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Attorneysfor Plaintiff DC Comics

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

DC COMICS,
Plaintiff,
V.

PACIFIC PICTURES
CORPORATION, IPWORLDWIDE,
LLC, IPW, LLC, MARC TOBEROFF,
an individual, MARK WARREN
PEARY, as personal representative of
the ESTATE OF JOSEPH SHUSTER,
JEAN ADELE PEAVY, anindividudl,
LAURA SIEGEL LARSON, an
individual and as personal
representative of the ESTATE OF
JOANNE SIEGEL, and DOES 1-10,
inclusive,

Defendants.

Case No. CV 10-03633 ODW (RZx)

DC COMICS NOTICE OF
MOTION AND MOTION FOR
REVIEW OF MAGISTRATE’'S
ORDER ON PLAINTIFF'S
MOTION TO COMPEL
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
PURSUANT TO FED.R. CIV. P.
72(A) AND L.R. 72-2.1

DECLARATION OF JASON H.
TOKORO AND [PROPOSED]
ORDER FILED CONCURRENTLY
HEREWITH

Judge:
M agistrate:

Hon. OtisD. Wright 11
Hon. Ralph Zarefsky

Mar. 26, 2012
1:30 p.m.
11

Hearing Date:
Hearing Time:
Courtroom:

DC COMICS MOT. FOR REVIEW
OF MAGISTRATE'SORDER

EXHIBIT A

6




Case 2:10-cv-03633-ODW -RZ Document 385 Filed 02/27/12 Page 2 of 30 Page ID

© 0 N oo o~ WN P

N N DN DNDNDNNNDNRRR R R P R P R
W N o R WN P O © 0N O O N WNDN B O

#:24245

TOALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on March 26, 2012, at 1:30 p.m., or as soon
thereafter as the matter may be heard by the above-entitled court, located at 312
North Spring Street, Los Angeles, Californiain Courtroom 11, plaintiff DC Comics
will and hereby does move the Court for review of the Magistrate’ s February 15,
2012, Order On Plaintiff’s Motion To Compel The Production Of Documents.

This motion is made pursuant to paragraph 4 of this Court’s Standing Order,
Docket No. 18, Central District Local Rule 72-2.1, and Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 72(a), on the ground that the Magistrate’ s ruling denying DC’s motion to
compel the production of a single communication from Kevin Marks to the Siegel
heirsis clearly erroneous and contrary to law.

Pursuant to paragraph 5(b) of this Court’s Standing Order Regarding Newly
Assigned Cases and Central District Local Rule 7-3, the parties have attempted
unsuccessfully to resolve their disputes and therefore respectfully seek the
assistance of the Court.

This motion is based on this Notice of Motion and Motion; the
accompanying Memorandum of Points and Authorities; the concurrently-filed
Declaration of Jason H. Tokoro and exhibits in support thereof; any additional
briefing that may be filed; al exhibits, files, and records on file in this action;
matters of which judicial notice may be taken; and such additional submissions and
argument as may be presented at or before the hearing on this motion.

Dated: February 27, 2012 Respectfully Submitted,
O'MELVENY & MYERSLLP

By: /g Daniel M. Petrocelli
Daniel M. Petrocelli
Attorneysfor Plaintiff DC Comics

DC COMICS MOT. FOR REVIEW
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Thismotion for review concerns one document. On October 24, 2011, this
Court granted DC'’ s then-pending motion for review, and compelled Defendants to
produce a July 11, 2003, letter from defendant Laura Siegel Larson to her brother,
Michael Siegel. Docket No. 336. In that letter, Larson disclosed the contents of an
August 2002 memo from her attorney Kevin Marks to the Siegel heirs (the “Marks
Memo”) that directly refutes key factual and legal positions that the Siegels and
Marc Toberoff have taken in this case and the related Segel cases. Because any
claim of privilege in the subject matters of the Marks Memo that were disclosed in
the July 2003 letter have been waived, the Marks Memo (or at |east the portions of
it that have already been disclosed) should also be ordered produced.

1. Laura Siegel Larson’s July 11, 2003, letter to her brother Michagl—which
this Court ordered defendants to produce on October 24, see id.—openly discloses
that Laura’ s then-attorney, Kevin Marks, told her in August 2002 that she could not
accept Toberoff’ s offer to buy her family’ s putative Superman rights because she
“had adeal with Time Warner/DC” and that, if she repudiated her October 2001
agreement with DC and accepted Toberoff’s competing offer, Marks would have to
“testify against [her] in court.” Docket No. 362-2 at 287.

Both here and in Segel, Lauraand Toberoff have argued that no such deal
existed—contending that while Marks confirmed with DC in October 2001 that
such a deal was made, as of May 2002, the Siegels told DC the deal had fallen apart
and the October 2001 deal was not “enforceable.” E.g., Docket No. 368 at 5:16-21.
But as the admissions in Laura s long-suppressed July 2003 letter make clear, when
Marks wrote his August 2002 memo he never qualified his description of DC’s dedl
with the Siegels. Docket No. 372 at 1:23-2:21. Indeed, he remained emphatic in
2002 that a“deal” existed. 1d. These powerful admissions directly support DC's
claimsin this case and the Segel cases and also impeach key witness testimony. |d.

2. Upon receipt of the July 2003 letter, DC moved to compel production of

the Marks Memo, so that it could examine Marks, Laura, Toberoff, and others

DC COMICS MOT. FOR REVIEW

-1- OF MAGISTRATE' S ORDER

EXHIBIT A
8




Casg 2:10-cv-03633-ODW -RZ Document 385 Filed 02/27/12 Page 4 of 30 Page ID

#:24247

1 | using not only Laura’ s admissionsin her July 2003 letter, but also Marks

2 | admissionsin his 2002 memo. Defendants resisted, arguing that notwithstanding

3 | thedisclosure of its contents, the Marks Memo was nonetheless still shielded by a

4 | “common-interest privilege,” and Laura had somehow not waived privilege when

5 | shewrote her July 2003 letter. Defendants' position is refuted by this Court’s

6 | October 24 order, defendants' own privilege logs, and the controlling case law on

7 | privilege waivers.

8 a. This Court’s October 24 order compelling defendants to produce the July

9 | 2003 letter rejected any privilege claim in the letter and, importantly, its contents.
10 | The Court ordered the July letter produced despite defendants’ claims it was subject
11 | toacommon-interest privilege and contained legal advice, and following the
12 | Court’sorder, defendants did not attempt to further contest the matter and produced
13 | theletter. Compare Docket No. 336, with Docket No. 331 at 1-2, 7-9. The Court’s
14 | ruling isthe law of this case and was clearly correct. By July 2003, Laura’ s and
15 | Michadl’ srelationship had soured: Michael was openly accusing Toberoff of fraud,
16 | and Toberoff was withholding key facts from Michael and his counsel. Docket
17 | Nos. 362 at 10:15-11:26; 372 at 2:22-3:11. Moreover, an Ohio district court
18 | examined 15 communications between Laura and Michael from this time period
19 | and rgected the notion that Laura’ s and Michael’ s interests were aligned or that
20 | their communications were privileged. Docket No. 161-5.*
21 b. To the extent any plausible claim of common interest privilege could have
22 | been made, it waswaived. Despite asserting “joint” or “common” interest privilege
23 | some 505 timesin their privilege logs in this case, defendants never once asserted a
24 | common-interest privilege claim over the Marks Memo. Compare, e.g., Docket
25 | No. 162-6 at 422, with id. at 418-19; see Appendix A (reproducing logs); Tokoro
26
27 ! Those 15 communications are dated Apr. 16, 2003; Apr. 30, 2003; June 18, 2003;

July 16, 2003; Aug. 6, 2003 (two documents); Nov. 12, 2004 (same); Nov. 17, 2004
28 | (same): Nov. 18, 2004 (same); Nov. 24, 2004; Nov. 29, 2004; and Jan. 17, 2005.
-2- O MAGISTRATE 'S ORDER
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1 | Decl. 11 2-5. Thefailureto assert acommon-interest privilege over the Marks
2 | Memo means any entitlement to that privilege that might theoretically exist, even
3 | assuming it was not already overruled by this Court, was abandoned. E.g., Lenzv.
4 | Universal Music Corp., 2009 U.S. Dist. LEX1S 105180, at *7-8 (N.D. Cal. Oct. 29,
5 | 2009) (work-product privilege claim waived where defendant did not raise specific
6 | claminitsoriginal logs); Burlington N. & Santa Fe Ry. Co. v. U.S Dist. Ct., 408
7 | F.3d 1142, 1149-50 (9th Cir. 2005) (waiver given five-month delay in producing
8 | privilegelogs); Vieste, LLC v. Hill Redwood Dev., 2010 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 126607,
9 | at*27-29 (N.D. Cal. Nov. 18, 2010) (waiver when documents added to privilege
10 | log six months after initial production); Hoot Winc, LLC v. RSM McGladrey Fin.
11 | Process Outsourcing, LLC, 2010 U.S. Dist. LEXI1S 57880, at *8-11 (S.D. Cal. June
12 | 11, 2010) (same; one year).
13 c. Laura s July 2003 letter (quoted below) openly discloses and thus effects
14 | an unequivocal subject-matter privilege waiver over the following aspects of the
15 | Marks Memo:
16 We fired Kevin Marks and Bruce Ramer because they were insisting
we [Laura and her mother, Joanne Siegel] take a bad TW/DC deal.
17 You'll remember that you [Michagel], Don Bulson [your lawyer] and
18 we were shocked when Kevin Marks said that if asked to, he would
testify against usin court. ...
19 Kevin Marks had turned Marc [Toberoff] away saying we had a deal
20 with DC when we did not. ...
Kevin Markstold Marc we had a deal with Time Warner/DC. Docket
21 No. 362-2 at 287 (emphasis added).
22 | Thecaselaw islegion that when one discloses the subject matter of an allegedly
23 | privileged communication in a non-privileged forum in thisway, all privilegein
24 | that same subject matter iswaived. E.g.:
25 e Hernandezv. Tanninen, 604 F.3d 1095, 1100 (9th Cir. 2010) (“Disclosing a
26 privileged communication .... results in waiver asto all other
o7 communications on the same subject.”); Weil v. Inv./Indicators, Research &
Mgmt., 647 F.2d 18, 24 (9th Cir.1981) (same);
28
-3 DC COMICS MOT. FOR REVIEW
OF MAGISTRATE SORDER
EXHIBIT A
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e |Informatica Corp. v. Bus. Objects Data Integration, Inc., 454 F. Supp. 2d
957, 963 (N.D. Cal. 2006) (“The widely applied standard for determining the
scope of awaiver of attorney-client privilege is that the waiver appliesto all
other communications relating to the same subject matter.”);

e Phoenix Solutions Inc. v. Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., 254 F.R.D. 568, 576 (N.D.
Cal. 2008) (“When either privilege is waived, its scope extendsto ‘all
communications on the same subject matter ...."); U.S v. Reyes, 239 F.R.D.
591, 606 (N.D. Cal. 2006) (same).

