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I. Introduction 
 
 This is a Records Act case in which Petitioner seeks to learn the names (and only the names) 

of individuals who spoke at UCLA at a university-subsidized conference for Students for Justice in 

Palestine (the "SJP Conference" or the "Conference").  Not only did UCLA provide space and 

security for the conference, it also provided a direct cash subsidy. 

 The Court's decision in this matter is straightforward based on controlling authority from the 

California Supreme Court.  In the case of CBS Inc. v. Block, 42 Cal.3d 646 (1986) the Court held 

that the LA County Sheriff was required to produce the names of registered gun owners in Los 

Angeles, that mere speculation about possible endangerment was not enough to overcome the 

public interest in learning the names in question. 

 Similar to the situation in CBS, both Defendant Regents of the University of California (the 

"University" or "Defendant") and Intervenors John and Jane Does 1-8 (the "SJP Intervenors" or 

"Intervenors") have alleged concerns about possible harm in revealing the names of speakers.  Even 

mild scrutiny shows that those concerns are both speculative and baseless.  Significantly, both the 

Defendant and the Intervenors have failed to identify a single individual who was the victim of 

unlawful conduct as a result of speaking at a past SJP conference.  Indeed, the Defendant and the 

Intervenors have failed to produce competent evidence identifying even one individual who was the 

victim of unlawful conduct as a result of anything. 

 The University and SJP Intervenors attempt to get around this problem by (1) conflating 

legitimate public criticism with "threats and harassment"; (2) identifying people who were publicly 

criticized as a result of their anti-Semitic statements and insinuating -- without any basis -- that such 

persons would have suffered the same criticism had they merely spoken at an SJP conference.   

 In short, these parties' claimed concerns are both baseless and speculative and do not come 

anywhere near the standard of CBS Inc. v. Block.  Indeed, this matter presents a more compelling 

case for disclosure that that of CBS v. Block for two reasons:  First, the public has a legitimate and 
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strong interest in learning how public monies are being spent -- the individuals whose names were 

at issue in CBS v. Block had not been receiving public funds.  Second, the individuals at issue in 

CBS v. Block had not engaged in any public activities but were rather people who possessed 

firearms at their homes.  Here, the individuals all made presentations on the grounds of a public 

university. 

II. Facts 

 In November of 2018 the University hosted a conference (the "Conference" or the "SJP 

Conference") put on by a group called "Students for Justice in Palestine" ("SJP") which Conference 

was also financially subsidized by the University by means of a "BEST" grant.  (Abrams 

Declaration Para. 3-5 & Exhibits A, A-1)   The University's Chancellor publicly defended the 

decision to host the SJP Conference, citing "open" debate. (Abrams Declaration Para. 6 & Exhibit 

B). 

 In the past, SJP has hosted speakers who were affiliated with terrorist organizations.  

(Abrams Declaration Para. 7).  Further, SJP is notorious for its "disruptive and coercive" actions on 

college campuses.  Awad v. Fordham University, Case No. 2020-00843, Slip Op. at 3 (N.Y. App. 

Div. Dec. 22, 2020) 

 Petitioner served a records request seeking the identities of the speakers at the Conference.  

(Abrams Declaration Para. 8).  Defendant has declined the request, speculating about 

"endangerment" and "blacklisting" of these individuals on a web site known as "Canary Mission."  

(Abrams Declaration Para. 9-10 & Exhibit D)   

 The Defendant's refusal to produce the records was based on California Government Code 

Section 6255 which provides as follows: 

 The agency shall justify withholding any record by demonstrating . . .that on the facts of the 

 particular case the public interest served by not disclosing the record clearly outweighs the 

 public interest served by disclosure of the record. 

California Government Code Section 6255; (Abrams Declaration Para. 9-10 & Exhibit D) 
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 In attempting to rely on this provision of law, the Defendant stated as follows: 

 We have been advised, and have confirmed, that speakers and organizers of previous NSJP 

 conferences have been targeted on internet blacklists such as canarymission.org and have 

 become the objects of threats and harassment. 

