did the organization own a 50% or greater Interest tn a taxable corroratton or partnership, 
or an ent1ty drsregarded as separate from the organ1zatron under Regulattons sect1ons 301 770 2 and 301 7701 3' 

X If 'Yes,' complete Part IX 88 
898 501(c)(3) orgamzat1ons Enter Amount of tax tmposed on the organtzat1on dunng the year under 

secbon 4911 • 0. , sect1on 4912 ._ 0. , sect1on 4955 ._ 0. : 
b 501(c){3) and 501(c)(4) orgamzat1ons Dtd the organtzatton engage 1n any sectron 4958 excess benefit transactton 

dunng the year or dtd 1t become aware of an excess beneftt transactton from a pnor year? If 'Yes,' attach a statement 
explarntng each transact1on 89b X 

c Enter Amount of tax tmposed on the organtzatron managers or d1squaltf1ed persons dunng the 
year under sections 4912, 4955, and 4958 ._ 0 

d Enter Amount of tax on ltne 89c, above, retmbursed by the organtzatton ._ 0 0 

908 Ltst the states w1th wh1ch a copy of thts return ts ftled ._ None 
b Number of employees employed tn the pay penod that tnc~d;; Ma~h i2~ 20Q2(s-;e-t;tr"u~t~~)-------- --l-90bJ--- -0 

91 The books are rn care of • Hector Melandez Telephone number • (415) 824-9475 
Located at. 2871 24th st-:-s'F--CA______________ ziP_+_4_·-9fiio _______ _ 

--------------L---------------------------- ----------o 92 Sect1on 4947(a)(1) nonexempt chantable trusts filmg Form 990 m lieu of Form 1041- Check here N/A ._ 
and enter the amount of tax exempt tnterest rece1ved or accrued dunng the tax year ._, 92 / N/A 

BAA Farm 990 (2002) 
TEEA0105L 0112Ull 
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Form 990 (2002) Good Samaritan FamJ.lY Resource Center of 94-3154078 Paoe 6 
I Part VIII Analysis of Income-Producing Activities (See 1nstruct1ons 

Unrelated busrness rncome Excluded bv sect1on 512 513 or 514 (E) Note Enter gross amounts unless (A) (B) (C) (D) Related or exempt 
otherwtse md1cated Busmess code Amount Exclusron code Amount tunctron rncome 

' ' 93 Program servrce revenue 

a ChJ.ldcare & FamJ.ly Sv 105 335 
b 
c 
d 
0 

f Medrcare/Medrcard payments 
g Fees & contracts from Qovernment agencres 

94 Membershrp dues and assessments 
95 Interest on savmgs & temporary cash mvmnts 
96 Drvrdends & rnterest tram secuntres 14 1,241. 
97 Net rental rncome or (loss) from real estate 

a debt frnanced property 
b not debt·flnanced property 

98 Net rental mcome or (loss) from pers prop 
99 Other rnvestrnent rncome 

100 Garn or (loss) from sales of assets 
other than rnventory 

101 Net mcome or (loss) from specral events 
102 Grou profit or (lou) from wles ol•nventory 

103 Other revenue • 
b MJ.scellaneous 1 3 911. 
c 
d 

• 
104 Subtotal (add columns (B), (D), and (E)) 5 152 10!>. 335. 
105 Total (add line t04, columns (8), (D), and (E)) ~ llO. 48/. 

'_, --· 

Lme No Expla1n how each act1v1ty for 'Nh1ch 1ncome IS reported 1n column (E) of Part VII contributed Importantly to the accomplishment 
... of the organ1zatton's exempt purposes (other than by prov1d1ng funds for such purposes) 

Part-! X Taxable Subsidiaries and Disre arded Entities ee 1nstruct1ons 

(B) (C) (D) 

Name, address, and EIN of corporation, 
partnership, or disregarded entity 

N/A 

Percentage of 
ownership tnterest 

% 
% 
% 
% 

Nature of act1v1t1es Total 
tncome 

Part X Transfers Associated with Personal Benefit Contracts 
a D1d lhe organtzatton, durmg the year, rece1ve any funds, dtrectly or tnd1rectly, to pay premtums on a personal benef1l contracP 

b 01d the organtzat1on, dunng the year, pay prem1ums, directly or lndtrectly, on a personal benefit contract' 

Note 

Please 
Sign 
Here ~ Hector Melandez. ExecutJ.ve DJ.rector 

Type or pnnt name and bUe 

Prepare(s 
s1gnature .... 

F•rm s name (or 
you~ 1! 

~ Gonzalez DrJ.ve SuJ.te lOK EIN ~ 

(E) 

End of yPar 
assets 

No 

No 

Paid 
Pre
parer's 
Use 
Only 

self employed) 
address and 
ZIP+ 4 San Franc1sco CA 94132-2230 Phone no ~ (415) 452-0530 

BAA TEEA0106l 10/10102 Farm 990 (2002) 
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SCHEDULE A 
(Farm 990 or 990-EZ) 

Department of the T,reasury 
1 

lntem.al Revenue Serv1co ~ 

Organization Exempt Under 
Section 501(c)(3) 

(Except Pnvate Foundation) and Sect1on 501(e), 501(1), 501(1<), 
501(n). or Soct1on 4947(aX1) Nonexempt Chantable Trust 

Supplementary lnfonnatlon - (See separate mstrud1ons) 

MUST be completed by tho above orgon1zot1ons and attached to their Form 990 or 990-EZ. 

OMS tJo 1545-0047 

2002 

Name of tho organrzabon Good Samarl. tan Fanuly Resource Center of Employerldentlftcaaon number 

San Franc1sco 94-3154078 
'-'-'="'---' Compensation of the F1ve Highest Pa1d Employees Other Than Officers, Directors, and Trustees 

(See 1nstruct1ons L1st each one It there are none, enter None ') 

(a) Name and address of each (b) Title and average (c) Compensation (d) Con~1bUt10ns (e) Expense 
employee ga1d more hours per week to employee benefit 

plans and deferred 
account and other 

than$ ,000 devoted to pos1t1on compensation allowances 

Hector Melendez Execut1ve Du -------------------------
1294 Potrero Ave 

' 
s F , CA 94110 40 80,000. 0. 0. 

J~~~s~g~----------------- Program Du. 

1294 Potrero Ave S F CA 94110 40 54 000. 0 0. 

-------------------------

-------------------------

-------------------------
'• 

' Total number of other employees pa1d 
over $50 000 ~ 0 
I Part II .I Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Independent Contractors f~r Professional Services 

' (See 1nstruct1ons L1st each one (whether tnd1v1duals or firms) If there are none enter None ) 

(a) Name and address of each Independent contractor pa1d more than $50,000 (b) Type of serv1ce (c) Compensation 

None ----------------------------------------

----------------------------------------

-----------------------------------------

----------------------------------------

-----------------------------------------
Total number of others rece1v1ng over ~I " 

: 
' < 

$50,000 for professional serv1ces 0 . 
BAA For PapeiWork Reduction Act Not1ce, see the Instructions for Form 990 and Form 990-EZ Schedule A (Form 990 or 990 EZ) 2002 

TEEAD'-01 L 01 f22J03 
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Schedule A (form 990 or 990 Ell 2002 Good Samantan FamJ.lV Resource Center of 94-3154078 Paae2 

I Part Ill , I Statements About Activities (See 1nstruct1ons ) Yes No 

1 Dunng the year, has the organ1zat1on attempted to Influence nat1onal, state, or local leg1slat•on, 1nctud1ng any attempt 
to 1nftuerlce publ1t op1n1on on a leg1slat1ve matter or referendum? If 'Yes,' enter the total expenses pa1d 

or Incurred 1n connection with the lobby1ng actiVIties ~$ N/A 
(Must equal amounts on line 38, Part VI A, or l1ne 1 of Part Vl-8 ) 1 X 
Organizations that made an election under sect1on 501(h~by f1l1nq Form 5768 must complete Part VI A Other 
organ•zat1ons checking 'Yes,' must complete Part VI 8 A D attach a statement Q1v1ng a deta•led descnpt1on of the 
lobby•ng actMt•es 

2 Durrng the year, has the organ1zat1on, e1ther directly or 1nd1rectly, engaged 1n any of the following acts With any 
,, 

substantial contributors, trustees, directors, officers, creators, key employees, or members of the1r families, or With any 
taxable organ1zat1on With wh1ch any such person IS aff1l1ated as an officer, director, trustee, maJOrity owner, or pnnc1pal 
benef1c1ary7 (If the answer to any quest1on IS 'Yes 'attach a deta1/ed statement explammg the transactions) 

a Sale, exchange, or leas1ng of property' 2• 

b Lend•ng of money or other extens•on of credit' 2b 

c Furn1sh1ng of goods, serv1ces, or fac111t1es' 2c 

d Payment of compensation (or payment or reimbursement of expEnses If more than $1,000)' 2d 

e Transfer of any part of 1ts 1ncome or assets' 2e 

3 Does the organ1zat1on make grants for scholarships, fellowships, student loans, etc' (See Note below) 3 
4 Do you have a sect1on 403(b) annu1ty plan for your employees' 4 X 

Note Attach a statement to explatn how the orgamzat1on determtnes t.'lat md!Vtdua/s or orgamzattons rece1vmg 
qrants or loans from It m furtherance of tts chantabfe programs 'qual!(}' to rece1ve payments 

I Part IV I Reason for Non-Pnvate F oundatlon Status (See 1nstruct1ons ) 

The organ1zat1on IS not a pnvate foundation because 1t IS (Please check only ONE applicable box ) 

5 A church, convention of churches, or assoc1at1on of churcher, Sect1on 170(b)(l)(A)(1) 

6 A school Sect1on 170(b)(l)(A)(11) (Also complete Part V) 

7 A hosp1tal or a cooperat1ve hosp1tal serv1ce organtzat1on Sect1on 170(b)(1)(A)(111) 

8 A Federal, state, or local government or governmental un1t Sect1on 170(b)(1)(A)(v) 

9 A med1cal research organ•zat1on operated 1n cOnJunction With a hosp1tal Sect1on 170(b)(l)(A)(111) Enter the hospital's name, c1ty, 

and state .-

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

' 

10 0 An orgamzat1on-op,;;-ated ;;;;-the t,;n;f;t ;;i;; ~ii"ege-o;-.;,,:e7s;-ty -o~,;~d ~ ;;-p-;;;;t;d-by;; ;,;.;,;;;.;;.;;;1-;,;;;t-s-;,zu;;-n-llO(b)(i)(A)(;v)-
(Also complete the Support Schedule 1n Part IV A ) 

11 a (K] An organ1zat1on that normally rece1ves a substantial part of 1ts support from a governmental un1t or from the general public 
Section 170(b)(l)(A)(v1) (Also complete the Support Schedule 1n Part IV A) 

11 b D A community trust Sect1on 170(b)(I)(A)(v1) (Also complete the Support Schedule In Part IV-A) 

12 DAn organ1zat1on that normally receives (1) more than 33-11?!. of 1ts support from contnbut1ons, membership fee~ and gross rece1pts 
from act1v1t1es related to 1ts chantable, etc, lunct1ons- subject to certa1n exceptions, and (2) no more than 33-lls'!. of 1ts support 
from gross Investment 1ncome and unrelated bus1ness taxable 1ncome (less section 511 tax) from bus1nesses acqUired by the 
organtzat1on after June 30, 1975 See sect1on 509(a)(2) (Also complete the Support Schedule 1n Part IV A) 

13 0 An organ1zat1on that 1s not controlled by any d1squal1f1ed persons (other than foundat1on managers) and supports organ1zat1ons 
descnbed 1n (1) lines 5 through 12 above, or (2) section 501(c)(4), (5), or (6), 1f they meet the test of sectoon 509(a)(2) (See 
sect1on 509(a)(3) ) 

Prov1de the following 1nformat1on about the supported organ1zat1ons (See Instructions ) 

(a) Name(s) of supported organ1zat1on(s) 

14 0 An organtzat1on organ•zed and operated to test for public safety Sect1on 509(a)(4) 

BAA TEEAGWa. 0 1 fl2J03 

(See 1nstruct1ons) 

(b) L1ne number 
from above 

Schedule A (Form 990 or Form 990 EZ) 2002 

' 
' 
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orm 990 or 990-E 2002 Good Samantan Fam:Ll Resource Center 94-3154078 Pa e 3 

Note You mav use the worksheet m the 1nstruct1ons for convertma from the accrual to the cash method of accounttna 

Calendar year (or frscal year 
• 2~~1 l1o ~~~9 ~~~8 (e) 

Total beg1nn1ng In) • • 
15 G1fts, grants, and contr•but.Jons 

rece1vef qr(Oo not Include 
1 

) 
unusual rants See l1ne 28 415 569. 924 699. 848 069. 600 086 2 788 423 

16 Membership fees rece1ved 

17 Gross rece1pts from admiSSions, 
merchandrse sold or servrces performed, 
or furnrshmg of facrhtres m any actrvrty 
thatrs related to the organrzahon's 
charrtable, etc, purpose 58 969. 108 681. 130' 231. 294,466. 592 347 

18 Gross mcome from mterest, drvrdends, 
amounts rece1ved from payments on 
securrt10s loans (sectoon 5t1(a)(5)), 
rents, royallres, and unrelated busmess 
taxable rncome (less sectron 511 taxes) 
from busmesses acQurred by the organ 

2 171 13 127. 19 272. 20 130. 54 700 rzatlon after June 30 1975 

19 Net rncome from unrelated busmess 
actrvrtres not mcluded m lme 18 

20 Tax revenues levred for the 
organrzatron's benefrt and 
erther pard to rt or expended 
on rts behalf 

21 The value of servrces or 
facrlrtres furnrshed to the 
organrzatron by a governmental 
unrt wrthout charge Do not 
rnclude the value of servrces or 
facrlrtres generally furnrshed to 
the public wrthout charge 

22 Other rncome Attach a 
schedule Do not rnclude 
garn or (loss) from sale of 
caprtal assets. 

23 Total of 11nes 15 through 22 476,709. 1,046 507 997 572. 914 682. 3 435,470. 
24 Line 23 mrnus lrne 17 417 740. 937 826 867 341 620 216. 2 843 123. 
25 Enter 1% of lrne 23 4, 767. 10 465. 9 976. 9 147 
26 Orgamzatrons descnbed on lines 10 or 11 a Enter 2% of amount rn column (e), lrne 24 • 26a 56 862. 

b Prepare a lrst for your records to show the name of and amount contrrbuted by each person (other than a governmental unrt or publrcly 
supported organrzatron) whose total grfts for 1998 through 2001 exceeded the amount shown m lrne 26a Do not file this list with your 0 

return Enter the total of all these excess amounts • 26b . . 
c Total support for sect1on 509(a)(l) test Enter lrne 24, column (e} • 26c 2 843 123. 
d Add Amounts from column (e) for lrnes 18 54 700. 19 " 

22 26b 26d 54,700. 
a Publrc support (lrne 26c mrnus lrne 26d total) • 26a 2 788 423. 
f Public support percentage (lone 26e (numerator) diVIded bv lone 26c (denominator)) • 26f 98.08 % 

Zl Organrzatrons descnbed on lme 12 N/A 
a For amounts rncluded rn lrnes 15, 16, and 17 that were recerved flam a 'drsqualrfred person,' prepare a lrst for your records to show the 

name of, and total amounts recerved rn each year from, each 'drsqualrfred person ' Do not frle thrs lrst wrth your return. Enter the sum of 
such amounts for each year 

(2001) ------------ (2000) ------------ (1999) ------------ (1998) -------------
bFor any amount rncluded rn lrne 17 that was recerved tram each person (other than 'drsqualrfred persons'), prepare a lrst for your records to 

show the name of, and amount recerved for each year, that was rnore than the larger of (1) the amount on lrne 25 for the year or (2) 
$5,000 (Include rn the lrst organrzatrons descrrbed rn lrnes 5 through 11, as well as rndrvrduals ) Do not frle thrs lrst wrth your return. After 
computrng the drfference between the amount recerved and the larger amount descrrbed rn (1) or (2), enter the sum of these drfferences 
(the excess amounts) for each year 

(2001) ------------ (2000) ------------ (1999) ------------ (1998) -------------
c Add Amounts from column (e) for lrnes 15 16 

17 20 21 Zlc 
d Add L1ne 27a total and lrne 27b total 'Zld 

e Publrc support (lrne 27c total mrnus lrne 27d total) • Zle 

f Total support for section 509(a)(2) test Enter amount from lone 2J, column (e) •I vt I 
' ' ' 

g Public support percenloge 01ne Zle (numerator) d1v1dod by lone 271 (denominator)) • ZlQ 
h Investment rncome percentage (lrne 18, column (e) (numerator) drvrded bv line 27f (denomrnatorll • Zlh 

28 Unusual Grants For an organrzatron descrrbed rn lrne 10, 11, or 12 that recerved any unusual grants durrng 1998 through 2001, prepare a 
lrst for your records to show, for each year, the name of the contrrbutor, the date and amount of the grant, and a brref descrrptron of the 
nature of the grant Do not frle thrs lrst With your return Do not rnclude these grants rn lrne 15 

% 
% 

BAA TEEA040JL 08112m Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2002 
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arm 990 or 990 E 2002 Good Samar1 tan Fam1l Resource Cent 94-3154078 Pa e 4 

N/A 

29 Does the' orgamzatron have a rac1a11y nondJscnm1natory pol1cy toward students by statement 1n 1ts charter, bylaws, 
other govern1ng Instrument. or 1n a resolution of 1ts govern1ng body' 

30 Does the organtzatlon Include a statement of 1ts rac1ally nondJscnmJnatory policy toward students 1n all 1ts brochures, 
catalogues, and other wntten commun.catlons w1th the pubhc dealmg Wlth student admiSSIOns, programs, 
and scholarships' 

31 Has the organtzatJon publicized •ts rac1ally nondJscnmJnatory pohcy through newspaper or broadcast med1a dunng 
the penod of sohcJtatron for students, or dunng the regrstratron penod If rt has no sohcrtatron program, rn a way that 
makes the policy known to all parts of the general community 1t serves7 

If 'Yes,' please descnbe, 1f 'No,' please expla1n (It you need more space, attach a separate statement) 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------: 
32 o;;: the-o7g;n7z;tl~n-;-a;;;t;l;;-;;-e-f~l;;-w7n9 ------------------------------------

a Records 1nd1cat1ng the rac1al composition of the student body, faculty, and adm1n1strat1ve staff? 

b Records documenting that scholarshipS and other f1nanc1al ass1stance are awarded on a racially 
nond1scnm1natory bas1s 7 

c Cop1es of all catalogues, brochures, announcements, and other wr1tten commun1cat1ons to the public dealing 
w1th student admiSSions, programs, and scholarships? 

d Cop1es of all matenal used by the organ~zat1on or on 1ts behalf to solicit contnbut1ons? 

If you answered 'No' to any of the above, please explain (It you need more space, attach a separate statement) 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
33 Does the organ1zat1on d1scnm1nate by race 1n any way w1th respect to 

a Students' nghts or pnv1leges? 

b Adm1SS1ons po11c1es? 

c Employment of faculty or adm1n1strat1ve staff? 

d ScholarshipS or other f1nanc1al ass1stance7 

e Educational pollctes? 

f Use of fac1htles7 

g Athlettc programs? 

h Other extracurncular acttvlttes7 

If you answered 'Yes' to any of the above, please explain (If you need more space, attach a separate statement) 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
34a Does the organ1zat1on rece1ve any f1nanc1al a1d or ass1stance from a governmental agency? 

b Has the organ1zat1on s nght to such a1d ever been revoked or suspended 7 

U you answered 'Yes' to e1ther 34a orb, please expla1n us1ng an attached statement 

35 Does the organ1zat1on certify that 1t has comphed w1th the applicable requ1rements of 
secttons 4 01 through 4 05 ot Rev Proc 75 50, 1975 2 C B 587, CJvenng rac1al 
nondtscnm1nat1on? lt 'No,' attach an explanatiOn 

Yes No 

29 
< < 

! , 

30 

31 

~' ,> 
< 

' ',, ~-} 
,' ,' ; ': 

'' : 
" ' ' < 

32• 

32b 

32c 
32d 

33• 

33b 

33c 

33d 

33e 

331 

33~ 

33h 
, ,> 

,< 
' ' 

: : , , 
' , 

' 

34• 

34b 

35 

BAA TEEA0404l 01124103 Schedule A (Form 990 or 990 EZ) 2002 
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Schedule A Form 990 or 990 E 2002 Good Samar1tan Famil Resource Cente 94-3154078 Pa e 5 

Part VI-A Lobbying Expenditures by Electing Public Charities (See 1nstruct1ons) 
(To be completed ONLY by an eligible orgamzat1on that f1led Form 5?58) N/A 

Check ~ a I l1t the orqan1zat1on belonqs to an aff1l1ated qroup Check • b I lrf you checked 'a' and lrmrted control' provrsrons apply 

Limits on Lobbying Expenditures 
(a) (b) 

Affrhated group To be completed 

(The term 'expendrtures' means amounts pard or rncurred ) 
totals for ALL elecbng 

organrzatrons 

36 T a tal lobbyrng expendrtures to rnfluence publrc oprnron (grassroots lobbyrng) 36 
;, Totatlobbyrng expendrtures to rnfluence a tegrslatrve body (drrect tobbyrng) ;, 
38 Total lobby1ng expenditures (add lines 36 and 37) 38 

39 Ottler exempt purpose expendrtures 39 

40 Total exempt purpose expendrtures (add lrnes 38 and 39) 40 

41 Lobbyrng nontaxable amount Enter the amount from the followrng table -

If the amount on hne 40 rs - The lobbyrng nontaxable 11mount rs - < 

Not over $500,000 _, ... -~OO"M~ ~ 0 < 

Over $500,000 bul not over $1,000,000 $100,000 plus 15% of lhe excess over $500,000 

Over $1,000,000 but not over $1,500,000 $175,000 plus 10% of the excess over $1,000,000 41 
Over $1,500,000 bul not over $17,000,000 $225,000 plus 5% of lhe excess over $1,500,000 ' 
Over $17,000,000 $1,000,000 

42 Grassroots nontaxable amount (enter 25% of l1ne 41) 42 

43 Subtract l1ne 42 from ltne 36 Enter 0 1f line 42 IS more than l1ne 30 43 
44 Subtract line 41 tram l1ne 38 Enter -0 1f l1ne 41 IS more than 11ne 38 44 

Cautaon If there IS an amount on either lme 43 or line 44 you must file Form 4720 

4 -Year Averaging Period Under Section 501(h) 
(Some organizations that made a sect1on 50 I (h) election do not have to complete all of the f1ve columns below 

See the 1nstruct1ons for l1nes 45 through 50) 

lobbying Expenditures Ounng 4 -Year Averaging Period 

Calendar year (a) (b) (c) (d) (e) 
(or f1scal year 2002 2001 
beg1nnang an) ... 

2000 1999 Total 

45 Lobbyang nontaxable 
amount 

46 Lobblmg ce11mp~~)unl 
(150Yooflme e 

47 Total lobby1ng 
expenditures 

48 Grassroots non 
taxable amount 

49 rlassroots ce~l~e))ount 
150% of lme e 

50 Grassroots lobbying 
expenditures 

!Part VI·B I Lobbymg Activity by Nonelecting Public Charities 
(For reporting only by organ~zatJons that d1d not complete Part VI A) (See 1nstruct1ons) N/A 

Dunng the year, d1d the organ1zat1on attempt to Influence national, state or localleg•slat•on, 1nclud1ng any 
Yes No Amount attempt to Influence public op1n1on on a leg1slat1ve matter or referendum, through the use of 

a Volunteers 
' ' ' 

b Pa1d staff or management (Include compensation 1n expenses re;:>orted on lrnes c through h) 

c Med•a advertisements 

d Mailings to members, legislators, or the public 

e Publications, or published or broadcast statements 

f Grants to other organ•zat•ons for lobbying purposes 

g D1rect contact w1th legislators, the1r staffs, government offiCials, c1r a leg1slat1ve body 

h Rall•es, demonstrations, sem1nars, conventions, speeches, lectu1 es, or any other means 

1 Total lobby1ng expenditures (add lines c through h) --
It 'Yes' to any of the above, also attach a statement QIVIng a detailed descnpt1on of the lobbying act1v1tles 

BAA Schedule A (Form 990 or 990 El) 2002 

TEEA0405l 08112102 
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Schedule A orm 990 or 990 E 2002 Good Samantan Fam~l Resource Cent 94-3154078 Pa e 6 

t:...:::..:..=_.lnformation Regarding Transfers To and Transactions and Relationships With Noncharitable 
Exempt Organizations (See 1nstructJons) 

51 Drd the reportrng orgamzatron drrectly or rndrrectty engage rn any of the followrng wrth any other organrzatron descrrbed rn sectron SOT(c) 
of the Code (other than sectron 501 (c)(3) organrzat•ons) or rn sect ron 527, relatrng to pohtrcal organtzatrons? 

a Transfers from the reportrng organrzatron to a nonchantable exempt organrzatron of 

O)Cash 

OI)Oiher assets 

bOther transactrons 

(r)Sales or exchanges of assets wrth a noncharrtable exempt organrzatron 

(ii)Purchases of assets from a noncharrtable exempt organrzatron 
(iu)Rental of fac•lrtres, equrpment, or other assets. 

(iv)Rermbursement arrangements 

(v)loans or loan guarantees 
(vr)Performance of servrces or membershrp or fundrarsrng solrcrtatrons 

c Shanng of tacrlrtres, equrpment, marhng lrsts, other assets, or pard employees. 

Yes 

518 0) 
aM 

b(l) 

bM 

bOn 
b(iv 

b(v) 

b(VI 

c 
d If the answer to any of the above rs Yes, co~lete the followrng schedule Column (b) should alweij's show the farr market value of 

the rods, other assets, or servrces grven b~ e re~ortrn~ctfrtRanrzatron If the or~anrzatron recerve less than farr market value rn 
any, ansactron or sharrng arrangement, sh w rn co umn e value of the goo s, other assets, or servrces recerved 

(a) (b) (c) (d) 
Lrne no Amount rnvolved Name of nonchantable exempt 0rganrzatron Descrrptron of transfers, lransaclrons, and sharrng arrangements 

N/A 

No 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

52a Is the organrzatron drrectly or rndrrectly affrlrated wrth, or related t::>, one or more tax exempt organrzatrons 
descnbed rn sectron 501(c) of the Code (other than sectron 501(cJ(3)) or rn sectron 5271 .. 0 Yes IKJ No 

b If 'Yes,' complete the followrno schedule 

(a) (b) (c) 
Name of organrzatron Type of organrzatron Descrrptron of relatronshrp 

N/A 

BAA TEEA0406l 08/12102 Schedule A (Fonn 990 or 990-EZ)2002 
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2002 

Statement 1 
Form 990, Part II, Line 43 
Other Expenses 

Consultants/Contractors 
Duect support 
Events 
held tn.p 
Food 
Insurance 
LJ.cense & fees 
Local transportatJ.on 
Ml.scellaneous 
Outside services 
Staff development 
Use allowance 
Utl.ll. tJ.es 

Statement 2 
Form 990, Part Ill, Line a 

Federal Statements 
Good Samaritan Family Resource Center of 

San Francisco 

(A) (B) 
Program 

I2tsl :;!eJ;YJ.i:;!i:~ 

164,993. 85,135. 
1, 750 1,650. 

11,700. 7,254. 
5,092. 5,092. 

24,512. 24,359. 
27,140 499. 
10,220 9,232. 

3,536. 3,374. 
9,103 5,695. 
3,617. 
2,395. 1' 68 6. 

85,026 

Total $ 
26,754. 

290,9!2. $ 229,002 

Statement of Program Service Accomplishments 

Descr1pt1on 

Child Development Center provl.des fully enrl.ched chl.dlcare 
to low l.ncome chl.ldren and dal.ly drop-l.n chl.ldcare for 
communl.ty classes. 

Family Support Advocacy ~rovides programs for all chl.ldren, 
youth and adult programml.ng l.n an effort to synthesJ.ze our 
servJ.ces and to work Wl.th the entl.re faml.l¥ toward fJ.nancJ.al 
security and healthy ll.festyles. Programs l.nclude Parent 
Sup~ort Groups, ParentJ.ng Classes, Adult Llteracy, 
Indl.vl.dual and Group Therapy, After School Academl.c 
Enrl.chment, Soccer Program, Asthema and Dental Screenl.ng and 
EducatJ.on for Children of Eclementary Public Schools, 
Emergency Assistance, Summer Youth Program, Engll.sh for 
Begl.nners Language Classes, Basl.c Computer Classes, Loan 
Program, Fam1ly Plannl.ng Cll.nl.c, Kl.d's Turn for Faml.ll.es 
Wl.th Separated or Dl.vorced Parents, and In-home Support. 

Page 1 

94-3154078 

(C) (D) 
Management 
& !:Z!i:n!i:J:ill El!ml~:i!J.~1ng 

70,968. 8,890. 
100. 
302. 4,144 

153. 
26,641. 

882 106. 
146. 16. 

3,088. 320 
3,364. 253. 

674. 35. 
-86,690. 1,664. 

$ 
26,754 
~!i,3S2. $ IS,~2B. 

Program 
Grants and Servl.ce 

AllocatJ.ons Expenses 

267,718 

582,062. 

~$===~0=. $ 8~9, 780. 
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2002 Federal Statements 
Good Samaritan Family Resource Center of 

San Francisco 

Statement 3 
Fonn 990, Part IV, Line 57 
Land, Buildings, and Equipment 

Category 
Machinery and Equipment 
Bu~ld~ngs 
Land 
M~scellaneous 

Statement 4 
Fonn 990, Part V 

Basis 
$ 394,136. $ 

3,057,695. 
300,000. 

0. 

Accum. 
De12rec 

0 
0. 

638,871. 
638,871 Total ~ 31 751,831. ,.,~=~~~~ 

$ 

~ 

List of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees 

Tltle and Contn-
Average Hours Compen- but10n to 

Name and Address Per Week ~evoteg sat;J,on EBP & DC 
Kay B1shop Director $ 0 $ 0. 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Frank De Rosa PreSldent 0. 0. 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Alan Lev~nson Duector 0. 0. 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Alicia L1eberman Director 0. 0. 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

G. w. (Blll) Lorton D1rector 0. 0 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

W1lllam H Ornck III Director 0. 0. 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Lorenzo Llan1llo, Jr. Duector 0. 0 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Jesus Roman Secretary 0 0 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Kat Taylor Treasurer 0 0. 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Page2 

94-3154078 

Book 
Value 

394,136. 
3,057,695 

300,000. 
-638,871 

3,112,~6~. 

Expense 
Account/ 
Othe~; 

$ 0. 

0 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0 

0 
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2002 

Statement 4 (continued) 
Form 990, Part V 

Federal Statements 
Good Samaritan Family Resource Center of 

San Francisco 

List of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees 

T1tle and 

~am~ an!J A!:I!Jl:!l~~ 
Average Hours 

Eel: ~~~k D~~Qt~!J 
Campen-
~iiltlOIJ 

L1nda Udall Treasurer $ 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Dr. Fernando V1teri Duector 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Ede Zollman Duector 
1294 Potrero Ave None 
San Franc1sco, CA 94110 

Total s 

Page3 

94-3154078 

Contri- Expense 
but10n to Account/ 
E!lE & D!:: Qtll~l: 

0. $ 0 $ 0 

0. 0. 0. 

0. 0. 0 

0. s 0 s 0. 
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Form8868 
(December 2000) 

Application for Extension of Time to File an 
Exempt Organization Return 

Oep;u1ment of the Tre01sury 
lntem01l Revenue SeMce .., F1le a se arate a )//cation for each return 

• If you are r111ng tor c\n Automatic .s.Month Extension, complete only Part I and check this box. 

• If you are ftltng for an Add1t1onal (not automat1c) >Month Extension, complete only Part II (on page 2 of thts form) 

Note Do not complete Part II unless you have already been granted an automatic 3-month extension on a preVIously filed 
Form8868. 

I Part I I Automatic 3-Month Extension ot T1me - Only "ubm1t ong1nal (no cop1es needed) 

Note Form ggo.r corporations requestmg an automat1c 6 month extension- check thiS box and complete Part f only 

OMS No 1545 1709 

All other corporations (mcludmg Form 990-C filers) must use Form 7004 to request an extension of t1me to fife mcome tax returns Partnerships, 
REMICs and trusts must use Form 8736 to request an extens1on of l1m£> to file Form 1065 1066 or 1041 

NameoiExemptOrgalli.Zal!cnGood Samarltan Famlly Resource Center of j:EmpJD)'erJdenUIInllo•numb•r Type or 
pnnl San FrancJ.sco 94-3154078 
File by the Number street and room or su1to number Ita P 0 box see Lnstrucbons 
due date for 
1111ng your 2871 24th Street 
return See C11)', town rx post office For a for01gn address, see mstruc!ICfls state ZJP codo 
1nstruct1ons 

San FrancJ.sco CA 94110 
Check type of return to be f1led (f1le a separate appl1cat1on for each return) 

! Form 990 :::: Form 990-T (corporation) 

Form 990 BL 1- Form 990 T (Sect1on 4JI(a) or 408(a) trust) 

_ Form 990-EZ 1- Form 990 T (trust other than above) 

Form 990 PF Form 1041 A 

= Form 4720 
Form 5227 
Form 6069 

- Form 8870 

• If the organ1zat1on does not have an oH1ce or place of bus1ness 1n t11e Umted States, check thiS box. ~ U 
• If thiS ts for a Group Return, enter the organ1zat1on's four d1g1t Group Exempt1on Number (GEN) If this IS for the whole group, 

check this box .., D If 1t IS for part of the group, check th1s box .., D and attach a list w1th th~s and EINs of all members 

the extension will cover 

I request an automatiC 3-month (6 month, for 990-T corporation) extens1on of t1me until ---=.21'--'1'-"5 __ • 20 .QL. 
to f1le the exempt organ1zatJOn return for the orgamzat1on named above The extension 1s for the organ1zat1on's return for 

.., D calendar year 20 or 

~ IK]taxyearbeg1nn1ng 7/01 ,20 02 ,andenchng 6/30 ,20 03 
2 It this tax year IS for less than 12 months, check re-;;;- 0 ln1t1al return 0 F1nal re~ D Change 1n accounting penod 

3a 11 thiS application IS for Form 990 BL, 990 PF, 990 T, 4720, or 6063, enter the tentat1ve tax, less any 
nonrefundable cred•ts See 1nstruct1ons. $ ____ __,0_ 

b If thiS app1tcat1on IS for Form 990 PF or 990 T, enter any refundable cred1ts and estimated tax payments made 
Include any pnor year overpayment allowed as a credit 

Signature .., r,,, .. ExecutJ.ve D1rector 
BAA For Paperwork Redud1on Act Not1ce, see mstruct1ons 

FIFZD501L 07f2.5102 

$ ____ _,0'--

$ 0. 

Farm 8868 ( 12 2000) 
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D< 

PUB 
September 11, 2015 

To: Greg Kelly, San Francisco Documents Librarian 
Government Information Center 
San Francisco Public Library, S"' floor 
100 Larkin Street 
San1 Francisco, CA 94110 

From: Diana Perez~~-
Office Manager, Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 

Re: Notice of P\Jblic Meeting 

In Compliance with San Francisco Administrative Code 12L4(d)(1), 
Goad Samaritan Family Resowce Center is providing notice of a 
public meetin1 of the Good Samaritan Family Resource Center Board 
of Directors. 

Meetln& Date: September 16, 2015 

Meeting Time: 5:30-7:00PM 

Meeting Location: 1294 Potrero Avenue, Room 301 
San Francisco, CA 94110 

We request confirmation of receipt be faxed to (415) 824-9527 or 
e-mailed to dpmd!goodamfrc.011. 

Thank You. 

Gooo SAMARITAN 
FAMILY llUOUll(( ((14ffll , IHC 

Kilt l.iytor 
P1C')l{lt II 

I ra I. 0C' J!,, ,, 
f't •"U' I 

~t (I f,IJ) 

Emenu 
Board Members 
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March 13, 2012 

To Whom It May Concern, 

It is with great pleasure that I write this letter in support of Families in 

Schools and the Abriendo Puertas/Opening Doors program. I am the 

Senior Programs Manager at Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, a 

community based organization that works directly with recently arrived 

Latino immigrants, providing them with resources and support so that 

they can become self-sufficient and active participants in society. 

In 2010, Good Samaritan was approached by one of our key funders, 

First 5 San Francisco, to explore the possibility of offering the Abriendo 

Puertas curriculum at our site. I was the first person from our agency 

that was trained in the curriculum by Families in Schools' staff that year 

and I was very impressed with the quality of the materials and its 

relevance of the issues faced by the families we serve on a daily basis. 

As a program created by Latinos for Latinos, this curriculum addresses 

critical topics that support school readiness and family empowerment, 

is evidence based, and has proven to be a perfect fit for our agency and 

our mission. 

In t he past year, we have offered the 10-week series twice and have 

received positive feedback from participants who have shared that the 

program has changed their lives. 100% of participants surveyed at the 

end of the last program cycle reported that they benefitted from taking 

Abriendo Puertas and 90% reported that they have a better 

understanding of what their children need to succeed in school. 

We are enthusiastic to continue offering Abriendo Puertas at Good 

Samaritan Family Resource Center and look forward to our continued 

collaboration with Families in Schools. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 

auraaparicio@goodsamfrc.org or 415-401-4240. 

:?~Jvl~ 
Aura Aparicio 
Senior Programs Manager 

Goon SAMARITAN 
FAMILY RESOURCE CENTER, IN C. 

INSPIRE CHANGE FOR GOOD 

Our mission is to help 
immigrant families access 
neerled services, develop self
sufficiency, nnd pw ticipate 
fttlly os members of the 
community. 

1 /94 Pot rero t\venue 
S;m Francisco, CA 91\ I I 0 

voice: '11 5.401.4253 
fax: 415.82,1.952! 
www.gooc lsam frc.org 

Boani of Dire ctors 

·r he l~ t. liev. Marc Andrus, 
fl ishop, l:p iscopal 
Diocese of Co lifo rn ia 

Chair 

l<atlaylor 
President 

Frank De IIOSi\ 
TreaS11rer 

l3ob He rn;mdez 
Secretary 

Bao Tr<m AI I!>Jnan 

l<uy mshop 
John Gannon 
Alclll Levin\oll 
D1 Alic1a Ltebcrman 
Vangie Lopez 
llelh Richardsr n 
Sandra Viva nco 

Emeritus 
Board Members 

Slleanil 13utler 
/\vcllna Lc;mos 
William II. Orrick Ill 
I he Reverend 

J. Will Wauters 

Executive Staff 

Mario Paz 
Exew tive Direct of 
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6/6/2017 The Wohlford Family Clinic Caters to a Diverse Population at Good Sam – Potrero View

http://www.potreroview.net/thewohlfordfamilycliniccaterstoadiversepopulationatgoodsam/ 1/4

F or 14 years the Wohlford Family Clinic, located within
the Good Samaritan Family Resource Center on Potrero
Avenue, has been o�ering San Franciscans reproductive

health services, provided in a friendly environment. 
According to Jacquelyn Marcoux-Mans៖�eld, the Clinic’s
director, sta� at this satellite site of Planned Parenthood
Northern California believe that “it’s very important to serve
the community. Our mission is to provide great care to clients
who need reproductive health care.”

The Clinic is open Wednesday and Friday, with appointments
available from 9:30 a.m. to 6 p.m. Three medical providers
serve roughly 16 clients a day, or about 130 a month, a little
more than 1,500 a year.  “We’re able to sometimes see people
the same day, the same week that they call in. That’s a great
bene៖�t to them, to get treatment quickly. We o�er a full range
of contraceptive services: the pill, the patch, the ring, two
kinds of IUDs, implants, and condoms. We do treatment for
sexually transmitted infections for men and women  including
HIV tests – pap smears, and breast exams for cancer
screenings,” said Marcoux-Mans៖�eld. 

The Clinic also o�ers pregnancy tests and general
gynecological health appointments. It doesn’t provide
abortion services.   “We have at least one person who is
Spanish-speaking on sta�, and phone translation services if
we have a client who speaks another language. It’s diverse,
like San Francisco,” Marcoux-Mans៖�eld said.

Alicia Vazquez, director of programs at Good Sam, said people
of Asian descent, who sometimes live miles away, also come
to the Center. According to Vazquez, even though the Center
doesn’t have bilingual Asian language speakers, people feel
comfortable coming to a facility where sta� are used to
communicating in languages other than English. 

Vazquez thinks one reason the Clinic is successful is that “it
doesn’t look like a clinic. There’s nothing outside that says it
is. Young people don’t feel like they’ll run into a friend or
family member here.”

“We were approached by the Mary Wohlford Foundation in
2000 to see if we’d be interested in opening a family planning

 Menu      

S E R V I N G  T H E  P O T R E R O  H I L L ,  D O G P A T C H ,  M I S S I O N  B A Y ,  &  S O M A
N E I G H B O R H O O D S  S I N C E  1 9 7 0

Published on July, 2015 —  in News —  by Jessica Zimmer

The Wohlford Family Clinic Caters
to a Diverse Population at Good

Sam
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clinic in our organization,” said Vazquez. “We did a
community needs study to see if there was a need, and we
found that there was, especially for young people.”   At the
time, Vazquez said, men and women under the age of 25
lacked clinics that were close by, a�ordable, and had bilingual
sta�.  “In 2001, we opened a clinic with Planned Parenthood.
It’s had great success,” said Vazquez.

According to Vazquez, despite concerns that Mission and
Mishpot residents would oppose o�ering reproductive health
services, because many community members are a�liated
with the Roman Catholic Church, the Clinic’s presence at the
Center has consistently been supported. “The religious aspect
was much less of an obstacle that we initially anticipated,”
she said. “At ៖�rst we weren’t sure it would be welcomed by
our participants. We interviewed our target population, and
were astounded by the interest.” 

Planned Parenthood Shasta Paci៖�c operated the Clinic from
2001 to 2005. In 2005 Planned Parenthood Golden Gate
(PPGG) took over management. In 2010 Planned Parenthood
Golden Gate was stripped of its a�liation by the national
organization, Planned Parenthood Federation of America.
PPGG had failed to meet administrative and ៖�scal
management standards. Since 2010 Planned Parenthood
Northern California has operated the Clinic.  

“It’s been an excellent partnership,” said Heather Saunders
Estes, president and chief executive o�cer of Planned
Parenthood Northern California. “The Center donates the
space and a receptionist and Planned Parenthood is there to
provide services. Neither of us could do our part without the
support of the Mary Wohlford Foundation and donors.” 

The Mary Wohlford Foundation was founded in 1999 by Mary
Wohlford, a Bay Area reproductive rights activist. That year
Wohlford died of breast cancer, and asked her friend, Mardi
Kildebeck, to be the trustee of her estate. The Foundation
funds nonpro៖�ts that promote reproductive health, education,
and justice. Since it began granting money in 2002, it has
given away an average of $1 million annually. 

The Clinic operates with funding from Planned Parenthood
Northern California, with an annual health services budget of
about $200,000, according to Marcoux-Mans៖�eld. The Clinic
has a separate budget for community services and education. 

The nonpro៖�t Good Samaritan Family Resource Center
receives funds from the Wohlford Foundation, as well as other
sources, such as Sheana Butler, Wohlford’s sister and a former
Center board member. Vazquez said the Center is in danger of
closing due to a lack of funds.  “To keep the doors open, pay
the utilities, and have a receptionist and janitorial sta� costs
about $30,000 a year. That doesn’t include outreach and
making materials,” said Vazquez.

Saunders Estes said Planned Parenthood Northern California
is committed to keeping services at the Center. “There’s no
question we need support from community donors. Both
organizations are supported through a patchwork of funding.
We are only there 16 hours a week. It would be fabulous to
have other be there as well,” she said.
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The Center grew out of a settlement house, an inner city
facility that provides educational, recreational, and social
services. The Center was initially run by the Episcopal Church,
and went by the name the “San Francisco Good Samaritan
Mission.” It was founded in 1894. In 1989 Good Samaritan’s
building was damaged by the Loma Prieta earthquake. The
facility was reconstructed as a modern center that includes
low-income family housing units. It reopened in 1995. 

Vazquez, who joined the sta� in 2003, said the Center works
closely with a number of churches, and houses one that o�ers
Sunday services. She said most Center visitors are from
Guatemala, Honduras, Peru, Colombia, and the Mexican states
of Michoacan and Jalisco. “When I started work here, [the
people] were primarily from El Salvador and Nicaragua.”

According to Vazquez, in the early-2000s many of those who
came to the Center quali៖�ed for refugee status or government
aid. Now these options are mostly unavailable.   “We’ve been
working with immigrants for over 125 years. Ninety percent of
the people that we help have come to this country to escape
something: violence, poverty, domestic abuse, natural
disasters, and war.” 

Many Center clients “are here without appropriate
documentation to work or receive government services. Our
sta� is able to meet them where they are,” she said. “We are
able to develop a network of support and community. A lot of
people tell us that before they came here, they were
completely isolated. Coming here is what changed all that.” 

Marcoux-Mans៖�eld spends roughly 20 hours a week at the
San Francisco Health Center, a Planned Parenthood Northern
California o�ce located on Valencia Street. This larger facility
is open six days a week. Yet it doesn’t take the place of the
Clinic in the Center.   “What being at” Good Sam “has taught
me is the value is the partnership,” said Marcoux-Mans៖�eld.
“We’re partnering and working well together, and that’s
important.”  
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http://www.potreroview.net/2016/06/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/05/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/04/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/03/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/02/
http://www.potreroview.net/2016/01/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/12/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/11/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/10/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/09/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/08/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/07/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/06/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/05/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/04/
http://www.potreroview.net/2015/03/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/sections/announcements/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/ongoing-features/arts-calendar/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/sections/books/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/ongoing-features/community-calendar/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/ongoing-features/crime-safety/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/sections/development/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/sections/editorial/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/sections/events/
http://www.potreroview.net/category/sections/features/
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 217 of 298
(600 of 916)



A For the 2006 calendar year, or tax year beginning , 2006, and ending ,

B Check if applicable: C D Employer Identification Number

Address change

Name change E Telephone number

Initial return

Final return F Accounting
method: Cash Accrual

Amended return

Please use
IRS label
or print
or type.

See
specific
instruc-
tions.

GOther (specify)

Part I Revenue, Expenses, and Changes in Net Assets or Fund Balances (See the instructions.)
1 Contributions, gifts, grants, and similar amounts received:

a Contributions to donor advised funds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1a

b Direct public support (not included on line 1a). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1b

c Indirect public support (not included on line 1a). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1c

d Government contributions (grants) (not included on line 1a). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1d
e Total (add lines

1a through 1d) (cash $ noncash $ ) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1e

2 Program service revenue including government fees and contracts (from Part VII, line 93) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2

3 Membership dues and assessments. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3

4 Interest on savings and temporary cash investments. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4

5 Dividends and interest from securities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

6a Gross rents. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6a

b Less: rental expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6b

c Net rental income or (loss). Subtract line 6b from line 6a . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6c

7 GOther investment income (describe. . . . . . . . ) 7
(A) Securities (B) Other

8a Gross amount from sales of assets other
than inventory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8a

b Less: cost or other basis and sales expenses . . . . . . . 8b

c Gain or (loss) (attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8c

R
E
V
E
N
U
E

d Net gain or (loss). Combine line 8c, columns (A) and (B). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8d
9 GSpecial events and activities (attach schedule). If any amount is from gaming, check here. . . . . 

a Gross revenue (not including $ of contributions

reported on line 1b) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9a
b Less: direct expenses other than fundraising expenses. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9b

c Net income or (loss) from special events. Subtract line 9b from line 9a. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9c

10a Gross sales of inventory, less returns and allowances. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10a

b Less: cost of goods sold . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10b

c Gross profit or (loss) from sales of inventory (attach schedule). Subtract line 10b from line 10a. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10c

11 Other revenue (from Part VII, line 103) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

12 Total revenue. Add lines 1e, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6c, 7, 8d, 9c, 10c, and 11. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

13 Program services (from line 44, column (B)) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

14 Management and general (from line 44, column (C)) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

15 Fundraising (from line 44, column (D)). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

16 Payments to affiliates (attach schedule) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

E
X
P
E
N
S
E
S 17 Total expenses. Add lines 16 and 44, column (A). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17

18 Excess or (deficit) for the year. Subtract line 17 from line 12. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18

19 Net assets or fund balances at beginning of year (from line 73, column (A)) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19N
E
T 20 Other changes in net assets or fund balances (attach explanation) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

A
S
S
E
T
S 21 Net assets or fund balances at end of year. Combine lines 18, 19, and 20. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21

BAA  For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the separate instructions. TEEA0109L   01/22/07 Form 990 (2006)

OMB No. 1545-0047
Form 990 Return of Organization Exempt From Income Tax

Under section 501(c), 527, or 4947(a)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code
(except black lung benefit trust or private foundation)

2006
Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service G The organization may have to use a copy of this return to satisfy state reporting requirements.

Open to Public
Inspection

H and I are not applicable to section 527 organizations.

H (a) Is this a group return for affiliates? . . . Yes No

H (b) GIf 'Yes,' enter number of affiliates. 

H (c) Are all affiliates included? . . . . . . . . . Yes No

(If 'No,' attach a list. See instructions.)

H (d) Is this a separate return filed by an

organization covered by a group ruling? Yes No

I GGroup Exemption Number. . . 

M Check G if the organization is not required
to attach Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF).

Application pending ?Section 501(c)(3) organizations and 4947(a)(1) nonexempt
charitable trusts must attach a completed Schedule A
(Form 990 or 990-EZ).

G GWeb site:

J Organization type
G(check only one). . . . . . . . .  501(c) H (insert no.) 4947(a)(1) or 527

K GCheck here if the organization is not a 509(a)(3) supporting organization and its
gross receipts are normally not more than $25,000. A return is not required, but if the
organization chooses to file a return, be sure to file a complete return.

L GGross receipts: Add lines 6b, 8b, 9b, and 10b to line 12

 7/01  6/30 2007

94-3154078

(415) 824-9475
X

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center
1294 Potrero Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94110

X

N/A

X 3
X

1,425,407.

655,743.

697,041.
1,352,784. 1,352,784.

49,031.

13,226.

10,366.
1,425,407.
1,060,666.
195,487.
57,107.

1,313,260.
112,147.

3,341,664.

3,453,811.
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 218 of 298
(601 of 916)



Form 990 (2006) Page 2

Part II Statement of Functional Expenses  All organizations must complete column (A). Columns (B), (C), and (D) are
required for section 501(c)(3) and (4) organizations and section 4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trusts but optional for others.

Do not include amounts reported on line
6b, 8b, 9b, 10b, or 16 of Part I.

(A) Total (B) Program
services

(C) Management
and general

(D) Fundraising

22a Grants paid from donor advised
funds (attach sch)

(cash $
non-cash $ )

If this amount includes
Gforeign grants, check here . . . . . . 22a

36 Occupancy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36

37 Equipment rental and maintenance . . . . . 37

38 Printing and publications . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38

39 Travel. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39

40 Conferences, conventions, and meetings. . . . . . . . . 40

41 Interest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41

42 Depreciation, depletion, etc (attach schedule). . . . . . 42
43 Other expenses not covered above (itemize):

a 43a

b 43b

c 43c

d 43d

e 43e

f 43 f

g 43g

TEEA0102L   01/23/07

28 Employee benefits not included on
lines 25a - 27. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28

29 Payroll taxes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29

30 Professional fundraising fees. . . . . . . . . . . 30

31 Accounting fees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31

32 Legal fees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32

33 Supplies . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33

34 Telephone. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34

35 Postage and shipping. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35

If 'Yes,' enter (i) the aggregate amount of these joint costs $ ; (ii) the amount allocated to Program services

$ ; (iii) the amount allocated to Management and general $ ; and (iv) the amount allocated

to Fundraising $ .

44 Total functional expenses. Add lines 22a
through 43g. (Organizations completing columns
(B) - (D), carry these totals to lines 13 - 15). . . . . . 44

GJoint Costs. Check . if you are following SOP 98-2.

GAre any joint costs from a combined educational campaign and fundraising solicitation reported in (B) Program services? . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

BAA Form 990 (2006)

22b Other grants and allocations (att sch)

(cash $
non-cash $ )

If this amount includes
Gforeign grants, check here . . . . . . 22b

23 Specific assistance to individuals
(attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

24 Benefits paid to or for members
(attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24

25a Compensation of current officers,
directors, key employees, etc listed in
Part V-A (attach sch) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25a

b Compensation of former officers,
directors, key employees, etc listed in
Part V-B (attach sch) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25b

c Compensation and other distributions, not
included above, to disqualified persons (as
defined under section 4958(f)(1)) and persons
described in section 4958(c)(3)(B)
(attach schedule) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25c

26 Salaries and wages of employees not
included on lines 25a, b, and c. . . . . . . . . 26

27 Pension plan contributions not
included on lines 25a, b, and c. . . . . . . . . 27

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

55,395. 16,619. 22,158. 16,618.

527,528. 473,305. 37,314. 16,909.

84,587. 71,093. 8,629. 4,865.
44,594. 37,479. 4,550. 2,565.

34,310. 27,323. 6,229. 758.
12,433. 10,059. 1,492. 882.
1,673. 672. 109. 892.

41,754. 41,754.
9,063. 6,563. 941. 1,559.

1,187. 1,172. 9. 6.

89,263. 78,755. 9,067. 1,441.

1,313,260. 1,060,666. 195,487. 57,107.

X

411,473. 337,626. 63,235. 10,612.

0.0.0.0.

0.0.0.0.

See Stmt 1

See Statement 2
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 219 of 298
(602 of 916)



Form 990 (2006) Page 3

TEEA0103L   01/18/07

BAA Form 990 (2006)

Part III Statement of Program Service Accomplishments
Form 990 is available for public inspection and, for some people, serves as the primary or sole source of information about a particular
organization. How the public perceives an organization in such cases may be determined by the information presented on its return. Therefore,
please make sure the return is complete and accurate and fully describes, in Part III, the organization's programs and accomplishments.

What is the organization's primary exempt purpose? G
All organizations must describe their exempt purpose achievements in a clear and concise manner. State the number of
clients served, publications issued, etc. Discuss achievements that are not measurable. (Section 501(c)(3) and (4) organ-
izations and 4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trusts must also enter the amount of grants and allocations to others.)

Program Service Expenses
(Required for 501(c)(3) and

(4) organizations and
4947(a)(1) trusts; but
optional for others.)

a

(Grants and allocations $ ) GIf this amount includes foreign grants, check here

b

(Grants and allocations $ ) GIf this amount includes foreign grants, check here

c

(Grants and allocations $ ) GIf this amount includes foreign grants, check here

d

(Grants and allocations $ ) GIf this amount includes foreign grants, check here

e Other program services. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

(Grants and allocations $ ) GIf this amount includes foreign grants, check here

f GTotal of Program Service Expenses (should equal line 44, column (B), Program services) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,060,666.

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

1,060,666.

Helping Immigrant families

See Statement 3
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Form 990 (2006) Page 4

BAA Form 990 (2006)

TEEA0104L   01/18/07

57a Land, buildings, and equipment: basis. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57a

b Less: accumulated depreciation
(attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57b 57c

58 Other assets, including program-related investments

(describe G ) . . 58

59 Total assets (must equal line 74). Add lines 45 through 58. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 59

60 Accounts payable and accrued expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60

61 Grants payable. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61

62 Deferred revenue . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62

63 Loans from officers, directors, trustees, and key
employees (attach schedule) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 63

64a Tax-exempt bond liabilities (attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64a

b Mortgages and other notes payable (attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64b

65 Other liabilities (describe G . . ) . . 65

L
I
A
B
I
L
I
T
I
E
S

66 Total liabilities. Add lines 60 through 65 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66

45 Cash ' non-interest-bearing. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45

46 Savings and temporary cash investments. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46

47a Accounts receivable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47a

b Less: allowance for doubtful accounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47b 47c

48a Pledges receivable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48a

b Less: allowance for doubtful accounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48b 48c

49 Grants receivable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49

50 a Receivables from current and former officers, directors, trustees, and key
employees (attach schedule) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50a

b Receivables from other disqualified persons (as defined under section 4958(f)(1))
and persons described in section 4958(c)(3)(B) (attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50b

51a Other notes and loans receivable
(attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51a

A
S
S
E
T
S b Less: allowance for doubtful accounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51b 51c

52 Inventories for sale or use. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 52

53 Prepaid expenses and deferred charges . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53

54a GInvestments ' publicly-traded securities. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Cost FMV 54a

b GInvestments ' other securities (attach sch) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Cost FMV 54b

55a Investments ' land, buildings, & equipment: basis. . . 55a

b Less: accumulated depreciation
(attach schedule). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55b 55c

56 Investments ' other (attach schedule) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56

Part IV Balance Sheets (See the instructions.)
Note: Where required, attached schedules and amounts within the description

column should be for end-of-year amounts only.
(A)

Beginning of year
(B)

End of year

Organizations that follow SFAS 117, check here G and complete lines 67

through 69 and lines 73 and 74.

67 Unrestricted . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67

68 Temporarily restricted . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68

69 Permanently restricted. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 69

Organizations that do not follow SFAS 117, check here G and complete lines

70 through 74.

70 Capital stock, trust principal, or current funds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70

71 Paid-in or capital surplus, or land, building, and equipment fund . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71

72 Retained earnings, endowment, accumulated income, or other funds . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72

73 Total net assets or fund balances. Add lines 67 through 69 or lines 70 through
72. (Column (A) must equal line 19 and column (B) must equal line 21). . . . . . . . . . . 73

N
E
T

A
S
S
E
T
S

O
R

F
U
N
D

B
A
L
A
N
C
E
S

74 Total liabilities and net assets/fund balances. Add lines 66 and 73. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 74

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

311,734. 588,176.

127,910.
130,325. 127,910.

123,400.
119,000. 123,400.

16,382. 14,836.

3,745,492.

1,015,834. 2,818,921. 2,729,658.

3,396,362. 3,583,980.
54,698. 105,793.

24,376.
54,698. 130,169.

X

3,059,204. 2,950,600.
254,112. 474,863.
28,348. 28,348.

3,341,664. 3,453,811.
3,396,362. 3,583,980.

Statement 4

See Statement 5
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TEEA0105L   01/18/07BAA Form 990 (2006)

Part IV-B Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited Financial Statements with Expenses per Return

a Total expenses and losses per audited financial statements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a

b Amounts included on line a but not on Part I, line 17:

1Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b1

2Prior year adjustments reported on Part I, line 20 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b2

3Losses reported on Part I, line 20. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b3

4Other (specify):

b4

Add lines b1 through b4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b

c Subtract line b from line a . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . c

d Amounts included on Part I, line 17, but not on line a:

1 Investment expenses not included on Part I, line 6b . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . d1

2Other (specify):

d2

Add lines d1 and d2. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . d

e GTotal expenses (Part I, line 17). Add lines c and d. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . e

Part IV-A Reconciliation of Revenue per Audited Financial Statements with Revenue per Return (See the
instructions.)

a Total revenue, gains, and other support per audited financial statements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a

b Amounts included on line a but not on Part I, line 12:

1Net unrealized gains on investments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b1

2Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b2

3Recoveries of prior year grants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b3

4Other (specify):

b4

Add lines b1 through b4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b

c Subtract line b from line a . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . c

d Amounts included on Part I, line 12, but not on line a:

1 Investment expenses not included on Part I, line 6b . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . d1

2Other (specify):

d2

Add lines d1 and d2. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . d

e GTotal revenue (Part I, line 12). Add lines c and d. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . e

Part V-A Current Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees  (List each person who was an officer, director, trustee,
or key employee at any time during the year even if they were not compensated.)  (See the instructions.)

(A) Name and address

(B) Title and average hours
per week devoted

to position

(C) Compensation
(if not paid,
enter -0-)

(D) Contributions to
employee benefit

plans and deferred
compensation plans

(E) Expense
account and other

allowances

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

1,425,407.

1,313,260.

1,425,407.

1,313,260.

1,425,407.

1,313,260.

55,395. 0. 0.See Statement 6
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 222 of 298
(605 of 916)



Form 990 (2006) Page 6

TEEA0106L  01/18/07

Part V-A Current Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees (continued) Yes No

75a GEnter the total number of officers, directors, and trustees permitted to vote on organization business as board meetings . . 

b Are any officers, directors, trustees, or key employees listed in Form 990, Part V-A, or highest compensated employees
listed in Schedule A, Part I, or highest compensated professional and other independent contractors listed in Schedule
A, Part II-A or II-B, related to each other through family or business relationships? If 'Yes,' attach a statement that
identifies the individuals and explains the relationship(s) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

c Do any officers, directors, trustees, or key employees listed in form 990, Part V-A, or highest compensated employees
listed in Schedule A, Part I, or highest compensated professional and other independent contractors listed in Schedule
A, Part II-A or II-B, receive compensation from any other organizations, whether tax exempt or taxable, that are related
to the organization? See the instructions for the definition of 'related organization' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

If 'Yes,' attach a statement that includes the information described in the instructions.

d Does the organization have a written conflict of interest policy? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Part VI Other Information (See the instructions.) Yes No

75b

75c

75d

Part V-B Former Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees That Received Compensation or Other
Benefits (If any former officer, director, trustee, or key employee received compensation or other benefits (described below)
during the year, list that person below and enter the amount of compensation or other benefits in the appropriate column. See
the instructions.)

(A) Name and address (B) Loans and
Advances

(C) Compensation
(if not paid,
enter -0-)

(D) Contributions to
employee benefit

plans and deferred
compensation plans

(E) Expense
account and other

allowances

76 Did the organization make a change in its activities or methods of conducting activities?
If 'Yes,' attach a detailed statement of each change . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76

77 Were any changes made in the organizing or governing documents but not reported to the IRS? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 77

If 'Yes,' attach a conformed copy of the changes.

78a Did the organization have unrelated business gross income of $1,000 or more during the year covered by this return? . . . . . 78a

b If 'Yes,' has it filed a tax return on Form 990-T for this year?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 78b

79 Was there a liquidation, dissolution, termination, or substantial contraction during the
year? If 'Yes,' attach a statement. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79

80a Is the organization related (other than by association with a statewide or nationwide organization) through common
membership, governing bodies, trustees, officers, etc, to any other exempt or nonexempt organization? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 80a

b If 'Yes,' enter the name of the organization  G
 and check whether it is exempt or nonexempt.

81a Enter direct and indirect political expenditures. (See line 81 instructions.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81a

b Did the organization file Form 1120-POL for this year? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81b

BAA Form 990  (2006)

X
0.

X

X

N/A
X

X
X

X

X

X

11

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

None

N/A
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 223 of 298
(606 of 916)



Form 990 (2006) Page 7

Part VI Other Information (continued) Yes No

83a Did the organization comply with the public inspection requirements for returns and exemption applications? . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83a

b Did the organization comply with the disclosure requirements relating to quid pro quo contributions?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83b

84a Did the organization solicit any contributions or gifts that were not tax deductible? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84a

b If 'Yes,' did the organization include with every solicitation an express statement that such contributions or gifts were
not tax deductible?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84b

85 501(c)(4), (5), or (6) organizations. a Were substantially all dues nondeductible by members?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85a

b Did the organization make only in-house lobbying expenditures of $2,000 or less? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85b

If 'Yes'  was answered to either 85a or  85b, do not complete 85c through 85h below unless the organization received a
waiver for proxy tax owed for the prior year.

c Dues, assessments, and similar amounts from members. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85c

d Section 162(e) lobbying and political expenditures. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85d

e Aggregate nondeductible amount of section 6033(e)(1)(A) dues notices. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85e

f Taxable amount of lobbying and political expenditures (line 85d less 85e). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85f

g Does the organization elect to pay the section 6033(e) tax on the amount on line 85f?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85g

h If section 6033(e)(1)(A) dues notices were sent, does the organization agree to add the amount on line  85f to its reasonable estimate of
dues allocable to nondeductible lobbying and political expenditures for the following tax year?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85h

86 501(c)(7) organizations. Enter:  a  Initiation fees and capital contributions included on

line 12. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86a

b Gross receipts, included on line 12, for public use of club facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86b

87 501(c)(12) organizations. Enter:  a  Gross income from members or shareholders . . . . . . . . . . 87a

b Gross income from other sources. (Do not net amounts due or paid to other sources
against amounts due or received from them.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 87b

88 a At any time during the year, did the organization own a 50% or greater interest in a taxable corporation or partnership,
or an entity disregarded as separate from the organization under Regulations sections 301.7701-2 and 301.7701-3?
If 'Yes,' complete Part IX . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 88a

b At any time during the year, did the organization, directly or indirectly, own a controlled entity within the meaning of
Gsection 512(b)(13)? If 'Yes,' complete Part XI. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 88b

89a 501(c)(3) organizations. Enter: Amount of tax imposed on the organization during the year under:

section 4911 G ; section 4912G ; section 4955G

b 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations. Did the organization engage in any section 4958 excess benefit transaction
during the year or did it become aware of an excess benefit transaction from a prior year? If 'Yes,' attach a statement
explaining each transaction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 89b

c Enter: Amount of tax imposed on the organization managers or disqualified persons during the
Gyear under sections 4912, 4955, and 4958. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

d GEnter: Amount of tax on line 89c, above, reimbursed by the organization . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

e All organizations. At any time during the tax year, was the organization a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction? . . . . 89e

f All organizations. Did the organization acquire a direct or indirect interest in any applicable insurance contract? . . . . . . . . . . 89f

g For supporting organizations and sponsoring organizations maintaining donor advised funds. Did the supporting
organization, or a fund maintained by a sponsoring organization, have excess business holdings at any time during
the year? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 89g

90a List the states with which a copy of this return is filed G

b Number of employees employed in the pay period that includes March 12, 2006
(See instructions.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 90b

91a The books are in care of G Telephone number G

Located at G ZIP + 4 G

TEEA0107L   01/18/07

82 a Did the organization receive donated services or the use of materials, equipment, or facilities at no charge or at
substantially less than fair rental value?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82a

b If 'Yes,' you may indicate the value of these items here. Do not include this amount as
revenue in Part I or as an expense in Part II. (See instructions in Part III.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82b

b At any time during the calendar year, did the organization have an interest in or a signature or other authority over a
financial account in a foreign country (such as a bank account, securities account, or other financial account)? . . . . . . . . . . . 

