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I, David Daleiden, declare:
1. I am a defendant in the above-captioned action. I am the Executive Director of the
Center for Medical Progress (CMP), also a defendant in this action. I make this declaration based

on personal knowledge in support of my and CMP’s Motion to Dissolve or Modify the Preliminary

Injunction.
Background
2. I am an investigative journalist and the founder and director of the Center for
Medical Progress (CMP). CMP is a California not-for-profit corporation formed for the purpose of]

monitoring and reporting on medical ethics and advances with an especial concern for
contemporary bioethical issues that impact human dignity, such as induced abortion and aborted
fetal tissue and organ harvesting. To this end, CMP seeks to educate and inform the public and
thereby serve as a catalyst for reform of unethical and inhuman practices. CMP carries out its work
by means of investigative journalism that complies with all applicable laws.

3. Since 2013, I have been investigating fetal tissue and organ procurement practices. I
inaugurated the Human Capital Project at CMP to investigate, document, and report on the
procurement, transfer, and sale of aborted fetal tissue. These practices include the sale of fetal
tissue, the altering of abortion procedures to obtain fetal tissue for research, the commission of]
partial birth abortions, and the killing of babies born alive following abortion procedures, all of]
which are violations of federal and/or state law.

4. In the process of gathering information about these illegal activities, I also became
aware of and gathered information on other issues surrounding these practices, issues that are a
topic of discussion and debate among abortion providers themselves at their gatherings. These
issues include the difficulties of disposing of fetal tissue, both legally and economically; the practical
difficulties of fetal tissue procurement and ways abortion providers can, in their own words,
“facilitate the process;” the fear of late-term abortion providers that babies will be born alive
following an abortion procedure; the steps taken by abortion providers to, as one put it, “kill the
baby” before he or she is taken from the womb; the fact that, contrary to public perception created

by abortion advocates, women having late-term abortions rarely do so for reasons of health or fetal
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anomaly; the stigma abortion providers, particularly late-term abortion providers, frequently feel is
attached to their work; the mental and physical toll both the stigma and their work exacts from
them; and the perceived harms caused by laws regulating abortions and abortion providers and how
these laws can be circumvented.

5. In the course of my investigation, I also witnessed and documented the de-
sensitizing and traumatizing effect of performing late-term abortions on the abortion providers and
those who work with them, as evidenced most dramatically in their firsthand descriptions of]

abortion procedures, their feelings about them, and the disposition of fetal tissue and organs.

The Court’s conclusion that CMP’s investigation lacked legitimacy, and its
conclusions lacked veracity, has been proven false by two congressional investigations.

6. On July 14, 2015, CMP began publicly releasing the results of the Human Capital
Project. The next day, July 15, 2015, the U.S. House of Representatives Energy and Commerce
Committee and the House Judiciary Committee began investigations into illegal fetal tissue
procurement practices.

7. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of the press release published
by the U.S. House of Representatives Energy & Commerce Committee dated July 15, 2015, and
titled “Energy and Commerce Committee Launches Investigation Following ‘Abhorrent’ Planned
Parenthood Video,” as downloaded from the Energy & Commerce Committee website at this link:
https://energycommerce.house.gov/news/press-release/energy-and-commerce-committee-

launches-investigation-following-abhorrent/.

8. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of the press release published
by the U.S. House of Representatives Judiciary Committee dated July 15, 2015, and titled
“Chairman Goodlatte Announces House Judiciary Committee Investigation into Horrific Abortion

Practices,” as downloaded from the Judiciary Committee website at this link:

https://judiciary.house.gov/press-release/chairman-goodlatte-announces-house-judiciary-

committee-investigation-into-horrific-abortion-practices/.

9. Two weeks later, on August 14, 2015, the U.S. House of Representatives Oversight

and Government Reform Committee began its own investigation.
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10.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of a letter from Hon. Jason
Chaffetz, Chairman, U.S. House of Representatives Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform and Hon. Jim Jordan, Chairman, U.S. House of Representatives Subcommittee on Health
Care, Benefits and Administrative Rules, to Cecile Richards, President, Planned Parenthood
Federation of America, Inc., dated August 14, 2015, as downloaded from Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform website at this link: https://oversight.house.gov/wp-content/uploads/

2015/08/2015-08-14-JC-]J]-to-Richards-PP-Planned-Parenthood.pdf.

11. On October 7, 2015, the U.S. House of Representatives voted to create the Select

Investigative Panel within the Energy and Commerce Committee. This Panel was created for the
purpose of consolidating the various House investigations into illegal fetal tissue procurement
practices. The Senate retained its own investigation, conducted by the Senate Judiciary Committee.

12.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy of a Washington Post article
dated September 27, 2015, and titled “Boehner: There will be no government shutdown; select

committee will probe Planned Parenthood,” as downloaded from the Washington Post website at this

link: https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/post-politics 2015/09/27 /boehner-there-will-be-no-

13. On December 13 and 30, 2016, respectively, the Senate Judiciary Committee and the
House Select Investigative Panel, released their 541-page and 427-page final reports (hereafter
“Senate Report” and “House Report” but with page citations to the page numbers provided by the
ECF filing stamp).

14. A true and correct copy of the Majority Staff Report of the U.S. Senate Judiciary
Committee titled “Human Fetal Tissue Research: Context and Controversy,” and dated
December 2016, as downloaded from the Senate Judiciary Committee website at this link:

https://www.grassley.senate.gov/sites/default/files/judiciary/upload/22920%20-%20FTR.pdf, has

been filed in the docket in the related case to this one, Planned Parenthood Federation of America, et
al. v. Center for Medical Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-cv-236. It is located at Docket No.
307 in that case.

/17
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15. A true and correct copy of the Final Report of the Select Investigative Panel of the
U.S. House of Representatives Energy & Commerce Committee, dated December 30, 2016, along
with its exhibits, as downloaded from the Select Investigative Panel website at this link:
https://energycommerce.house.gov/news/letter/select-investigative-panel-final-report/, has been
filed in the docket in the related case to this one, Planned Parenthood Federation of America, et al. »v.
Center for Medical Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-cv-236. The Final Report is located at
Docket No. 303-3 in that case. The Final Report Exhibits are located at Docket Nos. 304, 305,
and 306 in that case.

16.  These two investigative bodies both issued hundreds of pages of detailed reports
documenting extensive evidence of criminal, unlawful, and unethical acts by abortion providers and
fetal tissue procurement companies, such as:

o profiting from the sale of fetal organs;

0 altering abortion procedures for financial gain;

o performing illegal partial-birth abortions;

o killing newborns who survived attempted abortions;

0 failing to obtain informed consent for fetal tissue donations;

0 violating the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 (HIPAA);
0 violating federal regulations regarding Institutional Review Boards (IRBs);

0 fraudulent overbilling practices; and

0 destroying documents that were the subject of congressional inquiries.

17.  The House Panel and Senate Committee issued numerous criminal and regulatory
referrals to federal, state, and local law enforcement entities, including for several abortion
providers and fetal tissue procurement companies that are NAF members and/or NAF conference
attendees. Both investigative bodies noted that their findings were consistent with CMP’s public
videos, which were “the impetus for” the investigations. Senate Report at 8, 55; House Report
at 415.

18.  As a result of its investigation, the Senate Judiciary Committee referred eight

entities to the Federal Bureau of Investigation and the U.S. Department of Justice for criminal
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prosecution, including Planned Parenthood Federation of America, Planned Parenthood Mar
Monte, Planned Parenthood Northern California, Planned Parenthood Los Angeles, Planned
Parenthood of the Pacific Southwest, Novogenix Laboratories, LLC, Advanced Bioscience
Resources, Inc., and StemExpress, LLC. The illegal conduct identified by the Senate investigation
was that all of those entities violated, or conspired to violate, the federal ban on profiteering from
the transfer of human fetal tissue—the key criminal conduct which CMP’s investigation
uncovered, and which NAF disputes. See FAC, Dkt. 131 at 171 (Defendants’ “pattern of]
fraudulent and malicious conduct, include[es] ... portraying NAF and its constituent members in a
false light by ... falsely portray[ing] the victims of their campaign as profiting from fetal tissue
donation programs, when the exact opposite is true”).

19.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 5 is a true and correct copy of a letter from Hon. Charles
Grassley, Chairman, Senate Judiciary Committee, to Hon. Loretta Lynch, Attorney General, U.S.
Department of Justice and Hon. James Comey, Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, dated
December 13, 2016, as downloaded from the Senate Judiciary Committee website at this link:

https://www.grassley.senate.gov/sites/default/files/judiciary/upload/Life%2C%2012-12-

16%2C%20Referral%20letter%20t0%20Do]%20F etal %20 Tissue%200oversight.pdf.

20. The House investigation referred those same entities to federal agencies for
prosecution, but added additional entities, including NAF-member abortion clinics in Texas,
Florida, and Arkansas, NAF members the University of New Mexico, Southwestern Women’s
Options, and Planned Parenthood Gulf Coast, and NAF-member Planned Parenthood Orange &
San Bernardino Counties’ business partners DV Biologics and DaVinci Biosciences—many of
which were referred to state or local entities for prosecution. House Report at 94-194. The clinics in
New Mexico, Florida, and Arkansas subject to the criminal referrals are all run by current or former
NAF Board Members. In addition, NAF-member Planned Parenthood Gulf Coast’s Regional
Medical and Surgical Services Director is longtime NAF Board Member ||l The House
investigation vindicated some of the other, less publicized, allegations of illegality which CMP’s
investigation uncovered, including that numerous reproductive health clinics were violating HIPAA

regulations and failing to obtain informed consent in their effort to profit from the sale of fetal
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tissue. See House Report at 106-112.

21.  The status of most of these referrals is necessarily unknown because law
enforcement refuse to comment on, or even confirm, active investigations. However, in a rare
move, the U.S. Department of Justice has confirmed that it has an ongoing and active investigation
based on the referrals made to it.

22.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 6 is a true and correct copy of a CNN article dated
December 8, 2017, and titled “Justice Dept. is investigating the use of fetal tissue,” as downloaded

from the CNN website at this link: https://www.cnn.com/2017/12/07/politics/justice-

department-fetal-tissue-investigation/index.html.

23.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 7 is a true and correct copy of a letter from Assistant
Attorney General Stephen E. Boyd, U.S. Department of Justice, to Hon. Charles E. Grassley,
Chairman, Senate Judiciary Committee, dated December 7, 2017, as downloaded from the CNN
website at this link: http://cdn.cnn.com/cnn/2017/images/12/07/pp.pdf.

24.  Importantly, one investigation flowing from the House referrals has concluded. On
December 8, 2017, two companies DV Biologics and DaVinci Biosciences—referred by the House
to the Orange County District Attorneys’ Office for prosecution (House Report at 132-137)—
admitted guilt in a $7.8 million settlement with the OCDA. Those companies admitted to selling
fetal body parts obtained from NAF-member Planned Parenthood Orange & San Bernardino
Counties for profit. The OCDA’s office credited CMP’s investigative journalism with prompting
the case, stating “In September 2015, the OCDA opened an investigation into DaVinci Biosciences
and DV Biologics after a complaint was submitted by the Center for Medical Progress regarding the
illegal sale of aborted fetal tissue by both companies.”

25.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 8 is a true and correct copy of a Los Angeles Times
article dated December 9, 2017, and titled “Firms reach $7.8-million settlement over allegations of]
selling fetal tissue,” as downloaded from the Los Angeles Times website at this link:

http://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-fetal-tissue-20171209-story.html#.

26.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 9 is a true and correct copy of the final judgment in the

California Superior Court case The People of the State of California v. DV Biologics, LLC, et al., No.

6
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30-2016-00880665-CU-BT-CJC (Cal. Super. Ct., Oct. 11, 2016), as downloaded from the docket
for the case maintained by the Orange County Superior Court website.

27.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 10 is a true and correct copy of an Orange County
District Attorney Press Release dated December 8, 2017, and titled “OCDA Obtains $7.8 Million
Settlement and Admission of Liability in Lawsuit Against Two Companies Who Unlawfully Sold
Fetal Tissue and Cells for Profit,” as downloaded from the Orange County District Attorney

website at this link: http://orangecountyda.org/civica/press/display.asp?layout=2&Entry=5406.

28.  The enjoined CMP videos corroborate the findings of the House and Senate
investigations. The House Panel received the enjoined videos pursuant to a subpoena, and ke
House Report repeatedly quotes portions of the enjoined videos, but did not publish the video files. Thus,
this Court’s preliminary injunction now appears to bar me and CMP from publishing—or
voluntarily providing to government investigators or using in my defense in my criminal case—
videos that a congressional investigative report has repeatedly quoted as evidence of the

commission of numerous felonies and other illegal and unethical acts.

Congress has determined that both public and enjoined CMP materials show
illegal profiteering from the sale of fetal organs

29.  Both the Senate and House reports verified CMP’s conclusions that various entities
within the fetal tissue procurement industry were selling fetal tissue for profit. In verifying CMP’s
conclusions, those reports cited to much CMP evidence, including evidence currently enjoined
from publication by this Court.

30.  The acquisition, receipt, or transfer of “any human fetal tissue for valuable
consideration” —which includes any money other than “reasonable payments associated with the
transportation, implantation, processing, preservation, quality control, or storage of human fetal
tissue” —is illegal under federal law. 42 U.S.C. §§ 289g-2(a), (e)(3). Congressman Waxman and
other sponsors of this law declared that “[i]t would be abhorrent to allow for a sale of fetal tissue and a
market to be created for that sale” and “repeated over and over that ‘fetal tissue may not be sold.””

House Report at 382-83 (quoting 139 Cong. Rec. H1099 (1993)).

/17
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31.  The Senate report concluded that three tissue procurement companies (including
NAF conference exhibitors, sponsors, members, and attendees)—StemExpress, LLC, Advanced
Bioscience Resources, Inc. (ABR), and Novogenix Laboratories, LLC—sold fetal tissue at
substantially higher prices than their documented costs. Senate Report at 10; see also House Report
at 31, 248, 259-60 (another company “charged considerably more for fetal tissue and cell lines
derived from that tissue than the costs it incurs”); 74. at 80, 87, 90 (one procurement business
received payments at least three times higher than its reimbursable costs; “a competent and ethical
federal prosecutor could establish probable cause that both the abortion clinics and the procurement
businesses” violated the law).

32.  Forinstance, NAF-member “ ABR received $423,622.08 more from customers than
it paid to the clinics for the fetal tissue.” House Report at 283. From one 20-week-old fetus that
ABR obtained from a clinic for “a mere $60, ABR charged its customers a total of $2,275 for tissue
specimens, plus additional charges for shipping and disease screening.” Senate Report at 42; 7d. at
45 (ABR apparently “chargled] thousands of dollars in fees beyond the actual direct costs it
incurred. ... Its attempts to justify the fees after being challenged appear to be post hoc
rationalizations in an attempt to avoid criminal liability.”).

33.  Additionally, NAF-meeting sponsor StemExpress:

developed an aggressive marketing strategy directed toward abortion
clinics. ... [and] had a half-page advertisement in the program for
both the 2014 and 2015 NAF meetings. At the conferences,
StemExpress distributed a brochure to NAF members that promised
abortion clinics they would be “[flinancially profitable” if they
allowed StemExpress to procure tissue from the clinics. The
brochure stated: “By partnering with StemExpress” the clinics will
not only help research “but [they] will also be contributing to the
fiscal growth of [their] own clinic[s].”

House Report at 202.

34.  The House Report includes redacted versions of several StemExpress ads, |}

I o use the words “Financially Profitable” and that state,

“Join our partner program that fiscally rewards clinics for contributing to the advancement of lifesaving

research.” Compare House Report at 202-06, with Dkt. 270 at NAF0000228, NAF0000283; House

8
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Report at 381 (StemExpress’s “marketing materials offered a profit to clinics”).

35.  The House report also heavily refers to other enjoined materials in support of its
conclusions. In an enjoined video that is quoted by the House Report, “an executive from a clinic at
which StemExpress procured fetal tissue” admitted that “the clinic made approximately $250,000
a year from fetal tissue and blood donations.” House Report at 233. Additionally, although
StemExpress paid several NAF-member abortion clinics “a total of $152,640 for fetal tissue,” “the
Planned Parenthood affiliates at which StemExpress procured fetal tissue had no legally
reimbursable costs.” I4. at 30. In fact, StemExpress and its NAF-member clinic partners would both
claim the same expenses as their own costs in an effort to show a loss on their fetal tissue sales. /4. at40,
386, 395-96.

36.  Furthermore, “StemExpress’ tissue technicians had a financial incentive to procure
the most body parts and fetal tissue possible” since they “were ‘compensated at a rate of $10 per
hour plus a per tissue or blood bonus’ that varied depending upon the type of tissues and the
amount they procured.” Id. at 228-29. According to a StemExpress “Procurement Technician
Compensation Policy for Tissue and Blood Procurement,” a three-tiered bonus structure was used;
Category A, for which the highest bonus amounts were paid, included fetal organs highly coveted

by researchers, such as brain, heart, liver, and thymus. /4. at 229-30.

37.  Inline with the conclusions of the House and Senate,
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38.  The House report quotes several conversations recorded by CMP that evidence
illegal profiting from the sale of fetal organs, and some of these recordings are covered by the
injunction. For instance, one individual admitted in public CMP videos that Planned Parenthood
Federation of America (PPFA) “cannot prevent affiliates from entering into contracts with tissue
procurement companies in order to increase revenue” and also noted that some of her colleagues
“generate a fair amount of income doing this.” House Report at 363. In the enjoined videos, the
same individual “seem[ed] to agree with the journalists that fetal tissue programs are indeed
profitable to clinics.” Id. at 363-64.

39.  In another public CMP video, a doctor admitted that PPFA was concerned with

avoiding the appearance of profiteering, not the reality:

They just want to do it in a way that is not perceived as, “This clinic is
selling tissue, this clinic is making money off of this. . . . [T]hey want
to come to a number that doesn’t Jook /ike they’re making money.”

I think for affiliates, at the end of the day, they’re a non-profit, they
just don’t want to—they want to break even. And if they can do a little
better than break even, and do so in a way that seems reasonable,
they’re happy with that.

Dkt. 3-20 at 4-5 (emphasis added). “Accounting documents from middleman tissue organizations
showed that several PPFA affiliates made a profit from the transfer of fetal tissue.” House Report at
368.

40.  The House report quoted another video subject to the injunction in which a NAF-

member abortion provider expressed excitement at the idea of receiving a “financial incentive” for

fetal tissue sales. House Report at 364; [

/17
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Congress has determined that both public and enjoined CMP materials show
illegal alterations of abortion procedures to procure fetal organs for research

41.

Similar to above, the House report verified CMP’s conclusions that various entities

within the fetal tissue procurement industry were illegally altering abortion procedures for the

purpose of procuring fetal organs to sell. In verifying CMP’s conclusions, the House report cited to

much CMP evidence, including evidence currently enjoined from publication by this Court.

42.

Federal law prohibits the “alteration of the timing, method, or procedures used to

terminate the pregnancy ... solely for the purposes of obtaining the tissue.” 42 U.S.C. § 289g-1.

Much of the enormous public outrage generated by CMP’s investigation sprang from the

recordings of abortion providers callously discussing the ways in which they and other individuals

alter abortion techniques for the sole purpose of procuring fetal organs for research. For example, in
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a public CMP video, an abortion provider stated:

[A] lot of people want liver. And for that reason, most providers will
do this case under ultrasound guidance, so they’ll know where
they’re putting their forceps.

[Y]ou’re just kind of cognizant of where you put your graspers, you
try to intentionally go above and below the thorax, so that, you know,
we’ve been very good at getting heart, lung, liver, because we know
that, so I’m not gonna crush that part, I’m going to basically crush
below, I’m gonna crush above, and I’m gonna see if I can get it all
intact. And with the calvarium, in general, some people will actually
try to change the presentation so that it’s not vertex. . . .

House Report at 412-13 (emphasis omitted); see also Dkt. 3-24 at 23 (a doctor expressed interest in
using “a ‘less crunchy’ technique to get more whole specimens”).

43.  The House report “found evidence that some abortion providers altered abortion
procedures in a manner that substitutes patient welfare with a financial benefit for both the abortion
clinic and the procurement business ... [which] violates federal law.” House Report at 48. One
clinic director “admitted that the abortion clinic changed its clinical practices to procure more liver.
A Planned Parenthood executive acknowledged making changes to obtain tissue as well.” /4. at 30;
id. at 368 (“[A] PPFA executive . .. admitted that she regularly changed the method of abortion to

facilitate intact fetal specimens”).

44.  The House report noted that, in one CMP video ||| | Q9 ) NN ENNDDD . -

doctor admitted to changing her abortion techniques to preserve fetal tissue for research:

I let the tech tell me what it is that they need, I usually don’t let the
trainee do those cases, I try to do everything as intact as possible,
because I know it’s a research case. She seems to be getting what she
needs. Sometimes she’ll tell me she needs brain, and we’ll leave the
calvarium until last, and then try to basically take it, or, actually, you
know, catch everything and even keep it separate from the rest of the
tissue, so it doesn’t get lost. There will probably be providers who
just want to keep doing things the way that they do them, and others
who kind of want to help facilitate the process.

Compare House Report at 413-14 (emphasis omitted), | ||| [ GTNGNGG-

/17
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45.

46.  Additionally, the House report quoted another enjoined video in which an abortion
provider admitted that her facility reduced the use of digoxin in order to meet increased demand for
fetal livers: “Liver’s a big thing right now. We just actually increased our gestation for dig[oxin], so

that we could be able to get more liver, bigger liver.” House Report at 214;

Congress has determined that both public and enjoined CMP materials show
illegal non-consenting prior to harvesting fetal tissue

47.  The House report also verified CMP’s conclusions that various entities within the
fetal tissue procurement industry were illegally failing to obtain consent to harvest fetal tissue. In
verifying CMP’s conclusions, the House report again cited to much CMP evidence, including
evidence currently enjoined from publication by this Court.

48.  The House report noted that, in an enjoined CMP video, an individual stated

concerning her prospective involvement in fetal tissue procurement:

“If I’m involved, it would have to go through my University
of Michigan IRB, and they tend to be pretty easy about stuff
and actually not require informed consent. . .. [T]heir feeling is
you don’t even need to consent people.” ... This admission
obviously raises serious questions about UMich’s compliance
with IRB and informed consent requirements.

Compare House Report at 337 (emphasis added) || - 1~formed consent is a

universal ethical standard for participation in medical research.

/17
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NAF’s examples of irreparable harm have been proven false
49.  NAF chose not to release their 2015 statistics on “Violence and Disruption” until
April 2016 —two months after this Court made its preliminary injunction findings. Those statistics,
along with NAF’s statistics for 2016 and 2017, show that there was no sncrease in actual threats of
harm attributable to CMP whatsoever.
50.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 11 is a true and correct copy of Plaintiff National
Abortion Federation’s publication titled “2015 Violence and Disruption Statistics,” dated April

2016, as downloaded from the NAF website at this link: https://prochoice.org/wp-

content/uploads/2015-NAF-Violence-Disruption-Stats.pdf.

51.  NAF’s 2015 statistics reveal that 98.6% of NAF’s recorded instances consisted of
First Amendment assemblies, protest speech, and Internet commentary. In reviewing documents
obtained from Planned Parenthood, it is clear that this is constitutionally protected activity. For
example, Planned Parenthood makes clear in their communications to their staff that they should
report “|J . Harassment further includes all “ ||| G

52.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 12 is a true and correct copy of Planned Parenthood
Federation of America’s publication titled |G
I dated 2015, encouraging “| . and bates-stamped PP0000960-61, as

produced by Planned Parenthood Federation of America in the related case to this one, Planned
Parenthood Federation of America, et al. v. Center for Medical Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-
cv-236.