3. Judge Zarefsky denied DC’s motion seeking the Marks Memo, however.
In doing so, he made severa errors similar to those made when he denied DC
access to the July 2003 |etter—a decision this Court rightly overturned. Supra at 1.

a. First, Judge Zarefsky made a critical factual error in assuming that because
defendants asserted an “attorney-client” privilege claim over the Marks Memo, they
also asserted and preserved a“common-interest” privilege clam. Docket No. 378
at 2:9-3:1. AsAppendix A to this brief makes plain, however, defendants knew full
well how to assert “joint” or “common” interest privilege claimsin their logs, and
for whatever tactical reasons, they chose never to do so for the Marks Memo:

- Defendants Marks Memo log entry (asserting only “Atty/Client” privilege):

Log # Date of Document Identity of Author(s) Identity of Recipient(s) Document Type Privilege Claim Present Location

623 G200z Atty Kevin Marks Joanne, Laura Siegel, Aty Don Ledter Atty/Client Defendants’ Counsal
Bulson, Atty Bruce Famer

- Other log entries (asserting “ Atty/Client” and “ Joint Interest” privileges):
Log # Date of Document Identity of Author(s) Identity of Recipient(s) Document Type Privilege Claim Present Location

Atiy Don Bulson, Joanme, Laura Letter Afty/Client- Joint Interest  Defendants” Counsel

5337 giz4i2001 Ally Kevin Marks
Siegel, Aty Bruca Ramer

548 104 7/2001 Aty Kevin Marks Aty Don Bulson, Joanne, Laura Letbes Alty/Clant- Joint Imarest  Defendants’ Counsel
Seegel, Aty Bruce Ramer

545 A0 9/ E001 Adty Kevin Marks Aty Don Bulson, Laura Siegel Lethar AtyiClient-Joint inerest  Defendants’ Counsal

550 Jaisi2001 Aty Kevin s Aty Don Bulson, Laura Sigel leter  AtyiClient-lont Inarest  Dendani’ Counsel
Docket No. 162-6 at 422, 418-19; see also Tokoro Decl. 1 2-5; Appendix A.

b. Second, citing no case directly to support his ruling on what he said were
the “limited and quite unusual circumstances’ here, Judge Zarefsky held that even
though Laura s July 2003 letter was not privileged, her open and frank discussion
of the contents of the Marks Memo in that July 2003 |etter somehow did not waive

DC COMICS MOT. FOR REVIEW

-4- OF MAGISTRATE' S ORDER

EXHIBIT A
11




Case 2:10-cv-03633-ODW -RZ Document 385 Filed 02/27/12 Page 7 of 30 Page ID

© 00 N OO o A W DN P

N NN RN NDNNNDNRRRRRR R B R
® N o 008 W NP O © 0N O o~ W DN PR O

#:24250

the privilege in those portions of the Marks Memo that she voluntarily disclosed.
Docket No. 378 at 5:16-25. This holding is clearly erroneous as well.

Judge Zarefsky reached his holding employing the following logic. He
reasoned: (i) common-interest privileges are recognized by the courts, id. at 3:19-
4:10; (i) “statements made during the period that the joint defense agreement” are
privileged and remain privileged even after the agreement is terminated, id. at 4:13-
15; (iii) one party to ajoint privilege cannot unilaterally waive it, id. at 4:15-21; and
(iv) since Lauradid no morein her July 2003 letter than advert to statementsin the
Marks Memo that Michael had seen before, no waiver had occurred, id. 5:16-21.

Parts (ii), (iii), and (iv) of thisreasoning are all flawed and in conflict with
the order of this Court. Starting with (ii), in its October 24 order, this Court
rejected defendants’ claim that the July 23 letter was covered by the common-
interest privilege. Compare Docket No. 336, with 331 at 1-2, 7-9. While Judge
Zarefsky said that Laura and Michael might still have had certain other interestsin
common in July 2003, Docket No. 378 at 4:22-5:15, he did not hold—nor could he
hold, given this Court’ s order—that the July 23 letter was privileged. What this
meansisthat in aclearly non-privileged letter—that Laura never marked
privileged, that openly discussed Michael’ s animosity toward Toberoff, and that
Michael could have shared with anyone, given that it was not privileged—Laura
chose to discuss and disclose what her lawyer, Kevin Marks, had told her in 2002.

Laura’ s discussion of the Marks Memo in her July 2003 letter was not a
“statement[] made during the period that the joint defense agreement wasin
existence.” |d. at 4:13-15. Rather, it was a new statement made in a letter outside
the auspices of any such common-interest agreement, when Laurawas trying to
advance her own commercial interests, which were directly antagonistic to
Michael’s. Docket Nos. 362 at 10:15-11:26. By disclosing the contents of Marks
memo in this non-privileged forum, Laurawaived any privilegein Marks August
2002 advice.

DC COMICS MOT. FOR REVIEW

-5- OF MAGISTRATE' S ORDER

EXHIBIT A
12




Casg 2:10-cv-03633-ODW -RZ Document 385 Filed 02/27/12 Page 8 of 30 Page ID

© 00 N OO O b~ W DN P

N NN RN NMNDNNNDNRRRRRRRP R R
® N o g0 8 WN P O © 0N O o M W N PR O

#:24251

Electro Scientific Indus., Inc. v. Gen. Scanning, Inc., 175 F.R.D. 539 (N.D.
Cal. 1997)—a case Judge Zarefsky did not address—is instructive here. There, a
company sought to advance its “commercial interests’ by disclosing to customers
patent law advice that its lawyers had given it about the invalidity of a competitor’s
patents. The advice had once been privileged; it was “the bottom line of the
lawyer’ s opinion, his conclusion, the ultimate outcome of hislegal reasoning.” 1d.
at 543. But the company waived any privilege when it made the tactical choiceto
discuss the advice outside the umbrella of privilege to achieve commercia gain. Id.

Here, too, Laura did not need to discuss Marks' memo in a non-privileged
letter to her brother. She only did so hoping to convince him to sell hisrightsto
Toberoff—her business partner. That clearly commercia choice has consequences,
namely, waiving privilege in the Marks Memo, or at least all parts of it discussed in
Laura s July 2003 letter. Id.; U.S. v. Mendelsohn, 896 F.2d 1183, 1188-89 (9th Cir.
1990) (waiver; advice disclosed to third party); Weil, 647 F.2d at 25 (same; advice
disclosed to opposing counsdl); Reyes, 239 F.R.D. 591, 603 (same; DOJ).

Turning to point (iii), whileit is true that one party to ajoint-privilege cannot
waive it for al parties, the rule rightly only applies when one holder of the joint-
privilege makes awaiver, and athird party tries to use the waiver against another
party to the privilege. See Appendix B (collecting cases). Here, it is Laura who
made the waiver, and it is against Laura that DC seeks to use the waiver. The no-
unilateral-waiver rule makes sense if, for example, Crimina Defendants A and B
share ajoint defense; A turns State’ s evidence; and the State asks A to disclose all
that B told him. In such cases, itisnot fair to bind B by A’schoice. 1d. But here,
holding Laurato her own waiver isfully fair and consistent with the case law. 1d.

Asto point (iv), Judge Zarefsky reasoned that Michael was already aware of
the Marks Memo, so it should not matter that outside the terms of their common-
interest agreement, L aura re-communicated the memo’ s contentsto him. Not so.

Claims of privilege impede the search for the truth, see U.S. v. Martin, 278 F.3d

DC COMICS MOT. FOR REVIEW

-6- OF MAGISTRATE'SORDER

EXHIBIT A
13




Casg 2:10-cv-03633-ODW -RZ Document 385 Filed 02/27/12 Page 9 of 30 Page ID

© 00 N o o b~ W N P

N NN RN NDNNNDNRRRRRR R B R
® N o 008 W NEFP O © 0N O o »x W DN BB O

#:24252

988, 999 (9th Cir. 2002)—no more so here, where defendants have taken factual
positions directly refuted by their own internal communications. Because privilege
claims “impede[] full and free discovery of the truth,” they are “strictly construed,”
Well, 647 F.2d at 24, and to maintain privilege, one must jealously safeguard it and
may not selectively communicate outside its protections, e.g., id.; Westinghouse
Elec. Corp. v. Republic of Phil., 951 F.2d 1414, 1424 (3d Cir. 1991).

Y et that is exactly what Lauradid here. In aletter this Court ruled was not
privileged, she openly republished Marks' legal advice. If she wanted to discuss
such privileged mattersin a protected way, she was required to get Michael to agree
to shield their discussionsin a new common-interest privilege. She never did so,
and for good reason. By July 2003, her interests had diverged, and Toberoff was
manipulating her, so he could buy Michael’ s rights for a pittance. Docket Nos.
183-4 at 47; 305-52 at 1863:5-11, 1863:18-1867:2, 1877:21-1878:3; 362-2 at 3-5.

4. There are two additional and independent reasons Judge Zarefsky plainly
erred in not ordering the Marks Memo produced.

a. The Toberoff Timeline, like the July 2003 letter, openly discusses Marks
memo and recounts: Toberoff approaching Marks to acquire the Siegels’ interests;
Marks telling Toberoff it wasa“no go” because the Siegels “already reached an
agreement with” DC; Marks' conveying Toberoff’ s offer to the Siegels, and Marks
“tell[ing] the Siegels that he would testify in court against [them] if they accepted
thisoffer....” Docket No. 49, FAC Ex. at 63. After DC obtained the Timeline by
court order in 2008, it told defendants it intended to file it publicly as Exhibit 1 to a
discovery motion. Docket No. 42 at 43. Despite arguing the Timelineis “riddled
with privileged information,” Docket No. 95 at 20:5, defendants took none of the
required steps to keep the Timeline from becoming afully public document. DC
told defendants if they wanted to prevent the Timeline from being publicly filed,
they were required to move for a protective order to seal it. Docket No. 42 at 43-

44. Defendants chose not to so move, and the Timeline, including its description of

DC COMICS MOT. FOR REVIEW

-7- OF MAGISTRATE'SORDER
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the Marks Memo, has been a matter of public record since 2009. Id. Defendants
failure to take the steps necessary to preserve confidentiality in the Timeline waived
any privilege in its contents and enclosures. E.g., Weil, 647 F.2d at 24.

Judge Zarefsky’ s ruling does not address this argument, though DC clearly
raised it. Docket Nos. 362 at 11-12; 372 at 3-4. Instead, it addresses an argument
DC never made. The order holds the mere “existence” of the Timeline does not
waive privilege in its contents because Laura or her agents did not writeit. Docket
No. 378 at 5:26-6:5. But authorship was never the issue; it was Judge Larson’s
ruling that any privilege had been waived in the document, followed by defendants
chosen failure to maintain the document’ s confidentiality, that created the waiver.

b. Judge Zarefsky aso never addressed that significant parts of the Marks
Memo, as described by Laura herself, are not privileged. Compare id., with Docket
Nos. 362 at 12-13; 372 at 4. Both Larson’s July 2003 letter and the Timeline
describe the memo as () Marks' republishing Toberoff’ s offer to acquire the
Siegels purported rights; (b) Marks' republishing his disclosure to Toberoff that
the Siegels reached an agreement with DC; and (c) Marks' recounting the fact the
Siegels reached a settlement agreement with DC in 2001. Attorney-client privilege
does not extend to the transmission of mere facts such asthese. E.g., Upjohn Co. v.
U.S, 449 U.S. 383, 395-396 (1981). Markswas, in large part, “serv[ing] merely as
aconduit for transmission of amessage,” and privilege does not extend to Marks
words and actions as “attorney-messenger.” U.S v. Freeman, 519 F.2d 67, 68 (9th
Cir. 1975); McKay v. Comm'r, 886 F.2d 1237, 1238 (9th Cir. 1989) (relaying of
notice from IRS to client “is not in the nature of a confidential communication™); In
re Fischel, 557 F.2d 209, 212 (9th Cir. 1977) (“attorney’ s involvement in, or
recommendation of, a transaction does not place a cloak of secrecy around all
incidents of such atransaction”). Indeed, defendants do not dispute that key parts

of the Marks Memo, including Toberoff’ s business offer to the Siegels, are not

DC COMICS MOT. FOR REVIEW
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privileged. Docket No. 368 at 14:22-15:2. Given this, thereisno basisto deny DC
access to these and other non-privileged portions of the Marks Memo.