GIf 'Yes,' enter the name of the foreign country

See the instructions for exceptions and filing requirements for Form TD F 90-22.1, Report of Foreign Bank and
Financial Accounts.

BAA Form 990 (2006)

Yes No

91b

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

X

N/A
X
X

X

N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A

X

0. 0. 0.

0.

0
Good Samaritan Family Resourc (415) 824-9475

1294 Potrero Avenue, San Francisco, CA, 94110

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

0.

N/A

X

X

X

X
X

X

 CA
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 224 of 298
(607 of 916)



Form 990 (2006) Page 8

Part VII Analysis of Income-Producing Activities (See the instructions.)
Unrelated business income Excluded by section 512, 513, or 514

Note: Enter gross amounts unless
otherwise indicated.

(A)
Business code

(B)
Amount

(C)
Exclusion code

(D)
Amount

(E)
Related or exempt
function income

93 Program service revenue:

a

b

c

d

e

f Medicare/Medicaid payments . . . . . . . . 

g Fees & contracts from government agencies . . . 

94 Membership dues and assessments. . 

95 Interest on savings & temporary cash invmnts. . 

96 Dividends & interest from securities . . 

97 Net rental income or (loss) from real estate:

a debt-financed property. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b not debt-financed property . . . . . . . . . . 

98 Net rental income or (loss) from pers prop. . . . 

99 Other investment income. . . . . . . . . . . . 

100 Gain or (loss) from sales of assets
other than inventory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

101 Net income or (loss) from special events . . . . . 

102 Gross profit or (loss) from sales of inventory. . . . 

103 Other revenue: a

b

c

d

e

104 Subtotal (add columns (B), (D), and (E)) . . . . . 

105 GTotal (add line 104, columns (B), (D), and (E)) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Note: Line 105 plus line 1e, Part I, should equal the amount on line 12, Part I.

Part VIII Relationship of Activities to the Accomplishment of Exempt Purposes (See the instructions.)
Line No.

F
Explain how each activity for which income is reported in column (E) of Part VII contributed importantly to the accomplishment
of the organization's exempt purposes (other than by providing funds for such purposes).

Part IX Information Regarding Taxable Subsidiaries and Disregarded Entities (See the instructions.)
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)

Name, address, and EIN of corporation,
partnership, or disregarded entity

Percentage of
ownership interest

Nature of activities Total
income

End-of-year
assets

%
%
%
%

a Did the organization, during the year, receive any funds, directly or indirectly, to pay premiums on a personal benefit contract? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

b Did the organization, during the year, pay premiums, directly or indirectly, on a personal benefit contract? . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

Note: If 'Yes' to (b), file Form 8870 and Form 4720 (see instructions).

Part X  Information Regarding Transfers Associated with Personal Benefit Contracts (See the instructions.)

BAA TEEA0108L  04/04/07 Form 990  (2006)

c At any time during the calendar year, did the organization maintain an office outside of the United States? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

GIf 'Yes,' enter the name of the foreign country

92 GSection 4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trusts filing Form 990 in lieu of Form 1041 ' Check here. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Gand enter the amount of tax-exempt interest received or accrued during the tax year . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 92

91c

Part VI Other Information (continued) Yes No

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

13,226.

13,226. 59,397.
72,623.

X
X

14

N/A
N/A

X

Child Care and Family 49,031.

Miscellaneous 1 10,366.

93a Preschool family fees & Family Support Advocacy

N/A
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 225 of 298
(608 of 916)



Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this return, including accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my knowledge and belief, it is
true, correct, and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than officer) is based on all information of which preparer has any knowledge.

G
Signature of officer Date

Please
Sign
Here G

Type or print name and title.

Date Preparer's SSN or PTIN (See
General Instruction W)Preparer's

signature G
Check if
self-
employed G

G EIN G

Paid
Pre-
parer's
Use
Only

Firm's name (or
yours if self-
employed),
address, and
ZIP + 4  Phone no. G

BAA Form 990  (2006)

Form 990 (2006) Page 9

Part XI Information Regarding Transfers To and From Controlled Entities. Complete only if the
organization is a controlling organization as defined in section 512(b)(13).

Yes No

106 Did the reporting organization make any transfers to a controlled entity as defined in section 512(b)(13) of the Code? If
'Yes,' complete the schedule below for each controlled entity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Yes No

107 Did the reporting organization receive any transfers from a controlled entity as defined in section 512(b)(13) of the Code? If
'Yes,' complete the schedule below for each controlled entity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

(A)
Name, address, of each

controlled entity

(B)
Employer Identification

Number

(C)
Description of

transfer
(D)

Amount of transfer

a

b

c

Totals

(A)
Name, address, of each

controlled entity

(B)
Employer Identification

Number

(C)
Description of

transfer
(D)

Amount of transfer

a

b

c

Totals

Yes No

108 Did the organization have a binding written contract in effect on August 17, 2006, covering the interest, rents, royalties, and
annuities described in question 107 above? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

TEEA0110L  01/19/07

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Mario Paz, Executive Director

X

X

X

N/A
ALLAN LIU, CPA

N/A201 WILLOW AVE
MILLBRAE, CA 94030-2536 (650)692-1172
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-5, Page 226 of 298
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OMB No. 1545-0047

SCHEDULE A
(Form 990 or 990-EZ)

Organization Exempt Under
Section 501(c)(3)

(Except Private Foundation) and Section 501(e), 501(f), 501(k),
501(n), or 4947(a)(1) Nonexempt Charitable Trust

Supplementary Information '  (See separate instructions.)
2006

Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service G  MUST be completed by the above organizations and attached to their Form 990 or 990-EZ.

Part II ' B Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Independent Contractors for Other Services
(List each contractor who performed services other than professional services, whether individuals or
firms. If there are none, enter 'None.' See instructions.)

 (a) Name and address of each independent contractor paid more than $50,000 (b) Type of service (c) Compensation

Total number of other contractors receiving
Gover $50,000 for other services. . . . . . . . . . . 

BAA  For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990 and Form 990-EZ. Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006

TEEA0401L   01/19/07

 (a) Name and address of each independent contractor paid more than $50,000 (b) Type of service (c) Compensation

Total number of others receiving over
G$50,000 for professional services . . . . . . . . . 

Name of the organization Employer identification number

Part I Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Employees Other Than Officers, Directors, and Trustees
(See instructions. List each one. If there are none, enter 'None.')

(a) Name and address of each
employee paid more

than $50,000

(b) Title and average
hours per week

devoted to position

(c) Compensation (d) Contributions
to employee benefit
plans and deferred

compensation

(e) Expense
account and other

allowances

Total number of other employees paid
Gover $50,000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Part II ' A Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Independent Contractors for Professional Services
(See instructions. List each one (whether individuals or firms). If there are none, enter 'None.')

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

0. 0. 0.

0

None

0

None

0

See Statement 7
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Part III Statements About Activities (See instructions.) Yes No

1 During the year, has the organization attempted to influence national, state, or local legislation, including any attempt
to influence public opinion on a legislative matter or referendum? If 'Yes,' enter the total expenses paid

Gor incurred in connection with the lobbying activities . . . . . $
(Must equal amounts on line 38, Part VI-A, or line i of Part VI-B.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

Organizations that made an election under section 501(h) by filing Form 5768 must complete Part VI-A. Other
organizations checking 'Yes' must complete Part VI-B AND attach a statement giving a detailed description of the
lobbying activities.

2 During the year, has the organization, either directly or indirectly, engaged in any of the following acts with any
substantial contributors, trustees, directors, officers, creators, key employees, or members of their families, or with any
taxable organization with which any such person is affiliated as an officer, director, trustee, majority owner, or principal
beneficiary? (If the answer to any question is 'Yes,' attach a detailed statement explaining the transactions.)

a Sale, exchange, or leasing of property? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2a

b Lending of money or other extension of credit?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2b

c Furnishing of goods, services, or facilities? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2c

d Payment of compensation (or payment or reimbursement of expenses if more than $1,000)? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2d

e Transfer of any part of its income or assets?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2e

3a Did the organization make grants for scholarships, fellowships, student loans, etc? (If 'Yes,' attach an
explanation of how the organization determines that recipients qualify to receive payments.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3a

b Did the organization have a section 403(b) annuity plan for its employees?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3b

c Did the organization receive or hold an easement for conservation purposes, including easements
to preserve open space, the environment, historic land areas or historic structures? If
'Yes,' attach a detailed statement. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3c

d Did the organization provide credit counseling, debt management, credit repair, or debt negotiation services? . . . . . . . . . . . . 3d

4a Did the organization maintain any donor advised funds? If 'Yes,' complete lines 4b through 4g. If 'No,' complete lines
4f and 4g . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4a

b Did the organization make any taxable distributions under section 4966?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4b

c
Did the organization make a distribution to a donor, donor advisor, or related person? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4c

d GEnter the total number of donor advised funds owned at the end of the tax year . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

e GEnter the aggregate value of assets held in all donor advised funds owned at the end of the tax year . . . . . . . . . . . . 

f Enter the total number of separate funds or accounts owned at the end of the tax year (excluding donor advised
funds included on line 4d) where donors have the right to provide advice on the distribution or investment of

Gamounts in such funds or accounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

g GEnter the aggregate value of assets held in all funds or accounts included on line 4f at the end of the tax year. . . . 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

  N/A
X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

0

0.
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Part IV Reason for Non-Private Foundation Status (See instructions.)

I certify that the organization is not a private foundation because it is: (Please check only  ONE applicable box.)

5 A church, convention of churches, or association of churches. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(i).

6 A school. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii). (Also complete Part V.)

7 A hospital or a cooperative hospital service organization. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii).

8 A federal, state, or local government or governmental unit. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(v).

9 A medical research organization operated in conjunction with a hospital. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii). Enter the hospital's name, city,

and state G

10 An organization operated for the benefit of a college or university owned or operated by a governmental unit. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(iv).
(Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A.)

11a An organization that normally receives a substantial part of its support from a governmental unit or from the general public.
Section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A.)

11b A community trust. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A.)

     Provide the following information about the supported organizations. (See instructions.)

(a)
Name(s) of supported

organization(s)

(b)
Employer identification

number (EIN)

(c)
Type of

organization (described
in lines 5 through 12

above or IRC section)

(d)
Is the supported

organization listed in
the supporting
organization's

governing
documents?

(e)
Amount of

support

Yes No

GTotal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

14 An organization organized and operated to test for public safety. Section 509(a)(4). (See instructions.)

12 An organization that normally receives: (1) more than 33-1/3% of its support from contributions, membership fees, and gross receipts
from activities related to its charitable, etc, functions ' subject to certain exceptions, and (2) no more than 33-1/3% of its support
from gross investment income and unrelated business taxable income (less section 511 tax) from businesses acquired by the
organization after June 30, 1975. See section 509(a)(2). (Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A.)

13
An organization that is not controlled by any disqualified persons (other than foundation managers) and otherwise meets the
requirements of section 509(a)(3). Check the box that describes the type of supporting organization: G

Type I Type II Type III-Functionally Integrated Type III-Other

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006 Page 3

TEEA0407L   01/22/07

BAA Schedule A  (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006

X

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Cent

0.

,
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27 Organizations described on line 12:
a For amounts included in lines 15, 16, and 17 that were received from a 'disqualified person,' prepare a list for your records to show the

name of, and total amounts received in each year from, each 'disqualified person.' Do not file this list with your return. Enter the sum of
such amounts for each year:

(2005) (2004) (2003) (2002)

bFor any amount included in line 17 that was received from each person (other than 'disqualified persons'), prepare a list for your records
to show the name of, and amount received for each year, that was more than the larger of (1) the amount on line 25 for the year or (2)
$5,000. (Include in the list organizations described in lines 5 through 11b, as well as individuals.) Do not file this list with your return.
After computing the difference between the amount received and the larger amount described in (1) or (2), enter the sum of these
differences (the excess amounts) for each year:

(2005) (2004) (2003) (2002)

c Add: Amounts from column (e) for lines: 15 16

17 20 21 27c

d Add: Line 27a total. . . . . and line 27b total. . . . . . . . . . . . 27d

e GPublic support (line 27c total minus line 27d total). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27e

f GTotal support for section 509(a)(2) test: Enter amount from line 23, column (e) . . . . 27f

g GPublic support percentage (line 27e (numerator) divided by line 27f (denominator)). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27g %
h GInvestment income percentage (line 18, column (e) (numerator) divided by line 27f (denominator)). . . . . . . . . . . 27h %

28 Unusual Grants: For an organization described in line 10, 11, or 12 that received any unusual grants during 2002 through 2005, prepare a
list for your records to show, for each year, the name of the contributor, the date and amount of the grant, and a brief description of the
nature of the grant. Do not file this list with your return. Do not include these grants in line 15.

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006 Page 4
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Part IV-A Support Schedule (Complete only if you checked a box on line 10, 11, or 12.) Use cash method of accounting.

Note: You may use the worksheet in the instructions for converting from the accrual to the cash method of accounting.

Calendar year (or fiscal year
Gbeginning in). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

(a)
2005

(b)
2004

(c)
2003

(d)
2002

(e)
Total

15 Gifts, grants, and contributions
received. (Do not include
unusual grants. See line 28.). . . . 

16 Membership fees received . . . . . . 

17 Gross receipts from admissions,
merchandise sold or services performed,
or furnishing of facilities in any activity
that is related to the organization's
charitable, etc, purpose . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

18 Gross income from interest, dividends,
amounts received from payments on
securities loans (section 512(a)(5)),
rents, royalties, and unrelated business
taxable income (less section 511 taxes)
from businesses acquired by the organ-
ization after June 30, 1975 . . . . . . . . . . . 

19 Net income from unrelated business
activities not included in line 18 . . . . . . . 

20 Tax revenues levied for the
organization's benefit and
either paid to it or expended
on its behalf. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

21 The value of services or
facilities furnished to the
organization by a governmental
unit without charge. Do not
include the value of services or
facilities generally furnished to
the public without charge . . . . . . . 

22 Other income. Attach a
schedule. Do not include
gain or (loss) from sale of
capital assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

23 Total of lines 15 through 22 . . . . . 

24 Line 23 minus line 17. . . . . . . . . . . 

25 Enter 1% of line 23. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

26 Organizations described on lines 10 or 11: a GEnter 2% of amount in column (e), line 24. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26a

b Prepare a list for your records to show the name of and amount contributed by each person (other than a governmental unit or publicly
supported organization) whose total gifts for 2002 through 2005 exceeded the amount shown in line 26a. Do not file this list with your

Greturn. Enter the total of all these excess amounts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26b

c GTotal support for section 509(a)(1) test: Enter line 24, column (e) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26c
d Add: Amounts from column (e) for lines: 18 19

22 26b 26d

e GPublic support (line 26c minus line 26d total). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26e

f GPublic support percentage (line 26e (numerator) divided by line 26c (denominator)). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26f %

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

1,195,209. 1,127,591. 1,215,597. 869,233. 4,407,630.
0.

55,293. 90,979. 121,681. 109,246. 377,199.

2,843. 1,090. 414. 1,241. 5,588.

0.

0.

0.

3,196. 3,189. 10,791. 17,176.
1,256,541. 1,222,849. 1,348,483. 979,720. 4,807,593.
1,201,248. 1,131,870. 1,226,802. 870,474. 4,430,394.

12,565. 12,228. 13,485. 9,797.
88,608.

4,430,394.
5,588.
17,176. 22,764.

4,407,630.
99.49

N/A

See Stmt 8
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Part V Private School Questionnaire (See instructions.)
(To be completed ONLY by schools that checked the box on line 6 in Part IV)

Yes No

29 Does the organization have a racially nondiscriminatory policy toward students by statement in its charter, bylaws,
other governing instrument, or in a resolution of its governing body? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29

30 Does the organization include a statement of its racially nondiscriminatory policy toward students in all its brochures,
catalogues, and other written communications with the public dealing with student admissions, programs,
and scholarships?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30

31 Has the organization publicized its racially nondiscriminatory policy through newspaper or broadcast media during
the period of solicitation for students, or during the registration period if it has no solicitation program, in a way that
makes the policy known to all parts of the general community it serves?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31

If 'Yes,' please describe; if 'No,' please explain. (If you need more space, attach a separate statement.)

32 Does the organization maintain the following:

a Records indicating the racial composition of the student body, faculty, and administrative staff? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32a

b Records documenting that scholarships and other financial assistance are awarded on a racially
nondiscriminatory basis? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32b

c Copies of all catalogues, brochures, announcements, and other written communications to the public dealing
with student admissions, programs, and scholarships?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32c

d Copies of all material used by the organization or on its behalf to solicit contributions? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32d

If you answered 'No' to any of the above, please explain. (If you need more space, attach a separate statement.)

33 Does the organization discriminate by race in any way with respect to:

a Students' rights or privileges?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33a

BAA TEEA0404L   01/19/07 Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006

b Admissions policies?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33b

c Employment of faculty or administrative staff? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33c

d Scholarships or other financial assistance? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33d

e Educational policies?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33e

f Use of facilities?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33f

g Athletic programs?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33g

h Other extracurricular activities?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33h

If you answered 'Yes' to any of the above, please explain. (If you need more space, attach a separate statement.)

34a Does the organization receive any financial aid or assistance from a governmental agency? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34a

b Has the organization's right to such aid ever been revoked or suspended? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34b

If you answered 'Yes' to either 34a or b, please explain using an attached statement.

35 Does the organization certify that it has complied with the applicable requirements of
sections 4.01 through 4.05 of Rev Proc 75-50, 1975-2 C.B. 587, covering racial
nondiscrimination? If 'No,' attach an explanation.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Cent

N/A
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Part VI-A Lobbying Expenditures by Electing Public Charities (See instructions.)
(To be completed ONLY by an eligible organization that filed Form 5768)

Limits on Lobbying Expenditures

(The term 'expenditures' means amounts paid or incurred.)

(a)
Affiliated group

totals

(b)
To be completed
for all electing
organizations

36 Total lobbying expenditures to influence public opinion (grassroots lobbying) . . . . . . . . . . 36

37 Total lobbying expenditures to influence a legislative body (direct lobbying) . . . . . . . . . . . 37

38 Total lobbying expenditures (add lines 36 and 37) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38

39 Other exempt purpose expenditures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39

40 Total exempt purpose expenditures (add lines 38 and 39) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40

41 Lobbying nontaxable amount. Enter the amount from the following table '

If the amount on line 40 is ' The lobbying nontaxable amount is '

Not over $500,000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20% of the amount on line 40 . . . . . . 

Over $500,000 but not over $1,000,000. . . . . . . . . . . $100,000 plus 15% of the excess over $500,000

Over $1,000,000 but not over $1,500,000. . . . . . . . . . $175,000 plus 10% of the excess over $1,000,000 41

Over $1,500,000 but not over $17,000,000. . . . . . . . . $225,000 plus 5% of the excess over $1,500,000

Over $17,000,000. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $1,000,000. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

42 Grassroots nontaxable amount (enter 25% of line 41). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42

43 Subtract line 42 from line 36. Enter -0- if line 42 is more than line 36. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43

44 Subtract line 41 from line 38. Enter -0- if line 41 is more than line 38. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44

Caution: If there is an amount on either line 43 or line 44, you must file Form 4720.

4 -Year Averaging Period Under Section 501(h)
(Some organizations that made a section 501(h) election do not have to complete all of the five columns below.

See the instructions for lines 45 through 50.)

Lobbying Expenditures During 4 -Year Averaging Period

Calendar year
(or fiscal year
beginning in) G

(a)
2006

(b)
2005

(c)
2004

(d)
2003

(e)
Total

45 Lobbying nontaxable
amount . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

46 Lobbying ceiling amount
(150% of line 45(e)) . . . . . . 

47 Total lobbying
expenditures . . . . . . . . . 

48 Grassroots non-
taxable amount. . . . . . . 

49 Grassroots ceiling amount
(150% of line 48(e)) . . . . . . 

50 Grassroots lobbying
expenditures . . . . . . . . . 

Part VI-B Lobbying Activity by Nonelecting Public Charities
(For reporting only by organizations that did not complete Part VI-A) (See instructions.)

During the year, did the organization attempt to influence national, state or local legislation, including any
attempt to influence public opinion on a legislative matter or referendum, through the use of: Yes No Amount

a Volunteers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b Paid staff or management (Include compensation in expenses reported on lines c through h.). . . . . . . . . . . 

c Media advertisements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

d Mailings to members, legislators, or the public . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

e Publications, or published or broadcast statements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

f Grants to other organizations for lobbying purposes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

g Direct contact with legislators, their staffs, government officials, or a legislative body. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

h Rallies, demonstrations, seminars, conventions, speeches, lectures, or any other means . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

i Total lobbying expenditures (add lines c through h.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

If 'Yes' to any of the above, also attach a statement giving a detailed description of the lobbying activities.

BAA Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006

Check G a if the organization belongs to an affiliated group. Check G b if you checked 'a' and 'limited control' provisions apply.

TEEA0405L   01/19/07

Good Samaritan Family Resource Cente 94-3154078

N/A

N/A
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Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006 Page 7

Part VII Information Regarding Transfers To and Transactions and Relationships With Noncharitable
Exempt Organizations (See instructions)

51 Did the reporting organization directly or indirectly engage in any of the following with any other organization described in section 501(c)
of the Code (other than section 501(c)(3) organizations) or in section 527, relating to political organizations?

a Transfers from the reporting organization to a noncharitable exempt organization of: Yes No

(i)Cash. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51a (i)

(ii)Other assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a (ii)

b Other transactions:

(i)Sales or exchanges of assets with a noncharitable exempt organization. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b (i)

(ii)Purchases of assets from a noncharitable exempt organization. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b (ii)

(iii)Rental of facilities, equipment, or other assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b (iii)

(iv)Reimbursement arrangements. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b (iv)

(v)Loans or loan guarantees . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b (v)

(vi)Performance of services or membership or fundraising solicitations. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b (vi)

c Sharing of facilities, equipment, mailing lists, other assets, or paid employees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . c
d If the answer to any of the above is 'Yes,' complete the following schedule. Column (b) should always show the fair market value of

the goods, other assets, or services given by the reporting organization. If the organization received less than fair market value in
any transaction or sharing arrangement, show in column (d) the value of the goods, other assets, or services received:

(a)
Line no.

(b)
Amount involved

(c)
Name of noncharitable exempt organization

(d)
Description of transfers, transactions, and sharing arrangements

52a Is the organization directly or indirectly affiliated with, or related to, one or more tax-exempt organizations
Gdescribed in section 501(c) of the Code (other than section 501(c)(3)) or in section 527?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

b If 'Yes,' complete the following schedule:

(a)
Name of organization

(b)
Type of organization

(c)
Description of relationship

BAA Schedule A  (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2006

TEEA0406L   01/19/07

Good Samaritan Family Resource Cent 94-3154078

X
X

X
X
X
X
X
X
X

X

N/A

N/A
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OMB No. 1545-0047Schedule B
(Form 990, 990-EZ,

or 990-PF) Schedule of Contributors
Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service

Supplementary Information for
line 1 of Form 990, 990-EZ and 990-PF (see instructions)

2006
Name of organization Employer identification number

TEEA0701L   01/18/07

Form 990 or 990-EZ 501(c)( ) (enter number) organization

4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust not treated as a private foundation

527 political organization

Form 990-PF 501(c)(3) exempt private foundation

4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust treated as a private foundation

501(c)(3) taxable private foundation

Organization type (check one):

Filers of: Section:

Check if your organization is covered by the General Rule or a Special Rule. (Note: Only a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization can check
boxes for both the General Rule and a Special Rule  ' see instructions.)

General Rule '

For organizations filing Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF that received, during the year, $5,000 or more (in money or property) from any one
contributor. (Complete Parts I and II.)

Special Rules '

For a section 501(c)(3) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that met the 33-1/3% support test of the regulations under sections
509(a)(1)/170(b)(1)(A)(vi) and received from any one contributor, during the year, a contribution of the greater of $5,000 or 2% of the
amount on line 1 of these forms. (Complete Parts I and II.)

For a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that received from any one contributor, during the year,
aggregate contributions or bequests of more than $1,000 for use exclusively for religious, charitable, scientific, literary, or educational
purposes, or the prevention of cruelty to children or animals. (Complete Parts I, II, and III.)

For a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that received from any one contributor, during the year,
some contributions for use exclusively for religious, charitable, etc, purposes, but these contributions did not aggregate to more than
$1,000. (If this box is checked, enter here the total contributions that were received during the year for an exclusively religious, charitable,
etc, purpose. Do not complete any of the Parts unless the General Rule applies to this organization because it received nonexclusively

Greligious, charitable, etc, contributions of $5,000 or more during the year.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $

Caution: Organizations that are not covered by the General Rule and/or the Special Rules do not file Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or
990-PF) but they must check the box in the heading of their Form 990, Form 990-EZ, or on line 2 of their Form 990-PF, to certify that they do
not meet the filing requirements of Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF).

BAA  For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions
for Form 990, Form 990-EZ, and Form 990-PF.

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

X 3

X
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Form 8868 Application for Extension of Time To File an
Exempt Organization Return OMB No. 1545-1709(Rev April 2007)

Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service GFile a separate application for each return.

FIFZ0501L  05/01/07

? GIf you are filing for an Automatic 3-Month Extension, complete only Part I and check this box. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

? If you are filing for an Additional (not automatic) 3-Month Extension, complete only Part II (on page 2 of this form).

Do not complete Part II unless you have already been granted an automatic 3-month extension on a previously filed Form 8868.

Part I Automatic 3-Month Extension of Time. Only submit original (no copies needed).

Section 501(c) corporations required to file Form 990-T and requesting an automatic 6-month extension ' check this box and complete Part
GI only. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

All other corporations (including 1120-C filers), partnerships, REMICS, and trusts must use Form 7004 to request an extension of time to file
income tax returns.

Name of Exempt Organization Employer identification number

Number, street, and room or suite number. If a P.O. box, see instructions.

City, town or post office, state, and ZIP code. For a foreign address, see instructions.

Type or
print

File by the
due date for
filing your
return. See
instructions.

1 I request an automatic 3-month (6 months for a section 501(c) corporation required to file Form 990-T) extension of time

until , 20 , to file the exempt organization return for the organization named above.
The extension is for the organization's return for:

G calendar year 20 or

G tax year beginning , 20 , and ending , 20 .

2 If this tax year is for less than 12 months, check reason: Initial return Final return Change in accounting period

3a If this application is for Form 990-BL, 990-PF, 990-T, 4720, or 6069, enter the tentative tax, less any
nonrefundable credits. See instructions. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3a $

b If this application is for Form 990-PF or 990-T, enter any refundable credits and estimated tax payments
made. Include any prior year overpayment allowed as a credit . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3b $

c Balance Due. Subtract line 3b from line 3a. Include your payment with this form, or, if required,
deposit with FTD coupon or, if required, by using EFTPS (Electronic Federal Tax Payment System).
See instructions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3c $

Caution. If you are going to make an electronic fund withdrawal with this Form 8868, see Form 8453-EO and Form 8879-EO for
payment instructions.

BAA  For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see instructions. Form 8868 (Rev 4-2007

Check type of return to be filed (file a separate application for each return):

Form 990 Form 990-T (corporation) Form 4720

Form 990-BL Form 990-T (section 401(a) or 408(a) trust) Form 5227

Form 990-EZ Form 990-T (trust other than above) Form 6069

Form 990-PF Form 1041-A Form 8870

? GThe books are in the care of

GTelephone No.. GFAX No.. 

? GIf the organization does not have an office or place of business in the United States, check this box . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

? If this is for a Group Return, enter the organization's four digit Group Exemption Number (GEN) . If this is for the whole group,

Gcheck this box. . G. If it is for part of the group, check this box . . and attach a list with the names and EINs of all members

the extension will cover.

Electronic Filing (e-file). Generally, you can electronically file Form 8868 if you want a 3-month automatic extension of time to file one of the
returns noted below (6 months for section 501(c) corporations required to file Form 990-T). However, you cannot file Form 8868 electronically if
(1) you want the additional (not automatic) 3-month extension or (2) you file Forms 990-BL, 6069, or 8870, group returns, or a composite or
consolidated Form 990-T. Instead, you must submit the fully completed and signed page 2 (Part II) of Form 8868. For more details on the
electronic filing of this form, visit www.irs.gov/efile and click on e-file for Charities & Nonprofits.

X

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

1294 Potrero Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94110

X

Good Samaritan Family Resource

(415) 824-9475 (415) 824-9527

 2/15 08

X  7/01 06  6/30 07

0.

0.

0.
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2006 Federal Statements Page 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 1
Form 990, Part II, Line 25a
Compensation of Officers, Directors, Etc.

Compensation Received (A) (B) (C) (D)
Program Management

Name Total Services & General Fundraising
Kay Bishop 0. 0. 0. 0.
Frank De Rosa 0. 0. 0. 0.
Alan Levinson 0. 0. 0. 0.
Alicia Lieberman, Ph.D. 0. 0. 0. 0.
Anamaria Loya 0. 0. 0. 0.
Wendy Mui 0. 0. 0. 0.
Kat Taylor 0. 0. 0. 0.
Sara Vellve 0. 0. 0. 0.
Dr. Fernando Viteri 0. 0. 0. 0.
Sandra Vivanco 0. 0. 0. 0.
Mario Paz 55,395. 16,619. 22,158. 16,618.

Total $ 55,395.$ 16,619.$ 22,158.$ 16,618.

Employee Benefit Plan Contribution (A) (B) (C) (D)
Program Management

Name Total Services & General Fundraising
Kay Bishop 0. 0. 0. 0.
Frank De Rosa 0. 0. 0. 0.
Alan Levinson 0. 0. 0. 0.
Alicia Lieberman, Ph.D. 0. 0. 0. 0.
Anamaria Loya 0. 0. 0. 0.
Wendy Mui 0. 0. 0. 0.
Kat Taylor 0. 0. 0. 0.
Sara Vellve 0. 0. 0. 0.
Dr. Fernando Viteri 0. 0. 0. 0.
Sandra Vivanco 0. 0. 0. 0.
Mario Paz 0. 0. 0. 0.

Total $ 0.$ 0.$ 0.$ 0.

Expense Acct. & Other Allowances (A) (B) (C) (D)
Program Management

Name Total Services & General Fundraising
Kay Bishop 0. 0. 0. 0.
Frank De Rosa 0. 0. 0. 0.
Alan Levinson 0. 0. 0. 0.
Alicia Lieberman, Ph.D. 0. 0. 0. 0.
Anamaria Loya 0. 0. 0. 0.
Wendy Mui 0. 0. 0. 0.
Kat Taylor 0. 0. 0. 0.
Sara Vellve 0. 0. 0. 0.
Dr. Fernando Viteri 0. 0. 0. 0.
Sandra Vivanco 0. 0. 0. 0.
Mario Paz 0. 0. 0. 0.

Total $ 0.$ 0.$ 0.$ 0.
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2006 Federal Statements Page 2

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 2
Form 990, Part II, Line 43
Other Expenses

(A) (B) (C) (D)
Program Management

Total Services & General Fundraising

Consultants/Contractors 229,401. 118,002. 104,508. 6,891.
Direct Support 3,450. 3,450.
Events 6,850. 6,829. 13. 8.
Field Trips 4,413. 4,413.
Food 31,253. 31,125. 46. 82.
Insurance 45,273. 39,031. 5,098. 1,144.
License & Fees 3,182. 2,260. 821. 101.
Local Transportation 2,530. 2,281. 168. 81.
Miscellaneous 21,461. 11,326. 9,827. 308.
Outside Services 4,228. 942. 3,263. 23.
Staff Development 622. 506. 73. 43.
Start-up/Classroom setup 18,764. 18,764.
Use Allowance 98,697. -100,628. 1,931.
Utilities 40,046. 40,046.

Total $ 411,473. $ 337,626. $ 63,235. $ 10,612.

Statement 3
Form 990, Part III, Line a
Statement of Program Service Accomplishments

Program
Grants and Service

Description Allocations Expenses

Child Development Center provides fully enriched childcare
to low income children and daily drop-in childcare for
community classes. Approximately 7,356 child days of
enrollment of services were performed.

Family Support Advocacy provides programs for all children,
youth and adult programming in an effort to synthesize our
services and to work with the entire family toward financial
security and healthy lifestyles.Programs include parent
support groups, parenting classes, adult literacy,
individual and group theraphy, after school academeic
enrichment, soccer program, asthma and dental screening and
education for children of elementary public schools,
emergency assistance, summer youth programs, english for
beginners language classes, basic computer classes, loan
programs, family planning clinic, and in home support. 1,060,666.

Includes Foreign Grants:  No

$ 0. $ 1,060,666.
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2006 Federal Statements Page 3

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 4
Form 990, Part IV, Line 57
Land, Buildings, and Equipment

Accum. Book
Category Basis Deprec. Value

Automobiles / Transportation Equipment $ 23,482. $ 23,482. $ 0.
Machinery and Equipment 220,016. 213,766. 6,250.
Buildings 2,985,926. 750,627. 2,235,299.
Improvements 216,068. 27,959. 188,109.
Land 300,000. 300,000.

Total $ 3,745,492. $ 1,015,834. $ 2,729,658.

Statement 5
Form 990, Part IV, Line 65
Other Liabilities

Due to SDE. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 24,376.
Total $ 24,376.

Statement 6
Form 990, Part V-A
List of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees

Title and Contri- Expense
Average Hours Compen- bution to Account/

Name and Address Per Week Devoted sation EBP & DC Other

Kay Bishop Director $ 0. $ 0. $ 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Frank De Rosa Treasurer 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Alan Levinson Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Alicia Lieberman, Ph.D. Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Anamaria Loya Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Wendy Mui Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110
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2006 Federal Statements Page 4

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 6 (continued)
Form 990, Part V-A
List of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees

Title and Contri- Expense
Average Hours Compen- bution to Account/

Name and Address Per Week Devoted sation EBP & DC Other

Kat Taylor President $ 0. $ 0. $ 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Sara Vellve Secretary 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Dr. Fernando Viteri Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Sandra Vivanco Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Mario Paz Executive Direc 55,395. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 0
San Francisco, CA 94110

Total $ 55,395. $ 0. $ 0.

Statement 7
Schedule A, Part I
Compensation of Five Highest Paid Employees

Title & Average Compen- Contribut. Expense
Name and Address Hours Worked sation EBP & DC Account

Hector Melendez Exec. Dir. 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue S.F., CA
94110

40

Teresa Carias Director, CDC 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue S.F., CA
94110

40

Alicia Vasquez Family Ser. Dir 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue S.F., CA
94110

40

Total $ 0. $ 0. $ 0.
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2006 Federal Statements Page 5

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 8
Schedule A, Part IV-A, Line 22
Other Income

Description (a) 2005 (b) 2004 (c) 2003 (d) 2002 (e) Total

Miscellaneous Income $ 3,196. $ 3,189. $ 10,791. $ 0. $ 17,176.
Total $ 3,196. $ 3,189. $ 10,791. $ 0. $ 17,176.
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A Final return? Check applicable box.     . Yes No

@ Dissolved Withdrawn Merged/Reorganized
(attach explanation)

If a box is checked, enter date @
B Check forms

filed this year: State: 109 100 100S 100W Fed: 990

Fed: 990EZ 990T 990PF 1041 1120H 1120

C If organization is exempt under R&TC Section 23701d
and is a school, public charity, religious organization,
or is controlled by a religious operation, check box.
See General Instruction F. No filing fee is required. @

D Is this a group filing? See General Instruction N. . . . . . . . Yes No

E Accounting method used . 

F Exempt under Section 23701 (insert letter)Type of
organization IRC Section 4947(a)(1) trust

Receipts
and

Revenues

(Enclose, but
do not staple,
any payment.)

Expenses

 1 Gross sales or receipts from other sources. From Side 2, Part II, line 8 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 1

 2 Gross dues and assessments from members and affiliates. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 2

 3 Gross contributions, gifts, grants, and similar amounts received. See instructions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 3

 4 Total gross receipts for filing requirement test. Add line 1 through line 3

This line must be completed. If the result is less than $25,000, see General Instruction C . . . . @ 4

5 Cost of goods sold. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

6 Cost or other basis, and sales expenses of assets sold . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

7 Total costs. Add line 5 and line 6. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

8 Total gross income. Subtract line 7 from line 4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

9 Total expenses and disbursements. From Side 2, Part II, line 18 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

10 Excess of receipts over expenses and disbursements. Subtract line 9 from line 8 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

YEAR FORM

2006
California Exempt Organization
Annual Information Return 199

California corporation number Federal employer identification number (FEIN)

Corporation/Organization name

Address including Suite, Room, or PMB no.

City State ZIP Code

For Privacy Notice, get form FTB 1131. 3651064 Form 199 C1 2006 Side 1

For calendar or fiscal year beginning month day year and ending month day year

IMPORTANT: Your number is required.

Part I Complete Part I unless not required to file this form. See General Instructions B and C.

11 Filing fee $10 or $25. See General Instruction F . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

Filing
Fee 12 Penalty for failure to file on time. See General Instruction L. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

13 Use tax. See General Instruction M. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 13

14 Balance due. Add line 11, line 12, and line 13 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

15 If exempt under R&TC Section 23701d, has the organization during the year: (1) participated in any political campaign
or (2) attempted to influence legislation or any ballot measure, or (3) made an election under R&TC Section 23704.5
(relating to lobbying by public charities)? If 'Yes,' complete and attach form FTB 3509, Political or Legislative Activities
by Section 23701d Organizations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

16 Did the organization have any changes in its activities, governing instrument, articles of incorporation, or bylaws
that have not been reported to the Franchise Tax Board? If 'Yes,' complete an explanation and attach copies of
revised documents. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

17 Is the organization exempt under R&TC Section 23701g?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

If 'Yes,' enter amount of gross receipts from nonmember sources . . . . $
18 Did the organization file Form 100, Form 100S, 100W, or Form 109 to report taxable income?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

If 'Yes,' enter amount of total income reported . . . . . $
19 The financial records are in care of . Daytime telephone

located at

G Title
Please
Sign
Here G Signature of officer Date @

Daytime telephone

Date Paid preparer's SSN or PTINPaid
Preparer's
signature G

Check
if self-
employed @

FEIN
Paid
Preparer's
Use Only

G @
Firm's name (or
yours, if self-
employed) and
address @ Daytime telephone

Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this return, including accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my knowledge and belief, it is true,
correct, and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than taxpayer) is based on all information of which preparer has any knowledge.

CACA1112L   12/11/06051

07 01 2006 06 30 2007
X

1522670 94-3154078 X

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

X
X

1294 Potrero Avenue Accrual
X d

San Francisco, CA 94110

72,623.

See Sch. B 1,352,784.

1,425,407.

1,425,407.
1,313,260.

112,147.

X

X
X

X

Good Samaritan Family Resource (415) 824-9475
1294 Potrero Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94110

Executive Director

(415) 824-9475

ALLAN LIU, CPA
201 WILLOW AVE
MILLBRAE, CA 94030-2536 (650)692-1172
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Side 2 Form 199 C1 2006 3652064 CACA1112L   12/11/06

10a Depreciable assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b Less accumulated depreciation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

11 Land. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

12 Other assets. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

13 Total assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Liabilities and net worth

14 Accounts payable. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

15 Contributions, gifts, or grants payable. . . . . . . . 

16 Bonds and notes payable. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . 

17 Mortgages payable. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

18 Other liabilities. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

19 Capital stock or principle fund. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

20 Paid-in or capital surplus. Attach reconciliation . . . . . . . . 

21 Retained earnings or income fund . . . . . . . . . . . 

22 Total liabilities and net worth. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Schedule M-1 Reconciliation of income per books with income per return
Do not complete this schedule if the amount on Schedule L, line 13, column (d), is less than $25,000

 1 Gross sales or receipts from all business activities. See instructions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

 2 Interest. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2

 3 Dividends. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3

 4 Gross rents. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  4

5 Gross royalties. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5

6 Gross amount received from sale of assets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

7 Other income. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

8 Total gross sales or receipts from other sources. Add line 1 through line 7.

Enter here and on Side 1, Part I, line 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

9 Contributions, gifts, grants, and similar amounts paid. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

10 Disbursements to or for members . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

11 Compensation of officers, directors, and trustees. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

12 Other salaries and wages . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

13 Interest. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

14 Taxes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

15 Rents . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

16 Depreciation and depletion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

17 Other. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17

18 Total expenses and disbursements. Add line 9 through line 17. Enter here and on Side 1, Part I, line 9 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18

Part II Organizations with gross receipts of more than $25,000 and private foundations regardless of amount of gross receipts '
complete Part II or furnish substitute information. See Specific Line Instructions.

Schedule L Balance Sheets Beginning of taxable year End of taxable year
Assets (a) (b) (c) (d)

 1 Cash . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 2 Net accounts receivable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 3 Net notes receivable. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 4 Inventories. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 5 Federal and state government obligations . . . . 

 6 Investments in other bonds. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . 

 7 Investments in stock. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

8 Mortgage loans (number of loans . . . )

9 Other investments. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . 

Receipts
from
Other
Sources

Expenses
and
Disburse-
ments

 1 Net income per books . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 2 Federal income tax. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 3 Excess of capital losses over capital gains. . 

 4 Income not recorded on books this year.
Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 5 Expenses recorded on books this year not deducted

in this return. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

6 Total.

Add line 1 through line 5. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

7 Income recorded on books this year
not included in this return.

Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

 8 Deductions in this return not charged
against book income this year.

Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

9 Total. Add line 7 and line 8. . . . . . . . . . . . 
10 Net income per return.

Subtract line 9 from line 6. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

051

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

13,226.

59,397.

72,623.

55,395.
527,528.

44,594.

89,263.
596,480.

1,313,260.

311,734. 588,176.
249,325. 251,310.

3,465,381. 3,445,492.
946,460. 2,518,921. 1,015,834. 2,429,658.

300,000. 300,000.
16,382. 14,836.

3,396,362. 3,583,980.

54,698. 105,793.

24,376.
3,341,664. 3,453,811.

3,396,362. 3,583,980.

112,147.

112,147. 112,147.

See Statement 1

See Statement 2

See Statement 3

St 4

St 5
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OMB No. 1545-0047Schedule B
(Form 990, 990-EZ,

or 990-PF) Schedule of Contributors
Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service

Supplementary Information for
line 1 of Form 990, 990-EZ and 990-PF (see instructions)

2006
Name of organization Employer identification number

TEEA0701L   01/18/07

Form 990 or 990-EZ 501(c)( ) (enter number) organization

4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust not treated as a private foundation

527 political organization

Form 990-PF 501(c)(3) exempt private foundation

4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust treated as a private foundation

501(c)(3) taxable private foundation

Organization type (check one):

Filers of: Section:

Check if your organization is covered by the General Rule or a Special Rule. (Note: Only a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization can check
boxes for both the General Rule and a Special Rule  ' see instructions.)

General Rule '

For organizations filing Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF that received, during the year, $5,000 or more (in money or property) from any one
contributor. (Complete Parts I and II.)

Special Rules '

For a section 501(c)(3) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that met the 33-1/3% support test of the regulations under sections
509(a)(1)/170(b)(1)(A)(vi) and received from any one contributor, during the year, a contribution of the greater of $5,000 or 2% of the
amount on line 1 of these forms. (Complete Parts I and II.)

For a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that received from any one contributor, during the year,
aggregate contributions or bequests of more than $1,000 for use exclusively for religious, charitable, scientific, literary, or educational
purposes, or the prevention of cruelty to children or animals. (Complete Parts I, II, and III.)

For a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that received from any one contributor, during the year,
some contributions for use exclusively for religious, charitable, etc, purposes, but these contributions did not aggregate to more than
$1,000. (If this box is checked, enter here the total contributions that were received during the year for an exclusively religious, charitable,
etc, purpose. Do not complete any of the Parts unless the General Rule applies to this organization because it received nonexclusively

Greligious, charitable, etc, contributions of $5,000 or more during the year.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $

Caution: Organizations that are not covered by the General Rule and/or the Special Rules do not file Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or
990-PF) but they must check the box in the heading of their Form 990, Form 990-EZ, or on line 2 of their Form 990-PF, to certify that they do
not meet the filing requirements of Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF).

BAA  For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions
for Form 990, Form 990-EZ, and Form 990-PF.

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

California Copy

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

X 3

X
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (See Specific Instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   01/18/07 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

1 5

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

1

2

3

4

5

6
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (See Specific Instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   01/18/07 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

2 5

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

7

8

9

10

11

12
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (See Specific Instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   01/18/07 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

3 5

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

13

14

15

16

17

18 Bill & Caroline Orrick X

5,072.
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (See Specific Instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   01/18/07 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

4 5

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

19

20

21

22

23

24
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (See Specific Instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   01/18/07 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

5 5

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

25

26
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TEEA0703L   01/18/07

Part II Noncash Property (See Specific Instructions.)

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

BAA Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part II
Name of organization Employer identification number

1 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

N/A
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TEEA0704L   01/18/07

Part III Exclusively religious, charitable, etc, individual contributions to section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10)
organizations aggregating more than $1,000 for the year (Complete cols (a) through (e) and the following line entry.)

For organizations completing Part III, enter total of exclusively religious, charitable, etc,
Gcontributions of $1,000 or less for the year. (Enter this information once ' see instructions.). . . . . . . . . . . . $

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

BAA Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006)

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2006) Page of of Part III
Name of organization Employer identification number

1 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

N/A

N/A
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2006 California Statements Page 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 1
Form 199, Part II, Line 7
Other Income

Miscellaneous . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 10,366.
Program Service Revenue. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49,031.

Total $ 59,397.

Statement 2
Form 199, Part II, Line 11
Compensation of Officers, Directors, and Trustees

Title and Contri- Expense
Average Hours Compen- bution to Account/

Name and Address Per Week Devoted sation EBP & DC Other

Kay Bishop Director $ 0. $ 0. $ 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Frank De Rosa Treasurer 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Alan Levinson Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Alicia Lieberman, Ph.D. Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Anamaria Loya Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Wendy Mui Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Kat Taylor President 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Sara Vellve Secretary 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Dr. Fernando Viteri Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110

Sandra Vivanco Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue 1
San Francisco, CA 94110
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2006 California Statements Page 2

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 2 (continued)
Form 199, Part II, Line 11
Compensation of Officers, Directors, and Trustees

Title and Contri- Expense
Average Hours Compen- bution to Account/

Name and Address Per Week Devoted sation EBP & DC Other

Mario Paz Executive Direc $ 55,395. $ 0. $ 0.
1294 Potrero Avenue None
San Francisco, CA 94110

Total $ 55,395. $ 0. $ 0.

Statement 3
Form 199, Part II, Line 17
Other Expenses

Conferences, Conventions, and Meetings. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 1,187.
Consultants/Contractors. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 229,401.
Direct Support. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,450.
Equipment Rental and Maintenance. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41,754.
Events. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,850.
Field Trips. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,413.
Food. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31,253.
Insurance. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45,273.
License & Fees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,182.
Local Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,530.
Miscellaneous . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21,461.
Other Employee Benefit. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84,587.
Outside Services. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,228.
Postage and Shipping. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,673.
Printing and Publications. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,063.
Staff Development . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 622.
Start-up/Classroom setup. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18,764.
Supplies. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34,310.
Telephone. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,433.
Utilities. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40,046.

Total $ 596,480.

Statement 4
Form 199, Schedule L, Line 12
Other Assets

Prepaid Expenses and Deferred Charges. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14,836.
Total $ 14,836.
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2006 California Statements Page 3

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 5
Form 199, Schedule L, Line 18
Other Liabilities

Due to SDE. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24,376.
Total $ 24,376.
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IN

MAIL TO:
Registry of Charitable Trusts
P.O. Box 903447
Sacramento, CA 94203-4470
Telephone: (916) 445-2021

WEBSITE ADDRESS:
http://ag.ca.gov/charities/

ANNUAL
REGISTRATION RENEWAL FEE REPORT

TO ATTORNEY GENERAL OF CALIFORNIA
Sections 12586 and 12587, California Government Code

11 Cal. Code Regs. sections 301-307, 311 and 312

Failure to submit this report annually no later than four months and fifteen days after the
end of the organization's accounting period may result in the loss of tax exemption and
the assessment of a minimum tax of $800, plus interest, and/or fines or filing penalties
as defined in Government Code Section 12586.1. IRS extensions will be honored.

Check if:

State Charity Registration Number Change of address

Amended report

Name of Organization

Corporate or Organization No.
Address (Number and Street)

Federal Employer ID No.
City or Town State ZIP Code

PART A ' ACTIVITIES

For your most recent full accounting period (beginning ending ) list:

Gross annual revenue $ Total assets $

PART B ' STATEMENTS REGARDING ORGANIZATION DURING THE PERIOD OF THIS REPORT

Note: If you answer 'yes' to any of the questions below, you must attach a separate sheet providing an explanation and details for each
'yes' response. Please review RRF-1 instructions for information required.

Yes No
1 During this reporting period, were there any contracts, loans, leases or other financial transactions between the

organization and any officer, director or trustee thereof either directly or with an entity in which any such officer,
director or trustee had any financial interest?

2 During this reporting period, was there any theft, embezzlement, diversion or misuse of the organization's charitable
property or funds?

3 During this reporting period, did non-program expenditures exceed 50% of gross revenues?

4 During this reporting period, were any organization funds used to pay any penalty, fine or judgment? If you filed a
Form 4720 with the Internal Revenue Service, attach a copy.

5 During this reporting period, were the services of a commercial fundraiser or fundraising counsel for charitable
purposes used? If 'yes,' provide an attachment listing the name, address, and telephone number of the
service provider.

6 During this reporting period, did the organization receive any governmental funding? If so, provide an attachment listing
the name of the agency, mailing address, contact person, and telephone number.

7 During this reporting period, did the organization hold a raffle for charitable purposes? If 'yes,' provide an attachment
indicating the number of raffles and the date(s) they occurred.

8 Does the organization conduct a vehicle donation program? If 'yes,' provide an attachment indicating whether
the program is operated by the charity or whether the organization contracts with a commercial fundraiser for
charitable purposes.

9 Did your organization have prepared an audited financial statement in accordance with generally accepted accounting
principles for this reporting period?

Organization's area code and telephone number

Organization's e-mail address

I declare under penalty of perjury that I have examined this report, including accompanying documents, and to the best of my knowledge
and belief, it is true, correct and complete.

Signature of authorized officer Printed Name Title Date

CAVA9801L   08/16/05 RRF-1 (3-05)

ANNUAL REGISTRATION RENEWAL FEE SCHEDULE (11 Cal. Code Regs. sections 301-307, 311and 312)
Make Check Payable to Attorney General's Registry of Charitable Trusts

Gross Annual Revenue Fee Gross Annual Revenue Fee Gross Annual Revenue Fee

Less than $25,000 0 Between $100,001and $250,000 $50 Between $1,000,001 and $10 million $150
Between $25,000 and $100,000 $25 Between $250,001 and $1 million $75 Between $10,000,001 and $50 million $225

Greater than $50 million $300

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

1294 Potrero Avenue 1522670

San Francisco, CA 94110 94-3154078

 7/01/06  6/30/07
1,425,407. 3,583,980.

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X
(415) 824-9475

Mario Paz Executive Director

See Statement 1
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2006 California Statements Page 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Statement 1
Form RRF-1, Part B, Line 6
Government Agency That Provided Funding

1) California State Department of Education
   1430 N. Street
   Sacramento, Ca 95814-5901
   Cynthia Robinson (916) 324-6586

2) Department of Children, Youth, and Their Families
   1390 Market Street
   San Francisco, Ca 94102
   Winna Davis (415) 554-8957

3) First Five
   1390 Market Street, Ste. 900
   San Francisco, CA 94102
   Denise Albano (415) 503-1604

4) San Francisco Head Start Program
   205 13th Street, Ste. 3280
   San Francisco, Ca 94103
   Jeff Dang (415) 503-1604
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https://www.liveaction.org/news/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/caroline-farrar-orrick.jpg 
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6/7/2017 Stand with Planned Parenthood

https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/ 1/8

STAND 
WITH 
PLANNED 
PARENTHOOD

Stand with Planned

* First Name:

http://istandwithpp.org/ Go

140 captures
28 Feb 2011  3 Jun 2017
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https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://istandwithpp.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/
https://web.archive.org/web/*/http://istandwithpp.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/


6/7/2017 Stand with Planned Parenthood

https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/ 2/8

Stand with Planned
Parenthood —  
then spread the truth.
 

Once again, a group of anti-abortion

activists has attacked Planned Parenthood

doctors, nurses, and patients with false

accusations. And once again, their

political allies are seizing on these

accusations as an excuse to push the

same dangerous agenda — shut down

health centers and cut women off from

care.

Show them you aren't fooled by the latest

smear job. Show them you won't stop

fighting for women's health and rights.

Add your name to the millions who stand

proudly with Planned Parenthood.

* Last Name:

* Your Email:

* ZIP / Postal Code:

   Yes, I would like to receive periodic updates and communications from Planned

Parenthood.

SEND MESSAGE

*Required fields

Change Your Tell Them

http://istandwithpp.org/ Go

140 captures
28 Feb 2011  3 Jun 2017
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https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://twibbon.com/Support/stand-with-pp
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://secure.ppaction.org/site/SPageServer/?pagename=pp_ppol_standwithpp2015.html&amp;s_src=StandwithPP_0715_Evergreen_c3&amp;s_subsrc=3NALz1601W1N1V
https://web.archive.org/web/
https://web.archive.org/web/*/http://istandwithpp.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/
JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight



6/7/2017 Stand with Planned Parenthood

https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/ 3/8

Change Your
Profile Pic

Show your support for

Planned Parenthood in the

face of continued attacks

by anti-women’s health

extremists and politicians

by changing your profile

picture and/or cover photo

on Facebook and Twitter.

PINK ME FOR PP

Tell Them
Thank You

Every day, no matter what,

Planned Parenthood

doctors, nurses, and other

staff are out there giving

compassionate care to  the

patients who rely on it.

Let's send a big THANK

YOU to all the staff on the

front lines of the fight for

reproductive health and

rights!

SIGN THE CARD

Why I Stand with Planned

Parenthood

READ THEIR STORIES

http://istandwithpp.org/ Go

140 captures
28 Feb 2011  3 Jun 2017
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https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://twibbon.com/Support/stand-with-pp
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/https://secure.ppaction.org/site/SPageServer/?pagename=pp_ppol_standwithpp2015.html&s_src=StandwithPP_0715_Evergreen_c3&s_subsrc=3NALz1601W1N1V
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http://istandwithpp.org/stories/
https://web.archive.org/web/
https://web.archive.org/web/*/http://istandwithpp.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/
JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight



6/7/2017 Stand with Planned Parenthood

https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/ 4/8

We all #StandwithPP! Do you?

View All

View All

Hrm.

Wayback Machine doesn't have that page archived.
Want to search for all archived pages under https://www.71n7.com/ ?

https://www.71n7.com//t/standwithpp?width=1137&expand=true&paginate=true&count=5&personalization_id=519228

Latest

Show All

http://istandwithpp.org/ Go

140 captures
28 Feb 2011  3 Jun 2017
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https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/we-all-standwithpp
https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/we-all-standwithpp
https://web.archive.org/web/
https://web.archive.org/web/*/https://www.71n7.com/*
https://web.archive.org/web/
https://web.archive.org/web/*/http://istandwithpp.org/
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6/7/2017 Stand with Planned Parenthood

https://web.archive.org/web/20150801155023/http:/istandwithpp.org/ 5/8

IN THE NEWS

Reuters, 7/30/15 

White House Says Would Oppose
Congress Defunding Planned Parenthood

The Dallas Morning News, 7/27/15 

Floyd: I owe Planned Parenthood an
apology

New York Times editorial board, 7/22/15 

The Campaign of Deception Against
Planned Parenthood

Associated Press,  7/20/15 
Planned Parenthood says video part of
decade-long harassment

TIME, 7/15/15 
Why Planned Parenthood Provides Fetal
Cells to Scientists

CBS News, 7/22/15 

DOJ to review Planned Parenthood

Washington Post, 7/29/15 

Planned Parenthood president: These
extremist videos are nothing short of an
attack on women

TIME, 7/27/15 

Why I Donated Fetal Tissue After My
Later Abortion

Think Progress, 7/21/15 

Everything You Need To Know About The
Anti-Abortion Groups Trying To Discredit
Planned Parenthood

RH Reality Check, 7/21/15 

Is GOP Leadership Coordinating Attacks
on Planned Parenthood with Anti-choice
Radicals?

Ebony, 7/20/15 

Anti-Choice Group Distorts the Truth
About Planned Parenthood

http://istandwithpp.org/ Go

140 captures
28 Feb 2011  3 Jun 2017
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Thursday, May 25, 2017 

4:08 p.m. 

(Transcriber's Note:  Due to counsel's failure to state their 

name when speaking, certain speaker identifications were 

impossible to ascertain.) 

---o0o--- 

P R O C E E D I N G S 

THE COURT:  Good afternoon, everybody.  This is

Judge Orrick.

MR. LiMANDRI:  Good afternoon, your Honor.

Attorneys Charles LiMandri and Paul Jonna, Jeff Trissell

representing Biomax and CMP, and I think the rest of the civil

defense team is on the line, as well.

THE COURT:  All right.  I have a record that for the

plaintiff Mr. Foran, Mr. Robinson and Mr. Hearron are on the

call, and that Ms. Short, Mr. Brejcha, Mr. Olp, Mr. Bath --

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Bath.

THE COURT:  -- Bath, mr. LiMandri, Mr. Heffron,

Mr. Trissell, Mr. Jonna and Mr. Zimmerman are on the call.

Is anybody else on the call?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Yes, your Honor, there's some

Thomas More lawyers on the call.

THE COURT:  Okay.  That's fine.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  The clerk has the names.

They haven't appeared, but they may appear later.
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UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  You read the names.  Those

are the people.

THE COURT:  All right, and are -- and is anybody

from Steve Cooley & Associates on the call?

(No response.) 

I take that as a no.  Is Mr. Daleiden on the call?

MS. SHORT:  No, he's not, your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right, was he notified?

MS. SHORT:  He was notified, yes, your Honor.  He

was -- it was on advice of his criminal defense counsel that he

was advised not to -- because of the ongoing criminal

proceedings in the San Francisco Superior Court, he was advised

not to join the call.

THE COURT:  All right, and did they advise

themselves not to join the call?

MS. SHORT:  I -- yeah, I never spoke to Mr. Cooley.

I understood that Mr. Ferreira was not joining.

THE COURT:  All right.

MS. SHORT:  I just -- (indistinct) -- attorney

communication with him at all.

THE COURT:  Okay.  So the lawyers on this call know

that I entered a preliminary injunction on February 5th, 2016,

which says pending a final judgment, defendants and those

individuals who gained access to NAF's 2014 and 2015 annual

meetings using aliases and acting with CMP are restrained and
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enjoined from publishing or otherwise disclosing to any third

party any video, audio, photographic or other recordings taken,

or any confidential information learned at any NAF annual

meetings, publish or otherwise disclosing to any third party

the dates or locations of any future NAF meetings, and

publishing or otherwise disclosing to any third party the names

or addresses of any NAF members learned at any NAF meetings.

I received a letter this morning from counsel for

NAF which says that Mr. Daleiden's counsel, Steve Cooley and

Brentford J. Ferreira of Steve Cooley & Associates, have

embedded on their website approximately a three-minute video

containing several clips, all or substantially all of which

were taken at NAF's annual meetings and covered by the Court's

order.

The same web page also discloses the name of 14

individuals who attended NAF's meetings and who are identified

as Does in the criminal case, 11 of whom are NAF members, and

that the website also contains the link to a URL that publishes

several hours of videos of these individuals taken at NAF's

annual meetings, all covered by the Court's order, and that in

addition, Mr. Daleiden's counsel has also posted a YouTube link

that appears to publish all 504 hours of video covered by the

Court's preliminary injunction.

And if the criminal counsel were on the phone, as

I requested, I would have asked him whether that's true.
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They're not on the phone.  If Mr. Daleiden was here, as

I ordered, on the phone, I would ask him the same question, and

so I guess Ms. Short, I ask you, is that true?

MS. SHORT:  That -- that -- what, I understand that,

I went to the same website, yes, there are or were videos on

the website, and there were the names of the Does on the

website, and there were -- well, I guess that's the two things,

the videos and the Doe defendants -- excuse me -- Doe

complainants in the criminal complaint.

THE COURT:  All right.  Well, so Mr. Daleiden

happens to be covered by this order, as do any third parties,

and as we have his lawyer on the call, I am ordering that all

of those things that are listed -- that I've just listed and

that are listed in the letter, be taken down within the next 15

minutes, if they haven't been taken down already.

And let me ask Mr. Foran or anybody for the

plaintiffs whether they have any additional information to

share.

MR. FORAN:  Yes, thank you, your Honor.  Just very

briefly, obviously, we have to act very quickly this morning.

We gave the Court the best information we had at the time.  The

Court's -- basically, the recitation remains accurate, with one

exception, and that is that the second URL link, that URL link

links to a YouTube playlist that contains 337 videos.  Our

client has done the best job it can under the circumstances to
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determine the total number of hours disclosed and its best

estimate right now is 150.

So I wanted to make sure that I clarified that for

the Court, all of which are covered by the Court's preliminary

injunction order.

The other point that I wanted to make was, it is the

case, as far as we know, that it is the Center for Medical

Progress that are publishing these materials, and we didn't

quite understand that this morning.  When you click on these

links, you're directed to a YouTube playlist, and you can see

on the playlist that the publisher of these videos is the

Center for Medical Progress.

Apparently, the way they did it was, they published

the videos on their own website, but they unlisted them, so if

you go on the Center for Medical Progress' own YouTube website,

I don't see these videos, but if you follow the URL links that

Mr. Daleiden's lawyers published publicly, anybody in the world

can access these materials, and they're being published by the

Center for Medical Progress right now.

THE COURT:  Is there anybody from the defense who

has some explanation for this?

MS. SHORT:  Your Honor, actually, I did want to

clarify, if I might, something about your order, about the list

of the Doe complainants.

That is not something that is generated from, by or
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whatever, from NAF.  That is something that came -- my

understanding, came from the Attorney General's office and was

given to defense counsel.  And so its origins and vector are

totally separate from Mr. Daleiden.

MR. FORAN:  Your Honor, if I could briefly respond?

THE COURT:  Go ahead.

MR. FORAN:  Obviously, it's not totally separate

from Mr. Daleiden because that list was generated from the

tapes that the California Attorney General reviewed in order to

put their complaint together, and it is nevertheless the case

that Mr. Daleiden and anybody acting on his behalf continues to

be enjoined from publishing the names of individuals, of NAF

members, and that is exactly what his lawyer is doing on his

website right now.

I would also ask the Court -- this is a pretty

flagrant and gross violation, as far as we're concerned.  I am

not exaggerating when I say I have been on the phone today with

people in tears, our client is on high security alert, and it

simply cannot be the case that these defendants are continued

to mount this campaign against my client and its members.

I would ask the Court for an order, and we

appreciate the takedown order, but this has got to have some

teeth, either significant financial penalties and/or an order

of imprisonment if this defendant does not comply with this

Court's orders.
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MS. SHORT:  Your Honor, may I respond?

THE COURT:  Go ahead.

MS. SHORT:  First of all, the videos are currently

down, (indistinct).  Secondly, as far as going back to the list

of names, again, that your order was for names learned at any

NAF meeting.  This is -- again, this information is coming in

the context of the criminal prosecution where Mr. Daleiden is

being charged with 15 felony counts on behalf of named Doe --

or unnamed Does, and the Attorney General chose to prosecute

this, chose to proceed in that way, and chose then to provide

those names.

This totally -- this is not information that is

coming through Mr. Daleiden, and so I don't see how the Court

can order -- and also, I'm sorry, actually, let me turn to

another basic point, which is, this is Mr. Ferreira's and

Mr. Cooley's website.  I mean, we are not in a position to tell

them to take down anything, but in any event, those are names

that were provided to them by the Attorney General.

THE COURT:  All right, well, in the way that I read

this order, those names are covered under sub 3, the

information that is coming to -- through Mr. Daleiden, who is

the client and directs his counsel, is, in my view, a flagrant

violation of this Court's order, and if it is correct that this

is all coming through CMP, then woe is going to be to the

people who are involved in this.
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The types of sanctions that are available include

fines and monetary sanctions, censures of the people who are

involved, including the lawyers, and attorney discipline,

including the lawyers, including the criminal lawyers.  

And so what I'm going to do is I'm going set an

order to show cause, and I think there is evidence that needs

to be provided in order to assure that everybody gets their

process.

So Mr. Foran, how quickly will you be in a position

to file a -- documents in support of contempt or other

sanctions?

MR. FORAN:  Your Honor, we can do it on any schedule

that the Court orders us to.  We're on the footing to do so.

And if we take a takedown order today that has some teeth, I'd

ask for a couple of days just so we can consider the types of

remedies that we want to seek here.  So maybe early next week.

THE COURT:  All right, well, let's say that you will

file, by the 31st of May, any documents or other evidence in

support of a finding of contempt; that the defendants will

respond by the 7th.  We'll have a hearing on the 14th at

2:00 p.m.  And I suggest that, Mr. Foran, you serve Mr. Cooley

and Mr. Ferreira with any documents that are appropriate.

I just have to tell you that I find this shocking,

and I am quite amazed with the lawyers, quite amazed.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  I'm not sure what lawyers
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you're referring to --

THE COURT:  Mr. Foran -- excuse me.

Mr. Foran, what is -- when you say an order with

teeth, besides the order to show cause, are you suggesting

something else?

MR. FORAN:  I'm asking for an immediate takedown

order, your Honor --

THE COURT:  Yes, that's -- I've already given that,

but besides those two things?

MR. FORAN:  Some kind of penalties, either monetary

or defer to the Court on what types of penalties here, but

this -- look, this is shocking from our perspective, it's

outrageous, it's already a gross violation of the Court's

order.  We have no confidence whatsoever that Mr. Daleiden or

his criminal counsel are going to comply with the takedown

order.  So we would like to see some significant penalties of

some kind for noncompliance, maybe on a daily basis, until they

come into --

THE COURT:  Thank you.  I think we need to establish

some facts before that happens, but the takedown order and the

order to show cause -- now, was there some -- will be in effect

now, and I accept what Ms. Short represents, that everything

has been taken down, but just to make clear, it better be,

within the next 15 minutes.