53.  Only 0.67% of the instances listed on NAF’s 2015 report were even categorized by
NAF as “violence.” (325 instances of violence divided by 48,578 instances total). But this is
significantly less than the percentage of “violen[t]” instances recorded by NAF in the preceding
two years—in which NAF recorded that 1.6% and 4.6% of all instances were “violen[t].” It is also
comparable to the number of actual instances of violence. 2015 only saw an 8% increase in NAF-
recorded instances of violence in comparison to 2013.

54.  The lack of increase is corroborated by Planned Parenthood Federation of America,

who reported a minor increase in July and August 2015, but by September 2015, /||| | [ GTGTGNG
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N - T
Planned Parenthood Federation of America further stated that their reports about the number of]

‘B cannot be completely dispositive. Planned Parenthood stated that, with respect to the
public outrage over Planned Parenthood’s documented wrongdoing, ‘| NNGNGTGGNG

I Ty further
stated that “/|| | GG is due to increased “|| G
B iostead of actual [ This is why [
—

55.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 13 is a true and correct copy of the “Special Summer of
2015 Edition” of Planned Parenthood Federation of America’s “Hot Spots” reports, bates-
stamped PP0001216-21, as produced by Planned Parenthood Federation of America in the related
case to this one, Planned Parenthood Federation of America, et al. v. Center for Medical Progress, et al.,
N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-cv-236.

56.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 14 is a true and correct copy of the “HotSpots for the
period January 1-31, 2016” edition of Planned Parenthood Federation of America’s “Hot Spots”
reports, bates-stamped PP0011648-51, as produced by Planned Parenthood Federation of America
in the related case to this one, Planned Parenthood Federation of America, et al. v. Center for Medical
Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-cv-236.

57.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 15 is a true and correct copy of an email from Planned
Parenthood Federation of America’s Security Program Coordinator dated January 22, 2016,
7:08:03 a.m., bates-stamped PP0011222, as produced by Planned Parenthood Federation of]
America in the related case to this one, Planned Parenthood Federation of America, et al. v. Center for
Medical Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-cv-236.

58.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 16 is a true and correct copy of the “HotSpots for the
period February 1-29, 2016 edition of Planned Parenthood Federation of America’s “Hot Spots”
reports, with email commentary by Planned Parenthood personnel, bates-stamped PP0011959-62,
as produced by Planned Parenthood Federation of America in the related case to this one, Planned

Parenthood Federation of America, et al. v. Center for Medical Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-
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cv-236.

59.  Even looking at NAF’s 2015 statistics directly shows that 2015 contained little of]
note. Approximately a third (36%) of NAF’s “violence” statistics concern trespassing. But it is easy
to routinely accuse or accidentally fault protesters or passersby for trespassing. Based on my
experience in the pro-life community, accusations of “trespassing” are primarily accusations
against lawful sidewalk pregnancy counselors and patient advocates—a nonviolent group.

60.  NAF lists four instances of Arson in 2015—but this is actually less than in 2012.
Moreover, at least one Arson in 2015, the Thousand Oaks clinic, was caused by a domestic feud—a
fight between a man and his girlfriend who worked at the clinic—showing how CMP’s speech has
no bearing on such instances. See Dkt. 322-1.

61.  NAF also lists three murders and nine attempted murders. All of these refer to the
attack on the Planned Parenthood Rocky Mountains clinic in Colorado Springs, which the Court
cited and viewed as dispositive. Dkt. 254 at 37 n.42. We now know, however, that that the attack
had nothing whatsoever to do with CMP. Not only have subsequent interviews with the criminally
insane shooter disproven the connection, but both Planned Parenthood Federation of America and
Planned Parenthood of the Rocky Mountains have declared in court filings that the shooting attack
was “random” and “unforeseeable.” Dkt. 488 at 9-10 & n.1; Dkt. 489-1. The shooter was most
recently held incompetent to stand trial on July 27, 2018. Even in Planned Parenthood’s own
internal email communications about the shooting, Planned Parenthood nowhere connects the
shooting to CMP. Indeed, in the HotSpots report for November 2015, CMP is not mentioned at all.

62.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 17 is a true and correct copy of a The Gazette article
dated July 27, 2018, and updated August 2, 2018, and titled “Planned Parenthood shooter Robert
Dear remains incompetent for trial, judge says,” as downloaded from The Gazette website at this
link:  https://gazette.com/news/planned-parenthood-shooter-robert-dear-remains-incompetent-

for-trial-judge/article 64ddd2ea-91b6-11e8-a84e-1f5069d71e6a.html.

63.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 18 is a true and correct copy of the “HotSpots for the
period November 1-30, 2015” edition of Planned Parenthood Federation of America’s “Hot

Spots” reports, bates-stamped PP0010904-06, as produced by Planned Parenthood Federation of
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America in the related case to this one, Planned Parenthood Federation of America, et al. v. Center for
Medical Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-cv-236.

64.  NAF also lists six instances of “invasion” —but this is actually less than in 2013.
Similarly, NAF’s “assault & battery” statistics are less than in 2012; NAF’s “burglary” statistics
are less than in 2010; NAF’s “stalking” statistics are less than half the recorded number in 2013.

65.  In truth, there are only two categories with any noticeable increases, “vandalism”
and “death threats/threats of harm.” With respect to the latter, NAF expanded the prior category
of “death threats” to begin including “threats of harm” in 2015. As a result, the apparent increase
in the category is artificial. See Ex. 10, n. 3.

66.  With respect to “vandalism,” it did approximately double from 27 in 2011 to 67 in
2015. But this is probably simply the result of greater sensitivity and reporting than any actual
increase in harm. Moreover, vandalism is perfectly reparable with measurable monetary damages.

67.  Thus, far from showing the “dramatic increase in the volume and extent of threats”
and “significant increase in harassment, threats, and violence” that the Court found based on a
preliminary record in February 2016 (Dkt. 354 at 2:12, 36:3-4), NAF’s 2015 statistics, first
published two months later in April, and Planned Parenthood’s internal reporting, confirm that
NAF members saw no bona fide increase in actual threats of harm compared to previous years.

Statements by Superior Court Judge Christopher Hite

68.  In my criminal case, The People of the State of California v. David Robert Daleiden, et
al., No. 2502505 (Cal. Super. Ct., Mar. 28, 2017), Judge Hite has repeatedly stated that he will not
close the hearings in that case. My criminal defense counsel intend to play most, if not all, of the
enjoined video at my preliminary hearing to establish my innocence of the criminal charges brought
against me, at which point the material will enter the public domain.

69.  On June 21, 2017, my criminal defense counsel demurred to the complaint in my
criminal case on the basis this Court’s preliminary injunction precluded them from being able to
defend me adequately. That demurrer was overruled and a preliminary, oral, protective order was
entered with the purpose of preserving the identities of the fourteen complaining witnesses as

anonymous Does. But Judge Hite did take judicial notice of the preliminary injunction.
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70.  On December 6, 2017, Judge Hite entered a written protective order in my criminal
case. That protective order specifically references a hard drive containing all of the enjoined NAF
materials. The only restriction Judge Hite’s written protective order places on the contents of the
hard drive is on the disclosure of those materials that “portray, relate to, or mention the fourteen
Does named in the complaint.”

71.  Importantly, Judge Hite was aware of this Court’s preliminary injunction and of my
constitutional right to have my criminal defense counsel use enjoined videos in my defense when he
issued the protective order. Further, in issuing the protective order, Judge Hite expressly stated:
“There will be no blanket protective order as to all the issues in this case. The Court will address
any concerns by the Attorney General’s Office or anyone else regarding specific requests for
protective order materials on an individual basis rather than a blanket basis.”

72.  On January 10, 2018, my criminal defense counsel moved to set aside the protective
order on the basis that it improperly limited their ability to defend me in the criminal case. My
criminal defense counsel especially raised the concern that they needed to be able to counter the
public statements of the complaining witnesses because they were publicly disparaging me. In
response, Judge Hite denied the motion on the basis that the protective order was sufficiently
limited and would only effectively last until the preliminary hearing.

73.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 19 is a true and correct copy of the written protective
order issued by Judge Hite in my criminal case, The People of the State of California v. David Robert
Daleiden, et al., No. 2502505 (Cal. Super. Ct., Mar. 28, 2017).

74.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 20 is a true and correct copy of the relevant portions of
the transcript of the June 21, 2017, hearing in my criminal case, The People of the State of California v.
Dayid Robert Daleiden, et al., No. 2502505 (Cal. Super. Ct., Mar. 28, 2017).

75.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 21 is a true and correct copy of the relevant portions of
the transcript of the December 6, 2017, hearing in my criminal case, The People of the State of]
California v. David Robert Daleiden, et al., No. 2502505 (Cal. Super. Ct., Mar. 28, 2017).
/1]

/17
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76.  Attached hereto as Exhibit 22 is a true and correct copy of the relevant portions of
the transcript of the January 10, 2018, hearing in my criminal case, The People of the State of|
California v. David Robert Daleiden, et al., No. 2502505 (Cal. Super. Ct., Mar. 28, 2017).

I declare under penalty of perjury of the laws of the United States that the foregoing is true

and correct.

Dot
DATE: August 15, 2018 ;-/{ L,.S ' .

DAVID DALEIDEN

ATTESTATION PURSUANT TO CIVIL L.R. 5.1(G)(3)

As the filer of this document, I attest that concurrence in the filing was obtained from the

signatory. @@&%J @f@ éﬁﬂgﬂi

Charles S. LiMandri
Counsel for Defendants CMP, BioMax, and
Daleiden
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PRESS RELEASE

Energy and Commerce Committee Launches
Investigation Following “Abhorrent” Planned
Parenthood Video

07.15.15

WASHINGTON, DC - House Energy and Commerce Committee leaders today began an investigation
following the release of a video revealing the Planned Parenthood Senior Director of Medical Services

discussing the sale of fetal body parts. The sale of fetal body parts for profit is illegal.

“This video is abhorrent and rips at the heart. The committee will get to the bottom of this appalling
situation,” commented full committee Chairman Fred Upton (R-MI), Vice Chairman Marsha Blackburn
(R-TN), Oversight and Investigations Subcommittee Chairman Tim Murphy (R-PA), and Health
Subcommittee Chairman Joe Pitts (R-PA).

Hit#

hups://energycommerce.nouse.gOV/neWS/press-re|ease/energy-ana-commerce-commmee-launcnes-lnvesngauon-rm|owmg-aonorrem/

1Al


https://energycommerce.house.gov/news/press-release/
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House of Representatives

Judiciary Committee

Chairman Bob Goodlatte

PRESS RELEASE (PRESS-RELEASES) | JULY 15,2015

Chairman Goodlatte
Announces House Judiciary
Committee Investigation into
Horrific Abortion Practices

https://judiciary.house.gov/press-release/chairman-goodlatte-announces-house-judiciary-committee-investigation-into-horrific-abortion-practices/ 1/5


https://judiciary.house.gov/
https://judiciary.house.gov/press-release/chairman-goodlatte-announces-house-judiciary-committee-investigation-into-horrific-abortion-practices/press-releases
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Washington, D.C.— House Judiciary Committee Chairman Bob Goodlatte (R-Va.) today
announced a Committee investigation into allegations that Planned Parenthood
abortion doctors altered abortion procedures in order to harvest the organs and body
parts of aborted children for money.

The Committee’s investigation will focus on the inhumane acts detailed by an executive
of Planned Parenthood in several reports
(http://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/undercover-video-shows-planned-
parenthood-exec-discussing-organ-harvesting/2015/07/14/ae330e34-2a4d-11e5-
bd33-395c05608059_story.html?hpid=z4) and a video
(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jjxwVuozMnU).

House Judiciary Committee Chairman Bob Goodlatte issued the following statement:

Chairman Goodlatte: “Every human life is sacred and should be protected from the
atrocities allegedly undertaken by Planned Parenthood. The House Judiciary
Committee is investigating these horrific acts including ascertaining how Congress
might act.

“The prospects of altering an abortion procedure in order to preserve intact the organs
of aborted children, including their brains, reminds us yet again of the horrors of late-
term abortions, and the need for the Senate to pass the Pain-Capable Unborn Child
Protection Act.

https://judiciary.house.gov/press-release/chairman-goodlatte-announces-house-judiciary-committee-investigation-into-horrific-abortion-practices/ 4/5
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jjxwVuozMnU
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“Members of the House Judiciary Committee have been committed to the
preservation of human life, including the lives of unborn children. We will continue to
fight for the rights of the unborn.”

2138 Rayburn House Office Bldg
Washington, DC 20515
202.225.3951

Minority Site (https://democrats-judiciary.house.gov/)

https://judiciary.house.gov/press-release/chairman-goodlatte-announces-house-judiciary-committee-investigation-into-horrific-abortion-practices/ 5/5
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CHAIRMAN RANKING MINORITY MEMBER

Congress of the United States

THouge of Wepregentatives

COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT REFORM
2157 RayBURN HousE OFFICE BUILDING
WasHINGTON, DC 20515-6143

MasoriTy (202} 225-5074
Minoamy  (202) 225-5051

August 14,2015

Ms. Cecile Richards

President

Planned Parenthood Federation of America, Inc.
434 West 33rd Street

New York, NY 10001

Dear Ms. Richards:

Recently released videos implicate Planned Parenthood Federation of America and its
affiliates in potentially unlawful transactions involving fetal tissue.' In the videos, Planned
Parenthood representatives discuss the demand for certain body parts, the manner in which
patient consent is solicited, pricing considerations, and the methods by which doctors manipulate
procedures to ensure that tissues remain intact. > The disturbing content of these videos raises
questions as to whether federal funds are being used to finance the potentially illegal conduct
described therein.

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 2014, Planned Parenthood reported approximately
$1.3 billion in total revenue, of which $528.4 million is attributed to “government health services
grants and reimbursements.” To help the Committee understand the role of federal funding in
Planned Parenthood operations, please provide the following documents and information as soon
as possible, but no later than 5:00 p.m. on August 28, 2015:

1. For each year from 2010 through present, provide the cumulative amount of funding that
Planned Parenthood received from the federal government, and identify all program(s),
grant(s), and other sources of the federal funds.

2. For each year from 2010 through present, provide all financial statements and annual
reports, including, but not limited to Internal Revenue Service Form 990, Return of
Organization Exempt from Income Tax.

3. For each year from 2010 through present, identify and provide an accounting of all
Planned Parenthood activities that were financed with federal funds, to include the
specific amount of federal funds used for each expenditure.

4. For each year from 2010 through present, provide the cumulative amount of funding that
Planned Parenthood received from Medicaid programs by state.

! Center for Medical Progress, “Investigative Footage,” available at
http://www.centerformedicalprogress.org/cmp/investigative-footage/ (last accessed Aug. 11, 2015).

% Cheryl Wetzstein, 5th video on Planned Parenthood discusses boosting reimbursements, WASH. POST (Aug. 4,
2015).

* Planned Parenthood 2013-2014 Annual Report at 19-21, available at http://plannedparenthood.org/about-
us/annual-report (last accessed Aug. 11, 2015).
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Ms. Cecile Richards
August 14, 2015
Page 2

5. For each year from 2010 through present, provide a list of the 50 highest-paid Planned
Parenthood employees. Include the individual’s title, annual salary, bonuses, and any
other compensation.

6. According to the 2013-2014 Annual Report, Planned Parenthood “supports 66
independently incorporated affiliates, operating approximately 700 health centers across
the U.S.”* Provide a list of these affiliates and health centers including a contact with
phone number or email for each.

7. Identify, specifically, what procedures, services, or other medical treatments are available
only or exclusively at a Planned Parenthood affiliate or health center that are covered by
either a state’s Medicaid program or a health plan sold via a state exchange or
HealthCare.gov under the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act. Do not include
services or procedures that could otherwise be provided by a private health care provider.

In addition, please provide Committee staff with a briefing on these issues as soon as
possible, but no later than 5:00 p.m. on August 28, 2015. An attachment to this letter provides
additional information about responding to the Committee’s request. When producing
documents to the Committee, please deliver production sets to the Majority staff in room 2157 of
the Rayburn House Office Building and the Minority staff in room 2471 of the Rayburn House
Office Building. The Committee prefers, if possible, to receive all documents in electronic
format.

The Committee on Oversight and Government Reform is the principal investigative
committee in the U.S. House of Representatives. Pursuant to House Rule X, the Committee has

authority to investigate “any matter” at “any time.”

If you have any questions, please contact Committee staff at (202) 225-5074. Thank you
for your timely attention to this request.

Sincerely,

Jason Chaffetz -

Chairman glan
Sub€ommittee on Health Care,
Benefits and Administrative Rules
Enclosure

& v The Honorable Elijah E. Cummings, Ranking Member

The Honorable Matthew Cartwright, Ranking Member
Subcommittee on Healthcare, Benefits and Administrative Rules

*1d at 3,
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Responding to Committee Document Requests

In complying with this request, you are required to produce all responsive documents that are
in your possession, custody, or control, whether held by you or your past or present agents,
employees, and representatives acting on your behalf. You should also produce documents
that you have a legal right to obtain, that you have a right to copy or to which you have
access, as well as documents that you have placed in the temporary possession, custody, or
control of any third party. Requested records, documents, data or information should not be
destroyed, modified, removed, transferred or otherwise made inaccessible to the Committee.

In the event that any entity, organization or individual denoted in this request has been, or is
also known by any other name than that herein denoted, the request shall be read also to
include that alternative identification.

. The Committee’s preference is to receive documents in electronic form (i.e., CD, memory
stick, or thumb drive) in lieu of paper productions.

Documents produced in electronic format should also be organized, identified, and indexed
electronically.

Electronic document productions should be prepared according to the following standards:

(a) The production should consist of single page Tagged Image File (“TIF”), files
accompanied by a Concordance-format load file, an Opticon reference file, and a file
defining the fields and character lengths of the load file.

(b) Document numbers in the load file should match document Bates numbers and TIF file
names.

(c) If the production is completed through a series of multiple partial productions, field
names and file order in all load files should match.

(d) All electronic documents produced to the Committee should include the following fields
of metadata specific to each document;

BEGDOC, ENDDOC, TEXT, BEGATTACH, ENDATTACH,
PAGECOUNT,CUSTODIAN, RECORDTYPE, DATE, TIME, SENTDATE,
SENTTIME, BEGINDATE, BEGINTIME, ENDDATE, ENDTIME, AUTHOR, FROM,
CC, TO, BCC, SUBJECT, TITLE, FILENAME, FILEEXT, FILESIZE,
DATECREATED, TIMECREATED, DATELASTMOD, TIMELASTMOD,
INTMSGID, INTMSGHEADER, NATIVELINK, INTFILPATH, EXCEPTION,
BEGATTACH.

Documents produced to the Committee should include an index describing the contents of
the production. To the extent more than one CD, hard drive, memory stick, thumb drive, box
or folder is produced, each CD, hard drive, memory stick, thumb drive, box or folder should
contain an index describing its contents.
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Documents produced in response to this request shall be produced together with copies of file
labels, dividers or identifying markers with which they were associated when the request was
served.

When you produce documents, you should identify the paragraph in the Committee’s
schedule to which the documents respond.

It shall not be a basis for refusal to produce documents that any other person or entity also
possesses non-identical or identical copies of the same documents.

If any of the requested information is only reasonably available in machine-readable form
(such as on a computer server, hard drive, or computer backup tape), you should consult with
the Committee staff to determine the appropriate format in which to produce the information.

If compliance with the request cannot be made in full by the specified return date,
compliance shall be made to the extent possible by that date. An explanation of why full
compliance is not possible shall be provided along with any partial production.

In the event that a document is withheld on the basis of privilege, provide a privilege log
containing the following information concerning any such document: (a) the privilege
asserted; (b) the type of document; (c) the general subject matter; (d) the date, author and
addressee; and (e) the relationship of the author and addressee to each other.

If any document responsive to this request was, but no longer is, in your possession, custody,
or control, identify the document (stating its date, author, subject and recipients) and explain
the circumstances under which the document ceased to be in your possession, custody, or
control.

If a date or other descriptive detail set forth in this request referring to a document is
inaccurate, but the actual date or other descriptive detail is known to you or is otherwise
apparent from the context of the request, you are required to produce all documents which
would be responsive as if the date or other descriptive detail were correct.

Unless otherwise specified, the time period covered by this request is from January 1, 2009
to the present.

This request is continuing in nature and applies to any newly-discovered information. Any
record, document, compilation of data or information, not produced because it has not been
located or discovered by the return date, shall be produced immediately upon subsequent
location or discovery.

All documents shall be Bates-stamped sequentially and produced sequentially.

Two sets of documents shall be delivered, one set to the Majority Staff and one set to the
Minority Staff. When documents are produced to the Committee, production sets shall be
delivered to the Majority Staff in Room 2157 of the Rayburn House Office Building and the
Minority Staff in Room 2471 of the Rayburn House Office Building.
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19. Upon completion of the document production, you should submit a written certification,
signed by you or your counsel, stating that: (1) a diligent search has been completed of all
documents in your possession, custody, or control which reasonably could contain responsive
documents; and (2) all documents located during the search that are responsive have been
produced to the Committee.

Definitions

1. The term “document” means any written, recorded, or graphic matter of any nature
whatsoever, regardless of how recorded, and whether original or copy, including, but not
limited to, the following: memoranda, reports, expense reports, books, manuals, instructions,
financial reports, working papers, records, notes, letters, notices, confirmations, telegrams,
receipts, appraisals, pamphlets, magazines, newspapers, prospectuses, inter-office and intra-
office communications, electronic mail (e-mail), contracts, cables, notations of any type of
conversation, telephone call, meeting or other communication, bulletins, printed matter,
computer printouts, teletypes, invoices, transcripts, diaries, analyses, returns, summaries,
minutes, bills, accounts, estimates, projections, comparisons, messages, correspondence,
press releases, circulars, financial statements, reviews, opinions, offers, studies and
investigations, questionnaires and surveys, and work sheets (and all drafts, preliminary
versions, alterations, modifications, revisions, changes, and amendments of any of the
foregoing, as well as any attachments or appendices thereto), and graphic or oral records or
representations of any kind (including without limitation, photographs, charts, graphs,
microfiche, microfilm, videotape, recordings and motion pictures), and electronic,
mechanical, and electric records or representations of any kind (including, without limitation,
tapes, cassettes, disks, and recordings) and other written, printed, typed, or other graphic or
recorded matter of any kind or nature, however produced or reproduced, and whether
preserved in writing, film, tape, disk, videotape or otherwise. A document bearing any
notation not a part of the original text is to be considered a separate document. A draft or
non-identical copy is a separate document within the meaning of this term.

2. The term “communication” means each manner or means of disclosure or exchange of
information, regardless of means utilized, whether oral, electronic, by document or
otherwise, and whether in a meeting, by telephone, facsimile, email (desktop or mobile
device), text message, instant message, MMS or SMS message, regular mail, telexes,
releases, or otherwise.

3. The terms “and” and “or” shall be construed broadly and either conjunctively or disjunctively
to bring within the scope of this request any information which might otherwise be construed
to be outside its scope. The singular includes plural number, and vice versa. The masculine
includes the feminine and neuter genders.

4. The terms “person” or “persons” mean natural persons, firms, partnerships, associations,
corporations, subsidiaries, divisions, departments, joint ventures, proprietorships, syndicates,
or other legal, business or government entities, and all subsidiaries, affiliates, divisions,
departments, branches, or other units thereof.
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5. The term “identify,” when used in a question about individuals, means to provide the
following information: (a) the individual's complete name and title; and (b) the individual's
business address and phone number.

6. The term “referring or relating,” with respect to any given subject, means anything that
constitutes, contains, embodies, reflects, identifies, states, refers to, deals with or is pertinent
to that subject in any manner whatsoever.

7. The term “employee” means agent, borrowed employee, casual employee, consultant,
contractor, de facto employee, independent contractor, joint adventurer, loaned employee,
part-time employee, permanent employee, provisional employee, subcontractor, or any other
type of service provider.
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Boehner: There will be no government shutdown; select committee will probe Planned Parenthood

By Wesley Lowery and Mike DeBonis September 27, 2015 S&Email the author

In his first major interview since announcing his pending resignation, House Speaker John A. Boehner vowed Sunday that there
will be no government shutdown at the end of the month — adding that he will impanel a select committee to investigate
Planned Parenthood after "undercover" videos renewed outrage among conservatives about government funding for the
women's health provider.