5. In conclusion, the Court should either order the Marks Memo produced
outright (asit did with the July 2003 letter), or review it in camera so that the
portions of the Marks Memo that were disclosed in Laura’ s July 2003 letter and/or
the Toberoff Timeline can be produced and provided to DC. The critical facts and
admissionsin the letter are an important component of the search for the truth in

these cases.

Dated: February 27, 2012 Respectfully Submitted,
O'MELVENY & MYERSLLP

By: /s Daniel M. Petrocelli
Daniel M. Petrocelli

DC COMICS MOT. FOR REVIEW
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APPENDIX A:

A. MarksCommunication as I dentified in Siegels PrivilegeLog in this Case
(Docket No. 162-6 at 422):

Log# Date of Document Identity of Author(s) Identity of Recipient(s) Document Type Privilege Claim Present Location

623

avz2onz

Atty Kevin Marks

Juanne, Laura Siegel, Atty Don
Bulsan, Atty Bruce Ramer

Lener

Aty Cliant

Defendants’ Counsal

B. “Common” or “Joint” Interest Privilege Entriesin Siegel PrivilegeLogin
this Case (Docket No. 162-6 at 392-411, 413-14, 416-23, 425-28, 430-32, 439,
444, 448, 453, 462, 464-65, 480, 502, 504, 506-07):

Log R Date of Document Identity of Recipient{s) Identity of Author{s} Document Description Privilege Claim Present Location
28 ETIG88 Atty Don Bulsan Alty Anhur Levine Letber AttyiClient-Jond Inlerest  Defendants’ Counsel
42 481897 Alty Dennis Larson Michisel Siegel, Joanne, Laura Segel Lattar AttyiClient- Joint inerest  Defendants’ Counsal
44 BTIEET Ally Arhur Leving Alty Himanshy Amin Lattar Ally/Chent-Joint Imerest  Defendants' Counsel
48 1001411957 Aty Himansha Amin Atty Dennis Larson Latar Alty'Clhent-Joint Interest  Defendants' Counsal
47 /BN 99T Ally Dennis Larson Ally Himanshu Amin Lenar Ally'Clhient-Joint Interest  Defendants’' Counsal
4% WIS1986 Any Don Bulson Atty Arthur Levine Leker AdtyiClieni-Joint Inkerest  Defendants’ Counsel
51 221998 Aty Arthur Livine Adty Don Bulson Letter AltyiClient-Joint Inlerest  Defendants’ Counsel
52 2121998 Aty Arthur Leving Atty Don Bulsan Letter Afty/Clent- Joint Intevest Dedendants” Counsel
53 O EA Atty Don Bulsan Aty Arthur Lesine Letter Atty/Client-Joant Interest  Delendams’ Counssl
2%} O ER = Atty Don Bulsan Ably Arthur Leving Lettes Atty/Cliant- Josnd Inlerest  Defendants Counsel
%5 B1THEEE Afly Don Bulson Aty Anhur Leving Lattar AltyiClignt- Joint Interest  Defendanis’ Counsal
57 /261998 Alty Arihur Levane Aty Dan Bulson Letier Alty/Cliant-Joint interest  Defendants’ Counsal
58 261998 Alty Arthur Leving Alty Dan Bulsan Letier Atty/Clignt-Joint Interest  Defandants’ Counsal
54 Gi26/1998 Alty Asthir Levine Alty Don Bulson, Joanne, Laura Siegel Letter Atly/Client- Joint Interest  Defendants’ Counsel
62 G AGE Aty Don Bulsan Alty Anhur Lewving Letter Ally/Clent- Joint Interest  Defendants’ Counsel
83 11731588 Atty Don Bulsen Adiy Arhur Leving Lestter AfyiClient-doand Inlerest  Delendants’ Counsal
B4 113M868 Alty Don Bulsan Aty Arthur Levire Lettar Arty/Client- Joint Interest  Defendanis’ Counsel
B 11131998 Adty Arthur Levine Aty Don Bulson Leter AttyiClient-Joint Interest  Defendants’ Counsel
B8 120141988 Alty Arthuf Leving Alty Don Bulsen Lener Aly/Chent-Joint Interest  Defendants’ Counss|
B4 121998 Aty Arthur Levine Aty Don Bulson Leter Atty/Client- Joint Interest  Defendants’ Counsel
T2 1181880 Atty Dion Bulson Aty Arthur Levine Lattar AnyiChent-Joint inerest  Defendants’ Counsed
73 11181988 Atty Don Buson Aty Asthur Lavine Letier AttyiChint- Jont Inerest Detendams’ Counsel
7 WM Aty Arthur Levine Aty Dan Bulson Littar Any/Chent-daint interest  Defengants’ Counsel
78 3101999 Any Don Bulson Alty Arthur Leving Letter Afty/Clent-Joint interest  Defendants’ Counsel
T4 I0neay Adty Don Bulson Alty Arthur Leving Letter Atty'Client- Jesni Interest Delendanis’ Counsel
80 EFOEE] Atty Arthur Leving Aty Don Bulson Facsimile AttyiClient-Joint Interesl  Defendants’ Counsel
a7 AMENEES Adly Don Bulsan Abty Anhur Leving Lt Anty/Client-Joint interest  Defendants’ Counsel
it} 4GB Afty Don Bulson Aty Arthur Levine Lettar Atty/Clent- Joant interest  Defendans’ Counssl
68 SaTibes Aty Arlhur Lavine Aty Don Bulson Lattar Atty/Cliant- Joint inerest  Defendants' Counssl
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101
102
103
104

111
114

115

18

121
122

123
129

130
136

137

139
142

143

146
160

161

162
164

185
166
167
174
175
177

182
183
184
189

192
194

187
188
188
200
201
202
203

BiES1558
Gi51005
Giaf1888
G099

THalees
TI20M 995

20N 999
BIZI1998
arznegg

BJ'HJHQ'EG_-

BADMEES

Br24iggs
Qr29an

Q2800
ELOL

A9

Sea1998
8/14/1858

914/1953

a7ii9es
waangag

WZBM 999

2813599
Ve 999

1VBM998
1VEM1999

1VEM999

10HET1999
1META 999

1131858

111871888

1161588
11121995

1261888

12/6/1 985
1211001998

122211635
12201598
12122/1939
122201999
1229/1999
V29N FFS

VI G

Aty Dion Bulsan
Afty Arthur Levine
Aty Arthur Levine
Any Arhur Levine

Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson
Aty Daon Bukson

Aty Arhur Levine
Ay Arniue Lawing
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Don Bulson

Afty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulson

Aty Dion Bulson
Aty Don Bulsan

Aty Dion Bulson

Mty Arthur Lavine
Alty Don Bulsan

Atty Don Bulson

Arty Arthur Leving
ity Don Bulson

Aty Kevin Marks.

Aty Don Bulson
Alty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson
Aty Dan Bulson

Ay Don Bulson

Aty Don Bulson

Adty Don Bulson

Atly Keyn Marks

Alty Don Bulson
Alty Don Bulsan
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson

Aty Don Bulsan

Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks
Alty Don Bulson
Aty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Alty Kevin Marks

Alty Don Bulsoen

#:24256

Aty Arihur Levine
Ally Don Bulsan
Auty Don Butson

Aty Don Butson, Joanne, Laura Siegel

Alty Arthur Levine, Any Den Butson
Aty Anhur Laving
Aty Amhur Levine
Ally Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulsan, Joanne, Laura
Siegel, Atty Kevin Marks
Ay Anhiur Levine

Alty Arhur Leving

Aty Don Bulson

Alty Anhur Leving

Afty Arthur Leving
Aty Arthur Leving

Aty Arthur Leving

Aty Don Bulson
Abty Kevin Marks

Aty Kenan Marks, Alty Arhur Levine

Ally Don Bulsan

Aty Kevn Marks
Atty Denns Larsen, Ally Arfur Levire,
Aty Dan Bulson, Joanne Segal, Laura

Segel
Aty Kevin Marks

Afty Don Bulsan
Ally Kevin Marks
Adty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aly Kevin Marks
Aty Kavin Marks
Arly Dennis Larson, Alty Bruce Ramer,
Aty Arhur Lavine, Aty Don Bulson,
Joanne Siegel, Lauras Siegel
Alty Kevin Marks
Adty Kevin Marks
Aty Jon Bulson, Aty Dennis Larsan
Arty Kevin Marks

Alty Kevin Marks
Alty Don Bulson . Aty Arhur Levine,

Joanne Siegel Laura Siegel
Atty Don Bulsan
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulsan
Atty Don Bulson

Ay Kevin Marks
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Letter

Lanar

Lattar

Letter

Facsimile

Latar

Leter

Letter

Letter

Letiar

Lefter

Latiar

Leher

Letier

Letar
Letier

Letar

Letier

Letter

Latiar

Letter

Leter

Latiar

Facsimile

Letier

Lithir

Letier

E-mail

E-mail

E-miil

E-mail

E-mail

E-mil

E-miail

Arty/Client-Joant Interest
Ally/Client-Joant Interest
AllyCligni-Jont Inlerest
Amy/Cliant- Jount Interest

AttyiClient-Joind Inberes!