MS. SHORT:  Oh, your Honor -- I beg your pardon,
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your Honor.  I do not want to mislead the Court about that,

that the videos were taken down by YouTube, so we are in a --

well -- so I don't want you to misunderstand and think that

I was representing to you that Mr. Daleiden had taken them down

or his (indistinct) had taken them down or something like that.

THE COURT:  Well, I suggest that Mr. Daleiden be

told by his lawyer that they need to be taken down immediately,

and that he tell his lawyers, all of them throughout the world,

that this has to stop.

Now, is there anything else that any of the

defendants wanted to say, defendants' counsel?

MR. LiMANDRI:  Only that -- attorney Charles

LiMandri representing CMP -- to the extent that there's any

impression that the civil attorneys were aware or part of any

desire or effort to violate the court order, I'm hearing about

all of this for the first time today, and I didn't want the

impression to be given that there's some kind of conspiracy or

collusion going on here.

Mr. Daleiden is being represented by criminal

counsel at (indistinct), they're doing what is in his best

interests with respect to the criminal action, but the civil

counsel can't control them.  But of course, we will convey

everything the Court said promptly to them and to Mr. Daleiden,

but I just felt it necessary to bring to the attention of the

Court that the civil counsel are not doing anything to try to
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violate any court orders here, and we'll do what we can to

comply with court orders.

THE COURT:  Mr. Daleiden better be well advised by

his lawyers, regardless, that he is obligated to follow the

Court's orders and not try to skate around them and cause real

harm to human beings, and to himself, as it will turn out, for

his failure to follow the Court's orders.

All right, is there anything further?

MR. FORAN:  Not from the National Abortion

Federation, your Honor.  Thank you for your time.

MS. SHORT:  Um --

THE COURT:  Yes, Ms. Short?

MS. SHORT:  Well, again, I'm still struggling with

the issue of the names, because I don't -- I'm struggling --

well, so I -- you are instructing me to --

THE COURT:  You may litigate that if you'd like, and

you can explain to me how it is that those names don't actually

come directly from the action that your client perpetrated with

respect to learning them at the NAF annual meetings, and the

fact that the State Attorney General may have had -- may be

pursuing criminal proceedings and using, in the criminal

proceedings, the tapes and other information that was developed

by your clients during this -- the 2014 and 2015 annual

meetings, that doesn't give them an independent right to

violate this order.
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That's my view, but maybe you'll be able to persuade

me to the contrary in three weeks, but in the meantime, I hope

that my order was clear.

MS. SHORT:  Thank you, your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right, thank you all very much.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Thank you, your Honor.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Thank you, Judge.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Thank, your Honor.

4:28 p.m. 

---o0o--- 
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December 13, 2016 

VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION 

The Honorable Loretta Lynch 
Attorney General 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530 
 

The Honorable James B. Comey, Jr.  
Director  
Federal Bureau of Investigation  
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20535  

 
Dear Attorney General Lynch and Director Comey: 
 
 In the summer of 2015, the Senate Judiciary Committee began an inquiry into paid fetal 
tissue transfers involving Planned Parenthood.  The Committee has since obtained and reviewed 
more than 20,000 pages of information from the organizations involved, and engaged in detailed 
discussions with the attorneys for those organizations.  The investigation has culminated in a 
Majority Staff Report to the Committee.  That report is attached for your review. 
 

The report documents the failure of the Department of Justice, across multiple 
administrations, to enforce the law that bans the buying or selling of human fetal tissue (42 
U.S.C. § 289g-2) with even a single prosecution.  It also documents substantial evidence 
suggesting that the specific entities involved in the recent controversy, and/or individuals 
employed by those entities, may have violated that law.  Moreover, that evidence is contained 
entirely in those entities’ own records, which were voluntarily provided to the Committee and 
are detailed in the report. 

 
Accordingly, I am referring the paid fetal tissue practices of the following organizations, 

as outlined in the report, to the FBI and the Department of Justice for investigation and potential 
prosecution:  
 

 StemExpress, LLC; 
 Advanced Bioscience Resources, Inc.; 
 Novogenix Laboratories, LLC; 
 Planned Parenthood Mar Monte; 
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Attorney General Lynch and Director Comey 
December 13, 2016 

 Planned Parenthood Los Angeles; 
 Planned Parenthood Northern California; and 
 Planned Parenthood of the Pacific Southwest.  

 
In addition, as also described in the attached report, it appears that the Planned 

Parenthood Federation of America learned that its affiliates engaging in paid fetal tissue 
programs were not following the policies and procedures it had put in place to ensure compliance 
with 42 U.S.C. § 289g-2.  However, instead of exercising its oversight procedures to bring them 
into compliance, it contacted the affiliates involved and then altered those oversight procedures 
in a manner that allowed the affiliates’ conduct to continue.  While the Committee does not have 
all the details of what transpired between the Planned Parenthood Federation of America and 
these affiliates, the facts uncovered raise a reasonable suspicion that these organizations, and/or 
individuals employed by them, may have engaged in a conspiracy to violate the fetal tissue law 
(18 U.S.C. § 371).  Therefore, I am referring the practices of these organizations, as outlined in 
the report, to the FBI and the Department of Justice for investigation and potential prosecution 
for this offense, as well. 

 
Please contact the Committee if you determine that you need to seek access to unredacted 

copies of any of the records necessary to further your investigation into these matters. 
 

If you have any questions, please contact Jason Foster of my Committee staff at (202) 
224-5225. Thank you for your attention to this important matter. 
 

Sincerely, 

       

Charles E. Grassley 
 Chairman     
 Senate Committee on the Judiciary 

cc:  The Honorable Patrick J. Leahy 
Ranking Member  
Senate Committee on the Judiciary 
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Medical Progress 
 
  

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION 
OF AMERICA, INC., et al., 
 

Plaintiff, 
vs. 

 
THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL 
PROGRESS, et al., 
 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

  ) 

 
Case No. 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 
 
Judge William H. Orrick, III 
 
Certificate of Counsel in Support of 
Motion for Disqualification of the 
Honorable William H. Orrick III, 
Pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455 
 
Hearing Date: July 19, 2017, 2:00 p.m. 
 
Courtroom 2, 17th Floor 
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1 

CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION – 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 

 

 

Certificate of Counsel 

I certify that I am counsel of record for Defendant the Center for Medical Progress in the 

above-entitled cause, that I am informed as to the proceedings, and that the affidavit and 

application are made in good faith and not for the purpose of hindrance or delay. 

 

     FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND 

Dated:  June 13, 2017         By:  
Charles S. LiMandri, Attorney for Defendant 
The Center for Medical Progress 

 
 
 
To the Clerk of the Court: 

Application is here made, for the reasons set forth in the concurrently submitted affidavit 

and certificate, that appropriate proceedings be taken under 28 U.S.C. § 144 to assign another judge 

to hear the proceeding. 
  
 
 
      FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND 

Dated:  June 13, 2017         By:  
Charles S. LiMandri, Attorney for Defendant  
The Center for Medical Progress 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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2 

CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION – 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 

 

 

Certificate of Counsel 

I certify that I am counsel of record for Defendants David Daleiden and the Center for 

Medical Progress in the above-entitled cause, that I am informed as to the proceedings, and that 

the affidavit and application are made in good faith and not for the purpose of hindrance or delay. 

 

LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  
 

Dated:  June 13, 2017         By:  
Catherine W. Short, Attorney for Defendant 
David Daleiden  

 
 
 
To the Clerk of the Court: 

Application is here made, for the reasons set forth in the concurrently submitted affidavit 

and certificate, that appropriate proceedings be taken under 28 U.S.C. § 144 to assign another judge 

to hear the proceeding. 
  

LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  
 

Dated:  June 13, 2017         By:  
Catherine W. Short, Attorney for Defendants 
David Daleiden and the Center for Medical Progress 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / /  

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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3 

CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION – 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 

 

 

Certificate of Counsel 

I certify that I am counsel of record for Defendant David Daleiden in the above-entitled 

cause, that I am informed as to the proceedings, and that the affidavit and application are made in 

good faith and not for the purpose of hindrance or delay. 

 
 

THOMAS MORE SOCIETY  
 

Dated:  June 13, 2017         By:  
Thomas Brejcha, Attorney for Defendant 
David Daleiden  

 
 
 
To the Clerk of the Court: 

Application is here made, for the reasons set forth in the concurrently submitted affidavit 

and certificate, that appropriate proceedings be taken under 28 U.S.C. § 144 to assign another judge 

to hear the proceeding. 
  

 
THOMAS MORE SOCIETY  
 

Dated:  June 13, 2017         By:  
Thomas Brejcha, Attorney for Defendant 
David Daleiden  
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4 

CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION – 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 

 

 

ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO CIVIL L.R. 5.1(i)(3) 

 

As the filer of this document, I attest that concurrence in the filing was obtained from the 

other signatories. 
 

 
Charles S. LiMandri 
Counsel for Defendant CMP 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION 
OF AMERICA, INC., et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

 
CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, et 
al., 

Defendants. 
 

Case No.  16-cv-00236-WHO    
 
 
ORDER REGARDING MOTION FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION 

Re: Dkt. No. 164 

 

 

  

Defendants have filed a motion seeking my disqualification for bias under 28 U.S.C. §§ 

144 and 455.  Dkt. No. 164.  This motion follows the one filed by defendants in the related case, 

National Abortion Federation v. Center for Medical Progress, et al., Case No. 15-cv-03522.   

 The grounds raised in this motion are identical to the ones raised in the NAF case, although 

slightly different facts are alleged here.  I have reviewed the arguments made in the motion and the 

facts alleged in affidavit and, as with the prior motion and affidavit, I do not find them legally 

sufficient.  My concerns about the timing of the motions – filed in the NAF case just days before a 

hearing on the OSC re Contempt – likewise remain.   

 Under Local Rule 3-14, this motion is referred to the Clerk so that it may be assigned to 

the Hon. James Donato, who was randomly assigned the prior motion.  Until this motion is 

resolved by Judge Donato, I will issue no further rulings in this case.  To the extent that the parties 

require relief from the Court on any issue not related to the disqualification motion during that 

time, they may seek the assistance of the Duty Judge. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated: June 14, 2017 

 

  

William H. Orrick 
United States District Judge 

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 167   Filed 06/14/17   Page 1 of 1
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION 
OF AMERICA, INC., et al, Case No. C 16-cv-0236-WHO 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, et 
al, 

Defendants. 

ORDER FOR REFERRAL OF MOTION 
FORRECUSAL 

GOOD CAUSE AJ>PEARING, IT IS ORDERED 

On June 14, 2017, Judge William H. Orrick directed that defendant's Motion for 

Disqualification pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 144 and 455 be referred to the Clerk for reassignment. 

Pursuant to Civil Local Rule 3-14, the motion for recusal is hereby referred to the Honorable 

James Donato. 

Dated: June 15, 2017 

FOR THE EXECUTNE COMMITTEE: 

KATHLEENSH 
Chief Deputy Cle 
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PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION
OF THE HONORABLE WILLIAM H. ORRICK III

AMY L. BOMSE (No. 218669)
SHARON D. MAYO (No. 150469)
JEE YOUNG YOU (No. 241658)
ARNOLD & PORTER KAYE SCHOLER LLP
Three Embarcadero Center, 10th Floor
San Francisco, California 94111-4024
Telephone: (415) 471-3100
Facsimile: (415) 471-3400
Email: amy.bomse@apks.com

sharon.mayo@apks.com
jeeyoung.you@apks.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

BETH H. PARKER (No. 104773)
PLANNED PARENTHOOD AFFILIATES OF
CALIFORNIA
551 Capitol Mall, Suite 510
Sacramento, California 95814-4581
Telephone: (916) 446-5247
Email: beth.parker@ppacca.org

HELENE T. KRASNOFF (pro hac vice)
PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF
AMERICA
1110 Vermont Avenue, NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC 20005
Telephone: (202) 973-4800
Email: helene.krasnoff@ppfa.org

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF
AMERICA, INC., PLANNED PARENTHOOD:
SHASTA-DIABLO, INC. dba PLANNED
PARENTHOOD NORTHERN CALIFORNIA;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD MAR MONTE, INC.;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF THE PACIFIC
SOUTHWEST; PLANNED PARENTHOOD LOS
ANGELES; PLANNED PARENTHOOD/ORANGE
AND SAN BERNARDINO COUNTIES, INC.;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF SANTA
BARBARA, VENTURA AND SAN LUIS OBISPO
COUNTIES, INC; PLANNED PARENTHOOD
PASADENA AND SAN GABRIEL VALLEY,
INC.; PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF THE
ROCKY MOUNTAINS; PLANNED
PARENTHOOD GULF COAST; AND PLANNED
PARENTHOOD CENTER FOR CHOICE;

Plaintiffs,

v.

CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, BIOMAX
PROCUREMENT SERVICES, LLC, DAVID
DALEIDEN (aka “ROBERT SARKIS”), TROY
NEWMAN, ALBIN RHOMBERG, PHIL CRONIN,
SANDRA SUSAN MERRITT (aka “SUSAN
TENNENBAUM”), GERARDO ADRIAN LOPEZ,
and UNKNOWN CO-CONSPIRATORS, inclusive,

Defendants.

Case No. 3:16-cv-00236-WHO

PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO
DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR
DISQUALIFICATION OF THE
HONORABLE WILLIAM H.
ORRICK III

Date: July 19, 2017
Time: 2:00 p.m.
Place: Courtroom 2, 17th Floor
Judge: Hon. William H. Orrick, III
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PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION

OF THE HONORABLE WILLIAM H. ORRICK III

I. INTRODUCTION

Defendants’ motion to disqualify Judge Orrick is nearly identical to that filed in the NAF

case, which this Court has denied. Order re Motion For Disqualification of District Judge Under

28 USC §§ 144 and 455 (“Order”), NAF v. CMP, Case No. 15-cv-03522-WHO (“NAF case”). This

Court has held that neither Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook activity, nor Judge Orrick’s decade-old service

to Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, nor his statement during a hearing individually or

collectively provide any basis for disqualification. Order, 10 (“Each of defendants’ arguments adds

up to a zero”). This motion should likewise be denied. All of the arguments set forth in NAF’s

opposition (NAF case, ECF No. 447), which is incorporated by reference, and the conclusions in the

Court’s Order apply with equal force in this case.

Planned Parenthood files this brief to address the one difference between the two motions—

a difference that ultimately is of no consequence. In both motions, Defendants place great weight

on the fact that Judge Orrick previously served on the board of Good Samaritan and that Planned

Parenthood Northern California (“PPNC”) operates a clinic within a building owned by Good

Samaritan. But whereas PPNC is not a party to the NAF case, PPNC is a Plaintiff in this matter.

This should make no difference, since Good Samaritan is not a party to the case and PPNC, as

counsel for Defendants’ admit (Order, 8:9-10), is a separate legal entity. To overcome that hurdle,

Defendants seek to portray Good Samaritan and PPNC as so deeply intertwined that Judge Orrick’s

past relationship with non-party Good Samaritan effectively becomes a past relationship with party

PPNC.

This is nonsense. Defendants’ argument is predicated on an obviously distorted

characterization of the business relationship between Good Samaritan and PPNC. It hinges on the

colloquial use of the term “partner” on Good Samaritan’s website in reference to PPNC. The actual

facts are that the two non-profit organizations have a business relationship—not a partnership of the

sort that would give rise to a fiduciary relationship, nor certainly that would render Judge Orrick a

fiduciary to PPNC. No cited authority supports the notion that a judge is disqualified from a case

because he formerly had a relationship with a non-party that, in turn, had a business relationship

with a party.

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 170   Filed 06/26/17   Page 2 of 7
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PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION

OF THE HONORABLE WILLIAM H. ORRICK III

Like the nearly identical motion filed in the NAF Case, this Motion has no merit, is untimely

and was brought for tactical reasons. It should be denied.

II. BACKGROUND

A. Procedural History

In January 2016, Planned Parenthood Federation of America (“PPFA”) and eleven Planned

Parenthood affiliates, including PPNC, filed the above captioned lawsuit against Defendants. The

lawsuit alleges that Defendants and coconspirators engaged in a fraudulent scheme to infiltrate

conferences and health centers, and secretly record Planned Parenthood staff for the purpose of

unleashing a smear campaign against Planned Parenthood. The underlying factual allegations are

similar to those alleged in the lawsuit brought by NAF six months earlier. Judge Orrick related the

case.

In April and May 2016, Defendants brought four separate dispositive motions: two motions

to dismiss and two anti-SLAPP motions. On September 30, 2016, Judge Orrick denied all four

motions, finding that Plaintiffs had sufficiently pled all causes of action. ECF No 124 (Order).

Meanwhile, in April 2016, the parties began engaging in discovery, and ensuing discovery disputes

have required Judge Orrick to issue several orders. ECF Nos. 90 (Order Denying Motion to

Quash), 114 (Protective Order), 156 (minute entry compelling production of videotapes).

Seventeen discovery disputes are presently briefed and pending before Judge Orrick in omnibus

discovery motions filed on June 14. ECF No. 166.

B. PPNC’s Wohlford Family Clinic

PPNC operates 23 health centers across 20 counties in Northern California, ranging from

San Francisco to Del Norte County. Declaration of Erin Harr Yee In Support of Plaintiffs’

Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for Disqualification (“Yee Decl.”) ¶ 3. Of these, 20 are full

service health centers. Id. The remaining 3 are satellite clinics, which provide reproductive health

care for less than 20 hours per week. Id. One of those satellite clinics, known as the Wohlford

Family Clinic, operates out of the Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (“Good Samaritan”)

located at 1294 Potrero Avenue in San Francisco. Id. ¶ 4. The Wohlford Family Clinic is open to

the public. Id. It operates part-time and provides reproductive health services to a low-income
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population. Id. The Wohlford Family Clinic does not provide abortion services. Id.

PPNC has operated the Wohlford Family Clinic at Good Samaritan since 2010. Id. ¶ 5.

Prior to that, the Clinic was operated by Planned Parenthood Golden Gate. Id. The terms of the

relationship are governed by a Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”). Id. The MOU states that

“Planned Parenthood is an independent agency” and that the MOU does not create a partnership

relationship. Id. (“[The MOU] is not intended to and shall not be construed to create the

relationship of agent, servant, employee, partnership, joint venture or associate” ). Since August

2016, PPNC has paid monthly rent to Good Samaritan for the use of the space for the Wohlford

Family Clinic. Id. PPNC does not share staff with Good Samaritan. Id. All staff members

working at the Wohlford Family Clinic are PPNC employees, paid by PPNC. Id. Patients who use

the services of the Wohlford Family Clinic pay PPNC. Id. PPNC does not share those payments

with Good Samaritan. Id. Good Samaritan plays no role in managing the Wohlford Family Clinic

that is housed within its facilities. Id.

The staff members of the Wohlford Family Clinic were not victims of Defendants’ scheme.

Id. at ¶ 7. None of the staff of the Wohlford Family Clinic attended any of the conferences that

Defendants infiltrated, and Defendants did not meet with or contact any of that staff. Id. The

Wohlford Family Clinic has not been subject to attacks arising from Defendants’ smear campaign,

and PPNC is not seeking any damages arising out of harm to that clinic. Id.

III. ARGUMENT

A. Defendants’ Motion To Disqualify Should Be Denied For All The Same Reasons
That This Court Denied The Nearly Identical Motion In The NAF Case.

Like the NAF case, this case has been pending for a substantial period of time and

Defendants have been aware of all of the key facts since before it was filed. Nor, as set forth in

NAF’s opposition, could any of those facts cause a reasonable person to question Judge Orrick’s

impartiality. For these reasons alone, the motion should be denied. See NAF Opposition (ECF No.

447); see also Order, 4:4-5 (“a good case could be made that this motion should be terminated [for

lack of timeliness] on that ground alone”).

Moreover, the filing of this motion only underscores the tactical nature of this entire
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exercise. Defendants initially filed a motion in the NAF case only and did nothing to challenge

Judge Orrick’s involvement in this case even though their disqualification motion is predicated on

an alleged bias in favor of Planned Parenthood. Defendants waited a week before filing the same

motion in this case. This attempt to whitewash their true motivation for seeking to disqualify Judge

Orrick is transparent and should be rejected.

B. Judge Orrick’s Former Relationship With A Non-Party That In Turn Has A
Business Relationship With A Party Is Not A Basis For Disqualification.

The single difference between the motions in the NAF case and this case is that PPNC,

which leases space from Good Samaritan, is a party in this case. That difference is immaterial.

First, Defendants have offered no evidence that either Judge Orrick has or had any

relationship with PPNC itself. Their suggestion to the contrary is misleading. See Motion, ECF

164 at 6:17-18 (“Judge Orrick did not disclose his relationship with PPSP, a named plaintiff and

putative ‘victim’ in this case before issuing rulings in it.”) (emphasis added).

Second, Good Samaritan and PPNC are neither partners nor “deeply intertwined.” Id. at

8:4. They are distinct entities that have a simple contractual relationship whereby PPNC rents space

in Good Samaritan’s building for one of PPNC’s satellite clinics.1 See Order, 8:9-11 (“Good

Samaritan is, as counsel acknowledged at the hearing, a separate legal entity from Planned

Parenthood Shasta Pacific”). The Wohlford Family Clinic is open to the public. Yee Decl. ¶4.

Employees who work at the Wohlford Family Clinic are PPNC employees, paid by PPNC. Id. ¶ 5.

Good Samaritan does not, as Defendants contend, provide a receptionist for the clinic. Id. ¶ 6.

Patients who use the services of the Wohlford Family Clinic pay PPNC. Id. ¶ 5. PPNC does not

share those payments with Good Samaritan. Id. Good Samaritan plays no role in managing the

clinic that is housed within its facilities. Id.

Defendants’ make much of the fact that Good Samaritan refers to PPSP as a “partner” on its

website. This proves nothing. PPNC and Good Samaritan are not partners in any legal sense. Yee

1 Defendants’ assertion that Good Samaritan provides the space “rent-free” is incorrect. PPNC pays
monthly rent to use the space for the satellite clinic. Yee Decl. ¶ 5.
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Decl. ¶5. The two organizations do not share profits, debts, expenses, management or legal

obligations. Id. That Good Samaritan and PPSP both serve low income immigrant women and do

so out of the same building owned by one of the two entities hardly makes them one and the same

for conflicts purposes.

The authority on which Defendants rely is therefore irrelevant. United States v. Tucker, 78

F.3d 1313 (8th Cir. 1996), involved a judge who had a current, close relationship with individuals

whose conduct in concert with the defendant was directly at issue in the case. Id. at 1324-25. The

facts could not be more distinct here, where the relationship at issue is ten years old (Order, 8:19-21

(Judge Orrick’s service as Good Samaritan board member ended “almost a decade before this case

was filed”)) and the party with whom Judge Orrick had a relationship has absolutely no

involvement in the case he is presiding over. None of the staff at the Wohlford Family Clinic

attended any of the conferences that are at issue in this case or were subject to any of Defendants’

illegal conduct. Yee Decl. ¶ 7. None of the damages claimed by PPNC were suffered by its part-

time satellite clinic in the Good Samaritan building. Id. There will be no occasion for Judge

Orrick’s prior relationship with Good Samaritan to have any impact on his impartial judgment of

this case. Liljeberg v. Health Services Acquisition Corp., 486 U.S. 847, 860-61 (1988)), which

Defendants cite, is likewise irrelevant. Motion, ECF 164 at 7:7-13. Defendants have proffered no

evidence that Judge Orrick “has knowledge of facts that would give him an interest in the

litigation.” Order, 8:4-5 (Defendants’ allegation that Judge Orrick had access to confidential

information is “purely conclusory and speculative”).

In sum, no reasonable person knowing all of these facts would conclude that Judge Orrick’s

former relationship with Good Samaritan or Good Samaritan’s business relationship with PPNC

would render him unable to preside over this case in an impartial manner.

IV. CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth herein, in this Court’s Order and in the NAF Opposition, the

Motion should be denied.
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Dated: June 26, 2017 ARNOLD & PORTER KAYE SCHOLER
LLP

By: /s/ Amy L. Bomse
Amy L. Bomse

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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INTRODUCTION 

While on the board of a San Francisco non-profit, the Good Samaritan Family Resource 

Center (GSFRC), Judge Orrick presumably helped open a Planned Parenthood clinic inside 

GSFRC’s sole facility in 2001, because his non-involvement in the process would have violated his 

duty of care to GSFRC. That clinic remains open to this day, and GSFRC is an advertised location 

of Planned Parenthood, specifically Planned Parenthood Shasta Diablo dba Planned Parenthood 

Shasta Pacific (PPSP) and Planned Parenthood Northern California (PPNC), a named Plaintiff. 

Judge Orrick never disclosed his relationship with Planned Parenthood to the Senate Judiciary 

Committee before his confirmation as a federal judge, and he never disclosed it to Defendants 

when they came before him in the civil lawsuits from Planned Parenthood and the National 

Abortion Federation. His relationship with GSFRC, and its relationship with PPSP, requires 

recusal, both because of his fiduciary duty to GSFRC and because of the appearance of bias created 

by the intertwining relationships. 

In addition, the actions of Mrs. Orrick, although entirely her own, require Judge Orrick’s 

recusal. The Constitution protects a judge’s spouse’s right to speak out publicly on societal issues, 

to comment on pending cases, and to run for political office. But those actions have consequences – 

including placing a judge in the position of having to recuse himself from certain cases. Mrs. 

Orrick’s actions require Judge Orrick’s recusal. 

ARGUMENT 

I. JUDGE ORRICK’S FORMER AND ONGOING RELATIONSHIP WITH GSFRC 

REQUIRES RECUSAL 

A. Fiduciary Relationship 

As a former Secretary of, former attorney for, and current Emeritus Board Member of, the 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (GSFRC), Judge Orrick has ongoing fiduciary duties to 

that organization. See Rutherford v. PaloVerde Health Care Dist., No. EDCV131247JAKSPX, 

2014 WL 12637191, at *2 (C.D. Cal. Oct. 28, 2014) (“PVHD’s former outside counsel, who have 

the same ethical obligations as all attorneys, and PVHD’s former board members, who still owe a 

fiduciary duty to PVHD”). The fiduciary duties which survived his departure from GSFRC include, 
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as an attorney, the duty not to “act[] in a way which will injure the former client in matters 

involving [his] former representation.” Styles v. Mumbert, 164 Cal.App.4th 1163, 1167 (2008). 

They also include, as a former director, the duty of loyalty “to protect and preserve 

confidential information received during service as a director.” In re Mortg. & Realty Trust, 195 

B.R. 740, 751 (Bankr. C.D. Cal. 1996).  

Moreover, although GSFRC points to its emphasis on providing services to immigrants as a 

means of distinguishing it from Plaintiff PPSP (Dkt. No. 447 in NAF v. CMP, at 4:26-28), either 

Plaintiff PPSP also provides immigrant services, or GSFRC places Plaintiff PPSP’s logo on its 

immigrant services materials. See Bukovinac Declaration, Ex. 1. 

 
This is not the only intermingling between Plaintiff PPSP and GSFRC. Plaintiff PPSP disputes that 

GSFRC “donates a receptionist” for its clinic even though it acknowledges that GSFRC “has a 

receptionist who . . . directs everyone who walks in to wherever they want to go,” and that it did 

not pay any rent prior to August 2016. (Harr Decl., ¶¶ 5, 6) That is splitting hairs. In effect, they 

have conceded that GSFRC is so closely intertwined with PPSP they share the same receptionist. In 

fact, in 2008, GSFRC apparently agreed to hire an employee whose job was to support PPSP (a 

“Family Planning Specialist” and “[w]ork as a member of the Family Planning Clinic”), and who 

had the additional duty of furthering the bonds between the two organizations (“serv[ing] as a 

liaison between [PPSP] and [GSFRC]”). Daleiden Declaration, Ex. 1. This close relationship 

between GSFRC and PPSP creates a fiduciary duty in California. See Comm. On Children’s 

Television, Inc. v. Gen. Foods Corp., 35 Cal.3d 197, 222, fn. 22 (1983) (“[A] close and trusting 
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relationship between [parties], in which the [first party] relied on the [second party] and the [second 

party] recognized that reliance, justified imposing fiduciary duties.”) 

Based on Judge Orrick’s fiduciary duty to GSFRC, and its fiduciary duty to, covenant of 

good faith and fair dealing with, memorandum of understanding with, and general intermingling 

with, Plaintiff PPSP, it is likely that Judge Orrick is legally precluded from acting in a manner that 

harms Plaintiff PPSP. This requires recusal. United States v. Lovaglia, 954 F.2d 811, 815 (2d Cir. 

1992) (“[R]ecusal is usually warranted when a judge has a . . . fiduciary interest in the outcome of 

the case, regardless of whether or not the judge is actually aware of that interest at the relevant 

times.”). 

B. Appearance of Bias and Partiality 

“In deciding a motion made pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 144[,] . . . [n]either the truth of the 

allegations nor the good faith of the pleader may be questioned.” Mims v. Shapp, 541 F.2d 415, 417 

(3d Cir. 1976). Therefore, when evaluating Mr. Daleiden’s affidavit, “all facts stated with 

particularity are to be taken as true.” United States v. Haldeman, 559 F.2d 31, 131 (D.C. Cir. 1976). 

In its rejection of Mr. Daleiden’s Motion for Disqualification in NAF v. CMP et al., the 

Court improperly rejected numerous “facts stated with particularity,” instead branding Daleiden’s 

affidavit unduly “speculative” based on a reduction of that affidavit to one sentence. Dkt. No. 452 

in NAF v. CMP, Order at 8. The cases on which the Court relied involved factual showings that 

were not remotely equivalent to Mr. Daleiden’s. In Yagman v. Republic Insurance, the affiant had 

alleged an “invidious motive” for a certiorari petition but “pointed to no evidence other than [the 

Judge’s] pursuit of the petition for certiorari itself.” 987 F.2d 622, 626 (9th Cir. 1993). In Clemens 

v. U.S. District Court for Central District of California, the affiant had “speculate[d]—but [did] not 

tender any evidence—about personal relationships among the judges of the Central District that 

might give rise for a reasonable observer to question the impartiality of the judges.” 428 F.3d 1175, 

1180 (9th Cir. 2005); see also In re Lebbos, No. 06 22225 D 7, 2007 WL 1129189, at *4 (Bankr. 

E.D. Cal. Apr. 13, 2007), aff’d, No. BAO.EC-07-1163-JUNAM, 2007 WL 7540977 (B.A.P. 9th 

Cir. Nov. 14, 2007) (a debtor’s accusation that the court had acted out of “financial self-interest” 

was speculation where there was no evidence whatsoever to support it).  
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In contrast to these instances of “speculation,” Mr. Daleiden did not “speculate” without 

evidence that a relationship exists that would make a reasonable observer question Judge Orrick’s 

impartiality. On the contrary, he alleged with particularity and provided evidence of such a 

relationship, including that, from 1986 to 2009, Judge Orrick had “assisted the Good Samaritan 

Family Resource Center on many legal issues;” that as recently as 2015, he was identified as an 

“emeritus board member” on GSFRC mailings; and that he was “was the Secretary of the Board of 

GSFRC in 2001 when GSFRC entered into its ‘key partnership with PPSP to embed a Planned 

Parenthood clinic inside GSFRC’s premises.” Dkt. No. 428-1 in NAF v. CMP, Daleiden Affidavit, 

¶¶3, 7, 8, Ex. 3, Ex. 5, Ex. 6. Far from being “speculative,” these allegations were supported by 

documentary evidence, and the court was required to “take[] as true” these well-pled and 

substantiated facts. See Haldeman, 559 F.2d at 131. 

In particular, Judge Orrick’s continued public association with GSFRC as an “emeritus 

board member” communicates to the public – and is intended to communicate to the public – his 

approval of its work, including the operation of Plaintiff PPSP’s clinic on GSFRC’s premises as 

one of its most touted services. Such an identification of Judge Orrick with the work of a plaintiff 

who is both accuser and accused in this lawsuit cannot help but raise questions about his 

impartiality in the mind of a reasonable person. 

The single phrase that the Court identified as speculative—that, as Secretary of the Board of 

Directors at the time of the formation of GSFRC’s partnership with Plaintiff PPSP, Judge Orrick 

would have “had access to confidential, extrajudicial information [of Plaintiff PPSP] which will or 

could bias or affect his decision,” was not “speculation” but rather an inference that a “reasonable 

observer” would draw from the well-substantiated facts that Mr. Daleiden presented in his 

affidavit. Dkt. No. 428-1 in NAF v. CMP, Daleiden Affidavit, ¶¶2-3, 7.  

 The fact that Mr. Daleiden cannot plead with particularity the precise nature of the 

confidential information about Plaintiff PPSP to which Judge Orrick had access as Secretary of the 

Board of GSFRC in no way diminishes the reasonableness of the inference that he very likely had 

access to some. In 2000, GSFRC performed a “community needs study to see if there was a need” 

for a family planning clinic in its area, and decided to “open a clinic with Planned Parenthood.” 
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Daleiden Affidavit, Ex. 7. As Secretary, Judge Orrick was responsible for “supervis[ing] the 

maintenance of [GSFRC’s] . . . records of the proceedings of the Board and its committees” and 

thus would have been directly responsible for overseeing the records of the “community needs 

study” to open the Plaintiff PPSP clinic. See Bukovinac Declaration, Ex. 2, § 6.12 (GSFRC 

Bylaws). Moreover, as a director, Judge Orrick had “the right at any reasonable time to inspect 

[GSFRC’s] . . . physical properties” on which exists the Plaintiff PPSP clinic. Id. at § 8.1.1 This 

includes “the right to copy and make extracts.” Id. Thus, Judge Orrick did have “access to 

confidential, extrajudicial information,” the only question is whether he obtained that information. 

If the standard for recusal were production of the actual confidential information that has 

influenced a judge to favor one side over the other, how many litigants could meet it? By 

definition, that information is confidential. And here, where the failure to access that information 

would at best be a violation of Judge Orrick’s fiduciary duty of care and at worst dereliction of 

duty, it should be assumed that he did access it. See In re Verifone Holdings, Inc. S’holder 

Derivative Litig., No. C 07-06347 MHP, 2009 WL 1458233, at *11 (N.D. Cal. May 26, 2009). 

As the Court itself acknowledged, the standard is “whether a reasonable person with 

knowledge of all the facts would conclude that the judge’s impartiality might reasonably be 

questioned.” U.S. v. Holland, 519 F.3d 909, 913-14 (9th Cir. 2008). Mr. Daleiden provided ample 

non-speculative, well-pled, and thoroughly substantiated allegations to satisfy that standard. Judge 

Orrick’s impartiality might reasonably be questioned in a case in which a small entity he governed 

for over 15 years entered into and maintains a close relationship with a Planned Parenthood 

affiliate whom Defendants “demonized” and “smeared” with charges of criminal activity, exposing 

the affiliate to investigation and referral for prosecution. Dkt. 59, ¶¶ 1, 12.  

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
                                                 
1 Plaintiff PPSP could not have excluded GSFRC’s directors from its premises because the family 
planning clinic was a joint venture of both Plaintiff PPSP and GSFRC. See Daleiden Affidavit, Ex. 
7 (“[W]e opened a clinic with Planned Parenthood.”); Daleiden Declaration, Ex. 1 (GSFRC 
employee “[w]ork[ing] as a member of the Family Planning clinic”). 
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II. MRS. ORRICK’S FACEBOOK ACTIVITY CREATES AN APPEARANCE OF 

PARTIALITY THAT WILL TAINT THE PUBLIC’S PERCEPTION OF THE 

FAIRNESS OF THE OUTCOME OF THESE PROCEEDINGS 

In its order dismissing Defendant’s argument as to Mrs. Orrick in the NAF v. CMP case, the 

Court stated: “the premise of defendants’ argument is the faulty and anachronistic assumption that 

a wife’s communicative activity necessarily represents the views of, or should be attributed to, her 

husband.” Dkt. No. 452 in NAF v. CMP, Order at 6:5-7. “It is beyond question that a woman’s right 

to speak out on the issues she cares about does not end when she says ‘I do,’ and her status as an 

independent actor does not depend on her husband’s express declaration of that fact. No thoughtful 

or well-informed person would simply assume that one spouse’s views should always be ascribed 

or attributed to the other in the absence of an express disclaimer.” Id. at 6:14-18.  

The Court misunderstood Defendant’s argument regarding the marital relationship. 

Defendants’ argument in their papers and at the hearing were not attempts to revive coverture and 

argue that Judge Orrick must have been involved in Mrs. Orrick’s “liking” of Facebook posts 

hostile to Mr. Daleiden due to the necessary subservience of one spouse.2 Coverture has rightly 

been rejected as a legal doctrine. See Obergefell v. Hodges, 135 S.Ct. 2584, 2595 (2015) (“[T]he 

law of coverture was abandoned”); Borelli v. Brusseau, 12 Cal.App.4th 647, 657 (1993) (Poche., J., 

dissenting) (“[C]overture has been discarded in California”).  

Rather, Defendants were noting that the special relationship between spouses “could taint 

the public’s perception of the fairness of the outcome” of the NAF v. CMP and the PP v. CMP 

proceedings. Melendres v. Arpaio, No. CV-07-2513-PHX-MHM, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 65069, at 

*50 (D. Ariz. July 15, 2009) (emphasis added); see Obergefell, 135 S.Ct. at 2593-94 (“[T]he annals 

of human history reveal the transcendent importance of marriage”); In re Boggia, 203 N.J. 1, 14 

(2010) (“[F]or spouses of judges, certain amenities of life, and perhaps even some legal rights, have 

to be sacrificed or curtailed for the larger purpose of avoiding the fact or appearance of 

participation by the judge in the political effort of a spouse”) (quotation marks omitted); Greenberg 
                                                 
2 Defendants’ argument is about “spouses,” not “wives.” See generally Obergefell v. Hodges, 135 
S.Ct. 2584 (2015). 
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v. Kimmelman, 99 N.J. 552, 575-76 (1985) (“In a modern marriage, both a wife and a husband 

enjoy equivalent rights to pursue careers. . . . [Nevertheless, t]he state interest in preserving the 

integrity of the judiciary outweighs [a judge’s spouse’s] interest in unrestricted employment 

opportunities”).  

This special relationship between the spouses is still recognized by the federal courts. 

Despite the fact that spouses are “independent actor[s],” the special marital relationship is grounds 

for the excusing of jurors and the screening of judicial clerks. See, e.g., Nichols v. Thomas, 788 

F.Supp. 570, 572 (N.D. Ga. 1992) (Petition for writ of habeas corpus granted because “[a]lthough 

[juror] Mr. Keys does not work for the prosecutor’s office, in view of the close relationship 

between a husband and wife, it would be deemed that he assisted the prosecutor due to this status. . 

. . An average person in Mr. Keys’s position as the husband of a volunteer worker at the district 

attorney’s office would be partial to the prosecutor’s case”); Mathis v. Huff & Puff Trucking, Inc., 

787 F.3d 1297, 1313 (10th Cir. 2015) (New trial not ordered because “[a]lthough it would have 

been better for everyone involved if the judge had promptly disclosed the law clerk and her 

husband’s relationship to the parties and if the clerk had stopped attending the trial, a reasonable 

observer who was fully informed of the facts based on the record before this court would not 

question the judge’s impartiality. Those facts indicate that, as soon as the law clerk became aware 

of her husband’s situation, she informed the judge, who screened her from substantive work on the 

case”) (citations omitted); United States v. DeTemple, 162 F.3d 279, 286 (4th Cir. 1998) (After “the 

marriage of one of the Judge’s law clerks to the prosecutor in this case” was discovered, “the Judge 

took pains to see [that clerk] did not work on DeTemple’s case”).  

Of course spouses have the “right to speak out on the issues [they] care[] about” regardless 

of the other spouse’s views. Dkt. No. 452 in NAF v. CMP, 6:14-18. A judge’s spouse enjoys the 

same rights and is not required to abide by the restrictions set forth in the Canons of Judicial Ethics. 

However, if he or she fully exercises those rights, it has ramifications for the judge. See U.S. 

Advisory Opinion 53 (2009) (“A spouse’s involvement in political activities . . . may increase the 

frequency with which a judge is required to recuse. Judges should pay attention to that increased 

likelihood”). 
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When the Supreme Court of New Jersey finally abolished the rule prohibiting judge’s 

spouses from holding political office, it did so with the explicit warning that a judge’s spouse’s 

political activity was only permissible because a judge has to recuse himself or herself whenever 

there is even the appearance of impropriety due to the spouse’s interests: 
 
[W]e express doubt that spousal political activity per se would involve the judge 
in the political stream. Where a court is dealing with a First Amendment right 
(here the political involvement of the non-judicial spouse), fears that its exercise 
will have undesirable consequences cannot inhibit judicial vindication thereof. As 
to the community’s perception of the spouse’s exercise of that right, emerging 
concepts of spousal independence . . . lead us to appraise our earlier assessment of 
probable public discernment and sophistication as no longer realistic. 
Furthermore, certain disqualification provisions under the Code provide an 
avenue for appropriate withdrawal of the judge from any matter which would or 
could embarrass the court, an implicit burden always resting on the judge to be 
vigilant in detecting possible impropriety or the likelihood of public appearance 
thereof. . . . Under Canon 3C(1), a judge is required to disqualify himself where 
“his impartiality might reasonably be questioned.” The provisions of the Canon 
envision as a basis for disqualification not only the actual involvement of a 
spouse, in one way or another, in a judicial proceeding but also the spouse’s 
having “any other interest that could be affected by the outcome of the 
proceeding.” 

Application of Gaulkin, 69 N.J. 185, 198, fn. 6 (1976) (citations omitted; emphasis added). 

Moreover, the practical reality is that spouses often share the same views on political or 

religious issues, and do speak for each other. It is the married couple whose views on important 

issues diverge that draws comment, not those whose views are similar.3 This is borne out in Judge 

and Mrs. Orrick’s history of joint charitable and, more importantly, political contributions – including 

bundling over $200,000 of political contributions for President Obama.4 The fact that Judge and Mrs. 

Orrick jointly worked to elect President Obama, the first ever sitting President to make a speech to 

Planned Parenthood (long before Defendants’ investigation),5 is evidence to the public of their 

similar views, so that the public is that much less likely to think that Mrs. Orrick is speaking only for 
                                                 
3 See Patrick Gavin, Matalin, Carville recall finding ‘Love’, POLITICO (Dec. 19, 2013, 11:44 AM), 
http://www.politico.com/story/2013/12/james-carville-mary-matalin-recall-finding-love-101333.  
4 See Mollie Hemingway, Obama Appointee And Bundler Blocks More Video Releases By Group 
Behind Planned Parenthood Sting, THE FEDERALIST, July 31, 2016, 
http://thefederalist.com/2015/07/31/obama-appointee-blocks-more-video-releases-by-group-
behind-planned-parenthood-sting/ (citing https://www.citizen.org/william-orrick-2008). 
5 See Dave Boyer, Obama all in on abortion, defends government funding to Planned Parenthood, 
THE WASHINGTON TIMES, April 26, 2013, http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2013/apr/26/ 
obama-all-abortion-defends-government-funding-plan/. 
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herself. See Smith v. Beckman, 683 P.2d 1214, 1216 (Colo. App. 1984) (disqualifying a judge who 

was married to a deputy district attorney, despite the fact that she had not worked on the case at bar: 

“[A]n appearance of impropriety is created by the close nature of the marriage relationship. 

Generally, the public views married people as ‘a couple,’ as ‘a partnership,’ and as participants in a 

relationship more intimate than any other kind of relationship between individuals.”); see also, 

Obergefell, 135 S.Ct. at 2599 (“The nature of marriage is that, through its enduring bond, two persons 

together can find other freedoms, such as expression, intimacy, and spirituality.”). This truth has been 

explicitly acknowledged in the context of abortion. Planned Parenthood of Wisconsin v. Doyle, 162 

F.3d 463, 465 (7th Cir. 1998) (refusing standing to anti-abortion “intervening defendants, two 

husbands of pregnant women” and placing on husbands the burden of showing “that their wives 

disagree with them about the issue and so might consider undergoing” an abortion). 

Moreover, Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook activity, including that accompanied by a photograph 

featuring Judge Orrick, was not the expression of views about an abstract “issue” or “cause.”6 It 

contained (1) defense of an organization against alleged “attacks,” which attacks were the subject 

of a lawsuit pending before Judge Orrick; (2) applause for the criminal prosecution of a party 

before Judge Orrick for activity that is the subject of that lawsuit; and (3) accusations that the 

defendants appearing before Judge Orrick were a “sham organization run by extremists” that 

published “heavily edited videos” that were responsible for violence directed at the opposing party, 

assertions that formed the cornerstone of Judge Orrick’s later issuance of a preliminary injunction. 

Dkt. No. 354 in NAF v. CMP, at 37, n. 42 (“[T]he misleading nature of the Project videos . . . have 

had tragic consequences, including the attack in Colorado . . .”); see also id. at 38, n. 43 (noting as 

“exceptional facts” justifying prior restraint the “extensive and repeated fraudulent conduct,” 

“misleading characterizations about the information procured,” and the “strong showing of 

irreparable harm”).  
                                                 
6 Grutzmacher v. Howard Cty., 851 F.3d 332, 340, fn. 3 (4th Cir. 2017) (“[T]he act of ‘liking’ a 
Facebook post makes the post attributable to the ‘liker, even if he or she did not author the original 
post.”); Buker v. Howard Cty., No. CIV.A. MJG-13-3046, 2015 WL 3456750, at *22 (D. Md. May 
27, 2015), aff’d sub nom. Grutzmacher v. Howard Cty., 851 F.3d 332 (4th Cir. 2017) (“[T]he 
content and effect of each of the January 20 Facebook posts is attributable to Buker, regardless of 
who ‘authored’ the post and who ‘liked’ it”). 
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These actions, if taken by Judge Orrick, would have warranted discipline. See Canon 

3(A)(6), Code of Conduct for United States Judges (“A judge should not make public comment on 

the merits of a matter pending or impending in any court”). The impropriety of such comments are 

so great that “[a] judge should require similar restraint by court personnel subject to the judge’s 

direction and control.” Id. Of course, a judge’s spouse is not subject to his or her “direction and 

control,” but if the spouse elects to comment so antagonistically on a case pending before the 

judge, the judge should recuse himself or herself. See U.S. Advisory Opinion 53 (2009) (“A 

spouse’s involvement in political activities . . . may increase the frequency with which a judge is 

required to recuse. Judges should pay attention to that increased likelihood”); cf. Canon 2(B), Code 

of Conduct for United States Judges (“A judge should . . . not convey or permit others to convey 

the impression that they are in a special position to influence the judge.”). 

In light of the targeted nature of Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook activity, as well as the intentional 

placing of a picture of Judge Orrick and his last name – by someone intimately connected with him 

– next to condemnations of Defendants, the appearance of impropriety is far more serious than 

would have been created by mere comments on “issues” by a spouse. Mrs. Orrick’s actions, 

entirely her own, require Judge Orrick’s recusal. Compare Daleiden Affidavit, Ex. 9, Ex. 10; with 

Tyson v. State, 622 N.E.2d 457, 459-60 (Ind. 1993) (Supreme Court justice recused himself after 

his wife verbally expressed support to counsel for one party, observing that whether he later held 

for or against that party, his decision could be interpreted as a response to his wife’s conduct, and 

noting that “[s]ubstantial concerns about fairness arise when a judge who arguably should 

disqualify remains as a voting participant”). 
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CONCLUSION 

 “No Court should tolerate even the slightest chance that its continued participation in a high 

profile lawsuit could taint the public’s perception of the fairness of the outcome.” Melendres v. 

Arpaio, No. CV-07-2513-PHX-MHM, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 65069, at *50 (D. Ariz. July 15, 

2009).  

The public perceives that Congress is on the verge of making the significant political move 

of withdrawing federal funding from Planned Parenthood due to Defendant’s reporting. The public 

also perceives that Defendants are on the verge of facing criminal and civil penalties for that same 

reporting.  

The public deserves to see that there is no evidence that politics is influencing the court 

actions involving Defendants. “If it is a close case, the balance tips in favor of recusal.” U.S. v. 

Holland, 519 F.3d 909, 911 (9th Cir. 2008). The motion for recusal should be granted. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO CIVIL L.R. 5.1(i)(3) 

 

As the filer of this document, I attest that concurrence in the filing was obtained from the 

other signatories. 
 

 
Charles S. LiMandri 
Counsel for Defendant CMP 
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 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Planned Parenthood, et al. v. The Center for Medical Progress, et al.
Case No.: 3:16-cv-00236

I, Kathy Denworth, declare under penalty of perjury that I am over the age of eighteen years

and not a party to this action; my business address is P.O. Box 9520, Rancho Santa Fe, California

92067, and that I served the following document(s):

• Reply in Support of Motion for Disqualification of the Honorable William H.
Orrick III, Pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455;

• Declaration of Terrisa Bukovinac in Support of Motion for Disqualification of
the Honorable William H. Orrick III, pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455; and 

• Declaration of David Daleiden in Support of Motion for Disqualification of the
Honorable William H. Orrick III, pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455

on the interested parties in this action by emailing a true copy addressed as follows:

Via regular mail and email

 Amy Lynne Bomse 
Arnold & Porter LLP 
Three Embarcadero Center, 7th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94111-4024 
415-434-1600; 415-677-6262 (fax) 
amy.bomse@aporter.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Planned
Parenthood Federation of America, Inc., et
al.

Glenn J. Dickinson
LightGabler LLP
760 Paseo Camarillo, Ste. 300
Camarillo, CA 93010
805-248-7416; 805-248-7416 (fax)
gdickinson@lightgablerlaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Phillip S. Cronin

Catherine Wynne Short 
Life Legal Defense Foundation 
Post Office Box 1313 
Ojai, CA 93024-1313 
805-640-1940 
lldfojai@cs.com
Attorneys for Defendant David Daleiden 

Peter Christopher Breen 
Thomas Leonard Brejcha, Jr.
Thomas More Society 
19 S. LaSalle Street, Suite 603 
Chicago, IL 60603 
312-782-1680 
pbreen@thomasmoresociety.org
tbrejcha@thomasmoresociety.org
Attorneys for Defendant David Daleiden

Helene Krasnoff 
Planned Parenthood Federation of America 
1110 Vermont Ave NW, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20005 
202-973-4800 
helene.krasnoff@ppfa.org 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Planned Parenthood
Federation of America, Inc. 

Michael Millen
Law Offices of Michael Millen
119 Calle Marguerita, Ste. 100
Los Gatos, CA 95032
408-866-7480; 408-516-9861 (fax)
MikeMillen@aol.com
Attorneys for Defendant Albin Rhomberg

Vladimir Frank Kozina 
Mayall Hurley, P.C. 
2453 Grand Canal Boulevard 
Stockton, CA 95207 
209-477-3833; 209-473-4818 (fax) 
vkozina@mayallaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendant Troy Newman

Edward L. White III
Erik M. Zimmerman
AMERICAN CENTER FOR LAW &
JUSTICE
3001 Plymouth Rd., Ste. 203
Ann Arbor, MI 48105
734-680-8007; 734-680-8006 (fax)
ezimmerman@aclj.org 
Attorneys for Defendant Troy Newman

1
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Matt Heffron, pro hac vice
BROWN & BROWN, LLC
501 Scoular Building
2027 Dodge Street
Omaha, NE 68102
402-346-5010; 402-345-8853 (fax)
mheffron@bblaw.us
Attorneys for Defendant David Daleiden

Nicolaie Cocis 
Law Office of Nic Cocis & Associates 
38975 Sky Canyon Drive, Suite 211 
Murrieta, CA 92563 
951-695-1400; 951-698-5192 (fax)
nic@cocislaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendant Sandra Susan
Merritt 

Horatio Gabriel Mihet 
Liberty Counsel 
P.O. Box 540774 
Orlando, FL 32854 
407-875-1776; 407-875-0770 (fax) 
hmihet@lc.org   
jchristman@lc.org 
Attorneys for Defendant Sandra Susan
Merritt 

   X   (BY MAIL) I am "readily familiar" with the firm's practice of collection and processing
correspondence for mailing.  Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal
Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Rancho Santa Fe, California
in the ordinary course of business.  The envelope was sealed and placed for collection and
mailing on this date following our ordinary practices.  I am aware that on motion of the party
served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more
than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

   X   (BY ELECTRONIC FILING/SERVICE) I caused such document(s) to be Electronically
Filed and/or Service using the ECF/CM System for filing and transmittal of the above
documents to the above-referenced ECF/CM registrants.

        (BY ELECTRONIC MAIL) I served a true copy, electronically on designated recipients
via electronic transmission of said documents.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, that the above
is true and correct.

Executed on July 5, 2017, at Rancho Santa Fe, California.

______________________________
Kathy Denworth

2
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DECLARATION OF TERRISA BUKOVINAC IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION – 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 

 

 

Catherine W. Short; (CA Bar No. 117442) Thomas Brejcha, pro hac vice 
LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  Peter Breen, pro hac vice 
Post Office Box 1313  THOMAS MORE SOCIETY 
Ojai, CA  93024-1313 19 S. La Salle St., Ste. 603 
Tel:  (707) 337-6880 Chicago, IL 60603 
LLDFOjai@earthlink.net Tel:  (312) 782-1680 
 tbrejcha@thomasmoresociety.org 
Attorney for Defendants the Center for   
Medical Progress and David Daleiden Matthew F. Heffron, pro hac vice 
 THOMAS MORE SOCIETY 
Charles S. LiMandri (CA Bar No. 110841)  C/O BROWN & BROWN, LLC 
Paul M. Jonna (CA Bar No. 265389)  501 Scoular Building 
Jeffrey M. Trissell (CA Bar No. 292480) 2027 Dodge Street 
FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND Omaha, NE 68102 
P.O. Box 9520 Tel:  (402) 346-5010 
Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067 mheffron@bblaw.us 
Tel:  (858) 759-9948   
cslimandri@limandri.com Attorneys for Defendant David Daleiden 
 
Attorneys for Defendant the Center for 
Medical Progress 
 
  

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION 
OF AMERICA, INC., et al., 
 

Plaintiff, 
vs. 

 
THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL 
PROGRESS, et al., 
 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

  ) 

 
Case No. 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 
 
Judge William H. Orrick, III 
 
Declaration of Terrisa Bukovinac in 
Support of Motion for Disqualification of 
the Honorable William H. Orrick III, 
pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455 
 
Hearing Date: July 19, 2017, 2:00 p.m. 
 
Courtroom 2, 17th Floor 
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1 

DECLARATION OF TERRISA BUKOVINAC IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION – 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 

 

 

1. I, Terrisa Bukovinac, am not a party to this action. I am a resident of San Francisco, 

California.  

2. Mr. Daleiden approached me and asked me if I could visit Good Samaritan Family 

Resource Center (GSFRC), located at 294 Potrero Ave, San Francisco, California, 94110, to look at 

GSFRC’s bylaws and provide him with a copy. It is my understanding that under federal law, 

501(c)(3) nonprofits are required to maintain at their headquarters a copy of their bylaws available 

for public inspection during regular business hours. I agreed to visit GSFRC and visited GSFRC on 

June 28 and June 30, 2017.  

3. While at GSFRC, I took a picture of an immigrant resource flyer which was being 

distributed by the main receptionist. It contains the Planned Parenthood logo on it in the bottom 

right hand corner. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of that photograph. 

4. After being initially rebuffed, and told to return in two days, I was also permitted to 

inspect GSFRC’s bylaws. Those bylaws were given to me by GSFRC’s Executive Director, Mario 

Paz. I took pictures of those bylaws. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of the 

pictures I took of GSFRC’s bylaws.  

I declare until penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the State of 

California that the foregoing is true and correct and that this Affidavit was executed in San 

Francisco, California on July 4, 2017. 

        
       Terrisa Bukovinac
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~ 1~ police: lf you are stopped by immigra · i. 
• Hand this card to the officer, ar1 -I <Jmain .:ii nt 

• The card explains that you are exer<..ismg) ":::1
1

1t to 
refuse to answer any questions until you have talked 

with a lawyer. 
• \f you, or a loved one, think you have been 

unfairly arrested, call the TRUST Act hotline 

at 844-878-7801 . 
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c'f~ 
l:)Yiaws ~ ~..,. 

11~1113 

------------------------------~ 
~enameor-~-~-oo----------------------------c-e-n-te-r -of-S~a-n~F=r=a=nc:is:c:o~ 

00d Samaritan"). 'IJOratJon is GOOd Samaritan Family Resource 

~ernbershlp 

Good Samaritan of the C<~liJorn1a 
Nonprofit Pubrc :hart have no members as defined on section 5056fit corporation Law"). 
GoOd Seman~ enefit Corporation LaV.:, as amended (the •Nonpro fer to persons 
associated with ~t~ay from time to «me use the term •mem~rs: tohre mean1n9 of Sectlon 
5056 O( the N • Ot SUCh per.sons Shafl not be memberS wothon I e 

onprofit Corporation Law 

!_ Board Of Directors 

3.1 Powers 

Subject to the • . . 
1 1 Incorporation. and 

these Bylaw ~owsoons Of the Nonprofit Corporation Law. Arloc e~ 0 
1 

d and all corporate 
powers s, ood Samaritan's activities and affairs shall be con uc e · of Good 
Samarit:~a(:~ be.Bexercr~ed,. by or under the direction of the _Board of 1~'~\";~ and shall act 
only a 8 oard ) . Oorectors shall have no power as mdlvldua ore 5 members of the Board. 

3
·2 Number of Directors 

The numb~r of authorized directors of Good sama rltan shall be not less thal1 3 nor mor~ard 
than ~2• Woth _the exact number of authorized directors to be fixed by resolution of the 8 
from flme to tome. 

3·3 Qualification of Directors 
.No more than forty-nine percent (49%) of the directors serving on the Bo.ard may be . 
Interested persons, as defined in Section 5227 of tlle Nonprofit Corporatton Law. At.all limes 
at least two of the directors shall be the Bishop of the Episcopal Diocese of Cahforma (the 
"Bishop•) and an Episcopal minister. However, any violation of this Section 3.3 shall not 
affect the validity or enforceability of any transaction entered into by Good Samaritan. 

3.4 Election and Term of Office 
At a duly called meeting of the Board, the Board shall elect directors to serve for three-year 
terms. A director shall hold office until a successor ,has been elected and qualified. 

3.5 Vacancies 

A vacancy or vacancies on the Board shall exist in the event that the actual number of 
directors is less than the authorized number for any reason. In addition, the Board may 
declare by resolution a vacancy in the office of any director who has been declared of 
unsound mind by an order of court, convicted of a felony, or found by final order or judgment 
of any court to have breached a duty under Article 3 of Chapter 2 of the Nonprofit 
Corporation Law. 

1 

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 171-1   Filed 07/05/17   Page 7 of 14

 
[670]

 
[670]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 47 of 235
(728 of 916)



3.6 Resignation t llllu 

Except as provided b 
_Board, the Cha,r the ~ow. any director ma re 

~~!~~=~n1 6 1 ). The re:r~~~:~t, t~e E~<eoutte ~~~:~~n~ :c :Jiving written not~ee to the 
n the notice U n s all take effect upon ' • etary (as each 1s defined 

accepted to be eft nless Otherw1se s ec'fi . rece,pt of notiCe or at any later time 
elect a successo fc:e. If a director's res~n~: !n t~e notice, the res1gnation need not be 
Except on no - r 0 ke office as of Ute date IS e ec~e at a later time the Board may 
Samaritan wo~~ to the Attorney General of c;-~en .the res~natron becomes effective. 

u be lett without a dui 1 '.orn,a, no director may resign tf Good 
3 7 Y e ecteo director or directors. 
· Removal 

A dkector may be removed from 
maJonty of directors then in offiCe _at any bme, With or Without cause, by a vote of a 
a~thonzed number of direct office, prov•ded that a quorum is present No reduction In the 
director's term of office ors shall have the effect of remov.ng any director before that 
spec,fied director in ace ex:res un~ess the reduction also prov1des for the removal of that 

3·8 Filling Vacancies 

or ance With these Bylaws and the Nonprofrt Corporation Law 

Vacancies on the e d 
then in office . oar may be filled by approval of the Board or. tf the number of directors 
offic (") ts less than a quonum, by (i) u nan1mous written consent of the directors then '" 
a e, 11 a vo!e of a maJority of the directors then In offiCe at a meebng held with notiU "' 
~ ccord~nce With Sect10114.6 or waiver of notJCe in accordance with Section 4.7, or (iii) a sole 
emaimng director. A d11ector elected to fill an existing vacancy shall hold office for the 

unexpired POrtion of the term, or until his or her death. resignatiOn, or removal from office. 

3.9 Compensation and Reimbursement 
Directors shall not receiVe any compensatiOn for their services as directors. The Board may 
authorize the advancement or reimbursement to a director of actual reasonable expenses 
incurred in carrying out his or her duties as a director. 

3.10 Conflict of Interest Polley 
The Board shall adopt a policy that requires directors, officers and key employee~ to 
d1sclose interests that constitute or could result In a conflict of interest (the "Confltct of 
Interest Policy"). The Conflict of Interest Polley shall also speCify, in accordance with 
Sections 5233 and 5234 of the Nonprofit Corporation Law. the procedures the Board shall 
follow In reviewing transactions that constitute a self-dealing transaction under Section 5233 
of the Nonprofit Corporation Law or could otherwise involve a conflict of interest. The Board 
shall monitor compliance with the Conflict of Interest Policy. 

4. B oard Meetings 

4.1 Annual Meeting 
An annual meeting o f the Board may be held on a date to be specified by the Board , and 
sha ll coincide with one of the regular meetings. 

4.2 Regular Meetings 

Regular meetings of the Board shall be held at such dates, times, and places a s determined 
by the Board. 

4.3 Special Meetin gs 

S~ial meetings of t~e Board, for any purpose, may be called at any time by the Chair, the 
Pres,dent, the Ex_e~uttve ~tr~tor, the ~retary, or any two d irectors. The meeting shall be 
held_at a place wtthln Callfornta. as d~s1gnated' by the person or persons calling the meeting 
and tn the absence of such des1gnatton, at the pnncipal office of Good Samaritan. ' 

2 

I 

' 
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I 

' , 
~ 

l/ll /13 

4.4 Teleph Art one and Electronic Meetlngl 
~ Oleebng may be held by c:onterence telephone. electrOniC vodeo SGreen or s1milar 
ano muntcallon equ1pment. •~ long as aU dotectorS perllCipatJng 1n the meet•ng can hear one 

ther All such d~rectors shall be deemed present 1n person at such meebng 

4.5 Voting 
Each director present and voting at a maebng shall have one vote on each matter presented 
to the Board for actiOn at that meeting No director may vote at any meehng by proxy. 

4.6 Notice 
Regular meetings may be held Without notiCe if the date, time, end place of the regular 
meebngs are fiXed by actiOn of the Board Nobce of the date. t1me. and place of a spec1al 
meetmg or ot a regular meebng If not des.gnated by the Board. shall be given to each 
director by one ot the foUowmg methods (a) upon lour (4) days' notiCe 1f by first-dass mall •. 
or (b) forty-eight (48) hours before the meebng if (i) by personal delivery ol wntten not1ce, (1i) 
by telephone. whether directly to the director, to a person at the director's office who would 
reasonably be expected to comrnuntcate that nobce Pfomptly to the director. or by votce
~essaglng system, (Ill) by facsimile transmissiOn; or (rv) by e-ma1l All such notiCeS shall be 
given or sent to the director's address e·mail address. or telephone number as shown on 
the records of Good Samantan The n~tJCe shall state the date and time of the meeting. and 
the place 1f other than the pnoopal otrtce of Good samaritan It need not specify the purpose 
of the meeting 

4 .7 Waiver of Notice 
Notice ot a meetmg need not be given to any director who signs a waiver of notice, a W1'itten 
consent to the hold1ng ol the meebng, or an approval of the m1nutes of the meeting, .whether 
before or after the meeting, or attends the meeting Without protesting the lack of notice, 
e ither before or at the commencement of the meeting. The waiver of notice or consent need 
not specify the purpose of the meeting All such waivers, consents, and approvals shalt be 
filed With the corporate records or made a part of the m1nutes of the meebngs. 

4 .8 Quorum 
One-fourth (1/4) of the total number of dJrectors then in office shall constitute a quorum, 
provided that in no event shall the requ.red quorum be less than one-fifth of the authorized 
number of directors or two directors, whiChever is larger An action taken or decision made 
by a majority of the dJrectors present at a duly held mee!Jng at which a quorum is present 
shall be the act of the Board, except as provided by Section 5211 of the Nonprofit 
Corporation law or as elsewhere provided in these Bylaws. No business shall be considered 
by the Board at any meeting at which a quorum is not present. The d irectors at a duly held 
meeting at which a quorum IS Initially present may continue to transact business, despite the 
departure of directors. if any action taken or decision made Is approved by at least a majority 
of the required quorum for that meeting 

4.9 Adjournment 
A majOrity of the d~rectors present. whether or not a quorum is present, may adjourn any 
meeting to another lime and place Nolloe of adjournment to another lime or place need not 
be given un~ the ong1nal !fleelmg is adJOUf!led for more than twenty-four (24) hours, in 
which ease notiCe shall be g•ven, before the t1me of the adjoumed meetmg to the d irectors 
who were not present at the lime of the adjournment ' 

4.10 Action Without 1 Meeting 
(a) Any action that the Board is required or permitted to take may be taken with t 
meeting if all directors, Individually or collectively, consent In writing to the a tl ~u a 'ded 
that the consent or any "interested director" as defined 10 Section 5233 of th~ ~n. pro~ • 
CorporatiOn Law shall not be required for approval of that transaction s h actonp~ 
consent shall have the same force and effect as a unanimous vote of th ~· 100 Y wntten 
consents shall be filed with the m•nutes of the Proceedings of the Board e lrectors. All such 

3 
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1131113 

(b) In circumstances dee . 
Board may approve co med appropnate by the President and Executive 01rector, the 
is provided With rele rr~rate action Via e-mai' communicattons SO long as (i) each director 
three (3) days to re van d· a.ta and an opportunity to respond; (il) directors are given ~t least 
specific respo f spon · (tt!J J!le proposal rece1ves explteit, affirmatiVe approval through a 
subsequently ns.~ll rom a maJonty of the directors then in office, and (lv) the action is 

rau ed at a Board meet1ng 

5, Committees 

5.1 Board Committees 
The Board may, by resolution of a majority of directors then In office, provided that a quorum 
IS pres~nt, create, and appoint members to, one (1) or more committees (•Board 
Committees*), each consisting of two (2) or more directors. to serve at the p~easure of ~he 
Board The Board shall create an audit comm1ttee if required by the Cahfornta Nonprof•t 
lntegnty Act of 2004 (the "Nonprofit Integrity Act"). Only directors may serve on any Board 
Comm1ttee. The Board may appoint one (1) or more dtrectors as alternate members of any 
such Board Comm1ttee, who may replace any absent Board Committee member_ at a~y 
meebng of the Board Committee. Any such Board Committee, to the extent prov.ded m the 
Board resolullon, shall have all the authonty of the Board, subject to the limitations set out in 
Section 5212 of the Nonprofit Corporation Law. 