(Abrams Declaration Para. 9-10 & Exhibit D) 

 Nevertheless, in discovery the Defendant was unable to identify a single individual who has 

been actually threatened or harassed as a result of speaking at an SJP conference.  (Abrams 

Declaration Para. 11).  Rather, the Defendant identified a number of individuals who were publicly 

called out after having made anti-Semitic statements on social media.   (Abrams Declaration Para. 

12 and Exhibit E) The University insists that these public call-outs constitute actual criminal 

activity under the California Penal Code.  (See Abrams Declaration Paragraph 13). 

 As an example of this supposedly criminal activity the Defendant identified an individual 

named Lisa Marie Mendez who evidently had stated the following on social media: 

 The Jews... white Devils hidden behind a symbol of your faith, whose only desire  is 
 capitalization...ITS YOU [Jews] DAMN STUPID F**KING BORED A** SHEEP-PEOPLE 
 that kept this going on and on......And to no avail. You know who cares if I told you 
 people I hate your greedy a**es? NOBODY. At least, nobody that matters…”  
 
(Abrams Declaration Paragraph 14 and Exhibit F) 
 
 As a result, somebody apparently posted a flyer on UCLA's campus stating Ms. Mendez had 

"allied [herself] with Palestinian terrorists to perpetuate BDS and Jew hatred on this campus."  (See 

Abrams Declaration Para. 12 and Exhibit E). 

 Defendant apparently contends that merely posting a flyer correctly accusing Ms. Mendez of 

Jew hatred constitutes actual criminal activity under Penal Code Section 646.9.   (Abrams 

Declaration Para. 13).  Ms. Mendez' anti-Semitic rants did contain one interesting observation: 

 I made ignorant, racist comments in public.  Sure.  But I did them in public, for every one to 
 hear.  I'm not hiding anything.  Look me up all you want.  You'll find nothing.  You know 
 why?  Because I can say whatever I want.  It's a public forum. 

 

(Abrams Declaration Exhibit F) (emphasis added). 
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 Despite the University's contentions, the University has offered no evidence that Ms. 

Mendez ever presented at an SJP conference.  Rather, the facts show that she publicly made anti-

Semitic statements and someone responded by publicly calling her out for her anti-Semitism.  

Nothing more and nothing less. 

 As far as the Canary Mission web site goes, the University has offered no evidence at all 

that its activities are improper or illegal.  (Abrams Declaration Para. 11).  Indeed, Canary Mission 

recently publicized the name of a physician who had threatened on social media to give the wrong 

medicine to Jewish patients.  (Abrams Declaration Para. 16-17)  As a result, the physician in 

question was dismissed from her job.  (See id.)  The University does not even try to claim that this 

supposed "blacklisting" is improper in any way. 

 After the records request at issue was denied, Petitioner appealed to Los Angeles County 

Superior Court and this proceeding ensued.  

 Subsequently, the SJP Intervenors intervened in this matter, alleging that they are 

individuals who spoke at the Conference and objecting to the disclosure of their names.  (See 

Motion for Leave to File Complaint in Intervention dated August 31, 2020)  In support of their 

application, these individuals submitted a number of self-serving hearsay affidavits.  (See id.)  Of 

course there is no way to verify that the contents of these affidavits are accurate.  (Abrams 

Declaration Para. 19).  It is not even possible to verify that there were executed by people who 

actually spoke at the Conference.  (Id.) 

 Nevertheless, accepting the hearsay affidavits as true, they the affidavits appear to disclose 

primarily lawful public criticism as opposed to unlawful threats and harassment.  For example, Jane 

Doe Number 4 complains that as a result of her anti-Israel advocacy, she has been called a "kapo," 

"anti-Jewish," and a "stupid bitch."  (See id. Exhibit 4).  Jane Doe Number 4 does not provide any 

context for these comments, however it is reasonable to assume that the following picture, 
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apparently posted on social media, is illustrative of the context in which an anti-Israel activist might 

be called a "kapo."  (Abrams Declaration Para. 20-22 and Exhibit G). 
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 Apparently this individual took part in a public demonstration in New York City in late 

2017; she was dressed in a garment which is known to be associated with anti-Israel advocacy; she 

encountered a demonstrator who was waving an Israeli flag; some words were exchanged; and a 

pro-Israel demonstrator called this individual a "kapo." (Id.) It is also worth noting that the activist 

depicted here apparently publicly posted a picture of her adversary "JDL Bigot Becky" on social 

media.  (Id.)  As a general matter, insults, public criticism (fair and unfair), and sundry invective are 

extremely common when the topic of Israel comes up. (Abrams Declaration Para. 23). 