"The Senate is expected to pass a continuing resolution next week," Boehner told "Face the Nation" moderator John
Dickerson. "We'll also take up a select committee to investigate these horrific videos that we've seen from abortion clinics that
we've seen in several states."

House Democrats and Planned Parenthood were quick to decry the formation of the new select committee.

"House Republicans already have three standing committees with subpoena power conducting one-sided, biased attacks
against Planned Parenthood, so it is unclear why they need a fourth," Rep. Elijah Cummings, the ranking Democrat on the
House Oversight and Government Reform Committee, said in a statement provided to The Washington Post on Sunday.
"House Republicans either have no confidence in their sitting chairmen, or they are willing to waste millions of taxpayer dollars
just to placate extremists within their own party.”
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In a statement on Sunday, Dawn Laguens, executive vice president of Planned Parenthood Federation of America, called the
move to impanel a select committee a "five-ring circus."
"We will, of course, cooperate with any fact-finding inquiry —even though these investigations are all based on false and
discredited claims, without a shred of evidence of wrongdoing by Planned Parenthood," Laguens said. "This is really an
attempt of to ban abortion and defund Planned Parenthood. It's an assault on every woman whose breast cancer was caught
early because of Planned Parenthood and every woman who has made her own decision about whether and when to have a
child."
[What John Boehner told me the night before he said he was quitting]
Earlier this year, anti-abortion activists released secret video recordings of conversations with Planned Parenthood officials
about the use of fetal tissue for medical research. The recordings of the frank conversations outraged many who oppose
legalized abortion, who said the videos raised new questions about whether Planned Parenthood was profiting from the sale of
fetal tissue.
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In light of the videos, many Republicans have vowed to defund Planned Parenthood, and a group of conservative lawmakers
said they would refuse to vote for any spending bill that included funding for the organization. Those vows stirred speculation
that the government could shut down temporarily over the funding disagreement, but Boehner's announcement that he will
resign from Congress is widely expected to have limited the chances of a shutdown.

"The commitment has been made that there will not be any way that a shutdown will occur,” Rep. John Fleming (R-La.) told The
Post last week.

[Here’s what happens if Congress ends funding for Planned Parenthood]

The announcement of a select committee was first made on Friday by Rep. Marsha Blackburn (R-Tenn.), prompting immediate
scorn from House Democrats.

“House Republicans are planning yet another taxpayer-funded Select Committee to burn more of the millions of taxpayer
dollars they've already spent playing politics — this time with the goal of taking lifesaving preventative care away from millions
of American women," House Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) said in a statement on Saturday. "Make no mistake: House
Republicans have renewed their war on women's health. With this Committee, Republicans are trying to make it easier to shut
down the government and harder for millions of women to access the lifesaving health care they need. Hard-working families
deserve better than a taxpayer-funded Republican Committee fixated on dismantling women'’s health.”
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Wnited States Senate

December 13, 2016

VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION

The Honorable Loretta Lynch The Honorable James B. Comey, Jr.
Attorney General Director

U.S. Department of Justice Federal Bureau of Investigation
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20530 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:

e StemExpress, LLC;

e Advanced Bioscience Resources, Inc.;
e Novogenix Laboratories, LLC;

e Planned Parenthood Mar Monte;
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Attorney General Lynch and Director Comey
December 13, 2016

e Planned Parenthood Los Angeles;
e Planned Parenthood Northern California; and
e 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, | 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,

kbt

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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Justice Dept. Is investigating the use of fetal

tissue

By Laura Jarrett, CNN
Updated 4:32 PM ET, Fri December 8, 2017

What does Planned Parenthood do? 01:36

STORY HIGHLIGHTS

The use of human fetal tissue has been a
political flashpoint since the 1990s

Grassley's 2016 report claimed US
agencies had failed to monitor the
industry

(CNN) — The Justice Department is looking into Planned
Parenthood's practices related to human fetal tissue, according
to a letter obtained by CNN on Thursday.

The letter -- from the Justice Department's head of its Office of
Legislative Affairs -- does not mention Planned Parenthood by
name but asks the Senate Judiciary Committee to turn over
unredacted documentation supporting a December 2016
report titled "Human Fetal Tissue Research," which purports to
describe the organization's practices.

"At this point, the records are intended for investigative use
only," Assistant Attorney General Stephen Boyd wrote. "We

understand that a resolution from the Senate may be required if the Department were to use any of the

unredacted materials in a formal legal proceeding,

such as a grand jury."

"Yesterday evening the committee received the Justice Department's request and we're going to work to comply
with that request," Taylor Foy, a spokesman for Senate Judiciary Chairman Chuck Grassley, confirmed to CNN on

Friday.

https://www.cnn.com/2017/12/07/politics/justice-department-fetal-tissue-investigation/index.html
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The use of human fetal tissue -- which is used to study a number of diseases -- has proved to be a political
flashpoint for decades.

Federal law prohibits the receipt of any "valuable consideration" for fetal tissue, while permitting "reasonable
payments" for costs, including "transportation, implantation, processing, preservation, quality control or storage of
human fetal tissue."

Grassley's 2016 report claimed that executive branch agencies had failed to monitor the industry and -- after
reviewing 20,000 documents voluntarily submitted by Planned Parenthood and a number of other organizations --
called on the Justice Department to investigate.

"The report documents the failure of the Department of
Justice, across multiple administrations, to enforce the law
that bans the buying and selling of human fetal tissue," the
lowa Republican wrote. "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."

Sen. Dianne Feinstein of California, the top Democrat on the
Judiciary Committee, said multiple committees have found
Planned Parenthood did nothing wrong, however.

Related Article: Planned Parenthood: Fast "The Justice Department's letter is in response to Chairman

facts Grassley's requests that the department review a December
2016 majority staff report, a document that was never
brought before the full committee," Feinstein said in a
statement to CNN on Friday.

"Multiple congressional committees, 13 states and a grand jury in Texas all investigated Planned Parenthood, and
all of them found the organization did nothing wrong," she added. "l hope that there isn't a partisan purpose in
taking this action and that the department handles the chairman's request in a professional and ethical manner."

Last month, in response to reports that the FBI had asked the Senate for documents it obtained from abortion
providers, Planned Parenthood's vice president of government affairs, Dana Singiser, said: "Planned Parenthood
strongly disagrees with the recommendations of the Senate Republican staff to refer this matter to the Justice
Department, especially in light of the fact that investigations by three other Congressional committees, and
investigations in 13 states including a Grand Jury in Texas, have all shown that Planned Parenthood did nothing
wrong."

Singiser added: "Planned Parenthood has never, and would never, profit while facilitating its patients' choice to
donate fetal tissue for use in important medical research."

CNN is told that Grassley said in order to turn over the documentation he needed to receive a letter from DOJ
explaining that the materials underlying his report would be used for investigative purposes, according a source
with knowledge of the discussions.

The Justice Department declined to comment.

https://www.cnn.com/2017/12/07/politics/justice-department-fetal-tissue-investigation/index.html 2/2
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U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Charles E. Grassley

Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary DEC 07 2017
United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
Ranking Member

Committee on the Judiciary
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman and Senator Feinstein:

In December 2016, majority staff of the Senate Judiciary Committee prepared a report for
the Committee entitled, “Human Fetal Tissue Research: Context and Controversy” (report). The
Chairman provided a link to this report, which contained redactions of selected information, in a
letter to the Attorney General and then-Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)
dated April 24, 2017. In this letter, the Chairman asked that we contact the Committee in writing
if we determine that we need to seek access to unredacted copies of any of these records in order
to further investigate these matters.

The Department of Justice (Department) appreciates the offer of assistance in obtaining
these materials, and would like to request that the Committee provide unredacted copies of
records contained in the report in order to further the Department’s ability to conduct a thorough
and comprehensive assessment of that report based on the full range of information available. At
this point, the records are intended for investigative use only—we understand that a resolution
from the Senate may be required if the Department were to use any of the unredacted materials
in a formal legal proceeding, such as a grand jury.

Thank you for your time and assistance in this matter. The Department looks forward to
coordinating with the Committee to obtain the requested unredacted records. Please do not
hesitate to contact this office if we may provide any additional information in furtherance of this
request.

phtn ENBQ
Wsistant Attorney General
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U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Charles E. Grassley

Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary 7
United States Senate DEC 07 207
Washington, DC 20510

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
Ranking Member

Committee on the Judiciary
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman and Senator Feinstein:

In December 2016, majority staff of the Senate Judiciary Committee prepared a report for
the Committee entitled, “Human Fetal Tissue Research: Context and Controversy” (report). The
Chairman provided a link to this report, which contained redactions of selected information, in a
letter to the Attorney General and then-Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)
dated April 24, 2017. In this letter, the Chairman asked that we contact the Committee in writing
if we determine that we need to seek access to unredacted copies of any of these records in order
to further investigate these matters.

The Department of Justice (Department) appreciates the offer of assistance in obtaining
these materials, and would like to request that the Committee provide unredacted copies of
records contained in the report in order to further the Department’s ability to conduct a thorough
and comprehensive assessment of that report based on the full range of information available. At
this point, the records are intended for investigative use only—we understand that a resolution
from the Senate may be required if the Department were to use any of the unredacted materials
in a formal legal proceeding, such as a grand jury.

Thank you for your time and assistance in this matter. The Department looks forward to
coordinating with the Committee to obtain the requested unredacted records. Please do not
hesitate to contact this office if we may provide any additional information in furtherance of this
request.

Assistant Attorney General

. A
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12 WEEKS FOR 99¢

SALE OFFER
SALE!
The Brady Bunch house is b 22% surge in number of Enjoy Clayton Kershaw now, Yosem
for sale. Its broker expects ﬁ older homeless people because he may not be here f
an 'avalanche' — of looker... < ! catches L.A. officials off... much longer ¢ >
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>
Firms reach $7.8-million settlement over allegations of
selling fetal tissue
By DANIEL LANGHORNE v [ ] -~

DEC 09, 2017 | 9:25 AM

"These companies will never be able to operate again in Orange County or the state of California,” Dist. Atty. Tony Rackauckas, above, said in a
statement. (Mark Boster / Los Angeles Times) y [ ]

Two bioscience companies have reached a $7.785-million settlement with the Orange County district attorney's
office over allegations that they illegally sold fetal tissue to companies around the world, prosecutors said
Friday.

http://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-fetal-tissue-20171209-story.html# 1/5
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According to the settlement signed Monday, DV Biologics LLC and sister company DaVinci Biosciences LLC,
both based in Yorba Linda, must cease all operations in California within 60 to 120 days. The agreement also
requires the companies to admit liability for violations of state and federal laws prohibiting the sale or purchase
of fetal tissue for research purposes, prosecutors said.

ADVERTISEMENT

Also named as defendants in the settlement were company principals Estefano Isaias Sr., Estefano Isaias Jr. and
Andres Isaias.

"This settlement seized all profits from DV Biologics and DaVinci Biosciences, which they acquired by viewing
body parts as a commodity and illegally selling fetal tissues for valuable consideration. These companies will
never be able to operate again in Orange County or the state of California," Dist. Atty. Tony Rackauckas said in a

statement.
v
PAID POST  What's This?
Take to the water.
A message from Tahoe South
Summer is here to stay at Tahoe South. Well, at least until fall
arrives.
‘ SEE MORE
About $7.5 million of the settlement is the estimated scientific value of a planned donation of the company's
adult biological samples, tissues and cells to a nonprofit academic and scientific teaching institution affiliated
with a major U.S. medical school, according to the agreement. Prosecutors did not disclose the name of the
medical school.
A

http://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-fetal-tissue-20171209-story.html# 2/5
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The defendants also will donate and transfer laboratory storage containers and equipment estimated to be
worth more than $10,000.

DV Biologics will pay the county $195,000 in civil penalties.

Michael Tein, an attorney for the defendants, did not return a call seeking comment.

Prosecutors opened an investigation into the companies in September 2015 after a complaint was submitted by
Irvine-based Center for Medical Progress. The anti-abortion group gained national attention in 2015 after
releasing a video showing Planned Parenthood affiliates discussing the sale of aborted fetuses.

N

In October 2016, prosecutors filed a complaint against the companies in Orange County Superior Court alleging
unlawful, unfair and fraudulent business practices.

The lawsuit accused the companies of illegally selling cells from fetal brain tissue for up to $1,100 per vial from
2009 to 2015, prosecutors said. Fetal tissue and cells were sold to pharmaceutical companies and academic
institutions in Japan, China, Singapore, South Korea, Germany, Switzerland, Australia, the Netherlands,
Canada and the United Kingdom, authorities said.

Langhorne writes for Times Conmununity News.

Essential California Newsletter
Monday - Saturday

A roundup of the stories shaping California.

ENTER YOUR EMAIL ADDRESS

ADVERTISEMENT

http://www.latimes.com/local/lanow/la-me-fetal-tissue-20171209-story.html# 3/5
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TONY RACKAUCKAS., ISTRICT ATTORNEY
COUNTY OF ORANGE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
BY: KELLY A. ERNBY, SBN 222069

Deputy District Attorney
POST OFFICE BOX 808
SANTA ANA, CALIFORNIA 92702
TELEPHONE: (714) 834-3600

SUPERIOR COURT of 3 i
COUNTY OE g%A%élégRNfA
CENTRAL JUSTICE CENTER

BEC 1 9 2017
DAVID b1 YAMASAX], Clatk o e Gyt

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ORANGE
CENTRAL JUSTICE CENTER

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
Plaintiff,
Vs,

DV BIOLOGICS, LLC; DAVINCI BIOSCIENCES,
LLC, ANDRES ISAIAS; ESTEFANO JSAIAS, SR;
ESTEFANO ISAIAS, JR; and DOES 1-10,

Defendants

e e S et sl e st Sttt St et s i e et e e #

Ca‘(sje No.: 30-2016-00830665-CU-BT-
o

Assigned for all purposes to:
HON. DEBORAH C. SERVINO
DEPT. C22

FINAL JUDGMENT PURSUANT
TO STIPULATION

Complaint Filed: October 11, 2016
Trial Date: February 5,2018

Filing Fees Exempt (Govt. Code §
6103)

IT 1S HEREBY STIPULATED between the People ol the State of California, having

filed the Complaint herein, and appearing though its attarney, Tony Rackauckas, District

Attorney of the County of Orange, by Kelly A, Ernby, Deputy District Attorney; and the

Defendants, DV Biologics, LLC. DaVinei Biosciences, LLC, Andres Isaias, Hstefano Isaias,

Sr.and Estefano Isaias, Jr. (“Defendants”) appearing with and through their counsel, Michael

Tein from Lewis Tein PL, that the parties desire to resolve this action and al] issues raised by

the Civil Complaint for Vialation of Business and Professions Code Section 17200 (Unlawful,

Untfair and Fraudulent Business Practices) (the “Complaint™) without further litigation.

FINAL JUDGMENT




Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO Document 547-1 Filed 08/15/18 Page 53 of 141

18

jurisdiction over the parties to this Final Judgment.

|| against any of the Defendants or their Affiliates (as defined herein) concerning the allegalions

Plaintiff and Defendants have further stipulated that this Final Judgment Pursuant to
Stipulation (hereinatter referred to as “Tinal Judgiment™) may be entered without taking any
evidence and without the frial or adjudication of any issue of law or fact. The parties will be
deemed to have waived their right of appeal upon entry of the Order in the form provided, and
to have approved the Final Judgment as to form and content. As such, the parties. afler
oppertunity for review by their respective counsel, hereby stipulate and consent to the entry of
this Final Judgment as set forth below.

iT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED THAT:

JURISBICTION

1. The parties stipulate and agree that the Superior Court of California, County of

Orange, has subject matter jurisdiction over the matiers alleged in this action and personal

INTENT
2. The People and Defendants enter into this Final Judgment purssant to a
compromise and seltlement of disputed claims for purposes of furthering the public interest,
Defendants enter into this Final Judgment solely for the purposc of avoiding the incurrence of
any further costs and expenses of Htigation, The People believe that the resoluiion embodied
in this Final Judgment is fair and reasonable and fulfills the People’s enforcement objectives:

that except as provided in (his Final Judgment, no further action is warranted or will be laken

contained in the Complaint; and that entry of this Final Judgment is in the best interests of the
public, Defendants agree that this Final Judgment is a fair and reasonable resolution of the

matters alleged in the Complaint.

3

FINAL JUDGMENT
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APPLICABILITY

3. The provisions of this Final Judgment are applicable to the Defendants and each of
their officers, direclors, managers, successors and assigns, and any employees, representatives,
and all other persons. corporations, agents, or entities who are or were acting in concert or in
participation with any Defendant {collectively “Atfiliates”) that has actual or constructive notice
of this Final Judgment.

EFFLCTIVE DATE

4. The Effective Date of this Final Judgment is the date this Judgment is entered and]
filed as an order of the Court in this action,

ALLEGATIONS

5. The parties have engaged in settlement discussions in order to reselve alleged
violations by the Defendants of California law, namely, California Business and Professions
Code Section 17200 (Unlawful, Unfair and Fraudulent Business Practices). Specifically, the
Complaint alleges that Defendants engaged in the unlawful “sale of fetal tissue for valuable
consideration in violation of California Health and Safety Code Section 125320 and 42 U.8.C.
Section 289g-2." The Complaint further alleges that Defendants illegally operated their business
in California while their “powers, rights and privileges” 1o do business in the state were forfeited
by the California Franchise Tax Board in violation of various provisions of the Corporations and
Revenue and Tax Codes, (See, e.g., Cal. Rev. & Tax Code § 23001 et seg. & § 25101 Cal.
Corp. Code § 1500 et seq., § 2100 et seq., § 2200 ef seq., §§ 2258-2259, § 17701.01 et seq., & §
17708.01 et seq.)

6. Plamntiff contends Defendants” alleped failure to follow the above stated laws

amounts to en undawful, unfair and fravdulent business practice under California Business and

FINAL JTUDGMENT
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Professions Code Section [7200. warranting civil penalties, injunctive relief and restitution ag
prayed for in the Complaint.

SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS

7. Based on the foregoing allegations, the parties have agreed to settle the matters
alleged in the Complaint without further litigation pursuant to the terms in this Stipulated Final
Judgment. This Final Judgment is intended to fully, tinally, and forever resolve, discharge and
scitle these allegations and any and all claims, administrative, civil or criminal, relating to these
allegations, upon and subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Final Judgment. This
Final Judgment may be pled as an absolute bar to any further legal actions by Plaintiff against
Defendants relating to the allegations of the Complaint, and pled as an affinmative defense
against any other subsequent state, government or private party alleging claims relating to the
alleged violations in the Complaint under the doctrines of Res Judicata, Collateral Estoppel and
any other applicable law, Nothing in this Final Judgment limits the ability of the People to
enforce the terms of this Final Judgment.

ADMISSION OF LIABILITY

8. For the purpese of resolving the Complaint without the expense of further
proceedings, DV Biologics, LLC and DaVinei Biosciences, LLC admit that they unlawfully sold
fetal tissue for valueble consideration in violation of California Health and Safety Code Section
125320; and that DV Biologics, LLC and DaVinci Biosciences, LLC unlawfully operated in
California for a period of time while their “powers. rights and privileges™ to do business in the
state were forfeited by the California Franchise Tax Board for having failed to pay the required

franchise taxcs and annual registration fees.

FINAL JUDGMENT
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13
14
15
16
17

19
20
21

23
24
25
26
27
28

9, Individual Defendants Andres saias, Estefano 1saias, Sr. and Estefano Isaias, Jr.
neither admit nor deny the allegations of wrongdeing with respect 1o them individually,

10. The admission of liability herein is only for the purposes of this proceeding and
shall not be admissible in any other administrative, criminal or civil proceeding. Except for its
express terus herein, the admission of liability is not otherwise an admission of the allegations in
the Complaint.

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND COMPLIANCE TERMS

I't. Defendants are permanently enjoined from operating any business, or place of
business in the State of California in violation of California Health and Safety Code Section
125320 and 42 U.S.C. Section 289g-2, as well as operating any business in violation of
California’s corporations, revenue and lux codes, including, but not limited to. California
Corporations Code Section 1500 ef seq.. Section 2100 ef seg., Section 2200 ¢ seq., Sections
2258-2259, Section 17701.01 et seq.. and Section 17708.01 et seg., as well as California
Revenue and Taxation Code Section 23001 ef seq. and Section 25101,

12, With the exception of any actions necessary to comply with the donation

|| requirements of Paragraph 14 below, Defendants are permanently enjoined from the acquisition,

transfer or sale of Fetal Tissue.

13 Defendants further acknowledge and agree that within sixty (60) days of the
Effective Date of this Final Judgment, DV Biologics, LLC will permanently close and cease all
business operations in the State of California and that within one hundred and twenty (120) days
of this Final Judgment, Da Vinei Biosciences, LLC will permanently close and ceasc all business

operations in the State of Catifornia.

FINAL TUDGMENT
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PENALTIES AND RESTITUTION

4. Defendants shall, jointly and severally, pay a total settlement amount of seven
million, seven hundred etghty-tive thousand dollars (§7.785,000) through the donation of assets,
and the payment of civil penalties, as set forth below.

(a) Biological Material Donations. No later than sixty (60) days after the
Etfective Date. Defendants shall donate and transfer the inventory of biological material, tissues
and celis deseribed in Exhibit A attached hereto to a non-profit academic scientific and teaching
institution affiliated with a major U.S. Medical School that operates under the scrutiny of the
National Institutes of Health. This inventory includes the biolegical materials previously offered
for sale by the Defendants, including, not only the unlawfully sold fetal tissue and cells but also a
substantial inventory of: (1) adult biological samples, tissues and cells (with an estimated
current scientific research value of $7,551,613); and (2) other associated biological cultures and
reagents (with an estimated current scientific research value of $28,008). Defendants shall bear
all costs, including all costs to prepare, package and safely transport the materials, as necessary
to complete this donation. A total of $7.579,681 shall be credited to the Defendants towards the
payment of the total settlement anount upon proof of completion of this donation; proof of
completion shall be provided to Plaintiff no later than sixty-five (65) days after the Effective
Date,

(b) Laboratory Storage Containers and Equipment Donations, No later than
sixty (60) days after the Effective Date, Defendants shall donate and transfer the portable and
permanent biotogical storage equipment, fixtures, freezers, glassware and containers (including
any and all available technical manuals and warranty materials) sufficient to permanently store,

preserve and maintain the inventory listed on Exhibit A. The inventory of such storage

FINAL JUDGMENT
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containers and egquipment to be donated is deseribed in Exhibit B. Defendants shall bear all
costs, including all costs to prepare, package and transport the items, as necessary to complete
this denation. A total of $10,319 shall be credited to the Defendants towards the payment of the
total settlement amount upon proof of completion of this donation; proof of completion shall be
provided to Plaintiff no later than sixty-five (65) days after the Effective Date.

{¢) Civil Penalties, One hundred ninety-five thousand dollars ($195,000),
which is the estimated valuable consideration alleged by Plaintiff to have been earned by DV
Biologics, LLC for the sale of Fetal Tissue described in the Complaint, shall be paid to the
County of Orange as civii penalties pursuant to Business and Professions Code Section 17207 no
later than sixty-five (65) days after the Effective Date,

@) Payment Instructions: The total payment required pursuant to paragraph
14(c) above, in the amount of one hundred ninety-five thousand dollars ($195.000), shall be paid
in the form of a cashier’'s check or money order made payable to the “Orange County District
Attorney’s Office™ (with reference to “People v. DV Biologics, LLC et ol and this Final
Judgment} no later than sixty-five (65) days after the Effective Date. For purposes of the propet
distribution of the funds specified herein, the check shall be delivered to the following address:

Orange County District Attorney’s Office
Consumer and Environmental Protection Unit
401 Civic Center Drive West
Santa Ana, California 92701
Attn: Tudith Lepez
15, [n the event of defavlt by Defendants as 1o any of the donations to be made or

amounts to be paid. the whole amount of seven million, seven hundred eighty-five thousand

dollars ($7.785.000) shall be deemed immediately due and payable, and Plaintitf shall be entitled

to pursue any and all remedies provided by law for the enforcement of this Final Judgment.