5.2 Action of Board Committees . 
Meetings and actions of Board Committees shall be governed by, held, and taken 1n 
accordance with the provisions of these Bylaws concerning meetings an? other ~oard 
actions, except that the time for regular meetings and the calhng of spectal meetings of such 
Board Comm1ttees may be determined etther by Board resolubon or by resolution of the 
Board Committee, and that a quorum shall be determined in relation to the size of the 
committee rather than the full Board Mtnutes of each meeting or any Board Committee shall 
be kept and filed with the corporate records. 

5.3 Advisory Committees 
The Board may create and appoint individuals to one (1) or more advisory committees 
("Advisory Committees"), each consisting of two (2) or more directors, non-directors, or a 
combination of directors and non-directors. Advisory Committees may not exercise the 
authority of the Board to make decisions on behalf of Good Samaritan. Advisory Committees 
shall be restricted to making recommendations to the Board or Board Committees and 
implementing Board or Board Committee decisions and policies under the supervision and 
control of the Board or Board Committee. The Board may, at any time, revoke or modify any 
or all of the authority delegated to the Advisory Committee. 

6. Officers 

6.1 Elected Officers 

The ?ffice~ of Good Sama~tan ~hall be a c~airma~ of the Board (the "Chair"), a president 
(the . Presrdent"). an executrve drrector (the Execut1ve Drrector"), a vice-president (the "Vice
Presidenr), a secretary (the "Secretary"), a treasurer (the "Treasurer") and such other 
officers as the Board ~ay determine. Any number of offices may be h~ld by the same 

~rsonti: exocept that nerther t~e Secretary nor the T reasurer may serve concurrently as the 
ecu ve !rector. the Prestdent, or the Chair. 
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~.2 Election and Term 
he OffiCers of GOOd samantan shall be elected by the Board at any time for a one-year term 

=~d shall serve at the pleasure of the Board, subject to the rights. if any, of any officer under 
Y contract of employment. 

~; Appointed Officers . 
a e ~oard may authonze the Chair, President. Executive Director, or other elected off1c~r to 

PPOmt other officers as deemed appropriate. Each officer 50 appointed sh~ll have the title, 
~~~:r~~ce for the penod, have the authority. and perform the duties deterrmned by the 

6.4 Resignation 
Any officer may resign at any lime by giving written notice to the Chair, the President, the 
Executive Director, or the Secretary. The resignation shall take effect upon re~lpt of notice 
or ~tan~ later time specified in the notice. Unless otherwise specified In the _notice, the . 
res1gnat1on need not be accepted to be effective. Any re.signation shall be without prejud1ce 
to the rights, If any, of Good Samaritan under any contract to which the officer Is a party. 

6.5 Removal 
Any officer may be removed with or without cause by the Board or by ~ny officer on ':"'hom 
the IBoard may confer that power of removal, without prejudice to any nghts of an off1cer 
under any contract of employment. 

6.6 Vacancies 
A vacancy In any office for any reason shall be filled in the manner prescribed in these 
Bylaws for regular appointments to that office, provided, that vacancies need not be filled at 
the annual meeting. 

6.7 Duties 
The officers or Good Samantan shall exercise and perform the duties prescribed by these 
Bylaws, and shall have such other powers and duties as the Board may from time to time 

prescnbe. 

6.8 Chair 
The office of Chair shall at all times be held by the Bishop. The Chair shall preside at all 
meetings of the Board, if present. 

6.9 President 
In the absence or disability of the Chair, the President shall preside at Board meetings. 

6.10 Executive Di rector 
The Executive Director shall be t~e chief executive officer and general manager of Good 
Samaritan, ~nd shahll supervls_e.

1 
d1recftt,hanBd codntrol Good Samaritan's activities, affairs. and 

officers, subJeCt to t e superv1s on o e oar . 

6.11 VIce-President , . . 
In the absence or disability of the Prestdent, the Vice President shall perform 11 th d t' f 
the President and, when so acting, shall have all the powers of, and be sub·~ to !11 ~ tes 

0 

restrictions upon, the President. l t e 

6 12 Secretary 
The secretary shall supervi~ the maintenance of Good Samaritan's Articles of 
Incorporation, Bylaws, and mtnut~s and records of the Proceedings of th 8 
committees, and the giving of notiCes as may be proper or necessary. e oard and Its 
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6 .13 Treasurer 
The Treasurer shall beth h 
char9e _and custody of all ~u~~:r r;nancfal offiCe~ of GOOd Samantan and supetvlse the 
determined by the Board and tho ~~ Samantan, the deposit or such funds In the manner 
accounts of Good Samaritan's e eepmg and maintaining of adequate and correct 
reports and accountings a properties and business transactions, and shall render 

5 reqwed by law, these Bylaws or by the Board 

~~4BCompensation Review Polley 
e oard shall adopt a 1 of the compensation 

1 
'tpo ICffiy setting forth guldellnes tor deterrmnabon, review and approval 

o 1 s o 1cers and key employees (the 'Compensation Review Policy"). 

7· Indemnification and Insurance 

7. 1 Definitions 
For purposes of this ArtiCle. ·Agent' means any person who Is or was a diCector, officer, 
emplo~ee, or other agent or GOOd Samaritan. or is or was serving at the request of Good 
Samantan as a director, officer, employee, or other agent of another foreign or domest•c 
corporation, partnership, joint venture, trust, or other enterprise, or was a director, officer. 
employee, or agent of a predecessor corporation of GOOd St~marltan or another enterprt~e a\ 
the request of such predecessor corporation, "Proceeding' means any threatened .• pendiM. 
or completed action or proceeding, whether civil, criminal, administrative. or lnvestlgativ~, 
and ' Expenses• includes, without limitation. attorneys' tees and any e)(penses Incurred '" 
establishing a right to Indemnification under Section 7.2. 

7.2 Right offndemnlty . 
To the fullest extent permitted by law and as provided by these Bylaws, Good Samantan 
may Indemnify any person who was or Is a party or is threatened to be_ made a .party by 
reason or the fact that such person Is or was an Agent or Good Samantan, agamst all 
Expenses, judgments, fines, settlements, and other amounts actually and reasonably 
Incurred in connection with the Proceeding 

7.3 Approval of Indemnity 
On written request to the Board by any Agent seeking indemnification, to the extent that the 
Agent has been successful on the merits, the Board shall promptly authorize Indemnification 
ln accordance with Section 5238(d) of the Nonprofit Corporation Law. Otherwise, the Board 
shall promptly determine, by a majority vote of a quorum consisting of directors who are not 
partJes to lhe Proceeding, whether lhe applicable standard of conduct set forth in Section. 
5238(b) or Section 5238(c} of the Nonprofit Corporation Law has been met and, if so, may 
authorize indemnification. 

7.4 Advancement of Expenses 
The Board may authorize the advance of Expen ses Incurred by or on behalf of an Agent in 
defending any Proceeding, before final disposition of the Proceedtng, if (i) the Board finds 
that the req~ested ~dvances are ~easonable in amount under the circumstances, and (ii) the 
Agent submits .a wn~en undert~kmg t~ repay the advance unless it is ulllmately determined 
lhat the Agent 1s en!ltled to be mdemmfied by Good Samaritan for those Expenses. 

7.5 Insurance 

Good Sa~aritan s~all.~ave the right to purchase and maintain insurance on behalf of an 
A~~nt agarnst any lrabrlity asserted against or incurred by the Agent i h · y 
ansmg out of the Agent's status as such whether or not Good S ~ sue capactty or 
power to indemnity the Agent against su~h liability under th' Art~~antan :-vould have the 
Samaritan shall not have the power to urchase . 

1~ ICe: prov1ded that GOOd 
any Agent of Good Samaritan for a viofatlon of s:o~~~~n ~uthch rnsurance to indemnify 
law. o e Nonprofit Corporation 

6 

1 
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!: Records R • eports and Communications 

8.1 lnsp tJ 
Eve ec on by Directors . , 
boo~ director shall have the rfght at any reasonable Ume to inspect Good Samantao s 
or b • records, documents, and physical properties. The inspection may be made 1n pers.on 

Y the d~rector's agent or attorney The nght of inspection Includes the right to copy and 
make extracts. 

~·2 Financial Reporting 
N ood Samaritan shall produce and distribute the financial and other reports required by the 
s onprofit Corporation Law. including without limitation. the annual report required by 

ect!on 6321 and the statement of ~nsactions or indemnification required by Secbon 6322. 
~nd If required, prOduce and make publicly available the financial statements reqwed by the 

onprofit Integrity Act. 

8.3 Fiscal Year 
The Board shall determine the fiscal year of Good Samaritan. 

8 ·4 Electronic Transmissions 
Unless Otherwise provided in these Bylaws, and subject to an~ guld;line~ an~ procedur_es 
that the Board may adopt from bme to time, the terms "written and 1n wnting as us~ 111 

these Bylaws (Including, without limitation. the written consents contemplated by Section 
4 .10) Include any form of recorded message in the English languag~ capable_ of. 
compr?hension by ordinary visual means, and may Include el~ctromc trans~ISSions, such as 
facs1m1le or e-mail; provided that (i) Good samaritan has obta•ned a valid wn~en consent 
from the recipient to the use of such means of communication, {ii) for electromc 
transmissions to Good Samaritan Good Samaritan has in effect reasonable measures to 
verify that the sender is the individual purporting to have sent such transmission; and (iii) the 
transmission creates a record that can be retained, retrieved, reviewed, and rendered Into 
clearly legible tangible form 

9. Gifts, Grants and Contracts 

9.1 Gifts 
The Board or its designee may accept on behalf of Good Samaritan any contribution, gift, 
bequest, or devise for the charitable or purposes of Good Samaritan. 

9.2 Grants 
The Board shall exercise itself, or delegate. subject to its supervision, control over grants, 
contributions. and other financial assistance provided by Good Samaritan, Including, without 
limitation, those made in connection with fiscal sponsorship relationships. 

9.3 Deposits 
All funds of Good Samaritan shall be deposited to the credit of Good Samaritan in such banks 
trust companies, or other depositories or agency organizations as the Board may authorize. ' 

9.4 Contracts 
The Board may authorize any officer(s) or agent(s), In the name of and on behalf of Good 
Samaritan, to enter into any contract or execute any instrument. Any such authority may be 
general or confined to specific instances, .or otherwise limi~ed. In the absence of any action by the 
Board to the contrary, the Chair, the Prestdent, the Executive Director, and the Treasurer are 
each authorized to execute such instruments on behalf of the corporation 

7 
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9 ·5 Payment of M Ex oney 

<;ept as otherwise specificall deter • 
by law, chec!ls, drafts promiss~ mrned by resolution of the Board, or as otherwise required 
Indebtedness of Good Samarita~ notes, orders for the payment of money, and other evidence of 
Executive Director or the Tr may be srgned by each of the Chair the President the 

' easurer. · ' 

110. Office 

~n~~~~P~I ~~ce. of G~Od Samaritan for the transaction of its busloess shall be located in San 
• a 1 

omra, or tn such other pla€e as may be Spjlcified by resolution of the Board. 

11. Relationship with Episcopal Church 

Good Samaritan is a Diocesan Institution, as defined by the Canons of the Diocese of California 
of the Episcopal Church. The provisions of these Bylaws and any amendments shall be in 
conformity With the Constitution and Canons of the Episcopal Church and Diocese of California. 
In the event of the Winding .up, dissolution, or merger of Good Samaritan. or If Good Samaritan or 
i ts assets shall become subject to any receivership or trusteeship under federal or state laws 
relating to Insolvency or bankruptcy, all assets of Good Samaritan shall become property of the 
Episcopal Bishop of California, a corporation sole. who shall direct the distribution or use thereof 
in accordance with the Artlctes of Incorporation. Any amendment of this provision or any change 
in the pl,lrpose or uses of the property or Good Samaritan shall be made only on the approval of 
80% .of the directors then in office and with the concurrence of the Bishop and Standing 
Committee of the Diocese of California 

12. Amendment 

EXcept as otherwise provided by law. these Bylaws may be amended or repealed and new 
bylaws adopted by approval of the Board. 

Amended and restated on: _______ _ 

8 
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DECLARATION OF DAVID DALEIDEN IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
FOR DISQUALIFICATION – 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 

 

 

Catherine W. Short; (CA Bar No. 117442) Thomas Brejcha, pro hac vice 
LIFE LEGAL DEFENSE FOUNDATION  Peter Breen, pro hac vice 
Post Office Box 1313  THOMAS MORE SOCIETY 
Ojai, CA  93024-1313 19 S. La Salle St., Ste. 603 
Tel:  (707) 337-6880 Chicago, IL 60603 
LLDFOjai@earthlink.net Tel:  (312) 782-1680 
 tbrejcha@thomasmoresociety.org 
Attorney for Defendants the Center for   
Medical Progress and David Daleiden Matthew F. Heffron, pro hac vice 
 THOMAS MORE SOCIETY 
Charles S. LiMandri (CA Bar No. 110841)  C/O BROWN & BROWN, LLC 
Paul M. Jonna (CA Bar No. 265389)  501 Scoular Building 
Jeffrey M. Trissell (CA Bar No. 292480) 2027 Dodge Street 
FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND Omaha, NE 68102 
P.O. Box 9520 Tel:  (402) 346-5010 
Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067 mheffron@bblaw.us 
Tel:  (858) 759-9948   
cslimandri@limandri.com Attorneys for Defendant David Daleiden 
 
Attorneys for Defendant the Center for 
Medical Progress 
 
  

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION 
OF AMERICA, INC., et al., 
 

Plaintiff, 
vs. 

 
THE CENTER FOR MEDICAL 
PROGRESS, et al., 
 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

  ) 

 
Case No. 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 
 
Judge William H. Orrick, III 
 
Declaration of David Daleiden in Support 
of Motion for Disqualification of the 
Honorable William H. Orrick III, 
pursuant to 28 US.C. §§ 144 and 455 
 
Hearing Date: July 19, 2017, 2:00 p.m. 
 
Courtroom 2, 17th Floor 
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1 

DECLARATION OF DAVID DALEIDEN IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
FOR DISQUALIFICATION – 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 

 

 

1. I, David Daleiden, am a defendant in this action. I am the Chief Executive Officer of 

the Center for Medical Progress (CMP), which is also a defendant in this action. I submit this 

declaration on my own behalf and on behalf of the Center for Medical Progress. 

2. In 2008, GSFRC apparently agreed to hire an employee whose job was to support 

Plaintiff Planned Parenthood Shasta-Diablo dba Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific (PPSP). 

GSFRC advertised a job position for a “Family Planning Specialist” whose job was to “[w]ork as a 

member of the Family Planning clinic” and who had the additional duty of furthering the bonds 

between the two organizations by “serv[ing] as a liaison between [PPSP] and [GSFRC].” 

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of the GSFRC Job Posting 

which I reference in the immediately preceding paragraph and which I found on the GSFRC 

website at http://www.goodsamfrc.org/files/FamilyAdvocateFamilyPlanningSpecialist-2008.pdf. 

I declare until penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the State of 

California that the foregoing is true and correct and that this Affidavit was executed in Orange 

County, California on July 5, 2017. 

         
       David Daleiden
 
 

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 171-2   Filed 07/05/17   Page 2 of 5

 
[679]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 56 of 235
(737 of 916)

http://www.goodsamfrc.org/files/FamilyAdvocateFamilyPlanningSpecialist-2008.pdf


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 EXHIBIT 1 

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 171-2   Filed 07/05/17   Page 3 of 5

 
[680]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 57 of 235
(738 of 916)



 

Job Description 
Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, Inc. 

 
 
 
 
Position:    Family Advocate – Family Planning Specialist (Bilingual/Spanish) 
Reports To:  Family Support Director 
Salary Range: $17.25 an hour- 40 hours a week, non-exempt union position 
Benefits: Health and Dental Insurance provided for employee and their dependents.  

Life and disability insurance provided for employee. 
 
The Organization 
Good Samaritan is an innovative multi-service non-profit agency in the Mission District of San Francisco.  
Our mission is to help immigrant families access needed services, develop self sufficiency, and participate 
fully as members of the community. Our staff is a diverse team willing to take different and unique 
approaches to the challenges facing our families. 
 
Position Summary  
Working with the Family Planning Clinic of Good Samaritan, the advocate promotes the well-being of 
immigrant families through family-centered, strength-based services including education, support, 
advocacy, case management and awareness of community services and resources.   
   
Specific Responsibilities 
 
Advocacy/Case Management 

• Provide intake, referral and advocacy work on behalf of participants with immediate or short term 
needs, providing comprehensive case management to 25 participants per year  

• Work directly with each participant for 3-18 months, assisting them to identify their own needs 
and strengths and to set and reach their own goals 

• Work as a member of the Family Planning Clinic and Family Support Department teams 
• Work with the teen Promotores program 
• Teach and model skills and strategies for accessing services, goal setting, problem solving, 

conflict resolution, communication, parenting, and other areas relevant to family’s well-being 
• Attend meetings, appointments and hearings with participants as needed 
• Maintain intakes, assessments, case files and other relevant reports and data  
• Participate in a variety of case-related meetings at family, agency and multi-agency levels 

 
      Other Responsibilities: 

• Help design, coordinate, and facilitate family planning and reproductive health classes, support 
groups and other activities 

• Serve as a liaison between Planned Parenthood Golden Gate and Good Samaritan 
• Help and support the Family Planning Clinic as advocate 
• Conduct community and family outreach and education 
• Assist other GS participants with immediate or short term needs as time permits 
• Explain GS classes and programs to new participants 
• Assist families at the reception desk as needed 
• Be responsible for determined admin tasks for Good Sam 
• Actively participate in or lead staff/program/team/committee meetings and trainings  
• Assist Family Support Director in the coordination of current programs 
• Assist Family Support Director in developing new programs, as needed 
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• Attend team and committee meetings as scheduled 
• Ensure that daily decisions, communication, interaction and activities incorporate the Good Sam 

Values (Respect, Trust, Integrity, Corazon, Participation, Innovation) 
• Ensure that programs and services are aligned with Good Sam’s Mission and Vision 

 
 
 Qualifications 

• BA or MA in Social Work/related field or equivalent years of experience 
• At least one year experience in Case Management or related case work 
• Bilingual Spanish/English required (in reading, writing, and speaking), bicultural preferred 
• Knowledge of reproductive health and family planning services 
• Experience working with Latino immigrant population and understanding of immigrant issues 
• Education or training in Family Planning and Reproductive Health or related field 
• Education, experience or willingness to be trained in domestic violence field  
• Familiarity of child abuse reporting laws 
• Knowledge of Mission District and citywide resources 
• Experience with facilitation of support groups, workshops and/or classes 
• Share GS values (Innovation, Participation, Integrity, Trust, Respect, and Corazón) 
• Strong understanding of relationship building, confidentiality and professional boundaries 
• Excellent written and verbal communication skills and computer literacy 
• Valid CA drivers license 

 
Skills and Abilities 
 

• Ability to communicate effectively with strong verbal and writing skills 
• Culturally competent interviewing skills 
• Ability to establish strong working relationships with families experiencing chaos, stress and 

severe emotional disturbances 
• Ability to conduct assessments and develop appropriate plans of care 
• Ability to balance roles of counselor, advocate and teacher 
 
 

Please email a cover letter and resume to: 
 
vcastro@goodsamfrc.org 
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PLAINTIFFS’ OBJECTION TO REPLY EVIDENCE

AMY L. BOMSE (No. 218669)
SHARON D. MAYO (No. 150469)
JEE YOUNG YOU (No. 241658)
ARNOLD & PORTER KAYE SCHOLER LLP
Three Embarcadero Center, 10th Floor
San Francisco, California 94111-4024
Telephone: (415) 471-3100
Facsimile: (415) 471-3400
Email: amy.bomse@apks.com

sharon.mayo@apks.com
jeeyoung.you@apks.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

BETH H. PARKER (No. 104773)
PLANNED PARENTHOOD AFFILIATES OF
CALIFORNIA
555 Capitol Mall, Suite 510
Sacramento, California 95814-4581
Telephone: (916) 446-5247
Email: beth.parker@ppacca.org

HELENE T. KRASNOFF (pro hac vice)
PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION
OF AMERICA
1110 Vermont Avenue, NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC 20005
Telephone: (202) 973-4800
Email: helene.krasnoff@ppfa.org

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF
AMERICA, INC., PLANNED PARENTHOOD:
SHASTA-DIABLO, INC. dba PLANNED
PARENTHOOD NORTHERN CALIFORNIA;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD MAR MONTE, INC.;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF THE PACIFIC
SOUTHWEST; PLANNED PARENTHOOD LOS
ANGELES; PLANNED PARENTHOOD/ORANGE
AND SAN BERNARDINO COUNTIES, INC.;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF SANTA
BARBARA, VENTURA AND SAN LUIS OBISPO
COUNTIES, INC; PLANNED PARENTHOOD
PASADENA AND SAN GABRIEL VALLEY,
INC.; PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF THE
ROCKY MOUNTAINS; PLANNED
PARENTHOOD GULF COAST; AND PLANNED
PARENTHOOD CENTER FOR CHOICE;

Plaintiffs,

v.

CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, BIOMAX
PROCUREMENT SERVICES, LLC, DAVID
DALEIDEN (aka “ROBERT SARKIS”), TROY
NEWMAN, ALBIN RHOMBERG, PHIL CRONIN,
SANDRA SUSAN MERRITT (aka “SUSAN
TENNENBAUM”), GERARDO ADRIAN LOPEZ,
and UNKNOWN CO-CONSPIRATORS, inclusive,

Defendants.

Case No. 3:16-cv-00236-WHO

PLAINTIFFS’ OBJECTION TO
REPLY EVIDENCE PURSUANT
TO CIVIL LOCAL RULE 7-
3(D)(1) AND, IN THE
ALTERNATIVE, PLAINTIFFS’
MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE
SUR-REPLY

Date: July 19, 2017
Time: 2:00 p.m.
Place: Courtroom 2, 17th Floor
Judge: Hon. William H. Orrick, III
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PLAINTIFFS’ OBJECTION TO REPLY EVIDENCE

Plaintiffs file this objection to the new evidence submitted on Reply by Defendants and

respectfully request that the Court strike the evidence submitted or, in the alternative, grant

Plaintiffs leave to file a sur-reply.

On July 5, 2017, Defendants filed their Reply in Support of Motion for Disqualification of

the Honorable William H. Orrick III, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Sections 144 and 455 (the “Reply”)

(ECF No. 171), along with supporting declarations from Terrisa Bukovinac (the “Bukovinac

Declaration”) (ECF No. 171-1) and David Daleiden (the “Second Daleiden Declaration” and

together with the Bukovinac Declaration, the “Declarations”) (ECF No. 171-2). Each of the

Declarations proffers new evidence, specifically: (1) a Planned Parenthood “know your rights”

information card, procured by Ms. Bukovinac at Defendant Daleiden’s direction at the reception

desk of the Good Samaritan building; (2) the Good Samaritan bylaws, also procured by Ms.

Bukovinac; and (3) a 2008 job posting for Good Samaritan. This evidence does not rebut

assertions first made in the Plaintiffs’ Opposition. Rather, in each case, the evidence is employed

in an effort to bolster Defendants’ baseless argument made in its Motion that Good Samaritan is

closely affiliated with Planned Parenthood Northern California. Compare Reply at 2-5 with

Motion (ECF No. 164) at 2-3, 6, 8. Further, this evidence was otherwise available to (or could

have been procured by) Defendants at the time they filed their disqualification Motion.

Submission of this evidence on reply is plainly improper, and Plaintiffs respectfully request that

the Court strike the Declarations and all portions of the Reply relying on them.

“[R]eply briefs are limited in scope to matters either raised by the opposition or

unforeseen at the time of the original motion.” Burnham v. City of Rohnert Park, No. C 92-1439

SC, 1992 WL 672965, at *1 n.2 (N.D. Cal. May 18, 1992) (citation omitted). While Civil Local

Rule 7-3(c) provides that “[a]ny reply to an opposition may include affidavits or declarations,”

that rule does not expand the scope of a permissible reply. Thus, a reply may not include

evidence with respect to a matter that should have been addressed in the opening papers. Tovar v.

U.S. Postal Serv., 3 F.3d 1271, 1273 n.3 (9th Cir.1993) (striking evidence submitted on reply in

appellate briefing, because “[t]o the extent that the [reply] brief presents new information, it is

improper”); see also Lam Research Corp. v. Schunk Semiconductor, No. C-03-1335 EMC, 2014
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PLAINTIFFS’ OBJECTION TO REPLY EVIDENCE 2

WL 1995799, at *2 (N.D. Cal. May 15, 2014) (“new evidence cannot be attached to a reply”

where it presents new information). This principle is one of basic fairness, as this Court has

previously held in striking such evidence: “Defendant knew that its reply evidence was pertinent

to this dispute and should have presented it earlier, providing Plaintiffs with an opportunity to

respond.” In re Cathode Ray Tube (CRT) Antitrust Litig., No. C-07-5944-SC, 2013 WL 6502170,

at *1 n.1 (N.D. Cal. Dec. 11, 2013).

Defendants’ attempt to sandbag the Plaintiffs should not be permitted. If the Court is

inclined to consider the additional evidence introduced by Defendants, then Plaintiffs should be

afforded the opportunity to respond. Accordingly, if the Court does not strike the Declarations,

Plaintiffs alternatively request leave to file a sur-reply substantially in the form of Exhibit A so

that they may have the opportunity to respond to the new evidence introduced by Defendants in

the Reply. See, e.g., In re Clorox Consumer Litig., 301 F.R.D. 436, 439 n.1 (N.D. Cal. 2014)

(denying motion to strike new evidence and arguments raised in plaintiffs’ reply brief, but

granting leave to file a sur-reply because “the Court’s lenience should not deprive Clorox of an

opportunity to respond”).

Dated: July 12, 2017 ARNOLD & PORTER KAYE SCHOLER
LLP

By: /s/ Amy L. Bomse
Amy L. Bomse

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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[PROPOSED] PLAINTIFFS’ SUR-REPLY TO DEFS’ MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION

AMY L. BOMSE (No. 218669)
SHARON D. MAYO (No. 150469)
JEE YOUNG YOU (No. 241658)
ARNOLD & PORTER KAYE SCHOLER LLP
Three Embarcadero Center, 10th Floor
San Francisco, California 94111-4024
Telephone: (415) 471-3100
Facsimile: (415) 471-3400
Email: amy.bomse@apks.com

sharon.mayo@apks.com
jeeyoung.you@apks.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

BETH H. PARKER (No. 104773)
PLANNED PARENTHOOD AFFILIATES OF
CALIFORNIA
555 Capitol Mall, Suite 510
Sacramento, California 95814-4581
Telephone: (916) 446-5247
Email: beth.parker@ppacca.org

HELENE T. KRASNOFF (pro hac vice)
PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION
OF AMERICA
1110 Vermont Avenue, NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC 20005
Telephone: (202) 973-4800
Email: helene.krasnoff@ppfa.org

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF
AMERICA, INC., PLANNED PARENTHOOD:
SHASTA-DIABLO, INC. dba PLANNED
PARENTHOOD NORTHERN CALIFORNIA;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD MAR MONTE, INC.;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF THE PACIFIC
SOUTHWEST; PLANNED PARENTHOOD LOS
ANGELES; PLANNED PARENTHOOD/ORANGE
AND SAN BERNARDINO COUNTIES, INC.;
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF SANTA
BARBARA, VENTURA AND SAN LUIS OBISPO
COUNTIES, INC; PLANNED PARENTHOOD
PASADENA AND SAN GABRIEL VALLEY,
INC.; PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF THE
ROCKY MOUNTAINS; PLANNED
PARENTHOOD GULF COAST; AND PLANNED
PARENTHOOD CENTER FOR CHOICE;

Plaintiffs,

v.

CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS, BIOMAX
PROCUREMENT SERVICES, LLC, DAVID
DALEIDEN (aka “ROBERT SARKIS”), TROY
NEWMAN, ALBIN RHOMBERG, PHIL CRONIN,
SANDRA SUSAN MERRITT (aka “SUSAN
TENNENBAUM”), GERARDO ADRIAN LOPEZ,
and UNKNOWN CO-CONSPIRATORS, inclusive,

Defendants.

Case No. 3:16-cv-00236-WHO

[PROPOSED] PLAINTIFFS’ SUR-
REPLY TO DEFENDANTS’
MOTION FOR
DISQUALIFICATION OF THE
HONORABLE WILLIAM H.
ORRICK III

Date: July 19, 2017
Time: 2:00 p.m.
Place: Courtroom 2, 17th Floor
Judge: Hon. William H. Orrick, III
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[PROPOSED] PLAINTIFFS’ SUR-REPLY TO DEFS’ MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION

I. INTRODUCTION

Citing newly proffered evidence, Defendants seek to bolster their “presum[ption]” that

Judge Orrick has an undisclosed “relationship with Planned Parenthood” (Reply (ECF No. 171)

at 1) through his prior affiliation with the Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (“Good

Samaritan”). There is no such relationship. Plaintiffs’ evidence makes clear that Good Samaritan

and Planned Parenthood are neither partners (in the legal sense) nor otherwise fiduciaries, but

rather share an arm’s-length, business relationship. Opposition (ECF No. 170) at 4-5. None of

the new evidence proffered on Reply changes that reality. See Part II(A), infra.

Defendants also try to reargue this Court’s previous order in the related NAF case

concluding that there is no basis for disqualification. Reply at 3-10. Defendants’ argument is an

improper motion for reconsideration. They neither have leave nor cause to do so: Defendants

cite no new law nor any new and previously unavailable evidence. Rather, Defendants primarily

cite inapposite and out-of-circuit authority. They also take issue with Judge Orrick having raised

funds for President Obama’s 2008 election prior to Judge Orrick having taken the bench (Reply at

8)—a fact that is irrelevant and was known or accessible to all parties at the outset of this

litigation. See Part II(B), infra.

Defendants still have not demonstrated that a reasonable person knowing all of the facts

would conclude that Judge Orrick is biased or partial in this case. Their Motion should be denied.

II. ARGUMENT

A. Defendants’ New Evidence Still Does Not Demonstrate That Judge Orrick
Has Or Had Any Relationship With Planned Parenthood.

Defendants rely upon three additional pieces of evidence in their attempt to demonstrate

some relationship between Judge Orrick and Plaintiff Planned Parenthood Northern California

(“PPNC”): (1) a Planned Parenthood “know your rights” information card, found at the reception

desk of the Good Samaritan building; (2) a 2008 job posting for Good Samaritan; and (3) the

Good Samaritan bylaws. Reply at 2-5. None of these is sufficient to establish that Judge Orrick

has or had any relationship with PPNC, nor would they cause a reasonable person to conclude

that Judge Orrick had any such relationship with PPNC, nor gained access to any extrajudicial
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[PROPOSED] PLAINTIFFS’ SUR-REPLY TO DEFS’ MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION 2

and material information, nor otherwise is biased or partial.

Planned Parenthood “Know Your Rights” Information Card. The information card

bearing Planned Parenthood’s logo explains to patients certain of their rights if stopped by

immigration officials or the police. Bukovinac Decl. (ECF No. 171-1) Ex. 1. Defendants argue

that the card indicates “either [PPNC] also provides immigrant services, or [Good Samaritan]

places [PPNC’s] logo on its immigrant services materials,” and that, in either event, it indicates

“intermingling” between Good Samaritan and PPNC. Reply at 2. Nonsense. No one disputes

that PPNC and Good Samaritan both serve immigrant populations. That commonality hardly

establishes a “closely intertwined” relationship rendering Judge Orrick a fiduciary to PPNC

(id.)—an entity with which, in reality, he has no connection whatsoever.

2008 Good Samaritan Job Posting. Defendants next point to a 2008 job posting from

the Good Samaritan website for a Family Advocate - Family Planning Specialist, claiming it too

establishes a “close relationship” between Good Samaritan and PPNC that creates a fiduciary

duty. Reply at 2; see also Daleiden Decl. (ECF No. 171-2) Ex. 1. The job posting describes 22

job responsibilities. Id. Defendants focus on two of these. The first is to “[w]ork as a member of

the Family Planning Clinic and Family Support Department teams.” Reply at 2. This is of no

consequence: Good Samaritan is a “Family Resource Center,” whose “mission is to help

immigrant families access needed services, develop self sufficiency, and participate fully as

members of the community.” Daleiden Decl. Ex. 1 (emphasis added). The Family Planning

Clinic has little, if anything, to do with Planned Parenthood. Rather, it “promotes the well-being

of immigrant families through family-centered, strength-based services including education,

support, advocacy, case management and awareness of community services and resources.” Id.

Defendants also note a second of the 22 job responsibilities, namely, to “[s]erve as a

liaison between Planned Parenthood Golden Gate and Good Samaritan.” Reply at 2; see also

Daleiden Decl. Ex. 1. This too is of no consequence. First, Defendants conflate Planned

Parenthood Golden Gate with PPNC. Second, the fact that Good Samaritan was in need of a

“liaison” with a Planned Parenthood affiliate proves Plaintiffs’ point that Good Samaritan was

and remains an independent entity.
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[PROPOSED] PLAINTIFFS’ SUR-REPLY TO DEFS’ MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION 3

Good Samaritan Bylaws. Finally, Defendants turn to the Good Samaritan bylaws in

their attempt to create the illusion of a relationship between Judge Orrick and PPNC. Defendants

argue that Judge Orrick, by virtue of serving as Good Samaritan’s Secretary in 2001, “very likely

had access” to PPNC’s “confidential, extrajudicial information” that “could bias or affect his

decision.” Reply at 4. Defendants rely on two provisions of the bylaws.

First, Defendants cite Section 6.12, arguing that as Secretary of Good Samaritan, Judge

Orrick was responsible for “supervis[ing] the maintenance of [Good Samaritan’s]…records for

the proceedings of the Board and its committees”; and, therefore, he must have had access to

Good Samaritan’s “community needs study” relating to Planned Parenthood conducted in 2000.

Reply at 4-5. There is no evidence that Judge Orrick was Secretary in 2000 (as opposed to 2001),

and even if there were, there is no evidence that he actually did access the study. And even if he

had, that it in no way demonstrates that Judge Orrick would have had access to PPNC material.

Second, Defendants cite Section 8.1 (Reply at 5), which provides directors the right to

“inspect Good Samaritan’s books, records, documents, and physical properties.” Bukovinac

Decl., Ex. 2, § 8.1. This argument is flawed in at least three ways: To begin, the bylaws attached

to the Bukovinac Declaration are dated January 31, 2013. Bukovinac Decl. Ex. 2. Defendants

have presented no evidence that these are substantially similar to the bylaws in effect at the time

when Judge Orrick served as Secretary. And even if Judge Orrick, as Secretary, had the right to

inspect Good Samaritan’s property, that does not extend to a right to inspect the PPNC clinic’s

property or books and records. As set forth in Plaintiffs’ Opposition, the Wohlford Family Clinic

leases its office space from Good Samaritan. Opp. at 4 n.1; Yee Decl. ¶ 5. Landlords typically

have limited rights to access the property they lease, and the bylaws here suggest nothing to the

contrary. Further, even assuming that Section 8.1 somehow provided Judge Orrick with the right

to inspect PPNC’s Wohlford Family Clinic, there is no evidence that Judge Orrick actually did so,

nor any evidence that he then accessed any confidential information, nor certainly confidential

information that is relevant to this case. As Plaintiffs explained in the Opposition, and as is clear

on the PPNC and Wohlford Family Clinic websites, the Clinic does not perform abortions. Opp.

at 3; Yee Decl. ¶ 4. Thus, even if all of Defendants’ speculative assertions were true, any
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[PROPOSED] PLAINTIFFS’ SUR-REPLY TO DEFS’ MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION 4

“confidential information” accessed at the Wohlford Family Clinic would have nothing to do with

the fetal tissue procurement allegations at issue in this case.

The additional evidence submitted by Defendants does not change the outcome here. No

reasonable person viewing all of these facts would conclude that Judge Orrick’s former

relationship with Good Samaritan or Good Samaritan’s relationship with PPNC would render

Judge Orrick unable to preside over this case in an impartial manner.

B. Defendants’ Reargument Of This Court’s Previous Order Is Improper, And
In Any Event, Ignores Binding Ninth Circuit Authority Regarding the Social
or Political Activity of a Judge’s Spouse.

Defendants spend much of their Reply rearguing the Court’s prior Order denying their

Motion for Disqualification in the related NAF case. Reply at 3-10. They do not seek leave to do

so, nor is there any basis for reconsideration. Civil Local Rule 7-9. If the Court is inclined to

consider a properly filed motion for reconsideration, Plaintiffs will further brief these issues.

Preliminarily, however, two points bear mentioning with respect to Defendants’

arguments concerning Judge Orrick’s wife:

First, Defendants gloss over Ninth Circuit authority and instead rely upon nonbinding

authority from other districts, other circuits, and various state courts. See Reply at 6-10.

Defendants fail to address Judge Reinhardt’s Order and analysis in Perry v. Schwarzenegger, 630

F.3d 909 (9th. Cir. 2011), and further fail to address a decision from this district in Hewlett-

Packard Co. v. Bausch & Lomb, Inc., 1988 WL 281561 (N.D. Cal. Aug. 1, 1988), both of which

support the position that Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook activity has no bearing on Judge Orrick’s ability

to be impartial in this case. The authority cited by Defendants is not only nonbinding, but also

inapposite. Only two cases even consider the relationship of a judge and the judge’s spouse in

connection with recusal, though neither is close to the facts here. See Smith v. Beckman, 683 P.2d

1214, 1216 (Colo. App. 1984) (recusal required under Colorado law where judge’s wife worked

as deputy district attorney in the office prosecuting the action); Tyson v. Ind., 622 N.E.2d 457,

458-59 (Ind. 1993) (recusal appropriate under Indiana law where judge’s wife had direct

conversation with defendant’s counsel advising on his legal strategy). Other cases cited consider

other relationships and whether they warrant a judge’s recusal. See Melendres v. Arpaio, No.
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[PROPOSED] PLAINTIFFS’ SUR-REPLY TO DEFS’ MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION 5

CV-07-2513-PHX-MHM, 2009 WL 2132693 (D. Ariz. July 15, 2009) (considering recusal based

on relationship between parties and judge’s sister, who as the President and CEO of the National

Council of La Raza, oversaw campaign against parties and acts at issue in case pending before

court); Mathis v. Huff & Puff Trucking, Inc., 787 F.3d 1297, 1313 (10th Cir. 2015) (holding no

recusal required where law clerk’s husband monitored trial on behalf of interested non-party);

U.S. v. DeTemple, 162 F.3d 279, 287 (4th Cir. 1998) (holding no recusal required where judge

had represented a non-party in a prior, related dispute with defendant). And the remaining cases

cited have nothing to do with a judge’s recusal in any way. See, e.g., Nichols v. Thomas, 788 F.

Supp. 570, 572 (N.D. Ga. 1992) (considering implied bias with respect to juror); Planned

Parenthood of Wis. v. Doyle, 162 F.3d 463 (7th Cir. 1998) (considering standing of parties to

bring suit); In re Boggia, 998 A.2d 949 (NJ 2010) (considering whether political contributions by

part-time municipal judge and his law partners violated ethics rules).

Second, beyond citing the above nonbinding and inapposite authority, Defendants take

issue with Judge Orrick apparently having solicited contributions on behalf of President Obama

prior to his taking the bench. Reply at 8 & nn.4-5. Here, again, Defendants rely on attenuated

speculation: that because Judge Orrick solicited contributions for President Obama, who

thereafter made a speech to Planned Parenthood, Judge Orrick must himself be biased towards

Planned Parenthood. Id. This is pure speculation. And, as Defendants’ own citations make clear,

it is information that was known at the outset of the litigation. Id. (citing 2008 and 2013 sources).
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[PROPOSED] PLAINTIFFS’ SUR-REPLY TO DEFS’ MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION 6

III. CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth herein and in Plaintiffs’ Opposition, as well as in the NAF Order

and in the NAF Opposition, Defendants’ motion to disqualify should be denied.

Dated: July 12, 2017 ARNOLD & PORTER KAYE SCHOLER
LLP

By: /s/ Amy L. Bomse
Amy L. Bomse

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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CHARLES S. LiMANDRI*

PAUL M. JONNA

TERESA L. MENDOZA

JEFFREY M. TRISSELL

POST OFFICE BOX 9520

RANCHO SANTA FE, CALIFORNIA  92067

TELEPHONE:  (858) 759-9948

FACSIMILE:    (858) 759-9938

W EBSITE:  fcdflegal.org

PHYSICAL ADDRESS:

16236 SAN DIEGUITO ROAD

BUILDING 3, SUITE 3-15

RANCHO SANTA FE, CA  92091

KATHY A. DENW ORTH

Office Administrator

*BOARD CERTIFIED CIVIL TRIAL ADVOCATE
ADMITTED TO THE CALIFORNIA BAR   
ADMITTED TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BAR
ADMITTED TO THE NEW YORK BAR
ADMITTED TO THE U.S. SUPREME COURT

July 20, 2017

The Honorable James Donato
United States District Court
Northern District of California 
Courtroom 11, 19th Floor
450 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102
 

Re: Planned Parenthood Federation of America et al. v. Center for Medical
Progress et al.
Case No. 3:16-cv-00236-WHO

 
Dear Judge Donato:
 

We write in response to Amy Bomse’s letter dated July 17, 2017, regarding Defendants’
motion to disqualify pending in the Planned Parenthood case. 
 
            There are material differences between the disqualification motions in the NAF and Planned
Parenthood cases.  Defendants agree with the Court that supplemental briefing explaining those
differences is appropriate. 
 
            Discovery in the Planned Parenthood case is partially stayed pending the Defendants’ appeal
of the Court’s ruling on Defendants’ anti-SLAPP motions.  Thus, Plaintiffs cannot credibly argue
that a brief delay of the Case Management Conference has caused them to suffer any prejudice.
Plaintiffs’ current position also contradicts their prior request to file a sur-reply (Docket No. 174). 
 
            Defendants therefore respectfully request that the Court maintain the current schedule for
supplemental briefing on the pending disqualification motion and schedule a hearing for oral
argument.
 

Respectfully Submitted, 

FREEDOM OF CONSCIENCE DEFENSE FUND

Paul M. Jonna
PMJ/kad
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PLAINTIFFS’ BRIEF RE ORDER IN RELATED CASE DENYING DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO DISQUALIFY

THE HON. WILLIAM H. ORRICK III

I. INTRODUCTION

The Court invited briefing on whether its Order denying Defendants’ motion to disqualify

Judge Orrick in NAF v. CMP, Case No. 15-cv-03522-WHO (“NAF case”), also resolved

Defendants’ motion to disqualify Judge Orrick in this related case. See ECF No. 167.

The answer is: Yes. In fact, Defendants’ counsel acknowledged at the hearing on their

motion in the NAF case that Defendants filed nearly identical motions in the two cases. 2017.06.22

Transcript, NAF case, at 22:10-23:24. Accordingly, all of the arguments set forth in NAF’s

opposition (NAF case, ECF No. 447) and the Court’s conclusion apply with equal force in this case.

That conclusion, as the Court put it, was that “[e]ach of defendants’ arguments adds up to a zero.”

Order re Motion For Disqualification of District Judge Under 28 USC §§ 144 and 455 (“Order”),

NAF case, ECF No. 452 at 10.

There is one difference between the motions filed in each of the cases, but that difference

also is a “zero” and does not warrant a different outcome. In both motions, Defendants place great

weight on the fact that Judge Orrick previously served on the board of Good Samaritan and that

Planned Parenthood Northern California (“PPNC”) currently operates a clinic within a building

owned by Good Samaritan. While PPNC is not a party in the NAF case, PPNC is a Plaintiff here.

This difference is not material, however, because Good Samaritan is not a party to the case.

PPNC, as counsel for Defendants’ admitted (Order at 8:9-11), is a separate legal entity from Good

Samaritan. Defendants therefore seek to portray Good Samaritan and PPNC as so deeply

intertwined that Judge Orrick’s past relationship with non-party Good Samaritan effectively became

a past relationship with party PPNC. Defendants grasp at the colloquial use of the term “partner”

on Good Samaritan’s current website in reference to PPNC, claiming it creates a partnership in the

legal sense. They cite evidence of an immigration “know your rights card,” a job posting, and by-

laws. However, notwithstanding multiple briefs and declarations, Defendants still have not come

close to demonstrating a relationship so close as to give cause for disqualification, nor certainly that

Judge Orrick had access to any material, extrajudicial information.

The actual facts are that the two non-profit organizations have a business relationship, and

even that did not exist at the time Judge Orrick served as a director of Good Samaritan—when its
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PLAINTIFFS’ BRIEF RE ORDER IN RELATED CASE DENYING DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO DISQUALIFY

THE HON. WILLIAM H. ORRICK III

relationship was with Planned Parenthood Golden Gate (“PPGG”), not PPNC. Plaintiffs are not

aware of, and Defendants have not cited to, any authority that supports the notion that a judge is

disqualified from a case because he formerly had a relationship with a non-party that, at a later

point, had a business relationship with a party.

For the same reasons this Court denied the nearly identical motion filed in the NAF case, this

Motion should be denied. It is untimely, was brought for tactical reasons, and has no merit.

II. BACKGROUND

A. Procedural History

In January 2016, Planned Parenthood Federation of America (“PPFA”) and eleven Planned

Parenthood affiliates, including PPNC, filed the above captioned lawsuit against Defendants. The

lawsuit alleges that Defendants and coconspirators engaged in a fraudulent scheme to infiltrate

conferences and health centers, and secretly record Planned Parenthood staff for the purpose of

unleashing a smear campaign against Planned Parenthood. The underlying factual allegations are

similar to those in the NAF case, brought by NAF six months earlier. Judge Orrick related the case.

In April and May 2016, Defendants brought four separate dispositive motions: two motions

to dismiss and two anti-SLAPP motions. On September 30, 2016, Judge Orrick denied all four

motions, finding that Plaintiffs had sufficiently pled all causes of action. Order on Motions to

Dismiss and Strike, ECF No. 124. Meanwhile, in April 2016, the parties began engaging in

discovery, and ensuing discovery disputes have required Judge Orrick to issue several orders. ECF

Nos. 90 (Order Denying Motion to Quash), 114 (Protective Order), 156 (minute entry compelling

production of video). Seventeen discovery disputes are briefed and pending before Judge Orrick in

discovery motions filed on June 14. Omnibus Joint Discovery Dispute Letters, ECF No. 166.

B. NAF Order

The motion in the NAF case sought disqualification on four grounds: (1) Mrs. Orrick’s

Facebook activity; (2) Judge Orrick’s relationship with Good Samaritan; (3) Judge Orrick’s

comments at a May 25, 2017 telephonic hearing; and (4) the cumulative effect of each of these

reasons. After briefing by the parties, the Court heard oral argument on June 22, 2017. On June 26,

2017, the Court entered the Order in the NAF case denying the motion to disqualify Judge Orrick.
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PLAINTIFFS’ BRIEF RE ORDER IN RELATED CASE DENYING DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO DISQUALIFY

THE HON. WILLIAM H. ORRICK III

NAF case, ECF No. 452. Among other things, the Court concluded that:

(1) “[T]he sum total of defendants’ concerns with respect to Mrs. Orrick [] do not
amount to a reason to disqualify Judge Orrick.” Id. at 6:4-5.

(2) Defendants’ allegation that “Judge Orrick must ‘necessarily’ have been involved in
the [Good Samaritan] board’s decision to initiate that partnership [with PPNC] and
he must have ‘had access to confidential, extrajudicial information which will or
could bias or affect his decision” is “purely conclusory and speculative.” Id. at 8:1-
5. And, “even by defendants’ own potentially overbroad measure, Judge Orrick’s
service as an active board member of Good Samaritan ended no later than 2006,
almost a decade before this case was filed. That he continued to be listed by Good
Samaritan as an ‘emeritus’ board member in recognition of his past service would
not cause the well-informed, thoughtful observer to have doubts about Judge
Orrick’s impartiality.” Id. at 8:19-23.

(3) Judge Orrick’s comments at the telephonic hearing in the NAF case were an “on-the-
record admonition, which was based on facts contained not only in Judge Orrick’s
preliminary injunction order but also in the circuit court’s order affirming it.” Id. at
9:7-11.

(4) “[T]here is no ‘effect’ to ‘cumulate.’ Each of defendants’ arguments adds up to a
zero, and the whole is not greater than the sum of these parts.” Id. at 10:3-5.

Defendants have not filed a notice of appeal with respect to the Order.

C. Wohlford Family Clinic

PPNC operates 23 health centers across 20 counties in Northern California, ranging from

San Francisco to Del Norte County. Declaration of Erin Harr Yee In Support of Plaintiffs’

Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for Disqualification (“Yee Decl.”), ECF No. 170-1 ¶ 3. Of these,

20 are full service health centers. Id. The remaining 3 are satellite clinics, which provide

reproductive health care for less than 20 hours per week. Id. One of those satellite clinics, known

as the Wohlford Family Clinic, operates out of the Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (“Good

Samaritan”) located at 1294 Potrero Avenue in San Francisco. Id. ¶ 4. The Wohlford Family

Clinic is open to the public. Id. It operates part-time and provides reproductive health services to a

low-income population. Id. The Wohlford Family Clinic does not provide abortion services. Id.

PPNC (previously known as PPSP) has operated the Wohlford Family Clinic at Good

Samaritan since 2010. Id. ¶ 5. Prior to that, the Clinic was operated by Planned Parenthood Golden

Gate (“PPGG”). Id. The terms of the relationship are governed by a Memorandum of

Understanding (“MOU”). Id. The MOU states that “Planned Parenthood is an independent

agency” and that the MOU does not create a partnership relationship. Id. (“[The MOU] is not
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THE HON. WILLIAM H. ORRICK III

intended to and shall not be construed to create the relationship of agent, servant, employee,

partnership, joint venture or associate”). Since August 2016, PPNC has paid monthly rent to Good

Samaritan for the use of the space for the Wohlford Family Clinic. Id. PPNC does not share staff

with Good Samaritan. Id. All staff members working at the Wohlford Family Clinic are PPNC

employees, paid by PPNC. Id. Patients who use the services of the Wohlford Family Clinic pay

PPNC. Id. PPNC does not share those payments with Good Samaritan. Id. Good Samaritan plays

no role in managing the Wohlford Family Clinic that is housed within its facilities. Id.

The staff members of the Wohlford Family Clinic were not victims of Defendants’ scheme.

Id.¶ 7. None of the staff of the Wohlford Family Clinic attended any of the conferences that

Defendants infiltrated, and Defendants did not meet with or contact any of that staff. Id. The

Wohlford Family Clinic has not been subject to attacks arising from Defendants’ smear campaign,

and PPNC is not seeking any damages arising out of harm to that clinic. Id.

III. ARGUMENT

PPNC’s status as a party in no way bears upon Defendant’ arguments with respect to Mrs.

Orrick’s Facebook activity and Judge Orrick’s comments at the May 25, 2017 hearing. With

respect to those two points, the arguments in this case are identical to those in the NAF case, and,

therefore, require the same conclusion. The fact that PPNC is a party in this action only

conceivably affects the Court’s consideration of Judge Orrick’s relationship with Good Samaritan.

But as discussed in further detail below, this difference does not alter the outcome in this

case. The standard for recusal is “whether a reasonable person with knowledge of all facts would

conclude that the judge’s impartiality might reasonably be questioned.” United States v.

Hernandez, 109 F.3d 1450, 1453 (9th Cir. 1997) (citation omitted). The “reasonable person is not

someone who is hypersensitive or unduly suspicious, but rather is a well-informed, thoughtful

observer.” United States v. Holland, 519 F.3d 909, 913 (9th Cir. 2008) (citations and quotations

omitted). No such reasonable person would be any more likely to conclude that Judge Orrick’s

impartiality should be questioned in this case rather than the NAF case simply because PPNC is a

party here. See Part III(A), infra. In any event, the motion is untimely. See Part III(B), infra.

Finally, to the extent Defendants again try to reargue the Order as they did in their reply brief, such
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THE HON. WILLIAM H. ORRICK III

argument is improper, and in any event, wrong. See Part III(C), infra.

A. Judge Orrick’s Former Relationship With A Non-Party That In Turn Has A
Business Relationship With A Party Is Not A Basis For Disqualification.

The single difference between the motions in the NAF case and this case is that PPNC,

which currently leases space from Good Samaritan, is a party in this case. That difference is

immaterial.

First, Defendants have not yet offered any evidence that Judge Orrick has or had any

relationship with PPNC itself. They argue that Judge Orrick had a former relationship with Good

Samaritan, which “even by defendants’ own potentially overbroad measure . . . ended no later than

2006.” Order at 8:19-21. Despite Defendants’ efforts to conflate PPNC and Good Samaritan, see

Motion For Disqualification, ECF 164 at 6:17-18 (“Judge Orrick did not disclose his relationship

with PPSP, a named plaintiff and putative ‘victim’ in this case, before issuing rulings in it.”)

(emphasis added), Defendants have not shown, and cannot show, that Judge Orrick had any

relationship with PPNC or even PPGG, which ran the Wolford Clinic until 2010.

Second, Good Samaritan and PPNC are distinct entities. Defendants’ counsel even

acknowledged that fact at the hearing in the NAF case. See Order at 8:9-11 (“Good Samaritan is, as

counsel acknowledged at the hearing, a separate legal entity from Planned Parenthood Shasta

Pacific”). PPNC and Good Samaritan have a simple contractual relationship whereby PPNC rents

space in Good Samaritan’s building for one of PPNC’s satellite clinics. The Wohlford Family

Clinic is open to the public. Yee Decl. ¶4. Employees who work at the Wohlford Family Clinic

are PPNC employees, paid by PPNC. Id. ¶ 5. Good Samaritan does not, as Defendants contend,

provide a receptionist for the clinic. Id. ¶ 6. Patients who use the services of the Wohlford Family

Clinic pay PPNC. Id. ¶ 5. PPNC does not share those payments with Good Samaritan. Id. Good

Samaritan plays no role in managing the clinic that is housed within its facilities. Id.

Lacking evidence of a relationship between Judge Orrick and PPNC, Defendants have tried

to show that PPNC and Good Samaritan are either partners or so “deeply intertwined” that they may

be treated as interchangeable. Yet, in the multiple briefs Defendants filed in connection with the

two motions, Defendants could not establish any fact to support this claim. The Court need not alter
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its decision on disqualification for any of the reasons previously advanced by Defendants, including

the following:

Use of the word “partner” on Good Samaritan’s website. The colloquial use of the word

“partner” in Good Samaritan’s description of its relationship with PPNC does not transform PPNC

and Good Samaritan into partners in any legal sense. Defendants have latched onto the use of the

word “partner” on the Good Samaritan website, arguing that it demonstrates the entities are “deeply

intertwined.” The actual facts do not bear this out. The Clinic rents its office space from Good

Samaritan and pays rent to Good Samaritan each month. Yee Decl. ¶5. The two organizations do

not share profits, debts, expenses, management or legal obligations. Id. That Good Samaritan and

PPNC both serve low income immigrant women and do so out of the same building owned by one

of the two entities hardly makes them one and the same for conflicts purposes.

Planned Parenthood “know your rights” card. Defendants also pointed to an information

card bearing Planned Parenthood’s logo and explaining to patients certain of their rights if stopped

by immigration officials or the police. Defendants claimed that the card indicated a close

relationship between PPNC and Good Samaritan. It is immaterial that the building reception desk,

operated by Good Samaritan, contains Planned Parenthood forms or information cards. It is entirely

unremarkable that a front lobby reception desk carries materials that may be helpful to the

population it serves.

Good Samaritan job posting. Defendants pointed to a 2008 job posting from the Good

Samaritan website for a Family Advocate - Family Planning Specialist, claiming it establishes a

“close relationship” between Good Samaritan and PPNC sufficient to create a fiduciary duty. To

begin, as of 2008, the Wohlford Family Clinic was operated by PPGG, which is neither affiliated

with PPNC nor a party to this case. Yee Decl. ¶ 5. And in any event, Judge Orrick had ceased his

service to Good Samaritan in 2006 at the latest. Thus, even if the job posting supported

Defendants’ characterization of the two entities as “deeply intertwined” (it does not), it would only

do so as of 2008—after the time during which Judge Orrick actually had a relationship with Good

Samaritan.

Even putting aside these issues of timing, the posting does not support Defendants’
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THE HON. WILLIAM H. ORRICK III

characterization. Defendants highlighted two of the 22 listed job responsibilities. The first is to

“[w]ork as a member of the Family Planning Clinic and Family Support Department teams.”

Declaration of David Daleiden (“Daleiden Decl.”), ECF No. 171-2 Ex. 1. This is of no

consequence: Good Samaritan is a “Family Resource Center,” whose “mission is to help immigrant

families access needed services, develop self sufficiency, and participate fully as members of the

community.” Id. (emphasis added). The position posted was not to assist Planned Parenthood.

Rather, as set forth in the posting, the position was to assist Good Samaritan’s (non-health related)

mission to “promote[] the well-being of immigrant families through family-centered, strength-based

services including education, support, advocacy, case management and awareness of community

services and resources.” Id. The second job responsibility highlighted is to “[s]erve as a liaison

between Planned Parenthood Golden Gate and Good Samaritan.” Id. This, too, is of no

consequence. First, as noted, Defendants conflate Planned Parenthood Golden Gate with PPNC.

The two entities were entirely distinct corporate entities that operated the Wohlford Clinic at

entirely different times. There is no overlap between them. Second, the fact that Good Samaritan

was in need of a “liaison” with a Planned Parenthood affiliate proves Plaintiffs’ point that Good

Samaritan was and remains an independent entity.

The Good Samaritan bylaws. Defendants also pointed to two provisions within the current

Good Samaritan bylaws.

As an initial matter, Defendants have not demonstrated that the same bylaws existed when

Judge Orrick served as Director or Secretary. Assuming arguendo that the same bylaws existed,

neither of the two provisions shows that Judge Orrick would have had access to any extrajudicial

information, let alone information that has any relevance to this case. The first provision

Defendants point to is that, as Secretary, Judge Orrick would have supervised the maintenance of

Good Samaritan’s records. The second provision grants directors the right to inspect Good

Samaritan’s books, records, and physical properties. Even if Judge Orrick as Secretary had this

right, it does not mean he could have or did inspect leased properties, much less a tenant’s books

and records.

Most critically, however, even assuming Judge Orrick had access to confidential information
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at the Wohlford Family Clinic ten years ago, the Clinic’s confidential information that Judge Orrick

could have conceivably have had access to is not relevant to this case. The Clinic has no

involvement in the facts of this case. None of the staff attended any of the conferences that are at

issue in this case or were subject to any of Defendants’ illegal conduct. Yee Decl. ¶ 7. None of the

damages claimed by PPNC were suffered by its part-time satellite clinic in the Good Samaritan

building. Id. The Clinic does not perform abortions, meaning that any confidential information that

Judge Orrick might possibly have accessed at the Clinic would have nothing to do with the fetal

tissue procurement allegations at issue in this case. Finally, PPNC only began operating the Clinic

in 2010. Yee Decl. ¶ 5. Before that time, including during Judge Orrick’s tenure as Director and

Secretary, the Clinic was operated by PPGG. Id. That entity is not a party in this action. In fact, it

no longer exist. Thus, even if Judge Orrick had access to confidential information at the Clinic

through 2006, that purported access would have ended years before the alleged facts of this case and

also years before PPNC had any involvement with the Clinic.

* * *

In short, Judge Orrick served on the Board of Good Samaritan until no later than 2006 and

for one year as Secretary, which in turn houses a clinic that at the time was run by non-party PPGG

and is currently, when Judge Orrick is no longer Secretary or on the Board, operated by party

PPNC. This is “miles away from the kinds of entanglements that would support recusal.” Order at

8:25-26. The thread of connection (if any) can hardly be followed. It certainly would not cause a

well-informed, thoughtful observer to doubt Judge Orrick’s impartiality. Id. at 8:21-23. No

reasonable person knowing all of these facts would conclude that Judge Orrick’s former relationship

with Good Samaritan or Good Samaritan’s current business relationship with PPNC would render

Judge Orrick unable to preside over this case in an impartial manner.

B. In Any Event, Defendants’ Motion Is Untimely.

Like the NAF case, this case has been pending for a substantial period of time and

Defendants have been aware of all of the key facts since before the action was filed. See Order at

4:2-4 (“a good case could be made that this motion should be terminated [for lack of timeliness] on

that ground alone”). Moreover, the timing of the filing of this motion only underscores the tactical
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nature of this entire exercise. Defendants initially filed a motion only in the NAF case and while

Judge Orrick was to hear a contempt proceeding concerning Defendants’ violation of the injunction

in the NAF case. At that time, they curiously did nothing to challenge Judge Orrick’s involvement

in this case even though their disqualification motion is predicated on an alleged bias in favor of

Planned Parenthood. Defendants waited a week before filing the same motion in this case. This

belated attempt to whitewash their true motivation for seeking to disqualify Judge Orrick is

transparent and should be rejected. For this reason alone, the motion should be denied.

C. Reargument Of The Court’s Order Is Improper, But In Any Event Defendants
Ignore Binding Ninth Circuit Authority Regarding The Social Or Political
Activity Of A Judge’s Spouse.

As mentioned above, Defendants have not filed a notice of appeal with respect to the Order,

the time for which has now passed. Portions of Defendants’ reply brief in this case (ECF No. 171)

reargue the NAF Order, but Defendants have not sought reconsideration by seeking leave to file an

appropriate motion in the NAF case. See Civil L.R. 7-9(a) (leave of court required to file a motion

for reconsideration). Nor could they. Defendants cite no new law nor new evidence to which they

did not have access previously. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 54(b); Civil L.R. 7-9(b) (moving party must

show that “a material difference in fact or law exists” and that “the party applying for

reconsideration did not know such fact or law at the time of the interlocutory order”). Any such

reargument should be rejected. Plaintiffs reserve the right to brief any issues relevant to

reconsideration.

To the extent that the Court is inclined to consider such arguments here, Plaintiffs highlight

that Defendants failed to acknowledge Ninth Circuit authority. Judge Reinhardt’s Order and

analysis in Perry v. Schwarzenegger, 630 F.3d 909 (9th. Cir. 2011), and a decision from this district

in Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Bausch & Lomb, Inc., No. C 84-20642 RPA, 1988 WL 281561 (N.D.

Cal. Aug. 1, 1988), both support the position that Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook activity has no bearing on

Judge Orrick’s ability to be impartial in this case.

Instead of addressing Perry and Hewlett-Packard, Defendants pointed to authority that is not

only nonbinding, but also inapposite. Only two cases even consider the relationship of a judge and

the judge’s spouse in connection with recusal, though neither is close to the facts here. See Smith v.
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Beckman, 683 P.2d 1214, 1216 (Colo. App. 1984) (recusal required under Colorado law where

judge’s wife worked as deputy district attorney in the office prosecuting the action); Tyson v. Ind.,

622 N.E.2d 457, 458-59 (Ind. 1993) (recusal appropriate under Indiana law where judge’s wife had

direct conversation with defendant’s counsel advising on his legal strategy). Other cases cited

consider other relationships and whether they warrant a judge’s recusal. See Melendres v. Arpaio,

No. CV-07-2513-PHX-MHM, 2009 WL 2132693 (D. Ariz. July 15, 2009) (considering recusal

based on relationship between parties and judge’s sister, who as the President and CEO of the

National Council of La Raza, oversaw campaign against parties and acts at issue in case pending

before court); Mathis v. Huff & Puff Trucking, Inc., 787 F.3d 1297, 1313 (10th Cir. 2015) (holding

no recusal required where law clerk’s husband monitored trial on behalf of interested non-party);

U.S. v. DeTemple, 162 F.3d 279, 287 (4th Cir. 1998) (holding no recusal required where judge had

represented a non-party in a prior, related dispute with defendant). And the remaining cases cited

have nothing to do with a judge’s recusal in any way. See, e.g., Nichols v. Thomas, 788 F. Supp.

570, 572 (N.D. Ga. 1992) (considering implied bias with respect to juror); Planned Parenthood of

Wis. v. Doyle, 162 F.3d 463 (7th Cir. 1998) (considering standing of parties to bring suit); In re

Boggia, 998 A.2d 949 (NJ 2010) (considering whether political contributions by part-time

municipal judge and his law partners violated ethics rules).

IV. CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth herein and in this Court’s Order in the NAF Case, the Motion

should be denied.

Dated: August 14, 2017 ARNOLD & PORTER KAYE SCHOLER
LLP

By: /s/ Amy L. Bomse
Amy L. Bomse

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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 Pursuant to the Court’s July 13, 2017 Order (Dkt. No. 175), Defendants David Daleiden and 

the Center for Medical Progress hereby submit this supplemental brief addressing why Nat’l Abortion 

Fed’n v. Ctr. for Med. Progress, No. 15-CV-03522-WHO (JD), 2017 WL 2766173 (N.D. Cal. June 

26, 2017), does not resolve the present motion, and identifying the material differences between the 

present motion and the motion adjudicated by that order.  

INTRODUCTION 

There is an ongoing debate at the highest levels of American political discourse over whether 

Planned Parenthood – which receives over 500 million dollars in federal taxpayer money annually – 

is a praiseworthy organization providing care to the needy, or a criminal organization that needs to be 

defunded. That debate was caused largely by Defendants’ investigative reporting. It came to a head 

on July 28, 2017, when Senator John McCain cast the deciding vote that saved taxpayer funding for 

Planned Parenthood.1 Planned Parenthood retained its funding by a single vote, but the fight is not 

over. In the larger, long-running debate over Planned Parenthood’s worth, Judge Orrick has publicly 

picked a side. In contrast to Defendants who “advocate[] for Congress to take legislative action to 

defund Planned Parenthood,” Dkt. No. 58-1 at ¶58, Judge Orrick has a history of opening up and 

funding a Planned Parenthood clinic – for a named plaintiff in this case.  

In the present action, unlike in Nat’l Abortion Fed’n, 2017 WL 2766173, Judge Orrick has a 

professional and ideological prior relationship with one of the named plaintiffs, Planned Parenthood 

Shasta Pacific (PPSP).2 That relationship was not just a typical work relationship with Plaintiff PPSP; 

rather Judge Orrick gave his leisure and charitable time to promote its success, indicating that he has 

a personal interest in its success. The nature of his relationship with Plaintiff PPSP also indicates that 

he has ongoing fiduciary duties to PPSP—including, at the very least, to keep confidential its 

                                                 
1 See Kimberly Leonard, ‘Skinny repeal’ bill includes defunding Planned Parenthood, eliminating 
Obamacare’s individual mandate, THE WASHINGTON EXAMINER (July 27, 2017, 2:24 PM), 
http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/skinny-repeal-bill-includes-defunding-planned-parenthood-
eliminating-obamacares-individual-mandate/article/2629891; Susan Berry, Planned Parenthood 
Declares Victory in GOP Failure to Defund Abortion Giant, BREITBART NEWS (July 31, 2017), 
http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2017/07/31/planned-parenthood-celebrates-gop-failure-
defund-abortion-giant/.  
2 Planned Parenthood Shasta Diablo dba Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific (PPSP) and Planned 
Parenthood Northern California (PPNC). 
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proprietary information which he accessed, and to protect the safety and security of the PPSP clinic 

he helped open up, and to protect the safety and security of PPSP clinic clients, staff, and office 

equipment and supplies.  

In addition, unlike in Nat’l Abortion Fed’n, 2017 WL 2766173, Judge Orrick’s ideological 

affinity with Plaintiff PPSP is underscored by his spouse’s3 public promotion of Planned Parenthood 

Federation of America (PPFA), another named plaintiff,4 and public denigration of Defendants, which 

was accompanied by a photograph of Judge Orrick. One spouse’s views on a subject is perhaps only a 

minor indication of the other spouse’s views, but in this specific situation, there is ample evidence that 

would convince the public that Mrs. Orrick’s opinion is shared by Judge Orrick.  

The public perceives that Congress is on the verge of inflicting a mortal wound on the 

Planned Parenthood organization. At the same time, the public sees that Defendants are being 

attacked from all corners: by Planned Parenthood, by the National Abortion Federation, by 

universities,5 and by the California Attorney General. The public deserves to see that there is no 

evidence that politics is influencing the court actions involving Defendants. “No Court should tolerate 

even the slightest chance that its continued participation in a high profile lawsuit could taint the 

public’s perception of the fairness of the outcome.” Melendres v. Arpaio, No. CV-07-2513-PHX-

MHM, 2009 WL 2132693, at *15 (D. Ariz. July 15, 2009).  

 It strains credulity to think Judge Orrick could be impartial under these circumstances, but 

even if he could, certainly a reasonable person would have good reason to question his impartiality. 

Because of his actual fiduciary duty to Plaintiff PPSP, the appearance of impropriety that comes from 

the fact that he helped open a Planned Parenthood clinic that Defendants are trying to shut down, and 

                                                 
3 Defendants wish to respectfully state that their argument, presently and in Nat’l Abortion Fed’n, 
2017 WL 2766173, is not that the activity of “wives” can be attributed to their husbands, but rather 
concerns the importance of marriage to the lives of “spouses.” See generally Obergefell v. Hodges, 
135 S.Ct. 2584, 2593-94 (2015) (“[T]he annals of human history reveal the transcendent importance 
of marriage”); see also id. at 2599 (“The nature of marriage is that, through its enduring bond, two 
persons together can find other freedoms, such as expression, intimacy, and spirituality”).  
4 PPFA is the first named plaintiff in the complaint; PPSP is the second. 
5 Jane Does 1-10, et al. v. David Daleiden, et al., No. 2:16-cv-01212-JLR (W.D. Wash. Aug. 3, 
2016) (University of Washington and Washington Attorney General supporting Plaintiffs Does, who 
include Planned Parenthood senior leadership and staff, in seeking preliminary injunction requiring 
heavy redaction of public government documents before disclosure to Daleiden). 
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his spouse’s biased public comments on issues in this case, Judge Orrick must be recused. “If it is a 

close case, the balance tips in favor of recusal.” U.S. v. Holland, 519 F.3d 909, 911 (9th Cir. 2008). 

ARGUMENT 

I. FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

A. Judge Orrick’s Relationship with GSFRC and Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific. 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (GSFRC) is a non-profit organization, incorporated 

by Judge Orrick, that provides educational and development opportunities for low-income Latino 

immigrant families, including services for children, youth, and adults. Dkt. No. 164-1 at 11; Supp. 

Daleiden Decl., Ex. 5.6 One of the services which GSFRC provides is a “family planning clinic” on 

its premises operated by Plaintiff PPSP. Dkt. No. 164-1 at 13. Judge Orrick was GSFRC’s Secretary 

when GSFRC performed a study to determine the need for a family planning clinic in 2000, and also 

when the Planned Parenthood clinic was founded in 2001. Dkt. No. 164-1 at 73; Supp. Daleiden 

Decl., Ex. 3. He and Mrs. Orrick also donated $5,072 to it in 2007. Dtk. No. 164-1 at 136. 

Since the clinic was founded, it has existed as a joint venture between Planned Parenthood 

and GSFRC with extensive intermingling. See Supp. Daleiden Decl., Ex. 3, (Form 990 for 2000: 

Goal is to “[i]ntegrat[e] family planning into the fabric of the agency[.]”); Dkt. No. 164-1 at 80 (Form 

990 for 2001: “In collaboration with  Planned Parenthood, an on-site family planning clinic is open 

one day per week”). For example, since its founding until August 2016, the Planned Parenthood 

clinic was operated on the GSFRC premises rent-free. Dkt. No. 170-1 at 1:24-26. The clinic has also 

not had a receptionist; GSFRC donates the services of its receptionist, who also distributes Planned 

Parenthood promotional material. Dkt. No. 170-1 at 2:3-5, 171-1 at 2, 4.  

Plaintiff PPSP alleges that recently it has changed its policy so that it “does not share staff 

with [GSFRC]” and that “[a]ll staff working at the Clinic are [PPSP] employees, paid by [PPSP].” 

Dkt. No. 170-1 at 1:26-27. But this change is recent. In 2008, GSFRC advertised for an employee 

                                                 
6 Motions to disqualify judges must “be made in a timely fashion.” Nat’l Abortion Fed’n, 2017 WL 
2766173, at *2. This requires the immediate presentation of all newly discovered relevant evidence. 
United States v. Kelley, 712 F.2d 884, 887 (1st Cir. 1983) (Motion to disqualify untimely because 
party did not “notify the district court of the new evidence when he came before it on three 
different occasions”).  
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whose job was to work in the “Family Planning Clinic” and who had the additional duty of 

furthering the bonds between the two organizations. Dkt. No. 171-2 at 1, 4-5. That employee’s 

necessary qualifications included “[k]knowledge of reproductive health and family planning 

services” and “[e]ducation or training in Family Planning and Reproductive Health or related 

field[.]” Dkt. No. 171-2 at 5.  

B. PPSP’s Claimed Damages before Judge Orrick. 

In this action, Plaintiff PPSP has alleged “financial losses . . ., including the costs of hiring 

additional security to protect [its] offices, clinics, and staff” and more broadly “being forced to expend 

additional, extensive resources on security.” Dkt. No. 59 at ¶¶161, 188; see also id. at ¶¶201, 216, 230, 

236. These damages have been the subject of extensive discovery.  Supp. Daleiden Decl., Exs. 6-7, ¶10. 

C. Mrs. Orrick’s Comments on Issues in this Case. 

In 2015, Mrs. Orrick “pinkified” her Facebook page and added “I stand with Planned 

Parenthood” as a Facebook profile picture overlay. Plaintiff PPFA urged its supporters to add these 

elements to their Facebook pages as part of a campaign orchestrated specifically in response to the 

release of videos by Defendants. “Pinkifying” showed one’s support for Planned Parenthood and 

one’s belief that the videos were fraudulent. Dkt. No. 164-1 at ¶12, Ex. 9, Ex. 10. 

 

Mrs. Orrick also “liked” a Facebook post by the National Abortion Rights Action League that 

described Defendants’ work as “heavily edited videos by a sham organization run by extremists who 

will stop at nothing to deny women legal abortion services.”7 Mrs. Orrick also liked a Facebook Post by 

                                                 
7 Grutzmacher v. Howard Cty., 851 F.3d 332, 340, fn. 3 (4th Cir. 2017) (“[T]he act of ‘liking’ a 
Facebook post makes the post attributable to the ‘liker, even if he or she did not author the original  
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“Keep America Pro-Choice” that applauded Mr. Daleiden’s indictment in Texas. Both “likes” were 

juxtaposed with a photo featuring Judge Orrick and Mrs. Orrick. Dkt. No. 164-1 at ¶13, Exs. 11-13. 

 

Importantly, Mrs. Orrick’s Facebook activity, including that accompanied by a photograph 

featuring Judge Orrick, was not the expression of views about an abstract “issue” or “cause.” It 

contained: (1) defense of an organization against alleged “attacks” which were the subject of a lawsuit 

pending before Judge Orrick; (2) applause for the criminal prosecution of a party before Judge Orrick 

for activity that is the subject of that lawsuit; and (3) accusations that the defendants appearing before 

Judge Orrick were a “sham organization run by extremists” that published “heavily edited videos” that 

were responsible for violence directed at the opposing party – hotly disputed assertions that formed the 

cornerstone of Judge Orrick’s later issuance of a preliminary injunction.8  

II. LEGAL STANDARD 

A. Fiduciary Duties in California. 

In California, a close, intermingling relationship between parties creates a fiduciary duty. See 

Comm. On Children’s Television, Inc. v. Gen. Foods Corp., 35 Cal.3d 197, 222, fn. 22 (1983) (“[A] 
                                                 
 
post.”); Buker v. Howard Cty., No. CIV.A. MJG-13-3046, 2015 WL 3456750, at *22 (D. Md. May 
27, 2015) (“[T]he content and effect of each of the January 20 Facebook posts is attributable to 
Buker, regardless of who ‘authored’ the post and who ‘liked’ it”). 
8 See Nat’l Abortion Fed’n v. Ctr. for Med. Progress, No. 15-CV-03522-WHO, 2016 WL 454082, at 
*23, fn. 42 (N.D. Cal. Feb. 5, 2016) (“[T]he misleading nature of the Project videos . . . have had 
tragic consequences, including the attack [on a Planned Parenthood clinic] in Colorado”); see also id. 
at *23, fn. 43 (noting as “exceptional facts” justifying prior restraint the “extensive and repeated 
fraudulent conduct,” “misleading characterizations about the information procured,” and the “strong 
showing of irreparable harm”). 
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close and trusting relationship between [parties], in which the [first party] relied on the [second party] 

and the [second party] recognized that reliance, justified imposing fiduciary duties.”) An attorney 

owes the fiduciary duty to his former client to not “act[] in a way which will injure the former client 

in matters involving [the attorney’s] former representation.” Styles v. Mumbert, 164 Cal.App.4th 

1163, 1167 (2008). A former director of an organization owes the organization the duty of loyalty “to 

protect and preserve confidential information received during service as a director.” In re Mortg. & 

Realty Trust, 195 B.R. 740, 751 (Bankr. C.D. Cal. 1996). Finally, when the directors of an 

organization make a business decision, the presumption is that they acted on an “informed basis.” 

Potter v. Hughes, 546 F.3d 1051, 1059, fn. 3 (9th Cir. 2008); Lee v. Interinsurance Exch., 50 

Cal.App.4th 694, 715 (1996); Jones v. Martinez, 230 Cal.App.4th 1248, 1254 (2014).  

B. Appearance of Bias and Partiality. 

“While the procedure for motions under [28 U.S.C] Section 144 and Section 455, respectively, 

is slightly different, the governing standard is the same.” Nat’l Abortion Fed’n, 2017 WL 2766173, at 

*2. “That standard is an objective one and asks whether a reasonable person with knowledge of all the 

facts would conclude that the judge’s impartiality might reasonably be questioned.” Id. (citations and 

quotation marks omitted). “In deciding a motion made pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 144[,] . . . [n]either the 

truth of the allegations nor the good faith of the pleader may be questioned.” Mims v. Shapp, 541 F.2d 

415, 417 (3d Cir. 1976). “Section 455(a) does not require recusal based on speculation,” Nat’l Abortion 

Fed’n, 2017 WL 2766173, at *4, but when evaluating a movant’s affidavit, “all facts stated with 

particularity are to be taken as true,” United States v. Haldeman, 559 F.2d 31, 131 (D.C. Cir. 1976).  

C. Comments by Judges’ Spouses. 

It is not the case that “a wife’s communicative activity necessarily represents the views of, or 

should be attributed to, her husband. . . . It is beyond question that a woman’s right to speak out on the 

issues she cares about does not end when she says ‘I do,’. . . No . . . person would simply assume that 

one spouse’s views should always be ascribed or attributed to the other[.]” Nat’l Abortion Fed’n, 2017 

WL 2766173, at *3 (emphasis added); see also id. (“spouses do not give up their freedom of thought 

and expression”). This general principle, however, is not always applicable in the context of abortion, 

where courts presume that spouses share the same views because the issue is so important. See Planned 
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Parenthood of Wis. v. Doyle, 162 F.3d 463, 465 (7th Cir. 1998) (refusing standing to anti-abortion 

“intervening defendants, two husbands of pregnant women” and placing on them the burden of showing 

“that their wives disagree with them about the issue and so might consider undergoing” an abortion). 

Judges’ spouses have the right to speak out on the issues they care about regardless of the 

other spouse’s views, and are not required to abide by the restrictions set forth in the Canons of 

Judicial Ethics. However, if the spouse fully exercises those rights, it does have ramifications for 

the judge. For example, when the Supreme Court of New Jersey finally abolished the rule 

prohibiting judges’ spouses from holding political office, it did so with the explicit warning that a 

judge’s spouse’s political activity was only permissible because a judge has to recuse himself or 

herself whenever there is even the appearance of impropriety due to any of the spouse’s interests. 

Application of Gaulkin, 69 N.J. 185, 198, fn. 6 (1976); see also U.S. Advisory Opinion 53 (2009) 

(“A spouse’s involvement in political activities . . . may increase the frequency with which a judge 

is required to recuse. Judges should pay attention to that increased likelihood”); Canon 2(B), Code 

of Conduct for United States Judges (“A judge should . . . not convey or permit others to convey 

the impression that they are in a special position to influence the judge.”)9 

III. BASES FOR RECUSAL IN THE PRESENT ACTION 

A. Judge Orrick’s Fiduciary Duties Require Recusal. 

Unlike in Nat’l Abortion Fed’n, 2017 WL 2766173, as a former incorporator of, Secretary of, 

and attorney for, and current Emeritus Board Member of, GSFRC, Judge Orrick has ongoing 

fiduciary duties to it which implicate the interests of a named plaintiff. In 2000, GSFRC performed a 

                                                 
9 See also In re Boggia, 203 N.J. 1, 14 (2010) (“[F]or spouses of judges, ‘certain amenities of life, and 
perhaps even some legal rights, have to be sacrificed or curtailed for the larger purpose of avoiding the 
fact or appearance of participation by the judge in the political effort of a spouse.’”); Tyson v. State, 622 
N.E.2d 457, 459-60 (Ind. 1993) (Supreme Court justice recused himself after his wife verbally 
expressed support to counsel for one party, observing that whether he later held for or against that party, 
his decision could be interpreted as a response to his wife’s conduct, and noting that “[s]ubstantial 
concerns about fairness arise when a judge who arguably should disqualify remains as a voting 
participant”); Greenberg v. Kimmelman, 99 N.J. 552, 575-76 (1985) (“In a modern marriage, both a 
wife and a husband enjoy equivalent rights to pursue careers. . . . [Nevertheless, t]he state interest in 
preserving the integrity of the judiciary outweighs [a judge’s spouse’s] interest in unrestricted 
employment opportunities”); Smith v. Beckman, 683 P.2d 1214, 1216 (Colo. App. 1984) (disqualifying 
a judge who was married to a deputy district attorney, despite the fact that she had not worked on the 
case at bar: “[A]n appearance of impropriety is created by the close nature of the marriage relationship. 
Generally, the public views married people as ‘a couple,’ as ‘a partnership,’ and as participants in a 
relationship more intimate than any other kind of relationship between individuals.”). 
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“community needs study to see if there was a need” for a family planning clinic in its area, and 

decided to “open a clinic with Planned Parenthood.” Dkt. No. 164-1 at 104. As Secretary, Judge 

Orrick was responsible for “supervis[ing] the maintenance of [GSFRC’s] . . . records of the 

proceedings of the Board and its committees” and thus was directly responsible for overseeing the 

records of the “community needs study” to open the Planned Parenthood clinic. Dkt. No. 171-1 at 11. 

In addition, as Secretary, Judge Orrick had “the right at any reasonable time to inspect [GSFRC’s] . . . 

physical properties” on which exists the PPSP clinic, including “the right to copy and make extracts.” 

Dkt. No. 171-1 at 13. Plaintiff PPSP could not have excluded GSFRC’s directors from its donated 

premises because the Planned Parenthood clinic was staffed by GSFRC employees, and it was a joint 

venture between GSFRC and Planned Parenthood.  See Dkt. No. 171-2 at 4-5; Dkt. No. 164-1 at 104.  

As noted supra at section II.A., as GSFRC’s Counsel/Secretary at the time of the formation 

of GSFRC’s partnership with Plaintiff PPSP, the law presumes that Judge Orrick accessed 

confidential information of both GSFRC and Plaintiff PPSP to perform his duties. Now, he has the 

duty to protect and preserve that information, as well as the duty to not injure GSFRC in a way 

relating to his legal representation of it – i.e., its partnership with Plaintiff PPSP. 

Further, as noted supra at section I.B., Plaintiff PPSP seeks recovery for “being forced to 

expend additional, extensive resources on security” because Defendants’ “conspiracy has cost Plaintiffs 

millions of dollars and put the safety and security of Planned Parenthood’s personnel and patients at 

serious risk, as witnessed most horrifically in the shootings at a Planned Parenthood health center in 

Colorado Springs on November 27, 2015.” Dkt. No. 59 at ¶¶10, 188. This directly implicates Judge 

Orrick’s fiduciary duties to GSFRC because the security interests of Plaintiff PPSP are inextricably 

intertwined with those of GSFRC. If Plaintiff PPSP’s clinic at GSFRC were the subject of vandalism or 

picketing, GSFRC employees to whom Judge Orrick has fiduciary duties will necessarily be affected. 

Judge Orrick will necessarily be ruling on discovery regarding GSFRC’s security measures, and 

whether Plaintiff PPSP can recover any increased security costs which GSFRC passes on to it – but due 

to his fiduciary duties to GSFRC, he must rule in Plaintiff PPSP’s favor. This cannot be. 

B. Judge Orrick’s Appearance of Bias Requires Recusal. 

Here, unlike in Nat’l Abortion Fed’n, 2017 WL 2766173, Mr. Daleiden has provided non-
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speculative10 evidence that a relationship exists between Judge Orrick and a named plaintiff that would 

make a reasonable observer question Judge Orrick’s impartiality. Mr. Daleiden has alleged with 

particularity, and provided evidence of, such a relationship, including: (1) that from 1986 to 2009, 

Judge Orrick “assisted [GSFRC] on many legal issues” which the law presumes includes assisting 

GSFRC to research the need for, and then start up, a Planned Parenthood clinic which operates to this 

day under Plaintiff PPSP’s banner and GSFRC’s tutelage; (2) that he is publicly held out as an 

“emeritus board member” of GSFRC, in mailings as recently as September 2015, indicating his 

patronage of a Planned Parenthood clinic; and (3) that Mrs. Orrick commented on this case in defense 

of all named plaintiffs generally, and Plaintiff PPFA specifically, and intentionally placed a picture of 

Judge Orrick next to her comments on this case condemning Defendants. Dkt. No. 164-1 at ¶¶3, 7, 8, 

12, 13, Exs. 3, 5, 6, 9-14. These allegations are supported by documentary evidence, and the Court is 

required to “take[] as true” these well-pled and substantiated facts. See Haldeman, 559 F.2d at 131. 

As noted supra at section II.C., no person should simply assume that one spouse’s views 

should always be ascribed or attributed to the other. However, here the public would assume that 

Judge Orrick approved of his wife’s public comments, and shares her beliefs. First, courts presume 

that spouses share the same views on abortion. Doyle, 162 F.3d at 465. Second, because spouses 

are independent actors, one would expect that Mrs. Orrick assumed Judge Orrick’s agreement 

before using his likeness online to comment on issues in this case. Third, as noted supra at section 

I.A., in 2007 Judge and Mrs. Orrick made a significant donation to GSFRC together. As one would 

expect, because GSFRC was donating staff, space, and a receptionist to Plaintiff PPSP, the next 

year GSFRC listed Plaintiff PPSP’s “family planning” work as one of its own “program 

accomplishments.” Supp. Daleiden Decl., Ex. 4. Fourth, Judge and Mrs. Orrick bundled11 over 
                                                 
10 The facts which Defendants have provided are distinct from cases where courts have found the 
evidence speculative. In Yagman v. Republic Insurance, the affiant had alleged an “invidious motive” 
for a certiorari petition but “pointed to no evidence other than [the Judge’s] pursuit of the petition for 
certiorari itself.” 987 F.2d 622, 626 (9th Cir. 1993). In Clemens v. U.S. District Court for Central 
District of California, the affiant had “speculate[d]—but [did] not tender any evidence—about 
personal relationships among the judges of the Central District that might give rise for a reasonable 
observer to question the impartiality of the judges.” 428 F.3d 1175, 1180 (9th Cir. 2005); see also In 
re Lebbos, No. 06 22225 D 7, 2007 WL 1129189, at *4 (Bankr. E.D. Cal. Apr. 13, 2007) (a debtor’s 
accusation that the court had acted out of “financial self-interest” was speculation where there was no 
evidence whatsoever to support it).  
11 See Peter Overby, Explainer: What is a Bundler?, NATIONAL PUBLIC RADIO (Sep. 14, 2007, 7:04   
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$200,000 of political contributions for President Obama, the first ever sitting President to make a 

speech to Planned Parenthood (long before Defendants’ investigation).12 These four things are 

evidence to the public of their similar views, so that it would be reasonable for the public to infer 

that Mrs. Orrick was not speaking only for herself when she commented on issues in this case.   

Independent of Mrs. Orrick, however, Judge Orrick’s continued public association with 

GSFRC as an “emeritus board member” communicates to the public – and is no doubt intended to 

communicate to the public – his approval of its work, including the operation of the Plaintiff PPSP 

clinic that he opened on GSFRC’s premises as one of its most touted services. Such an identification 

of Judge Orrick with the work – and security, property, and business harms alleged to be caused by 

Defendants – of a Plaintiff who is both accuser and accused in this lawsuit and in the public debate 

cannot help but raise questions about his impartiality in the mind of a reasonable person. The 

standard is “whether a reasonable person with knowledge of all the facts would conclude that the 

judge’s impartiality might reasonably be questioned.” Holland, 519 F.3d at 913-14. Defendants have 

provided ample non-speculative, well-pled, and thoroughly substantiated allegations to satisfy that 

standard. Judge Orrick’s impartiality might reasonably be questioned in a case in which the 

ramifications of his rulings might shut down the Planned Parenthood clinic that he helped open. 

CONCLUSION 

 Judge Orrick’s connections to Plaintiff Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific are much stronger 

than they were to the National Abortion Federation in Nat’l Abortion Fed’n, 2017 WL 2766173. In 

light of his actual connections to Plaintiff PPSP, and the significance of this case to the national 

political dialogue on abortion, the Court should order recusal. Anything less would undermine the 

integrity of the federal judiciary and erode confidence in the impartiality of the Court.  

 

                                                 
 
PM), http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=14434721.  
12 Mollie Hemingway, Obama Appointee And Bundler Blocks More Video Releases By Group 
Behind Planned Parenthood Sting, THE FEDERALIST (July 31, 2016) http://thefederalist.com/2015/ 
07/31/obama-appointee-blocks-more-video-releases-by-group-behind-planned-parenthood-sting/ 
(citing https://www.citizen.org/william-orrick-2008); Dave Boyer, Obama all in on abortion, defends 
government funding to Planned Parenthood, THE WASHINGTON TIMES (April 26, 2013) 
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2013/apr/26/obama-all-abortion-defends-government-
funding-plan/. 
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tbrejcha@thomasmoresociety.org 
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ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO CIVIL L.R. 5.1(i)(3) 

 

As the filer of this document, I attest that concurrence in the filing was obtained from the 

other signatories. 
 

 
Catherine W. Short 
Counsel for Defendant Daleiden 
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NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
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OF AMERICA, INC., et al., 
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SUPP. DECL OF DAVID DALEIDEN IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
FOR DISQUALIFICATION – 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 

 

 

1. I, David Daleiden, am a defendant in this action. I am the Chief Executive Officer of 

the Center for Medical Progress (CMP), which is also a defendant in this action. I submit this 

declaration on my own behalf and on behalf of the Center for Medical Progress. 

2. In 2008, the Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (GSFRC) advertised for an 

employee whose job was to work in the “Family Planning Clinic” at GSFRC, and who had the 

additional duty to “serve as a liaison” between GSFRC and the exact Planned Parenthood affiliate 

that ran the GSFRC family planning clinic at that time (as documented in the news article that is 

Exhibit 7 to the Daleiden Affidavit, Dkt. No. 164-1 at 104). That employee’s necessary 

qualifications included “[k]nowledge of reproductive health and family planning services” and 

“[e]ducation or training in Family Planning and Reproductive Health or related field[.]” Attached 

hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of the GSFRC Job Posting which I reference above 

and which I found on the GSFRC website at http://www.goodsamfrc.org/files/FamilyAdvocate 

FamilyPlanningSpecialist-2008.pdf. 

3. The GSFRC website is located at http://goodsamfrc.org. I searched that website for 

the term “Family Planning Clinic.” The term only appears on the website four times that I could 

find. In the first instance, it is used as a descriptor for the family planning clinic run by Plaintiff 

Planned Parenthood Shasta Pacific (PPSP), on the web page http://goodsamfrc.org/wohlford-

family-clinic/. That page is also Exhibit 2 to the Daleiden Affidavit, Dkt. No. 164-1 at 13. The 

second time it appears is on the job posting from 2008 referenced above. The third time it appears 

is on another job posting, this time from 2016. That job posting is located at 

http://goodsamfrc.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/05/Website-Posting-Revised-6-2-16-Family-

Advocate-DRL-6-2016.pdf. A true and correct copy of that job posting is also attached hereto as 

Exhibit 2. The fourth time it appears is on the “About Us” page for GSFRC at 

http://goodsamfrc.org/about-us/, which specifies “family planning services” are provided “in 

partnership with Planned Parenthood[.]” That page is also Exhibit 2 to the Daleiden Affidavit, Dkt. 

No. 164-1 at 12. 

4. Based on the above, I am informed and believe that the “Family Planning Clinic” 

referenced in Exhibits 1 and 2 attached hereto is the family planning clinic referenced in Exhibits 2 
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SUPP. DECL OF DAVID DALEIDEN IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
FOR DISQUALIFICATION – 3:16-CV-00236 (WHO) 

 

 

and 4 attached to the Daleiden Affidavit, and staffed by Plaintiff PPSP.  

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of the IRS Forms 990 of 

GSFRC for 2000, which list Judge Orrick as Secretary of the Board of Directors. 

6. Attached hereto as Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy of the IRS Forms 990 of 

GSFRC for 2008, which list Plaintiff PPSP’s “family planning” work as one of GSFRC’s “program 

accomplishments.” 

7. Attached hereto as Exhibit 5 is a true and correct copy of GSFRC’s original articles 

of incorporation from 1992, listing Judge Orrick as GSFRC’s incorporator. 

8. Attached hereto as Exhibit 6 is a true and correct copy of Plaintiffs’ Amended 

Response to Defendant Gerardo Adrian Lopez’s Interrogatories 1-9 (Set One) which requests 

Plaintiff PPSP to “[s]tate all facts upon which you base your contention that the Defendants, or any 

of them, caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages in the form of costs of [vandalism to Plaintiffs’ offices 

and clinics/additional physical security at clinics].”  

9. Attached hereto as Exhibit 7 is a true and correct copy of Plaintiff Planned 

Parenthood Federation of America, Inc.’s response to Defendant Rhomberg’s Interrogatories (Set 

One) which requests Plaintiff PPFA to “IDENTIFY all costs related to security measures for clinics 

and conferences for which Plaintiffs seek recovery in this action.”  

10. Defendant Newman has also propounded written discovery related to Plaintiff 

PPSP’s damages related to its physical locations, but Plaintiff PPSP’s responses have been marked 

confidential, so I have not attached them hereto.  

I declare until penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the State of 

California that the foregoing is true and correct and that this declaration was executed in Orange 

County, California on August 14, 2017. 

         
       David Daleiden
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Job Description 
Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, Inc. 

 
 
 
 
Position:    Family Advocate – Family Planning Specialist (Bilingual/Spanish) 
Reports To:  Family Support Director 
Salary Range: $17.25 an hour- 40 hours a week, non-exempt union position 
Benefits: Health and Dental Insurance provided for employee and their dependents.  

Life and disability insurance provided for employee. 
 
The Organization 
Good Samaritan is an innovative multi-service non-profit agency in the Mission District of San Francisco.  
Our mission is to help immigrant families access needed services, develop self sufficiency, and participate 
fully as members of the community. Our staff is a diverse team willing to take different and unique 
approaches to the challenges facing our families. 
 
Position Summary  
Working with the Family Planning Clinic of Good Samaritan, the advocate promotes the well-being of 
immigrant families through family-centered, strength-based services including education, support, 
advocacy, case management and awareness of community services and resources.   
   
Specific Responsibilities 
 
Advocacy/Case Management 

• Provide intake, referral and advocacy work on behalf of participants with immediate or short term 
needs, providing comprehensive case management to 25 participants per year  

• Work directly with each participant for 3-18 months, assisting them to identify their own needs 
and strengths and to set and reach their own goals 

• Work as a member of the Family Planning Clinic and Family Support Department teams 
• Work with the teen Promotores program 
• Teach and model skills and strategies for accessing services, goal setting, problem solving, 

conflict resolution, communication, parenting, and other areas relevant to family’s well-being 
• Attend meetings, appointments and hearings with participants as needed 
• Maintain intakes, assessments, case files and other relevant reports and data  
• Participate in a variety of case-related meetings at family, agency and multi-agency levels 

 
      Other Responsibilities: 

• Help design, coordinate, and facilitate family planning and reproductive health classes, support 
groups and other activities 

• Serve as a liaison between Planned Parenthood Golden Gate and Good Samaritan 
• Help and support the Family Planning Clinic as advocate 
• Conduct community and family outreach and education 
• Assist other GS participants with immediate or short term needs as time permits 
• Explain GS classes and programs to new participants 
• Assist families at the reception desk as needed 
• Be responsible for determined admin tasks for Good Sam 
• Actively participate in or lead staff/program/team/committee meetings and trainings  
• Assist Family Support Director in the coordination of current programs 
• Assist Family Support Director in developing new programs, as needed 

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 181-1   Filed 08/14/17   Page 5 of 129

 
[734]

 
[734]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 111 of 235
(792 of 916)

JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight



 

• Attend team and committee meetings as scheduled 
• Ensure that daily decisions, communication, interaction and activities incorporate the Good Sam 

Values (Respect, Trust, Integrity, Corazon, Participation, Innovation) 
• Ensure that programs and services are aligned with Good Sam’s Mission and Vision 

 
 
 Qualifications 

• BA or MA in Social Work/related field or equivalent years of experience 
• At least one year experience in Case Management or related case work 
• Bilingual Spanish/English required (in reading, writing, and speaking), bicultural preferred 
• Knowledge of reproductive health and family planning services 
• Experience working with Latino immigrant population and understanding of immigrant issues 
• Education or training in Family Planning and Reproductive Health or related field 
• Education, experience or willingness to be trained in domestic violence field  
• Familiarity of child abuse reporting laws 
• Knowledge of Mission District and citywide resources 
• Experience with facilitation of support groups, workshops and/or classes 
• Share GS values (Innovation, Participation, Integrity, Trust, Respect, and Corazón) 
• Strong understanding of relationship building, confidentiality and professional boundaries 
• Excellent written and verbal communication skills and computer literacy 
• Valid CA drivers license 

 
Skills and Abilities 
 

• Ability to communicate effectively with strong verbal and writing skills 
• Culturally competent interviewing skills 
• Ability to establish strong working relationships with families experiencing chaos, stress and 

severe emotional disturbances 
• Ability to conduct assessments and develop appropriate plans of care 
• Ability to balance roles of counselor, advocate and teacher 
 
 

Please email a cover letter and resume to: 
 
vcastro@goodsamfrc.org 
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Family Advocate-Differential Response Liaison  

Spanish/English 
 
 
Posting Date:  June 6, 2016  
Rate:    $21 per hour  
Work Schedule:  40 hours per week – Includes some evenings and weekends 
Classification:   Regular full-time, non-exempt, union position  
Benefits:  Medical, dental, 401(k), supplemental short term disability, life insurance, vacation, sick, and float holiday  
  
Position Summary  
Family Advocates promote the well-being of immigrant families through culturally relevant, strength-based services including education, 
support, advocacy, case management and awareness to community services and resources. Focus is on families of children 0-5 years old. 
The following represents some of the responsibilities:  
 
Differential Response Liaison: 

• Provide immediate and efficient follow-up to 12 differential response referrals per year  
• Conduct joint home visits with Child Welfare Workers to engage clients 
• Conduct intake, assessment and service plan development collaboratively with families 
• Provide comprehensive case management to each family for 3-18 months, assisting them to identify their own needs and 

strengths and to set and reach their own goals  
• Provide supportive services in the home, the office and/or other community locations 
• Teach and model skills and strategies for accessing services, goal setting, problem solving, conflict resolution, communication, 

parenting, and other areas relevant to family’s well-being  
• Provide timely and accurate monthly and quarterly reports and comply with all contract requirements 

 
Family Advocate: 

• Assist front desk staff with the intake, assessment and referral of new clients 
• Assist family planning clinic in supporting clients as needed and connecting them to appropriate services 
• Do advocacy work on behalf of Good Samaritan participants with immediate or short term needs 
• Make appropriate referrals to Good Samaritan services and other community resources, and encourage/facilitate successful and 

continued access to those services  
• Provide case management to participants referred from within Good Samaritan programs, as time permits 
• Work closely with staff of all departments to ensure integration of resources and services 
• Participate in a variety of case-related meetings at family, agency and multi-agency levels  
• Maintain and submit intakes, assessments, case files, and other relevant documentation in an organized and timely manner  
• Other duties as assigned 

 
Minimum Qualifications 
BA in Social Work or related field/ or equivalent years of Family Support experience 
Bilingual Spanish/English required (reading, writing, and speaking) 
Minimum two years’ experience in Case Management or related case work  
Must have a understanding of principles, methods and approaches in Family Support and Parenting Education 
Experience or familiarity in client interviewing, assessment, and service plan development 
Experience or familiarity working in or with SF Human Services Agency and community based agencies 
Proven ability to develop trusting relationships, maintain confidentiality and establish professional boundaries 
Experience working with Latino immigrant population and understanding of immigrant issues  
Experience with facilitation of support groups, workshops and/or classes  
Excellent written and verbal communication and computer skills 
 
Desired Qualifications  
Education or training in Child, Adolescent and/or Family Development, or related field  
Experience or familiarity with the Family Development Matrix tool 
Education, training and/or experience in domestic violence field, certified preferred 
 
To Apply:  Please email resume and cover letter to jobs@goodsamfrc.org 
 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center is an Equal Opportunity Employer 
Pursuant to the San Francisco Fair Chance Ordinance, we will consider for employment qualified applicants with arrest and conviction records. 
Employment is contingent upon meeting the above minimum qualification and verification of previous employment and education. 
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A For the 2000 calendar year, OR tax year period beginning and ending 

B Check If Please c Name of organizatio~ • 
applicable: use IRS ood Samar1 tan Family Resource 

D Employer Identification number 

D Change of label or t I address prlntor en er, nc. 
D~~~~ge of ~pe. Number and street (or P.O. box if mail is not delivered to street address) 
D~~\~% sp..:flcl294 Potrero Avenue 

Room/suite 

D Final lnstruc-retum tlons. City or town, state or country, and ZIP 
DAmended San Francisco CA 94110 

return 