III. Argument 

 The legal standard which applies to this matter is straightforward.  In order to avoid 

producing the records, Defendant must demonstrate that "the public interest served by not 

disclosing the record clearly outweighs the public interest served by disclosure of the record."  

California Government Code Section 6255 (emphasis supplied). 

 Here the public interest in disclosing the records includes (1) permitting citizens to 

investigate whether the University of California is hosting terrorists or other criminals on campus; 

(2) allowing the public to learn how the University of California is spending public monies; and (3) 

permitting the public to respond to free speech with more free speech.  Indeed, the Chancellor of the 

University of California cited the principle of "open debate" in justifying the decision to permit the 

conference to take place.  "Open debate" is not consistent with allowing the conference to take place 

under the cloak of secrecy.   

 By contrast, no public interest at all will be served in keeping the names at issue a secret.  

Neither the University nor the SJP Intervenors have identified any actual facts or incidents which 

support its claimed concern about threats or harassment.  Indeed, they have not identified a single 

individual who ever suffered even the slightest negative consequences as a result of (1) speaking at 

an SJP conference; and (2) having that fact made public. 

 And this is of course assuming that the SJP Intervenors' self-serving hearsay affidavits are 

accurate.  At a minimum, it is reasonable to assume that all of the insults and criticism described in 

those affidavits are the result of mutual vituperation.   
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 Defendant did identify a number of incidents which it claims constitute actual criminal 

activity.  For example, it identified an individual named Lisa Marie Mendez who was allegedly 

subject to criminal harassment as a result of posting anti-Semitic statements on social media.  

Specifically, Defendant apparently claims that a public flyer accusing Ms. Mendez of Jew hatred 

constitutes criminal harassment. 

The penal code provision apparently relied on by the Defendant provides as follows: 

 Any person who willfully, maliciously, and repeatedly follows or willfully and maliciously 
 harasses another person and who makes a credible threat with the intent to place that person 
 in reasonable fear for his or her safety, or the safety of his or her immediate family is guilty 
 of the crime of stalking, punishable by imprisonment in a county jail for not more than one 
 year, or by a fine of not more than one thousand dollars ($1,000), or by both that fine and 
 imprisonment, or by imprisonment in the state prison. 
    *   *   * 

 For the purposes of this section, “harasses” means engages in a knowing and willful course 
 of conduct directed at a specific person that seriously alarms, annoys, torments, or terrorizes 
 the person, and that serves no legitimate purpose. 
 
California Penal Code Section 646.9(a), (g). 
 
 Defendant's contention is wrong for more than one reason.  For one thing, the flyer at issue 

contains no threat at all let alone a credible threat.  For another, the flyer serves a legitimate purpose 

by correctly informing the community that Ms. Mendez is a vicious anti-Semite.  Finally, the flyer 

is obviously well within the bounds of speech that is protected by the United States Constitution.  

See U.S. Const. Amdt. 1. 

 Ms. Mendez, despite her personal issues, appears to have a better understanding of free 

speech than the University.  As Ms. Mendez put it herself, "I can say whatever I want.  It's a public 

forum."  Put simply, Ms. Mendez has a constitutional right to publicly call Jews "white Devils," and 

Jewish activists have the right to advise the public that Ms. Mendez is spreading Jew hatred.   

 Unfortunately, the University seems to subscribe to the principle of "Free speech for me, but 

not for thee."  Such persons seem to think that any speech they do not like constitutes criminal 

threats and harassment.  This is simply not the case.  Indeed, it is the very speech that the 
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government does not like which the point of the First Amendment.  Speech which is approved of by 

the government does not need First Amendment protection. 