FINAL JUDGMENT
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Furthermore, any amount in default shall bear interest at the prevailing legal rate from the date of
default untit paid. Mowever, in the event of & default by Defendants with vespect to the
donations required under Paragraphs 14(a) and/or (b) that is caused by the refusal ol a qualified
non-profit institution to accept the intended donations, the parties agree to permit Defendants
sixty (60) additional days within which to cure the default. If the donations are completed by the
end of the 60-day cure period, no further penalty or interest shall accrue in relation to the
donation amount in default during the agreed-upon cure period.

ENFORCEMENT OF FINAL JUDGMENT

16, The Peopls have the right to enforce this Final Judgment as provided herein and
pursuant to applicable law.

17. Before pursuing any action to enforce any of the terms of this Final Judgment, the
People shall meet and confer with Defendants in a good faith attempt to resolve the issue without
judicial iptervention,  Pursuant to this Final Judgment, the People will identify at teast ten (10)
days in advance of the meet and confer, ag specifically as the available information allows, the
grounds for the motion and the actions that the People believe Defendants must take to remedy
their non-compliance and the specific relief, if any, sought by the Pcople. Unless otherwise
agreed, Detendants shall have sixty (60) days to take the requested remedial steps before anyf
action may be tzken. If the requested remedial steps are completed by the end of this 60-day|
cure periad. or such other period as may be agreed to between the parties, no civil penalty shall
be assessed 1n relation to the alleged vielation, breach or default during the cure period.

18, Defendants veserve all righis to opposc any motion brought by the People to

| enforce any provision of this Final Judgment, including but not limited w the ability to assert

that they are not Hable for any alleged violation of the Final Judgment,

FINAL JUDGMENT
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MATTERS COVERED BY THIS FINAL JUDGMENT

]

2 19, This Final Judgment is a final and binding resolution and settlement of only

3 claims, violations or causes of action expressly known by the People at the time of the filing
4 of the Complaint against Defendants through the date of entry of this Final Judpment. The
j matters and incidents described in the Complaint are “*Covered Matters.” The People have

5

conducted a good faith investigation into the activities of Defendants and have no present
8 || knowledge of any other violation of California Health and Safety Code Section 125320,
9 1| California Revenue and Tax Code Sections 23001 e seq. or Section 25101, or California

10 Corporations Code Section 1500 ef seq., Section 2100 ef seq., Section 2200 et seq., Sections

1 2258-2259, Section 17701.01 ef seg. or Section 17708.G1 er seq. committed by Defendants

13 || other than those alleged in the Complaint. The parties reserve the right to pursue any claim,

14 {1 violalions or causes of action that are not a Covered Matter ("Reserved Claim™) and to defend

5 . T
12 against any Reserved Claim.
l 6 a v 13 . . v . .
20.  Defendants covenant not to pursue any civil or administrative claims against the
17
18 People, any counties in the State of California or any local agency. or against their officers,

19 {| employees, representatives, agents or attorneys arising out of or related to any Covered Matter,

20) NOTICE
2! 21, All submissions and notices required by this Final Judgment shall be sent to:
22
For the People, County of Orange:
23
94 Kelly A. Ernby
Depuly District Attorney
25 Orange County District Attorney’s Office
401 Civic Center Dr. West
26 Santa Ana, CA 02701
77 kelly.crnby(da.ocgov.com
23

FINAL JUDGMENT
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| veither be deemed a waiver of such provision nor in any way affect the validity of this Final

For Defendants:

Michael R. Tein, Esq.

l.ewis Tein PL

3059 Grand Avenue, Suite 340
Coconut Grove, FL 33133
tein@lewistein.com

NO LIABILITY OF THE PEQPLE

22, The People shall not be liable for any injury or damage to persons or property
resulting from: acts or omissions by Defendants, its directors, officers, employees, agents.
representatives, contractors, successors, or assigns, in carrying out activities pursuant to this
Final Judgment, nor shall the People be held as a party to or guarantor of any contract enfercd
into by Defendants or their respective officers, directors, employees, agents, renresentatives.
CoNtractors, Successors, o assigns, in carrying out the requirements of this Final Judgment.

NO WAIVER QF RIGHT TQ ENFORCE

23, The failure of the People to enforce any provision of this Final Judgment shall

Judgment. The failure of the People to enforce any such provision shall not preclude it from
later enforcing the same or any other provision of this Final Judgment. WNo oral advice,
guidance, suggestions or comments by employees or officials of the People, any government
agency, licensing Board of the State of California, Defendants, or any person or entities acting
on behalf of Defendants, regarding matters covered in (his Final Judgment, shall be cons‘tx;ucd to
relieve any party of its obligations under this Final Judgment.

CONTINUING JURISDICTION

24, The parties agree that this court has exclusive furisdiction to interpret and

enforce the Final Judgment. The court shall rerain continuing jurisdiction to enforce the terms

10
FINAL JUDGMENT
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of this Final Judgment and to address any other matters arising out of or regarding this Final

Judgment. Jurisdiction is retained for the purpose of enabling any party to this Final Judgment

P2

3 (1 1o apply to the Court at any time for such further orders and directions as may be deemed

necessary or appropriate for the construction of or the carrying out of this Final Judgment, the

Z enforcement of the compliance with the injunctive provisions hereof, and for the punishment of
7 violations of the injunctive provisions hereof.

g ABILITY TO INSPECT AND COPY RECORDS AND DOCUMENTS

Y 25, On reasonable notice and subject to Defendants® defenses to requests for

10 documents made by subpoena or other formal legal process or discovery, Defendants shall

:; permit any duly authorized representative of the People o inspeet and copy Defendants®

11 || records and documents to determine whether Defendants are in compliance with the terms of
[4 |! this Final Judgment. Defendants shall have twenty (20) days to respond to a reguest to inspect

or copy records after a demand for ingpection pursuant to this paragraph is made. Nothing in

16 ,
this paragraph is intended to require access to or production of any documents that are
17
I8 protected from production or disclosure by the attorney-client privilege, attorney work product

19 || doctrine or any other applicable privilege atforded to Defendants under applicable law,

20 PAYMENT OF LITIGATION EXPENSES AND FEES

21 26, Fach party shall pay its own attorney fees and all other costs of litipation and

;2 investigation incurred by said party in connection with this matter.

2‘; EFFECT OF JUDGMENT

25 27, Except as expressly provided in this Final Judgment, nothing herein is intended

o . ~ P '
26 1 nor shall it be construcd. to preclude the People or any government agency from exercising ilg

authority under any law, statute or regulation,

FINAT JUDGMENT
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FUTURE REGULATORY CHANGES

28, Nothing in this Final Judgment shall excuse Defendants from meeting any more
stringent requirements that may be imposed by changes in applicable [aw.

INTERPRETATION

29, This Final Judgment was drafted equally by all parties, The parties agree that

the rule of construction holding that ambiguity is construed against the drafting party shali not

apply to the interpretation of this Final Judgment.

INTEGRATION

30.  This Final Judgment constitutes the sole and entire Final Judgment between the
parties and supersedes all prior or contemporaneous agreements or jndgments. No oral
representations have been made or relied upon other than as expressly set forth herein,

DISCLAIMER OF REPRESENTATIONS

31, Except as specifically set forth herein, in exccuting this Final Judgment, no party
has received nor relied upon any representation ot any other party, Each party is relying on its
own judgment and cach has been represented by legal counsel in this malter.

SEVERABILITY

32 Should any provision of this Final Judgment be held invalid or illegal, such

provision shall not give rise o invalidate the Final Judgment but shall be construed as if to omif

{any invalid or illegal part, and all remaining rights and obligations of the parties shall bo

construed and enforced accordingly,
it
i

i
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MODIFICATION OF FINAL JUDGMENT

33, This Final Judgment may be modified oaly o noticed motion by one of the
partics with approval of the court, or upon written agreement by all of the parties and the
approval of the court.

AUTHORITY

34, All parties have full power and authority to execute this Final Judgment and to

agree to all its terms.

MULTIPLE COUNTERPARTS

35. This Final Judgment may be executed in multiple counterparts, each of whichy
may be deerned an original.

ASSURANCES

36 From time to time, the parties will execute and deliver such additional documentg
and will produce such additional information as the other party may reasonably require to carry

out the terms of this Final Judgment,

TERMINATION OF FINAL JUDGMENT AND INJUNCTION

37, HDefendants have made all required donations and paid any and all amounts due
and owing under the Final Judgment, and have not commilted a violation of the terms of the
Injunctior, this Final Judgment shall antomatically expire sixty (60} months from the date of
entry of this Final Judgment, The injunctive provisions in the 'inal Judgment will expire at that
time and be of no further force and effect. The termination of the injunctive provisions of the
Final Judgment shall have no effect on Defendants” obligation to comply with any requirements

imposed by statute, regulation, ordinance. or law.

FINAL JUDGMENT
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38.  The People reserve the right to contest the automatic termination exclusively on the
grounds that Defendants have not complied with the donaticn, payment or injunctive terms by
filing a noticed motion with the court prior to the date of termination. The parties agree that the
court retains jurisdiction to hear any such motion and make any orders necessary to modify the
terms of this Final Judgment in the interest of justice. If no such motion is brought, the Final
Judgment and injunction will automatically expire as set forth in Paragraph 37 with no further
notice or action required by any party.

STIPULATION AND JUDGMENT

39.  Plaintiff, the People of the State of California, by and through its attorney, Tony]
Rackauckas, District Attorney of the County of Orange, by Kelly A. Ernby, Deputy District
Attorney; and Defendants, appearing by and through their Counsel, Michae! Tein of Lewis Tein)
PL, hereby stipulate and agree that judgment may be entered in this case in accordance with the

Final Judgment hercin set forth,

IT 1S SO STIPULATED.

On Behalf of the People:
TONY RACKAUCKAS, District Attorney
(e County of Orange, State of California
] j;”? 5‘;‘/"; %A%f % g L i :
DATED: |/~ 5] | % o } TRy
By: L LML AL
7 . / (% ((E
KELLY A7 S}lNBY / \
Deputy Dn.s} ict Atiorney  \_J

On Behalf of Defendants, DV Biologics, LL.C and DaVinci Biosciences, LLC:

DATED; December 4, 2017 /Z‘/
By: /l/\
AIGDR[%“SAIAS,/

President, With Full Authority

14
FINAL JUDGMENT
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On Behalt of Delendant. Andres [saias:

DATED: December 4, 2017

By:

On Behalf of Defendant. Estefang Isaias, Sr.;

DATED:_ Jlcemibtn 5207
By:

On Behalf of Defendant, Estefano Isaias, Jr.:

December 4, 2017

DATED:
By:
Approved as to form:
Dec 4, 2017
DATED:
By:

EFFECT AND ENTRY

/Z’_/l/“v

ANDREE TSAIAS, Individually

-

ESTEFANGTSAIAS, SR., Individually

ESTEFANO ISATASETR., Individually

MICHAEL R. TEIN, Esqg., Pro Hae Vice
Lewis Tein PL
Atterneys for Defendants

40.  The Court finds that the parties have stipulated and consented to the entry of
judgment without the taking of proof, and the Court having considered the matter and the

pleadings and good cause appearing, the Clerk is ordered to enter this Final Judgment Pursuant

to Stipulation,

paten: L2419/ 20) 7

oy Ao C- &}ww;%

JUDGE OF THE SUPERIQR COURT

" HON. DEBORAH C, SERVINO

FINAL JUDGMENT
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BABIEE (Hamtn Adiposs Calls (postratal) S00,000 calle/tal)
EAIEF-BA (Adlpose Siramel Cells (1A}

AL {HUren Adiose Tissue Total RNA)

AADO%-E [Human Srown Adipacyde, [posmated therfvad) 508,50 celfsvial}

ACODS-TE (Himar Heart cONA)

ACHELF (Heart Celly {uncuftura} post netal)

ACHOS-CD (Hurmian Ushifical Vil Endothatisl Calfs c0h, fpostnetal desived) 20 1.
A0SR i Litibllice! Vel Endothellsl Tells Pallad)

ROO05F {Urbificel Veln Endotheitel Colls [ HUVEL § {postarta! darlvad)]

ACOS-£.15 {Humst Unillical Corid Vein Cells (731}

ACGOE-R (Hueran Umiblilze! Veln Endothedlsd Colls Tatal RRAY

AOUDS-CO [Huendn Umbilical Cord Celts, Wharten's Jeliy, 0208, {postnatal derdved} .o
B (Hurmdn Urabilleal Corg Call Petiet Bvharton's Jeityl]

ATODECHE (Humam Urlslieal Cord Cull Palley [Wharton's Jeliy))

RCODE-CoTS {Homan Whertan's Jally Ster Cell Péllat {TS)

ACOtS-L {(Human Umbilical Corg Coll Lysaie (Wharton's Jely)]

ACO0&4 (Human Umbilies) Cordd Colls {Wharttn's Jelly) Totnl Ria)

AHOOnF (Umblest Cord Mssue - postnatal)

ALGOT-L (Hurnun Umblitesl Cord Tiksue Lyzste, (postngts! dedvad) 100 pgfvial)
ACOOR-CR (Hitiman Cerdiomyocytes cONA}

ACODR-F (Human Cardlomyocytas. ipostnatal dervad} 508000 calisAal)
ACBOR-F-RACT {Cacdiontyneytes, Muitivessel Coronasy Disease (postratal dertved) 500,
ADNGE-R (Humen Adult Cardlee Myocyte Total REA (nostnatal derived) 10 pglvial}
AODOS-F (Hyman Cardiac Stromnl Calle)
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At01a- (Cardiat Right Atriam Cells - postantal]

ACOIE-CO [Huminh Atult Cardine Progentior Dl oA}

ACDISCOMYS [Humin Adult Cardloc Progenttor Cells cONA)

ACOIS-Ch [Human Qardise Progenitor Celf Pellels)

ACBLS-F [Hiamzn Cordiac Progenttor Cells, {pastnatal derlved) 500,000 ¢cllsfvial)
ACOLSFRGD [Cardlac Progenfior Cefls, Multivesse! Coronary Disease (postnatal de,-
AC0I5-R (Human Adult Cardlac Progenitor Cotls Totl RNA. {posunatal derived) 10 p..,
ACOSE-A-VS {Human Adult Cardias Progenitor Cells Totnl RMA. Ipostrises! devived} ..
ACHET-GP (Hesrt Austtle Celi Pallet)

ALGLYF {Hesrt Nuricla Owis)

ALALH-E-DT2 iHeart Aurisle Cells)

ACOLR-CHTS {Cardae Micravescuise Endothelial Cofl Prllety (Turner's Syncdrome) -,
ACDLE-P {Cardise Microvasasior Endethellai Cells - pastaatal)

AEA10-F (Basmmmary Artary Seils)

AO2-CD {Hrian Right Attium Thsue cONA}

ACOIO-CI-AR {(Human- ight Atriuem Tlssae Aorflc Regurgilation cDNA)
ALDIRA (Human Bight Atriuin Thsua Yotel RNA. (postiatel derved] 1 pg/vist)
ALO20-3-AR (Human Right Atrtum Tissue Aortic Regurgitation Tole! RNA, {postnatal ..,
ACH23-C0 (Human Perlestdlum cONAY

ACORLR (Hurhan Pedichrdinm Total RNA)

ALOIT-F5DLA Phortic Valve, tisted sorta)

AEORBCD (Himbn Heart Auricle Thsiue cOMA}

ALOLE-4 (Human Hesrt Auriede Tissue Totel RNAY

ACOZ4-CF {Huran Mitrol Vidve Cell Pellet)

ACOZEF (Velvular intesstitial Calls (postnatel devved)]

AEDISF-RA [abainr futesstitie] Cells Rhanmatokd Arthiitisipostnate! derlved)}
ALDISCHPOCLED

ALUR6-CD (Wittrol Valve cONA)

ADOGLF {Lbver Cells (Uncultuzedi)

AB00-F (CD133+ Lver Cells)

RELXSWF (Humin Whola Stompch Frezsn Celis}

ADUTTF (Sl intesting Cells - postnatal)

ADQOR-¥ [Large Irtestine Cells (postritell)

BOUOR-F-CA (Lbrgie Intesting Celle (phstantal) CA}

ADGIO-CR-MR {Hunan Dents! Pulp Cell Peller {MR))

ADGEO-CRRA (Humen Demat Pulp Coll Pallet (RAJY

ABDLO-CP-SD {Huran Demal Pulp Cell Peliet ($0)}

ABDIO-F (Humen Dental Pulp Cells. (postnats devlved) 500,000 colls fvisl)
ADOLG-FAA (Hurnen Dental Pulp Cells {RAY)

ADOL3-F (CD34 |-} Hvar Caily)

ALDI5.F [Small Intesting Bpithelis! Cells - postnatal)

ADDLP-E {Cmentum Tlssuz - postretel}

ADULS-F [Large Intasting Epithelinl Cells - postoatsl)

ADDIS-F (Stomach Cells)

ADGED-F [Colan Calls)

ADUI- {Hepetic Sinusoldal Frozen Cells funtultured) - postnatat]

AGDA-F {Hepatic Sinusoidast Endathellnl Frozen Celts {uncultured] - postnatal]
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ADDAE-F (L05104} Liver Cells « pastnatel)

ADDIE--2.5 (CDF314) Lver Celly ~ pustrstet « 2.5 x 1006 cellsvial)

ABDSTF (CDIL(+ Uver Endothelial Cells - poginatal)

ALOG2F (Percreas Tissue - postnotel}

RECO4- {18 Hummn Pitaitery Tumer Celis)

REGHE-F {Adrens! Gitad Cadly)

ABI0G-E (Thyrold Calts {uncoftured)}

AEHR-F (Thyrold Fbroblasts)

AHRGO1-CP (Human Whole Unptovassed Bone Murrow Cell Pallets)

AR {Hurmon Wisle Utprocassed Bone darrow Frosen Cell)

AHDGHA0 {Hun e Bore Merrow Mansnwdaer Cefls. {postratsl darved) 10 % 1046 or...
BHOUEF-2.5 {Humen Bone Marrow Monovuclesr Celts, (pastiatal dartvedi 1.5 1 1086 ..
AHOOR-F28 {Humen Bore Marmow Mononudesr Cells, (postnatel derivad) 25 % 1096,
AHEOL-F-5 [Bone Marrow Mononuelesr Cells, (postnata] terived) Sx104% veils/vial)
AHOTE-F-ALL (Humian Botk Marrew Mononuidear Colls (ALL) §

ANCDZE-F-ALL-10 (Ruiman Bone Mamow Mononugloar Celly, Acute Lymphohlestle Leukemils.,,
AHROL-F-ALL- 2.5 [Humin Bane Marrow Monbeucear Colls, Avite Lymphoblastic Leukeml..,
AMDOY-F-ALS (Rane Morraw Mononuelsar Colls [ALS))

AHOO2-F-ALS-1eH {Kuman Bane Metraw Maronicasr Calls (ALS))

RHEE-F-AL5-2.5 [Human Bane earow Mononuciear Calls, Armyotrophic Lstery] Seleros,.
AHO0-F-ALS-50 (Human Bone Martow Manonucdesr Cells (AL}

AHOOZF-AML {Humen bone Marrow Mongnuclesr Cefls [AME)]

KHOM-F-AML-2,5 [Human Sone Marrow Mopatiuciasr Cells {AbL))

AHOD2-#-AR {Bone Marrow Monoaudless Cells (AR}

AHO2-F-AUT {Bones Marrow Mononuctesr Cells {UT))

AHIOI-F-CLL (Humen Bone Mamrow Mononudear Calls, [CLL)}

AHOKZ-F-CLL=A0 {Humisn Boni Marrow IMonnudear Celis, {CLL)

AREOL-F-CMLE]-A0 (Human Bote Marcow Mosssucisar Cells (Chat-1]

AHKR-E-CML{#1-10 (Huenan Bone Merrow Mononuclear Catls, Chronic Myelold Leykemds,..,
AHGO3-FLML-10 (Human Bone Morrow Mononudiear Cells, Chaonte Mystold Leukemis, Ph...
AHEQZ-F-ChAI-2.5 (Human Bone Merrew Mononsudesr Celis {EML)

AHBORE-CWL-25 {Human Bone Marrow Mopunuciear Celts {CRILY

AHOOZ--DCM (Human Bone Marrow Mohonudsar Calls, (DCMY)

AHOO2-£-DCM-3E {Human Bone Merrow Mononudear Calfs {DCM))

AHODZ-E-DCMAL.S [Human Bome Marrow Mononuclesr Cells (DCM)}

AHODR-FDTI-20 (Humah Bece Marrow Mononudenr Cedls, (DTA])

AROFITE PS80 (Hurun Hone Merrow Mononustest Celis [OTLH{PSY

AHBE2E-DT225 (Humen Bons Marrow Monaautlesr Calls {DT2))

AHOEL-F-HL {Bane Marrtwy Mononutdiesr Cells {Hi))

ARDO-FITP [Husman Bone Marraw Monanuclear Cells, (T9))

AHDOZ-FTP-E.5 {Human Bane Merrow BMontinigsiessr Cells {(He))

BHO0R-F-LPS-2.5 {Human Bone Martoy Modemicesr Cells {LISH

AHOO2-F-MT {Bone Marrow Manariciear Cells {M0)}

AHOULF-MOS (Human Bope Merrow Mononuclesr Cells, (MDS)}

AHO02-F-FARS-10 {Hutvisn Rorie Merrow Mononucteer Cells, Myelodyplastic Syndrome. [po...
AHOO3-E-MDS-2.5 (Human Bone Marcow Mondnutiedr Cefs (MHS)

AHO2-F-M05-25 {Humon Bone Marrow Mononudear Cell IMBDS))

AHIZ-E-MDS-5 [Human Bane Marraw Manonudesr Cells, Myelodyplastic Syndrome. [pas...
AHOO2-F-445 {(Humiin Bons Matrow fononiciger Calls, {MS}

AHOEELF-M S5 {Humzn Bone Matrew Monsnugissr Cells, (MS))

AHOO2-F-HHL [8ane Mamow Moapnudlesr Cels INHL)

ARDOR-0A [Hurman Bone Matrow Menonuciesr Celts {DA])

AHDOF-FCR (Humar Boow Marreme Manosutlesr Cells (PCRE

AHUOT-F-PCP-10 (Hyinan Bone Marrow Maonohucdear Cells (PCP))

AHOOR-PUT {itamen fione Marrovs Monvauclesr Calls {SCT))

AHODOLF-PTT/TP [Huran Bone Marrow Mononudesr Cells [PCT/TP))

AHODA-F-PCT-20 (Human Bone Marrow Mononudear Calls [POTYH

AHEO2-£-RL {Human Bong Marrow Mononuctear Calls (RU)

AHODG-F-TP-L.5 {Humhan Bore Morrow Mononudear Cells {TPY

AHOD2-R (Bone Marmow Mononuclesr Cells Total Ra}

AHGUS-F [Human CF 34+ Botve Marrow Cells. fpostnatal dertved) 500,000 eallsfital)
AHODI-F-DTZ (CDM H Bone Marvow Cells, Disbetes Type 2)

AHOD3-F-OA [CD24 (+] Bora Murrow Cells, Oxtesarthritis)

AHOOE-CE (Human Rone Marrow Stramal Cells cONA}

AHOO5-CD-MO {6 Human Bone Marrow Strosad Cells cONA (MDD

AHOMS-CP {Human &one Marrow Stromal Celis Pallet)

2HOOE-CP-ALS {Huraan Bone Marrows Stromal Cell Paliet, Amyotroghle Lateral Sderosi..
AHDOS-CP-DTZ (Human Booe Mareaw Stromat Calt Pellet (D7:2))

AHODS-CP-MD {Humen Bone Macrow Stromal Call Peltet [MB))

AHODS-F-ALL-2,5 (Huemzn Bone Mxrraw Steornal Cellt, Atuts lymphoblestlc leuksmin. .
AHOOE-F-ALS-2.5 [Human Borw Merrow Stromal Cells, Amyoatrophile Leters! Scierosls. .
AHBOS-F-ChL {Human Bone Merrow Stromal Calls, CML (postortsl dertved) 502,000

AHRS-F-AAD (Human Bone Marrow Strtimal Calls, Musculer Gyitrophy, NON DUCHERKF (pod..
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Addult AHOOS-F-MGS-1.5 {Human Bene Marrow Stromal Calls,MD5 {postretal derved) 7,500,00.., [

Aelult ARIOS-L-ALS [Human Bona Marcow Stramal Cell Lysete [ALSH) 10

Addult AHOOS-R (Human Bone Macrow Stromed Calls Total ANA) 2

Aduli AHOOB-R-ALS (Humsn Bone Marrow Stroms! Calls Totel RNA JALS]H 31

Aduft AHOOSR-DTA {Homen Bone Morrow Stromat Cells Tota! RNA {DT2)) 16

By AHDOS-R-MD (2 Humen Bone Marrow Stromal Celt Total RNA [MDY] & H

Adult AHUOSF (Endothedisl Brogenitor Calls - posinets] darved) [ %ﬂ‘ ;

Adult AN (Splean Cals) 8 v

el ARODT-FA0 (Spheen Cels] a0 :

Aduit AHOUB-F (15 Htman CO34-Bone Marrow Celis) 10 .