~~~fea;:~i~fng) ( H and I are not applicable to section 527 orgs.) 
G Organization type (check only one) ~ [][] 501 (c) ( 3 ) ~ (insert no.) D 527 H(a) Is this a group return for affiliates? D Yes [][] No 

OR D 4947(a)(1) H(b) If "Yes,'' enter number of affiliates ~ 
----------------~~-------------; • Section 501 (c)(3) organizations and 494 7 (a)(1) nonexempt charitable trusts 

must attach a completed Schedule A Form 990 or 900-E 
J J.l.ccounting D 'X1 D 

H(c) Are all affiliates included? 
(If "No," attach a list.) 

D Yes [][]No 

method: Cash LA.J Accrual Other(specify)~ H(d) Is this a separate return filed by an 
organization covered by a group ruling? D Yes [][] No 

K Check here ~ D if the organization's gross receipts are normally not more than $25,000. The L Enter 4-digit group exemption no. (GEN)~ 
organization need not file a return with the IRS; but if the organization received a Form 990 Package L Check this box if the organization is not required to 
in the mail, it should file a return without financial data. Some states require a complete return. attach Schedule B (Form 990 or 990-EZ) ~ D 

P.iMt Revenue, Ex enses and Changes in Net Assets or Fund Balances 
Contributions, gifts, grants, and similar amounts received: 

a Direct public support .............................................. . 1a 685,848. 
b Indirect public support ............................................ . 1b 

c Government contributions (grants) ........................................................... . 1c 273 078. 
d Total (add lines 1a through 1c) 

(cash $ 9 4 4 , 811 • noncash $ 14 , 115 • ) 1d 958 926. 
2 Program service revenue including government fees and contracts (from Part VII, line 93) .................................. . 2 123,239. 
3 Membership dues and assessments ........................................................................................................... . 
4 Interest on savings and temporary cash investments 19,272. 
5 Dividends and interest from securities ..................................................................................................... . 
6 a Gross rents ........................................................................... . 6a 

b Less: rental expenses ............................................................................. . 6b 

QI c Net rental income or (loss) (subtract line 6b from line 6a) ..................................................... . 
::I 7 c 
~ S a QI 

Other investment income (describe ~ 
A Securities B Other Gross amount from sale of assets other 

a: than inventory ............................................... . 22 82 8. Sa 

b Less: cost or other basis and sales expenses ........ . 22 606. Sb 

c Gain or (loss) (attach schedule) .......................... . 2 2 2. Sc 

d Net gain or (loss) (combine line Be, columns (A) and (B)) ......... ~.t.mt .... ~ ................................................... . 222 • 
9 Special events and activities (attach schedule) 

a Gross revenue (not including $ --------- of contributions 

reported on line 1a) ............................................. . ............................. i--=9c:.a-+---------
b Less: direct expenses other than fund raising expenses .................................... ......_.9=b_,_ _______ _ 
c Net income or (loss) from special events (subtract line 9b from line 9a) .. . 

1 D a Gross sales of inventory, less returns and allowances .... ...................... t-1~D~a-+-_______ __, 
b Less: cost of goods sold . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . ... .. . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . ._1._.D,_b_,_ _______ --; 
c Gross profit or (loss) from sales of inventory (attach schedule) (subtract line 10b from line 10a) .................... . 1 De 

11 Other revenue (from Part VII, line 103) .................................................................................................. . 11 

12 Total revenue add lines 1 d 2 3 4 5 6c 7 Bd 9c 1 Oc and 11 .................................. . 12 1,101,659. 
13 

Ill 
QI 14 Ill 

13 919 463. 
14 113,338. 

Program services (from line 44, column (B)) .............................................................................................. . 
Management and general (from line 44, column (C)) .................................................................................. . 

c 
15 8. 15 61 691. Fundraising (from line 44, column (D)) ....................................................................................... . 

)( 16 w 16 Payments to affiliates (attach schedule) ........................................................................................ . 
17 Total ex enses add lines 16 and 44 column A 17 1 094,492. 
1S 

Ill 
a;i 19 
z~ 20 

1S 7 167. 
19 3 784,545. 
20 0. 

Excess or (deficit) for the year (subtract line 17 from line 12.) .......................................................................... . 
Net assets or fund balances at beginning of year (from line 73, column (A)) ........................................................ . 

Other changes in net assets or fund balances (attach explanation) .................................................................... . 
21 Net assets or fund balances at end of year (combine lines 18, 19, and 20) ....................................................... . 21 3 791 712. 

023001 
12-19-00 Form 990 (2000) LHA For Paperwor.x Reduction Act::Not.lce, se11-cpa!)'.eJ-olthueparatelnstructlons. 

=.::. .. :.;: ... ::::.- ::;._.:= .. ·~::::::: .... :~ ... ..::.;~· :::.: .... ii.,l~..:;.~~:· :.::~~-.. ~i::~.~E~·· 
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Page 2 

Do not include amounts reported on line ''''''''''''' (A) Total (B) Program (C) Management 
___ 6b~,_8_b~, 9_b~,_1_0_b,'"""o_r_1_6_o_f_P_art_l. ___ -f'""""-t----------1---=se""rv'""1c::.::e.:..s ___ and eneral 
22 Grants and allocations (attach schedule) ........... . 

cash $ noncash $ _____ +-22-+----.,..-,--,,....,,---+-----,----
23 Specific assistance to individuals (attach schedule) r2=3+-___ 1_2_._6_8_5_.+-___ 1_2_._6_8_5_. 
24 Benefits paid to or for members (attach schedule) t-'2~4-+--------+---------
25 Compensationofoff~e~.diracto~.~~ ............ r2~5+---1~0~2_._8_7~5-"+---~9~0_._4_6_7_.+------,-~-=--,----+-----'---
26 Other salaries and wages................................. r2=6+-__ 4_6_0_.__8_9_8_. ___ 4_0_5...._3_0_8_.1-------'---+-------'-....:.._--"--
21 Pension plan contributions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . i-:2:..:.7-1------,:-::----,-:::-::--+-------=--=----:-=-=:--1----.,.--:::-o--::-+--------=--
2a Otheremployeebeneflts ...... : .......................... r2=8~ ___ 6_8~4_3_0_•1----~6_0...._1_7_6~·----4~3_3_6--t. ____ 3_.__9_1_8_. 
29 Payroll taxes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . t-=2=9-t--__ 41--8.i.....;.4_8_0-'.'+----4..:::2...L....:6---=3=-3:.......:...+. ____ 3:._i_01--7 _2..:..•-1----2=....L......:...7--'-7..:..5-'-. 
30 Professional fund raising fees ........................... t-'3~0-+--------+-----------1--------+--------
31 Accounting fees ................................... ... . . . . f-=3'-'-1 +-----2-"5...L-0_6_9--'-.1--------=-3...L....:o_O_O~. ___ 2_2_,__0_6---=9~. ______ _ 
32 Legal fees ................................................... t-'3'-2-+-----,---..,,--t----------1-----,----..,,..-.,..-,--+--------
33 Supplies ......... ........ .. .......... ............. .. ... .. ... . . f...::3-=-3 +--__ 3_7--'-2_8_9--1. i----3_4'--.L...;;9_8_5:...__.;_;. ____ 1_.__8_1_2_.'-1-------'4....:..9_2_. 
34 Telephone ................................................... >-3---<4 ___ 1_9~8_1_8_.+---__ 1_6~1_8_5_ • ..._ ___ 3~0_0_4_.-+--____ 6_2 _9 • 
35 Postage and shipping .................................... r3=5~_---,--,1~8.,....6____,,...3_.+-----1...._5_4_8~. ----____,.1_,0_,5--;. _____ 2_1_0_. 
36 Occupancy ................................................... ~3-=-6+--__ l_0---'-6_5_8~·-__ 1_0~3=--3_8~. _____ 2_1_3_.'-1-____ 1_0_7_. 
37 Equipment rental and m~ntenance .................. f-=3~7+-___ 1_1_.__2....:...9__;7_. ____ 1~0~9_0-'1~·1------2_6--'-7---="+-----..:::1~2~9~. 
38 Printing and pub~cations .............................. r3=8+-___ 9_.__4~1_,4~·-----6...._5_8~5~·1-----2--'-6~5_,1_.+-_____ 1_7_8_. 
39 Trav~ ......................................................... r3-=-9+--__ 1_2~_5_5_6_.~ ___ 5_.__2_8_2~. ____ 7---'-2_7_4_.+--------
40 Con~rences,conventions,and meetings ............ ~4=0-+--------+-----------1--------+--------
41 Interest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..... ................... ... .... ... ... r4_1-+--------.,-----,---t------.,-----,------1------:-=--+-------,,-------

l 06 236. 97 109. 6 899. 2 228. 42 Depreciation, depletion, etc. (attach schedule) 
43 Other expenses (itemize): 

a ______________ _ 
b ____________ _ 

d _____________ _ 

e See Statement 3 

42 

43a 
43b 
43c 
43d 
43e 

44 Total functional expenses (add lines 22 through 43) 
Organizations completing columns (B)-(D), carry these 
totals to lines 13-15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44 

166 924. 122 261. 25 912. 

1 094 492. 919 463. 113 338. 
Reporting of Joint Costs. Did you report in column (B) (Program services) any joint costs from a combined educational campaign and 

18 751. 

61 691. 

fund raising solicitation? ................................................................................................................................................. ~ D Yes 00 No 
If "Yes,' enter (I) the aggregate amount of these joint costs $ ; (II) the amount allocated to Program services$ ______ _ 
(Ill) the amount allocated to Manaaement and aeneral $ · and llvl the amount allocated to Fund raisin a $ 
kP~rtlU=I Statement of Program Service Accomplishments 
What is the organization's primary exempt purpose? ~ 
Help to immiqrant families Pro~am Service 
All organizations must describe their exempt purpose achievements In a clear and concise manner. State the number of clients served, publications Issued, etc. Discuss 

xpenses 
(Required for 501 (c)(3) and 

achievements that are not measurable. (Section 501(c)(3) and (4) organizations and 4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trusts must also enter the amount of grants and (4) ergs., and 4947(a)(1) 
allocations to others.) trusts; but optional for others.) 

a Child Development Center (statement attached) 

(Grants and allocations $ ) 377,042. 
b Case Manaqement (statement attached) 

/Grants and allocations $ ) 189,719. 
c Family Services (statement attached) 

/Grants and allocations$ ) 352,702. 
d 

/Grants and allocations$ ) 

e Other program services (attach schedule) (Grants and allocations$ ) 

919,463. 
Form 990 (2000) 
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Good 
Form 990 (2000) Cen 

amaritan Family Resourc 
Inc. 

I PltJJ\fl Balance Sheets 

Note: Where required, attached schedules and amounts within the description column 
should be for end-of-year amounts only. 

45 Cash - non-interest-bearing ................................................................ .. 
46 Savings and temporary cash investments ........................................................... . 

4 7 a Accounts receivable ......................................... . 
b Less: allowance for doubtful accounts ................. . 

48 a Pledges receivable ........................................ .. 
b Less: allowance for doubtful accounts ................. . 

49 Grants receivable ............................................................................................ . 
50 Receivables from officers, directors, trustees, 

VI 
and key employees ......................................................................................... . - 51 a GI 

VI 
Other notes and loans receivable ..... ................... ,_5~1~a-+---------< 

94-3154078 Page 3 

(A) (B) 
Beginning of year End of year 

200 310. 45 39 876. 
302 568. 46 438 287. 

103 560. 

2 000. 
69 442. 120 775. 

~ b Less: allowance for doubtful accounts .. ................ ._5""1'""b-'----------+-----------+-~--+---------

VI 
GI 

~ 
:a 
Ill 

::::; 

VI 
GI 
u c 
Ill 

~ 
"O c 
:i u. 
.... 
0 

52 lnventories for sale or use ............................................................................. .. 
53 Prepaid expenses and deferred charges .............................................................. . 
54 Investments - securities ~.t.:mt .... ~ ............................ IJll.. IXl Cost D FMV 
55 a Investments - land, buildings, and 

equipment: basis .................. ......... .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. ,_5~5~a-+---------< 

b 
56 
57 a 

b 
58 

59 Total assets add lines 45 throu h 58 must e ual line 74 ............................... . 
60 Accounts payable and accrued expenses ............................................................. . 
61 Grants payable ............................................................................................... . 
62 Deferred revenue ............................................................................................ . 
63 Loans from officers, directors, trustees, and key employees ................................... . 
64 a Tax-exempt bond liabilities ................................................................................ . 

b Mortgages and other notes payable ................................................................... . 
65 Other liabilities (describe IJll.. ----------------

66 Tota I llabllltles add lines 60 th rou h 65 ................................................... . 
Organizations that follow SFAS 117, check here IJll.. IXl and complete lines 67 through 

69 and lines 73 and 74. 

67 Unrestricted ................................................................................................. .. 
68 Temporarily restricted ......................................................................... . 
69 Permanently restricted ...................................................................................... . 
Organizations that do not follow SFAS 117, check here IJll.. D and complete lines 

70 through 74 . 

70 Capital stock, trust principal, or current funds ..................................................... . 
71 Paid-in or capital surplus, or land, building, and equipment fund ............................... .. 
72 Retained earnings, endowment, accumulated income, or other funds ......................... . 
73 Total net assets or fund balances (add lines 67 through 69 OR lines 70 through 72; 

column (A) must equal line 19 and column (B) must equal line 21) .......................... . 
74 Total llabllltles and net assets/ fund balances (add lines 66 and 73) ............... . 

14 381. 8 128. 
14 037. 3 775. 

0. 

3 180,903. 57c 
58 

3 832 668. 59 3 902 717. 
48 123. 60 111 005. 

61 
62 
63 
64a 
64b 
65 

48 123. 111 005. 

3 471 239. 3 491 042. 
284 958. 272 322. 

28 348. 28 348. 

3 784 545. 73 3 791 712. 
3 832 66 8. 74 3 902 717. 

Form 990 is available for public inspection and, for some people, serves as the primary or sole source of information about a particular organization. How the public 
perceives an organization in such cases may be determined by the information presented on its return. Therefore, please make sure the return is complete and accurate 
and fully describes, in Part Ill, the organization's programs and accomplishments. 

023021 
12-19-00 3 
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amaritan Family Resource 
Cen Inc. 

,,,,,,,,,,,,.,.,.,,.,.,,...,,,,,,.,,,.._=-~~~--..,.~...;....,- ..._....;;;..;;.;;._....;......,....---.,...~~~..,,,,,,.,,,,,,.,,,,,,.,,,,,,.,.,,,....-=' 

Reconciliation of evenue per Audited .iffHV.#B Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited 
94-3154078 Pa e 4 

Financial Statements with Revenue per Financial Statements With Expenses per 
Return Return 

a Total revenue, gains, and other support '''''''''' ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,., a Total expenses and losses per '''''''''' ''''' ''''''''''''''''''''' 
per audited financial statements.................. .... audited financial statements ......................... "'"a~='"" 

b Amounts included on line a but not on 
b Amounts included on line a but not on line 17, Form 990: 

line 12, Form 990: (1) Donated services 
(1) Net unrealized gains and use of facilities ... $ ______ _ 

on investments ...... $ (2) Prior year adjustments 
(2) Donated services reported on line 20, 

and use of facilities ... $ Form 990 ............... $ ______ _ 
(3) Recoveries of prior (3) Losses reported on 