 Moreover, it must be emphasized again that there is no evidence for the University's 

apparent contention that Ms. Mendez has spoken at an SJP conference, let alone that the flyer was 

put up as a result of her having spoken at an SJP conference.  Rather, from the context it is clear that 

Ms. Mendez was publicly accused of spreading Jew hatred for the simple reason that she had in fact 

spread Jew hatred.  Ms. Mendez and her defenders may not like the fact that free speech works two 

ways, but that is the law.  

 Essentially the same is true of the incidents complained of by the SJP Intervenors.  Almost 

everything they complain of is well within the bounds of protected speech.  For example, Jane Doe 

#2 claims to have received an email stating "Palestinian women are so filthy we would not even 

think of raping them."  To be sure this is offensive but even racist and sexist comments are 

protected by the First Amendment.  The fact that this e-mail made Jane Doe #4 "feel very unsafe" 

does not change this.   

 Moreover, Jane Doe #4 had apparently made public statements which some people 

understood to indicate that Israeli men are all rapists.  This is a perfect example of the sort of mutual 

vituperation which is perfectly legal and commonplace when the subject of Israel comes up in 

public discourse.  Jane Doe # 4 has the legal right to insinuate that all Israeli men are rapists and 

Jane's detractors have the right to publicly assert that Palestinian Arab women are "filthy."  This is 

all extremely ugly to be sure, but there is nothing illegal about it, at least in the United States.  As 

the saying goes, "If you can't stand the heat, get out of the kitchen."  The SJP Intervenors are 

demanding that their kitchen (and only their kitchen) be provided with state-subsidized air-

conditioning.  There is no basis in law or common sense for such a demand. 

 While it is true that some of the SJP Intervenors claim to have witnessed actual threatening 

behavior, there are no particulars provided; no police reports; no criminal charges against anyone; 
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and no way to verify that these claims are anything more than the sort of exaggeration one would 

expect from committed political activists making claims from behind the cloak of anonymity.  

Moreover, there is no evidence whatsoever that any actual threatening behavior was directed at 

anyone simply for presenting at a conference. 

 In short, it is extremely clear that the actual concern of the University and the SJP 

Intervenors is their wish to be protected from offensive but lawful public criticism as opposed to 

actual unlawful threats and harassment.  Under such circumstances there is simply no way that 

either the University or the SJP intervenors could show that the public interest in keeping the 

records secret "clearly outweighs" the public interest in disclosure.  

 The fact is that anti-Israel activists have the right to publicly demonstrate against Birthright; 

pro-Israel activists have the right to hurl insults (including "kapo" and "stupid bitch"); and anti-

Israel activists have the right to photograph and publicly criticize those who do so.  There is simply 

nothing unlawful about any of this behavior. 

 Although this is not a close case, if there were any doubt as to Section 6255 were to be 

interpreted, those doubts are foreclosed by the case of CBS Inc. v. Block, 42 Cal.3d 646 (1986).  In 

that case the California Supreme Court that the LA County Sheriff was required to produce the 

names of registered gun owners in Los Angeles, that mere speculation about possible endangerment 

was not enough to overcome the public interest in learning the names in question. 

 The case for disclosure is of course much stronger here than in CBS v. Block.  It regularly 

happens that peoples' homes are burglarized and firearms stolen.  Moreover, there were no concerns 

in CBS v. Block about open debate or about how government monies were being spent.  

Nevertheless, the California Supreme Court directed disclosure.  Here, there is no indication at all 

of any harm to any identified speaker while on the other side there is a strong argument to be made 

in favor of "open debate" and disclosure. 

 Accordingly, it is clear that the exception relied upon by the Defendant is inapplicable and it 

should be directed to produce the information. 
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VII. Conclusion 

 For the foregoing reasons, the Petition should be granted. 

        Respectfully submitted, 

         
DATED: December 25, 2020 
 

    
   David Abrams  

  In Pro Per 
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David Abrams 
305 Broadway Suite 601 
New York, NY 10007 
212-897-5821 
Petitioner/Plaintiff, In Pro Per 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

 

David Abrams 

 Plaintiff(s) 

 vs. 

Regents of the University of California 

 Defendant(s) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.:  19STCP03648 
 
DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF 
COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 
AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE 
OF DAVID ABRAMS  
  
 

 
  

 
 I, David Abrams, Declare as follows. 
 