Adult AHDOB-RITR [C034 [-) Bona Marrow Cells, Diadates Type il {postnatal derived)) 5

Adukt AHOCE-F-OA [CD34 {-} Bone Merrow Cells, Dsten Actiwitls [postvatal derived) 4

Aguly ARGON-FPOOLED {CDS4 Hone Marrow Celis {(POOLED]) 17

Adduit AHD11-FL (Humnn Bong Matrow Plasmal 324

Aduiit AHO2LFL-ALL (Humen Bona Marrow Fasma (ALY ]

Aaluit AHO3I-FL-ALS (A8 Hurnan Bone hisrrow Plasma (ALS}) B

Auduft AHDLL-FLAML ($6 Human Bone Marvow Plasea [ABLY) 8

Aduft ANOLI-FL-AR {Bons Maraw Plasma (AR} "

Aduht AHOAI-FL-CLL {Borie Martow Plasng [CLL)) F

Adult AHOLL-FL-CML (Bione Marrow Plasma, Chronte Myelold Leukemis (postnatel derlved)} T

Adult AROLLFLDTL (Human Bone Marrow Plasme (DT1)) s

Adult ARA-FL-DTIPS (Human Bona Manow Pasms (DT2,/#5)) B :
Addut AHOLL-FL-MS {Human Bone Marrow Plasms VS 1 :
adutt AHDLL-FL-NHL(Hurian Bone Marrow Plasms (NHL) 1 :
Adult AHDLLFLRA {Bxte Marrow Pinsma (RAY 3 :
Adult AHOLZ-F-P {Human CD34+ Umbsilcal Cord Blood Cells {Pooted)} 2
Hdult AHDAS-LD-DTY z :
Adult AHDR3-R10{Blood Mononutiear Cells. 10.0% 1006 Calls/visl} 5 :
Adylt AHOLAR2, 5 {Blood Monosuclesr Cells, 2.5 x 1096 Callefvlal) 13
Aduft AHUL3-F5.0 {Blond Mononuclaer Cedls, 5.0 % 104G Delis/vlal) 20 i
Adult AHDL3-FALL-0 {Human Rartphers! Blaog Monenuclest Colls, Atute Lymphoblastle Ley... !
Aduty AHDLA-EAR {Peripheral Blood Mononuciear Celfs (AR)] k| H
Adult AHDEI-E-AS-1.S (Periphers! Blood Mononudiear Calls (ASh 1.9 1 X078 cellssvial) 4 H
Adutt AHD3-F-ASS [Peripharal Blocd M mnclenr Dells (AS). 5.0 16 cells/vinl} 4 .
Aduhlt AHAZELLLA0 (Wuman Paripheral Blood Bononuclear Selis, (0L} iR '
Adum AHOL3-F0M-14 (Periphers! Bood Mononuttenr Cells {UhA)} 2 ;
Aduly AHELA-¥-034L [Paripheral Blood Mcromattear Sedls (GML)) 3

At ARD13-E071 {Paripherst Blood Menonudiesr Calls (OTA)} 3

Aduk ARO13-FOT2 [Peripherat Blood Menomuclesr Celts [DT2]} 1

Adutt &HOLA-F-)5-1.% [Periphersl Blowed Manonudanr Calls (15) 2.5 X 1076 calls/vial) i .
Adutt AHOL3-F-I5-5 (Peripheral Biond Monomstlear Cells (15) 5.0 % 1076 cellsMa) 1
Adutt AHGIS-F-MS-5 [Farman Perighers] Biood Monomideer Cells [MS) 5.0 5 1046 cellsfal) 1
Adutt AHOL3-EHHL (Peripheral Blocd Monomuciesr Celk (MHL)} b
Aduit AHO13-F-0A (Peripheral Blood Mononuclear Culls {DA)) 4 i
Aduit AHOLE-F-DA-10 (Peripharial Biood Mononuciar Cells, Catesartbnlils, [postnata] der... F3 :
Adukt AHDLI-F-DA-2.5 (Pevipheeri! Blood Monony tesr Calls Ostenacthiritls, {posinatal de.., 3 ?
Aduit AHOL3-F-R, (Peripharal Bload Monoruciear Celli (RA)) &1

Adubly ARO13-F-RA-10 [Peripherisl Blood Monoauclear Celis, Rheumatold Asthritis, (postng.. ] ‘
Addylt AHD13-F-RA=2.5 {Peripheriat Blood Mononucléar Cells, Rheumatold Arthritts, {postn,.. 19 H
Adult AHOL3-+-RA-S {Partobiral Blood ivononusiaar Cells, Rhsumstold Arthritls, (postnat... 16 :
Adult AHO13-F-RN-.7 (Peripheral Blasd Mononudlesr Cells (RH) 2 i
Adult AHOLA-FSLE {Pariphersl Blood Mononuclear Gelly {506} 1 i
Adult AHOA3-F-SLE/PCR [Panipherdl Blood Montnudieer Cells, Syatemle Lopus Eryth k1
Adupt ANOL2.P-5LE-2.5 {Pevipheral Mool Manankciear Cells (SLE] 2.5 X 1046 CEILS/VIAL) 2
Fedult AHO14-L {Feripheral Blood Monenucies: Calls Plosme) 27

Adut AHOL4-FL-ALL (Pariphera] Slood Monenuddngr Cells Plagma JALLY 1

Aduit AHOLS-FL-AML [Perpheral Blood Mononuciear Cells Plasma (AML)) 1 :
Adult AHOLAFLAR [Peripheral Biood Mononucier Cells Plasma JAR)) H i
Adudt AHOIA-FL-AS [Peripheral Blood Mononuciasr Calls Plasma |AS)) 19 H
Adult ARDLA-FL-CLL {Peripherdt Blood Mononudear Cells Fasma (CLL) 3

Akt AHO14-FL-CML (Petfphiers] Blood Plasma, Chronle Myelold Leukermin {postnatal derved)) 1

Adult AHAL4-H-MS [Pertpheral Blood Mononuclonr Cils Plasma (MS)) 1

Adult AROIA-FL-AHL {Pesiptieral Blood Monoauddear Cells Flasena (NHLY) 1

Adule AHOLA-FL-OA [11 Hutnan Peripheral Blood Moronucioer Colls Flasma (QA)} n

Adult AHDL4-FPCP (Periphersl Road Mononactesy Cells Mlasmp (PCRY) 2

#auly AHDL-FI-RA (8 Human Perlphers! Biood Mononutiesr Celly Plasms [RA) 172

Adult AHO1S-FLSLE (3 Human Pedpherst Biood elear Catls Plasma (3LE)) 16

Adult AHO15-FL-AR (Servim (AR} 2

Adult AHOLE-FL-AS {Setiem (A5)) 1t

Aduh AHOIS-FLAVS {Saruam [AVS)) 1

Adule AHDLS-FL-AVS/MVS (Sarum (AVS/MYS)} &

Adult AHO15-£1-CM [Serom Lardlomyacyte [CM)) 4

hdalt AHOL5-FL-DS [S6rum Dowm's Syndrome) a
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Adult AHOLE-FLAED (Serom (005 5
Adult AHGLIE-FL-MS {Serum (M5} 3
Adult AHELEFL-0 (8 Homan Serum (OA)) kL
HAdtult AROZSFL-RA Z Human Secum [RAJS 52
Aduly BHOJEEL-RF-CM {2 Himen Serute (RE-CWY} 3
Ault AHOES-ELELE [Serum {SLE)) 5
Adult AODL-CO (Himan Skin Filiroblat cONA) 7
Adult AIDBL-CP (Heman Skin Cell Pollat (Damal Rbicabiase) [+
Aduit AR CHAC {Hurmen Side Call Pattet {Dermad Flbiroblasis) {ACH) 8
Adul ARO1-CP-ALS [Humen Skin Colts {Dermat Fiotdasts) Pailel {215)) 47
Bdult AIODLCP-AR (HumBh Skin Cell Pedfet {Denmal Hbroblasts} (A%} ET)
At NOGL-CP-ID (Hunsgs Skin Call Pedlet (9 broblssts) {DMG)] [
Adult AO0L-CR-DTL (Mumen Skin Codl Peilat (Dermef Fbrobiests) (DY)} 1%
Aty HIODL-CP-0H3 (Hurfsn Sicn Cell Patfet [Dormet Fhrobissts) (Ghs5) 3% ]
Adult AIDO1-CIGME [ SHin Celt Pelt (Dermol Fbrohtasts) {6l 2 N
Adult NOGE-CPLEP [Humsn Skin Cell {Derent! Fifirablasts) Peilat {LTRY) i
Adul RIODL-CR-RAT {Human Skdn Flrablists Cel) Pullets (MDY 25
Adult AREE-CR-ARS (Hurman Shin Ced belinn (Dot Froblacs) (MBS 3
Adult AIDRYCR-NE (ki Call (Dermal Fibroblasts) pallet (NCH 3
&bt AO0A-CP-HD (SKin Calt {Barmat Hitsrotlests) peilet (KDY 4
Adult AOE-CO-NF [Hurnan Skin Call Paliet (Bermal broblusts) INF) 37
Adult ADUE-CE-PK ($kin Cell {Desmsl Fibroblasis) petlet {PK)) 3
At AIDD1-CP-PS (Human Skin Celf Betfer {Dermal Flbioblnsts) (Bs)) B
Aahialt AIDGE-CR-RA (Human Skin Cefi Pellak (Ocrma) Abroblasts) (RAJ) [
Adult AIBAT-LP-SLE Human Skin Cell Pellet (Dermol Fbrablesis) [SLE) Y2
Adult AIL-CR-TH {Human Skin Catl Pellet (Berroal Flbroblasts) (TM}) 1
Aduit AGD1-RAL {Human Skin Cells [Dermial Fbrobiasts) (ATH H
Akt AOGE-EALS {Humen Skin Cells, Damae] Rbroblasts, Armyotraphie Laterat Scleratis.,.. 128
Addult ARD-F-AVIA (Homan Skin Celle (Dermil Fibrobiests}{AVM]) 13
Adult A0 OMD fHvmen Skin Calls (Abrotlases) [DMB)Y 182
Adult A-E-DMT {Human Skin Celfs {Rbrobizsts) (DAAT)) 55
Adult A003-E-0T1 [Huran Skin Cedls {Darmal Filiroblasis) {DT1)) 27
Agult ADOL--UYZ {Humon Siin Cells, Deema) Rlroblests, Debetes Typa 1, {postaats! d.., [
Adult ALG03-E4P {Hamen $kin Calls Flbrablests) {ER) 474
Adult A04-F-GBS (Human Skta Celis (Dermal Farablasts) (GBS} &
Adubt AL -FGR [Rumon Skin Celly [Fibrobleis) (G 30
Aduit ARNEHD {Human Skin Cells, Darmazl Fibroblasts, Humingon's Disease. {postag... 59
Adult ADOLFACH (Huenan S5 Caffs (Drmsl Abrgkiaxis) LAY 36
Adult ALYI-E-pAD (Hunven S Cells (Fhrotdasts) (MBH 93
Adplt BICEFLARS (Humen Skin Cefls {Dermupl Abroblasts) (4] m
Adut AHOT-ENE (Human Skin Calls (REroblaste] ING ;)
Adukt ANTL-NO (Humin ki Colls {Faiohinsts) (MDY 52
Auft ARGLF-NF (Human Skin Crlly {Oarme Flbroblasts) (NF); -4
Adult BREEFPR (Humen Skin Cells (FIbrobinsts) (A} 130
Adylt AKI-E-P5 (Hurnan Skin Cafis (Dermsl Bhuhlusts) {Ps)) ”
Aduit ADOIF-RA (Humen Skin Cells {Deemal Rbroblasty] (RA}) 24
Adul FHOTFSLE (Huthan Skin Cally, Denrrat Fbroblasts, Systemic Lupus Engthemategus, ... 31
Adult KIONI-FTHE (Hamen $kin Celis (Deemmal Flhroblasts) (Tv) 3
At AR [Human Skin Bhroblest lysute} 1
Adul AR (Skin Flbroblasy Totel ANA) 47
Akt AXK-R-AD [Skin Fibroblsst Yotwnd RHA (MDY 5
Aadult ARALA-RA {Humen Skin Cells {Dermal Fbroblasks) Toval REA (A 15
Adult AIOD2<PGBS [Keratinorytes - GBS) 1
Adult AL (Humen Shin Thasue Lysate) 1
Ayl AJOH4-R [Humman Siin RRA} 5
Adult AI00S-CH [Human Eptdermis INA) ]
Akt ALUELCD [Tonsh Nszue eDHA) a
Aduit ARADA-F {Skeletal Muscle Cetls {Uncultured (postnatal derveds) 3%
Audule ARNDO2-CD (Hurman Adult Musete Progeniter Celle cDNA) 2
Adult SMEOECI-OMO (Hyman Skedetsd buscle Progunitor Ceds cDNA, [DMD)] 2
Adule AMODZ-CP (Humen Skolatzl Muscie Progenttor Celi Pellats (Myoblast Pellets)) i
Adult AWDO2-CP-DRAT (Human Skelstal Muscls Progenitor Cell Pallers (Myoblsst Pellats} {D... 31
Aduit AROOI-LAMO [Humen Skefetsl Muzscle Progenitor Cell Pefints [iyoblost Peflets} (D)) i
Adult ABAOIE-F {Humeh Skelats! busee Progenltar Cells, Myablasts, (postnatal detlved) ... 365
aduft ARAGD2-F-0MO [Human Sketsf Muscle Myohlasts (DMD] 500,000 cetle/vtnl} 13
Adut A0 (Hiznan Adult Mugtls Frogenltor Calls Total RNA) 1
Aduit ARALR-OMD (Humen Skeletel Suselt Erogenitar Cells Totad RNA (DMD)) H
Adult ANOOT-C0 (Human Skelatal Mustin Calls cOME} 1
Adult ASMOOACE-BR0 (Human Sketotal Musthe Colls ¢BNA(DMDY 4
Aduly ARADOS-CP (Human Skelets Musde Celf Pellat) 2]
Mduby ARMO3-CP-DHAD (Humar: Skedotal RMuscha Cell pellet [UMOY} 4
Adukt ARAGET-LP-PAD (Cuttured Skedetal Busele Cells Peflats (hao]) B
Adult AMDGS-F [Hutvan Skeletal Muscle Cefty, Dultured, [postnacal derlvad) 500,000 cdls... 274
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Adult AMDDI-F-OMD [Humen Skeletal fuscle Cells {Dmp)) 184
Aduit AMEOD3-F-hD {Cultured Skeletal Mustla Cells (WMD) g
Adult AMDO3L {Skefetal Muscle Cell Lysate) 3
Adult AMDO3.LDME {Human Sketetal Mindle Cell Lysata (DMD)) ]
Aduit AMOGI-R fHumen Skefetat Muscle Celfs Total RNA} 3
Adult AMEOA-R-DMD (Human Skelatal Muscle Cells Total RNA, Duchenne Mastular Dystiophy. ... 2
Adult AMODA-R-MD (Cultured Skelatal Muscls Tota) ANA {MED]) 2%
Adult AROO5-LD (Human Ostecklrst cINAY 3
Adule AMEDS-F (Hurman Ostaohhast Cells) ]
Adult AMADOS-F-AR [Dsteoblast Cells (ARY 10 .
Adilt AMODE-R (Hyman Dsteabiast Yotal RNA, (postantal derived} 10 pg/viall 4 :
Al ANEIO8-CP (Human Muscle Fibrobiast Cell Pellers) 1 :
Adule AMOUE-CROMD (Human Muscla Slbroblest Call Pallels {3D)] [
Adale AMORR-CP0AD (Human Mascla Fibroblast Sel Petlets £l 2
Adult AMOGE-F {Kurnas Muede Rhroblast Cells) 5
Adult AMOOE-FDD {Hernan Muscie Fitwoblast Cells [omn}} 44
Adult AMOL0-C-RA (Syrovial Tissue Tetal cDNA (RA} 2
Adult AMAUIO-H-HA (Synovid Tisawe Total RNA (RA]) g :
Adult ARADTL-FL (Humnan Symoviel Fluld, inostastnl derved} 1 ) 1
Adult AMDEL-FL-AR {1 Hyman Synovial Fluid (AR]) 13 :
Aduli AMDLL-FLOA (Hurmen Synovial Flutd {OA)) 4
Adult AMOLLFL-AA [Humen Syncdal Fluld, Froaer, Rlegenseald Arehenls. (postnats derly,., 4L
Adutt AVCNA-FL-RASDTR {Synovil Fluid) 5 i
Aduit AMOYI-F-AR Eynovial Fuld Cells, Arthrosls ipastratal declvnd)) ?
Adult AMOE3-E-DMD (Synovial Flid Cells, BMD [pestnatat deitvad)) it
Adult AMO33-R-0A {5 Human Synovial Fiuld Cells {DAR 6 :
Adult AMI3-5-A (43 Human Syaovial Fluid Cells (Al a7
Adult AMULE-F-RAJOT {Syroviat Fuld Cuits) 1 H
Adult AN4-F (Tenocytes) 31
Mfult AMOLA-F-AN {Tenucytar [AR]) 44
Adult AMD14-F-BA {Tenacytes (RAJ) 6
At AMOLA-F-YR {Fanatybas (TRY 1 :
Adhft AMCLS-CO [Shalatal Mugcln Tissire cOMA} 2 ¢
Addt AMD15-R (Skaletal Mutcle Thesui Tata] REA) ¥ i
Aduit ANGOR-CD (Neurat Cells fUncultured) CONA (posinatal derived)) 18
Addult ANGOL-F (Uncybtored Neral Cells) 4
Adutt ANS-L-DMAD (Meural PEoganitar Cell Tysats (DMDD) 1 £
Adult AROI0-CP {Gilobsisstonta Multiforme Cell Pelbets funculirad)} 2 :
Aduit ANDIO-F {Giablastoma Multiforme Cels fineuttured]) H :
Aduft ANDAQ-L-GM (Humen Glichlastome Multiforme Cal Lysate {adult-derdved). 100 ug) ?
rouh ANDL2-F iMeringoma Cells) 14
Adale ARDDE-CP-RTL {Mele Gonad Tissue {RYLY 95
Adult ARRDL-F (Masle Gonad Cells} ’ 2
Adudt ARDDE-CD (Humen Goradal Stromal Celis eONA, {postnatal deriver) 20 rinsfvial ) 1
Adutt ARODS-CP (Humazn Gonadgl Stromal Call Pellen 12
Adnit ARCDS-CP-AZ [Male Gonadal Stromial Cell Pellat (nZ)) 1}
Adult: ARDOS-CP-MAD fiHurman Male Gonodal Siramal Calls Peftet [(Mo]) 45
Aadult ARSOE-CP-RTL [Hueran Soazdal Stromal Call Peliet (R10)) 21 i
Adult ARCOE-F [Human Gonadel Stramal Cells) ¥ *
Adult ARQOE-F-AT {Human Male Sonodsl Stromat Cells (A7) 1
Adult ARDOS-FCB {Humpn Male Gonodsl Stromal Calls (085 b1
Aduft ARROS-F-MAD {Human Male Gionodal Strome! Catls (MDJ} 143
Adult ARSDS-F-RYL {Hyman Gormdat Stromal Celty (1) 3
Aduit ARGOS-R {Human Gonedsl Stromal Cells Total ANA) 14
Aduk ARQQS-R-MO {30 Ruman Male Gonadal Steamist Coll Total RNA (MDY 0 :
Adult ARGOS-F-CA (Femals Gonadal Steomal Celis, Cancer (postiital derived)) 51
Adutt ARDUT-CP (Humax Endomesdal Menstruel Cell Peftat) 25 :
Aduh ARNOT-F (Human Endometrial Menstres) Cells, (postnatal derhved) 500,000 cells fvinl} 24
Aduit ARDNT. {Humpn Endometris! Menstrual Cali Lysate, {postiatal derived) 100 prfvnl) 4
Aduit ARDOT-R {Human Endomelrich Merstrual Call Toial RNA, (postaatal derved) $0 pgiv.., 1
Adugt ARCOB-FTU {(Human Mammary Cells, Abreblasts,( TU} [pestnatal dertued) S00,000 cel,,. ]
Aduht ARGHE-Co-op fUterine Myarms {CAL Cell Pellets) 1
Adult ARGOY-F-CB {Lerine Myoma Celly - Cancer Benign) 23 i
Adult AR013-F {pale Gonndsl Cells {unculturad)) 1 H
Adule AROL4F (Myometrium Cells) n
Adult ATOOLF [Adult Cancarous Cells} 8%
Adult AUDDLF (Kdnay Cets) 128
Adult AUDDL-R (K dnwy Colls Total AMA} 2
Adutt AUGDIF [Kitthey Coks) 1
Adult AUODSE-CI {ildney Tssue cOMA) 1
Adult AUOE-R [ddney Tissus Totel RNAY 5
Adulr ALICOS-CD {Kidnay Fibrobiasts cDNA) 2

B4

Adut AUNIDF {iddney Fibroblasts)
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Aduit AVOLE-F (KIgnoy Cells) 147
Adult AW0L2-F {Kldney Medalla Cedls {uneuitured)} "
Adult AUOIT-F [Kidaoy Cells) A8
Adult AUDLE-F {Kidngy Cortex Calls) - 53

Totel T - ' 8787
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ror Tlasue Bl AADC3-FS-RF &

Adult Frox Thnaa Block  ACDOZ-FS-DLA (Aortic tissue, ditated aorta) 3
Aelutlh Bz Tiswwe Slock ADORO-FS i8
Adult Bypz Tlesun Block  AMOL0-FS (Humman Synovial Tissue Frozen Tissue Block) 36
Adult Paak Tissua Black  AMOL0-#5-AR (Arthrosls syniovlal tissue) o8
Akt Proye Tsse Block  AMOL0-FS-CRA [Chondroma, Synovial issus) 10
Agult Fro Thanus Black  AMO10-FS-0A (Osteoarthritis synovial tissue) 1
AduRt Fror Tissus Siock  AMOLO-E5-PS {Psorlesls synovial tissue) 5
Adult Froz Tissiw Block  AMO10-FS-RA (Rheumatold Arthriths synovial tissue) age
Adult Frox Tlasue Black  AMOL0-FS-RA/DT2 {Synovial Tissue Frozen Section {R&/OTI)) 7
Rebult Froz Tissun Black  ANDOZ-FS i
Atk Frigr Tiesum Block  ANDD2-FS-CA 1
Totul 563
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AdUlt FFRE ACODR-Ynocote-PS (Aorta Thasue FFRE Block)

Adult FERE  ACOZT-PS-SHA {Haart Sarcoma Yissue FRPE Black}

Adult FFRE  ADDZZ-FE-CA

Adult FEPE  ABDUS-PS-CA Thyrld Tissue(FRRE Block)

Aduit FEPE  AHODL-PS {Human Bone Matrow Blopsy, Formalin Fized Paraffin Embedded IFFPE). (pos...