AttyiChent-Jont Interest

Alty/Clignt- Joant Intarast

Atty'Client-Joint Interest
AttyiClient Jaint Interest
Aty/Chent-Joint Inwerest
AttyiCliant- Joint Inerest

AnyiCheni-Joint Interest
AlyfClent-Jaint Ingenest

Atty/Client- Joint Interest

Atty/Client-Joint Interest
Ally/Chent- Joinl Inberest

Arty/Client-Joant intarast
AltyiClient-Jboint Intarast

AblyiChent- Joint Interest

AntyiClient-Joint Intarast

Atty/Cliant-Joint Interest

AttyChant-Joint Interest

AtlyiClignt- Joint Interest
AttyiClient-Joint Inerest

AllyiClieni-Joint Interest
Arty/Client- Joint Interest
Arty/Clhent- Joint Interest
Arty/Chient-doint ineres

AlryiClient- Jont Interest

Aty Client-boint Inlerest

AtyClient-Joint Interest
AngiClient- Joint Interest
Atty'Client-Joint Interest
AdtyiClient-Jond nberest

ArtyiClient- Joint Interest

AatyiClient-Joint Interast
AdtyiClient-Joint Interest
AftyiClient-Joind Interest
Alty/Clisnt-Joind Intarast
AttyiClignt-Joant Interest
AllyiClient-Joint Interest
AttyiCliend-Jomnt Interast

AttyiClient-Joant Intarast

Delendants’ Counsel
Dedendants’ Counsel
Defengants’ Counsel
Delendants’ Coungel

Defendants' Counsel

Defendants’ Counsal

Defendams’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsal
Detendants’ Counsel
Defandants’ Counsal
Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel
Defendants' Counsel

Defendants' Counsal

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsal

Dafendants’ Counsel
Defandants' Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsal
Defendants’ Counsel

Delendanis’ Counsel

Dafendants’ Counsel

Dedendants’ Counsel
Dafendants’ Counsael
Defendants’ Counsel
Dedendanls’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsal

Defendants’ Counsal

Dedendants’ Counsel

Defandants’ Counsel

Defendants' Cownsel

Defendants' Cownsel

Defendants’ Couwnsel

Detendants’ Couwnsel

Defendants’ Counsel
Dedendants’ Counsel
Dedendants’ Counsel
Dafendants’ Counsel
Delendants Coungel
Dafendants Counsel
Dedendants’ Counsel

Delengans Coungeal
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208
208

209

210

212
213
214

215
216

218

2
227

228

23
234

235
237

238

238

241

248

249
250
251
252
257
259

261
267

268
269

270
273

274
275
276
27T
278

278
281

282

1E2000
132000

1312000
11412000
11412000
11512000

102000

14102000

11102000

102000

142000

1182000
21282000

3M/2000

372000
/%2000

AE2000
212000

W2 000

wWan2oo0

AIM2000

41542000

41172000

41152000
41 22000
411242000
&122000
AN TI2000
411812000

4182000
B/2/2000

SI2000
S32000

H32000
57412000

SI42000
S/52000
SIE2000
NH2000
SIB2000

S32000
S/8/2000

S/2000

Aty Don Bulson
Alty Don Bulson

Alty Kevin Marks
Michaal Sagal
Aty Kavin Marks
Aty Kewin Marks
Alty Kavin Marks
Ally Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kewvin Marks

Atty Kewin Marks

Aty Kavin Marks
Aty Don Bulson

Alty Hevin Marks

Alty Don Bulson

Adty Kevin Marks

Adty Kewvin Marks
Alty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kavin Marks

Alty Kevin Marks

Atly Kivin Marks

Atty Kevin Marks

Atsy Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulsan
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Fevin Marks

Ay Kevin Marks

Atty Kevin Marks

Aty Kavin Marks
Alty Kevin Marks

Asty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Don Bulson

Alty Kevin Marks
Atty Dion Bulsan
Abty Kevin Marks
Aty Kewin Marks
Aty Kewvin Marks

Alty Dan Bulson
Atty Kevin Marks

Atty Kewin Marks

#:24257

Alty Kevin Marks

Alty Kevin Marks
Alty Don Bulson, Aty Bruca Ramer
Aty Don Bulson
Any Dan Bulson
Ay Don Bulson
Alty Don Bulson
Aty Don Bulson
Aty Don Bulsan

Aty Don Bulson, Aty Dennis Larsan,
Aty Bruca Ramaer, Aty Arthur Lesne

Aty Don Butsan

Ay Don Bulson

Arty Arthur Levine, Aty Bruce Rames,
Aty Dan Bulson, Joanne Siegel, Laura
Sienel

Aty Kewvin Marks
Atty Don Bulson

Ay Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson

Alty Sruce Ramer, Atty Don Bulsan,

Aty Asthur Loving, Joanne Siegel.
Lawra Siegel

Aty Don Bulson, Joanne Siegel, Laura
Slagel
Aty Dan Bulson, Alty Arthur Leving,
Joanne Siegel, Laura Siegel

Aty Dan Bulson, Aty Arthur Lewving,
Joanne Siegel, Laura Siegel

Ary Don Bulson, Ady Arthur Lavine,
-oanne Siegel, Laura Segel

Aty Don Bulson
Aty Kewvin Marks
Aty Do Bulson
Alty Do Bulsan
Aty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulsan

Aty Don Bulson

Aty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevn Marks

Any Don Bulson
Alty Kewin Marks
Ally Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson

Aty Kewin Marks
Aty Don Bulsan

Any Don Bulson
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E-rmail

E-rmal

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

Letier

Leter

E-miail

E-mail
Motes

E-mail

E-mail

Leter

Lettar

Letter

Leber

Facsimile

Facsimile

E -

E-rriaail

E-mail

E-mail

E-rmiail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mai

E-mai
E-mail

E-mail
E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mad

[E-rraal

E-mal

E-mail
E-mail

E-mail

Anty/Client-Jomt interest

Any/Clignt-Joint interes:
Atry/Cliant- Jomt Interest
ARy/Clent-Joint injerest
Ay/Clent-Joint Interest
Aty/Clignt-Joint Interest
AttyrClient-Joint Interest

AttyaClient-Joint Inteoest

AttyiClignt-Joant Interaal

AmyClignt- Joint Inberest

ArtyiCliend-Jont Inierest

Aty Clhant-Joint Inierest
Atty/Chant-Joint Interest

Any/Clhent-Jaint interest

AttyiClient-Joint Inberest
AtryiClignt-Joint Intenest

Any/Cligni-Joint Interest
AtyiChent-Joint Inzrest

Asty/Clisnt-Jont Interest

ANyiClient-Joan Inlarast

AttyiClient-Joint Interest

AglyiClient-Jain inlarest

AttyiClient-Joint Intarest

AltyiCliant- Jont imerest
ARiClienl-Jont inerest
AdtyiClient-Josnt Inlerest
Asty/Clignt- Joint Interest
Abty/Client-Joint Inlenest
Aty iClient-Joant Interast

AmyiClignt- Joint Interest
Abty/Clant-Jaint Interest

AbyChent-Jaint Intarest
AlyClignt-Joint interest

AltyeClignl- Jont Inerest
AltyiClient-Joint Interast

Atty/Clignt-Joint Interest
Aty Clant-Joint Interest
Any/Chent-Joint lnierest
Alty/Client- Jomt Inferest
Ally/Client-Joink Inerest

Anty/Client-Joandt Interest
AiClient- Jaint Inlerest

Aty Clignt-Joing Intenest

Detenaams’ Counssl

Defandants’ Counsal
Defendants’ Counssl
Defendants’ Counsal
Defendants' Counsal
Defendants’ Counsal
Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Delendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsei

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel
Delendanis’ Counsel

Defandants’ Counsel
Detendants' Counsal

Deterdants’ Counsal

Defengants’ Counsel

Defandants’ Counsel

Detendants' Counsel

Defendants Counsel

Diefendants’ Counsal
Dafendants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsel
Defendanis’ Counsel

Deferdanis’ Counzel

Dafendanis’ Coungel

Delendanis’ Counsel
Defendans’ Counsel

Defandants’ Counsal
Defendants’ Cownsel

Detendants’ Counsal
Defendants’ Counsel

Delendants’ Counsal
Defendants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsel
Defendants' Counsal
Detenaams Counsal

Defendants Counsel
Delendants’ Counsel

Delendants’ Counsel
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284
280
234
205
anz

304
307

in

33
35

316
T
321
323
325
326
az27
328
328
330
i
332
333
334
335
ExT)
342

356
358

359

360
352

383
364

368
a7z

73
399
401

407
408

5102000

51812000

BI2G2000

Q282000

BI7I2000

6772000
BHI00D

TIRIZ000

TITi2000
TR0

TA02000

T 2000

TATR000

THT2000

TIER2000

TNEEZ000

TASNZ00D

THHZ00D
TS0

TIZ12000

TIZ1Z2000

7242000

7242000

Ti24/2000

Ti24)2000

Tiz4r2000

TiZE2000

2000

WE200a

WE2000

LE00]
SIBIH000

SRA000

SEA000

G000

BR2000

W152000

G 52000

1W2E2000

V26,2000
11062000

11082000

110852000

Amy Kewin Marks
l'qr,t,l Kavin Marks
Aty Kewin Marks
Asty Kiin Marks
Ally Kavin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kavin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks
Ally Dion Bulson

Aty Don Bulson

Aty Don Bulsan

Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Fewin Marks

Alty Kavin Marks
Aty Don Bulsan
Aty Don Bulsan

Atty Kevin Marks

Ally Don Bulson
Ay Kewin Marks
Aty Kewin Marks
Aty Don Buison
Arty Den Bulson
Anty Don Bulsan
Atty Don Bulgon
Aty Don Bulson

Ary Fevin Marks

Adty Don Butsan
Alty Don Bulson

Aty Don Bulson

Aty Don Bulsan
Atty Kevan Marks

Ally Fewin Marks
Alty Don Bulson
Aty Don Bulson
Aty Kewin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Alty Kevin Marks
Ally Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Kawin Marks
Aty Kawin Marks

Aty Kawin Marks

#:24258

Aty Dan Bulson

Aty Bruce Ramer, Atty Don Bulson,
Joanne Siegel. Laura Siegel

Aty Don Bukson
Alty Don Bulsan
Anty Don Bulson

Aty Don Bulsan

Alty Dan Bulson, Joanne Segel, Laura
Seegel

Aty Den Butson

Atty Don Bulsan
Aty Kewin Marks

Aty Kewn Marks
Alty Kewin Marks

Aty Don Bulsan

Atty Bruce Ramer, Alty Don Bulsan,
Joanne Siegel, Laura Smgel

Ay Don Bulson
Alty Kevin Marks
Ally Kewin Marks

Atty Don Butson
Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson
Aty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Alty Favin Marks
Alty Kevin Mars
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kawin Marks
Aty Don Bulson
Alty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks
Aty Kavin Marks

Ay Kevin Marks
Aty Don Bulson

Adty Don Bulson
Arty Kewin Marks
Atly Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Amty Don Bulson
Arly Den Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Alty Don Bulsan

Alty Don Bulsan
Atty Don Bulson

Joanne, Laura Siegel, Aty Don
Julson, Aty Bruce Ramer

Appendix A-4

EXHIBIT A
20

E-mail
Lettar

E-mail

E-mail

[E-mail

Letier

Letter
E-=miail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

Leier

Lanar

E-mail

Letier
E-mail

Letter

Letter

E-mail

E-mail

E-mai

E-mail

E-malil

Faczimile

E-maid

E-mil

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

Facsimee

Letter

Facsirmie

Letbar

Latier

Letier

AnyiChent-Joint Inwerest
Ay Chent-Jaint bnierest

Any/Chent-daint Interest
Mtty/Chent- Joinl Intarast

Ay Cliant-Joint Inserest

Aty/Clegnt- Joind Inlerast

AttyChent-Joint Interest

Ably/Chent-Joint inierest

Defendants’ Counsel
Defandants’ Counsel

Detenaamns’ Counsed

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Dafendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counse