yeargrants ............ $ line20,Form990 ... $ ______ _ 
(4) Other (specify): (4) Other (specify): 

~~~~~~-$-~----- Stmt 6 $ <222. -------
Add amounts on lines (1) through (4) ............. f-"-1-------j Add amounts on lines (1) through (4) ............. f-"-1----,------,--,---,--

c Line a minus line b................................. .... c 
d Amounts included on line 12, Form 

990 but not on line a: 

(1) Investment expenses 
not included on 
line6b,Form990 ... $ ______ _ 

(2) Other (specify): 
Stmt 7 $ 222. -------

Add amounts on lines (1) and (2) 222. ................... 1--'d"-+-----------< 

c Line a minus line b . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .... c 
d Amounts included on line 17, Form 

990 but not on line a: 

(1) Investment expenses 
not included on 
line 6b, Form 990 ... $ 

(2) Other (specify): 
$ 

Add amounts on lines (1) and (2) ... .... d 
e Total revenue per line 12, Form 990 e Total expenses per line 17, Form 990 

(line c plus line d).................................... .... e 1 1 O 1 6 5 9 • (line c plus line d) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .... e 1 O 9 4 4 9 2 • 
\\V List of Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employees (List each one even if not compensated.) 

(B) Title and average hours (C) Compensation (D~contributions to (E) Expense 
(A) Name and address per week ~~voted to (ii not p.al , enter ~1 .fn1~~~:i:~:~1 account and 

os1t1on ·O·. com ensation other allowances 

102 875. 0. 0. 

~ ---------------------------------
~ 
c;; 75 Did any officer, director, trustee, or key employee receive aggregate compensation of more than $100,000 from your !lliill,nization and all related 
~ organizations, of which more-than $10i000 was provided by.thii..r.elat~d.organizations? If "Yes," attach schedule ..... LJ Yes 00 No Form 990 (2000) 

:: ... .;:;. ·:: .. :::: ... :::: :~~:.:.:: . ___ -:;~ ........ ::~. :~:.·. ···==·-· ::~ .. :.::: .. ~:::-::: . ..::::: 
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Good 
ForrTJ 990 (2000) Cen 

amaritan Family Resource 
Inc. 9 4 - 315 4 0 7 8 Page 5 

76 
77 

Other Information 
Did the organization engage in any activity not previously reported to the IRS? If "Yes," attach a detailed description of each activity ........... . 
Were any changes made in the organizing or governing documents but not reported to the IRS? ........................................................... . 
If 'Yes,' attach a conformed copy of the changes. 

78 a 
b 

Did the organization have unrelated business gross income of $1,000 or more during the year covered by this return? ............................. . 
If "Yes," has it filed a tax return on Form 990-T for this year? ....................................................................................... N/.~ ........ . 

79 Was there a liquidation, dissolution, termination, or substantial contraction during the year? 
If "Yes," attach a statement. 

80 a Is the organization related (other than by association with a statewide or nationwide organization) through common membership, 
governing bodies, trustees, officers, etc., to any other exempt or nonexempt organization? ................................................................. . 

b If "Yes," enter the name of the organization ~ 
and check whether it is D exempt OR D nonexempt. 

81 a Enter the amount of political expenditures, direct or indirect, as described in the 

instructions for line 81 . ...................................... ... . . . . . . . ................. ........ .. . . . . . . . .. ............. .. . . . . .... '-=81.:..::a,_,_ _______ :....;_ 
b Did the organization file Form 1120-POL for this year? ................................................................................................................. . 

82 a Did the organization receive donated services or the use of materials, equipment, or facilities at no charge or at substantially less than 

fair rental value? ................................................................................................................................................................ . 
b If "Yes," you may indicate the value of these items here. Do not include this amount as revenue in Part I or as an 

expense in Part II. (See instructions for reporting in Part Ill.) . . . . .. ............. ...................... .. .............. '-"'82=-=b,_,_ _______ _ 
83 a Did the organization comply with the public inspection requirements for returns and exemption applications? ........................................ . 

b Did the organization comply with the disclosure requirements relating to quid pro quo contributions? ................................................. . 
84 a Did the organization solicit any contributions or gifts that were not tax deductible? ............................................................ NI.~ .. . 

b If "Yes," did the organization include with every solicitation an express statement that such contributions or gifts were not 

tax deductible? ................................................................................................................................................. NI.~ ........ . 
85 501 (c)(4), (5), or (6) organizations. a Were substantially all dues nondeductible by members?............. NI A 

b Did the organization make only in-house lobbying expenditures of $2,000 or less? ............................... :::::::::::::::::::·:::::::::N/i:::::::::: 
If ''Yes" was answered to either 85a or 85b, do not complete 85c through 85h below unless the organization received a waiver for proxy tax 
owed for the prior year. 

c Dues, assessments, and similar amounts from members ... ......... .. . . ................ .. . ................ .. . . .. . . . . .. 85c NI A 
d Section 162(e) lobbying and political expenditures ..................................................................... 85d NI A 
e Aggregate nondeductible amount of section 6033(e)(1 )(A) dues notices .......................................... 85e NI A 
f Taxable amount of lobbying and political expenditures (line 85d less 85e) ....................................... 85f NI A 
g Does the organization elect to pay the section 6033(e) tax on the amount in 85f? ............................ . ........................... NI.~ ........ . 
h If section 6033(e)(1 )(A) dues notice were sent, does the organization agree to add the amount in 85f to its reasonable estimate of dues 

allocable to nondeductible lobbying and political expenditures for the following tax year? ................................................... N/.~ .. . 
86 501 (c)(7) organizations. Enter: a Initiation fees and capital contributions included on line 12 . . . 86a NI A 

b Gross receipts, included on line 12, for public use of club facilities ....... ... . . . . . . . .. ............ .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .... 86b NI A 
87 501(c)(12) organizations. Enter: a Gross income from members or shareholders ........................... 87a NI A 

b Gross income from other sources. (Do not net amounts due or paid to other sources 
against amounts due or received from them.) . . . ..... .. .. .... .. . . ... ... . . . . . . . . . . ... .................................. .. . . . '-=87::...:b,_,_ ____ N...:./_A __ ----1 

88 At any time during the year, did the organization own a 50% or greater interest in a taxable corporation or partnership, 
or an entity disregarded as separate from the organization under Regulations sections 301.7701-2 and 301.7701-3? 

If "Yes,'' complete Part IX ........................................................................................................................................................ . 
89 a 501 (c)(3) organizations. Enter: Amount of tax imposed on the organization during the year under: 

section 4911 ~ 0 • ; section 4912 ~ 0 • ; section 4955 ~ 0 • _______ __::_...:... 

b 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations. Did the organization engage in any section 4958 excess benefit 
transaction during the year or did it become aware of an excess benefit transaction from a prior year? 

N/A Yes No 

If "Yes," attach a statement explaining each transaction . . . ................. .................... .................... ...... ..................... ..... ...... ............. 89b X 
c Enter: Amount of tax imposed on the organization managers or disqualified persons during the year under 

sections 4912, 4955, and 4958 .......................................................................... ................................... ~ _______ 0_. 
d Enter: Amount of tax on line 89c, above, reimbursed by the organization ......................................................................... ~ ________ 0_. 

90 a List the states with which a copy of this return is filed ~ Cal if ornia 
b Number of employees employed in the pay period that inclu-d-es_M_a_r-ch_1_2_, -20_0_0_ .. -... -.-.. -... -.. -.. -.. -... -.. -.. -... -.. -.. -... -.. -. -.. -... -.. -.. -... -.. -. ~l-9_0_b~l---------1-8 

91 The books are in care of ~ _D_a_v_1_· _d_M_a_t_c_h_e_t_t _____________ Telephone no. ~ 4 15-2 0 6-7 2 8 0 

Located at~ 1294 Potrero Ave, San Francisco, CA ZIP code~ 94110 -------

92 Section 4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trusts filing Form 990 in lieu of Form 1041- Check here . ... ................... .. . . . . . . . . . . ......... ... . . ........ ~ D 
........................ ~ I 92 I N/A 

Form 990 (2000) 
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Goo amaritan Family ResourcW 
Form 990 (2000) Cen '' Inc. 94-3154078 Page 6 

iP:mvm1 Analysis of Income-Producing Activities 
Enter gross amounts unless otherwise Un related business income Excluded by section 512, 513, or 514 

(E) 
indicated. 

(A) (B) (C) (D) Related or exempt Business Amount Exclu- Amount 
93 Program service revenue: code sion function income code 

a Preschool 53,255. 
b S_Qorts 2rogram 2,250. 
c Other 2rogram fees 1,635. 
d 
e 
I Medicare/Medicaid payments ................................. 
g Fees and contracts from government agencies ............ 66,099. 

94 Membership dues and assessments ........................ 

95 Interest on savings and temporary 
cash investments ................................................ 14 19,272. 

96 Dividends and interest from securities ..................... 
97 Net rental income or (loss) from real estate: 

:::::::::::::::::::::::: - I I -a debt-financed property .......................................... 
b not debt-financed property .................................... 

98 Net rental income or (loss) from personal property ...... 
99 Other investment income ······································· 

100 Gain or (loss) from sales of assets 
other than inventory ............................................. 18 222. 

101 Net income or (loss) from special events .................. 
102 Gross profit or (loss) from sales of inventory . . . . . . . . . . . . 
103 Other revenue: 

a 
b 
c 
d 
e 

104 Subtotal (add columns (B), (D), and (E)) }{' : o .v=t::: 19,494. 123,239. .................. 

105 Total (add line 104, columns (B), (D), and (E)) .............................................................................................................. ~ ____ 1_4_2_,_7_3_3_. 
N I L' 105 I r 1 d Part I h Id al th t r 12 Part I o e: me P1US me , , S OU equ eamoun on me , 
1J?aa:vm1 Relationship of Activities to the Accomplishment of Exempt Purposes 

Line No. Explain how each activity for which income is reported in column (E) of Part VII contributed importantly to the accomplishment of the organization's ... exempt purposes (other than by providing funds for such purposes) . 

93a Fees from Child Development Center bilinqual preschool proqram 
93b ~ees from child/youth sports proqram 
93c IFees from other family services 
93q tE>reschool subsidies 
IPaHHX?I Information Regarding Taxable Subsidiaries and Disregarded Entities 

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E(. 
Name, address, and EIN of corporation, Percentage of Nature of activities Total income End-o -year 

oartnershio. or disreaarded entitv ownership interest assets 
% 

N/A % 

% 

% 

kPartXHI Information Regarding Transfers Associated with Personal Benefit Contracts 
(a) Did the organization, during the year, receive any funds, directly or indirectly, to pay premiums on a personal benefit contract? ............ D Yes CXJ No 

CXJ No (b) Did the organization, during the year, pay premiums, directly or indirectly, on a personal benefit contract? ..................................... D Yes 
Note:/f "Yes" to b file Form 8870 and Form 4720 see instructions. 

Please 
Sign 
Here 

Paid 
Preparer's 
Use Only 

023161 
12-19-00 

Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this return, including accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my knowledge and belief, it is true, 
corr t, and complete. D_eclaratlon of preparer (other than office~ is based on all information of which preparer has any knowledge. (Important: See General Instruction W.) 

P_reparer's ... ~/1 ~ -
signature r I' ~ 
Rrm'snarre(oryours Nini Charles McCone 
1tse1f-employed)and ... 61 Fifth Avenue 
address.andZIPcode r San Francisco CA 

6 

... L1NDft lA.DA-LL Tr.eA.Sv..V-e.v'" r i'ype Or print name and title I 

Date Check i Preparers SSN or PTIN 
self-

11 / 1 3 / 0 1 employed ~ [X] 
EIN ~ 

Phone no. ~ 4 15 7 5 1-8 5 5 6 
Form 990 (2000) 
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SCHEDULE A 
** PUBLIC DISCLOSURFaillllllliOPY ** 

O.nization Exempt Under S.-rion 501 (c)(3) OMB No. 1545-0047 

(Fotm 990 or 990-EZ) (Except Private Foundation) and Section 501 (e), 501 (f), 501 (k), 
501 (n), or Section 4947(a)(1) Nonexempt Charitable Trust 

Department of the Treasury Supplementary Information 
Internal Revenue Service ~MUST be completed by the above organizations and attached to their Form 990 or 990-EZ. 

2000 
Name of the organization Good Samaritan F ami 1 y Re Source Employer Identification number 

Center Inc. 94' 3154078 
Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Employees Other Than Officers, Directors, and Trustees 
(See instructions. List each one. If there are none, enter "None.") 
(a) Name and address of each employee paid 

more than $50,000 

(b) Title and average hours (d) Contributions to (e) Expense 
per week devoted to (c) Compensation ~'/'.fn1~~~~~~,~t account and other 

osition compensation allowances 

Hector Melendez rog Director 

San Francisco CA 40 50 495. 0. 0. 

Total number of other employees paid 
over $50,000 ...................................................................................... ~ 0 
· <''iitfl Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Independent Contractors for Professional Services 

(See instructions. List each one (whether individuals or firms). If there are none, enter "None.") 

(a) Name and address of each independent contractor paid more than $50,000 

None 

Total number of others receiving over 
$50,000 for professional services ............................................................ ~ 0 
LHA For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see page 1 of the Instructions for Form 990 and Form 990-EZ. 

023101 
12-09-00 7 

(b) Type of service (c) Compensation 

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2000 
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Samaritan Family Resour~ 
Sch~dule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2000 C =r~....:I:;.;n:..:.c~·---------....::W!!!!!!:.. ______ __;9:;...4-=----...:;3-=l;..;:5:;...4=-0;;;....:..,7,:;.8_P..,;.a..:::..ge'-2-

! PiljJU I Statements About Activities Yes No 

During the year, has the organization attempted to influence national, state, or local legislation, including any attempt to influence public 

opinion on a legislative matter or referendum? ............................................................................................................................. . 
If 'Yes,' enter the total expenses paid or incurred in connection with the lobbying activites .... $ ------------
Organizations that made an election under section 501 (h) by filing Form 5768 must complete Part VI-A. Other 
organizations checking 'Yes,' must complete Part Vl-B AND attach a statement giving a detailed description of 
the lobbying activities. 

2 During the year, has the organization, either directly or indirectly, engaged in any of the following acts with any of its trustees, directors, 
officers, creators, key employees, or members of their families, or with any taxable organization with which any such person is 
affiliated as an officer, director, trustee, majority owner, or principal beneficiary: 

a Sale, exchange, or leasing of property? ..................................................................................................................................... . 2a x 

b Lending of money or other extension of credit? .............. .. . . .................. ..... ........... .. . . .. ... . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ............................. .. . .. 2b X 

c Furnishing of goods, services, or facilities? ......................................................... . 2c x 

d Payment of compensation (or payment or reimbursement of expenses if more than $1,000)? ... $.~.~ .... f.'.~X.t ... .Y1. .... f..9X.m ... 9..9..0.... 2d X 

e Transfer of any part of its income or assets? . . .. . ..................... .. .. ...... ....... ... ... . ... ... .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ....... .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2e X 
If the answer to any question is "Yes," attach a detailed statement explaining the transactions. 

3 Does the organization make grants for scholarships, fellowships, student loans, etc.? ......................................................................... . 
4 a Do you have a section 403(b) annuity plan for your employees? ....................................................................................................... . 

b Attach a statement to explain how the organization determines that individuals or organizations receiving grants or loans from it in 
furtherance of its charitable programs qualify to receive payments. (See page 2 of the instructions.) See Statement 9 

p ' ]y: Reason for Non-Private Foundation Status (See pages 2 through 5 of the instructions.) 

The organization is not a private foundation because it is: (Please check only ONE applicable box.) 
5 D A church, convention of churches, or association of churches. Section 170(b)(1 )(A)(i). 
6 D A school. Section 170(b)(1 )(A)(ii). (Also complete Part V, page 5.) 
7 D A hospital or a cooperative hospital service organization. Section 170(b)(1 )(A)(iii). 
8 D A Federal, state, or local government or governmental unit. Section 170(b)(1 )(A)(v). 
9 D A medical research organization operated in conjunction with a hospital. Section 170(b)(1 )(A)(iii). Enter the hospital's name, city, 

and state .... 
1 O D An organization operated for the benefit of a college or university owned or operated by a governmental unit. Section 170(b)(1 )(A)(iv). 

(Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A.) 
11 a !XI An organization that normally receives a substantial part of its support from a governmental unit or from the general public. 

Section 170(b)(1 )(A)(vi). (Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A.) 
11b D A community trust. Section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A.) 
12 D An organization that normally receives: (1) more than 331/3% of its support from contributions, membership fees, and gross 

receipts from activities related to its charitable, etc., functions - subject to certain exceptions, and (2) no more than 33 1/3% of 
its support from gross investment income and unrelated business taxable income (less section 511 tax) from businesses acquired 
by the organization after June 30, 1975. See section 509(a)(2). (Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A.) 

3 x 
4a x 

13 D An organization that is not controlled by any disqualified persons (other than foundation managers) and supports organizations described in: 
(1) lines 5 through 12 above; or (2) section 501 (c)(4), (5), or (6), if they meet the test of section 509(a)(2). (See section 509(a)(3).) 

Provide the following information about the supported organizations. (See page 5 of the instructions.) 

(a) Name(s) of supported organization(s) 

14 D An organization organized and operated to test for public safety. Section 509(a)(4). (See page 5 of the instructions.) 

(b) Line number 
from above 

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2000 

023111 
01-09-01 8 
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Samaritan Family Resour .. 
Sche.duleA(Form990or990-EZ)2000 C r Inc. • 94-3154078 Page 3 

?Ff ]\MAi Support Schedule (Complete only if you checked a box on line 10, 11, or 12.) Use cash method of accounting. 
· · · ··· ·· · Note: You ma use the worksheet in the instructions for convertin from the accrual to the cash method of accountin . 

Calendar year (or fiscal year 
be lnnln In .............................. ... 
15 Gifts, grants, and contributions received. 

(Do not include unusual grants. See 
line28 .................................... .. 

16 Membershi fees received ........ . 

17 Gross receipts from admissions, 
merchandise sold or services 
performed, or furnishing of facilities 
in any activity that is not a business 
unrelated to the organization's 
charitable, etc., purpose ........... . 

18 Gross income from interest, 
dividends, amounts received from 
payments on securities loans (sec
tion 512(a)(5)), rents, royalties, and 
unrelated business taxable income 
(less section 511 taxes) from 
businesses acquired by the 
organization after June 30, 1975 ... 

19 Net income from unrelated business 
activities not included in line 18 

20 Tax revenues levied for the organization's 
benefit and either paid to it or expended 
on its behalf ............................. . 

21 The value of services or facilities 
furnished to the organization by a 
governmental unit without charge. 
Do not include the value of services 
or facilities generally furnished to 
the public without charge .... 

22 Other Income. Attach a schedule. Do not 
include gain or (loss) from sale of capital 
assets .............. . 

(a) 1999 

600 086. 

294 466. 

20 130. 

(b) 1998 (c) 1997 (d) 1996 

727 830. 1 456 998. 1,081 347. 

200 533. 182 315. 162 251. 

23 780. 4 361. 21 316. 

23 Totaloflines15through22 914 682. 952 143. 1 643 674. 1 264 
24 Line23minusline17 ............... 620 216. 751 610. 1,461 359. 1,102 
25 Enter1%ofline23 .................. 9 147. 9 521. 16 437. 12 649. 

(e) Total 

3 866 261. 

839 565. 

69 587. 

26 Organizations described on lines 10or11: a Enter 2% of amount in column (e), line 24 ............................................... ~~,,_.,,,,,,.,,,,,,.,,,,,,.,,;,,,"""""""""" 
b Attach a list (which is not open to public inspection) showing the name of and amount contributed by each person (other than a 

governmental unit or publicly supported organization) whose total gifts for 1996 through 1999 exceeded the amount shown 

in line 26a. Enter the sum of all these excess amounts ....................... .............................................. .. ................. ~;;;.,.,.i==~-~--~ 

c Total support for section 509(a)(1) test: Enter line 24, column (e) ................................ . ........................................ 

d Add: Amounts from column (e) for lines: 18 6 9, 5 8 7 • 19 

22 26b 1 , 8 3 4 , 5 0 0 • . ... ~=--i---'--~---,,---,---
e Public support (line 26c minus line 26d total) ........................................................................................................... ._2~6~e-+--~--~--
f ........................... W 

27 Organizations described on line 12: a For amounts included in lines 15, 16, and 17 that were received from a "disqualified person," attach a list (which is not open 

to public inspection) to show the name of, and total amounts received in each year from, each "disqualified person." Enter the sum of such amounts for each year: 

(1999) .................. N/A ............ (1998) ............................................. (1997) .......................................... (1996) ................................ . 
b For any amount included in line 17 that was received from a nondisqualified person, attach a list to show the name of, and amount received for each year, 

that was more than the larger of (1) the amount on line 25 for the year or (2) $5,000. (Include in the list organizations described in lines 5 through 11, as well as 

individuals.) After computing the difference between the amount received and the larger amount described in {1) or (2), enter the sum of these differences (the 

excess amounts) for each year: NI A 
(1999) ....................................... (1998) ............................................. (1997) """"""""""""""""""""" (1996) .............................. . 

c Add: Amounts from column (e) for lines: 15 16 ________ _ 

17 20 21 ... r2~7c"-+ ____ N_/..,.A __ 
d Add: Line 27a total... and line 27b total ..................... ... ,_2_7_d-+-___ N_/_A __ 
e Public support (line 27c total minus line 27d total).............................................................. ................................. ... NI A 

Total support for section 509(a)(2) test: Enter amount on line 23, column (e) ......... ... 27f NI A 
g Public support percentage (line 27e (numerator) divided by line 27f (denominator))................................. ... i-=-"-J----~---'-
h Investment income ercenta e line 18 column e numerator divided b line 27f denominator ......... ... % 

28 Unusual Grants: For an organization described in line 10, 11, or 12, that received any unusual grants during 1996 through 1999, attach a list (which is not open to 
public inspection) for each year showing the name of the contributor, the date and amount of the grant, and a brief description of the nature of the grant. Do not include 
these grants in line 15. (See page 5 of the instructions.) None 

023121 
12-27-00 9 Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2000 
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Samaritan Family Resour 
Sche.dule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2000 C =r...1....--=I.:.:n:.;:c::...•=-----------....: 9 4-315 4 0 7 8 Page 4 

Private School Ques 1onnaire 
(To be completed ONLY by schools that checked the box on line 6 in Part IV) 

29 Does the organization have a racially nondiscriminatory policy toward students by statement in its charter, bylaws, other governing 

instrument, or in a resolution of its governing body? .................................................................................................................... . 
30 Does the organization include a statement of its racially nondiscriminatory policy toward students in all its brochures, catalogues, 

and other written communications with the public dealing with student admissions, programs, and scholarships? ................................... . 
31 Has the organization publicized its racially nondiscriminatory policy through newspaper or broadcast media during the period of 

solicitation for students, or during the registration period if it has no solicitation program, in a way that makes the policy known 

to all parts of the general community it serves? .......................................................................................................................... . 
If "Yes,".please describe; if "No,'' please explain. (If you need more space, attach a separate statement.) 

32 Does the organization maintain the following: 
a Records indicating the racial composition of the student body, faculty, and administrative staff? ................................... . 
b Records documenting that scholarships and other financial assistance are awarded on a racially 

N/A 

Yes No 

29 

32a 

nondiscriminatory basis? ......................................................................................................................................................... >--32_b--+---+---
c Copies of all catalogues, brochures, announcements, and other written communications to the public dealing with student 

admissions, programs, and scholarships? ................................................................................................................................ . 
d Copies of all material used by the organization or on its behalf to solicit contributions? .................................................................... . 

If you answered "No" to any of the above, please explain. (If you need more space, attach a separate statement.) 

33 Does the organization discriminate by race in any way with respect to: 

a Students' rights or privileges? .................................................... .............................. ........................ ................... ............ ..... 1-3=3=a-1---1--
b Admissions policies? . . . .. . . . . . . . . . ..... .. .... ....... ....... ... .. . . . . . . . ..... ......... . . . . . .. . .. ................ .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . ......... .. . . . . . . . . .. . .. ,_3_3_b_,__-+-_ 
c Employment of faculty or administrative staff? . ...................... .. ...... .. . . . . . . .. ... . ..... .. . . ... . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .......... ... . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,_3~3~c_,__-+-_ 
d Scholarships or other financial assistance? ..... .......... ............ .. . . . ... .......... .. . . . .. .... ....... ... . . . . .. ..... .. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1-3=3=d-1---1--
e Educational policies? ........................................................................................................................................................... . 
I Use of facilities? ................................................................................................................................................................. . 
g Athletic programs? .............................................................................................................................................................. . 
h Other extracurricular activities? .............................................................................................................................................. . 

If you answered "Yes' to any of the above, please explain. (If you need more space, attach a separate statement.) 

34 a Does the organization receive any financial aid or assistance from a governmental agency? ................................................................. . 
b Has the organization's right to such aid ever been revoked or suspended? ........................................................................ . 

If you answered "Yes" to either 34a orb, please explain using an attached statement. 
35 Does the organization certify that it has complied with the applicable requirements of sections 4.01 through 4.05 of Rev. Proc. 75-50, 

1975-2 C.B. 587, covering racial nondiscrimination? If "No,'' attach an explanation .................... . 

023131 
12-09-00 10 
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Samaritan Family Resour~ 
ScheduleA(Form990or990-EZ)2000 C r Inc. • 94-3154078 Pa e5 

~"-'----"~'-'--.;._-----------""""-----------';......;;;.._.;;_;;;;...;;.....;;;_;....;.....;;.__"""'"~ 

HVNA Lobbying Expenditures by Electing Public Charities 
(To be completed ONLY by an eligible organization that filed Form 5768) 

Check here ..... D If the organization belongs to an affiliated group. 
Check here ..... D If au checked "a" above and "limited control" revisions a I . 

Limits on Lobbying Expenditures 

(The term "expenditures" means amounts paid or incurred.) 

(a) 
Affiliated group 

totals 

N/A 

N/A 

(b) 
To be completed for ALL 

electing organizations 

36 Total lobbying expenditures to influence public opinion (grassroots lobbying) .................... ~3-'-6-+----------+----------

37 Total lobbying expenditures to influence a legislative body (direct lobbying).............................. f---='3-'-7-+----------+---------

38 Total lobbying expenditures (add lines 36 and 37) ............................................................... ~3-'-8-+----------<--------

39 Other exempt purpose expenditures ................................................................................. f---='3"""9-+----------+---------
40 Total exempt purpose expenditures (add lines 38 and 39) .................................................. . 
41 Lobbying nontaxable amount. Enter the amount from the following table -

If the amount on line 40 Is - The lobbying nontaxable amount Is -

Not over $500,000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20% of the amount on line 40 ................................. } 

Over$500,000 but not over $1,000,000 . . . . . . . . . . . . $100,000 plus 15% of the excess over$500,000 ........ . 

Over$1,000,000 but not over $1,500,000 . . . . . . . . . $175,000 plus 10% of the excess over$1,000,000 ........ . 

Over $1,500,000 but not over $17,000,000 . . . . . . . . . $225,000 plus 5% of the excess over $1,500,000 ........ . 

Over$17,000,000 .................................... $1,000,000 ..................................................... . 

42 Grassroots nontaxable amount (enter 25% of line 41) ........................................................ . 
43 Subtract line 42 from line 36. Enter -0- if line 42 is more than line 36 ....................... . 
44 Subtract line 41 from line 38. Enter-0- if line 41 is more than line 38 .......................... . 

Caution: If there is an amount on either line 43 or line 44, you must file Form 4720. 

4-Year Averaging Period Under Section 501 (h) 
(Some organizations that made a section 501 (h) election do not have to complete all of the five columns 

below. See the instructions for lines 45 through 50 on page 9 of the instructions.) 

Lobbying Expenditures During 4-Year Averaging Period 

Calendar year (or 
fiscal year beginning In) 

45 Lobbying nontaxable 

46 

47 Total lobbying 
ex end itu res ................. . 

48 Grassroots nontaxable 

49 

50 
ex end itu res ................. . 

(a) 
2000 

(b) 
1999 

PariVhB' Lobbying Activity by Nonelecting Public Charities 
(For reporting only by organizations that did not complete Part VI-A) 

(c) 
1998 

During the year, did the organization attempt to influence national, state or local legislation, including any attempt to 
influence public opinion on a legislative matter or referendum, through the use of: 

a Volunteers ...................................................................................................................................... . 
b Paid staff or management (include compensation in expenses reported on lines c through h) ................................... . 

c Media advertisements ................................................................................................................................ . 
d Mailings to members, legislators, or the public ............................................................................................... . 
e Publications, or published or broadcast statements ......................................................................................... . 
f Grants to other organizations for lobbying purposes ......................................................................................... . 
g Direct contact with legislators, their staffs, government officials, or a legislative body .............................................. . 

h Rallies, demonstrations, seminars, conventions, speeches, lectures, or any other means ......................................... . 

I Total lobbying expenditures (add lines c through h) ......................................................................................... . 
If "Yes" to any of the above, also attach a statement giving a detailed description of the lobbying activities. 

(d) 
1997 

Yes No 

N/A 
(e) 

Total 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

023141 
12-09-00 

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990·EZ) 2000 
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Samaritan Family Resour. 
Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2000 C r Inc • 9 4-315 4 O 7 8 Page 6 

iP '''' °'?VIH 'Information Regarding Transfers To and Transactions and Relationships With Noncharitable 
Exempt Organizations 

51 Did the reporting organization directly or indirectly engage in any of the following with any other organization described in section 
. 501 (c) of the Code (other than section 501 (c)(3) organizations) or in section 527, relating to political organizations? 

a Transfers from the reporting organization to a noncharitable exempt organization of: 

(I) Cash ......................................................................................................................................................................... . 
(II) Other assets ................................................................................................................................................................. . 

b Other transactions: 

(I) Sales or exchanges of assets with a noncharitable exempt organization ................................................................................... . 
(Ii) Purchases of assets from a noncharltable exempt organization ............................................................................................... . 
(Ill) Rental of facilities, equipment, or other assets ...................................................................................................................... . 
(Iv) Reimbursement arrangements .............................................................................................................................. . 
(v) Loans or loan guarantees .............................................................................................................................................. . 

(vi) Performance of services or membership or fund raising solicitations ........................................................................................ . 
c Sharing of facilities, equipment, malling lists, other assets, or paid employees ......................................................................... . 
d If the answer to any of the above is "Yes," complete the following schedule. Column (b) should always show the fair market value of the 

goods, other assets, or services given by the reporting organization. If the organization received less than fair market value in any 

51a(I) 
a(il) 

b(I) 
b(ll) 
b(iii) 
b(iv) 
b(v) 
b(vi) 

c 

Yes 

transaction or sharing arrangement, show in column (d) the value of the goods other assets, or services received: NI A 
(a) (b) (c) (d) 

No 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

Line no. Amount involved Name of noncharitable exempt organization Description of transfers, transactions, and sharing arrangements 

52 a Is the organization directly or indirectly affiliated with, or related to, one or more tax-exempt organizations described In section 501 (c) of the 

Code (other than section 501(c)(3)) or in section 527? .......................................................................................................... D Yes 00 No 
b If "Yes" complete the following schedule· NI A 

023151 
12-09-00 

(a) 
Name of organization 

(b) (c) 
Type of organization Description of relationship 

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2000 
12 
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Good Samaritan Famil~source Center, I 

FORM 990, PART IV, LINE 57 
PROPERTY AND EQUIPMENT 

Building and improvements 
Equipment 
Accumulated depreciation 

Land 

Footnotes 

FORM 199, SCH L, LINE 10 

13 

94-3154078 

Statement 1 

3,065,789. 
173,856. 

<351,329.> 

2,888,316. 
300,000. 

3,188,316. 

Statement(s) 1 
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. Good Sa~aritan Famil~source Center, I 

Form 990 Gain (Loss) From Publicly Traded Securities 

Gross Cost or Expense 
Description Sales Price Other Basis of Sale 

Publicly traded 
securities 22,828. 22,606. 0. 

To Form 990, Part I, line 8 22,828. 22,606. 0. 

Form 990 Other Expenses 

(A) ( B) (C) 
Program Management 

Description Total Services and General 

Professional fees 80,836. 48,817. 15,423. 
Outside services 3,149. 2,660. 374. 
Insurance 19,277. 17,457. 1,080. 
License and fees 5,225. 5,134. 80. 
Field trips 4,906. 4,906. 
Events 5,883. 3,637. 1, 391. 
Food 22,858. 21,198. 1,481. 
Local transportation 10,957. 9,270. 1,583. 
Staff development 3,729. 2,383. 1, 221. 
Advertising 1,133. 1,016. 114. 
Direct support 191. 191. 
Bad debt 4,500. 4,500. 
Miscellaneous 4,280. 1,283. 2,974. 

Total to Fm 990, ln 43 166,924. 122,261. 25,912. 

Form 990 Specific Assistance to Individuals 
I 

Description 

Critical needs assistance 

Total to Form 990, Part II, line 23 

94-3154078 

Statement 2 

Net Gain 
or (Loss) 

222. 

222. 

Statement 3 

( D) 

Fundraising 

16,596. 
115. 
740. 

11. 

855. 
179. 
104. 
125. 

3. 

23. 

18,751. 

Statement 4 

Amount 

12,685. 

12,685. 

14 Statement(s) 2, 3, 4 
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Good Samaritan Famil~source Center, I 

Form 990 

Description 

To Fm 990, ln 54 Col B 

Non-Government Securities 

Corporate Corporate 
Stocks Bonds 

3,775. 

3,775. 

Other 
Publicly 

Traded 
Securities 

94-3154078 

Statement 5 

Total 
Other Non-Gov't 

Securities Securities 

3,775. 

3,775. 

Form 990 Other Expenses Not Included on Form 990 Statement 6 

Description Amount 

Realized gains netted to investment expense <222.> 

Total to Form 990, Part IV-B <222.> 

Form 990 Other Revenue Included on Form 990 Statement 7 

Description Amount 

Realized gains netted to investment expense 222. 

Total to Form 990, Part IV-A 222. 

15 Statement(s) 5, 6, 7 
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Goop Samaritan Famil~source Center, I 

Form 990 

Name and Address 

John Bullock 

San Francisco, CA 

Kay Bishop 

San Francisco, CA 

Frank De Rosa 

San Francisco, CA 

Betsy Dixon 

San Francisco, CA 

Barbara Gault 

San Francisco, CA 

Martha Jennings 

San Francisco, CA 

Alan Levinson 

Sausalito, CA 

Part v - List of Officers, Directors, 
Trustees and Key Employees 

Title and 
Avrg Hrs/Wk 

Director 
2 

Director 
2 

President 
5 

Director 
• 1 

Director 
2 

Director 
1 

Director 
• 1 

Compen
sation 

Alicia Lieberman, Ph.D. Director 
• 1 

San Francisco, CA 

G.W. Lorton 

0. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 • 

0. 

0 . 

0. 

0 . 

Director 
16 32,202. 

San Francisco, CA 

William H. Orrick III 

San Francisco, CA 

The Rev. Ivan Ramirez 

San Francisco, CA 

Secretary 
5 

Director 
• 1 

16 

0. 

0. 

94-3154078 

Statement 8 

Employee 
Ben Plan Expense 
Contrib Account 

0. 0. 

0. 0. 

0. 0. 

0. 0. 

0. 0. 

0. 0 . 

0. 0. 

0. 0. 

0. 0. 

0. 0. 

0. 0 . 

Statement(s) 8 
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Goop Samaritan Famil~source Center, I • 94-3154078 

Kat Taylor 

San Francisco, CA 

Linda Udall 

San Francisco, CA 

Dr. Fernando Viteri 

Piedmont, CA 

Ede Zollman 

San Francisco, CA 

Chris Block 

San Francisco, CA 

Vice President 
5 

Treasurer 
5 

·Director 
• 1 

Director 
• 1 

Executive Director 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

40 70,673. 

Totals Included on Form 990, Part V 102,875. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

Schedule A Explanation of Qualifications to Receive Payments Statement 
Part III, Line 4 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

9 

The Good Sam Critical Needs fund was established to address the detrimental 
effects of unexpected financial difficulties on a client's ability to 
achieve self-sufficiency. Each client may receive critical needs assistance 
once per lifetime. Acceptable uses for emergency financial assistance 
include, but are not limited to, emergencies related to: 
a. Childcare services not covered by other programs. 
b. Uninsured medical payments. 
c. Student related expenses not covered by other funding arrangements. 
d. Transportation (bus/cab fare, towing/impounded fees, vehicle repair). 
e. Supplemental training or social services not provided by Good Sam. 
f. Rent assistance 

17 Statement(s) 8, 9 
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Good Samaritan Family Resource Center, Inc. 
Program Descriptions 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center (GSFRC) has been serving the needs of newly 
arrived families in San Francisco for I 06 years. Our mission is to help immigrant 
families, especially the newly arrived, access needed services, stabilize in the country, 
develop self-sufficiency and participate constructively in the community. 

The agency of GSFRC offers a comprehensive, early intervention package of services 
and programs for the whole family. The services are offered in collaboration with many 
public and community agencies. The aim is to provide a one-stop center for services and 
information, and a place that is safe and welcoming for families in need of support for 
their success. 

GSFRC has three main program areas: 

1) Family Services Division, which includes Parent Support Groups, Parenting 
Classes, Adult Literacy, Individual and Group Therapy, After School 
Academic Enrichment, Soccer Program, Asthma and Dental Screenings and 
Education for children of elementary public schools, Emergency Assistance, 
Summer Youth Programs, English as a Second Language classes; Computer 
Trainings and In-home Support. 

2) Case Management, which includes a collaboration with all child, youth and 
adult programming in an effort to synthesize our services and work with the 
entire family toward financial security and healthy lifestyles. 

3) Child Development Center, which provides fuily enriched childcare to 33 
low-income children and daily drop-in childcare for community classes. 

TECHNOLOGY 
GSFRC's approach to making technology accessible to clients is consistent with its 
approach of serving the whole family in a safe and welcoming environment. Our goal is 
to make technology accessible to low- income families who otherwise will be left off the 
communications superhighway; for example, we have evening computer classes to be 
highly accessible to our families. We also aim to bridge the technological divide between 
generations so parents are aware and understand what and how their children are learning 
about technology by having activities that involve the whole family. 

Computer lab: The lab is equipped with I 0 Pentium computers, with multimedia 
capabilities. The lab is used by the After-school program to help children from 
elementary schools with their homework and to work on their math and writing skills. It 
is also used by the Adult Literacy program to improve their English as Second Language 
skills. Clients currently receiving employment services use the lab to learn to type and 
acquire basic computer skills. The summer youth program also incorporates a 
photography and multi-media component that makes use of the computers in the lab. 
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CHILDREN AND YOUTH 
GSFRC offers four different services to children and youth: I) Soccer Program, 2) After 
School Academic Support Program, 3) Asthma and Dental Screenings at elementary 
schools, and 4) Summer Youth Programs. All together, these programs serve over I 000 
children and youth. 

CASE MANAGEMENT . 
Case management provides the necessary integration of services provided to our families 
at GSFRC to assist them in becoming self empowered and self sufficient. Through case 
management, and a specifically devised data base, our case managers are better able to 
locate and work with the needs of the entire family. Good Samaritan currently provides 
to our clients a user-friendly job board for independent job searches, brokered services, 
goal setting, counseling, evening computer classes, and referrals for education, vocational 
training, childcare, healthcare, mental health services, legal and housing services. 
GSFRC also provides the resources for our families to have the necessary space to 
network, create community, and to share ideas, support, and knowledge about the 
availability and quality of local services. 

FAMILY PLANNING 
Good Sam has a unique opportunity to introduce family planning education and services 
in a culturally sensitive and appropriate manner at multiple levels within its existing 
integrated program structure. We have a variety of excellent resources available to us in 
our community from which to draw expertise and to share information. Integrating 
family planning into the fabric of the agency's community-focused model will strengthen 
our capacity to provide comprehensive family support to our clients. 

CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 
The Child Development Center at Good Sam is currently serving 33 multi-cultural youth 
in its model center. As we recognize that there is a great need for care for toddlers we are 
currently looking to expand. 
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JTrissell
Highlight



' . 
·-----· --· - . 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 

Number of Clients Served in 2000 

Adults 
Parenting Classes - 24 
Child Development Classes - 73 
Domestic Violence Support Group - 16 
Information and Referral - 360 
Case Management - 59 
English as a Second Language Classes - 118 

Total- 650 

Children and Youth 
Dental Screenings - 1318 
Asthma Screenings - 330 
Tutoring - 124 
Summer Youth Program - 20 
Child Development Center - 46 
Play Therapy - 12 
Sports Program - 7 4 

Total - 1,924 
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Form 990 Return of Organization Exempt From Income Tax 
Under section 501(c), 527, or 4947(aX1) of the Internal Revenue Code 

(except black lung benefit trust or private foundation) 

OMB No. 1545·0047 

2008 
Department of the Treasury 
Internal Revenue Service ... The organization may have to use a copy of this return to satisfy state reporting requirements. 

~ .. :: ~~t · >; '~7.,--:~ :. .. ·, ~ . 
,OPe.'l to. Publi.c lnsp,ction 

For the 2008 calendar year, or tax year beainnina 7/01 6/30 , 2008, and endina ' 2009 
B Check if applicable: D Employer Identification Number 

..- Please use Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078 Address change IRS label ...... or fy1nt 1294 Potrero Ave E Name change or pe. Telephone number - See San Francisco, CA 94110 Initial return specific 415-824-9475 ...... lnstruc· 
Termination lions. -Amended return G Gross receipts $ 2,065,183. -Application pending F Name and address of principal officer: H(a) Is this a group return for affiliates? ~Yes ~No ~ 

c Above H(b) Are all affiliates included? Yes Same As No 

Tax-exempt status IX I 501(c) ( 3 )• (insert no.) I I 4947(a)(l) or I I 527 
If 'No,' attach a list. (see instructions) 

I 

J Website: ... http://www.qoodsamfrc.ora H(c) Group exemption number .,.. 

K Type of organization: X I Corporation I I Trust I I Association I I Other .. L Year of Formation: 1894 I M State of legal domicile: CA 
IPart .l•.'\.:;·1 Summary 

1 Briefly describe the organization's mission or most significant activities: ~ln~e_1~93~~~E~~h~~h~l~~~-------
GI _i.!!1I1l.t.gra.n_t_ t.wl~.s _ac.ce.~_ n.~..d.e.ct .sex ... v.ic.e.s .... _®.Ye.l.9p _~.l t.-...sJJt.U.ci~.cy,_ .an.ct ________ 
(J 
c _p..a.t:.ti.cillate. .....f.ully_ as... memb..et:.s... ..of J:.be. ...S..a.n. ...Fiaru::.is.CP_ C:.QIJUDunily,_ .th:r:o.ugh_ .se.:ar.ic:.es _____ Ill 

E ...includin.g_~_and_chilQDe.'llclapmen~_yauth~±amil~..a.d~ac.ac~_and...µar£ntin~------II> 

~ 2 Check this box ... if the organization discontinued its operations or disposed of more than 25% of its assets. 

" 3 Number of voting members of the governing body (Part VI, line 1 a) .. . . ........... ...... .. ... . 3 13 
oil 

' .. . ..... 

"' 4 Number of independent voting members of the governing body (Part VI, line lb) .. ... .. . . . , . ... . . . . . ... . 4 0 
~ 5 Total number of employees (Part V, line 2a) . . . .. . .. . . . ... . .... ..... ............ . .. . . .. . .. .. . .. .... ... 5 31 ·;;; 

6 Total number of volunteers (estimate if necessary) . . . .. . . . . . .. ..... .. . ... . ... . • . .. ... .. .. . . . . ... ... . .. 6 0 ~ 
< 7a Total gross unrelated business revenue from Part VIII, line 12, column (C) .. . ... . ......... . .. ..... .. . .. 7a 0. 

b Net unrelated business taxable income from Form 990-T, line 34 .. . . . ... . ........... . . .... . . .......... 7b 0. 
Prior Year Current Year 

II> 
8 Contributions and grants (Part VI 11, line 1 h) . .. .. . .. .... .. . . .. . .. . . ........ . ......... . 751. 737. 938,984. 

:J 9 Program service revenue (Part VIII, line 2g) ......... .. . . . ... . .......... . ........... . 907 813. 1,057,933. c 
II> 

10 Investment income (Part VIII , column (A), lines 3, 4, and 7d) . . . . .. ........ . ..... . . . .. 11. 502. 6,414. > 
II> a: 11 Other revenue (Part VIII , column (A), lines 5, Gd, Sc, 9c, lOc, and 11 e) . . . ... . .... . . . . . 11. 036. 61 852. 

12 Total revenue - add lines 8 through 11 (must equal Part VIII , column (A) , line 12) ... . . 1,682,088. 2,065,183. 
13 Grants and similar amounts paid (Part IX, column (A), lines 1 -3) . . .. . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . .. . 

14 Benefits paid to or for members (Part IX, column (A), line 4) .. . . . . . . .. . . .. ........... 

"' 
15 Salaries, other compensation, employee benefits (Part IX, column (A), lines 5- 10) .. . .. 863.689. 1,094,983. 

GI 
16a Professional fundraising fees (Part IX, column (A), line 1 le) . . .. . ..... 16.913. ~ . . .............. 

! b Total fundraising expenses (Part IX, column (D), line 25) ... 98,003. :)itt.~t.~~~,. ·~~~ 
in 

17 Other expenses (Part IX, column (A), lines 11a-11 d, 1 lf-24f) . . .... ................... 740.432. 683,098. 
18 Total expenses. Add lines 13-17 (must equal Part IX, column (A) , line 25) ............. 1. 604 .121. 1. 794 994. 
19 Revenue less expenses. Subtract line 18 from line 12 . .. .. . . . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 77' 967. 270,189. 

~1 Beainnina of Year End of Year 
"- 20 Total assets (Part X, line 16) . . ... .. ... . . . .... . . . .. . .. . . .... . . ... . ....... . . . 3.668.524. 3,954,602. •• . . .. ... . 
.tm 21 Total liabilities (Part X, line 26) . .. . .. . . . . ..... .. ... .. . ... . . . .... . .. . ... ..... 136 746. 152,635. ;§ . . .. .. . . 
z ... 22 Net assets or fund balances. Subtract line 21 from line 20 . . . . . . . . . .. . .. .. . . . . . . . .. . .. 3.531. 778. 3,801,967. 

I Part· II :"·~ .. Sianature Block 
Under penalties of perju~ , I geclare !hat I have examined this return, including accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my knowledge and belief, it is 
true, correct, and comple e. eclarat1on of preparer (other than officer) is based on all information of which preparer has any knowledge. 

Sign ~ Signature of oCL IENT'S COPY I 
Here Date 

~ 

Type or print name and title. 

~Af/Z ____ ~ Date Check if Preparer's identifying number 

Paid self . ... 0 
(see 1nstruchons) 

Preparer's 3/06/10 
employed 

Pre- signature ~ 

~arer's LAM0.&2NA &"CH~CPA I I 

se Firm's name (or 
yours if self- 2Z-BATTERY ST STE I Only ~~cfr~s"s~d~nd ~ 412 EIN ... 94-3317142 
ZIP +4 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 Phone no. ... 415-781-8441 

May the IRS discuss this return with the oreparer shown above? (see instructions) ............. . . .... . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . IXI Yes I I No 
BAA For Privacy Act and Papeiwork Reduction Act Notice, see the separate instructions. TEEA0112L 12122108 Form 990 (2008) 
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TAXABLE YEAR California Exempt Organization 
Annual Information Return 

FORM 

2008 199 
Calendar year 2008 or fiscal ear beginnin month 0 7 da 01 ear 2 0 0 8 , and ending month 0 6 day 3 0 ear 2 0 0 9 
A First Return Filed? Yes B Type of organization Exempt under Section 23701 D (insert letter) CORP# 

X No IRC Section 4947(a)(l) trust 1522670 
Corporation/Organization Name FEIN 

GOOD SAMARITAN FAMILY RESOURCE CENTER 94-3154078 
Address 

1294 POTRERO AVE 

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94110 
C Amended Return? .... .... . ...... . . .......... Yes 

Yes D Are you a subordinate/affiliate in a group exemption?. . . . 
a Is this a group filing for affiliates? 

See General Instruction L . , ........ ...... ....•. • D Yes [!]No 
b If 'Yes,' enter the number of affiliates. . . . ..•.... . .. . .. .......... . ----+ 
c Are all affiliates included?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I!] Yes D No 

State ZIP Code 

H Accounting method used . . . 1 D Cash 21!] Accrual 
If exempt under R& TC Section 23701 d, has the 
organization during the year: (1) participated in any 
political campaign or (2) attempted to influence 
legislation or any ballot measure, or (3) made an 
election under R& TC Section 23704.5 (relating to 
lobbying by public charities)? If 'Yes,' complete and 

(If 'No,' attach a list. See instructions.) attach form FTB 3509, Political or Legislative 
d Is this a separate return filed by an organization Activities by Section 23701 d Organizations ..... .... . • D Yes 

covered by a group ruling?. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · D Yes [!]No J Did the organization have any changes in its activities, 
e Federal Group Exemption Number. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . governing instrument, articles of incorporation, or 
f Is a roster of subordinates attached? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . D Yes I!] No bylaws that have not been reported to the Franchise 

E Final return? Tax Board? If 'Yes,' complete an explanation and D 

8 D 
attach copies of revised documents ............... • Yes 

• Dissolved • Surrendered (Withdrawn) 
• Merged/Reorganized (attach explanation) K Is the organization exempt under R& TC Section 23701 g? • D Yes 
If a box is checked, enter date . ....... . .. . • If 'Yes,' enter amount of gross receipts from 

tj D nonmember sources . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 
F Check the box if the organization filed: 1 • 990T 2 • 990PF 

3 • SSOH L Is the organization under audit by the IRS or has the 
IRS audited in a prior year? . ... . ................ • D Yes 

G If organization is exempt under R& TC Section 23701 d and is D 
exclusively religious, educational, or charitable, and is supported M Is the organization a Limited Liability Corporation? .... • Yes 
prrmanly (50% or more) by publ ic contrrbut1ons, check box. N Did the organization file Form 100 or Form 109 to 

3 Q 0ther 

~No 

~No 
[!)No 

~No 
~No 

See General Instruction F. No filing fee 1s required ......... . .. . . • X report taxable income? ......................... • Yes X No 
Part I Com lete Part I unless not re uired to file this fonn. See General Instructions B and C. 

Rece~ts 
an 

Revenues 

Expenses 

Filing 
Fee 

Sign 
Here 

1 Gross sales or receipts from other sources. From Side 2, Part II, line 8 .... . . . . . . . .. . .. .. ... t-•--1--+,__ ___ l_,,_1_2--'-6..:.,_1_9_9_. 
2 Gross dues and assessments from members and affiliates . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • 2 

i-------ir----------
3 Gross contributions, gifts, grants, and similar amounts received . ... . . . . . ... . SEE .. SCH .• . B • 3 9 3 8, 9 8 4 . 

r-,..,,...,,,,,,.,..,..,.,,....,...-,--,--=:-:-::::--:-:-~ 

4 Total gross receipts for filing requirement test. Add line 1 through line 3. 

This line must be completed. If the result is less than $25,000,,s_e_e_G_e...,nre_r_a_l _ln_s_tr_u_c_ti_o_n_C_._. _. -1· ....,~-...,_--,---""'--.:..,.,.--

5 Cost of goods sold . ......................................... 1-•--5--+---------l 
6 Cost or other basis, and sales expenses of assets sold .. .. .. .. ~•--6~---------1-~~"T'"""---~-----
7 Total costs. Add line 5 and line 6 ..................................... . . ....... . ..... . 7 

8 Total ross income. Subtract line 7 from line 4 ......... .. ....................... . ...... . . . • 8 2,065,183. 
9 Total expenses and disbursements. From Side 2, Part II , line 18 ............. . . .. . . .. . .. .... t-•--9--+,__ ___ l_,,_7_9_4..:.'""9_9_4_. 

10 Excess of receipts over ex enses and disbursements. Subtract line 9 from line 8 . ... .. . . .. . . • 10 270,189. 
11 Filing fee $10 or $25. See General Instruction F .... . .......... ... ...... ....... . .. . 11 
12 Total Payments .... .... . .. . .. .. . . . .... . ...... . . . . . .. .. . .... . . . . ... .. . .......... . .. . .. . .. . r---1_2--1'---------
13 Penalties and Interest. See General Instruction J. .. .. . . . . . . ......... .. ....... . .... 13 t------+---------
14 
15 

U s e tax. See General Instruction K . .. .. ... . . .. . .... . . ... ..... ...... . .... . ... .... . . . .. . . . . 1-•-1_4-i---------
Balance due. Add line 11, line 13, and line 14. 
Then subtract line 12 from the result........ .... ....... . ...... . .............. . ..... . ..... . 15 

Under penalties of perjury, t declare that I have examined this return. including accompanying schedules and statements. and to the best of my knowledge and belief, 1t is true, 
correct. and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than taxpayer) 1s based on all information of which preparer has any knowledge. 

Signature ..... 
of officer 

CLIENT'S C ~ Y Title 
Date 

Check 

e Telephone 

415-824-9475 
e Preparer's SSN/PTIN 

Preparer's ..... if self· .... 
Paid ~s~ig~na~t~ur~e----_,.£.=---""'--~'----"""+---'b-""=oo...-C:;...._.::==--=.----L--"''/-;:_~""'°...1...:e~m~pl~oy~e~d----L~~I----------~ 
Preparer's Firm's name 
Use Only (or yours. if 

self-employed) 
and address 

e FEIN 
-=c:::;~=:.:=-..:::......::::.===c..=..-=.::.= ___ +-------'---'----------t 

..... 22 BATTERY ST STE 94-3317142 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 e Telephone 

415-781-8441 
Ma the FTB discuss this return with the re arer shown above? See instructions.. ... .. ..... .. .. ... . . • X Yes No 

For Privacy Notice, get form FTB 1131. os9 I 3651084 CACA1112L 1211s1oa Form 199 Cl 2008 Side 1 
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Form 990 (2008) Page 2

Part III   Statement of Program Service Accomplishments (see instructions)
1 Briefly describe the organization's mission:

2 Did the organization undertake any significant program services during the year which were not listed on the prior

Form 990 or 990-EZ? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

If 'Yes,' describe these new services on Schedule O.

3 Did the organization cease conducting, or make significant changes in how it conducts, any program services?. . . . . . . . .  Yes No

If 'Yes,' describe these changes on Schedule O.

4 Describe the exempt purpose achievements for each of the organization's three largest program services by expenses. Section 501(c)(3)
and 501(c)(4) organizations and section 4947(a)(1) trusts are required to report the amount of grants and allocations to others, the total
expenses, and revenue, if any, for each program service reported.

4a (Code: ) (Expenses $  including grants of $ ) (Revenue $ )

4b (Code: ) (Expenses $  including grants of $ ) (Revenue $ )

4c (Code: ) (Expenses $  including grants of $ ) (Revenue $ )

4d Other program services. (Describe in Schedule O.)

(Expenses $  including grants of $ ) (Revenue $ )

4e Total program service expenses G $  (Must equal Part IX, Line 25, column (B).)

BAA TEEA0102L   12/24/08 Form 990 (2008)

1,439,808.

903,601.

536,207.

X

X

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

EARLY CHILDHOOD DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS
Good Samaritan's Child Development Center provided year-round, high-quality bilingual
Spanish/English early childhood development program for 30 preschoolers and their
parents, as well as school readiness support for other families. Toddler childcare is
also offered at our Kids' Club for children of parents participating in programs
on-site.

See Schedule O

See Schedule O
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Form 990 (2008) Page 3

TEEA0103L   10/13/08

Part IV Checklist of Required Schedules

1 Is the organization described in section 501(c)(3) or 4947(a)(1) (other than a private foundation)? If 'Yes,' complete
Schedule A. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

2 Is the organization required to complete Schedule B, Schedule of Contributors? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2

3 Did the organization engage in direct or indirect political campaign activities on behalf of or in opposition to candidates
for public office? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule C, Part I . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3

4 Section 501(c)(3) organizations. Did the organization engage in lobbying activities? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule C, Part II . 4

5 Section 501(c)(4), 501(c)(5), and 501(c)(6) organizations. Is the organization subject to the section 6033(e) notice and
reporting requirement and proxy tax? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule C, Part III . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

6 Did the organization maintain any donor advised funds or any accounts where donors have the right to provide advice
on the distribution or investment of amounts in such funds or accounts? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule D, Part I . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

7 Did the organization receive or hold a conservation easement, including easements to preserve open space, the
environment, historic land areas or historic structures? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule D, Part II . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

8 Did the organization maintain collections of works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets?  If 'Yes,'
complete Schedule D, Part III . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

9 Did the organization report an amount in Part X, line 21; serve as a custodian for amounts not listed in Part X;
or provide credit counseling, debt management, credit repair, or debt negotiation services? If 'Yes,' complete
Schedule D, Part IV. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

10 Did the organization hold assets in term, permanent, or quasi-endowments? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule D, Part V . . . . . . . 10

11 Did the organization report an amount in Part X, lines 10, 12, 13, 15, or 25? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule D, Parts VI,
VII, VIII, IX, or X as applicable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

12 Did the organization receive an audited financial statement for the year for which it is completing this return that was
prepared in accordance with GAAP? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule D, Parts XI, XII, and XIII. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

13 Is the organization a school described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii)? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule E. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

14a Did the organization maintain an office, employees, or agents outside of the U.S.? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14a

b Did the organization have aggregate revenues or expenses of more than $10,000 from grantmaking, fundraising,
business, and program service activities outside the U.S.?  If 'Yes,' complete Schedule F, Part I. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14b

15 Did the organization report on Part IX, column (A), line 3, more than $5,000 of grants or assistance to any organization
or entity located outside the United States? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule F, Part II. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

16 Did the organization report on Part IX, column (A), line 3, more than $5,000 of aggregate grants or assistance to
individuals located outside the United States? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule F, Part III . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

17 Did the organization report more than $15,000 on Part IX, column (A), line 11e? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule G, Part I. . . . . 17

18 Did the organization report more than $15,000 total on Part VIII, lines 1c and 8a? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule G, Part II . . . 18

19 Did the organization report more than $15,000 on Part VIII, line 9a? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule G, Part III. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19

Yes No

BAA Form 990 (2008)

20 Did the organization operate one or more hospitals? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule H . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

21 Did the organization report more than $5,000 on Part IX, column (A), line 1? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule I, Parts I and II. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21

22 Did the organization report more than $5,000 on Part IX, column (A), line 2? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule I, Parts I and III . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22

23 Did the organization answer 'Yes' to Part VII, Section A, questions 3, 4, or 5? If 'Yes,' complete
Schedule J. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

24a Did the organization have a tax-exempt bond issue with an outstanding principal amount of more than $100,000
as of the last day of the year, and that was issued after December 31, 2002? If 'Yes,' answer questions 24b-24d and
complete Schedule K. If 'No,'go to question 25 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24a

b Did the organization invest any proceeds of tax-exempt bonds beyond a temporary period exception? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24b

c Did the organization maintain an escrow account other than a refunding escrow at any time during the year to defease
any tax-exempt bonds?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24c

d Did the organization act as an 'on behalf of' issuer for bonds outstanding at any time during the year? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24d

25a Section 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations. Did the organization engage in an excess benefit transaction with a
disqualified person during the year? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule L, Part I . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25a

b Did the organization become aware that it had engaged in an excess benefit transaction with a disqualified person from
a prior year? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule L, Part I . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25b

26 Was a loan to or by a current or former officer, director, trustee, key employee, highly compensated employee, or
disqualified person outstanding as of the end of the organization's tax year? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule L, Part II . . . . . . . . 26

27 Did the organization provide a grant or other assistance to an officer, director, trustee, key employee, or substantial
contributor, or to a person related to such an individual? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule L, Part III . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27
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Form 990 (2008) Page 4

TEEA0104L   12/18/08

Part IV Checklist of Required Schedules  (continued)
Yes No

28 During the tax year, did any person who is a current or former officer, director, trustee, or key employee:

a Have a direct business relationship with the organization (other than as an officer, director, trustee, or employee),
or an indirect business relationship through ownership of more than 35% in another entity (individually or collectively
with other person(s) listed in Part VII, Section A)? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule L, Part IV . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28a

b Have a family member who had a direct or indirect business relationship with the organization? If 'Yes,' complete
Schedule L, Part IV . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28b

c Serve as an officer, director, trustee, key employee, partner, or member of an entity (or a shareholder of a professional
corporation) doing business with the organization? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule L, Part IV . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28c

29 Did the organization receive more than $25,000 in non-cash contributions? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule M. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29

30 Did the organization receive contributions of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets, or qualified conservation
contributions? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule M. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30

31 Did the organization liquidate, terminate, or dissolve and cease operations? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule N, Part I. . . . . . . . . 31

32 Did the organization sell, exchange, dispose of, or transfer more than 25% of its net assets? If 'Yes,' complete
Schedule N, Part II. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32

33 Did the organization own 100% of an entity disregarded as separate from the organization under Regulations sections
301.7701-2 and 301.7701-3? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule R, Part I. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33

34 Was the organization related to any tax-exempt or taxable entity? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule R, Parts II, III, IV, and V,
line 1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34

35 Is any related organization a controlled entity within the meaning of section 512(b)(13)? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule R,
Part V, line 2. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35

36 Section 501(c)(3) organizations. Did the organization make any transfers to an exempt non-charitable related
organization? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule R, Part V, line 2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36

37 Did the organization conduct more than 5% of its activities through an entity that is not a related organization and that is
treated as a partnership for federal income tax purposes? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule R, Part VI. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37

BAA Form 990 (2008)
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Form 990 (2008) Page 5

TEEA0105L   04/08/09

Part V Statements Regarding Other IRS Filings and Tax Compliance

1a Enter the number reported in Box 3 of form 1096, Annual Summary and Transmittal of U.S.
Information Returns. Enter -0- if not applicable. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1a

b Enter the number of Forms W-2G included in line 1a. Enter -0- if not applicable . . . . . . . . . . . . 1b

c Did the organization comply with backup withholding rules for reportable payments to vendors and reportable gaming
(gambling) winnings to prize winners?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1c

2a Enter the number of employees reported on Form W-3, Transmittal of Wage and Tax Statements, filed for the
calendar year ending with or within the year covered by this return. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2a

2b If at least one is reported on line 2a, did the organization file all required federal employment tax returns? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2b

Note. If the sum of lines 1a and 2a is greater than 250, you may be required to  e-file this return. (see instructions)

3a Did the organization have unrelated business gross income of $1,000 or more during the year covered by
this return?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3a

b If 'Yes' has it filed a Form 990-T for this year? If 'No,' provide an explanation in Schedule O . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3b

4a At any time during the calendar year, did the organization have an interest in, or a signature or other authority over, a
financial account in a foreign country (such as a bank account, securities account, or other financial account)? . . . . . . . . . . . 4a

b If 'Yes,' enter the name of the foreign country: G

See the instructions for exceptions and filing requirements for Form TD F 90-22.1, Report of Foreign Bank and
Financial Accounts.

5a Was the organization a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction at any time during the tax year? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5a

b Did any taxable party notify the organization that it was or is a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5b

c If 'Yes,' to question 5a or 5b, did the organization file Form 8886-T, Disclosure by Tax-Exempt Entity Regarding
Prohibited Tax Shelter Transaction? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5c

6a Did the organization solicit any contributions that were not tax deductible? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6a

b If 'Yes,' did the organization include with every solicitation an express statement that such contributions or gifts were not
deductible?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6b

Yes No

7 Organizations that may receive deductible contributions under section 170(c).

a Did the organization provide goods or services in exchange for any quid pro quo contribution of more than $75? . . . . . . . . . . 7a

b If 'Yes,' did the organization notify the donor of the value of the goods or services provided? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7b

c Did the organization sell, exchange, or otherwise dispose of tangible personal property for which it was required to file
Form 8282? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7c

BAA Form 990 (2008)

d If 'Yes,' indicate the number of Forms 8282 filed during the year . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7d

e Did the organization, during the year, receive any funds, directly or indirectly, to pay premiums on a personal
benefit contract?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7e

f Did the organization, during the year, pay premiums, directly or indirectly, on a personal benefit contract? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7f

g For all contributions of qualified intellectual property, did the organization file Form 8899 as required? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7g

h For all contributions of cars, boats, airplanes, and other vehicles, did the organization file a Form 1098-C as required? . . . . 7h

8 Section 501(c)(3) and other sponsoring organizations maintaining donor advised funds and section 509(a)(3)
supporting organizations. Did the supporting organization, or a fund maintained by a sponsoring organization, have
excess business holdings at any time during the year?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

9 Section 501(c)(3) and other sponsoring organizations maintaining donor advised funds.

a Did the organization make any taxable distributions under section 4966?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9a

b Did the organization make any distribution to a donor, donor advisor, or related person? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9b

10 Section 501(c)(7) organizations. Enter:

a Initiation fees and capital contributions included on Part VIII, line 12. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10a

b Gross Receipts, included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12, for public use of club facilities . . . . . 10b

11 Section 501(c)(12) organizations. Enter:

a Gross income from other members or shareholders . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11a

b Gross income from other sources (Do not net amounts due or paid to other sources against
amounts due or received from them.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11b

12a Section 4947(a)(1) non-exempt charitable trusts. Is the organization filing Form 990 in lieu of Form 1041?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12a

b If 'Yes,' enter the amount of tax-exempt interest received or accrued during the year. . . . . . . . 12b
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Form 990 (2008) Page 6

TEEA0106L  12/18/08

1a Enter the number of voting members of the governing body . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1a

b Enter the number of voting members that are independent . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1b

2 Did any officer, director, trustee, or key employee have a family relationship or a business relationship with any other
officer, director, trustee or key employee? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

3 Did the organization delegate control over management duties customarily performed by or under the direct supervision
of officers, directors or trustees, or key employees to a management company or other person? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

4 Did the organization make any significant changes to its organizational documents

since the prior Form 990 was filed?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

5 Did the organization become aware during the year of a material diversion of the organization's assets? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

6 Does the organization have members or stockholders? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

7a Does the organization have members, stockholders, or other persons who may elect one or more members of the
governing body?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b Are any decisions of the governing body subject to approval by members, stockholders, or other persons? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

2

3

4

5

6

7a

7b

BAA Form 990  (2008)

Part VI Governance, Management and Disclosure (Sections A, B, and C request information about policies not
required by the Internal Revenue Code.)

Section A. Governing Body and Management
Yes NoFor each 'Yes' response to lines 2-7b below, and for a 'No' response to lines 8 or 9b below, describe the circumstances,

processes, or changes in Schedule O. See instructions.

8 Did the organization contemporaneously document the meetings held or written actions undertaken during the year by
the following:

a The governing body?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8a

b Each committee with authority to act on behalf of the governing body? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8b

9a Does the organization have local chapters, branches, or affiliates? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9a

b If 'Yes,' does the organization have written policies and procedures governing the activities of such chapters, affiliates,
and branches to ensure their operations are consistent with those of the organization? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9b

10 Was a copy of the Form 990 provided to the organization's governing body before it was filed? All organizations must
describe in Schedule O the process, if any, the organization uses to review the Form 990 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

11 Is there any officer, director or trustee, or key employee listed in Part VII, Section A, who cannot be reached at the
organization's mailing address? If 'Yes,' provide the names and addresses in Schedule O . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

Section B. Policies

12a Does the organization have a written conflict of interest policy? If 'No,' go to line 13. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b Are officers, directors or trustees, and key employees required to disclose annually interests that could give rise
to conflicts?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

c Does the organization regularly and consistently monitor and enforce compliance with the policy? If 'Yes,' describe in
Schedule O how this is done . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

13 Does the organization have a written whistleblower policy? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

14 Does the organization have a written document retention and destruction policy? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

15 Did the process for determining compensation of the following persons include a review and approval by independent
persons, comparability data, and contemporaneous substantiation of the deliberation and decision:

a The organization's CEO, Executive Director, or top management official? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b Other officers of key employees of the organization? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Describe the process in Schedule O. (see instructions)

16a Did the organization invest in, contribute assets to, or participate in a joint venture or similar arrangement with a taxable
entity during the year?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b If 'Yes,' has the organization adopted a written policy or procedure requiring the organization to evaluate its participation
in joint venture arrangements under applicable federal tax law, and taken steps to safeguard the organization's exempt
status with respect to such arrangements? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

12a

12b

12c

13

14

15a

15b

16a

16b

Yes No

17 List the states with which a copy of this Form 990 is required to be filed G

18 Section 6104 requires an organization to make its Forms 1023 (or 1024 if applicable), 990, and 990-T (501(c)(3)s only) available for public
inspection. Indicate how you make these available. Check all that apply.

Own website Another's website Upon request

19 Describe in Schedule O whether (and if so, how) the organization makes its governing documents, conflict of interest policy, and financial
statements available to the public.

20 State the name, physical address, and telephone number of the person who possesses the books and records of the organization:

G

Section C. Disclosures

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

Good Samaritan Family Resource 1294 Potrero Ave  San Francisco CA 94110 415-824-9475
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X

X
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X
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X
X

X
X

X
X

X

13

 CA

See Schedule O

See Schedule O
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Form 990 (2008) Page 7

BAA TEEA0107L   04/24/09 Form 990 (2008)

Part VII Compensation of Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, Highest Compensated
Employees, and Independent Contractors

Section A. Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest Compensated Employees
1a Complete this table for all persons required to be listed. Use Schedule J-2 if additional space is needed.

        ? List all of the organization's current officers, directors, trustees (whether individuals or organizations), regardless of amount of
compensation, and current key employees. Enter -0- in columns (D), (E), and (F) if no compensation was paid.

        ? List the organization's five current highest compensated employees (other than an officer, director, trustee, or key employee) who
received reportable compensation (Box 5 of Form W-2 and/or Box 7 of Form 1099-MISC) or more than $100,000 from the organization and any
related organizations.

        ? List all of the organization's former officers, key employees, and highest compensated employees who received more than $100,000 of
reportable compensation from the organization and any related organizations.

        ? List all of the organization's former directors or trustees that received, in the capacity as a former director or trustee of the
organization, more than $10,000 of reportable compensation from the organization and any related organizations.

List persons in the following order: individual trustees or directors; institutional trustees; officers; key employees; highest compensated
employees; and former such persons.

Check this box if the organization did not compensate any officer, director, trustee, or key employee.

(A) (B) (c) (D) (E) (F)

Name and Title Position (check all that apply)Average
hours

per week

Reportable
compensation from

the organization
(W-2/1099-MISC)

Reportable
compensation from

related organizations
(W-2/1099-MISC)

Estimated
amount of other
compensation

from the
organization
 and related
organizations

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Kat Taylor
President 1 X 0. 0. 0.
Frank De Rosa
Treasurer 1 X 0. 0. 0.
Bob Hernandez
Secretary 1 X 0. 0. 0.
Michael Barlowe
Director 1 X 0. 0. 0.
Kay Bishop
Director 1 X 0. 0. 0.
John Gannon
Director 1 X 0. 0. 0.
Alan Levinson
Director 1 X 0. 0. 0.
Alicia Lieberman
Director 1 X 0. 0. 0.
Vangie Lopez
Director 1 X 0. 0. 0.
Anamaria Loya
Director 1 X 0. 0. 0.
Stanley Mackewicz
Director 1 X 0. 0. 0.
Sandra Vivanco
Director 1 X 0. 0. 0.
Mario Paz
Executive Direc 40 X 99,500. 0. 0.
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Form 990 (2008) Page 8

BAA TEEA0108L  10/13/08 Form 990  (2008)

Part VII Section A. Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest Compensated Employees (cont.)

1b Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . G
2 Total number of individuals (including those in 1a) who received more than $100,000 in reportable compensation from the

organization G

3 Did the organization list any former officer, director or trustee, key employee, or highest compensated employee
on line 1a? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule J for such individual. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

4 For any individual listed on line 1a, is the sum of reportable compensation and other compensation from
the organization and related organizations greater than $150,000? If 'Yes' complete Schedule J for such
individual . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

5 Did any person listed on line 1a receive or accrue compensation from any unrelated organization for services
rendered to the organization? If 'Yes,' complete Schedule J for such person . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Yes No

3

4

5

Section B. Independent Contractors
1 Complete this table for your five highest compensated independent contractors that received more than $100,000 of

compensation from the organization.

(A)
Name and business address

(B)
Description of Services

(C)
Compensation

2 Total number of independent contractors (including those in 1) who received more than $100,000 in

compensation from the organization G

(A) (B) (c) (D) (E) (F)

Name and Title Position (check all that apply)Average
hours

per week

Reportable
compensation from

the organization
(W-2/1099-MISC)

Reportable
compensation from

related organizations
(W-2/1099-MISC)

Estimated
amount of other
compensation

from the
organization
 and related
organizations

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

0

X

X

X

0

0.0.99,500.
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Form 990 (2008) Page 9

Part VIII Statement of Revenue
(A)

Total revenue
(B)

Related or
exempt
function
revenue

(C)
Unrelated
business
revenue

(D)
Revenue

excluded from tax
under sections

512, 513, or 514

1a Federated campaigns. . . . . . . . . . 1 a

b Membership dues . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 b

c Fundraising events . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 c

d Related organizations. . . . . . . . . . 1 d

e Government grants (contributions). . . . . 1 e

f All other contributions, gifts, grants, and
similar amounts not included above. . . . 1 f

g Noncash contribns included in lns 1a-1f: . . . . $
h GTotal. Add lines 1a-1f. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Business Code

2a

b

c

d

e

f All other program service revenue . . . 

g GTotal. Add lines 2a-2f. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

3 Investment income (including dividends, interest and