Aduft FFPE  AHDDIPS-ALL

Adult FFPE  AMOGLPS-ALT

Adult BFPE  AROOL-PS-CMIL (Bone Marrow Chronte Myelohd Leukenils - postnatal FFPE Rlatl)

Adult FEPE  AHOOL-PS-ITP

Adult FFPE  AHUOL-PS-840S (Human Bong Marrsw Trefing Blopsy FFPE (MDS))

Adul FFEE  AHDOS-PS-MM

Adufe FEPE AHOOL-PS-NHL

Adult FFPE AKDDR-PS-0A

Adult FFPE  AHOOL-PS-TP

Adult FEPE  AIDDA-PS-SLE

AUl FRPE  ALOODR2-PS-TC {Tonsl Tissue FFPE Block)

Adult FFPE AMDDT-PS-AR

Adult FFPE  AMDOT-PS-RA

Adult FFPE  AMOOS-PS [Cartilage TTsxue FFRE Blogk [postretal derived))

fufult FFPE ANDDS-PS-AR

Adult FFPE  AMODD-PS-CRA

Adult FFPE  AMUOB-PS-RA

Adult FFPE  AMIOI0-PS {Human Synavlal Tissue Parafitn Embedded)

AdulE FFPE AMDLO-PS-AR

Aduit FFPE  AMOLO-PS-CRA

Aduft FEPE  AMOLO-PS-0A

Adult FFPE  AMOIO-PS-PS

Adidt PEPE  AMOL0-PS-RA [Human Syrowvial Tissue (Paraffin Embedded) (RA)} 371

Adolt FFPE  AMI010-PS-RAJDTR (Syaoviel Tissua Paratfin Saction (RAJOTZ))

Adult EFPE AMOLI-PS {Yendpn Tissue FPPE Black]

Aduls FFRE AMOLZ-PS-AR (Tendon Tissue FFPE Block (AR}

Adult FEPE  AMDLZ-P5-RA (Tendon Tissue FERE Block (RA))

AUl FRPE  ASIOLIS-PS-CA

Adult FFPE ANOOZ-PS.CA

Adult FFPE  ANQLG-PS-GM (GHoblestomy FFPE Block- human postnatal derlved)

Adisit FFPE ANDIS-Pno code-PS

Adult FEPE  ANOL3-PS-CA

AdUIL FFPE ANOIZ-PS-MG

Adult FFPE  APOOS-PS

Adult FFPE  ARDAO-PS-CA (Malignant Bresst Nanplast [Unk) FERE Block)

Adult FFPE ARDL7-PS-CA {Braast Tumior FFPE Blogle)

Aduit FFPE  ARDIB-PS-CA {Uterus FFPE Block)

Adult FFPE  AUDOB-PS

Adusdt FEFE  AUDOB-PS-CA (Kidnay Tissue FEPE Black CA}

Adult FEFE ALO10-PS-Inocode (FFPE Block from Prastate - Chronlc Prostatitls) B
Yotal . B2

T poF
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.
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Franainl Fioe Tisgie Bloch PEGHDPR (lvee Theise OCF Mok}

Prvnatel Bro Thihy Blogh FIAOGEFS (Coriliage Tissue FIFE Rlosk) ]
Framtal ¥rox Yiesue Block  PRADES-FS (Shelatal Mosche Tissus OCT Rlod) $
Penustal Srow Tious: Bloak  PRODL-FS {Humon Whols Luag Frozse Tisue Block. {urmstal dasived) §

Tobst 33

X,
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Prenats!
Presatal
Preaatal
PFranatal
Prematal
Brenatal
Pranatal
Pranatal
Prastal
Prenatal
Frenakal
Pranstal
Franatut
Prenstal
Pranetal
Prevatal
Prenatal
Prenatal
Prenatal
Pronate]
Prevwtel
Prartel
Pronsatsl
Franatal
Prenatal
Presiatal
Prenatal
Prenatel
Peenatal
Prinytal
Pranatal
Prenntal
Pranatsl
Pranstal
Prengtal
Prenstst
Pranuial
Prenstal
Pristiats)
Prenatal
Pranstal
Pronstaf
Prenatal
Frenatal
Pranatsl
Prenats)
Prenate!
Prenatal
Prenatel
Pranatal
Prenstel
Prariatal
Prenatal
Prenatsl
Prenatal
Prenetel
Prenptul
Prenatsl
Pronatsl
Pronetal
Prenetsl
Pranatal

PADDL-F (ProMatal Adipose Stramal Vasculzr Fraction (Uncultursd))
PAOGR-F (Preriatal Adipose Stromgl Cally)

POOOL-CO3 (Human Hent cDNA, {prenatal derived) 20 rins/vial)
FCOGL-CF {Human Cardlae Celf Pallet)

PCOQI-F (Heprt Ceile (Unculturet) (prenatal derved))

PCODLL (Human Heatt Tissue Lysete, (prenatal derlved) 100 pg/vial)
PCODL-R {Humsan Heart Total RNA. (pranatal derlved) 10 jug/vial]
PCODE-L (Human Whole Aorte Tissue Lysate}

FOO0S-K (Human Whole Aorta Totsl RMA)

ROOOA-F (Human Prenatal Aartic Endothellal Cells)

PCOOE-CF (Human Prenatal Wharton's Jelly Stem Celis pelfer)

POOGE-F [Humen Presatl Wharton's Jelly Stem Calls)

PCODE-C* {Cardlomyoryies Call Paltets)

PCODE-F {Cardlomyaoytes)

PCOOB-R {Human Cardiomyocytes Total RNA, {prenatat derlved) 16 pg/fvisl}
PCODS-CP (Prenatal Cardize Stromal Celf Peliet)

PCOO-F (Cardine Stromal Celis}

PCOLO-CP {Human Prenatal Laf Ventriele cardine Stromal CaH Pellet)
POOLG-F {Frenatel Laft Ventricle Cardiae Stromal Cells)

FEOLL-CP (Human Prenstal Right Ventricle Cardisc Stromal Cell Petlat)
PCOL1-F [Prenatal Right Ventricle Cardlac Stromal Calls)

PCOA-CP (Prenatal Left Atrlum Strommal Calls Pallat)

PCO22-E {Pronatal Laft Atrium Stromal Cells}

PLO1S-CP (Human Prenatal Right Atrium Stromal Cell Pellet)

PCOLA-F (Prenatal Right Atrium Stromal Cells

POOLS-CP (Human Cardfac Progenitor Cell Peflet)

PCOLS-F {Cardiac Proganitor Cetls)

PSR (Human Cardiss Progenltor Celis Total RNA {prenatal dertvad] 10 pg/vial)
POOLE-CD {Anrtie Call sONA)

PCOLE-CP (Aortic Cells Pellet {postnatal derived))

PCOLE-R {Aortle Cell Totat RNA)

PCO27-R {Heart Tissua Total RNA (prenatal derlvad)}

POADL-CO {Human Whale Liver ¢HA. [prenatal dedved) 20 tansfvlal)
PRODISCP {Hurnan Whola Lver Celf Pellet)

PDOOIF (Liver Calts {Uncultured})

POODA-L {Human Whole Livar Tlatue Lysste, {preaatal derived) 100 ug/vial)
PRO0L-CD (Human CO34+ Liver Cafls cDNA)

PDOG2-F {CD34 + Uver Cells

POOD2-R (Humen CD24+ Liver Cells Tota! RNA. {prenata! derlved) 1 pg/vial)
PRO0%-F (CD133+ Liver Cells)

PROOS-CO EHuman While Stomath ¢DNA)

PLEDE-F (Stomach Calls {Uneulturad))

POODF-C (Human Whale Small Intestine cDNA, (prenstat darived))

FDOG7-L (Human Whole Small Infastine Tissue Lysste. (prenatal derived) 100 pg/vial)

PROOB-CD (Human Whols Large intestine cDNA}
POU0Y-F flargs intestine Cetls {Uneultured))

PDOOYF {Tongue Lalls (Uncuitured)

PROIZ-CO (Human Endothelisl Uver Calls cDMA)
PDDI2-F [CO34+ Endethelial Liver Calls)

PDO12-R {Human Endothellzl Liver Cells Totat RNA}
PDO13-CO (CD34 - Liver Cells sDNA)

POOLI-F (CD34- Uver Cells )

POOLA-F {COB4 (+) Liver Stromal Cells (prenatal derived))
POOASCR {Human Smaall Intestine Eplthellal Cells cDNA)
POG15-L {Smatl Intestines Epithella) Celf Lysate)
PDO1B-LLY {(Human Esophagus Eptthelial Celts tDNA)
PLO16-F [Esaphagus Epfthelial Ceils)

FEXR0-CI (Liver Nissue cDNA}

POO20-R {Liver Tissue Total RNA}

PLO2E-F (CD133- Liver Cells)

POD22-CD (Stomach Tiasue cONA}

PON22-R (Stomach Tissua Total RMNA)

169

[

e
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Prangtsl PROX3L, {Intestings Tiesue Lysete) B
Brenstel PDO23-R [lntestings Tissue Totsl RNA} @
Prenatal  POOZE-R {Large Intestines Tlssue Total RNA) I
Prenutal PROZF-F (Small intesting Firoblast {uncultsred) Prenatath 3
Prenatal PEOOL-L (Human Whole Adrerel Gland Tissue Lysate, {prenatal derived} 100 pg/vial) 3
Pranatal PEOD3CD (Huran Whole Thymus CONA. (prenatal derived) 20 nins/vial) 4
Prenatal PEOD3-R (Humsan Whale Trymue Tolg) RA) 7
Prenatal PHOOI-F (Bone Merrow Calls funcutivred) Prenstal) ]
Prenatal PHEOL-R [Human Whaole Unprocessed Bone Marrow Total RNA} 13
Prenetal PHOOS-CP (Humian Bone Marrow Stromal Celi Peliat) 130
Prenatal PHODS-F {Borie karrow Stromal Cells) 138
Prenatal PHODS-E-POOLED (Bone Méarrow Stromal Cells) 13
Frenatal PHOOS-R [Human Bone Marrow Stromat Cells Total ANA) 5
Pranutel PHOOZ-L (Humen Whale Spleen Tissue Lysate} 10
Prartal PHODT-R {Hures Wiale Spleen Totel RNA) p¥)
Pranatal PHOOS-F-POOLED (Human Prenatal CD34-Bone Mzrow Cells {POOLED)) #
Prenstal PHROS-CP (Endothelist Bone Marrow Calis (prenatal derived)} [
Prenatal PHOZIA-CI (Splaen Tissus cDNA} 2
Prenetel PHO4-R [Splaen Tissug ANAY 12
Prandtal PIOO1-CP {Hurnen Skin Call Pelfet {Fibroblasts)} 100
Prenatal PIDOI-F [Skin Fibroblasts) \ 150
Prevatal PIOO-CO-{Human Stin eDiva) g
Frotistal PIOOA-L (Hurnan Skin Lysate) 4
Prenstal  PIOOA-R {Human SKin Totel RNA. (prenatal derlved) 10 pg/vial) 1
Prenatel PMDDL-CO (Humen Whele Skeletal Muscle cONA. {prenstel derlved) 20 rens/visl) 6
Prenatul PMOOL-F {Skeletal Muscla Celfs {Untuftured)) 3
Pranatal PRAODL-L {Human While Skoletal Muscle Tissue Lysate) 5
Praniatal FMBO2-CP (Human Skelotal Mustle Progenitor Celi Peftat) 14
Prématal PAMDOIF [Human Skedetal Muscls Cells, Myoblasts ENRICHED, (prenatal derlvad) 500,,,, 106
Prepiatal PIARUR-F {Hurman Skeloml Muscle Cells, Cultured, (pranatel derived) 500,000 eelis/... 1]
Prenats! PMVOOE-CP {Humsn Dsteoblast Pellet] 11
Prangtal PIOOS-F (Human Osteablast Cells {prenntal derived) S00,000 calls/vial) 132
Prenstal PMOOE-CD {Chondtotite clilA) ) !
prenatal PAMDOS-F (Chondracytes) 141 ﬁf
Pranutal PADOS-R [Chordroeyte RNA) /

3
Prenatel PRAOOT-CO (Huminn Whinle Bone cONA) 4
Preratsi PMOOT-L (Huran Whole Bone Tissue Lysate, (prenatal derived) 100 pe/vial) 5
Prenatel PRMGO7T-R (Humian Whoels Bone Total INA) §
Prannisl PIMOOT-R-POOLED [Human Whaole Bona Tots! AINA) 4
Prenatal PMOCAE-F (Mustle Fibroblusts (prenatal derived)) 8
Pronatal PMONS-CH [Cartlinge Tiesun ¢DNA) 2

Pranatal PMODSR (Humwan Cartilage Total RMA. {prental dertved) 5 pgfvial) 5
Pranstal PRMOLE-R (Skedetal Mustle Tissue Total ANA} 53
Prenutal PNOOL-CP (Hisran Meurat Call Pellet, (prenatel derived) 2.5 x 106 cells/vial ) 40
Prenats) POODI-F {Neural Calls (Uncultured)) 124
Prengtal PRODLL (Husan Neural Tissue Lysate) 13
Prenatal PNOD2-CO {Humen Spinet Cord cDIA, (prenatal derived) 20 rensvial) &
Prenntal PRODZ-L (Hurnan Spinal Cord Tissue Lysate. (prenatal derived) 100 pgfvial) 5
Frenatal PMOOZ-R (Huran Spitat Covd Totzal RNA. (prenatal derlved)) 3
Prenstal PRINI-CE {(Human Neural Progenttor Cells cDNA} 1
Preastal PNO0Z-CP {Human Neural Progenttor Cell Pailet) 19
Premstai PNODS-F {MNeural Pragenitar Colls) 18
Pranatal PNODE-R (Human Neursl Progenitor Calls Yotel #NA (prenatal dedved) I pgfvial) 2
Prenatal PHOCA-F (PSA-NCAM+ Cafls) 102
Prenatel PNDOE-CP (Humen Slia] Progenitor Cell {A285+) Pellet) 7
Prenatal PNOOE-P (AZB5 + Neurs] Cells) 171
Prenetsl  PHOOS-CP {Human Prenstal Cultured Neural Celf Pellets) 1
Prengtel PNOOS-F {Human Frenatst Cultured Neural Cells} 50
Prepatel PRNOYIA-R (Neurs! Tissue Total RIA) 3B
Prenatal PPOOL-CP {lung Colls Pellet (Uncuftured) (pranmtal derived)) 10
Presiatal PPUOM-F (Human Lung Colls, Uncultured {prenatal derlved} 500,000 gellsfulal) 31
Pranatal PPOOI-R {Human Whols Lung Total RNA. {prenatal derived) 10 jg/vial) 2

Prenatsl PPOGZ-CE) {Human Pulmanary Fhrohlast cDNA) 2
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Praretal PROORE (Prlmonery Rbyobiests, (pranatsl dertved) 500,000 oslispvisl)
roronl PROGI-R Duraen Pubinonary Bibrablest Tote! RHAY
Prermel EPOOE-F fung Dell Uncultursd (prenstal derives))
Frongtal PROCR-CY (Msle Gomad Tivsus)
Fronptel PREELT [Pranstal Winfe Male Gonods! Calls)
Pragwbe] FRO0S-CP {Male Gonadsl Stromist Calis Fallet | presatel derbved))
Praputst FRODS-PdFmnstul Male Bonods) Stromal Calls)
Pravatal  #U00L-CP (dnow Catln Peliat (Uneukured] (prenetst derved))
Frovatsl  PUDBR-{Humen Kdney Calls [Uneuturad))
Praftsl  POBULE, (e Whiote Kidney Tirsus Lysebe)
Prenatal PUOTLE (Hursan Whals Kidnay Totst RNA)
Pronersl PUODRP (Hurnte Kiiney Eptiheliel Cells, 500,000 calls/vish
Pronetal PUEOE-CR dney Teste cONAY
Prasgial FUOUB-R (Khinmy Vitaus Totul RA)
Fravwnd PUDIBAF (Kdinay Mbroliset , (prosutol})
Yertad
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Medlum
Madium
Madium
fdedium
Medlum
Mediam

CCs101
L8102
HGRO-002-5100
HERO-001-8500
HGRO-002-8500
U-PRO-001-500 8

Teotn 75 R
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EXIBET B

Any and all portable and permanent biologicsl stornge equipment, fixtures, freezers, glassware
and containers (including sny and all available tochnleal manuals and warranty materials) which
accompany the items identified on Exhibit A, including but not limited 1o twe ThermoFisher
Loealors (Locators types 4 & 6).
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EXHIBIT 10
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ORANGE COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY

NEWS RELEASE

TONY RACKAUCKAS, District Attorney

Susan Kang Schroeder, Chief of Staff A -_ o Michelle Van Der Linden, Spokesperson
Office: 714-347-8408 & N Office: 714-347-8405
Cell: 714-292-2718 & 2 Cell: 714-323-4486

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
Case # 30-2016-00880665-CU-BT-CIC
Date: December 8, 2017

OCDA OBTAINS $7.8 MILLION SETTLEMENT AND ADMISSION OF LIABILITY
IN LAWSUIT AGAINST TWO COMPANIES WHO UNLAWFULLY SOLD FETAL
TISSUE AND CELLS FOR PROFIT

*Both companies ordered to cease business in California

SANTA ANA, Calif. — Orange County District Attorney (OCDA) Tony Rackauckas obtained a $7.8 million
settlement and an admission of liability in a civil lawsuit against two sister companies for their role in the
unlawful sale of fetal tissue and stem cells for profit. As part of the settlement, DV Biologics, LLC, and DaVinci
Biosciences, LLC, must permanently close and cease all business operations in the State of California within 60
and 120 days, respectively, pay a settlement amount of $7,785,000 through the donation of assets and
biological materials to a non-profit academic and scientific teaching institution affiliated with a major U.S.
medical school, and pay $195,000 in civil penalties. The settlement was filed today in the Orange County
Superior Court.

“This settlement seized all profits from DV Biologics and DaVinci Biosciences, which they acquired by viewing
body parts as a commodity and illegally selling fetal tissues for valuable consideration. These companies will
never be able to operate again in Orange County or the State of California,” stated District Attorney Rackauckas.

Background

DaVinci Biosciences was incorporated in Delaware in November 2007, and DV Biologics was incorporated in
March 2009, with their principal place of business in Orange County, including Costa Mesa and in June 2015, in
Yorba Linda. DaVinci Biosciences was jointly owned and operated by the same individuals who also owned and
operated DV Biologics. The two companies shared office space, management, and employees. The California
Franchise Tax Board forfeited DaVinci Biosciences, and DV Biologics’ powers, rights, and privileges in July 2015
and November 2014, respectively, and both companies continued to operate illegally until December 2016.

In September 2015, the OCDA opened an investigation into DaVinci Biosciences and DV Biologics after a
complaint was submitted by the Center for Medical Progress regarding the illegal sale of aborted fetal tissue by
both companies.

Based on the evidence uncovered in its investigation, the OCDA filed a Complaint for Violations for unlawful,
unfair, and fraudulent business practices in the Superior Court of the State of California in Orange County on

http://orangecountyda.org/civica/press/display.asp?layout=2&Entry=5406 1/3
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Oct. 12, 2016.

Defendants’ Unlawful and Unfair Business Practices

« In early 2009, DaVinci Biosciences expanded its business to include a revenue-driven unit by selling
products derived from the cells and tissues they were already collecting, processing, storing and using for
research purposes. A few months later, DV Biologics launched its first marketing campaign to start
producing sales.

» The defendants hired an outside marketing consultant to develop marketing materials, including a catalog
posted on the company’s website in January 2010, and sent them to various sales leads. The two
companies advertised prices in a range as low as $40 a vial for the “total RNA" cells from several fetal
tissue sources to as high as $1,100 a vial for specific cells derived from fetal brain tissue. They priced the
products in a middle range from $300 to $375 a vial for fetal lung derived products, $300 to $450 a vial
for fetal kidney derived products, $500 to $700 a vial for fetal heart derived products, and $250 to $700
a vial for fetal liver derived products.

» Between 2009 and 2011, the defendants nearly tripled sales revenues. The defendants unlawfully sold
fetal-derived products to pharmaceutical companies and academic institutions around the world through a
network of distributors. By the end of 2011, the defendants unlawfully sold fetal-derived tissues and cells
worldwide to countries including Japan, China, Singapore, Korea, Germany, Switzerland, Spain, Australia,
Netherlands, Canada, and the United Kingdom.

» By 2012, the defendants had over 500 products in inventory “with some 13,900 units available,” for sale —
an inventory the defendants “valued at much greater than $4.4 million dollars.”

» The companies also regularly offered “sales” pricing promotions, including, for example, a “25% off”
summer sale and “25% off” fall promotion in 2013. Sales staff was given wide flexibility in using
discounts in order to close a sale, because they all knew they still ended up “on top.”

« In both 2013 and 2014, the companies grossed in excess of $400,000 in revenue, which was double the
gross revenue earned in 2012. From August 2012 to October 2015, the defendants unlawfully sold
approximately 500 fetal tissue “products” for valuable consideration and reached over $550,000 in gross
revenues.

« In July 2014, the companies discussed the pricing of prenatal renal fibroblasts via email, explaining they
were currently selling the “product” for $350/vial, and suggesting they raise the price to $375 per vial,
stating, “1000% gross does not seem unreasonable based on infrastructure and lack of competition.” In
that email exchange, they further stated, “If the market can handle a higher price then we will go with
[that] since we will be giving discounts to the distributors.” After this discussion, the 2015 list price for
prenatal renal fibroblasts was set at $450 per vial.

The Law Regarding Sales of Fetal Tissue and Cells
Under California law:

o [JHSC §125320 (a) A person may not knowingly, for valuable consideration, purchase or sell embryonic
or cadaveric fetal tissue for research purposes pursuant to this chapter, (b) For purposes of this section,
"valuable consideration" does not include reasonable payment for the removal, processing, disposal,
preservation, quality control, storage, transplantation, or implantation of a part.

o [ Business and Professions Code § 17200 — unlawful, unfair, and fraudulent business practices.

Under Federal law:

o [142 USC § 289g-2(a) Purchase of tissue: it shall be unlawful for any person to knowingly acquire,
receive, or otherwise transfer any human fetal tissue for valuable consideration if the transfer affects
interstate commerce.

The term “valuable consideration” does not include reasonable payments associated with the transportation,
implantation, processing, preservation, quality control, or storage of human fetal tissue.

o 142 USC § 289g-1(g) “"Human fetal tissue” defined: for purposes of this section, the term “human
fetal tissue” means tissue or cells obtained from a dead human embryo or fetus after a spontaneous or
induced abortion, or after a stillbirth.

Legislative History and Case Law:

http://orangecountyda.org/civica/press/display.asp?layout=2&Entry=5406 2/3
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Legislative history and case law recognizes that “stem cell research, including the use of embryonic stem cells
for medical research, raises significant ethical and policy concerns, and, while not unique, the ethical and policy
considerations associated with stem cell research must be carefully considered.” (Stats 2002, ch. 789 [S.B. No.
253] sec. 1 (g)-(h).)