Dafendants’ Counsel

ActyiClignt-Joint Interest  Detensams’ Counsel

AllyClien-Joind Intenast
AtiytClient-Jaint Inteiest
AttyiClient- Joint Interest
AxtyiClignt-Joint Interest
Alty/Client-Joand Inlerast
Atry'Clisnt-Joint Intarast
AlrgClient-Joint Interest
AltyiClignt-Joint Interest

At/ Chant-Joint interest
AttyiClignt- Joint Inierast

ArtyiClient-Joint Inlerest
Arty/Clent- Joint Interest
Atty'Cliznt-Joint Interest
Aly/Clant-Joint lnkerest
ArlyiChent-Joint interast
Atty/Client-Joml Inlerast
AttyiClient- Joint Interest
AtyiClien-Joant Interast
AltyiClient- Jaint interast
Arty/Clant-Jaint Interest
ArtyiChent-Joint Interest

Aby/Chent- Jont Interest
AnyiC hent-Jomnt interest

Any/Chent- Joind Inleresi
Alty/Clent- Joint Interest
AlyiClent- Joint Interest

Arty/Chant- Joint Interest

Amy/Client-Joint Interest
AltyiClient- Jomnt inlerest
AttyiChent-Joint nerest
Alty/Client- Jomt Interast
AntyiClient-Joant Interest
AntyiC liend-Josnl Interest

Ably/Clent- Joind Interest

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsad

Dafendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsal

Defendants' Counsel
Defandants’ Counsel

Detengants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counseal
Defendants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsal
Defendants’ Counsel
Delendants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsel
Defandants' Counsal
Defendants' Counsal

Defendanis’ Counsel

Detenaams’ Counsal

Dedendamts’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Detendants’ Counsel

Defendans’ Counsal
Defendants' Counsel

Detendants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsel
Defendants' Counsal
Defendants’ Counsal
Defendans’ Counsal

Defendanis’ Counsel
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428

430
433

434
447

448

461

485
507

508

512
516
517
518

518
522

523
524
530
531
532
545
546
548
548
550

553
857
560

561
562
563

566
567
568

ARG
871

575
588

VAR

W20
TG00

1AEZ001
IMAZ0M

A 202001
AA0Z0M

4302001

Ti2001
FE0200M

TIE02001

TRANZ001

TiEZ001

BI242001

242001

az42000

83072001

A132001

8132001

213200

242001

82472001

SZ42001

1001 712000

1001 72001

1172001

A0 =200

10192001

102001

1182001

12462001

1E2002

WEE002

V002

V2002

132002
A 0Z002

AM02002

222002

12212002

2042002

2812002

S0

Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kavin Marks

Atty Kewvin Marks

Alty Kevin Marks
Atly Don Bulsan

Atty Don Bulsan
Atty Kevin Marks

Aty Kavin Marks

Alty Don Bulsan
Aty Kavin Marks

Aty Kawin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Fawin Marks
Alty Kevin Marks
Aty Don Bulsan
Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Don Butson
Aty Don Bulsan
Aty Don Bulson
Afty Kievin Marks
Any Kewin Marks
Aty Kawvin Marks
Adly Kewn Marks
Aty Fewin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks
Aty Kawin Marks
Alty HKavin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson
Alty Don Bulsen
Aty Kevmn Marks
Aty Don Bulson

Aty Favin Marks

Alty Kevin Marks
Ally Kevin Marks

Ally Kevin Marks

Alty Kewvin Marks
Alty Kawin Marks
Atty Kewin Marks

Aty Don Bulson

#:24259

Alty Don Bulsan E-mail
Atty Don Bulsan E-mail
Aty Don Bulson Latar
Ally Dan Bulson Lener
Aty Hewin Marks E-mail
Atty Kevin Marks, Mschael Siegel Ledar
Asty Dron Bulson E-rmail
Aty Don Bulsan, Jeanne. Laura Letier
Siegal, Aty Bruce Ramer
Aty Kewin Marks LLattar
Aty Don Bulson Laftar
Amy Don Bulson Letler
Aty Don Bulson, Joanne, Laura Leder

Senel Alty Bruce Ramer

Atty Don Bulsan E-mail
Afly Dan Bulson Letler
Aty Kevin Marks. Letter
Aty Don Bulson Ledtes
Aty Don Bulsan Faczimile
Aty Kavin Marks Loter
Aty Kavin Marks Latar
Aty Kevin Marks Laktar
Aty Don Bulson Letier
Aty Don Butson Letter

Any Don Bukson, Joanne, Laura Lether

Siegel, Atty Bruca Rameér

Aty Don Bulson Latiar
Aty Don Bulsen Lanar

Ay Don Bulson, Joanne. Laura Lestter

Saagel, Aty Bruce Ramer
Aty Don Bulson, Laura Siegel Lettar
Afty Don Bulson, Lavra Siegel Letter

Alty Don Bulson E-mail
Atly Don Bulson E-mail
Aty Don Bulson Litier
Atty Kevin Marks E-rnail
Ay Kevin Marks E-ml
Aty Don Bulsan E-mail
Ally Kevin Marks E-mail
Aty Dion Bulsan E-miail
Any Dan B;.I.wn E-mail
Atly Dan Bulsan E-mail
Alty Don Bulson E-mad
Aty Don Bulson E-mmas
Aty Don Bulsen Lotier
Alty Don Bulson Memaorandum

Aty Kevin Marks, Michael Siegel Lether

Appendix A-5
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ARtynClignt-Jownt Interast

Ally/Chent- Joind Inlerest

AttyChent-Joint Interast

AdtyiClignl- Jaint Interest
Atty/Chant-Joint Interest

Atty/Client- Joint interest

Aty Clhens-Jaint interest
AttytClient- Jomt inerest
Atty/Client- Joint interest
Ally/Clhant-Joint inerest

AltyfChent-Jaint Interest

Adty/Client- Joint Interest
Alty/Clent- Joant Inlerest
Ay Chant-Joint Interest
AttytClignt- Jont intarast
Aly/Client- Joank Inerest

ArtyCliant-Joint interest

AtrydClimnt-Joint Intenest
Atry/Client-Joint Interest

AttyClient- Joint interest

Any'Cliant-Joint Interest
Ably/Clent-Joint Interés
Arty! Clignt- Joint Inlerast
AttyClignt-Joint Interast
AttyClignt-Joint Interest
Alty/Cleant- Joint intarast
Asty/Client-Jaint inarast
AttyiClisnt-Joant Inlerest
Atty/Client-Joint Interest
Alty/Clignl- Joint Inierest

Alty/Client-Joint Interast

AnyiChent-Joint interest
Ably/Client-Joint interest
AstyiClignt-Joint Inferest
Amy/Cliant- Joind Interest

AmyClient- Joint Intenest
Aty Client-Joint Inberest

AdtyClient- Joint interest
Ally/Clent-Jaint inlerest
Atty!Client- Jomt Inleres!
Adly/Client- Joint Interest
Atty/Client-Joint Interesi

Aty Clignt-Joint Interest

Defendams’ Counsel

Dedendants’ Counsed

Dafendants’ Counsel

Delendants’ Counsel
Defendants' Counsal

Delendants' Counsal

Defendams’ Counsel
Defendans’ Counse
Defendants’ Coungel
Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel
Defendams’ Counsal
Defendants’ Coungel
Defendants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsal

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendanis” Counsel
Defendants’ Counsel

Defandants’ Counsal
Defendants’ Counsel

Detenaanis’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsel
Dafendants’ Couwnsel
Defendants’ Coursel
Debendants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsel
Defenaanis’ Counsel
Detendants’ Counsel
Defandants’ Counsel

Defendants” Counsel

Defendants' Counsel
Dafendanis’ Counsal
Detendants’ Counsal
Detendams' Counsal

Defendanis’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsel

Defandants’ Counsel
Defandants’ Counsal

Defendans' Counsel

Dafendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Dielendants’ Caunsel
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704
720

781
782

805
18
819
952
1048

127
1203

1204

1360
1361
1362

1375

1408

1410

1411

1412

1661

1662

1663

SM002002

51002002

612472002

THAZO02

TAZZ00E

F2E002

Bi22/2002

232002

412502003

3002003

G/32003

TRE003

11752004

BI242004

BR2TIH004

BAr2004
Br22/2004
BIF2004

1001 212004

AWI2005

B/2T/2008

AZH2006

BrZ22008

11722006
1122006

111272005

11732008

1162006

ME2006

1108/2008

11E2006

152007

201032007

M E2007

Aty Con Bulson
Afty Don Bulson
Ally Dan Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulsan
Aty Kevin Marks
Ally Don Bulson
Aty Do Butson
Ally Mare Tosenoff
Ay Marc Tobaroff
Aty Don Bulsan
Aty Don Butson
Aty Man: Toberoff
Atly Don Bulson
Alty Kavin Marss.
Aty Don Bulsan
Atty Don Bulsan
Aty Don Bulson
Aty Dan Bulson
Atty Don Bulsan
Aty Kavin Marks

Atty Don Bulsen

Alty Nichalas Wiliamson

Adtty Mare Toberoft
Aty Don Bulsan

Afty Joshua Ryland

Amy Dan Bulson

Alty Joshua Ryland

Alty Abexandes Manno

Aty Alesander Menno

Alty Alexanaar Maring

Atty Marc Toberoff

Aty Joshua Ryland

Aty Joshua Ryland

Alty Kevin Marks
Aty Kivin Marks, Michasl Seiegel
Atty Kmvin Marks
Adly Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Joanne, Laura Siegel, Don Bulson
Alty Kevin Marks
Ally Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulsan

Arty Don Bulsan

Aty Don Bulson
Adty Revan Marks

Asty Dan Bulson
Alty Mare Toberoff
Ay Havin Marks
Ally Kevin Marks

Aty Marc Toberoff

Atty Don Bulsen
Ally Micholas Williamsan
Aty Don Bulson
Aty Don Bulsan
Aty Mare Toberot

Aity Marc Tobercoff, Atly Alexander
Maiing, Aty Nicholas Williamson

Aty Marc Toperoff, Atty Alexander
Menno, Ally Nicholas Williamson

Ay Marc Toberoff, Aty Aleander
erma, Aty Nichokas Wikarmson

Aty Joshua Ryland
Afty Joshua Ryland, Alty Themas
Fistek, Aity Don Bulsan
Adty Joshua Ryland
Afty Joshua Ryland

Aty Marc Toberaf

Ay Mare Tooaroff, Atty Nichaolas
‘Williamaon
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Lener

Leter

E-mail

E-mial

E-mail

Latter

Letler

E-mail

Letier

Letter

Notes

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

[E-rmail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

AttyClient-Joint Interast
Adty/Clignt- Joint Interest
AtyClient- Joint Interest
AttyiChent- bount Interest
AlyClienl- Joant Inlerest
AltyChent- Joant Interesd
AtyiClient- Joint Interest
AntyiClient- Joinl Inberest
ArtyiClignt-Joint Inlerest

Ally/Client-Joint Inlerest

AryiClignt-Joint interest

AltyClignl-Joint Interest
Aty Client-Jaint Interest
AltyrClienl-Joint Intarast
Aty Clent-Joinl Interest
Aly/Chent-Jaint interest
Any/Chant-Joint inerest
Aty Clignt-Joint Intaras!

