


This Motion seeks: the same relief on the 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, and 10th RFAs (Atts. 1-5)

that? the Court Ordered for the 3d, 4th, and 5th RFAs- clear and unqualified “admit or deny”

responses; responses to basic, relevant interrogatories posed in the 3d, 4th, and 5th
Interrogatories (Atts. 6-8); and production of any non-privileged documents responsive to Ms.
Heard’s 15th and 20th RFPs, which seek documents supporting any denials of the RFAs and
docluments supporting Mr. Depp’s interrogatory responses (Atts. 9-10).

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

Depp on her 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, and 10th RFAs that this Court previously ordered for Ms. Heard’s

4th and 5th RFAs, and again ordered when Mr. Depp further refused to sufficiently respond to
Ms. Heard’s 3d RFAs. For the 4th and 5th RFAs, the Court required Mr. Depp to “admit or deny
the authenticity of the documents in Ms. Heard’s 4th and 5th Requests for Admissions, and for
those denied by Mr. Depp shall produce all nonprivileged documents, if any, supporting such
denials.” Att. 11. For the 3d RFAs, the Court reconfirmed that “Mr. Depp shall admit or deny the
aulthenticity of the photographs identified in Ms. Heard’s 3rd Requests for Admissions Requests”
aftler “receipt of the relevant and non-privileged Extracted Data from Craig Young. For any
de:nied by Mr. Depp, he shail produce all non-privileged documents, if any, supporting such
deinials.” Att. 12 at 1.! The information at issue in these currently pending RFAs are

phloto graphs, articles, and emails — the exact same types of documents the Court has already
ordered Mr. Depp to admit or deny their authenticity, yet Mr. Depp again refuses to properly
respond and instead forces Ms. Heard to file a motion for relief the Court has now Ordered

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

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

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

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

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

produced without objection in virtually every parties’ Interrogatories in Fairfax— for the
ind:ividuals Mr. Depp identified as having relevant knowledge in this case, describe the relevant
knowledge these individuals possess. Att. 6, Int. 1. Virginia Courts have sanctioned parties for
failing to respond to this type of interrogatory. See e.g., Skibinski v. Lunger, 74 Va. Cir. 428
(Airlington Cir. 2008) (Alper, J.) (ordering the party to answer an interrogatory “seeking the
identification and knowledge of all witnesses who have knowledge of the facts of the case” and
ordering attorneys’ fees to the party who was forced to compel this response). Yet Mr. Depp
refuses to respond at all, asserting two pages of objections to this standard discovery. Ms. Heard
has a right to understand what relevant information Mr. Depp is aware each of the witnesses he

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

Heard for various reasons, but who may still potentially testify at trial. This is basic discovery in
Virginia Courts and Plaintiff should be ordered to be produced without objection.
Interrogatories 2-4 seek clearly relevant information, Mr. Depp has represented that he

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

supposed injuries he received at the hands of Ms. Heard. Mr. Depp not only alleges that he did
not!abuse Ms. Heard, but he has made repeated allegations in his own Complaint that Ms. Heard
“violently abused Mr. Depp,” along with Mr. Depp’s counsel claiming this at every Court
hearing for two years regardless of its relevancy to the issue(s) before the Court on those
occasions. Compl. Y 3, 6, 24-31, 63, 78(b), 89(b), 100(b)). Mr. Depp also repeated these false
allergations in a Declaration that he submitted to this Court. Att. 14, 4y 5, 7-13, 16-17, 39.
Inttlarro gatories 3 and 4 request facts supporting Mr. Depp’s Fourth, Fifth, Ninth, aﬁd Twelfth
Defenses to Ms, Heard’s Counterclaim. But Mr. Depp refused to respond and claimed the

Inti rrogatories were somehow “improper,” despite Mr. Depp’s own 6th ROGs containing
milrror-hnage Interrogatories seeking facts supporting Ms. Heard’s Defenses. Att. 15, Int. 1-3.
Fourth Interrogatories: Ms. Heard’s 4th Interrogatories contain only one interrogatory, asking
foxli Mr. Depp to describe “each and every incident during which You contend that Ms. Heard
inflicted any type of physical or emotional violence or abuse upon you.” Att, 7, Int. 1, As already
discussed, Mr. Depp has agreed to answer what injuries he supposedly received from Ms. Heard
(but he has not done so yet), so there is no logical reason Mr. Depp should not describe the
supposed incidents that caused these injuries. Ms. Heard has a right to know the details and facts

ofithe supposed abuse Mr. Depp will be testifying about at trial, especially when Mr. Depp has

made these allegations in his Complaint and in his own Declaration submitted to this Court.
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Fifth Interrogatories: Ms, Heard’s final set of Interrogatories request information that relates to
Mr, Depp’s supposed damages, affirmative defenses, his destruction of property, and his abuse
oq illegal drugs. Interrogatory 1 requests Mr. Depp to identify the “recent events™ from Mr. |

Dlepp’s written statement immediately following the UK Judgment regarding his resigning from