There is a “societal belief” based thereon that “rejects commercialization of human organs and tissues and
tolerates only an altruistic system of voluntary donation.” (/d.) Thus, any such "commerce is generally seen as
revolting.” (Flynn v. Holder (9th Cir. 2012) 684 F.3d 852, 861 [quoting Congressional legislative history
regarding organ donations and noting the widely held belief that: *Human Organs should not be treated like
fenders in an auto junkyard”; “Human body parts should not be viewed as commodities”].) “People tend to
have an instinctive revulsion at denial of bodily integrity, particularly removal of flesh from a human being for
use by another and most particularly ‘commodification’ of such conduct, which is the sale of one’s bodily
tissues.” (7d.)

The OCDA Bureau of Investigations investigated this case.

Prosecutor: Deputy District Attorney Kelly Ernby, Consumer Protection Unit.

###

http://orangecountyda.org/civica/press/display.asp?layout=2&Entry=5406 3/3
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Released April 2016

2015 VIOLENCE AND DISRUPTION STATISTICS

A dramatic escalation in hate speech, threats, and violence

The National Abortion Federation (NAF) has been compiling statistics on incidents of violence and
disruption against abortion providers for almost 40 years. Our comprehensive database is an invaluable
resource that enables us to report incidents of violence to law enforcement and detect patterns and
trends in anti-abortion criminal activities.

Our 2015 statistics reflect a dramatic increase in hate speech and internet harassment, death threats,
attempted murder, and murder, which coincided with the release of heavily-edited, misleading, and
inflammatory videos beginning in July. Since 1977, there have been 11 murders, 26 attempted murders,
42 bombings, 185 arsons, and thousands of incidents of criminal activities directed at abortion providers.
Three of those murders happened in November 2015, when Robert Dear opened fire at an abortion
facility in Colorado Springs, killing three people and wounding nine others. This clinic is part of the
Planned Parenthood Rocky Mountains affiliate, which was featured in the highly-edited, inflammatory
videos. When police arrested Dear, he made a reference to part of the video smear campaign.

This attack in Colorado followed a documented and unprecedented

increase in hate speech and threats immediately following the release VIOLENCE AND DISRUPTION:

of the misleading videos. After each video, social media, blogs, and
news websites were filled with inflammatory comments about the 94
doctors who were misrepresented in the videos, including that they
were “evil,” “vile,” “inhuman,” “murderers,” and that abortion m2014
providers “deserve everything they have coming” to them.

2015
The online hate speech took many forms, including clear threats of
harm to individuals. After the CEO of a tissue procurement organization
was featured in one of the inflammatory videos, an individual leveled
death threats against her online. He stated that the CEO “is a death-
profiteer” and “should be hung by the neck using piano wire and
propped up on the lawn in front of the building. . .” The person went on
to identify where the CEO lived and stated: “I'm going there ... I'll pay
ten grand to whomever beats me to [CEQ] . ... [CEO] must die...” The
same individual offered a reward online for the murder of a doctor,
posting, “I'll pay ten large to whomever kills [Doctor]. Anyone. Go for
it.” Both of these targeted individuals had to employ extensive security
measures to protect themselves as a result of these postings. NAF
uncovered and provided these threats to the Department of Justice THREATS/ MURDERS
(DOJ). The FBI investigated, and the individual who made the threats THREATS
was arrested and is now being prosecuted. OF HARM

1 0 0

The number of reported death threats increased dramatically from one in 2014 to 94 threats of direct
harm in 2015. Following the videos, one member received a voicemail that said someone planned to,
“...pull a Columbine and wipe everyone out...” and an unknown male called a hospital switchboard in
North Carolina saying, “We will kill all [hospital] abortion doctors...”

2014 AND 2015 IN CONTRAST

DEATH ATTEMPTED MURDERS
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VIOLENCE AND DISRUPTION: Recognizing that NAF staff could not adequately document or retrieve all of
2014 AND 2015 IN CONTRAST the threats, NAF hired an outside security firm to specifically track online
threats. They began their work in mid-November. With increased tracking

capabilities, we were able to identify more than 25,000 incidents of hate

25,839 speech and threats in just six weeks. We estimate that if enhanced tracking

had begun immediately following the release of the illegally recorded videos,

the number of online threats and hate postings would be well over 100,000.

Through our monitoring work, we uncovered another anti-abortion
extremist who called for arsons at every abortion clinic in the country. He
posted online, “One person setting fire to an abortion clinic will not do
2015 anything but thousands setting fire to an abortion clinic will speak
volumes....It is not violent to set a building on fire...If thousands rallied
together to set each murder house on fire, we would see the end of
abortion...” NAF identified the perpetrator and shared this threat with law
enforcement officials who were able to investigate and interview the
perpetrator. This type of rhetoric incites some to take the law into their own
hands by firebombing clinics and threatening abortion clinic staff. Within
three months of the post, facilities in Washington, Louisiana, California, and
Illinois were victims of arson. Additionally, a facility in New Hampshire
experienced extreme vandalism when an individual broke into the facility
and used a hatchet to destroy medical equipment, exam rooms, computers,
ONLINE HATE SPEECH phones, and plumbing fixtures, flooding the entire clinic. The clinic was
closed for nearly six weeks for repairs.

m 2014

91

NAF members reported more harassment and threats in 2015. The number of clinic blockades nearly doubled
from 2014 to 2015. Incidents of picketing at facilities, which had been decreasing in previous years, increased from
5,402 in 2014 to 21,715 reported incidents in 2015—a number larger than numbers reported for any other year.

After a doctor was secretly recorded and featured in one of the misleading videos, anti-abortion extremists began
picketing in front of her personal residence. Not only did abortion opponents cause disruption in her
neighborhood, they also distributed flyers that said, “[Doctor] murders children at Planned Parenthood with your
consent.” As a result of these direct threats and acts of intimidation, this doctor had to take extraordinary
measures to help ensure her and her family’s safety.

Additionally, the number of hoax devices or suspicious packages found in or around abortion facilities increased
four-fold in 2015. These threats have the potential to shut down facilities, sometimes for an entire day, thereby
preventing women from obtaining abortion care.

The sharp rise in threats and violence in 2015 is alarming, and directly correlates to the release of
inflammatory videos aimed at demonizing providers. We cannot continue to allow anti-abortion extremists to
use violence to advance their own personal, political agendas. Nor can we continue to allow them to contribute
to a climate that encourages violence against abortion providers. We’ve seen firsthand what can happen when
abortion providers are targeted and demonized: clinic staff are threatened, facilities are set on fire, and doctors
are murdered. Law enforcement and communities across the country need to seriously address these threats so
that violence doesn’t continue to escalate. We cannot be silent or ignore this dangerous, unacceptable, and
often criminal behavior.
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NAF VIOLENCE AND DISRUPTION STATISTICS (Summary by Decade)
m INCIDENTS OF VIOLENCE & DISRUPTION AGAINST ABORTION PROVIDERS
19771089 | 1990 to 99 2000 to 09 2010 to 15 Totals All numbers represent
Violence incidents reported to
Murder* 0 7 1 3 11 or obtained by NAF.
Attempted Murder 0 16 1 9 26 Actual incidents are
Bombing 25 15 1 1 42 . .
Arson 64 96 14 11 185 likely much higher.
Attempted Bombing/Arson? 37 39 20 2 98
Invasion 247 117 25 15 404
Vandalism 244 575 570 145 1,534
Trespassing? 193 1,864 621 2,678
Butyric Acid Attacks 0 100 0 0 100
Anthrax/Bioterrorism Threats 0 47 614 2 663
Assault & Battery 58 53 71 21 203
Death Threats/Threats of Harm? 70 247 88 111 516
Kidnapping 2 1 1 0 4
Burglary 20 35 98 36 189
Stalking* 404 110 45 561
Totals 767 1,945 3,478 1,024 7,214
Disruption
Hate Mail/Harassing Calls 192 6,327 6,210 2,381 15,110
Hate Email/Internet Harassment® 345 26,120 26,465
Hoax Devices/Suspicious Packages® 160 63 223
Bomb Threats 237 245 129 22 634
Picketing’ 847 29,937 110,600 49,524 190,908
Obstruction® 968 968
Totals 1,276 36,509 117,444 79,079 234,308
Clinic Blockades
Number of Incidents 385 289 87 83 844
Number of Arrests® 24,380 9,447 4 5 33,836

! Incidents recorded are those classified as such by the appropriate law enforcement agency. Incidents that were ruled inconclusive or accidental are not included.

2 Tabulation of trespassing began in 1999.

% Death Threats, as of 2015, include any reported or discovered “Threats of Harm.”

4 Stalking is defined as the persistent following, threatening, and harassing of an abortion provider, staff member, or patient away from the clinic. Tabulation of stalking incidents began in 1993.
% Tabulation of email harassment began in 2002. As of mid-November 2015, enhanced technology allowed for an increased ability to uncover Hate Email/Internet Harassment.
& Tabulation of hoax devices began in 2002.

" NAF changed its method of collecting picketing data in 2012. Obstruction was separated into its own category.
8 Tabulation of Obstruction began in 2012. Obstruction is defined as the act of causing a delay or an attempt to cause a delay in the conduct of business or prevent persons from entering or exiting an area. This would apply to

violations of the FACE Act.
® The "number of arrests” represents the total number of arrests, not the total number of persons arrested. Many blockaders are arrested multiple times.

Numbers prior to 2013 represent the U.S. and Canada only. Numbers from 2013-2015 represent the U.S., Canada, and Colombia.
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NAF VIOLENCE AND DISRUPTION STATISTICS (1990 - 1999)
W‘ INCIDENTS OF VIOLENCE & DISRUPTION AGAINST ABORTION PROVIDERS
1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 Totals 1990-99
Violence
Murder? 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 2 0 7
Attempted Murder 0 2 0 1 8 1 1 2 1 0 16
Bombing 1 1 0 1 1 1 2 6 1 1 15
Arson! 10 8 19 12 11 14 3 8 4 7 96
Attempted Bombing/Arson* 3 1 13 7 3 1 4 2 5 0 39
Invasion 19 29 26 24 2 4 0 7 5 1 117
Vandalism 26 44 116 113 42 31 29 105 46 23 575
Trespassing? 193 193
Butyric Acid Attacks 0 0 57 15 8 0 1 0 19 0 100
Anthrax/Bioterrorism Threats 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 35 47
Assault & Battery 6 6 9 9 7 2 1 9 4 0 53
Death Threats/Threats of Harm? 7 3 8 78 59 41 13 11 25 2 247
Kidnapping 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
Burglary 2 1 5 3 3 3 6 6 0 35
Stalking* 188 22 61 52 67 13 1 404
Totals 15 10 22 278 91 107 72 93 49 3 1,945
Disruption
Hate Mail/Harassing Calls 21 142 469 628 381 255 605 2,829 915 82 6,327
Hate Email/Internet Harassment®
Hoax Devices/Suspicious Packages®
Bomb Threats 11 15 12 22 14 41 13 79 31 7 245
Picketing’ 45 292 2,898 2,279 1,407 1,356 3,932 7,518 8,402 1,808 29,937
Obstruction®
Totals 77 449 3,379 2,929 1,802 1,652 4,550 10,426 9,348 1,897 36,509
Clinic Blockades
Number of Incidents 34 41 83 66 25 5 7 25 2 1 289
Number of Arrests® 1,363 3,885 2,580 1,236 217 54 65 29 16 2 9,447

T Incidents recorded are those classified as such by the appropriate law enforcement agency. Incidents that were ruled inconclusive or accidental are not included.

2 Tabulation of trespassing began in 1999.

% Death Threats, as of 2015, include any reported or discovered “Threats of Harm.”

4 Stalking is defined as the persistent following, threatening, and harassing of an abortion provider, staff member, or patient away from the clinic. Tabulation of stalking incidents began in 1993.

% Tabulation of email harassment began in 2002. As of mid-November 2015, enhanced technology allowed for an increased ability to uncover Hate Email/Internet Harassment.

& Tabulation of hoax devices began in 2002.

" NAF changed its method of collecting picketing data in 2012. Obstruction was separated into its own category.

8 Tabulation of Obstruction began in 2012. Obstruction is defined as the act of causing a delay or an attempt to cause a delay in the conduct of business or prevent persons from entering or exiting an area. This would apply to
violations of the FACE Act.

® The "number of arrests” represents the total number of arrests, not the total number of persons arrested. Many blockaders are arrested multiple times.

Numbers prior to 2013 represent the U.S. and Canada only. Numbers from 2013-2015 represent the U.S., Canada, and Colombia.
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2af

NAF VIOLENCE AND DISRUPTION STATISTICS (2000 - 2009)

INCIDENTS OF VIOLENCE & DISRUPTION AGAINST ABORTION PROVIDERS

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 z-gggj.lgg
Violence

Murder?! 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Attempted Murder 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Bombing 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Arsont 2 2 1 3 2 2 0 2 0 0 14
Attempted Bombing/Arson? 3 2 0 0 1 6 4 2 1 1 20
Invasion 4 2 1 0 0 0 4 7 6 1 25
Vandalism 56 58 60 48 49 83 72 59 45 40 570
Trespassing? 81 144 163 66 67 633 336 122 148 104 1,864
Butyric Acid Attacks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Anthrax/Bioterrorism Threats 30 554 23 0 1 0 0 1 3 2 614
Assault & Battery 7 2 1 7 8 8 11 12 6 9 71
Death Threats/Threats of Harm? 9 14 3 7 4 10 10 13 2 16 88
Kidnapping 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
Burglary 5 6 1 9 5 11 30 12 7 12 98
Stalking* 17 10 12 3 15 8 6 19 19 1 110
Totals 215 795 265 143 152 761 474 249 237 187 3,478
Disruption
Hate Mail/Harassing Calls 1,011 404 230 432 453 515 548 522 396 1,699 6,210
Hate Email/Internet Harassment® 24 70 51 77 25 38 44 16 345
Hoax Devices/Suspicious Packages® 41 13 9 16 17 23 24 17 160
Bomb Threats 20 31 7 17 13 11 7 6 13 4 129
Picketing’ 8,478 9,969 10,241 11,348 11,640 13,415 13,505 11,113 12,503 8,388 110,600
Obstruction®
Totals 9,509 10,404 10,543 11,880 12,166 14,034 14,102 11,702 12,980 10,124 117,444
Clinic Blockades
Number of Incidents 4 2 4 10 34 4 13 7 8 1 87
Number of Arrests® 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 4

T Incidents recorded are those classified as such by the appropriate law enforcement agency. Incidents that were ruled inconclusive or accidental are not included.

2 Tabulation of trespassing began in 1999.

% Death Threats, as of 2015, include any reported or discovered “Threats of Harm.”

4 Stalking is defined as the persistent following, threatening, and harassing of an abortion provider, staff member, or patient away from the clinic. Tabulation of stalking incidents began in 1993.

% Tabulation of email harassment began in 2002. As of mid-November 2015, enhanced technology allowed for an increased ability to uncover Hate Email/Internet Harassment.

& Tabulation of hoax devices began in 2002.

" NAF changed its method of collecting picketing data in 2012. Obstruction was separated into its own category.
8 Tabulation of Obstruction began in 2012. Obstruction is defined as the act of causing a delay or an attempt to cause a delay in the conduct of business or prevent persons from entering or exiting an area. This would apply to

violations of the FACE Act.

® The "number of arrests” represents the total number of arrests, not the total number of persons arrested. Many blockaders are arrested multiple times.

Numbers prior to 2013 represent the U.S. and Canada only. Numbers from 2013-2015 represent the U.S., Canada, and Colombia.
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m INCIDENTS OF VIOLENCE & DISRUPTION AGAINST ABORTION PROVIDERS
Totals
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2010-15
Violence
Murder?! 0 0 0 0 0 3 3
Attempted Murder 0 0 0 0 0 9 9
Bombing 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Arsont 0 1 5 0 1 4 11
Attempted Bombing/Arson? 1 1 0 0 0 0 2
Invasion 0 0 0 8 1 6 15
Vandalism 22 27 12 5 12 67 145
Trespassing? 45 69 47 264 78 118 621
Butyric Acid Attacks 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Anthrax/Bioterrorism Threats 1 1 0 0 0 0 2
Assault & Battery 4 3 7 0 1 6 21
Death Threats/Threats of Harm? 2 2 6 2 1 94 111
Kidnapping 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Burglary 13 8 5 0 1 9 36
Stalking* 7 1 6 20 4 9 47
Totals 95 114 88 299 99 325 1,024
Disruption
Hate Mail/Harassing Calls 404 365 452 420 367 373 2,381
Hate Email/Internet Harassment® 44 17 41 88 91 25,839 26,120
Hoax Devices/Suspicious Packages® 8 2 7 2 9 35 63
Bomb Threats 12 1 1 4 1 4 23
Picketing” 6,347 4,780 5,706 5,574 5,402 21,715 49,524
Obstruction® 79 396 251 242 968
Totals 6,815 5,165 6,286 6,484 6,121 48,208 79,079
Clinic Blockades
Number of Incidents 1 5 6 3 23 45 83
Number of Arrests® 0 0 4 1 0 0 5

T Incidents recorded are those classified as such by the appropriate law enforcement agency. Incidents that were ruled inconclusive or accidental are not included.

2 Tabulation of trespassing began in 1999.

% Death Threats, as of 2015, include any reported or discovered “Threats of Harm.”

4 Stalking is defined as the persistent following, threatening, and harassing of an abortion provider, staff member, or patient away from the clinic. Tabulation of stalking incidents began in 1993.

% Tabulation of email harassment began in 2002. As of mid-November 2015, enhanced technology allowed for an increased ability to uncover Hate Email/Internet Harassment.

& Tabulation of hoax devices began in 2002.

" NAF changed its method of collecting picketing data in 2012. Obstruction was separated into its own category.

8 Tabulation of Obstruction began in 2012. Obstruction is defined as the act of causing a delay or an attempt to cause a delay in the conduct of business or prevent persons from entering or exiting an area. This would apply to
violations of the FACE Act.

® The "number of arrests” represents the total number of arrests, not the total number of persons arrested. Many blockaders are arrested multiple times.

Numbers prior to 2013 represent the U.S. and Canada only. Numbers from 2013-2015 represent the U.S., Canada, and Colombia.



Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO Document 547-1 Filed 08/15/18 Page 95 of 141

EXHIBIT 12




Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO Document 547-1 Filed 08/15/18 Page 96 of 141

EXHIBIT 12
Planned Parenthood Federation of America’s publication produced in Planned Parenthood
Fed. of Am., et al. v. Ctr. for Med. Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-cv-236.

Bates-stamped PP0000960-61

FILED UNDER SEAL
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EXHIBIT 13
Planned Parenthood Federation of America’s publication produced in Planned Parenthood
Fed. of Am., et al. v. Ctr. for Med. Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-cv-236.

Bates-stamped PP0001216-21

FILED UNDER SEAL
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Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO Document 547-1 Filed 08/15/18 Page 100 of 141

EXHIBIT 14
Planned Parenthood Federation of America’s publication produced in Planned Parenthood
Fed. of Am., et al. v. Ctr. for Med. Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-cv-236.

Bates-stamped PP0011648-51

FILED UNDER SEAL
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EXHIBIT 15
Planned Parenthood Federation of America’s e-mail produced in Planned Parenthood Fed.
of Am., et al. v. Ctr. for Med. Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-cv-236.

Bates-stamped PP0011222

FILED UNDER SEAL



Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO Document 547-1 Filed 08/15/18 Page 103 of 141

EXHIBIT 16
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EXHIBIT 16
Planned Parenthood Federation of America’s publication and e-mail produced in Planned
Parenthood Fed. of Am., et al. v. Ctr. for Med. Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-cv-236.

Bates-stamped PP0011959-62

FILED UNDER SEAL



Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO Document 547-1 Filed 08/15/18 Page 105 of 141

EXHIBIT 17




81712018 Case3MBRAeOBEPPOHROPer oz MEr BaThstentflisel. (g4 SHEBCOPaUPESHHOB b Agpzette.com

https://gazette.com/news/planned-parenthood-shooter-robert-dear-remains-incompetent-for-trial-
judgef/article_64ddd2ea-91b6-11e8-a84e-1f5069d71e6a.html

Planned Parenthood shooter
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Robert Dear
Andy Cross

Show MoreShow Less

Admitted Planned Parenthood shooter Robert Lewis Dear Jr. remains incompetent
to stand trial, an El Paso County District judge ruled Friday.

Dear, 60, will remain in custody at the Colorado Mental Health Institute at Pueblo
pending a 90-day review of his mental state set for Oct. 26, 4th Judicial District
Chief Judge William Bain said at a hearing at which Dear wasn’t present.

The defendant, who has been diagnosed with delusional disorder, was initially found
mentally incompetent in May 2016, meaning that he doesn’t have a “rational”
understanding of the charges against him or the court process.

His legal team has waived Dear’s right to appear after a long history of disruptions in
court in which he taunted judges and made incriminating statements.

[ Colorado Supreme Court clears way for admitted Planned Parenthood shooter to be

forcibly medicated

Dear’s treatment team at the state hospital has been granted authorization to force
Dear to take medication under a Colorado Court of Appeals decision. The Supreme
Court declined to review the decision, potentially paving the way for medications to
be administered. Whether Dear is being medicated is unclear because of privacy
rules.

The Hartsel transplant called himself a “warrior for the babies” after opening fire at
the lone Planned Parenthood Clinic in Colorado Springs on Nov. 27, 2015. He killed
three people, including a police officer, and wounded nine during a five-hour
rampage before his surrender.

Lance Benzel
Reporter
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I cover legal affairs for The Gazette, with an emphasis on the criminal courts. Tips to
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EXHIBIT 18
Planned Parenthood Federation of America’s publication produced in Planned Parenthood
Fed. of Am., et al. v. Ctr. for Med. Progress, et al., N.D. Cal. Case No. 3:16-cv-236.

Bates-stamped PP0010904-06

FILED UNDER SEAL
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EXHIBIT 19
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DEC 0 6 2017
_CLERK OF THE COURT

BY JL A mONCE

Deputy T

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

~

COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, Case No. 2502505/17006621
Plaintiff, COURT ORDER

DAVID ROBERT DALEIDEN; SANDRA
SUSAN MERRITT,

Defendants.

In this case, both defendants are charged with one count of Conspiracy and fourteen
felony violations of Penal Code section 632, Surreptitiously Recording a Confidential
Communication Without Consent. In that Defendant Daleiden has claimed confidential
and privileged material within the seized evidence in this case, the Attorney General is
ordered to copy the entirety of the digital evidence seized under CA DOJ Report BI-
LA2015-00057 to a portable device for Defendant Daleiden to review.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Attorney General make available to
Defendant Daleiden’s Counsel now, one Apricorn Aegis Padlock, 6 Terabyte External
Hard Drive containing a forensically acquired image of all 3.3 Terabytes of digital
evidence seized pursuant to search warrant from David Daleiden on April 5, 2016 (72887),
from Google on April 1, 2016 (16 SW00604) and on May 19, 2016 (SW38461), and from
Bluehost on June 16, 2016 (SW348461), subject to the following restrictions:

COURT ORDER (2502505/17006621)
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1.  The above-described materials that portray, relate to, or mention the
fourteen Does named in the complaint shall not be disclosed to anyone except the
defendant, his counsel of record and any defense investigators or experts working on the
case, absent further order of the Court. These materials shall be used only in preparation of
the defense in this proceeding.

” 2. No picture, screenshot or other visual representation shall be made,
exhibited, displayed or used in any fashion by the defendant of materials that portray, relate
to, or mention the fourteen Does except in a judicial proceeding Qi'_as_may be di__ﬁact__ly
necessary in the prepa}ration of the defense of this action. 7

3. The: above-described materials that portray, relate to, dr mention the
fourteen Does shall not be put on the Internet for any reason.

4. This order shall be applicable to the defendant, any attorney for the
defendant and any investigator, expert witness, agent or representative of the defense.

5. The above-described materials that portray, relate to, or mention the
fourteen Does shall not be copied at all, unless copying is necessary for preparation of the
defense in this proceeding. Any copy of the materials that is made shall be accompanied at
all times by a copy of this Order and all materials shall be returned to the Court at the
conclusion of these proceedings.