Arty/Chant-Jaint interest

AttyClient-Joint Interest

Daefendants’ Caunsel

Defendanis’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsal
Defendants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsal
Defendants’ Counsel
Dafendants’ Counsal
Defenaants’ Counsal

Defendams’ Counsel

Defenazants’ Counsel

Dwfendants’ Counsel

Defengans’ Counsel
Defgndants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel
Defendants' Counsel
Defendants' Counsel

Deterdanis’ Counsel

Detendants’ Counsal
Defendants' Counset

AxtyiClient- Joint Interest  Defendants’ Counsel

AstyiClignt-Jaint imerest
Aly/Clent-Jaint Interest
AttytClent-Joint Interest
Aty Chent-Joint Interest

Atty/Chent-Jaint Interest,
Atty Work Product

Alty/Client-Joint Interest

Adty/Cliend-Jont Inlerast,
Aty Work Proguct

AltytClignt-Joint Intarest,
Ay Vo Product
AtyiGlimnt-Joint Inlerest,
Adly Work Froduct

Asty/Client-dont interast,
Aty Wark Product

Aty Client-Joint Interast,
Alty Work Product

Ary/Clant-Jont Interest,
Aty Work Product

AityClient-Joinl Interest,
Aty Work Product

Defendants' Counseal

Defendants’ Counsal

Delendants’ Counsel
Defendants’ Counsal

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Dafendanis’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsal

Defendanis’ Counsel

Defendants' Coungal

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel
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2033 21172008 Any Marc Toberafl ARty Jashua Ryland E-rmigal
2034 12008 Aty Marc Toberoff Alty Joshua Ryland E-mail
2035 21172008 Aty Marc Toberoff Ay Josnua Ryland E-maid
2036 21112006 Aty Marc Toberaff Aty Jushua Ryland E-miail
2037 12008 Aty Marc Toberoff Aty Joshua Ryland E-mail
2038 2011/2008 Aty Joshua Ryland Aty Mare Toberoff E-maid
2035 22008 Aity Joshua Ryland Amy Marc Taperaff E-mail
074 4212008 Aty Joshua Ryland Ary Marc Toberoff, Atty Michalas E-mail
Wilkamsan

" Colaclive

2103 ANZO08 Laura Skegel, Joanne Siegal Aty Marc Togerd e

Agreement
2135 A123/2008 Aty Joshua Ryland Aty Marg Toberoff, Alty Nichalas E.mail

"Wiliarnson, Atty Don Bulson

Atty/Client-Joirt Interest,
Atty Work Product

ArtyiCliant-Jant Inlerest
Ay Work Product

Aty Client-Joint Interest,
Aty Work Product

Anmy/Chant-Joint Interest,
Alty Work Proguct

Atty/Client-Joant Inlenast
Aty Work Product

AltyiClignt-Joint Interest,
Adly Waork Product

Aty Clent-Jaint Interest,
Aty Wark Product

AttyeClient-Joind Inlerest

Ally Wiork Product

Aty iClient-domnt Interest
Aty Work Product; JAMS
Agraament

AttyiClient-Joint Intarast,
Alty Work Product

Defendants’ Counsal

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsal

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsal

Detendanis' Counsal

Defendants’ Caunsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

Defendants’ Counsel

C. “Common” or “Joint” Interest Privilege Entriesin Peary/Peavy Privilege

Login this Case (Docket No. 162-5 at 389):

Log # Date of Identity of Auther(s) Identity of Recipient(s) Document Type Privilege Claim Present Location
Document
27 /2008 Mark Warren Paary Aty Marc Toberoff Collective AttyiClient-Joint Defendants’
Bargaining  Inlerest; Alty Work Counsel
Agreement Product: JAMS
Agreement

D.

“Common” or “Joint” Interest Privilege Entriesin Toberoff Privil

egelLog

in this Case (Docket No. 163-17 at 856-75, 877-78, 880-88, 890-93, 896-98, 906,
912, 918, 923, 932-33, 935-36, 952, 974-75, 977, 979-80, 982, 1036-38, 1041-42,

1045):

Log # Date of Identity of Auther(s) Identity of Recipient(s) Document Type Privilege Claim Present Location
Document
28 G/17/1888 Atty Don Bulson Atty Arthur Levine Lettar Arty'Client-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
42 4181287 Atty Dennis Larson Michael Siegel. Joanne, Laura Siegel Letter Atty/Client- Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
44 =Trpa kel Atty Arthur Levine Afty Himanshu Amin Lafttar AftyClient-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
48 10141887 Adty Himanshu Amin Aty Dennis Larson Letter AttyiClieni-Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
47 1151887 Atty Dennis Larson Afty Himanshu Amin Lafttar Afty/Client-Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
48 1151288 Atty Don Bulson Attty Arthur Levine Letter Atty/Client-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
1 2211988 Atty Arthur Levine Atty Don Bulson Letter Afty/Client-Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
£2 2211988 Atty Arthur Levine Atty Don Bulson Letter Atty/Client- Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
53 3MeMens Atty Don Bulson Atty Arthur Levine Letter Afty/Client-Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
54 aeneos Atty Don Bulson Atty Arthur Levime Latter Atty/Client- Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
fils] GM7/1e08 Atty Don Bulson Atty Arthur Levine Lattar Atty/Client- Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
&7 G/26/1908 Atty Arthur Levine Atty Don Bulson Letter Afty'Client-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
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58

50

62

63

686

68

6o

T2

73

Ta

T8

80

a7

88

a8

101

102

103

104

111

114

115

118

118

121

123

128

142

143

148

a/26/M1902

G/26/1908

Q41008

11731908

11731208

117131908

1244/1808

12401208

1/19/1209

11181200

/21000

3M0Mese

aMomeog

AMTMe0e

4MEM 209

4/16/1209

S27/1909

6/8/18640

/91000

G/a/1e0a

/851000

TH2M209

TI20M908

TI20/1900

af2M1aga

af2M1aga

8/10/1209

810/ 209

Bi24/1909

Q21080

flpely paee]

li: Ay petele]

/81000

Qranoso

21411908

G/14/1208

QM71e09

Atty Arthur Levine
Attty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Arthur Levine

Atty Arthur Levine

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulsom
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulsom
Atty Don Bulsom
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulsom
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Arthur Levine
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulsom
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson

Atty Arthur Levine

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Attty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson

Atty Arthur Levine

#:24262

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson, Joanne, Laura Siegel
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Arthur Levine
Attty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Arthur Levine
Attty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson, Joanne, Laura Siegel
Afty Arthur Levine, Atty Don Bulson
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulsan
Afty Don Bulson, Joanne, Laura Siegel,
Atty Kevin Marks
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Arthur Levine

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks, Atty Arthur Levine

Atty Don Bulson
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Letter

Letter

Letter

Letter

Letter

Letter

Letter

Letter

Letter

Letter

Lefter

Lefttar

Lefter

Facsimile

Lefttar

Letter

Lettar

Letter

Letter

Letter

Letter

Memo

Lafttar

Lattar

Lafttar

Leftter

Letter

Latter

Facsimile

Letter

Lefter

Letter

Letter

Lefter

Latter

Letter

Letter

Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Jaint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
ArtyiClient-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Atty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/iClient- Joint
Interest
Aty/Client-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Aty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interast
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
ArtyClient-Joint
Interest

Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'

Counsel
Defendants'

Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Diefendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Diefandants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
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160

161

162

174

175

182

183

184

129

197

188

190

200

20

202

203

208

208

200

210

21

212

213

214

215

216

218

221

2eMe0e

al2aMene

o/23/1908

=g peiete]

=g peiete]

1va1209

1va1209

102771000

10/27 /1908

117311008

11/a/1909

11/8/1209

1111211908

12/6/1809

12/6/1209

121101900

121221800

1202271000

1212211880

1212211800

1202001000

12/20/1880

1203001900

11372000

1/212000

1/212000

1142000

1142000

1/5/2000

1/10/2000

1/10/2000

1/10/2000

1/10/2000

1/14/2000

1182000

Atty Don Bulson

Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson

Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Michael Siegel
Atty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks

#:24263

Aty Kevin Marks
Afty Dennis Larson, Atty Arthur Levine,
Atty Don Bulson, Joanne Siegel, Laura

Siegel

Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson

Afty Kevin Marks

Afty Kevin Marks

Afty Kevin Marks

Afty Kevin Marks

Afty Kevin Marks

Atty Dennis Larson, Atty Bruce Ramer,
Atty Arthur Levime, Atty Don Bulsan,
Joanne Siegel. Laura Siegel

Afty Kevin Marks
Afty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson, Atty Dennis Larson
Afty Kevin Marks
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson, Atty Arthur Levime,
Joanns Siegel, Laura Siegel
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson

Afty Kevin Marks

Atty Kevin Marks
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson, Atty Bruce Ramer
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Don Bulson, Atty Dennis Larson,
Atty Bruce Ramer, Atty Arthur Levine
Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson
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Letter

Lafttar

Letter

Lefter

Lefter

Letter

Letter

Lefter

Lafttar

Letter

Letter

Letter

Facsimile

Letter

Lafttar

Leftter

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

Lefter

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

Lettar

Leftter

E-miail

E-mail

Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest

Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Aty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
AftyiClient-Joint
Interest

Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest

Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Asty/Clisnt-Jaint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client-Jaint
Interest
Asty/Clisnt-Jaint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest

Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Atty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/'Client-Joint
Interest
Aity/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Arty/Client-Joint
Interest
ArtyiClient-Joint
Interest

Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel

Diefandants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants’
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
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227

228

Py

234

235

237

238

229

241

244

249

2580

251

252

257

250

281

287

268

280

270

273

274

75

278

277

278

278

281

282

284

290

2od

285

302

2/28/2000

312000

72000

382000

382000

3212000

3/30/2000

313052000

4722000

4152000

4/11/2000

411/2000

4/12/2000

4122000

4122000

4/17/2000

4/12/2000

4/18/2000

Si2/2000

5722000

5722000

5722000

/42000

/42000

S/52000

S/52000

S/52000

S/8r2000

S/8r2000

5/82000

502000

5/10:2000

5/18/2000

S/26/2000

SI26/2000

Bi7/2000

Atty Don Bulson

Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson

Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks

#:24264

Afty Arthur Levine, Atty Bruce Ramer,
Atty Don Bulson, Joanne Siegel, Laura
Siegel
Afty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Bruce Ramer, Atty Don Bulson, Atty
Arthur Levime, Joanne Siegel, Laura
Siegel
Atty Don Bulson, Joanne Siegel, Laura
Siegel
Atty Don Bulson, Atty Arthur Levine,
Joanne Siegel, Laura Siegel
Atty Don Bulson, Atty Arthur Levine,
Joanne Siegel. Laura Siegel
Atty Don Bulsomn, Atty Arthur Levine,
Joanne Siegel, Laura Siegel
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulsan
Afty Bruce Ramer, Atty Don Bulson,
Joanne Siegel, Laura Siegel
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson
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Motes AdtyClient-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
Latter AdtyClient-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail Afty'Client-Joint Diefendants’
Interest Counsel
E-mail Afty/Client-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
Letter Afty/Client-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
Lattar AftyiClient-Joint Diefandants'
Interest Counsel
Lattar AftyClient-Joint Defandants'
Interest Counsel
Letter AttyiClient-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
Latter AftyClient-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
Facsimile Afty/Client-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
Facsimile Afty/Client-Joint Diefendants’
Interest Counsel
E-mail Atty/Client- Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail Afty/Client-Joint Diefendants’
Interest Counsel
E-mail Afty/Client-Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail Atty/Client- Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail Afty/Client-Joint Defendants’
Interest Counsel
E-mail Asty/Clisnt-Jaoint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail Atty/Client- Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
E-rail Afty/Client-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail ArtyiClient-Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail ArtyiClient-Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail AttyClient- Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail Atty/Client-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
E-miail Atty/'Client-Joint Defendants’
Interest Counsel
E-mail Afty'Client-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail ArtyiClient-Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail Atty/Client- Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail Afty/Client-Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail ArtyiClient-Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail Atty/Client- Joint Diefendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail Afty'Client-Joint Diefendants’
Interest Counsel
E-mail Afty/Client-Joint Defendants’
Interest Counsel
Letter Afty/Client-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail Aty'Client-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
E-mail Atty/Client- Joint Defendants'
Interast Counsel
E-mail Atty'Cli=nt-Joint Defendants'
Interest Counsel
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04