Gother similar amounts). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

4 GIncome from investment of tax-exempt bond proceeds . 

5 GRoyalties. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

(i) Real (ii) Personal

6a Gross Rents . . . . . . . . . . 

b Less: rental expenses . 

c Rental income or (loss). . . . . 

d GNet rental income or (loss) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

8a Gross income from fundraising events
(not including. $
of contributions reported on line 1c).

See Part IV, line 18 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a

b Less: direct expenses. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b

c GNet income or (loss) from fundraising events. . . . . . . . . . 

9a Gross income from gaming activities.
See Part IV, line 19 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a

b Less: direct expenses. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b

c GNet income or (loss) from gaming activities . . . . . . . . . . . 

10a Gross sales of inventory, less returns
and allowances . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . a

b Less: cost of goods sold . . . . . . . . . . . . b

c GNet income or (loss) from sales of inventory. . . . . . . . . . . 

(i) Securities (ii) Other
7a Gross amount from sales of

assets other than inventory . . 

b Less: cost or other basis
and sales expenses. . . . . . . . 

c Gain or (loss). . . . . . . . . 

d GNet gain or (loss). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Miscellaneous Revenue Business Code

11a

b

c

d All other revenue. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

e GTotal. Add lines 11a-11d . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

12 Total Revenue. Add lines 1h, 2g, 3, 4, 5, 6d, 7d, 8c, 9c,
G10c, and 11e. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

BAA TEEA0109L   12/18/2008 Form 990 (2008)

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

938,984.
230,691.

938,984.

98,249. 98,249.
951,820. 951,820.
7,864. 7,864.

1,057,933.

6,414. 6,414.

9,041.

9,041.
9,041. 9,041.

52,811. 52,811.

52,811.

2,065,183. 1,066,974. 0. 59,225.

Parent Fees
Government Contract & Fee
Other Contracts

Other Income
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Form 990 (2008) Page 10

Part IX Statement of Functional Expenses
Section 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations must complete all columns.

All other organizations must complete column (A) but are not required to complete columns (B), (C), and (D).

Do not include amounts reported on lines
6b, 7b, 8b, 9b, and 10b of Part  VIII.

(A)
Total expenses

(B)
Program service

expenses

(C)
Management and
general expenses

(D)
Fundraising
expenses

1 Grants and other assistance to governments
and organizations in the U.S. See Part IV,
line 21. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

2 Grants and other assistance to individuals in
the U.S. See Part IV, line 22. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

3 Grants and other assistance to governments,
organizations, and individuals outside the
U.S. See Part IV, lines 15 and 16. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

4 Benefits paid to or for members . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

5 Compensation of current officers, directors,
trustees, and key employees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

6 Compensation not included above, to
disqualified persons (as defined under
section 4958(f)(1) and persons described in
section 4958(c)(3)(B) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

7 Other salaries and wages. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

8 Pension plan contributions (include section
401(k) and section 403(b) employer
contributions). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

9 Other employee benefits. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

10 Payroll taxes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

20 Interest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

21 Payments to affiliates. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

22 Depreciation, depletion, and amortization. . . . . . 

23 Insurance . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

24 Other expenses. Itemize expenses not
covered above. (Expenses grouped together
and labeled miscellaneous may not exceed
5% of total expenses shown on line 25
below.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

a

b

c

d

e

f All other expenses. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

TEEA0110L   12/19/08

11 Fees for services (non-employees). . . . . . . . . . . . 

a Management. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b Legal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

c Accounting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

d Lobbying. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

e Prof fundraising svcs. See Part IV, ln 17. . . . . . . 

f Investment management fees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

g Other. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

25 Total functional expenses. Add lines 1 through 24f. . . . . . . 

26 Joint Costs. Check here G if following
SOP 98-2. Complete this line only if the
organization reported in column (B) joint
costs from a combined educational
campaign and fundraising solicitation . . . . . . . . . 

BAA Form 990 (2008)

12 Advertising and promotion. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

13 Office expenses. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

14 Information technology. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

15 Royalties. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

16 Occupancy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

17 Travel. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

18 Payments of travel or entertainment
expenses for any federal, state, or local
public officials. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

19 Conferences, conventions, and meetings . . . . . . 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

99,500. 78,613. 15,286. 5,601.

0. 0. 0. 0.
759,925. 600,403. 116,748. 42,774.

154,341. 120,228. 25,490. 8,623.
81,217. 63,266. 13,414. 4,537.

64,594. 44,589. 14,708. 5,297.

16,913. 16,913.

7,463. 225. 7,142. 96.
1,994. 819. 1,175.

13,636. 9,413. 3,105. 1,118.

4,396. 4,142. 254.

88,872. 78,917. 7,474. 2,481.

225,466. 167,316. 55,178. 2,972.
49,894. 819. 49,075.
43,560. 42,451. 792. 317.
39,633. 32,252. 6,021. 1,360.
34,894. 31,040. 3,764. 90.

108,696. 165,315. -62,443. 5,824.
1,794,994. 1,439,808. 257,183. 98,003.

Consultants / Contractors
Maintenance & Repair
Food
Insurance
Supplies
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TEEA0111L   12/22/08

1 Cash ' non-interest-bearing. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

2 Savings and temporary cash investments. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2

3 Pledges and grants receivable, net. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3

4 Accounts receivable, net. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4

5 Receivables from current and former officers, directors, trustees, key employees,
or other related parties. Complete Part II of Schedule L . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

6 Receivables from other disqualified persons (as defined under section 4958(f)(1))

and persons described in section 4958(c)(3)(B). Complete Part II of Schedule L. . . . 6

7 Notes and loans receivable, net. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

8 Inventories for sale or use. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

A
S
S
E
T
S 9 Prepaid expenses and deferred charges . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

10a Land, buildings, and equipment: cost basis . . . . . . . . . 10a

b Less: accumulated depreciation. Complete Part VI of

Schedule D. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10b 10c

11 Investments ' publicly-traded securities. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

12 Investments ' other securities. See Part IV, line 11 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

13 Investments ' program-related. See Part IV, line 11. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

14 Intangible assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

15 Other assets. See Part IV, line 11. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

16 Total assets. Add lines 1 through 15 (must equal line 34). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

Part X Balance Sheet
(A)

Beginning of year
(B)

End of year

Organizations that follow SFAS 117, check here G and complete lines

27 through 29 and lines 33 and 34.

27 Unrestricted net assets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27

28 Temporarily restricted net assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28

29 Permanently restricted net assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29

Organizations that do not follow SFAS 117, check here G and complete

lines 30 through 34.

30 Capital stock or trust principal, or current funds. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30

31 Paid-in or capital surplus, or land, building, and equipment fund . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31

32 Retained earnings, endowment, accumulated income, or other funds . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32

33 Total net assets or fund balances.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33

N
E
T

A
S
S
E
T
S

O
R

F
U
N
D

B
A
L
A
N
C
E
S 34 Total liabilities and net assets/fund balances. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34

17 Accounts payable and accrued expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17

18 Grants payable. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18

19 Deferred revenue . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19

20 Tax-exempt bond liabilities. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

21 Escrow account liability. Complete Part IV of Schedule D. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21

22 Payables to current and former officers, directors, trustees, key employees,
highest compensated employees, and disqualified persons. Complete Part II

of Schedule L. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22

23 Secured mortgages and notes payable to unrelated third parties . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23

24 Unsecured notes and loans payable. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24

25 Other liabilities. Complete Part X of Schedule D . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25

L
I
A
B
I
L
I
T
I
E
S

26 Total liabilities. Add lines 17 through 25 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26

Part XI Financial Statements and Reporting
Yes No

1 Accounting method used to prepare the Form 990: Cash Accrual Other

2a Were the organization's financial statements compiled or reviewed by an independent accountant? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2a

b Were the organization's financial statements audited by an independent accountant? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2b

c If 'Yes' to 2a or 2b, does the organization have a committee that assumes responsibility for oversight of the audit,
review, or compilation of its financial statements and selection of an independent accountant?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2c

3a As a result of a federal award, was the organization required to undergo an audit or audits as set forth in the Single
Audit Act and OMB Circular A-133?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3a

b If 'Yes,' did the organization undergo the required audit or audits? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3b
BAA Form 990 (2008)

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

528,418. 597,161.

162,734. 172,188.
293,065. 265,701.

15,954. 18,162.
4,093,335.

1,193,033. 2,664,721. 2,900,302.

3,632. 1,088.
3,668,524. 3,954,602.
123,836. 126,441.

12,910. 26,194.
136,746. 152,635.

X

2,949,687. 3,230,536.
553,743. 543,083.
28,348. 28,348.

3,531,778. 3,801,967.
3,668,524. 3,954,602.

X
X

X

X

X
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OMB No. 1545-0047

SCHEDULE A
(Form 990 or 990-EZ) Public Charity Status and Public Support

To be completed by all section 501 (c)(3) organizations and section 4947(a)(1)
nonexempt charitable trusts.

2008

Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service G Attach to Form 990 or Form 990-EZ. G See separate instructions.

Open to Public
Inspection

BAA  For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2008

Name of the organization Employer identification number

Part I Reason for Public Charity Status (All organizations must complete this part.) (see instructions)
The organization is not a private foundation because it is: (Please check only one organization.)

1 A church, convention of churches or association of churches described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(i).

2 A school described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii).  (Attach Schedule E.)

3 A hospital or cooperative hospital service organization described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii).  (Attach Schedule H.)

4 A medical research organization operated in conjunction with a hospital described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii). Enter the hospital's

name, city, and state:
5 An organization operated for the benefit of a college or university owned or operated by a governmental unit described in section

170(b)(1)(A)(iv).  (Complete Part II.)

6 A federal, state, or local government or governmental unit described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(v).
7 An organization that normally receives a substantial part of its support from a governmental unit or from the general public described

in section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi).  (Complete Part II.)

8 A community trust described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Complete Part II.)

9 An organization that normally receives: (1) more than 33-1/3 % of its support from contributions, membership fees, and gross receipts
from activities related to its exempt functions ' subject to certain exceptions, and (2) no more than 33-1/3 % of its support from gross
investment income and unrelated business taxable income (less section 511 tax) from businesses acquired by the organization after
June 30, 1975. See section 509(a)(2). (Complete Part III.)

10 An organization organized and operated exclusively to test for public safety. See section 509(a)(4).  (see instructions)

11 An organization organized and operated exclusively for the benefit of, to perform the functions of, or carry out the purposes of one or
more publicly supported  organizations described in section 509(a)(1) or section 509(a)(2). See section 509(a)(3).  Check the box that
describes the type  of supporting organization and complete lines 11e through 11h.

a Type I b Type II c Type III ' Functionally integrated d Type III' Other

e By checking this box, I certify that the organization is not controlled directly or indirectly by one or more disqualified  persons other
than foundation managers and other than one or more publicly supported organizations described in section 509(a)(1) or section
509(a)(2).

f If the organization received a written determination from the IRS that is a Type I, Type II or Type III supporting organization,
check this box . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

g Since August 17, 2006, has the organization accepted any gift  or contribution from any of the following persons?

Yes No
(i) a person who directly or indirectly controls, either alone or together with persons described in (ii) and (iii)

below, the governing body of the supported organization? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11g (i)

(ii) a family member  of a person described in (i) above?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11g (ii)

(iii) a 35% controlled entity of a person described in (i) or (ii) above?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11g (iii)

h Provide the following information about the organizations the organization supports.

(i) Name of Supported
 Organization

(ii) EIN (iii) Type of organization
(described on lines 1-9
 above or IRC section

(see instructions))

(iv) Is the
organization in col.

(i) listed in your
governing
document?

(v) Did you notify
the organization in

col. (i) of
your support?

(vi) Is the
organization in col.
(i) organized in the

U.S.?

(vii) Amount of Support

Yes No Yes No Yes No

Total

TEEA0401L   12/17/08

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

X

X

X
X
X

0.
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Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2008 Page 2

TEEA0402L   12/17/08

Part II Support Schedule for Organizations Described in Sections 170(b)(1)(A)(iv) and 170(b)(1)(A)(vi)
(Complete only if you checked the box on line 5, 7, or 8 of Part I.)

Section A. Public Support
Calendar year (or fiscal year
beginning in) G (a) 2004 (b) 2005 (c) 2006 (d) 2007 (e) 2008 (f) Total

1 Gifts, grants, contributions and
membership fees received. (Do
not include 'unusual grants.'). . . 

2 Tax revenues levied for the
organization's benefit and
either paid to it or expended
on its behalf. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

3 The value of services or
facilities furnished to the
organization by a governmental
unit without charge. Do not
include the value of services or
facilities generally furnished to
the public without charge . . . . . . 

4 Total. Add lines 1-3 . . . . . . . . . . . 

5 The portion of total
contributions by each person
(other than a governmental
unit or publicly supported
organization) included on line 1
that exceeds 2% of the amount
shown on line 11, column (f) . . . 

6 Public support. Subtract line 5
from line 4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Section B. Total Support
Calendar year (or fiscal year
beginning in) G (a) 2004 (b) 2005 (c) 2006 (d) 2007 (e) 2008 (f) Total

7 Amounts from line 4. . . . . . . . . . . 

8 Gross income from interest,
dividends, payments received
on securities loans, rents,
royalties and income form
similar sources . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

9 Net income form unrelated
business activities, whether or
not the business is regularly
carried on. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

10 Other income. Do not  include
gain or loss form the sale of
capital assets (Explain in
Part IV.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

11 Total support. Add lines 7
through 10 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

12 Gross receipts from related activities, etc. (see instructions). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

13 First five years. If the Form 990 is for the organization's first, second, third, fourth,  or fifth tax year as a section 501(c)(3)
Gorganization, check this box and stop here . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Section C. Computation of Public Support Percentage
14 Public support percentage for 2008 (line 6, column (f) divided by line 11, column (f). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 %

15 Public support percentage for 2007 Schedule A, Part IV-A, line 26f. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 %

16a 33-1/3 support test ' 2008. If the organization did not check the box  on line 13, and the line 14 is 33-1/3 % or more, check this box
Gand stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b 33-1/3 support test ' 2007. If the organization did not check a box on line 13, or 16a, and line 15 is 33-1/3% or more, check this box
Gand stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

17a 10%-facts-and-circumstances test ' 2008. If the organization did not check a box on line 13, 16a, or 16b, and line 14 is 10%
or more, and if the organization meets the 'facts-and-circumstances' test, check this box and stop here. Explain in Part IV how

Gthe organization meets the 'facts-and-circumstances' test.  The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization. . . . . . . . . . . 

b 10%-facts-and-circumstances test ' 2007. If the organization did not check a box on line 13, 16a, 16b, or 17a, and line 15 is 10%
or more, and if the organization meets the 'facts-and-circumstances' test, check this box and stop here. Explain in Part IV how the

Gorganization meets the 'facts-and-circumstances'  test.  The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

18 GPrivate foundation. If the organization did not check a box on line, 13, 16a, 16b, 17a, or 17b, check this box and see instructions . . . . 

BAA Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2008

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

1,127,591. 1,195,209. 1,352,784. 751,737. 938,984. 5,366,305.

0.

0.
1,127,591. 1,195,209. 1,352,784. 751,737. 938,984. 5,366,305.

712,358.

4,653,947.

1,127,591. 1,195,209. 1,352,784. 751,737. 938,984. 5,366,305.

1,090. 2,843. 13,226. 11,502. 6,414. 35,075.

0.

3,189. 3,196. 10,366. 11,036. 61,852. 89,639.

5,491,019.
0.

84.8
99.1

X

See Part IV
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Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2008 Page 3

BAA TEEA0403L   01/29/09 Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2008

Part III Support Schedule for Organizations Described in Section 509(a)(2)
(Complete only if you checked the box on line 9 of Part I.)

Section A. Public Support
Calendar year (or fiscal yr beginning in)G (a) 2004 (b) 2005 (c) 2006 (d)  2007 (e) 2008 (f) Total

1 Gifts, grants, contributions and
membership fees received. (Do
not include 'unusual grants.'). . . 

2 Gross receipts from
admissions, merchandise sold
or services performed, or
facilities furnished in a activity
that is related to the
organization's tax-exempt
purpose. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

3 Gross receipts from activities that are
not an unrelated trade or business
under section 513 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

4 Tax revenues levied for the
organization's benefit and
either paid to or expended on
its behalf. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

5 The value of services or
facilities furnished by a
governmental unit to the
organization without charge . . . . 

6 Total. Add lines 1-5 . . . . . . . . . . . 

7a Amounts included on lines 1,
2, 3 received from disqualified
persons. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b Amounts included on lines 2
and 3 received from other than
disqualified persons that
exceed the greater of 1% of
the total of lines 9, 10c, 11,
and 12 for the year or $5,000. . . 

c Add lines 7a and 7b. . . . . . . . . . . 

8 Public support (Subtract line

7c from line 6.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Section B. Total Support
Calendar year (or fiscal yr beginning in) G (a) 2004 (b) 2005 (c) 2006 (d) 2007 (e) 2008 (f) Total

9 Amounts from line 6. . . . . . . . . . . 
10a Gross income from interest,

dividends, payments received
on securities loans, rents,
royalties and income form
similar sources . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b Unrelated business taxable
income (less section 511
taxes) from businesses
acquired after June 30, 1975 . . . 

c Add lines 10a and 10b. . . . . . . . . 

11 Net income from unrelated business
activities not included inline 10b,
whether or not the business is
regularly carried on . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

12 Other income.  Do not include
gain or loss from the sale of
capital assets (Explain in
Part IV.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

13 Total support. (add lns 9, 10c, 11, and 12.)

14 First five years. If the Form 990 is for the organization's first, second, third, fourth,  or fifth tax year as a section 501(c)(3)
Gorganization, check this box and stop here . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Section C. Computation of Public Support Percentage
15 Public support percentage for 2008 (line 8, column (f) divided by line 13, column (f)). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 %

16 Public support percentage from 2007 Schedule A, Part IV-A, line 27g . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 %

Section D. Computation of Investment Income Percentage
17 Investment income percentage for 2008 (line 10c, column (f) divided by line 13, column (f)). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 %

18 Investment income percentage from 2007 Schedule A, Part IV-A, line 27h . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 %

19a 33-1/3 support tests ' 2008. If the organization did not check the box  on line 14, and line 15 is more than 33-1/3%, and line 17 is not
Gmore than 33-1/3%, check this box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b 33-1/3 support tests ' 2007. If the organization did not check a box on line 14 or 19a, and line 16 is more than 33-1/3%, and line 18
Gis not more than 33-1/3%, check this box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

20 GPrivate foundation. If the organization did not check a box on line 14, 19a, or 19b, check this box and see instructions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078
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Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2008 Page 4

TEEA0404L   10/07/08

Supplemental Information. Complete this part to provide the explanation required by Part II, line 10;
Part II, line 17a or 17b; or Part III, line 12. Provide any other additional information. (see instructions)

Part IV

BAA Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2008

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078
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2008 Schedule A, Part IV - Supplemental Information Page 5

Client GSFRC Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

 3/29/10 12:53PM

Part II, Line 10 - Other Income

Nature and Source 2008 2007 2006 2005 2004

Other Income 61,852. 11,036. 10,366. 3,196. 3,189.
Total $ 61,852. $ 11,036. $ 10,366. $ 3,196. $ 3,189.

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 181-1   Filed 08/14/17   Page 48 of 129

 
[777]
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OMB No. 1545-0047Schedule B
(Form 990, 990-EZ,
or 990-PF) Schedule of Contributors
Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service

G  Attach to Form 990, 990-EZ and 990-PF
G  See separate instructions.

2008
Name of the organization Employer identification number

TEEA0701L   12/18/08

Form 990 or 990-EZ 501(c)( ) (enter number) organization

4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust not treated as a private foundation

527 political organization

Form 990-PF 501(c)(3) exempt private foundation

4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust treated as a private foundation

501(c)(3) taxable private foundation

Organization type (check one):

Filers of: Section:

Check if your organization is covered by the General Rule or a Special Rule. (Note: Only a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization can check
boxes for both the General Rule and a Special Rule. See instructions.)

General Rule '

For organizations filing Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF that received, during the year, $5,000 or more (in money or property) from any one
contributor. (Complete Parts I and II.)

Special Rules '

For a section 501(c)(3) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that met the 33-1/3% support test of the regulations under sections
509(a)(1)/170(b)(1)(A)(vi) and received from any one contributor, during the year, a contribution of the greater of (1) $5,000 or (2) 2% of the
amount on Form 990, Part VIII, line 1h or 2% of the amount on Form 990-EZ, line 1. Complete Parts I and II.

For a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that received from any one contributor, during the year,
aggregate contributions or bequests of more than $1,000 for use exclusively for religious, charitable, scientific, literary, or educational
purposes, or the prevention of cruelty to children or animals. Complete Parts I, II, and III.

For a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that received from any one contributor, during the year,
some contributions for use exclusively for religious, charitable, etc, purposes, but these contributions did not aggregate to more than
$1,000. (If this box is checked, enter here the total contributions that were received during the year for an exclusively religious, charitable,
etc, purpose. Do not complete any of the Parts unless the General Rule applies to this organization because it received nonexclusively

Greligious, charitable, etc, contributions of $5,000 or more during the year.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $

Caution: Organizations that are not covered by the General Rule and/or the Special Rules do not file Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or
990-PF) but they must answer 'No' on Part IV, line 2 of their Form 990, or check the box in the heading of their Form 990-EZ, or on line 2 of
their Form 990-PF, to certify that they do not meet the filing requirements of Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF).

BAA   For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions
for Form 990. These instructions will be issued separately.

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

X 3

X

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 181-1   Filed 08/14/17   Page 49 of 129

 
[778]

 
[778]
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (see instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   08/05/08 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

1 3

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

1

2

3

4

5

6
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (see instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   08/05/08 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

2 3

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

7

8

9

10

11

12
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (see instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   08/05/08 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

3 3

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

13
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TEEA0703L   08/05/08

Part II Noncash Property (see instructions.)

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

BAA Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008) Page of of Part II
Name of organization Employer identification number

1 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

13

230,691.  6/30/09

Solar Panels
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TEEA0704L   04/01/08

Part III Exclusively religious, charitable, etc, individual contributions to section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10)
organizations aggregating more than $1,000 for the year.(Complete cols (a) through (e) and the following line entry.)

For organizations completing Part III, enter total of exclusively religious, charitable, etc,
Gcontributions of $1,000 or less for the year. (Enter this information once ' see instructions.). . . . . . . . . . . . $

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

BAA Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008) Page of of Part III
Name of organization Employer identification number

1 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

N/A

N/A
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OMB No. 1545-0047SCHEDULE D
(Form 990) Supplemental Financial Statements 2008
Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service

Attach to Form 990. To be completed by organizations that
 answered 'Yes,' to Form 990, Part IV, lines 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, or 12.

Open to Public
Inspection

Name of the organization Employer Identification number

Part I Organizations Maintaining Donor Advised Funds or Other Similar Funds or Accounts  Complete if
the organization answered 'Yes' to Form 990, Part IV, line 6.

(a) Donor advised funds (b) Funds and other accounts

1 Total number at end of year. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

2 Aggregate contributions to (during year). . . . . . 

3 Aggregate grants from (during year) . . . . . . . . . 

4 Aggregate value at end of year . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

5 Did the organization inform all donors and donor advisors in writing that the assets held in donor advised
funds are the organization's property, subject to the organization's exclusive legal control? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

6 Did the organization inform all grantees, donors, and donor advisors in writing that grant funds may be
used only for charitable purposes and not for the benefit of the donor or donor advisor or other
impermissible private benefit??. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

Part III Organizations Maintaining Collections of Art, Historical Treasures, or Other Similar Assets
Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' to Form 990, Part IV, line 8.

1 a If the organization elected, as permitted under SFAS 116, not to report in its revenue statement and balance sheet works of art, historical
treasures, or other similar assets held for public exhibition, education, or research in furtherance of public service, provide, in Part XIV,
the text of the footnote to its financial statements that describes these items.

b If the organization elected, as permitted under SFAS 116, not to report in its revenue statement and balance sheet works of art, historical
treasures, or other similar assets held for public exhibition, education, or research in furtherance of public service, provide the following
amounts relating to these items:

(i) Revenues included in Form 990, Part VIII, line 1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . G$
(ii) Assets included in Form 990, Part X. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . G$

2 If the organization received or held works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets for financial gain, provide the following
amounts required to be reported under SFAS 116 relating to these items:

a Revenues included in Form 990, Part VIII, line 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . G$
b Assets included in Form 990, Part X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . G$

TEEA3301L   12/23/08

Part II Conservation Easements Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' to Form 990, Part IV, line 7.
1 Purpose(s) of conservation easements held by the organization (check all that apply).

Preservation of land for public use (e.g., recreation or pleasure) Preservation of an historically important land area

Protection of natural habitat Preservation of certified historic structure

Preservation of open space

2 Complete lines 2a-2d if the organization held a qualified conservation contribution in the form of a conservation easement on the last day
of the tax year.

Held at the End of the Year

a Total number of conservation easements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2a

b Total acreage restricted by conservation easements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2b

c Number of conservation easements on a certified historic structure included in (a) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2c

d Number of conservation easements included in (c) acquired after 8/17/06 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2d

3 Number of conservation easements modified, transferred, released, extinguished, or terminated by the organization during the taxable

year G

4 Number of states where property subject to conservation easement is located G

5 Does the organization have a written policy regarding the periodic monitoring, inspection, violations, and
enforcement of the conservation easement it holds? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

6 Staff or volunteer hours devoted to monitoring, inspecting, and enforcing easements during the year  G

7 Amount of expenses incurred in monitoring, inspecting, and enforcing easements during the year G $

8 Does each conservation easement reported on line 2(d) above satisfy the requirements of section
170(h)(4)(B)(i) and 170(h)(4)(B)(ii)?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

9 In Part XIV, describe how the organization reports conservation easements in its revenue and expense statement, and balance sheet, and
include, if applicable, the text of the footnote to the organization's financial statements that describes the organization's accounting for
conservation easements.

BAA  For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Schedule D (Form 990) 2008

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078
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Part III Organizations Maintaining Collections of Art, Historical Treasures, or Other Similar Assets (continued)

3 Using the organization's accession and other records, check any of the following that are a significant use of its collection items (check all
that apply):

a Public exhibition d Loan or exchange programs

b Scholarly research e Other

c Preservation for future generations

4 Provide a description of the organization's collections and explain how they further the organization's exempt purpose in
Part XIV.

5 During the year, did the organization solicit or receive donations of art, historical treasures, or other similar
assets to be sold to raise funds rather than to be maintained as part of the organization's collection? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

Part IV Trust, Escrow and Custodial Arrangements Complete if organization answered 'Yes' to Form 990, Part
IV, line 9, or reported an amount on Form 990, Part X, line 21.

1 a Is the organization an agent, trustee, custodian, or other intermediary for contributions or other assets not
included on Form 990, Part X? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

b If 'Yes,' explain the arrangement in Part XIV and complete the following table:

Amount

c Beginning balance . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1c

d Additions during the year . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1d

e Distributions during the year. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1e

f Ending balance. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1f

2 a Did the organization include an amount on Form 990, Part X, line 21?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

b If 'Yes,' explain the arrangement in Part XIV.

Schedule D (Form 990) 2008 Page 2

Part V Endowment Funds Complete if organization answered 'Yes' to Form 990, Part IV, line 10.
(a) Current year (b) Prior year (c) Two years back (d) Three years back (e) Four years back

1 a Beginning of year balance . . . . . 

b Contributions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

c Investment earnings or losses. . 

d Grants or scholarships. . . . . . . . . 

e Other expenditures for facilities
and programs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

f Administrative expenses. . . . . . . 

g End of year balance. . . . . . . . . . . 

2 Provide the estimated percentage of the year end balance held as:

a Board designated or quasi-endowment  G %
b Permanent endowment  G %
c Term endowment  G %

3 a Are there endowment funds not in the possession of the organization that are held and administered for the
organization by: Yes No

(i) unrelated organizations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3a(i)

(ii). related organizations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3a(ii)

b If 'Yes' to 3a(ii), are the related organizations listed as required on Schedule R?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3b

4 Describe in Part XIV the intended uses of the organization's endowment funds.

Part VI Investments'Land, Buildings, and Equipment. See Form 990, Part X, line 10.
Description of investment (a) Cost or other basis

(investment)
(b) Cost or other

basis (other)
(c) Depreciation (d) Book Value

1 a Land. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b Buildings. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

c Leasehold improvements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

d Equipment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

e Other. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Total. Add lines 1a-1e (Column (d) should equal Form 990, Part X, column (B), line 10(c).) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . G

BAA Schedule D (Form 990) 2008

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

300,000. 300,000.
2,985,926. 899,923. 2,086,003.
517,782. 39,429. 478,353.
289,627. 253,681. 35,946.

2,900,302.
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Schedule D (Form 990) 2008 Page 3

Part VII Investments'Other Securities See Form 990, Part X, line 12.
(a) Description of security or category

(including name of security)
(b) Book value (c) Method of valuation

Cost or end-of-year market value

Financial derivatives and other financial products. . . . . . . . . . 

Closely-held equity interests. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Other

Total.  (Column (b) should equal Form 990 Part X, col. (B) line 12.)    G

Part VIII Investments'Program Related (See Form 990, Part X, line 13)
(a) Description of investment type (b) Book value (c) Method of valuation

Cost or end-of-year market value

Total. Column (b)(should equal Form 990, Part X,  Col. (B) line 13.)       G

BAA Schedule D (Form 990) 2008

Part IX Other Assets (See Form 990, Part X, line 15)
(a) Description (b) Book value

Total. Column (b) Total (should equal Form 990, Part X, col.(B), line 15). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . G

Part X Other Liabilities (See Form 990, Part X, line 25)
(a) Description of Liability (b) Amount

Federal Income Taxes

Total. Column (b) Total (should equal Form 990, Part X, col. (B) line 25)      G

In Part XIV, provide the text of the footnote to the organization's financial statements that reports the organization's liability for uncertain tax
positions under FIN 48.

26,194.

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center
N/A

N/A

N/A

Due to SDE 17,879.
Other Current Liabilities 8,315.
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Schedule D (Form 990) 2008 Page 4

Part XI Reconciliation of Change in Net Assets from Form 990 to Financial Statements
1 Total revenue (Form 990, Part VIII,column (A), line 12) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

2 Total expenses (Form 990, Part IX, column (A), line 25). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

3 Excess or (deficit) for the year. Subtract line 2 from line 1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

4 Net unrealized gains (losses) on investments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

5 Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

6 Investment expenses. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

7 Prior period adjustments. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

8 Other (Describe in Part XIV) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

9 Total adjustments (net). Add lines 4-8. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

10 Excess or (deficit) for the year per financial statements. Combine lines 3 and 9. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Part XII Reconciliation of Revenue per Audited Financial Statements With Revenue per Return
1 Total revenue, gains, and other support per audited financial statements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

2 Amounts included on line 1 but not on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12:

a Net unrealized gains on investments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2a

b Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2b

c Recoveries of prior year grants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2c

d Other (Describe in Part XIV) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2d

e Add lines 2a through 2d . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2e

3 Subtract line 2e from line 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3

4 Amounts included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12, but not on line 1:

a Investments expenses not included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 7b . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4a

b Other (Describe in Part XIV) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4b

c Add lines 4a and 4b. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4c

5 Total revenue. Add lines 3 and 4c.  (This should equal Form 990, Part I, line 12.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

BAA Schedule D (Form 990) 2008

Part XIII Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited Financial Statements With Expenses per Return
1 Total expenses and losses per audited financial statements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1

2 Amounts included on line 1 but not on Form 990, Part IX, line 25:

a Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2a

b Prior year adjustments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2b

c Losses reported on Form 990, Part IX, line 25 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2c

d Other (Describe in Part XIV) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2d

e Add lines 2a through 2d . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2e

3 Subtract line 2e from line 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3

4 Amounts included on Form 990, Part IX, line 25, but not on line 1:

a Investments expenses not included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 7b . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4a

b Other (Describe in Part XIV) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4b

c Add lines 4a and 4b. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4c

5 Total expenses. Add lines 3 and 4c  (This should equal Form 990, Part I, line 18.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

Part XIV Supplemental Information

Complete this part to provide the descriptions required for Part II, lines 3, 5, and 9; Part III, lines 1a and 4; Part IV, lines 1b and 2b; Part V,
line 4; Part X; Part XI, line 8; Part XII, lines 2d and 4b; and Part XIII, lines 2d and 4b.

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

2,065,183.
1,794,994.
270,189.

270,189.

2,065,183.

2,065,183.

2,065,183.

1,794,994.

1,794,994.

1,794,994.
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Schedule D (Form 990) 2008 Page 5

BAA Schedule D (Form 990) 2008

Part XIV Supplemental Information (continued)
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OMB No. 1545-0047

SCHEDULE G
(Form 990 or 990-EZ)

Supplemental Information Regarding
Fundraising or Gaming Activities 2008

Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service

G  Must be completed by organizations that answer 'Yes' to Form 990, Part IV, lines 17, 18,
or 19, and by organizations that enter more than $15,000 on Form 990-EZ, line 6a.

Open to Public
Inspection

Name of the organization Employer identification number

TEEA3701L   12/18/08

BAA  For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Schedule G (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2008

Part I Fundraising Activities. Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' to Form 990, Part IV, line 17.
1 Indicate whether the organization raised funds through any of the following activities. Check all that apply.

Mail solicitations Solicitation of non-government grants

Email solicitations Solicitation of government grants

Phone solicitations Special fundraising events

In-person solicitations

2a Did the organization have written or oral agreement with any individual (including officers, directors, trustees or key
employees listed in Form 990, Part VII) or entity in connection with professional fundraising services? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Yes No

b If 'Yes,' list the ten highest paid individuals or entities (fundraisers) pursuant to agreements under which the fundraiser is to be
compensated at least $5,000 by the organization. Form 990EZ filers are not required to complete this table.

(i) Name of individual
or entity (fundraiser)

(ii) Activity (iii) Did fundraiser
have custody or control

of contributions?

(iv) Gross receipts
from activity

(v) Amount paid to
(or retained by)

fundraiser listed in
col.(i)

(vi) Amount paid to
(or retained by)

organization

Yes No

GTotal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

3 List all states in which the organization is registered or licensed to solicit funds or has been notified it is exempt from registration
or licensing.

X

X
XX

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

908,828.16,913.925,741.

908,828.16,913.925,741.X
Grant-wr
itingChristine Comella
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Fundraising Events. Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' to Form 990, Part IV, line 18, or
reported more than $15,000 on Form 990-EZ, line 6a. List events with gross receipts greater than $5,000.

BAA TEEA3702L   08/15/08 Schedule G (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2008

Part II

(a) Event #1 (b) Event #2 (c) Other Events

(event type) (event type) (total number)

(d) Total Events
(Add col. (a) through

col. (c))

1 Gross receipts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

R
E
V
E
N
U
E

2 Less: Charitable contributions . . . . . . . . . . 

3 Gross revenue (line 1 minus line 2). . . . . . 

4 Cash prizes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

5 Non-cash prizes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

6 Rent/facility costs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

7 Other direct expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

8 GDirect expense summary.  Add lines 4- through 7 in column (d) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

D
I
R
E
C
T

E
X
P
E
N
S
E
S

9 GNet income summary. Combine lines 3 and 8 in column (d). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Schedule G (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2008 Page 2

Gaming. Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' to Form 990, Part IV, line 19, or reported more than
$15,000 on Form 990-EZ, line 6a.

Part III

(a) Bingo (c) Other gaming(b) Pull tabs/Instant
bingo/progressive

bingo

(d) Total gaming
(Add col. (a) through

col. (c))

R
E
V
E
N
U
E

1 Gross revenue . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

2 Cash prizes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

3 Non-cash prizes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

4 Rent/facility costs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

5 Other direct expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Yes % Yes % Yes %
6 Volunteer labor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . No No No

7 GDirect expense summary. Add lines 2 through 5 in column (d). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

8 GNet gaming income summary. Combine lines 1 and 7 in column (d). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

D
I
R
E
C
T

E
X
P
E
N
S
E
S

YES NO

9 Enter the state(s) in which the organization operates gaming activities:

a Is the organization licensed to operate gaming activities in each of these states? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9a

b If 'No,' Explain:

10a Were any of the organization's gaming licenses revoked, suspended or terminated during the tax year? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10a

b If 'Yes,' Explain:

11 Does the organization operate gaming activities with nonmembers? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

12 Is the organization a grantor, beneficiary or trustee of a trust or a member of a partnership or other entity formed to
administer charitable gaming?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center
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Schedule G (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2008 Page 3

YES NO

13 Indicate the percentage of gaming activity operated in:

a The organization's facility. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13a %
b An outside facility. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13b %

14 Provide the name and address of the person who prepares the organization's gaming/special events books and records:

Name: G

Address: G

15a Does the organization have a contact with a third party from whom the organization receives gaming revenue? . . . . . . . . . . . 15a

b If 'Yes,' enter the amount of gaming revenue received by the organization $ and the amount

of gaming revenue retained by the third party $ .

c If 'Yes,' enter name and address:

Name: G

Address: G

16 Gaming manager information

Name: G

Gaming manager compensation  G $

Description of services provided:  G

Director/officer Employee Independent contractor

17 Mandatory distributions

a Is the organization required under state law to make charitable distributions from the gaming proceeds to retain the
state gaming license? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17a

b Enter the amount of distributions required under state law distributed to other exempt organizations or spent in the

organization's own exempt activities during the tax year:  G $
BAA TEEA3703L   07/18/08 Schedule G (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2008

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078
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OMB No. 1545-0047SCHEDULE M
(Form 990)

Non-Cash Contributions
G To be completed by organizations that answered 'Yes' 2008

on Form 990, Part IV, lines 29 or 30.
Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service G Attach to Form 990.

Open to Public
Inspection

Name of the organization Employer identification number

Part I Types of Property

BAA  For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Schedule M (Form 990) 2008

TEEA4601L   12/18/08

1 Art'Works of art. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

2 Art'Historical treasures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

3 Art'Fractional interests . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

4 Books and publications. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

5 Clothing and household goods. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

6 Cars and other vehicles. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

7 Boats and planes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

8 Intellectual property. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

9 Securities'Publicly traded. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

10 Securities'Closely held stock . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

11 Securities'Partnership, LLC, or trust interests . . . 

12 Securities'Miscellaneous. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

13 Qualified conservation contribution (historic structures) . . . . . 

14 Qualified conservation contribution (other). . . . . . . 

15 Real estate'Residential . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

16 Real estate'Commercial . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

17 Real estate'Other . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

18 Collectibles. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

19 Food inventory. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

20 Drugs and medical supplies. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

21 Taxidermy. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

22 Historical artifacts. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

23 Scientific specimens . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

24 Archeological artifacts. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

25 Other G ( ). . . . 

26 Other G ( ). . . . 

27 Other G ( ). . . . 

28 Other G ( ). . . . 

(a) (b) (c) (d)
Check if

applicable
Number of

Contributions
Revenues reported

on Form 990,
Part VIII, line 1g

Method of determining
revenues

29 Number of Forms 8283 received by the organization during the tax year for contributions for which the
organization completed Form 8283, Part IV, Donee Acknowledgement. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29

Yes No

30a During the year, did the organization receive by contribution any property reported in Part I, lines 1-28 that it must
hold for at least three years from the date of the initial contribution, and which is not required to be used for exempt

purposes for the entire holding period?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30a

b If 'Yes,' describe the arrangement in Part II.

31 Does the organization have a gift acceptance policy that requires the review of any non-standard contributions? . . . . . . 31

32a Does the organization hire or use third parties or related organizations to solicit, process, or sell
noncash contributions?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32a

b If 'Yes,' describe in Part II.

33 If the organization did not report revenues in column (c) for a type of property for which column (a) is checked,
describe in Part II.

X

X

X

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

Solar Panels 1 230,691. Donated FMV
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Supplemental Information. Complete this part to provide the information required by Part I, lines 30b, 32b,
and 33. Also complete this part for any additional information.

Part II
Schedule M (Form 990) 2008 Page 2

BAA TEEA4602L   07/14/08 Schedule M (Form 990) 2008

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078
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Name of the organization Employer identification number

BAA  For Privacy Act and paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the instructions for Form 990. TEEA4901L   12/19/08 Schedule O (Form 990) 2008

OMB No. 1545-0047SCHEDULE O
(Form 990)

Supplemental Information to Form 990
2008

Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service

G Attach to Form 990. To be completed by organizations to provide
additional information for responses to specific questions for the

Form 990 or to provide any additional information.
Open to Public

Inspection

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

Form 990, Part III, Line 1 - Organization Mission

Since 1894, GSFRC has helped immigrant families access needed services, develop

self-sufficiency, and participate fully as members of the San Francisco community,

through services including ESL, and child development, youth, family advocacy, and

parenting programs.

Form 990, Part III, Line 4b - Program Service Accomplishments

FAMILY SUPPORT SERVICES

Services included support groups, parenting classes, family advocacy, mental health

counseling, family planning, English as a Second Language and computer literacy

classes.

YOUTH SERVICES

Our youth services included after-school activities, school-based services, and

summer programs, which support the social, physical and mental development of youth

and promote their academic success.

OTHER INFORMATION AND COMMUNITY RESOURCES

Families in need of information and referrals to local community resources and

public benefits are invited to call or visit us for assistance.

Form 990, Part VI, Line 10 - Form 990 Review Process

The organization has not yet finalized a written policy to have the Form 990

reviewed by the board before the filing. However, it is the practice of the

organization to have the Finance Committee to discuss the Form 990 and to present

their findings to the full board for approval. We are currently updating our policy.
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Schedule O (Form 990) 2008 Page 2

BAA Schedule O (Form 990) 2008

TEEA4902L   12/11/2008

Name of the organization Employer identification number

94-3154078Good Samaritan Family Resource Center

Form 990, Part VI, Line 15b - Compensation Review & Approval Process for Officers & Key Employees

The executive directors compensation is determined by board review and approval

based on performance. Key employee compensation is determined by the executive

director and the Human Resources manager based on comparable rates for the position

as well as performance and experience.
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TAXABLE YEAR California Exempt Organization 
Annual Information Return 

FORM 

2008 199 
Calendar year 2008 or fiscal ear beginnin month 0 7 da 01 ear 2 0 0 8 , and ending month 0 6 day 3 0 ear 2 0 0 9 
A First Return Filed? Yes B Type of organization Exempt under Section 23701 D (insert letter) CORP# 

X No IRC Section 4947(a)(l) trust 1522670 
Corporation/Organization Name FEIN 

GOOD SAMARITAN FAMILY RESOURCE CENTER 94-3154078 
Address 

1294 POTRERO AVE 

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94110 
C Amended Return? .... .... . ...... . . .......... Yes 

Yes D Are you a subordinate/affiliate in a group exemption?. . . . 
a Is this a group filing for affiliates? 

See General Instruction L . , ........ ...... ....•. • D Yes [!]No 
b If 'Yes,' enter the number of affiliates. . . . ..•.... . .. . .. .......... . ----+ 
c Are all affiliates included?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I!] Yes D No 

State ZIP Code 

H Accounting method used . . . 1 D Cash 21!] Accrual 
If exempt under R& TC Section 23701 d, has the 
organization during the year: (1) participated in any 
political campaign or (2) attempted to influence 
legislation or any ballot measure, or (3) made an 
election under R& TC Section 23704.5 (relating to 
lobbying by public charities)? If 'Yes,' complete and 

(If 'No,' attach a list. See instructions.) attach form FTB 3509, Political or Legislative 
d Is this a separate return filed by an organization Activities by Section 23701 d Organizations ..... .... . • D Yes 

covered by a group ruling?. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · D Yes [!]No J Did the organization have any changes in its activities, 
e Federal Group Exemption Number. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . governing instrument, articles of incorporation, or 
f Is a roster of subordinates attached? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . D Yes I!] No bylaws that have not been reported to the Franchise 

E Final return? Tax Board? If 'Yes,' complete an explanation and D 

8 D 
attach copies of revised documents ............... • Yes 

• Dissolved • Surrendered (Withdrawn) 
• Merged/Reorganized (attach explanation) K Is the organization exempt under R& TC Section 23701 g? • D Yes 
If a box is checked, enter date . ....... . .. . • If 'Yes,' enter amount of gross receipts from 

tj D nonmember sources . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 
F Check the box if the organization filed: 1 • 990T 2 • 990PF 

3 • SSOH L Is the organization under audit by the IRS or has the 
IRS audited in a prior year? . ... . ................ • D Yes 

G If organization is exempt under R& TC Section 23701 d and is D 
exclusively religious, educational, or charitable, and is supported M Is the organization a Limited Liability Corporation? .... • Yes 
prrmanly (50% or more) by publ ic contrrbut1ons, check box. N Did the organization file Form 100 or Form 109 to 

3 Q 0ther 

~No 

~No 
[!)No 

~No 
~No 

See General Instruction F. No filing fee 1s required ......... . .. . . • X report taxable income? ......................... • Yes X No 
Part I Com lete Part I unless not re uired to file this fonn. See General Instructions B and C. 

Rece~ts 
an 

Revenues 

Expenses 

Filing 
Fee 

Sign 
Here 

1 Gross sales or receipts from other sources. From Side 2, Part II, line 8 .... . . . . . . . .. . .. .. ... t-•--1--+,__ ___ l_,,_1_2--'-6..:.,_1_9_9_. 
2 Gross dues and assessments from members and affiliates . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • 2 

i-------ir----------
3 Gross contributions, gifts, grants, and similar amounts received . ... . . . . . ... . SEE .. SCH .• . B • 3 9 3 8, 9 8 4 . 

r-,..,,...,,,,,,.,..,..,.,,....,...-,--,--=:-:-::::--:-:-~ 

4 Total gross receipts for filing requirement test. Add line 1 through line 3. 

This line must be completed. If the result is less than $25,000,,s_e_e_G_e...,nre_r_a_l _ln_s_tr_u_c_ti_o_n_C_._. _. -1· ....,~-...,_--,---""'--.:..,.,.--

5 Cost of goods sold . ......................................... 1-•--5--+---------l 
6 Cost or other basis, and sales expenses of assets sold .. .. .. .. ~•--6~---------1-~~"T'"""---~-----
7 Total costs. Add line 5 and line 6 ..................................... . . ....... . ..... . 7 

8 Total ross income. Subtract line 7 from line 4 ......... .. ....................... . ...... . . . • 8 2,065,183. 
9 Total expenses and disbursements. From Side 2, Part II , line 18 ............. . . .. . . .. . .. .... t-•--9--+,__ ___ l_,,_7_9_4..:.'""9_9_4_. 

10 Excess of receipts over ex enses and disbursements. Subtract line 9 from line 8 . ... .. . . .. . . • 10 270,189. 
11 Filing fee $10 or $25. See General Instruction F .... . .......... ... ...... ....... . .. . 11 
12 Total Payments .... .... . .. . .. .. . . . .... . ...... . . . . . .. .. . .... . . . . ... .. . .......... . .. . .. . .. . r---1_2--1'---------
13 Penalties and Interest. See General Instruction J. .. .. . . . . . . ......... .. ....... . .... 13 t------+---------
14 
15 

U s e tax. See General Instruction K . .. .. ... . . .. . .... . . ... ..... ...... . .... . ... .... . . . .. . . . . 1-•-1_4-i---------
Balance due. Add line 11, line 13, and line 14. 
Then subtract line 12 from the result........ .... ....... . ...... . .............. . ..... . ..... . 15 

Under penalties of perjury, t declare that I have examined this return. including accompanying schedules and statements. and to the best of my knowledge and belief, 1t is true, 
correct. and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than taxpayer) 1s based on all information of which preparer has any knowledge. 

Signature ..... 
of officer 

CLIENT'S C ~ Y Title 
Date 

Check 

e Telephone 

415-824-9475 
e Preparer's SSN/PTIN 

Preparer's ..... if self· .... 
Paid ~s~ig~na~t~ur~e----_,.£.=---""'--~'----"""+---'b-""=oo...-C:;...._.::==--=.----L--"''/-;:_~""'°...1...:e~m~pl~oy~e~d----L~~I----------~ 
Preparer's Firm's name 
Use Only (or yours. if 

self-employed) 
and address 

e FEIN 
-=c:::;~=:.:=-..:::......::::.===c..=..-=.::.= ___ +-------'---'----------t 

..... 22 BATTERY ST STE 94-3317142 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 e Telephone 

415-781-8441 
Ma the FTB discuss this return with the re arer shown above? See instructions.. ... .. ..... .. .. ... . . • X Yes No 

For Privacy Notice, get form FTB 1131. os9 I 3651084 CACA1112L 1211s1oa Form 199 Cl 2008 Side 1 
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Side 2 Form 199 C1 2008 3652084 CACA1112L   12/15/08

10a Depreciable assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

b Less accumulated depreciation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

11 Land . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
12 Other assets. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
13 Total assets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Liabilities and net worth

14 Accounts payable. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
15 Contributions, gifts, or grants payable . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
16 Bonds and notes payable. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . @
17 Mortgages payable. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
18 Other liabilities. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

19 Capital stock or principle fund . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
20 Paid-in or capital surplus. Attach reconciliation . . . . . . @
21 Retained earnings or income fund . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
22 Total liabilities and net worth . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Schedule M-1 Reconciliation of income per books with income per return
Do not complete this schedule if the amount on Schedule L, line 13, column (d), is less than $25,000

 1 Gross sales or receipts from all business activities. See instructions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 1

 2 Interest. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 2

 3 Dividends. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @  3

 4 Gross rents. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @  4

5 Gross royalties. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @  5

6 Gross amount received from sale of assets (See Instructions). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 6

7 Other income. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 7

8 Total gross sales or receipts from other sources. Add line 1 through line 7.

Enter here and on Side 1, Part I, line 1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

Part II Organizations with gross receipts of more than $25,000 and private foundations regardless of amount of gross receipts '
complete Part II or furnish substitute information. See Specific Line Instructions.

Schedule L Balance Sheets Beginning of taxable year End of taxable year
Assets (a) (b) (c) (d)

 1 Cash. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
 2 Net accounts receivable . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
 3 Net notes receivable. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
 4 Inventories . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
 5 Federal and state government obligations. . . . . . . . . . . @
 6 Investments in other bonds. Attach sch . . . . . . . . . . . . @
 7 Investments in stock. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
8 Mortgage loans (number of loans ) . . . . . . . @
9 Other investments. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @

Receipts
from
Other
Sources

Expenses
and
Disburse-
ments

 1 Net income per books. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
 2 Federal income tax. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
 3 Excess of capital losses over capital gains . . . . . . . . @
 4 Income not recorded on books this year.

Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
 5 Expenses recorded on books this year not deducted

in this return. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
6 Total.

Add line 1 through line 5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

7 Income recorded on books this year

not included in this return.

Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
 8 Deductions in this return not charged

against book income this year.

Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @
9 Total. Add line 7 and line 8. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

10 Net income per return.

Subtract line 9 from line 6 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

059

9 Contributions, gifts, grants, and similar amounts paid. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 9

10 Disbursements to or for members . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 10

11 Compensation of officers, directors, and trustees. Attach schedule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 11

12 Other salaries and wages . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 12

13 Interest. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 13

14 Taxes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 14

15 Rents . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 15

16 Depreciation and depletion (See Instructions). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 16

17 Other. Attach schedule. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . @ 17

18 Total expenses and disbursements. Add line 9 through line 17. Enter here and on Side 1, Part I, line 9 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18

GOOD SAMARITAN FAMILY RESOURCE CENTER 94-3154078

6,414.

9,041.

1,110,744.

1,126,199.

99,500.
759,925.

81,217.

88,872.
765,480.

1,794,994.

528,418. 597,161.
455,799. 437,889.

3,468,882. 3,793,335.
1,104,161. 2,364,721. 1,193,033. 2,600,302.

300,000. 300,000.
19,586. 19,250.

3,668,524. 3,954,602.

123,836. 126,441.

12,910. 26,194.
3,531,778. 3,801,967.

3,668,524. 3,954,602.

270,189.

270,189. 270,189.

SEE STATEMENT 1

SEE STATEMENT 2

SEE STATEMENT 3

STM 4

STM 5
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 174 of 235
(855 of 916)



OMB No. 1545-0047Schedule B
(Form 990, 990-EZ,
or 990-PF) Schedule of Contributors
Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service

G  Attach to Form 990, 990-EZ and 990-PF
G  See separate instructions.

2008
Name of the organization Employer identification number

TEEA0701L   12/18/08

Form 990 or 990-EZ 501(c)( ) (enter number) organization

4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust not treated as a private foundation

527 political organization

Form 990-PF 501(c)(3) exempt private foundation

4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust treated as a private foundation

501(c)(3) taxable private foundation

Organization type (check one):

Filers of: Section:

Check if your organization is covered by the General Rule or a Special Rule. (Note: Only a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization can check
boxes for both the General Rule and a Special Rule. See instructions.)

General Rule '

For organizations filing Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF that received, during the year, $5,000 or more (in money or property) from any one
contributor. (Complete Parts I and II.)

Special Rules '

For a section 501(c)(3) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that met the 33-1/3% support test of the regulations under sections
509(a)(1)/170(b)(1)(A)(vi) and received from any one contributor, during the year, a contribution of the greater of (1) $5,000 or (2) 2% of the
amount on Form 990, Part VIII, line 1h or 2% of the amount on Form 990-EZ, line 1. Complete Parts I and II.

For a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that received from any one contributor, during the year,
aggregate contributions or bequests of more than $1,000 for use exclusively for religious, charitable, scientific, literary, or educational
purposes, or the prevention of cruelty to children or animals. Complete Parts I, II, and III.

For a section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10) organization filing Form 990, or Form 990-EZ, that received from any one contributor, during the year,
some contributions for use exclusively for religious, charitable, etc, purposes, but these contributions did not aggregate to more than
$1,000. (If this box is checked, enter here the total contributions that were received during the year for an exclusively religious, charitable,
etc, purpose. Do not complete any of the Parts unless the General Rule applies to this organization because it received nonexclusively

Greligious, charitable, etc, contributions of $5,000 or more during the year.). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $

Caution: Organizations that are not covered by the General Rule and/or the Special Rules do not file Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or
990-PF) but they must answer 'No' on Part IV, line 2 of their Form 990, or check the box in the heading of their Form 990-EZ, or on line 2 of
their Form 990-PF, to certify that they do not meet the filing requirements of Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF).

BAA   For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions
for Form 990. These instructions will be issued separately.

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

California Copy

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

X 3

X
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 175 of 235
(856 of 916)



Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (see instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   08/05/08 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

1 4

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

1

2

3

4

5

6
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 176 of 235
(857 of 916)



Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (see instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   08/05/08 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

2 4

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

7

8

9

10

11

12
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 177 of 235
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Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (see instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   08/05/08 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

3 4

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

13

14

15

16

17

18

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 181-1   Filed 08/14/17   Page 72 of 129

 
[801]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 178 of 235
(859 of 916)



Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008) Page of of Part I

Part I Contributors (see instructions.)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

BAA TEEA0702L   08/05/08 Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(a) (b) (c)
Number Name, address, and ZIP + 4 Aggregate

 contributions

$

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

(d)
Type of contribution

Person

Payroll

Noncash

(Complete Part II if there
is a noncash contribution.)

Name of organization Employer identification number

4 4

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

19

20

21
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 179 of 235
(860 of 916)



TEEA0703L   08/05/08

Part II Noncash Property (see instructions.)

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

(a)
No. from

Part I

(b)
Description of noncash property given

(c)
FMV (or estimate)
(see instructions)

(d)
Date received

$

BAA Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008) Page of of Part II
Name of organization Employer identification number

1 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

21

230,691.  6/30/09

Solar Panels
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  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 180 of 235
(861 of 916)



TEEA0704L   04/01/08

Part III Exclusively religious, charitable, etc, individual contributions to section 501(c)(7), (8), or (10)
organizations aggregating more than $1,000 for the year.(Complete cols (a) through (e) and the following line entry.)

For organizations completing Part III, enter total of exclusively religious, charitable, etc,
Gcontributions of $1,000 or less for the year. (Enter this information once ' see instructions.). . . . . . . . . . . . $

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

(a) (b) (c) (d)
No. from

Part I
Purpose of gift Use of gift Description of how gift is held

(e)
Transfer of gift

Transferee's name, address, and ZIP + 4 Relationship of transferor to transferee

BAA Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008)

Schedule B (Form 990, 990-EZ, or 990-PF) (2008) Page of of Part III
Name of organization Employer identification number

1 1

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

N/A

N/A
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2008 California Statements Page 1

Client GSFRC Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078

 3/29/10 12:53PM

Statement 1
Form 199, Part II, Line 7
Other Income

Other Income. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 52,811.
Total $ 52,811.

Statement 2
Form 199, Part II, Line 11
Compensation of Officers, Directors, and Trustees

Current Officers:
Title and Contri- Expense

Average Hours Compen- bution to Account/
Name and Address Per Week Devoted sation EBP & DC Other

Kat Taylor President $ 0. $ 0. $ 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 1.00
San Francisco, CA 94110

Frank De Rosa Treasurer 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 1.00
San Francisco, CA 94110

Bob Hernandez Secretary 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 1.00
San Francisco, CA 94110

Michael Barlowe Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 1.00
San Francisco, CA 94110

Kay Bishop Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 1.00
San Francisco, CA 94110

John Gannon Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 1.00
San Francisco, CA 94110

Alan Levinson Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 1.00
San Francisco, CA 94110

Alicia Lieberman Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 1.00
San Francisco, CA 94110

Vangie Lopez Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 1.00
San Francisco, CA 94110

Anamaria Loya Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 1.00
San Francisco, CA 94110
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2008 California Statements Page 2

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078Client GSFRC

 3/29/10 12:53PM

Statement 2 (continued)
Form 199, Part II, Line 11
Compensation of Officers, Directors, and Trustees

Current Officers:
Title and Contri- Expense

Average Hours Compen- bution to Account/
Name and Address Per Week Devoted sation EBP & DC Other

Stanley Mackewicz Director $ 0. $ 0. $ 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 1.00
San Francisco, CA 94110

Sandra Vivanco Director 0. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 1.00
San Francisco, CA 94110

Mario Paz Executive Direc 99,500. 0. 0.
1294 Potrero Ave 40.00
San Francisco, CA 94110

Total $ 99,500. $ 0. $ 0.

Statement 3
Form 199, Part II, Line 17
Other Expenses

Accounting Fees . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $ 64,594.
Advertising and Promotion. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,994.
Conferences, Conventions, and Meetings. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,396.
Consultants / Contractors. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 225,466.
Direct Support. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,100.
Events. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11,530.
Field Trips. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,338.
Food. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43,560.
Information Technology. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13,636.
Insurance. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39,633.
License & Fees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,932.
Local Transportation. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,813.
Maintenance & Repair. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49,894.
Miscellaneous . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,692.
Other Employee Benefit. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 154,341.
Other fees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,463.
Participant Incentives. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,860.
Postage and Shipping. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,297.
Printing and Publications. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13,402.
Professional Fundraising Fees. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16,913.
Staff Development . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,582.
Supplies. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34,894.
Telephone & Online Service. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13,835.
Utilities. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22,315.

Total $ 765,480.
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2008 California Statements Page 3

Good Samaritan Family Resource Center 94-3154078Client GSFRC

 3/29/10 12:53PM

Statement 4
Form 199, Schedule L, Line 12
Other Assets

Other Assets. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,088.
Prepaid Expenses and Deferred Charges. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18,162.

Total $ 19,250.

Statement 5
Form 199, Schedule L, Line 18
Other Liabilities

Due to SDE. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17,879.
Other Current Liabilities. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8,315.

Total $ 26,194.
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_.; . • 
ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION 

OF 

1522670 
i::~NDORSED 

FI LED 
j.~ lhe office of the Secretory of State 

of the State of California 

MAR138 

GOOD SAMARITAN FAMILY RESOURCE CENTER MARQt FOJfGEll, SectetaryolState 
OF SAN FRANCISCO 

A California Nonprofit Public Benefit Corporation 

I 

The name of this corporation is: GOOD SAMARITAN FAMILY 
RESOURCE CENTER OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

5909\1 

II 

A. This corporation is a nonprofit public benefit 
corporation and is not organized for the private gain 
of any person. It is organized under the Nonprofit 
Public Benefit Corporation Law for charitable and 
public purposes. 

B. The specific purpose of this corporation is the 
settlement of recently arrived immigrants and the 
development, maintenance and operation of a facility to 
assist and further such settlement. 

III 

The name and address in the State of California of this 
corporation's initial agent for service of process' is: 

A. 

William H. Orrick, III 
 

IV 

This corporation is organized and operated exclusively 
for charitable purposes within the meaning of Section 
501(c) (3) of .the Internal Revenue Code, as amended, and 

1. 
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..... -,)...· 
Sections 23701 and 214 of the California Revenue and 
Taxation Code. 

B. No substantial part of the activities of this 
corporation shall consist of carrying on propaganda, or 
otherwise attempting to influence legislation, and this 
corporation shall not participate or intervene in any 
political campaign (including the publishing or 
distribution of statements) on behalf of any candidate 
for public office. 

c. Notwithstanding any other provision of these Articles, 
this corporation shall not carry on any activities not 
permitted to be carried on by (a) a corporation exempt 
from federal income tax under Section 50l(c) (3) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (or the 
corresponding provision of any future United States 
Internal Revenue Law), (b) a corporation contributions 
to which are deductible under Section 170(c) (2) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (or the 
corresponding provision of any future United States 
Internal Revenue Law) or (c) a corporation which 
qualifies for exemption under Sections 23701 and 214 of 
the California Revenue and Taxation Code. 

v 

The property, assets, profits and net income of this 
corporation are irrevocably dedicated to charitable purposes 
and no part of the net income or assets of this corporation 
shall ever inure to the benefit of any director, officer or 
member thereof or to the benefit of any private person. 
Upon the dissolution or winding up of this corporation, its 
assets remaining after payment or provision for payment of 
all debts and liabilities of this corporation, shall be 
distributed to a nonprofit fund, foundation or corporation 
which is organized and operated exclusively for charitable 
purposes meeting the requirements for exemption provided by 
Sections 23701 and 214 of the California Revenue and 
Taxation Code and which has established its tax exempt 
status under Section 50l(c) (3) of the Internal Revenue Code, 
of 1986, as amended, or such similar section as may then be 
in effect. 

VI 

The name of the existing unincorporated association now 
being incorporated by the filing of these Articles is Good 
Samaritan Community Center. 

5909\1 2. 
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e ·~ .. • 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, for the purpose of forming this 

corporation under the laws of the State of California, I, the 

undersigned incorporator, have executed these Articles of 

Incorporation this 12th day of February, 1992. 

5909\1 

William H. Orrick, III, 
Incorporator 

3. 
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.. 
·~ · .. • 

DECLARAT:ION 

I declare that I am the person who executed the 

foregoing Articles of Incorporation and that said instrument is 

my act and deed. 

Executed at San Francisco, California this 12th day of 

February, 1992. 

William B. Orrick, :I:I:I 

DECLARAT:ION 

The undersigned declare under penalty of perjury under 

the laws of the State of California that they are--the President 

and Secretary, respectively, of.Good Samaritan Community Center, 

which is referred to in the Articles of Incorporation to which 

this Declaration is attached, and that the association has duly 

authorized and approved in accordance with its rules and 

procedures its incorporation by means of those Articles. 

Executed at San Francisco, California this 12th day of 

February, 1992. 

5909\1 4. 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FRANCHISE TAX BOARD 
P.O. BOX 1286 
RANCHO CORDOVA, CA. 95741-1286 

February 2, 1993 

• 
In reply 'refer to 
340: G : BC 

GOOD SAMARITAN FAMILY RESOURCE CENTER OF 
SAN FRANCISCO 
2871 - 24TH STREET 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94110 

Purpose 
Code Section 
Form of Organization 
Accounting Period Ending: 
Organization Number 

CHARITABLE 
23701d 
Corporation 
December 31 
1522670 GSOFR 

You are exempt from state franchise or income tax under the section of 
the Revenue and Taxation Code indicated above. 

This decision is based on information you submitted and assumes that 
your present operations oohtinue unchanged or conform t~ those proposed 
in your application. Any change in operation, character, or purpose of 
the_ organization must be reported immediately to this office so that we 
may determine the e££eot on your exempt status. Any oh~nge of name or 
address must also be reported. 

In the event of a change in relevant statutory, administrative, judicial 
case law, a change in federal interpretati-on of federal law in oases 
where our opinion is based u~on such an interpretation, or a change in 
the material £acts or oiroumstanoes relating to your application upon 
which this opinion is based, this opinion may no longer be applicable. 
It is your responsibility to be awar~ of these changes should they ooour. 
This paragraph oonstitues written advice, other than a chief counsel 
ruling, within the meaning of Revenue and Taxation Code Section 
21012Ca)(2). 

You may be required to file Form 199 CExempt Organiza~ion Annual 
Information Return) on or before the' 15th day of the 5th month C4 1/2 
months) after the close of your accounting period. Please see annual 
instructions with forms £or requirements. 

You are not required to file state franchise or income tax returns 
unless you have income subject to the unrelated business income tax 
under Section 23731 of the Code. In this event, you are required to 
file Form 109 (Exempt Organization Business Income Tax Return) by the 
15th day of the 5th month C4 1/2 months) after the close of your annual 
accounting period. 
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• .... -1. 

Feb:cua:cy 2, 1993 
GOOD SAMARITAN FAMILY RESOURCE CENTER OF 
Co:cpo:cate Hurnbe:c 1522670 GSOFR 

r Page 2 

• 

Please note that an exemption £:corn £ede:cal income oz: othe:c taxes and 
othe:c state taxes :cequi:ces sepa:cate applications. 

THIS EXEMPTION IS GRANTED OH THE EXPRESS CONDITION THAT THE 
ORGANIZATION WILL SECURE FEDERAL EXEMPT STATUS WITH THE INTERNAL 
REVENUE SERVICE. THE ORGANIZATION IS REQUIRED TO FURNISH A COPY OF 
THE FINAL DETERMINATION LETTER TO THE FRANCHISE TAX BOARD WITHIN 9 
MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER, 

A copy 0£ this lette:c has been sent to the Regist:cy 0£ Cha:citable T:custs. 

B CL~RK 
EXEMPT ORGANIZATION UNIT 
CORPORATION AUDIT SECTION 
Telephone C916) 369-4171 

EO : 
cc: JAMES P .. MITCHELL 

COPY 
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_. 
<C z --

AMYL. BOMSE (No. 218669) 
1 SHARON D. MA YO (No. 150469) 

2 
JEE YOUNG YOU (No. 241658) 
ARNOLD & PORTER LLP 

BETH H. PARKER (No. 104773) 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD AFFILIATES OF 