6.  Any person to whom these materials or their contents are disclosed,
which portray, relate to, or mention the fourteen Does, must be provided with a copy of
this Order and must execute an Agreement to be Bound by it in the form attached hereto as
Exhibit A, which shall be maintained by the defense attorney of record, and is subject to
the demand of the court.

7. Any violation of this order shall be punishable as contempt.

8.  This order shall be continuing in nature, and shall apply whether the case

is pending before a trial court or an appellate court.

3]

COURT ORDER (2502505/17006621)
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Good cause appearing therefore, it is HEREBY ORDERED that disclosure of
the above-described discovery materials shall be restricted as set forth in Paragraphs 1

through 8 above.

[2/¢)i7

Hon. Cl’u‘istogs)){er Hite Date
Judge of the San Francisco Superior Court .- .. |

COURT CRDER (2502505/17006621)
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EXHIBIT "A"

AGREEMENT TO BE BOUND BY PROTECTIVE ORDER

I, the undersigned, (print or type name), hereby
acknowledge that I have received a copy of the Protective Order (the "Protective
Order") entered on , 2017 in that certain matter entitled

People v. Daleiden, San Francisco City and County Case No. 2502505, and People v.
Merritt, San Francisco City and County Case Number 17006621. 1 have read and
understand the Order and agree to be bound by all the provisions thereof. My
business/residence address and telephone number is as follows:

I consent to personal jurisdiction over me by the San Francisco County
Superior Court for purposes of enforcing the Protective Order.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct, and that this Agreement was executed on the
day of ; 2017, 10 s

signed,

COURT ORDER (2502505/17006621)
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EXHIBIT 20
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
HONORABLE CHRISTOPHER C. HITE, JUDGE PRESIDING
DEPARTMENT NO. 9
---000---

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA,

Plaintiff,
Court No. 2502505
17006621

DAVID ROBERT DALEIDEN AND
SANDRA SUSAN MERRITT,

)

)

)

)

)

)

Vs. )
)

)

)

)

Defendants. )
)

REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

Wednesday, June 21, 2017

Please note Government Code Section 69954 (d) :

llAny court, party, or person who has purchased
a transcript may, without paying a further fee to
the reporter, reproduce a copy or portion thereof
as an exhibit pursuant to court order or rule, or
for internal use, but shall not otherwise provide
or sell a copy or copies to any other party or
person. "

Reported by: Janet S. Pond, CSR No. 5292, RMR, CRR
Official Reporter
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APPEARANCES OF COUNSETL

For the People:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

BY: JOHNETTE JAURON, Deputy Attorney General

455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 11000
San Francisco, CA 94102

For Defendant David Daleiden:

STEVE COOLEY & ASSOCIATES

BY: BRENTFORD J. FERREIRA, Attorney At Law

5318 E. 2nd Street, #399
Long Beach, CA 90803

For Defendant Sandra Merritt:

LAW OFFICE OF NIC COCIS & ASSOCIATES
BY: NIC COCIS, Attorney at Law
38975 Sky Canyon Drive, No. 211
Murrieta, CA 92563

LIBERTY COUNSEL

BY: HORATIO G. MIHET, Attorney at Law
P. O. Box 540774

Orlando, FL 32854

---000---

(Pro Hac Vice)
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Ms. Merritt in this criminal matter in association with
Mr. Cocis.

In addition, counsel has been granted pro hac vice
status in the associated federal case before the Honorable
Judge William Orrick, and therefore he has a history with
Ms. Merritt and knowledge of the facts and circumstances of
this case. Therefore, the pro hac vice motion is granted.

MS. COCIS: Thank you.

MR. FERREIRA: Your Honor, we have with us today
Thomas Brejcha, who is one of the counsels of record in the
case before Judge Orrick and who has appeared before
pro hac vice in many of Mr. Daleiden's cases.

We would like to have him make an appearance today and
we will supply the Court with the form after.

THE COURT: Well, I won't have him make an appearance
today since I don't have the pro hac vice request. I
assumed he was a California attorney.

MR. FERREIRA: No. He's from Chicago.

THE COURT: So if he files a similar motion, I will
evaluate it at that time.

MR. FERREIRA: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: The next issue was mainly presented by
Mr. Daleiden and then eventually joined by Ms. Merritt, and
that was with regards to judicial notice.

There was a request, at least according to the Court,
for judicial notice of the federal injunction as well as the
videos. Tentatively, and I will just hear quick argument on

this, but tentatively the Court will take judicial notice of
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the federal injunction pursuant to Evidence Code Section
452 (d). Tentatively, the Court will not take judicial
notice of the videos.

And my belief is that the videos were at some point
attached to a motion, is that correct?

MR. FERREIRA: The videos were embedded in Footnote 1
of the demurrer that we filed.

THE COURT: Footnote 1 or Exhibit 1°?

MR. FERREIRA: They were identified. The URL to go to
was in Footnote 1. We also gave the Court a flash drive
with the videos. In any event, the videos are with the
Court anyway pursuant to the search warrant as evidence in
this case.

THE COURT: Right. My concern is more whether it has
been attached to a motion with the Court.

MR. FERREIRA: Yes, it was attached to the demurrer.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. JAURON: If I may clear it up.

I believe, as I understood it, the URL was a YouTube
link created by defense counsel that was ordered taken down
by the federal court the same day on that May 25th order.

MR. FERREIRA: There has never been any order
concerning flash drives that we gave to the Court that
contains the exact same documents.

THE COURT: The same material.

MR. FERREIRA: Yes.

THE COURT: Well, the Court is going to order that that

particular -- the zip drive that contains any of the videos,
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State of California )

County of San Francisco )

REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

I, Janet S. Pond, CSR No. 5292, Official Court Reporter
for the Superior Court of California, County of San
Francisco, do hereby certify:

That I was present at the time of the above proceedings
and took down in machine shorthand notes all proceedings had
and testimony given;

That I thereafter transcribed said shorthand notes with
the aid of a computer;

That the above and foregoing is a full, true, and
correct transcription of said shorthand notes, and a full,
true and correct transcript of all proceedings had and
testimony taken;

That I am not a party to the action or related to a
party or counsel;

That I have no financial or other interest in the

outcome of the action.

Dated: June 23, 2017

%&M

Janet S. Pond, CSR No. 5292




Case 3:15-cv-03522-WHO Document 547-1 Filed 08/15/18 Page 122 of 141

EXHIBIT 21
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
HONORABLE CHRISTOPHER C. HITE, JUDGE PRESIDING
DEPARTMENT NO. 9
---000---

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA,

Plaintiff,
Court No. 2502505
17006621

DAVID ROBERT DALEIDEN AND
SANDRA SUSAN MERRITT,

)

)

)

)

)

)

Vs. )
)

)

)

)

Defendants. )
)

REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

Wednesday, December 6, 2017

Please note Government Code Section 69954 (d) :

lAny court, party, or person who has purchased
a transcript may, without paying a further fee to
the reporter, reproduce a copy or portion thereof
as an exhibit pursuant to court order or rule, or
for internal use, but shall not otherwise provide
or sell a copy or copies to any other party or
person. "

Reported by: Janet S. Pond, CSR No. 5292, RMR, CRR
Official Reporter
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APPEARANCES OF COUNSETL

For the People:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

BY: JOHNETTE JAURON, Deputy Attorney General
BENNIE MACKEY, Deputy Attorney General

455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 11000

San Francisco, CA 94102

For Defendant David Daleiden:

STEVE COOLEY & ASSOCIATES

BY: STEVE COOLEY, Attorney at Law
46-E Peninsula Center, Suite 419
Rolling Hills Estates, CA 90724

For Defendant Sandra Merritt:

LAW OFFICE OF NIC COCIS & ASSOCIATES
BY: NIC COCIS, Attorney at Law
38975 Sky Canyon Drive, No. 211
Murrieta, CA 92563

LTBERTY COUNSEL

BY: HORATIO G. MIHET, Attorney at Law (Pro Hac Vice)
P. O. Box 540774

Orlando, FL 32854

---00o0---
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PROCEEDINGS

Wednesday, December 6, 2017
---000---

MR. COCIS: David Daleiden, Line 20, and Sandra
Merritt, looks like Line 21.

THE COURT: Line 21, Sandra Merritt.

Counsel's appearance.

MS. JAURON: Johnette Jauron, Deputy Attorney General,
on behalf of the People.

MR. MACKEY: Bennie Mackey, Deputy Attorney General,
for the People. B-e-n-n-i-e, M-a-c-k-e-y.

MR. COCIS: Nicolaie Cocis on behalf of Ms. Merritt.
She is present out of custody, along with my co-counsel,
Mr. Mihet.

MR. COOLEY: Steve Cooley for defendant David Daleiden.

THE COURT: We had some brief discussions about what we
were going to handle on the record today.

Initially we discussed the proposed order, protective
order in connection with the additional discovery items that
the Attorney General's Office is going to be providing
initially, and with more specific regard to Mr. Daleiden's
case. And the defense has provided the Court with a red
line tracking proposed order.

I discussed that with counsel, and I discussed the
changes that I was going to make and then provide a copy to
all counsel through email, and then I'll sign it and file
it.

Does that appear to be agreed to by all the parties?
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MS. JAURON: Yes, Your Honor. Thank you.

MR. COCIS: Yes, Your Honor, on behalf of Ms. Merritt.

MR. COOLEY: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you. So I will do that and get that
to all counsel today.

MS. JAURON: And, for the record, discovery has now
been provided to both counsel.

THE COURT: Certainly in relationship to -- and there
will be more provided in light of the protective order.

MS. JAURON: Correct.

THE COURT: So that was the first issue we had.

Once the items are gone through by counsel,
specifically with regards to Mr. Daleiden's case, the
non-privileged material should be provided to all
parties.

If there is something in the non-privileged information
that's going to be provided to all parties that the
Attorney General believes needs a further protective order,
that should be brought to the attention of all parties and
the Court, and I will rule on that independently, which is
what we had discussed with regards to that issue.

Is that correct?

MS. JAURON: Yes, Your Honor.

MR. COCIS: Yes.

MR. COOLEY: Correct.

THE COURT: All right. As mentioned throughout some of
the discovery motions and proceedings in relationship to

obtaining all of the discovery in this case, there have been
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statements by the defense that the Court shouldn't accept a
blanket protective order as to the issues in this case.

The Court agrees with that assertion. There will be no
blanket protective order as to all the issues in this case.

The Court will address any concerns by the
Attorney General's Office or anyone else regarding specific
requests for protective order materials on an individual
basis rather than a blanket basis.

MS. JAURON: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Then with regard to Ms. Merritt's informal
discovery request dated December 6, 2017, I understand the
parties are now in agreement that that will be addressed now
with this particular protective order as well as the
previous protective order.

MS. JAURON: From the People's position, yes.

MR. MIHET: We received some documents or a CD rom with
documents today, Your Honor.

We will assess to determine whether that is responsive
to what we've asked for, and if there are any issues
outstanding, we will alert the Attorney General's Office and
the Court, if necessary.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. COCIS: Your Honor, just to clarify. So the
protective order that the Court is signing applies only to
the terabytes that were supplied to Mr. Daleiden. That
doesn't apply to the discovery which they were just provided
on a CD rom, right?

MS. JAURON: No, that's incorrect. I believe the
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protective order applies to the 14 Does as named so the
protective information of those Does that are named in the
complaint.

MR. COCIS: So for the time being, we're willing to
agree to that statement and when we come back on January,
with the Court's permission, if we need to address it, we'll
address it with the Court.

THE COURT: That's fine.

And then with regard to Mr. Daleiden's
October 2nd informal discovery request, this particular
issue, the Court consulted with counsel in chambers, and
it's my understanding that the Attorney General's Office is
in the process of complying with those informal discovery
requests, that it's coming along. There may not be a
completion of that yet, but there's also not a dispute that
the Court needs to address, at least at this time, regarding
that.

If that becomes an issue, we should have it somewhat
keyed up through email so I can address it on January 10th.

MS. JAURON: Understood.

THE COURT: So if there is an outstanding issue with
regards to the October 2nd, 2017 informal discovery request,
please narrow that down for the Court and the Court will
address it individually on whatever remains outstanding.

That was basically what the Court has as far as
informal discovery and more formal motions to compel, which
appear to mainly have been addressed at this time.

The Court will just also note that Department 22 did
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State of California )

County of San Francisco )

REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

I, Janet S. Pond, CSR No. 5292, Official Court Reporter
for the Superior Court of California, County of San
Francisco, do hereby certify:

That I was present at the time of the above proceedings
and took down in machine shorthand notes all proceedings had
and testimony given;

That I thereafter transcribed said shorthand notes with
the aid of a computer;

That the above and foregoing is a full, true, and
correct transcription of said shorthand notes, and a full,
true and correct transcript of all proceedings had and
testimony taken;

That I am not a party to the action or related to a
party or counsel;

That I have no financial or other interest in the

outcome of the action.

Dated: August 10, 2018

@»&M

Janet S. Pond, CSR No. 5292
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
BEFORE THE HONORABLE CHRISTOPHER C. HITE, JUDGE PRESIDING
DEPARTMENT NUMBER 9
---000---
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA))
Plaintiff,
) Court Nos. 170 06621

VS. ) 2502505
PROTECTIVE ORDER

)
SANDRA SUSAN MERRITT and DAVID )
ROBERT DALEIDEN,
) Pages 1-23
Defendant. )

Reporter's Transcript of Proceedings
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Law Offices of Brentford Ferreira
5318 E. 2nd Street

Suite 399
Long Beach, California 90803
BY: BRENTFORD FERREIRAAttorney at Law

For the Defendant SANDRA SUSAN MERRITT

Law Offices of Nic Cocis
38975 Sky Canyon Drive

No. 211
Murrieta, California 92563
BY: NIC COCIS, Attorney at Law

Reported By: Patricia Dowling, CSR # 5388
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Does. That's completely different from the defense
Alvarado who didn't get the Does, the Does' s names
day of trial, or sometime right before trial.

You have all of that information.

All of this is -- all this Order has to do with his
the term "Doe" in the Complaint.

That's it. | think that that --

MR. FERREIRA: Well, and the unfettered use of the videos.

THE COURT: Pardon me?

MR. FERREIRA: Unfettered use of the videos, being able to

put those videos on our website.

THE COURT: Submitted?

MR. FERREIRA: Submitted.

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

MS. JAURON: Your Honor, | will be brief.

| think the Court took issue that there would be so
taken points to counsel's argument if he didn't hav
information he is complaining about.

He has the information.

He has the ability to do the research. He made tho
videos. He was there.

He has more information than anyone else there to d
investigation and his own research for his defense.

The concern that the People have had and continue t
for these privacy victims, and that's exactly what
victims of is the privacy statute, is the informati
given to Judge Yaggy that once their names were rel

publicly on the Internet, that was when they became

attorney in

until the

using

me well

e the

se

0 his own

o have
they are
on that was
eased

threatened,
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that was when they were subjected to harassment and
vitriol based on the drama that has been created su
Issues.

So the People's concern here is that we maintain th
victims' safety.

The concern, again, that the Court seems to have --
counsel seems to have is using the videos in any wa
fit, appears to be placing them on their website.

The concern | have there, your Honor, is the eviden
original, unedited, unredacted evidence belongs to

It was seized under search warrant.

| have never seen it. The Court has never seen it.

enforcement never seen it.

The only one who has seen the videos based on these

law enforcement officer who did the charging -- all
charging these 14 cases, 14 counts.

What | mean by that is there is a whole plethora of
nobody has even looked at yet.

| would absolutely object basing evidence on the we
particularly when there has been evidence that once
information and those names are made public, the ta
those privacy violations are then threatened based
vitriol and abuse and drama that the situation has

That's why we are asking the Court to protect the n
the public record.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. JAURON: Finally if I may also.

The remedy here, what | see to be the easiest remed

abuse and

rrounding the

ose

that the

y they see

ce, the

the Court.

Law

are the

of the

evidence

bsite,
that
rgets of
on the
created.

ames from

y for all
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concerned is put on the preliminary hearing and pre
evidence to the Court.

That's what the People are asking for.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. FERREIRA: One last thing.

THE COURT: Last point.

MR. FERREIRA: Thank you.

The Statute 1054.7 says: Good cause is limited to
or possible danger to the safety of a victim or wit

Good cause, good cause requires evidence.

They have none.

THE COURT: Well, they have -- even under your own
concession, they have Does five, nine and twelve.

MR. FERREIRA: Yes. Since in 2015 ...

THE COURT: But the Court is not in its discretion limited
to Does five, and Nine and Twelve.

If those three Does are threatened, isn't there ar
possibility that the other Does could be based on t

circumstances of this particular case?

MR. FERREIRA: Here's how not threatened Doe twelve is.

On July the 27th...

MS. JAURON: | object to any evidence coming in at this
hearing.

That's hearsay and not relevant to this particular

MR. FERREIRA: This is a lawsuit.

THE COURT: Overruled. Go ahead.

sent the

threats

ness.

easonable

he

MR. FERREIRA: And on July the 27, 2015, Doe twelve, filed a

lawsuit in LA Superior Court, a civil suit based on

the same
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statute, 632.
THE COURT: In other words, you know who Doe Twelve is,
right?
MR. FERREIRA: Doe Twelve put her name out there in public.
THE COURT: Exactly.
MR. FERREIRA: She wasn't afraid of anything.
THE COURT: Exactly. The only thing this Order is doing is
putting the word Doe in the Complaint.
It doesn't hurt your client at all. Your client kn ows who

Doe Twelve is.

This isn't like Alvarado where not either the defen dant, the
defense counsel or anybody else related to the defe nse, even
knew who the people were charging them with or the witnesses.

They knew nothing.

That's way more of a Constitutional barrier to effe ctive
assistance of counsel than this case where you have everything
to defend your client other than the charging docum ent uses the
word "Doe" of which you have a list of all the name s for the

Does.
Okay? Submitted?
MS. JAURON: Submitted.
MR. FERREIRA: No, the Does go out in public and denigrate
Mr. Daleiden.
THE COURT: That's a different issue.
MR. FERREIRA: We cannot go out in public and discuss them
by name. You won't let us.
And we have a right to do that. He is presumed inn ocent.

He has First Amendment rights. There is not suffic ient good
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cause.

These people have been out there putting their name
themselves since they allegedly said they have thre

One of them as we put in our papers, reply papers,
them even says: | don't get threats from the pro |

| get love letters. They pray for me and tell me t

change my actions so | don't go to hell.

THE COURT: | do have some concerns, but | don't think still

under the balance that...
MR. FERREIRA: There has to be...
THE COURT: The way this is structured...

MR. FERREIRA: There has to be an overriding concern of

danger. There isn't that here.

Thank you very much.

THE COURT: Thank you. All right.

Initially, the Court finds that it already somewhat
addressed this issue back June 21, 2017, and there
really no new circumstances since that ruling.

However, based on the circumstances of the motion,
will again address the defendant Daleiden’ s motion

The Court agrees with the defendant Daleiden' s arg
that the Does are not confidential informants or vi
crimes.

Therefore, its order it not reliant upon People ver
Hobbs, 7 Cal. 4th 948.

Evidence Code Section 1040, et seq., Penal Code Sec
293.5, or People versus Ramirez, 55 Cal. Appellate

The Court's Order is based solely upon Penal Code S

s out
ats.

one of
ife people.

o please

has been

the Court

ument

ctims of sex

Sus

tion

4th 47.

ection
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1054.7, and Alvarado versus Superior Court, 23 Cal.
The Court finds that the California Rules of Court,
2.551 is not applicable at this point since the Com

under seal.

The People have simply requested to provide the nam

complaining witnesses to the defense directly under
Order while filing the Complaint with the use of th
"Does."

The Complaint itself is not under seal.

In contrast, the Alvarado Court permitted the seali
names of witnesses and the victims in a gang-relate
both the defendant and the defense counsel until th
witnesses were called to testify at trial.

As such, Alvarado went much further than this Court
in restricting access to discovery.

In our case, the defense counsel know the names of
victims and witnesses, know how to contact them, an
way limited in its investigation of the witnesses a
preparation of cross-examination of the witnesses f
preliminary hearing and/or trial.

The only thing the Court in this case has done is p
People to use the term "Does" in the Complaint.

Similarly, and in Reed versus Superior Court, 55 Ca
Appellate 4, 1326 at Page 1335, the Trial Court pro
Defense from obtaining the names and witnesses of v
even attempting to interview them based on insuffic
of harassment or threats.

This is clearly distinguishable from this case wher

4th 1121.
Rule

plaint is not

es of the
a Protective

e term

ng of the
d case from

e victims and

's Order

the
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Defense has the names and contact information for t
and is not prohibited from contacting them or any o
witnesses related to the case.

There are no Constitutional restraints raised by th
preliminary Protective Order permitting the use of
"Does" in the Complaint.

The defendant Daleiden suffers absolutely no prejud
either presenting his affirmative defenses or cross
the People's witnesses.

There are no issues of ineffective assistance of co
because defense counsel has the names of the Does a
videos.

The defendant Daleiden is not in any way limited fr
interviewing or investigating the Does or any other
the Court's protective order.

The defendant Daleiden argues that unless the Attor
General can establish the Does face actual danger f
publication of their names or the videos that form
the Complaint, there is no grounds upon which this
continue with its protective order.

However, defendant Daleiden misstates the legal sta

California Penal Code Section 1054.7 permits the de
restriction of the discovery where a party can show
under 1054.7.

Good cause is limited to threats or possible danger
safety of a victim or a witness, which is relevant

Court's discussion.

The Court may determine whether good cause existed

he victims

ther

the term

ice in

-examining

unsel

nd the

om

witnesses by

ney
rom the
the basis of

Court can
ndards.
lay or

good cause
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in an in
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camera setting, and the cases replied upon by the d
Lopez and Alvarado do not require otherwise.

The Court is making a good cause finding to delay a
restrict the names of the victims in the Complaint
the term "Does" based on the allegations set forth
warrant affidavit by San Francisco Police Officer B
attached as Exhibit A to the AG's response to the m

First, the AG has established actual threats agains
Five, Nine and Twelve.

Second, the fact that the other Does have not recei
actual threats does not diminish the good cause fin
1054.7.

And based on the actual threats received by Does Fi
and Twelve, there is a strong possibility of threat
to the safety of the other Does or witnesses in thi
based on the nature and circumstances of the case,
actually been pointed out by both the Defense and t
General during argument.

In addition, in balancing the limited delay and/or
restriction of the disclosure in this case, where t
has the names and contact information of the victim
witnesses, the limited protective order allowing th
term Does in the Complaint is reasonable under the
circumstances.

Lastly, the Court is not ruling upon the actions of
Yaggy, as this Court is not a reviewing court.

Neither this Court's previous ruling on this issue

today's ruling is based upon the validity of Judge

efense, Reed

nd
to the use of
in the arrest
rian Cardwell
otion.

t Does

ved

ding under

ve, Nine
s or danger
s case, and
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Order.
This Judge's ruling is based only upon Penal Code S ection

1054.7 and the Alvarado line of cases.

The Court is not relying upon reviewing Judge Yaggy S
sealing order, nor is it relying upon any other Cod e of Civil
Procedure Sections or cases discussed in discovery in a civil
context.

Penal Code Section 1054, et seq. the exclusive mean s of
discovery in criminal cases, and generally speaking , the CCP
does not apply to criminal cases.

The defendant Daleiden has or at least had -- has a t this
point appropriate remedies to address Judge Yaggy's sealing
order.

The motion to set aside the Court's protective Orde r issued
on June 21, 2017 is denied.

All right.

We also discussed some of the finalized discovery i ssues in
the case.

| think both sides are working on that.

At this time, the Court -- it was also in receipt o f the
First Appellate District Court's decision regarding the writ
that was filed by Ms. Merritt, that that was denied , but |
believe that they are going to attempt to go to the California
Supreme Court.

Have the parties decided what date they would like to come

back for a status?
MS. JAURON: The People are requesting February the 21st if

that's available to the Court.
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