307

n

312

315

318

7

a2

323

325

326

327

328

328

320

a3

332

333

M

335

337

342

356

3s5e

350

380

aaz2

383

34

356

368

372

373

300

401

G7/2000

G/2/2000

718/2000

72000

TMO2000

TMO2000

TMO2000

TAM7/2000

TMT2000

THE&R2000

THME2000

TH22000

TMS2000

TMS/2000

Ti21/2000

TI21/2000

TI24/2000

Ti24/2000

Ti24/2000

Ti24/2000

TI24/2000

TI26/2000

Q52000

Q/ar2000

Q/ar2000

216/2000

/82000

'8r2000

/82000

Q82000

/22000

9/15/2000

9M5/2000

10/26/2000

10/26/2000

Aty Kevin Marks
Attty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks

#:24265

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson, Joanne Siegel, Laura
Siegel
Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson
Afty Kevin Marks
Afty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Bruce Ramer, Atty Dom Bulson,
Joanne Siegel. Laura Siegel
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson

Afty Kevin Marks

Afty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Kevin Marks
Afty Kevin Marks
Afty Kevin Marks
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulsan

Atty Don Bulson

Appendix A-11
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Page 22 of 30 Page ID

E-mail

Letter

Letter

Letter

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

Letter

Latter

E-mail

E-mail

Latter

E-mail

Letter

Latter

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

Facsimile

E-mail

Letter

Letter

Lefttar

E-mail

E-mail

E-miail

E-mail

E-mail

Facsimile

Lefter

Facsimilz

Letter

AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Clisnt-Joint
Interest
ArtyiClient-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Asty/Clisnt-Joint
Interest
Atty/iClient- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/iClient- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest

Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient-Joint
Interest
Arty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
ArtyiClient-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Atty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Adty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/iClient- Joint
Interest
Arty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest

Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'

Counsel
Defendants'

Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel
Defendanis’
Counsel
Diefendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Diefendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendanis’
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Diefendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Diefendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel

DC COMICS MOT. FOR REVIEW
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4068

407

408

420

430

432

434

460

461

405

507

508

508

512

518

517

518

518

522

523

524

530

521

532

550

551

553

558

11/2/2000

11/2/2000

11/2/2000

122001

1422001

11182001

1/11e/2001

AM22001

31212001

4/30/2001

4/30/2001

722001

Trao2001

TIA0F2001

TI30F2001

T131/2001

B/24/2001

B/24/2001

B/24/2001

B/30/2001

913/2001

8/13/2001

8132001

/24,2001

/24,2001

Q/24/2001

10/M17r2001

100772001

10172001

1011802001

10/19/2001

10/19/2001

10/1272001

12/6/2001

Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks

Aty Kevin Marks

#:24266

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson

Joanne, Laura Siegel, Atty Don Bulson,
Aty Bruce Ramer

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks, Michael Siegel
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Don Bulson, Joanne, Laura Siegel,
Afty Bruce Ramer
Atty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulsan

Atty Don Bulson

Afty Don Bulson, Joanne, Laura Siegel,

Aty Bruce Ramer
Atty Don Bulsan

Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson, Joanne, Laura Siegel,
Afty Bruce Ramer
Atty Don Bulsan
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Don Bulson, Joanne, Laura Siegel,
Afty Bruce Ramer
Atty Don Bulson, Laura Siegel
Atty Don Bulson, Laura Siegel
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulsan

Atty Don Bulson
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Page 23 of 30 Page ID

Leftter

Letter

Leftter

E-miail

E-mail

Letter

Leiter

E-mail

Lefter

E-rnail

Leftter

Letter

Letter

Lettar

Letter

E-mail

Leiter

Letter

Letter

Facsimile

Lefter

Letter

Letter

Leiter

Leiter

Lefter

Latter

Letter

Latter

Latter

Letter

E-mail

E-mail

Lettar

Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest

ArtyiClient-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
AftyClient-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Atty/'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Arty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/iClient- Joint
Interest
AttyfClient- Joint

Interest
ArtyiClient-Joint
Interest
ArtyiClient-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Arty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
ArtyiClient-Joint
Interest
AftyiClient-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty/'Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Aity/Client-Joint
Interest
Arty'Client-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Atty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest

Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Diefandants'
Counsel
Defandants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Diefendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Diefendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants’
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants’
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Diefendants'
Counsel
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a1

2

lx]

G

5en

56T

Ges

=]

570

&72

578

520

590

521

603

812

8i2

g14

630

628

Gag

705

728

T4T

T4

795

818

831

g2

el

1082

1154

1242

1243

/22002

/22002

1122002

1122002

1122002

1/10/2002

11102002

112202002

112212002

2402002

2182002

A10/2002

SM02002

A10/2002

8/24/2002

THi2002

TH22002

THM22002

B/22/2002

Q22002

4/20/2003

4/30/2003

6/3/2003

Ti21/2003

111712004

8/24/2004

G/27/2004

S0/2004

B/22/2004

B/22/2004

10/12/2004

13172008

BI2712006

B/22/2008

B/22/2006

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson

Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson

Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Marc Toberoff
Atty Marc Toberoff

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Marc Toberoff

Atty Don Bulson

Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson

Aitty Don Bulson

Aty Kevin Marks

Atty Don Bulson

Aty Micholas Williamson

#:24267

Afty Kevin Marks
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Kevin Marks, Michael Siegel
Afty Kevin Marks
Atty Kevin Marks, Michael Siegel
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Afty Kevin Marks
Joanne, Laura Siegel, Don Bulson
Afty Kevin Marks
Aty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Don Bulsan
Atty Kevin Marks
Atty Don Bulson
Atty Marc Toberoff
Atty Kevin Marks

Afty Kevin Marks

Atty Marc Toberoff

Atty Don Bulson
Aty Nicholas Williamson

Atty Don Bulson
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E-mail

E-miail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

Letter

Memorandum

Letter

Letter

Letter

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

Lefter

Lefter

E-mail

Letter

Lettar

Motes

Motes

E-mail

E-mail

E-miail

E-mail

Letter

Leiter

E-mail

MNotes

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Arty'Client-Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
ArtyiClient-Joint
Interest
ArtyiClient-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
AttyiClient- Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
AttyfClient- Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Afty'Client-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient-Joint
Interest
AttyiClient-Joint
Interest
Adty/Client-Joint
Interest
Arty'Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client-Joint
Interest
Aity'Clizni-Joint
Interest
Afty/'Client-Joint
Interest
ArtyiClient-Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client- Joint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interest

Afty/Client-Joint
Interest

Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Diefendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants’
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Diefandants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants’
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel
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1400

1401

1402

1415

1440

1450

1451

1452

1701

1702

1703

2085

2086

2087

2088

2080

2080

2081

2128

2157

2165

11/2/2008

11/2/2006

11/2/2008

11/2/2006

11/6/2008

11/6/2008

11/6/2006

11/6/2006

2132007

21132007

21312007

211152008

211/2008

211152008

21112008

211/2008

211112008

211/2008

4/212008

4/0/2008

4/9/2008

Atty Marz Toberoff
Atty Don Bulson

Atty Joshua Ryland

Atty Don Bulson

Atty Joshua Ryland

Atty Alexander Merino

Atty Alexander Menno

Atty Alexander Merino

Atty Marc Toberoff

Atty Joshua Ryland

Atty Joshua Ryland

Atty Marc Toberoff

Atty Marc Toberoff

Atty Marc Toberoff

Atty Marc Toberoff

Atty Marc Toberoff

Atty Joshua Ryland

Atty Joshua Ryland

Atty Joshua Ryland

Mark Warren Peary

Laura Siegel, Joanne Siegel

#:24268

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Marc Toberoff

Atty Marc Toberof, Atty Alexander
Merino, Atty Nicholas Williamson

Aty Marc Toberoff, Atty Alexander
Merino, Atty Micholas Williamson

Aty Marc Toberof, Atty Alexander
Merimo, Aty Micholas Williamson

Atty Joshua Ryland

Atty Joshua Ryland, Atty Thomas Fistek,

Atty Don Bulson
Atty Joshua Ryland

Atty Joshua Ryland

Atty Marc Toberoff

Atty Marc Toberoff, Atty Micholas
Williamson

Aty Joshua Ryland

Atty Joshua Ryland

Aty Joshua Ryland

Atty Joshua Ryland
Atty Joshua Ryland
Atty Marc Toberoff
Atty Marc Toberoff

Atty Marz Toberoff, Atty Nicholas
Williamson

Atty Manz Toberoff

Atty Marc Toberof
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Page 25 of 30 Page ID

E-mail
E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

Collective
Bargaining
Agreemeant

Collective
Bargaining
Agreement

ArtyClient-Joint
Interest
Atty/Client-Jaint
Interest
Afty/Client-Joint
Interas:, Atty
Work Product
Atty/Client-Joint
Interest

Adty/Client-Joint
Interest, Atty
Work Product

Afty/Client-Joint
Imtarast, Atty
Work Product

Afty/Client-Joint
Imterest, Atty
Work Product

Afty/'Client-Joint
Interest, Atty
Work Product

Afty/'Client-Joint
Imterest, Atty
Work Product

Afty/Client-Joint
Imterest, Atty
Work Product

Atty/Client-Joint
Imterest, Atty
Work Product

ArtyClient-Joint
Imterest, Atty
Work Product

Afty/Client-Joint
Interest, Atty
Work Product

ArtyClient-Joint
Interest, Atty
Work Product

AttyiClient-Joint
Interest, Atty
Work Product

Arty/Client-Joint
Interast, Atty
Work Product

AttyiClient-Joint
Interest, Atty
Work Product

Arty/Client-Joint
Imtarast, Atty
Work Product

Arty/Client-Joint
Interest; Atty
Work Product

Aty/Client-Joint
Imterest; Atty
Work Product;
JAMSE
Agreement
Afty/Client-Joint
Interast Atty
Work Product;
JAMSE
Agreement