CALIFORNIA 

Three Embarcadero Center, 1 oth Floor 
3 San Francisco, California 94111-4024 

551 Capitol Mall, Suite 510 
Sacramento, California 95814-4581 
Telephone: (916) 446-5247 

Telephone: ( 415) 4 71-3100 
4 Facsimile: (415) 471-3400 

Email: beth.parker@ppacca.org 

5 
Email: amy.bomse@aporter.com 

sharon.mayo@aporter.com 
HELENE T. KRASNOFF (pro hac vice) 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF 

jeeyoung.you@aporter.com AMERICA 
6 

7 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

1110 Vermont Avenue, NW, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20005 
Telephone: (202) 973-4800 

8 

9 

10 

Email: helene.krasnoff@ppfa.org 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

11 SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 

12 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF Case No. 3:16-cv-00236-WHO 
AMERICA, INC.; PLANNED PARENTHOOD: 
SHASTA-DIABLO, INC. dba PLANNED 

13 PARENTHOOD NORTHERN CALIFORNIA; 

14 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD MAR MONTE, INC.; 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF THE PACIFIC 
SOUTHWEST; PLANNED PARENTHOOD LOS 

15 ANGELES; PLANNED PARENTHOOD/ORANGE 
AND SAN BERNARDINO COUNTIES, INC.; 

16 PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF SANTA BARBARA, 

17 
VENTURA AND SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTIES, 
INC; PLANNED PARENTHOOD PASADENA AND 
SAN GABRIEL VALLEY, INC.; PLANNED 

18 PARENTHOOD OF THE ROCKY MOUNTAINS; 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD GULF COAST; and 

19 PLANNED PARENTHOOD CENTER FOR CHOICE 

20 

21 
v. 

Plaintiffs, 

CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS; BIO MAX 
22 PROCUREMENT SERVICES, LLC; DAVID 

23 
DALEIDEN (aka "ROBERT SARKIS"); TROY 
NEWMAN; ALBIN RHOMBERG; PHILLIPS. 

24 CRONIN; SANDRA SUSAN MERRITT (aka "SUSAN 
TENNENBAUM"); GERARDO ADRIAN LOPEZ; and 

25 UNKNOWN CO-CONSPIRATORS, inclusive, 

26 

27 

28 

Defendants. 

PLAINTIFFS' AMENDED 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT 
GERARDO ADRIAN LOPEZ'S 
INTERROGATORIES 1-9 (SET 
ONE) 

PLAINTIFFS' AMENDED RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT GERARDO ADRIAN LOPEZ'S INTERROGATORIES 
(SET ONE) 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

PROPOUNDING PARTIES: 

RESPONDING PARTIES: 

SET NUMBER: 

Defendant Gerardo Adrian Lopez 

Plaintiffs Planned Parenthood Federation of America, Inc.; 
Planned Parenthood: Shasta-Diablo, Inc. dba Planned Parenthood 
Northern ·California; Planned Parenthood Mar Monte, Inc.; 
Planned Parenthood of the Pacific Southwest; Planned Parenthood 
Los Angeles; Planned Parenthood/Orange and San Berncfrdino 
Counties, Inc.; Planned Parenthood of Santa Barbara, Ventm;'~ fill.d 
San Luis Obispo Counties, Inc.; Planned Parenthood Pasadem;@d 
San Gabriel Valley, Inc.; Planned Parenthood of the It(i£~y 
Mountains; Planned Parenthood Gulf Coast; and Pl~~d 
Parenthood Center for Choice (collectively "Plaintiffs") "hYc,,,, 

ONE (Nos. 1 - 11) 

Pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 26 and 33 and the Local Civil Rules of the 

United States District Court for the Northern District of California, Plaintiffs Planned Parenthood 

Federation of America, Inc.; Planned Parenthood: Shasta-Diablo, Inc. dba Planned Parenthood 

Northern California; Planned Parenthood Mar Monte, Inc.; Planned Parenthood of the Pacific 

Southwest; Planned Parenthood Los Angeles; Planned Parenthood/Orange and San Bernardino 

Counties, Inc.; Planned Parenthood of Santa Barbara, Ventura and San Luis Obispo Counties, Inc.; 

Planned Parenthood Pasadena and San Gabriel Valley, Inc.; Planned Parenthood of the Rocky 

Mountains; Planned Parenthood Gulf Coast; and Planned Parenthood Center for Choice 

(collectively "Plaintiffs") hereby object and provide amended responses to Defendant Gerardo 

Adrian Lopez's Interrogatories (the "Interrogatories"), served by Defendant Gerardo Adrian 

Lopez ("Defendant" and collectively with Defendants David Daleiden, BioMax Procurement 

Services LLC, Center for Medical Progress LLC, Sandra Susan Merritt, Phillip S. Cronin, Albin 

Rhomberg, and Troy Newman, "Defendants") on Plaintiffs on September 2, 2016. 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

Plaintiffs provide these objections and responses based upon the investigation conducted in 

the time available since service of the Interrogatories. As of the date of these objections and 

responses, Plaintiffs have not had a sufficient opportunity to review all documents, interview all 

personnel and/or otherwise obtain information that may prove relevant in objecting and 

responding to the Interrogatories. As a consequence, these objections and responses are based 

- 1 -
PLAINTIFFS' AMENDED RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT GERARDO ADRIAN LOPEZ'S INTERROGATORIES 
r<::PT rr1'.n:n 
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1 upon information now known to Plaintiffs and that Plaintiffs believe to be pertinent in objecting 

2 and responding to the Interrogatories. In the future, Plaintiffs may discover or acquire additional 

3 information bearing on the Interrogatories, and Plaintiffs' objections and responses thereto. 

4 Without in any way obligating itself to do so, Plaintiffs reserve the right: (a) to make subsequent 

5 revisions or amendments to its objections or these Responses based upon information, evidence, 

6 documents, facts, and/or other things that hereafter may be discovered, or the relevance of which 

7 may hereafter be discovered; and (b) to produce, introduce, or rely upon additional or 

8 subsequently acquired or discovered writings, evidence, and information in any proceedings or at 

9 any trial held hereafter. 

10 Further, any response by Plaintiffs to a particular Interrogatory is not intended, and shall 

11 not be construed, as an admission of the existence of any fact, of any assertion, or of any other 

12 matters expressed or implied in the Interrogatory. Plaintiffs' objection to, or failure to object to, 

13 any particular Interrogatory is not, and shall not be construed as, an admission that responsive 

14 information exists. Moreover, Plaintiffs' decision to consent to the disclosure of information 

15 pursuant to any specific Interrogatory, notwithstanding the objectionable nature of any such 

16 Interrogatory, or its related definitions or instructions, also should not be construed as: (a) a 

17 stipulation that the material is relevant to any proceeding, (b) a waiver of the general or specific 

18 objections asserted to the Interrogatory, or(c) an agreement that future requests for similar 

19 information will be treated in a similar manner. Subject to and without waiving these objections, 

20 Plaintiffs agree to meet and confer with Defendant to attempt to resolve these objections and 

21 appropriately narrow the scope of these Interrogatories. 

22 Plaintiffs incorporate this Preliminary Statement into each objection and response below as 

23 if set forth in its entirety. 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
- 2 -
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1 GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

2 Plaintiffs make the following General Objections, which are expressly incorporated into 

3 each of the Objections to the Definitions and Specific Interrogatories below as though set forth in 

4 full and without waiving these General Objections 

5 1. Plaintiffs object that the Interrogatories seek information that is non-public and 

6 confidential or highly confidential, and which includes proprietary and confidential business 

7 information, including information constituting or pertaining to personnel information. Disclosure 

8 of such information would be harmful to Plaintiffs' legitimate business interests. Plaintiffs will 

9 provide confidential information and documents solely in accordance with the terms of the 

10 Protective Order entered in this case (see Dkt. No. 114). 

11 2. Plaintiffs object to the Interrogatories to the extent that they call for the disclosure 

12 of information previously disclosed pursuant to, and protected by, protective orders and/or 

13 confidentiality agreements entered in prior litigations or investigations. Plaintiffs will comply 

14 with those protective orders and/or confidentiality agreements in responding to the Interrogatories. 

15 3. Plaintiffs object to the Interrogatories to the extent that they call for the disclosure 

16 of information covered by non-disclosure and/or confidentiality agreements with third-parties 

17 and/or would violate the privacy interests of others. Plaintiffs will produce such materials only 

18 after providing notice and opportunity for such third-parties to object, or pursuant to the terms of 

19 the Protective Order in this case (see Dkt. No. 114) if such notice and opportunity to object has 

20 already been provided. 

21 4. Plaintiffs object that the Interrogatories seek information that is available through 

22 less burdensome means of discovery or other sources in that the information requested is: (a) in 

23 the possession, custody, or control of other parties or non-parties; and/or (b) publicly available or 

24 otherwise equally available to Defendant. Plaintiffs will provide responses only to the extent that 

25 such information is in the possession, custody, or control of Plaintiffs. 

26 5. Plaintiffs object to the Interrogatories to the extent that they are vague, ambiguous, 

27 oppressive, designed to annoy qr harass, impose on Plaintiffs an unreasonable burden of inquiry, 

28 
- 3 -
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1 or require Plaintiffs to incur substantial expense in order to comply. 

2 6. Plaintiffs object to the Interrogatories to the extent that they call for the disclosure 

3 of information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this action, not relevant to a claim or 

4 defense of any party to this action, or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

5 admissible evidence. 

6 7. Plaintiffs object that the Interrogatories do not contain any assurance that Plaintiffs 

7 will be compensated for any of the costs, including attorneys' fees, they will incur in responding. 

8 8. Plaintiffs object to the Interrogatories to the extent that they seek information 

9 protected from disclosure by the attorney-client privilege, the attorney work-product doctrine, 

10 and/or other privileges, immunities, and legal protections against disclosure. Nothing contained 

11 herein is intended to be, nor shall in any way be construed as, a waiver of any attorney-client 

12 privilege, work-product doctrine, right to privacy, or any other applicable privilege, doctrine, law, 

13 immunity, or rule protecting information from disclosure. 

14 9. Plaintiffs object to the Interrogatories to the extent that they purport to impose 

15 requirements, burdens, and/or discovery obligations that exceed those permitted by the Federal 

16 Rules of Civil Procedure and Judge Orrick' s individual practices. 

17 10. Plaintiffs object to the Interrogatories to the extent that they are unreasonably 

18 cumulative or duplicative. 

19 11. Plaintiffs object to the Interrogatories to the extent that they are based on incorrect 

20 factual assertions and therefore lack foundation. 

21 12. Plaintiffs object to the Interrogatories to the extent they seek information, or the 

22 compilation of data, that may be derived or ascertained from business records, where the burden of 

23 deriving or ascertaining the answers thereto is substantially the same for Defendant as for 

24 Plaintiffs. 

25 13. Plaintiffs' objection to or failure to object to any particular Interrogatory is not, and 

26 shall not be construed as, an admission that responsive information exists. 

27 

28 

14. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference every General Objection into each and every 

- 4 -
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1 specific response to the Interrogatories set forth below. A specific response may repeat a General 

2 Objection for emphasis or some other reason. The failure to include any General Objection in any 

3 specific response shall in no way waive any General Objection to that Interrogatory. 

4 OBJECTIONS TO DEFINITIONS 

5 Recognizing that parties generally may define terms as they wish for purposes of their 

6 discovery requests, Plaintiffs set forth below objections to Defendant's definitions for the reasons 

7 stated, which objections are applicable to each of Plaintiffs' specific objections and responses to 

8 the Interrogatories and are incorporated therein. 

9 DEFINITION NO. 1: "documents or electronically stored information," as used in these 

10 Requests for Production [sic] are intended to be defined as in Rule 34 and to include any printed, 

11 handwritten, recorded, electronically stored or graphic matter of every type and description, 

12 however and by whomever made, reproduced or disseminated, in your actual or constructive 

13 custody or control. 

14 OBJECTIONS: Plaintiffs object to this Definition on the grounds that it renders each 

15 Interrogatory in which it appears vague, ambiguous, overbroad, and unduly burdensome. 

16 Plaintiffs further object to this Definition on the grounds that it renders each Interrogatory in 

17 which it appears as an Interrogatory seeking documents protected by the attorney-client privilege 

18 and the attorney work product doctrine. Plaintiffs further object that this Definition is irrelevant 

19 because it is not used in the Interrogatories. 

20 DEFINITION NO. 2: "person or entity," as used in these Requests for Production [sic], 

21 are intended to include any individual, corporation, partnership, association, joint venture, estate, 

22 trust, or other form of entity, including the parties to this litigation and their officers, agents, 

23 employees and representatives. 

24 OBJECTIONS: Plaintiffs object to this Definition on the grounds that it renders each 

25 Interrogatory in which it appears vague, ambiguous, overbroad, and unduly burdensome. 

26 Plaintiffs further object to this Definition on the grounds that it renders each Interrogatory in 

27 which it appears as an Interrogatory seeking documents protected by the attorney-client privilege 

28 

- 5 -
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1 and the attorney work product doctrine. 

2 DEFINITION NO. 3: "Planned Parenthood conference" means the North American 

3 Forum on Family Planning that was held October 12 -14, 2014 in Miami, Florida, and/or the 

4 PPFA Medical Directors' Council Conference that was held February 25 - March 2, 2015, in 

5 Orlando Florida [sic], and/or the PPFA National Conference that was held March 16-20, 2015, in 

6 Washington, D.C. 

7 OBJECTIONS: Plaintiffs object to this Definition on the grounds that it renders each 

8 Interrogatory in which it appears vague and ambiguous as Plaintiffs are not able to ascertain which 

9 of the three conferences are being referenced by this Definition. Plaintiffs further object that this 

10 Definition is irrelevant because it is not used in the Interrogatories. 

11 RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT LOPEZ'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES 

12 AMENDED INTERROGATORY NO. 1:1 

13 Identify by name, title, position, and employer every employee of a plaintiff whose name 

14 was published by any of the Defendants since July 14, 2015 and who Plaintiffs allege was 

15 harmed by the publication of his or her name. 

16 AMENDED RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1: 

17 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each General Objection and their Objections to 

18 Definitions into their Specific Objections to this Interrogatory. Plaintiffs object to this 

19 Interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, overbroad, and unduly burdensome 

20 because it is not limited to the CMP website and therefore, without admitting that no others were 

21 

22 

23 
1 See email from K. Short to Amy Bomse dated 11/22/2016 ("Along the same lines, 

24 Defendants require a response to Lopez's interrogatory No. 1, seeking the identity of every 

25 employee whose name was published by Defendants since July 14, 2015. Defendants agree 

26 to narrow the interrogatory to seek the identities of only those employees the publication of 

27 whose name allegedly caused harm to the Plaintiffs.") 

28 
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1 harmed, Plaintiffs limit their response to those employees whose images were published on the 

2 CMP website. Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that the Interrogatory seeks 

3 information regarding current title and employer, which is irrelevant. Information provided will 

4 be as of the time that Defendants wrongfully published the individual names and faces. Plaintiffs 

5 further object to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information equally available to 

6 Defendant. Plaintiffs further to this Interrogatory to the extent it requests a summary or 

7 compilation of information from the videos, which Defendants themselves made, and have 

8 possession, custody and control over. 

9 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiffs respond as follows: 

10 Plaintiffs contend that any current or former staff member whose image and name was 

11 published on the CMP website without his or her consent was harmed by such publication. To 

12 Plaintiffs knowledge at this time, images and/or names of the following staff of Plaintiffs' were 

13 published without consent by Defendants: 

14 
Name I ID Number Employer 
Melissa Farrell PPGC 
DOE9003 PP CFC 

15 Dr. Mary Gatter PPPSGV 
DOE7001 PPPSGV 

16 Dr. Deborah Nucatola PPFA/PPLA 

17 DOE1003 
Dr. Savita Ginde 

18 Dr. Carolyn Westhoff 
Dr. Jennefer Russo 

19 Dr. Katharine Sheehan 
Cecile Richards 

20 Melaney Linton 

21 
DOE1006 

22 

PPFA 
PPRM 
PPFA 
PPOSBC 
PPP SW 
PPFA 
PPGC/PPCFC 
PPFA 

23 INTERROGATORY NO. 2: 

Position 
Research Director 
ASC Administrator 
Medical Director 
Senior Director of Medical Services 
PPF A Senior Director, Medical Services I PPLA 
Physician 
National Director, Consortium of Abortion Providers 
Vice President, Chief Medical Officer 
Senior Medical Advisor for Medical Affairs 
Medical Director 
Medical Director 
President 
Chief Executive Officer 
Associate Director of Training & Resource 
Development, Consortium of Abortion Providers 

24 Identify by name, title, position, and employer every employee of a plaintiff whose face 

25 was published, by photograph or other image, by any of the Defendants since July 14, 2015 and 

26 

27 

28 
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1 who Plaintiffs allege was harmed by Defendants' publication of his or her photograph or other 

2 . 2 image .. 

3 AMENDED RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2: 

4 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each General Objection and their Objections to 

5 Definitions into their Specific Objections to this Interrogatory. Plaintiffs object to this 

6 Interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, overbroad, and unduly burdensome 

7 because it is not limited to the CMP website and therefore, without admitting that no others were 

8 harmed, Plaintiffs limit their response to those employees whose images were published on the 

9 CMP website. Plaintiff objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that the Interrogatory seeks 

10 information regarding current title and employer, which is irrelevant. Information provided will 

11 be as of the time that Defendants wrongfully published the individual names and faces. Plaintiffs 

12 further object to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks information equally available to 

13 Defendant. Plaintiffs further to this Interrogatory to the extent it requests a summary or 

14 compilation of information from the videos, which Defendants themselves made, and have 

15 possession, custody and control over. 

16 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiffs respond as follows: 

1 7 Plaintiffs contend that any current or former staff member whose image and name was 

18 published on the CMP website without his or her consent was harmed by such publication. To 

19 Plaintiffs knowledge at this time, images and/or names of the following staff of Plaintiffs' were 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

published without consent by Defendants: 

Name I ID Number Emnloyer 
Melissa Farrell PPGC 
DOE9003 PPCFC 
Dr. Mary Garter PPPSGV 
DOE7001 PPPSGV 
Dr. Deborah Nticatola PPFA/PPLA 

2 See id. 

Position 
Research Director 
ASC Administrator 
Medical Director 
Senior Director of Medical Services 
PPF A Senior Director, Medical Services I PPLA 
Physician 
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DOE1003 
1 Dr. Savita Ginde 

Dr. Carolyn Westhoff 
2 Dr. Jennefer Russo 

Dr. Katharine Sheehan 
3 Cecile Richards 

Melaney Linton 
4 DOE1006 

5 

PPFA 
PPRM 
PPFA 
PPOSBC 
PPPSW 
PPFA 
PPGC/PPCFC 
PPFA 

6 INTERROGATORY NO. 3: 

National Director, Consortium of Abortion Providers 
Vice President, Chief Medical Officer 
Senior Medical Advisor for Medical Affairs 
Medical Director 
Medical Director 
President 
Chief Executive Officer 
Associate Director of Training & Resource 
Development, Consortium of Abortion Providers 

7 State all facts upon which you base. your contention that the Defendants, or any of them, 

8 caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages in the form of costs of responding to state and federal 

9 investigations and inquiries. 

l O AMENDED RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3: 

l l Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each General Objection and their Objections to 

12 Definitions into their Specific Objections to this Interrogatory. Plaintiffs further object to this 

13 Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks third-parties' private information that is protected from 

14 disclosure pursuant to the United States and California Constitutions. Plaintiffs further objects to 

l 5 this Interrogatory on the grounds that requiring Plaintiffs to state every single fact in support of 

16 their contention is unduly burdensome, overly broad, and, at a minimum, premature at this time 

17 because document discovery is incomplete and deposition discovery has not begun. Plaintiffs 

18 will respond with the principle facts of which they are currently aware that support the 

19 contention. 

20 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiffs respond as follows: 

21 Defendants obtained information through illegal conduct as alleged in the First Amended 

22 Complaint, some of which was subject to contractual non-disclosure agreements. The illegally-

23 obtained confidential information was packaged by Defendants in short videos denominated as 

24 the "Human Capital Project" to support certain claims against Plaintiffs. On information and 

25 belief, such videos and longer "unedited" footage were provided to various state and federal 

26 elected officials directly as well as made publicly available online. Defendants' conduct, 

27 including fraud, trespass, non-consensual taping in violation of state and federal laws, prompted 

28 
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1 inquiries into policies and practices related to the fetal tissue donation program and abortion at 

2 PPF A and certain Planned Parenthood affiliates. There were five such inquiries at the federal 

3 level: investigations by the Senate Judiciary Committee, House Judiciary, Energy & Commerce, 

4 and Oversight and Government Reform Committees, and by the Select Investigative Panel of the 

5 Energy & Commerce Committee ("Select Committee"). In letters and other public statements, 

6 those instigating these investigation stated repeatedly that such investigations were prompted by 

7 Defendants' videotapes. For example, on July 17, 2015, Senator Charles Grassley, on behalf of 

8 the Senate Judiciary Committee sent a letter to the President of PPFA demanding various 

9 information. Senator Grassley's letter explained that the requests were prompted by a video that 

10 "had surfaced" in which Dr. Nucatola appeared. Senator Grassley' s letter was sent just three 

11 days after the Defendants' first publicly disclosed the illegally obtained confidential information. 

12 The Select Committee's Final Report (Dec. 30, 2016) also makes it clear that its investigation 

13 was prompted by Defendants' conduct. . See e.g., pp. 2; 269. 

14 In addition to the five federal investigations, investigations into fetal tissue procurement 

15 and related issues were instigated in 19 states. State officials initiating such investigations, like 

16 their federal counterparts, regularly cited Defendants' illegally obtained secret recordings as the 

17 basis for such inquires. 

18 Plaintiff PPGC has been the subject of 11 investigations and other state actions directly 

19 tied to Defendants wrongful disclosure of illegally obtained confidential information that was 

20 protected by an NDA signed by certain Defendants. In addition to the five Congressional 

21 investigations discussed above, PPGC has been the subject of five investigations in Texas and 

22 one in Louisiana: 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

• Texas Attorney General 

• Texas Department of State Health Services 

• Texas Senate Committee on Health and Human Services 

• Harris County District Attorney (cleared) 

• Texas Health and Human Services Commission 
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1 • Louisiana Department of Health 

2 The Texas Attorney General was provided with a copy of what was purported to be an 

3 unedited version of tapes illegally recorded at PPGC's health center in breach of the PPGC NDA 

4 that Defendants Daleiden and Merritt signed. In July 2015, officials from the state Attorney 

5 General's office and the department of State Health Services ("DSHS") visited PPGC's 

6 Ambulatory Surgical Center, and demanded information regarding, among other things, fetal 

7 tissue donation and disposal. Soon after the visit, the Texas AG's office and the DSHS requested 

8 information regarding fetal tissue donation over the past seven years. In late July, the Texas 

9 AG's office sent a request to examine referencing potential violations of Texas law related to 

10 fetal tissue as the reason for the requests. PPGC complied fully with all requests by state and 

11 federal authorities, and incurred significant expenses to do so. 

12 Prompting burdensome investigations in order to harm Plaintiffs and undermine their 

13 ability to provide services to patients was the stated goal of Defendants. Mr. Newman stated (in 

14 a TIME interview) that the express "goal" of the Human Capital Project from the very beginning 

15 was to force hearings about Planned Parenthood. As the Court found in the Order Granting 

16 Motion For Preliminary Injunction in the related matter, "[t]he result of the Project, Newman 

1 7 hoped, would be prosecution of abortion providers, state and Congressional investigations, the 

18 defunding of Planned Parenthood by the government, and the closure of abortion clinics." 

19 National Abortion Federation, et al. v. Center for Medical Progress, et al., No. 15-cv-03522-

20 WHO (N.D. Cal., Feb. 5, 2016) (ECF No. 354) at 4. Defendants CMP and BioMax's admit in 

21 interrogatory responses that Defendants "provided information learned at NAF ANNUAL 

22 MEETINGS to Congress." Consistent with that purpose, Plaintiffs are informed and believe that 

23 Defendants provided copies of illegally obtained material to certain members of Congress 

24 including before the videotapes were publicly released. 

25 Plaintiffs also incorporate by reference facts contained in documents in its production that 

26 further support Plaintiffs' contention that Defendants caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages related to 

27 government investigations and inquiries. 

28 
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1 INTERROGATORY NO. 4: 

2 State all facts upon which you base your contention that the Defendants, or any of them, 

3 caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages in the form of costs of vandalism to Plaintiffs' offices and 

4 clinics. 

5 AMENDED RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4: 

6 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each General Objection and their Objections to 

7 Definitions into their Specific Objections to this Interrogatory. Plaintiffs further object to this 

8 Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks third-parties' private information that is protected from 

9 disclosure pursuant to the United States and California Constitutions. Plaintiffs further objects to 

10 this Interrogatory on the grounds that requiring Plaintiffs to state every single fact in support of 

11 their contention is unduly burdensome, overly broad, and, at a minimum, premature at this time 

12 because document discovery is incomplete and deposition discovery has not begun. Plaintiffs will 

13 respond with the principle facts of which they are currently aware that support the contention. 

14 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiffs respond as follows: 

15 Beginning on July 14, 2015, Defendants' began posting a series of video recordings 

16 denominated as the Human Capital Project, which included confidential information subject to 

17 non-disclosure agreements and which information was obtained through illegal conduct detailed 

18 in Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint. Immediately thereafter, Planned Parenthood affiliates 

19 experienced a dramatic increase in security incidents. California Planned Parenthood affiliates 

20 experienced over a five-fold increase in the number of security incidents between July 2015-

21 2016 compared to the prior year. PPRM experienced a two-fold increase in security incidents 

22 between July 2015-2016 compared to the prior year. PPGC experienced a five-fold increase in 

23 security incidents July 2015-2016 compared to the prior year. 

24 The increase in harassment, suspicious communications, and protesters corresponded to 

25 the affiliates whose staff were highlighted in Defendants' videos. PPGC, PPRM and PPPGSV 

26 all saw sharp jumps in total incidents compared to prior months. PPPGSV, where Dr. Garter, the 

27 subject of one of Defendants' videos is employed, experienced more than twice as many reported 

28 
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1 security incidents in the second half of 2015 as compared with the first half of 2015 before CMP 

2 published its videos. Security notes for at least six of the incidents recorded after the release of 

3 the videos indicate that protestors held signs referring to "baby parts" or "Dr. Garter" or involved 

4 harassing phone calls referring to the same. 

5 PPRM, also a target of Defendants' fraud, trespassing and illegal taping, It experienced 

6 a sharp increase in the number of security incidents across its various locations as a result of 

7 Defendants' unlawful infiltration of Planned Parenthood and NAF conferences, and the resulting 

8 illegal taping of Planned Parenthood staff at those and other private meetings. For instance, in 

9 the month following the release of a video that focused on Plaintiff PPRM, PPRM responded to 

10 at least 70 security events, when in a typical period it would have responded to approximately 20 

11 events. PPRM's Chief Medical Officer ("CMO"), whose image and name were published by 

12 Defendants, was subject to significant harassment and threats as a result of her exposure in the 

13 video regarding PPRM, leading to 22 security incident reports in July and August 2015 related 

14 solely to the CMO. For instance, anti-abortion protestors targeted the CMO's home in August 

15 2015 and throughout the month of September 2015, and her home was subject to incidents of 

16 trespassing and illicit photography by anti-abortion activists. 

17 PPGC, also a target of Defendants' fraud, trespassing, and illegal taping, experienced a 

18 sharp spike in number of security incidents. On August 4, 2015, Defendants released a video 

19 they illegally taped at a PPGC facility. That month PPGC experienced approximately three 

20 times more security incidents than it had in the entire six months prior. PPGC and its director of 

21 research, whose image and name were published by Defendants, received numerous threats and 

22 harassing calls and messages, including on the director of research's personal cell phone. In 

23 addition, that month, one of PPGC's construction site was subject to arson, which resulted in 

24 damage to the site as well as to the personal property of the security guard on site. 

25 Plaintiffs also incorporate by reference facts contained in documents in its production that 

26 further support Plaintiffs' contention that Defendants caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages related 

27 to vandalism and other security incidents in light of Defendants' illegal acts, including, but not 

28 
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1 limited to, reports regarding security incidents both before and after July 2015, invoices for costs 

2 incurred to enhance security, and security grant applications from the affiliates. 

3 INTERROGATORY NO. 5: 

4 State all facts upon which you base your contention that the Defendants, or any of them, 

5 caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages in the form of costs and lost revenue resulting from loss of 

6 vendors. 

7 AMENDED RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5: 

8 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each General Objection and their Objections to 

9 Definitions into their Specific Objections to this Interrogatory. Plaintiffs further object to this 

10 Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks thitd-parties' private information that is protected from 

11 disclosure pursuant to the United States and California Constitutions. Plaintiffs further objects to 

12 this Interrogatory on the grounds that requiring Plaintiffs to state every single fact in support of 

13 their contention is unduly burdensome, overly broad, and, at a minimum, premature at this time 

14 because document discovery is incomplete and deposition discovery has not begun. Plaintiffs will 

15 respond with the principle facts of which they are currently aware that support the contention. 

16 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiffs respond as follows: 

17 Discovery is ongoing. However, at this time, Plaintiffs are not claiming damages resulting 

18 from loss of vendors. 

19 INTERROGATORY NO. 6: 

20 State all facts upon which you base your contention that the Defendants, or any of them, 

21 caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages in the form of costs and lost revenue resulting from loss of 

22 staff. 

23 AMENDED RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 6: 

24 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each General Objection and their Objections to 

25 Definitions into their Specific Objections to this Interrogatory. Plaintiffs further object to this 

26 Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks third-parties' private information that is protected from 

27 disclosure pursuant to the United States and California Constitutions. Plaintiffs further objects to 

28 
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1 this Interrogatory on the grounds that requiring Plaintiffs to state every single fact in support of 

2 their contention is unduly burdensome, overly broad, and, at a minimum, premature at this time 

3 because document discovery is incomplete and deposition discovery has not begun. Plaintiffs will 

4 respond with the principle facts of which they are currently aware that support the contention. 

5 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiffs respond as follows: 

6 Beginning on July 14, 2015, Defendants began posting a series of video recordings 

7 denominated as the Human Capital Project. Plaintiffs and their staff learned in the months 

8 following that Defendants had engaged in a broad campaign of deception, secretly infiltrating 

9 private conferences, health centers, and meetings while wearing hidden cameras. Victims of 

10 Defendants' secret taping had their names and faces published on websites and became the target 

11 of death threats, protests at their homes and ongoing harassment to their security and that of their 

12 families. As a result, Plaintiff-Affiliates experienced dramatic increase in staff attrition and 

13 difficulty in recruiting to fill the openings due to the fear that by working at Planned Parenthood 

14 one was potentially subject to being secretly taped, vilified on the internet and subject to death 

15 threats. In particular, PPLA and PPPSGV, which employed Dr. Nucatola and Dr. Garter who 

16 were victims of Defendants' actions, experienced sharp attrition of its clinicians, who feared that 

1 7 they too may be targeted and illegally taped. This resulted in the loss of clinicians at more than 

18 twice the normal rate of attrition. 

19 Plaintiffs also incorporate by reference facts contained in documents in its production that 

20 further support Plaintiffs' contention that Defendants caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages related 

21 to staff attrition and retention after Defendants' illegal acts came to light. 

22 INTERROGATORY NO. 7: 

23 State all facts upon which you base your contention that the Defendants, or any of them, 

24 caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages in the form of costs and lost revenue resulting from loss of 

25 opportunity to treat clients. 

26 

27 

28 
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1 AMENDED RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 7: 

2 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each General Objection and their Objections to 

3 Definitions into their Specific Objections to this Interrogatory. Plaintiffs further object to this 

4 Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks third-parties' private information that is protected from 

5 disclosure pursuant to the United States and California Constitutions. Plaintiffs further objects to 

6 this Interrogatory on the grounds that requiring Plaintiffs to state every single fact in support of 

7 their contention is unduly burdensome, overly broad, and, at a minimum, premature at this time 

8 because document discovery is incomplete and deposition discovery has not begun. Plaintiffs will 

9 respond with the principle facts of which they are currently aware that support the contention. 

10 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiffs respond as follows: 

11 Beginning on July 14, 2015, Defendants' began posting a series of video recordings 

12 denominated as the Human Capital Project. Plaintiffs and their staff learned in the months 

13 following that Defendants had engaged in a broad campaign of deception, secretly infiltrating 

14 private conferences, health centers, and meetings while wearing hidden cameras. Victims of 

15 Defendants' secret taping had their names and faces published on websites and became the target 

16 of death threats, protests at their homes, and ongoing harassment. As a result of these events, 

17 Plaintiff-Affiliates experienced dramatic increase in staff attrition and difficulty in recruiting to 

18 fill the openings due to the fear that by working at Planned Parenthood one was potentially 

19 subject to being secretly taped, vilified on the internet and subject to death threats. The 

20 significant decrease in availability of clinicians led to an inability to timely serve patients and a 

21 consequent loss in opportunity to serve patients. In addition, from July to August 2015, concerns 

22 about its ability to protect sensitive patient data in the wake of a newly discovered and still 

23 unfolding massive infiltration of private Planned Parenthood spaces forced PPF A to shut down 

24 the Planned Parenthood online appointment scheduling system for days and longer for some 

25 affiliates. This event also lead to loss of opportunity to treat patients. 

26 Plaintiffs also incorporate by reference facts contained in documents in its production that 

27 further support Plaintiffs' contention that Defendants caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages related 

28 
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1 to loss in patient volume after Defendants' illegal acts came to light. 

2 INTERROGATORY NO. 8: 

3 State all facts upon which you base your contention that the Defendants, or any of them, 

4 caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages in the form of costs for additional IT-related security. 

5 AMENDED RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 8: 

6 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each General Objection and their Objections to 

7 Definitions into their Specific Objections to this Interrogatory. Plaintiffs further object to this 

8 Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks third-parties' private information that is protected from 

9 disclosure pursuant to the United States and California Constitutions. Plaintiffs further objects to 

10 this Interrogatory on the grounds that requiring Plaintiffs to state every single fact in support of 

11 their contention is unduly burdensome, overly broad, and, at a minimum, premature at this time 

12 because document discovery is incomplete and deposition discovery has not begun. Plaintiffs will 

13 respond with the principle facts of which they are currently aware that support the contention. 

14 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiffs respond as follows: 

15 Beginning on July 14, 2015, Defendants' began posting a series of video recordings 

16 denominated as the Human Capital Project. The first two of these videos were posted on July 14 

17 and July 21. On July 27, PPFA's website was hacked. The hackers obtained and publicly posted 

18 sensitive information and made reference to the harvesting of babies. Additional serious 

19 attempts to hack the website were identified by professionals hired by PPF A. PPF A was also 

20 subject to multiple distributed denial of service attacks that disabled the website. Concerns about 

21 the data security in the wake of these cyberattacks and the newly discovered and still unfolding 

22 massive infiltration of private Planned Parenthood physical spaces by Defendants forced PPF A 

23 to shut down its Planned Parenthood online appointment scheduling system because of concerns 

24 as to its ability to ensure the security of sensitive data including patient data. PPF A took 

25 immediate steps to identify the risks and remediate, incurring substantial expenses as a result. 

26 Plaintiffs also incorporate by reference facts contained in documents in its production that 

2 7 further support Plaintiffs' contention that Defendants caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages related 

28 
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1 to IT-related security incidents after Defendants' illegal acts came to light. 

2 INTERROGATORY NO. 9: 

3 State all facts upon which you base your contention that the Defendants, or any of them, 

4 caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages in the form of costs of additional physical security at clinics. 

5 AMENDED RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 9: 

6 Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each General Objection and their Objections to 

7 Definitions into their Specific Objections to this Interrogatory. Plaintiffs further object to this 

8 Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks third-parties' private information that is protected from 

9 disclosure pursuant to the United States and California Constitutions. Plaintiffs further objects to 

10 this Interrogatory on the grounds that requiring Plaintiffs to state every single fact in support of 

11 their contention is unduly burdensome, overly broad, and, at a minimum, premature at this time 

12 because document discovery is incomplete and deposition discovery has not begun. Plaintiffs will 

13 respond with the principle facts of which they are currently aware that support the contention. 

14 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiffs respond as follows: 

15 Beginning on July 14, 2015, Defendants' began posting a series of video recordings 

16 denominated as the Human Capital Project, which included confidential information subject to 

17 non-disclosure agreements and which information was obtained through illegal conduct detailed 

18 in Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint. Immediately thereafter, Planned Parenthood affiliates 

19 experienced a dramatic increase in security incidents. California Planned Parenthood affiliates 

20 experienced over a five-fold increase in the number of security incidents between July 2015-

21 2016 compared to the prior year. PPRM experienced a two-fold increase in security incidents 

22 between July 2015-2016 compared to the prior year. PPGC experienced a five-fold increase in 

23 security incidents July 2015-2016 compared to the prior year. 

24 The increase in harassment, suspicious communications, and protesters corresponded 

25 directly to the affiliates whose staff were highlighted in Defendants' videos. PPGC, PPRM and 

26 PPPGSV all saw sharp jumps in total incidents compared to prior months. PPPGSV, where Dr. 

27 Gatter who was the subject of one of Defendants' videos is employed, experienced more than 

28 
- 18 -

PLAINTIFFS' AMENDED RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT GERARDO ADRIAN LOPEZ'S INTERROGATORIES 

Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 181-1   Filed 08/14/17   Page 105 of 129

 
[834]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 211 of 235
(892 of 916)

JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight

JTrissell
Highlight



1 twice as many reported security incidents in the second half of 2015 as compared with the first 

2 half of 2015 before CMP published its videos. Security notes for at least six of the incidents 

3 recorded after the release of the videos indicate that protestors held signs referring to "baby 

4 parts" or "Dr. Gatter" or involved harassing phone calls referring to the same. 

5 PPRM was also a target of Defendants' fraud, trespassing and illegal taping. This 

6 affiliate experienced a sharp increase in the number of security incidents it experienced across its 

7 various locations as a result of Defendants~ unlawful infiltration of Planned Parenthood and NAF 

8 conferences, and the resulting illegal taping of Planned Parenthood staff at those and other 

9 private meetings. For instance, in the month following the release of a video that focused on 

10 Plaintiff PPRM, PPRM responded to at least 70 security events, when in a typical period it would 

11 have responded to approximately 20 events. PPRM' s Chief Medical Officer ("CMO"), whose 

12 image and name were published by Defendants, was subject to significant harassment and threats 

13 as a result of her exposure in the video regarding PPRM, leading to 22 security incident reports 

14 in July and August 2015 related solely to the CMO. For instance, anti-abortion protestors 

15 targeted the CMO's home in August 2015 and throughout the month of September 2015, and her 

16 home was subject to incidents of trespassing and illicit photography by anti-abortion activists. 

1 7 PPGC, also a target of Defendants'. fraud, trespassing, and illegal taping, experienced a 

18 sharp spike in number of security incidents. The month following the release of the first video, 

19 PPGC experienced approximately three times more security incidents than it had in the entire six 

20 months prior. On August 4, 2015, Defendants released a video they illegally taped at a PPGC 

21 facility. PPGC and its director of research, whose image and name were published by 

22 Defendants, received numerous threats and harassing calls and messages, including on her 

23 personal cell phone. In addition, that month, one of PPGC's construction site was subject to 

24 arson, which resulted in damage to the site as well as to the personal property of the security 

25 guard on site. 

26 Plaintiffs also incorporate by reference facts contained in documents in its production that 

27 further support Plaintiffs' contention that Defendants caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages related 

28 
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1 to security incidents in light of Defendants' illegal acts, including, but not limited to, reports 

2 regarding security incidents both before and after July 2015, invoices for costs incurred to 

3 enhance security, and security grant applications from the affiliates. 

4 Defendants' infiltrated Planned Parenthood and NAF conferences and private meetings 

5 using fake IDs, fake names and fake titles. To prevent further similar conduct, Plaintiffs 

6 implemented enhanced security measures at clinics, offices, and conferences including 

7 enhancements to the visitor check-in and registration system. 

8 . Plaintiffs also incorporate by reference facts contained in documents in its production that 

9 further support Plaintiffs' contention that Defendants caused Plaintiffs to suffer damages related 

10 to security incidents in light of Defendants' illegal acts, including, but not limited to, reports 

11 regarding security incidents both before and after July 2015, invoices for costs incurred to 

12 enhance security, and security grant applications from the affiliates. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

DATED: January 30, 2017 

77749875v8 

Respectfully submitted, 

ARNOLD & PORTER LLP 

By:~~ 
L:BOmSe 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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VERIFICATION 

I, Melvin Galloway declare as follows: 

I am Chief Operating Officer of Planned Parenthood Federation of America, Tue. ("PPFA"). 
I am authorized to make this verification for and on behalf of PPFA in the above-caJtioned matter. 
I have read the PLAINTIFFS' AMENDED RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT GEWARDO 
ADRIAN LOPEZ'S INTERROGATORIES 1-9 (SET ONE) and know the contenfs thereof. Not 
all of the matters in those responses are within my personal knowledge, and I am infqrmed and 
believe that no single officer or employee of PPFA has personal knowledge of all such matters. All 
facts stated in the above-referenced responses have been assembled by authorized en)Ployees and 
counsel of PPFA. I am informed and believe that the matters stated therein are true apd correct, and 
on that basis verify the responses on behalf of PPFA, reserving the right, in the event new additional 
or different information is discovered, to revise or supplement the responses as warrabted. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of AmeJica that the 
foregoing is true and correct. ' 

Executed this 3:J day of ~nUQ elf· 2017 at New York, New York, 

PPFA VERIFICATION TO PLAINTIFFS' AMENDED RESP. TO LOPEZ'S INTERROGATORIES 1-9 (SET ONE) 
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AMYL. BOMSE (No. 218669) 
SHARON D. MAYO (No. 150469) 
JEE YOUNG YOU (No. 241658) 
ARNOLD & PORTER KA YE 
SCHOLERLLP 

BETH H. PARKER (No. 104773) 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD AFFILIATES OF 

CALIFORNIA 

Three Embarcadero Center, 1 oth Floor 
San Francisco, California 94111-4024 

551 Capitol Mall, Suite 510 
Sacramento, California 95814-4581 
Telephone: (916) 446-5247 
Email: beth.parker@ppacca.org 

Telephone: (415) 471-3100 
Facsimile: (415) 471-3400 
Email: amy.bomse@apks.com 

HELENE T. KRASNOFF (pro hac vice) 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF 

AMERICA sharon.mayo@apks.com 
jeeyoung.you@apks.com 1110 Vermont Avenue, NW, Suite 300 

Washington, DC 20005 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Telephone: (202) 973-4800 

Email: helene.krasnoff@.oofa.org 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF 
AMERICA, INC.; PLANNED PARENTHOOD: 
SHASTA-DIABLO, INC. dba PLANNED 
PARENTHOOD NORTHERN CALIFORNIA; 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD MAR MONTE, INC.; 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF THE PACIFIC 
SOUTHWEST; PLANNED PARENTHOOD LOS 
ANGELES; PLANNED PARENTHOOD/ORANGE 
AND SAN BERNARDINO COUNTIES, INC.; 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF SANTA BARBARA, 
VENTURA AND SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTIES, 
INC; PLANNED PARENTHOOD PASADENA AND 
SAN GABRIEL VALLEY, INC.; PLANNED 
PARENTHOOD OF THE ROCKY MOUNTAINS; 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD GULF COAST; and 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD CENTER FOR CHOICE 

Plaintiffs, 
v. 

CENTER FOR MEDICAL PROGRESS; BIOMAX 
PROCUREMENT SERVICES, LLC; DA YID 
DALEIDEN (aka "ROBERT SARKIS"); TROY 
NEWMAN; ALBIN RHOMBERG; PHILLIPS. 
CRONIN; SANDRA SUSAN MERRITT (aka "SUSAN 
TENNENBAUM"); GERARDO ADRIAN LOPEZ; and 
UNKNOWN CO-CONSPIRATORS, inclusive, 

Defendants. 

Case No. 3:16-cv-00236-WHO 

PLAINTIFF PLANNED 
PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF 
AMERICA, INC'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT RHOMBERG'S 
INTERROGATORIES (SET ONE) 
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Case 3:16-cv-00236-WHO   Document 181-1   Filed 08/14/17   Page 111 of 129

 
[840]

  Case: 17-73313, 12/13/2017, ID: 10688955, DktEntry: 1-6, Page 217 of 235
(898 of 916)



1 PROPOUNDING PARTIES: Defendant Albin Rhomberg 

2 RESPONDING PARTIES: Plaintiff Planned Parenthood Federation of America, Inc. 

3 SET NUMBER: ONE (Nos. 1 - 11) 

4 

5 Pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 26 and 33 and the Local Civil Rules of the 

6 United States District Court for the Northern District of California, Plaintiff Planned Parenthood 

7 Federation of America, Inc. ("Plaintiff' or "Plaintiff PPFA") hereby objects and responds to 

8 Defendant Albin Rhomberg's ("Defendant") Interrogatories (the "Interrogatories"), on Plaintiff on 

9 April 12, 2017. 

10 PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

11 Plaintiff provides these objections and responses based upon the investigation conducted in 

12 the time available since service of the Interrogatories. As of the date of these objections and 

13 responses, Plaintiff has not had a sufficient opportunity to review all documents, interview all 

14 personnel and/or otherwise obtain information that may prove relevant in objecting and responding 

15 to the Interrogatories. As a consequence, these objections and responses are based upon 

16 information now knoWIJ. to Plaintiff and that Plaintiff believes to be pertinent in objecting and 

17 responding to the Interrogatories. In the future, Plaintiff may discover or acquire additional 

18 information bearing on the Interrogatories, and Plaintiff's objections and responses thereto. 

19 Without in any way obligating itself to do so, Plaintiff reserves the right: (a) to make subsequent 

20 revisions or amendments to its objections or these responses based upon information, evidence, 

21 documents, facts, and/or other things that hereafter may be discovered, or the relevance of which 

22 may hereafter be discovered; and (b) to produce, introduce, or rely upon additional or subsequently 

23 acquired or discovered writings, evidence, and information in any proceedings or at any trial held 

24 hereafter. 

25 Further, any response by Plaintiff to a particular Interrogatory is not intended, and shall not 

26 be construed, as an admission of the existence of any fact, of any assertion, or of any other matters 

27 expressed or implied in the Interrogatory. Plaintiffs objection to, or failure to object to, any 

28 particular Interrogatory is not, and shall not be construed as, an admission that responsive 
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1 information exists. Moreover, Plaintiffs decision to consent to the disclosure of information 

2 pursuant to any specific Interrogatory, notwithstanding the objectionable nature of any such 

3 Interrogatory, or its related definitions or instructions, also should not be construed as: (a) a 

4 stipulation that the material is relevant to any proceeding, (b) a waiver of the general or specific 

5 objections asserted to the Interrogatory, or (c) an agreement that future requests for similar 

6 information will be treated in a similar manner. 

7 Plaintiff incorporates this Preliminary Statement into each objection and response below as 

8 if set forth in its entirety. 

9 GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

10 Plaintiff makes the following General Objections, which are expressly incorporated into 

11 each of the Objections to the Definitions and Specific Interrogatories below as though set forth in 

12 full and without waiving these General Objections 

13 1. Plaintiff objects to the Interrogatories to the extent they are duplicative of other 

14 discovery requests already propounded in this litigation. Plaintiff (and plaintiff-affiliates) have 

15 already provided information and documents responsive to many, if not all, of the Interrogatories 

16 herein. Accordingly, because that information and those documents are equally available to 

17 Defendant via his co-defendants, Plaintiff objects to the Interrogatories on the ground that they are 

18 intended solely to harass Plaintiff and needlessly increase the cost of litigation. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 

19 26(g)(l )(B)(ii) .. 

20 2. Plaintiff objects that the Interrogatories seek information that is non-public and 

21 confidential or highly confidential, and which includes proprietary and confidential business · 

22 information, including information constituting or pertaining to personnel information. Disclosure 

23 of such information would be harmful to Plaintiffs legitimate business interests. Plaintiff will 

24 provide confidential information and documents solely in accordance with the terms of the 

25 Protective Order entered in this case (see Dkt. No. 117). 

26 3. Plaintiff objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they call.for the disclosure of 

27 information previously disclosed pursuant to, and protected by, protective orders and/or 

28 confidentiality agreements entered in prior litigations or investigations. Plaintiff will comply with 
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1 those protective orders and/or confidentiality agreements in responding to the Interrogatories. 

2 4. Plaintiff objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they call for the disclosure of 

3 information covered by non-disclosure and/or confidentiality agreements with third-parties and/or 

4 would violate the privacy interests of others. Plaintiff will produce such materials only after 

5 providing notice and opportunity for such third-parties to object, or pursuant to the terms of the 

6 Protective Order in this case (see Dkt. No. 117) if such notice and opportunity to object has already 

7 been provided. 

8 5. Plaintiff objects that the interrogatories seek information that is available through 

9 less burdensome means of discovery or other sources in that the information requested is: (a) in the 

10 possession, custody, or control of other parties or non-parties; and/or (b) publicly available or 

11 otherwise equally available to Defendant. Plaintiff will provide responses only to the extent that 

12 such information is in the possession, custody, or control of Plaintiff. 

13 6. Plaintiff objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they are vague, ambiguous, 

14 oppressive, designed to annoy or harass, impose on Plaintiff an unreasonably burden of inquiry, or 

15 require Plaintiff to incur substantial expense in order to comply. 

16 7. Plaintiff objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they call for the disclosure of 

17 information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this action, not relevant.to a claim or defense 

18 of any party to this action, or not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 

19 evidence. 

20 8. Plaintiff objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they seek information 

21 protected from disclosure by the attorney-client privilege, the attorney work-product doctrine, 

22 and/or other privileges, immunities, and legal protections against disclosure. Nothing contained 

23 herein is intended to be, nor shall in any way be construed as, a waiver of any attorney-client 

24 privilege, work-product doctrine, right to privacy, or any other applicable privilege, doctrine, law, 

25 immunity, or rule protecting information from disclosure. 

26 9. Plaintiff objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they purport to impose 

27 requirements, burdens, and/or discovery obligations that exceed those permitted by the Federal 

28 Rules of Civil Procedure and/or the Court's Civil Local Rules and/or Standing Orders. 
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1 10. Plaintiff objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they are based on incorrect 

2 factual assertions and therefore lack foundation. 

3 11. Plaintiff objects to the Interrogatories to the extent they seek information, or the 

4 compilation of data, that may be derived or ascertained from business records, where the burden of 

5 deriving or ascertaining the answers thereto is substantially the same for Defendant as for Plaintiff. 

6 12. Plaintiff's objection to or failure to object to any particular Interrogatory is not, and 

7 shall not be construed as, an admission that responsive information exists. 

8 13. Plaintiff incorporates by reference every General Objection into each and every 

9 specific response to the Interrogatories set forth below. A specific response may repeat a General 

10 Objection for emphasis or some other reason. The failure to include any General Objection in any 

11 specific response shall in no way waive any General Objection to that Interrogatory. 

12 OBJECTIONS TO DEFINITIONS 

13 Recognizing that parties generally may define terms as they wish for purposes of their 

14 discovery requests, Plaintiffs set forth below objections to Defendant's definitions for the reasons 

15 stated, which objections are applicable to each of Plaintiffs' specific objections and responses to the 

16 Interrogatories and are incorporated therein. 

17 DEFINITION NO. 3: The terms "DOCUMENT" or "DOCUMENTS" are to be given the 

18 broadest possible definition to include, but not limited to, any papers, or writings, including drafts, 

19 and any mechanical or electronic recordings or records of any kind in your possession, custody or 

20 control, wherever located, whether an original or a copy, including agreements, financial 

21 statements, e-mail, invoices, minutes, memoranda, notes, records, recordings, interoffice 

22 communications, computer data files, tape or other records, telegrams, letters, photographs, 

23 drawings, cave paintings, data, reports, printed matter, publications, offers, bids, proposals or 

24 statements. Any copy containing or attached to it, any alterations, notes, comments, or other 

25 material not included in the originals or copies referred to in the preceding sentence shall be deemed 

26 a separate document within this definition. 

27 OBJECTIONS: Plaintiff objects to this Definition on the grounds that it renders 

28 Interrogatory in which it appears vague, ambiguous, overbroad, unduly burdensome, and 
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1 unintelligible. Plaintiff further objects to this Definition on the grounds that it renders each 

2 Interrogatory in which it appears as an Interrogatory seeking documents protected by the attorney-

3 client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine. 

4 DEFINITION NO. 4: The terms "REFER" or "RELATE TO" means ALL 

5 DOCUMENTS, as defined above, which reflect, record, memorialize, discuss, evaluate, mention, 

6 consider, review, report on the subject matter of the request, including without limitation documents 

7 that were compared explicitly and/or implicitly with, were referred to or reviewed in conjunction 

8 with, or were generated as a result of the subject matter of the request. 

9 OBJECTIONS: Plaintiff objects to this Definition on the grounds that it renders 

10 Interrogatory in which it appears vague, ambiguous, overbroad, unduly burdensome, and 

11 unintelligible. Plaintiff further objects to this Definition on the grounds that it renders each 

12 Interrogatory in which it appears as an Interrogatory seeking documents protected by the attorney-

13 client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine. 

14 

15 RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT RHOMBERG'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES 

16 INTERROGATORY NO. 1: 

17 IDENTIFY all costs related to security measures for clinics and conferences for which 

18 Plaintiffs seek recovery in this action. 

19 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1: 

20 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

21 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is duplicative 

22 of other discovery requests already propounded in this litigation. Plaintiff further objects to this 

23 Interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague, ambiguous, overbroad, and unduly burdensome. 

24 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

25 Plaintiff identifies, and directs Defendant to, Plaintiffs' First Amended Response to 

26 Defendant Newman's Interrogatories, Set Two, No. 20 and also to the documents that have already 

2 7 been produced by plaintiffs during this litigation, including PP0000288-1423 and PPOOO 1510-

28 0003038. 
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1 INTERROGATORY NO. 2: 

2 What was the earliest date that any Plaintiff learned that Defendants had entered any PPF A 

3 conference under assumed names? 

4 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2: 

5 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

6 this Interrogatory. 

7 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

8 Plaintiff first learned that Defendants had entered any PPF A conference under assumed 

9 names sometime on or after July 14, 2015. 

10 INTERROGATORY NO. 3: 

11 What was the earliest date that any Plaintiff learned that Defendants had visited the PPRM 

12 clinic under assumed names? 

13 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3: 

14 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

15 this Interrogatory. 

16 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

17 Plaintiff first learned that Defendants had visited the PPRM clinic under assumed names 

18 sometime on or after July 14, 2015. 

19 INTERROGATORY NO. 4: 

20 What was the earliest date that any Plaintiff learned that Defendants had visited the PPGC 

21 clinic under assumed names? 

22 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4: 

23 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

24 this Interrogatory. 

25 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

26 Plaintiff first learned that Defendants had visited the PPGC clinic under assumed names 

27 sometime on or after July 14, 2015 

28 
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1 INTERROGATORY NO. 5: 

2 Plaintiffs' Response to Daleiden's Interrogatory No. 1 states in part, "If an exhibitor did not 

3 have a pre-existing relationship with PP FA, PP FA required a reference from a P fanned 

4 Parenthood affiliate, a like-minded organization, and/or the Society of Family Planning for the 

5 exhibitor to be invited to the conferences. " Describe any "pre-existing relationship" that BioMax 

6 Procurement Services, LLC, had with any entity on the basis of which it (BioMax) was invited to 

7 attend the North American Forum on Family Planning. 

8 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5: 

9 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

10 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks third-

11 parties' private information that is protected from disclosure pursuant to the United States and 

12 California Constitutions. 

13 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

14 BioMax was invited to the 2014 North American Forum on Family Planning based on the 

15 fact that BioMax was known to Dr. Deborah Nucatola (Plaintiffs then-Senior Director of Medical 

16 Services). Dr. Nucatola came to know of BioMax and to know certain of its "representatives" at the 

17 2014 National Abortion Federation conference held in San Francisco, California. See, e.g., CMP-

18 000731 ("The infiltration was successful, and BioMax is now a known and trusted entity to many 

19 key individuals in the upper echelons of the abortion industry."). 

20 INTERROGATORY NO. 6: 

21 Plaintiffs' Response to Daleiden's Interrogatory No. 1 states in part, "If an· exhibitor did not 

22 have a pre-existing relationship with PP FA, PP FA required a reference from a Planned 

23 Parenthood affiliate, a like-minded organization, and/or the Society of Family Planning for the 

24 exhibitor to be invited to the conferences. " Describe any references provided to PPF A which 

25 influenced PPF A to invite BioMax Procurement Services, LLC, to the North American Family 

26 Forum. 

27 

28 
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1 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 6: 

2 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

3 this Interrogatory. 

4 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

5 Plaintiff did not require a reference for BioMax to exhibit at the 2014 North American 

6 Forum on Family Planning due to the fact that BioMax was known to Dr. Debroah Nucatola 

7 (Plaintiffs then-Senior Director of Medical Services). Dr. Nucatola came to know of BioMaX: and 

8 to know certain of its "representatives" at the 2014 National Abortion Federation conference held in 

9 San Francisco, California. See, e.g., CMP-000731 ("The infiltration was successful, and BioMax is 

10 now a known and trusted entity to many key individuals in the upper echelons of the abortion 

11 industry."). 

12 INTERROGATORY NO. 7: 

13 Plaintiffs' Response to Daleiden's Interrogatory No. 1 states in part, "If requested, 

14 exhibitors had to provide a description of the services or products they intended to sh.ow at the 

15 PP FA conference so that PP FA could approve or disapprove the exhibit. " Describe all requests 

16 that PPFA made to BioMax Procurement Services ("BioMax") to provide a description of the 

1 7 services or products BioMax intended to exhibit at any PPF A conference. 

18 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 7: 

19 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

20 this Interrogatory. 

21 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

22 Plaintiff did not make any such request to BioMax. 

23 INTERROGATORY NO. 8: 

24 Plaintiffs' Amended Response to Defendant Lopez's Interrogatories, Set One, No. 6, states 

25 in part, "Jn particular, PPLA and PPPSGV, which employed Dr. Nucatola and Dr. Garter who 

26 were victims of Defendants' actions, experienced sharp attrition of its clinicians, who feared that 

27 they too may be targeted and illegally taped. This resulted in the loss of clinicians at more than 

28 
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1 twice the normal rate of attrition. " Please quantify the "normal rate of attrition" referenced in the 

2 response. 

3 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 8: 

4 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

5 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it asks Plaintiff to 

6 answer on behalf of other plaintiffs in this action. 

7 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

8 Plaintiff does not have this information. Plaintiff PPFA cloes not contend that it experienced 

9 staff attrition as a result of Defendants' conduct alleged in this lawsuit. 

10 INTERROGATORY NO. 9: 

11 Plaintiffs' Amended Response to Defendant Lopez's Interrogatories, Set One, No. 6, states 

12 in part,, "In particular, PPLA and PPPSGV, which employed Dr. Nucatola and Dr. Garter who 

13 were victims of Defendants' actions, experienced sharp attrition of its clinicians, who feared that 

14 they too may be targeted and illegally taped. This resulted in the loss of clinicians at more than 

15 twice the normal rate of attrition. " Please quantify the "normal rate of attrition" referenced in the 

16 response for staff clinicians at PPPGSV, attached as Exhibit A. 

17 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 9: 

18 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

19 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it asks Plaintiff to 

20 answer on behalf of other plaintiffs in this action. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to 

21 the extent that it seeks third-parties' private information that is protected from disclosure pursuant 

22 to the United States and California Constitutions. 

23 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

24 Plaintiff does not have this information. Plaintiff PPF A does not contend that it experienced 

25 staff attrition as a result of Defendants' conduct alleged in this lawsuit. 

26 

27 

28 
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1 INTERROGATORY NO. 10: 

2 IDENTIFY every individual who left the employ of any Plaintiff, whose departure Plaintiffs 

3 include in the staff attrition for which Plaintiffs seek recovery in this action. 

4 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 10: 

5 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

6 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it asks Plaintiff to 

7 answer on behalf of other plaintiffs in this action. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to 

8 the extent that it seeks third-parties' private information that is protected from disclosure pursuant 

9 to the United States and California Constitutions. 

10 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

11 Plaintiff does not have this information. Plaintiff PPF A does not contend that it experienced 

12 staff attrition as a result of Defendants' conduct alleged in this lawsuit. 

13 INTERROGATORY NO. 11: 

14 For each individual identified in response to Interrogatory No. 10, state his or her employer 

15 and last day of employment. 

16 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 11: 

17 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

18 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it asks Plaintiff to 

19 answer on behalf of other plaintiffs in this action. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to 

20 the extent that it seeks third-parties' private information that is protected from disclosure pursuant 

21 to the United States and California Constitutions. 

22 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

23 Not applicable. 

24 INTERROGATORY NO. 12: 

25 For each individual identified in response to Interrogatory No. I 0, IDENTIFY any 

26 communications, written or oral, referring or relating to the reasons for their departure from 

27 employment by any Plaintiff. 

28 
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1 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 12: 

2 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

3 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it asks Plaintiff to 

4 answer on behalf of other plaintiffs in this action. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to 

5 the extent that it seeks third-parties' private information that is protected from disclosure pursuant 

6 to the United States and California Constitutions. 

7 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

8 Not applicable. 

9 INTERROGATORY NO. 13: 

10 IDENTIFY every discrete element of damage for which Plaintiffs seek recovery in this 

11 action arising from Defendants' surreptitious recording at any PPF A conference. 

12 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORYN0.13: 

13 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

14 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it asks Plaintiff to 

15 answer on behalf of other plaintiffs in this action. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on 

16 the ground that it is duplicative of other discovery requests already propounded in this litigation. 

17 Plaintiff further objects on the ground that the phrase "element of damage" is unintelligible. 

18 Plaintiff further objects that it cannot possibly respond fully to this Interrogatory as it does not have 

19 access to Defendants' recordings. 

20 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

21 Defendants' interrogatory is unanswerable because it is undergirded by the false premise 

22 that Defendants engaged in a series of discrete acts that caused discrete harm. That is not what 

23 Plaintiff has pled or what happened. To the contrary, Plaintiff alleges that Defendants knowingly 

24 and deliberately engaged in a scheme involving many interrelated tortious and illegal acts that 

25 violated its rights and the rights of its staff. Plaintiffs damages flowed in various ways from the 

26 scheme. Those harms have been described in responses to interrogatories propound by Defendant's 

2 7 co-defendants which are incorporated here by reference. See, e.g., Plaintiffs Responses to 

28 Interrogatories of Arian Lopez, Set 1, Nos. 3-9. As to the specifics of Plaintiffs damages, Plaintiff 
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1 has already provided Defendant with specific categories of damages it seeks in this action and also 

2 with statements asserting how each of those categories of damages were caused by defendants' 

3 actions and documents reflecting those damages. See, e.g., Plaintiffs' First Amended Responses to 

4 Defendant Newman's Interrogatories, Set Two, No. 20. Therefore, Plaintiff identifies, and directs 

5 Defendant to, the discovery responses and documents that have already been provided during this 

6 litigation. 

7 INTERROGATORY NO. 14: 

8 IDENTIFY every discrete element of damage for which Plaintiffs seek recovery in this 

9 action arising from Defendants' release of any recording made at any PPF A conference. 

10 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 14: 

11 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

12 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it asks Plaintiff to 

13 answer on behalf of other plaintiffs in this action. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on 

14 the ground that it is overbroad, premature, and duplicative of other discovery requests already 

15 propounded in this litigation. Plaintiff further objects on the ground that the phrase "discrete 

16 element" is vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it 

17 seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine. 

18 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

19 Defendants' interrogatory is unanswerable because it is undergirded by the false premise 

20 that Defendants engaged in a series of discrete acts that caused discrete harm. That is not what 

21 Plaintiff has pied or what happened. To the contrary, Plaintiff alleges that Defendants knowingly 

22 and deliberately engaged in a scheme involving many interrelated tortious and illegal acts that 

23 violated its rights and the rights of its staff. Plaintiffs damages flowed in various ways from the 

24 scheme. Those harms have been described in responses to interrogatories propound by Defendant's 

25 co-defendants which are incorporated here by reference. See, e.g., Plaintiffs Responses to 

26 Interrogatories of Arian Lopez, Set 1, Nos. 3-9. As to the specifics of Plaintiffs damages, Plaintiff 

27 has already provided Defendant with specific categories of damages it seeks in this action and also 

28 with statements asserting how each of those categories of damages were caused by defendants' 
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1 actions and documents reflecting those damages. See, e.g., Plaintiffs' First Amended Responses to~ 

2 Defendant Newman's Interrogatories, Set Two, No. 20. Therefore, Plaintiff identifies, and directs 

3 Defendant to, the discovery responses and documents that have already been provided during this 

4 litigation. 

5 INTERROGATORY NO. 15: 

6 IDENTIFY every discrete element of damage for which Plaintiffs seek recovery in this 

7 action arising from Defendants' surreptitious recording at any NAF Annual Meeting. 

8 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 15: 

9 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

10 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it asks Plaintiff to 

11 answer on behalf of other plaintiffs in this action. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on 

12 the ground that it is overbroad, premature, and duplicative of other discovery requests already 

13 propounded in this litigation. Plaintiff further objects on the ground that the phrase "discrete 

14 element" is vague and ambiguous. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it 

15 seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine. 

16 Plaintiff further objects that it cannot possibly respond fully to this Interrogatory as it does not have 

17 access to Defendants' recordings. 

18 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

19 Defendants' interrogatory is unanswerable because it is undergirded by the false premise 

20 that Defendants engaged in a series of discrete acts that caused discrete harm. That is not what 

21 Plaintiff has pled or what happened. To the contrary, Plaintiff alleges that Defendants knowingly 

22 and deliberately engaged in a scheme involving many interrelated tortious and illegal acts that 

23 violated its rights and the rights of its staff. Plaintiffs damages flowed in various ways from the 

24 scheme. Those harms have been described in responses to interrogatories propound by Defendant's 

25 co-defendants which are incorporated here by reference. See, e.g., Plaintiffs Responses to 

26 Interrogatories of Arian Lopez, Set 1, Nos. 3-9. As to the specifics of Plaintiffs damages, Plaintiff 

27 has already provided Defendant with specific categories of damages it seeks in this action and also 

28 with statements asserting how each of those categories of damages were caused by defendants' 
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1 actions and documents reflecting those damages. See, e.g., Plaintiffs' First Amended Responses to 

2 Defendant Newman's Interrogatories, Set Two, No. 20. Therefore, Plaintiff identifies, and directs 

3 Defendant to, the discovery responses and documents that have already been provided during this 

4 litigation. 

5 INTERROGATORYN0.16: 

6 State all facts upon which you base any contention that Plaintiffs suffered damages because 

7 Defendants publicly released a recording made of their meeting with Catherine Dyer. 

8 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 16: 

9 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

10 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it asks Plaintiff to 

11 answer on behalf of other plaintiffs in this action. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on 

12 the ground that it is overbroad, premature, and duplicative of other discovery requests already 

13 propounded in this litigation. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks 

14 information protected by the attorney-client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine. 

15 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

16 Defendants' interrogatory is unanswerable because it is undergirded by the false premise 

1 7 that Defendants engaged in a series of discrete acts that caused discrete harm. That is not what 

18 Plaintiff has pled or what happened. To the contrary, Plaintiff alleges that Defendants knowingly 

19 and deliberately engaged in a scheme involving many interrelated tortious and illegal acts that 

20 violated its rights and the rights of its staff. Plaintiffs damages flowed in various ways from the 

21 scheme. Those harms have been described in responses to interrogatories propound by Defendant's 

22 co-defendants which are incorporated here by reference. See, e.g., Plaintiffs Responses to 

23 Interrogatories of Arian Lopez, Set 1, Nos. 3-9. As to the specifics of Plaintiffs damages, Plaintiff 

24 has already provided Defendant with specific categories of damages it seeks in this action and also 

25 with statements asserting how each of those categories of damages were caused by defendants' 

26 actions and documents reflecting those damages. See, e.g., Plaintiffs' First Amended Responses to 

27 Defendant Newman's Interrogatories, Set Two, No. 20. Therefore, Plaintiff identifies, and directs 

28 Defendant to, the discovery responses and documents that have already been provided during this 
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1 litigation. Moreover, to the extent this Interrogatory asks whether, hypothetically, Plaintiff PPP A 

2 would have been damaged had Daleiden and CMP solely released the recording of the meeting with 

3 Catherine Dyer, Plaintiff PPP A cannot answer because that is not what Defendants did. 

4 INTERROGATORYN0.17: 

5 State all facts upon you base any contention that Plaintiffs suffered damages because 

6 Defendants released the documentary "Human Capital." 

7 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 17: 

8 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

9 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it asks Plaintiff to 

10 answer on behalf of other plaintiffs in this action. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on 

11 the ground that it is duplicative of other discovery requests already propounded in this litigation. 

12 Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that the term "the documentary 'Human 

13 Capital"' is unintelligible. 

14 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

15 Defendants' interrogatory is undergirded by the false premise that Defendants engaged in a 

16 series of discrete acts that caused discrete harm. That is not what Plaintiff has pled or what 

17 happened. To the contrary, Plaintiff alleges that Defendants knowingly and deliberately engaged in 

18 a scheme involving many interrelated tortious and illegal acts that violated its rights and the rights 

19 of its staff. Plaintiffs damages flowed in various ways from the scheme. Those harms have been 

20 described in responses to interrogatories propound by Defendant's co-defendants which are 

21 incorporated here by reference. See, e.g., Plaintiffs Responses to Interrogatories of Arian Lopez, 

22 Set 1, Nos. 3-9. As to the specifics of Plaintiffs damages, Plaintiff has already provided Defendant 

23 with specific categories of damages it seeks in this action and also with statements asserting how 

24 each of those categories of damages were caused by defendants' actions and documents reflecting 

25 those damages. See, e.g., Plaintiffs' First Amended Responses to Defendant Newman's 

26 Interrogatories, Set Two, No. 20. Therefore, Plaintiff identifies, and directs Defendant to, the 

2 7 discovery responses and documents that have already been provided during this litigation. 

28 
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1 INTERROGATORY NO. 18: 

2 Describe every step YOU have taken to advise your staff not to make public their 

3 employment at Planned Parenthood. 

4 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 18: 

5 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

6 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it seeks third-

7 parties' private information that is protected from disclosure pursuant to the United States and 

8 California Constitutions. Plaintiff further objects that the word "step" is vague and ambiguous. 

9 Plaintiff further objections that the request to describe "every step" renders this Interrogatory 

10 overbroad, and unduly burdensome. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that 

11 it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and the attorney work product 

12 doctrine. 

13 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

14 Plaintiff PPF A has security specialists who advise its staff members on an as needed basis. 

15 Plaintiff will also produce a copy of its Social Media Policy. 

16 INTERROGATORY NO. 19: 

17 IDENTIFY, including by date and amount, every proposal for a security grant submitted to 

18 PPF A by any affiliate, from July 1, 2014, to the date ofresponding to these interrogatories. 

19 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 19: 

20 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

21 this Interrogatory. Plaintiff further objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it seeks 

22 information that is irrelevant to this lawsuit and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 

23 admissible evidence. 

24 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

25 In FY2014, PPFA awarded its affiliates a total of $112,021.27 in security grants; in FY2015 

26 it awarded its affiliates a total of $188,301.84 in security grants; and in FY2016 it awarded its 

27 affiliates a total of $849,330.84 in security grants. Plaintiff does not have similar totals available for 

28 FY2017. With respect to Plaintiff-affiliates, Plaintiffs have already produced the grants which 
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1 Plaintiff-affiliates received, and, accordingly, Plaintiff identifies, and directs Defendants to, the 

2 documents that have already been produced during this litigation. 

3 INTERROGATORY NO. 20: 

4 For each grant proposal identified in Interrogatory No. 19, identify the dollar amount, if any, 

5 YOU granted to that affiliate. 

6 RESPONSE TO INJ:ERROGATORY NO. 20: 

7 Plaintiff incorporates by reference each General Objection into its Specific Objections to 

8 this Interrogatory. 

9 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Plaintiff responds as follows: 

10 See Plaintiffs Response to Interrogatory No. 19. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

DATED: May 30, 2017 Respectfully submitted, 

ARNOLD & PORTER KA YE SCHOLER LLP 

By:~13~ 
Am:BOmse 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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VERIFICATION 

2 I, Melvin Galloway, declare as follows: 

3 I am Chief Operating Officer of Planned Parenthood Federation Of America, Inc. ("PPFA"). 

4 I am authorized to make this verification for and on behalf of PPF A in the above-captioned matter. 

5 I have read PLAINTIFF PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF AMERICA, INC'S 

6 RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT RHOMBERG'S INTERROGATORIES (SET ONE) and 

7 know the contents thereof. Not all of the matters in those responses are within my personal 

8 knowledge, and I am informed and believe that no single officer or employee of PPF A has personal 

9 knowledge of all such matters. All facts stated in the above-referenced responses have been 

10 assembled by authorized employees and counsel of PPFA. I am informed and believe that the 

11 matters stated therein are true and correct, and on that basis verify the responses on behalf of PPFA, 

12 reserving the right, in the event new additional or different information is discovered, to revise or 

13 supplement the responses as warranted. 

14 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this ~ay of frlr±i , 2017 at. ~Ew 'fo~t. 1 N l 
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