Defendants'
Counsel
Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants’
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'

Counsel

Defendants'

Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Diefendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Diefendants'

Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel

Defendants'
Counsel
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2202

3130

3147

3148

3148

3150

3151

3158

3158

3160

3181

T

3228

aza4

412312008

TIZT2010

8122030

anMz2r20:o

8122010

8M22010

813200

8ME&2010

BME2010

BM&/2010

8172010

8132010

aM7R2010

V2172010

Atty Joshua Ryland

Atty Marc Toberoff
Atty Beong-Soo Kim
Atty Marc Toberoff
Atty Beong-Soo Kim
Atty Marc Toberoff
Atty Beong-Soo Kim
Atty Marc Toberoff
Atty Beong-Soo Kim
Atty Marc Toberoff
Atty Marc Toberoff
Atty Brian Klein
Aty Richard Kendall

Afty Richard Kendall

#:24269
Atty Marc Toberoff, Atty Micholas E-mail Atty/Client-Jaint Defendants'
Williamsen, Atty Don Bulson Interest; Atty Counsel
Work Product
Afty Beong-soo Kim Letter Joint Interest Defendants'
Privilege Counsel
Atty Marc Toberoff E-mail Joint Interest Defendants'
Privilege Counsel
Atty Beong-Soo Kim E-mail Joint Interest Defendants'
Privilege Counsel
Atty Marc Toberoff E-mail Joint Interest Diefendants'
Privilege Counsel
Atty Beong-Soo Kim E-mail Joint Interest Diefendants'
Privilege Counsel
Atty Marc Toberof E-mail Joint Interest Defendants'
Privilege Counsel
Atty Beong-Soo Kim E-mail Joint Interest Defendants'
Privilege Counsel
Atty Marc Toberoff E-mail Joint Interest Defendants'
Privilege Counsel
Atty Beong-Soo Kim E-mail Joint Interest Diefendanis'
Privilege Counsel
Atty Beong-Soo Kim E-mail Joint Interest Diefendants'
Privilege Counsel
Afty Richard Kendall E-mail Joint Interest Defendants'
Privilege Counsel
Atty Beong-Soo Kim; Atty Brian Klein Letter Joint Interest Defendants'
Privilege Counsel
Aity Brian Klein E-mail Joint Interest Diefendants'
Privilege Counsel
g
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APPENDIX B:

U.S v. Gonzalez, 2012 WL 206266, at *6-8 (9th Cir. Jan. 25, 2012) (Luis Alberto
Gonzalez and Katherine Elizabeth Paiz shared joint-defense agreement in criminal
case; Paiz filed habeas petition and put at issue Gonzalez' s discussions with Paiz's
counsel Nina Wilder by arguing ineffective assistance of counsel; given habeas
filing, government sought discovery of all joint-defense discussions between
Gonzalez and Wilder; court held that Gonzalez not bound by Paiz's waiver and,
thus, government prevented from discovering discussions between Gonzalez and
Wilder during term of joint defense agreement)

Teleglobe Commc’ ns Corp. v. BCE, Inc. (In re Teleglobe Commc’' ns Corp.), 493
F.3d 345, 379-80 (3d Cir. 2007) (BCE Inc. and Teleglobe shared a joint defense
and created documents during the course of the joint representation; Teleglobe
disclosed documents in insolvency proceedings and waived attorney-client
privilege in favor of debtors; held: BCE not bound by Teleglobe’ s waiver)

Inre Grand Jury Subpoenas, 902 F.2d 244, 249-50 (4th Cir. 1990) (subsidiary and
parent company part of joint defense agreement; divestiture of subsidiary gave
subsidiary right to unilaterally waive any privilege in documents not related to the
joint defense but its waiver could not be used to compel parent company to produce
privileged documents in response to grand-jury subpoenas)

John Morrell & Co. v. Local Union 304A of the United Food & Commercial

Works, AFL-CIO, 913 F.2d 544, 555-56 (8th Cir. 1990), cert. denied, 500 U.S. 905
(1991) (John Morrell & Co. and settling employee class from class action part of
joint-defense agreement; Morrell disclosed legal memorandum to settling employee
class as part of joint-defense agreement; settling employee class disclosed legal
memorandum to third party (United Food & Commercial Workers International
Union); United Food sought to use legal memorandum as evidence in later court
proceeding, and Morrell objected; held: United Food could not introduce legal
memorandum into evidence since Morrell itself had not waived privilege)

Oppliger v. U.S,, 2010 WL 503042, at *4-6 (D. Neb. Feb. 8, 2010) (James H.
Oppliger and Richard Behrns shared common-interest agreement; Behrns shared
common-interest privilege communications with government; Oppliger objected;
court ordered government to return or destroy copies of privileged communications
produced to it by Behrns)

Coudriet v. Int’| Longshore & Warehouse Union Local 23, 2008 WL 2262322, at
*2-3 (W.D. Wash. May 29, 2008) (International Longshore & Warehouse Union

DC COMICS MOT. FOR REVIEW
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and local unions shared common-interest agreement; local unions disclosed several
common-interest-privilege protected statements in complaint against ILWU; court
ordered paragraphs of complaint stricken because there is no showing that ILWU
has waived the common-interest privilege)

SE.C. v. Nicita, 2008 WL 170010, at *3-4 (S.D. Cal. Jan. 16, 2008) (Advanced
Marketing Services, Michael Nicita (CEO), and Edward Leonard (CFO) shared
common-interest agreement; AMS shared common-interest privilege
communications with SEC; SEC ordered to return to Nicita and Leonard privileged
documents produced to the SEC by cooperating AMS)

ASARCO, LLC v. Americas Mining Corp., 2007 WL 3504774, at *7-8 (D. Idaho
Nov. 15, 2007) (DOJ and Idaho attorney general formed joint-defense relationship
and share documents; DOJ produced shared documents in response to FOIA
request; |daho attorney general objects; court quashed subpoenas seeking joint-
defense documents because Idaho did not waive its right to assert privilege)

Satic Control Components, Inc. v. Lexmark Int’l, Inc., 2007 WL 926985, at *7
(E.D. Ky. March 26, 2007) (Static Control Components, Inc. and Pendl shared
joint-defense relationship; Pendl puts at issue Static’ s discussions with Pendl’ s
counsel (Wyatt, Tarrant & Combs, LLP) by stating intention to rely on advice-of-
counsel defense to Lexmark International, Inc.’s claims; court quashed subpoena to
Wyatt seeking joint-defense communications because Pendl could not waive
privilege for Static)

The Jordan (Bermuda) Inv. Co., Ltd. v. Hunter Green Invs. Ltd., 2006 WL
2773022, at *2-3 (S.D.N.Y. Sept. 27, 2006) (Investment Management Services,
Inc.; International Fund Services, N.A. LLP; International Fund Services Ireland
Ltd.; Beacon Emerging Debt Fund, Ltd.; Beacon Growth Fund LLP; and Hunter
Green Investments, Ltd. shared joint representation concerning private placement
offering; the Beacon entities waived privilege; court denied The Jordan (Bermuda)
Investment Co.’s motion to compel production of joint-defense documents, finding
Beacon entities could not waive privilege of separate business entities)

U.S v. LeCroy, 348 F. Supp. 2d 375, 387-88 (E.D. Pa. 2004) (J.P. Morgan Chase,
Charles LeCroy, and Anthony C. Snell formed joint-defense relationship; J.P.
Morgan produced in response to grand jury subpoenaits general counsel’s notes of
interviews taken of LeCroy and Snell; court upheld LeCroy’s and Snell’ s privilege
objections to government’s use of the attorney-notes of interviews taken during the
joint-defense relationship; Lecroy and Snell were not bound by J.P. Morgan’'s
waiver of privilege)
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Sanley v. Trinchard, 2004 WL 1752221, at *3 (E.D. La. Aug. 3, 2004) (Gary Hale
and the St. Tammany Parrish Sheriff’s Office shared joint-defense relationship;
bankruptcy trustee served subpoena on Parrish’s counsel (Michele Gaudin) seeking
joint-defense communications; court quashed subpoena and issued protective order;
held: Parrish not bound by Hale'swaiver of privilege by release of attorney file to
bankruptcy trustee)

AT&T Corp. v. Microsoft Corp., 2003 WL 21212614, at *7-8 (N.D. Cal. Apr. 18,
2003) (DSP Group, Inc. and Microsoft shared a common-interest relationship;
Microsoft put at issue DSP' s discussions with counsel by asserting advice-of-
counsel defenseto AT& T’ s claims; court denied AT& T’ s motion to compel
documents from DSP because DSP could not be bound by AT& T’ swaiver; DSP
had not asserted defense that placed common-interest communications at issue)

In re Madison Mgmt. Grp., Inc., 212 B.R. 894, 897-98 (Bankr. N.D. Ill. 1997)
(parent and subsidiary corporations shared joint-representation relationship; chapter
7 trustee sought to disclose joint-representation documents to third parties; court
refused trustee’ s motion to lift protective orders as to the withheld documents; held:
the trustee of the subsidiary could not unilaterally waive the privilege and bind the
parent corporations to that waiver)

InreIn-Sore Adver. Sec. Litig., 163 F.R.D. 452, 458 (S.D.N.Y. 1995) (corporation
and Director Defendants shared joint defense agreement concerning initial public
offering; joint-defense documents were transferred to third party; court denied class
representatives motion to compel production of joint defense documents, holding
that the transfer of documents was in violation of the joint defense agreement and
without the Director Defendants consent; the Director Defendants were not bound
by the waiver)

Interfaith Hous. Delaware, Inc. v. Town of Georgetown, 841 F. Supp. 1393, 1401-
02 (D. Del. 1994) (members of Town Council shared joint-defense relationship;
Leroy B. Tyndall, amember of the Town Council, testified during deposition
without any privilege objection that the Town Council’s challenged decision was
based on advice of counsel; Interfaith sought production of joint-defense documents
based on Tyndall’ s waiver; court denied Interfaith’s motion to compel, finding that
other members of the Town Council were not bound by Tyndall’ s waiver)

Inre Sealed Case, 120 F.R.D. 66, 72 (N.D. Ill. 1988) (parent and subsidiary
corporations shared joint-defense relationship; plaintiff-purchaser filed securities
fraud lawsuit against parent corporation regarding purchase of subsidiary;
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1| subsidiary waived any attorney-client privilege or work product interest in favor of
2 | disclosureto plaintiff-purchaser; court denied plaintiff-purchaser’s motion to
compel; held: subsidiary could not unilaterally waive joint-defense privilege and
3| permit plaintiff-purchaser access to joint-defense documents for usein securities
4 | litigation against parent corporation)
S | Ohio-Sealy Mattress Mfg. Co. v. Kaplan, 90 F.R.D. 21, 29 (N.D. 111. 1980) (co-
6 | defendants shared joint-defense agreement; plaintiff claimed settling defendants
communications with counsel not shielded by joint-defense privilege since
71 documents reflected confidences of only settling defendants; court found settling
g | defendants' communications were part of joint-defense relationship and settling
defendants could not unilaterally waive privilege such that defendants would be
9 | bound by waiver)
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
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