1. I am the Plaintiff/Petitioner in the above referenced matter.  I make this declaration in 

support of my position at trial.  As set forth in more detail in my memorandum of points and 

authorities, I am respectfully asking that the Court direct the Respondent in this matter to comply 

with a records request I made.   

2. The records request asks the Respondent/Defendant to produce documents which disclose 

the identities of individuals who presented at the 2018 conference (the "Conference") of Students 

for Justice in Palestine ("SJP") or ("NSJP"). 

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true copy of a transcript of the PMQ deposition of the 

Respondent in this matter ("Respondent" or the "University" or "Defendant").   
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4. The exhibits attached to the deposition transcript are true copies of documents produced 

by the University in the course of discovery in this matter.  In particular, Exhibit A-1 to Exhibit 

A was produced by the University in response to the following document request:   

 All applications, correspondence, or similar documents concerning any grant or subsidy 
 provided by the Defendant to or concerning the National Students for Justice in Palestine 
 conference. 
 
5. Page 3 of Exhibit A-1 to Exhibit A confirms that the conference was funded in part by 

the "BEST" grant which was an $8000 grant made by the University's Office of Diversity Equity 

and Inclusion (see Page 1 of Exhibit A-1). 

6. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true copy of a news release I downloaded from the 

University's web site.  The red annotations are of my adding. 

7. Based on my research, I understand that at past conferences, SJP has hosted individuals 

associated with terrorist organizations.  For example, I understand that in 2015, SJP hosted an 

individual named Rasmea Odeh who is associated with the Popular Front for the Liberation of 

Palestine. 

8. Since I am interested in researching the activities of anti-Israel terrorists, I served a 

records request on the University asking for the names and only the names of individuals who 

presented at the Conference.  True copies of my records requests are attached hereto as Exhibit 

C. 

9. The University denied my request; a true copy of the denial letter is attached hereto as 

Exhibit D.   

10. In the course of discovery in this matter, I asked the University to produce information 

concerning its claim set forth in Exhibit D that "speakers and organizers of previous NSJP 
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conferences have been targeted on internet blacklists such as canarymission.org and have 

become the objects of threats and harassment."   

11. I have reviewed the University's extensive responses and found no evidence whatsoever 

supporting the University's claim nor any evidence of unlawful conduct on the part of Canary 

Mission. 

12. Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a true copy of an excerpt from the University's responses 

to interrogatories I served along with an excerpt of the documents produced and identified by the 

University in connection with that discovery response -- the very first page. 

13. The University subsequently identified the same page as the very first page in its 

response to an interrogatory asking the University to identify all incidents which the University 

contends constitute actual criminal activity.  

14. Evidently, the page includes a photograph of a flyer which had been posted on the UCLA 

campus.  Among other things, the flyer identifies an individual named "Lisa Marie Mendez."  I 

researched Ms. Mendez and found no evidence that she ever presented at an SJP Conference.  

Rather, it appears that she had publicly posted various rants to social media.  A sample is 

attached hereto Exhibit F.  

15. Although I do not work for Canary Mission, in the course of research for this proceeding 

I reviewed the contents of the Canary Mission web site in order to scrutinize the University's 

claims and in order to respond to the University's discovery requests. 

16. In doing so, I was able to identify two and only two individuals who faced tangible 

consequences as a result of having facts about them publicized on the Canary Mission web site. 
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17. The first of those individuals is a physician named Dr. Lara Kollab.  This individual 

apparently lost her job after Canary Mission discovered that she had publicly stated she intended 

to purposely give the wrong medicines to her Jewish patients.   

18. The second individual apparently lost her job as a pre-school teacher as a result of the 

following "tweet":  How many Jews died in the Holocaust? Not enough  

19. I have reviewed the affirmations submitted by the Intervenors in this matter.  I have no 

way of verifying the accuracy of these materials or even understanding the context of the claims 

made in the affirmations.  For example, Jane Doe #4 alleges that she was called a "kapo" as a 

result of her anti-Israel advocacy.  The word "kapo" means a Jewish person who collaborated 

with the Nazis during the Holocaust.   

20. Attached hereto as Exhibit G is apparently a social media picture which I downloaded in 

which an anti-Israel advocate states that she was referred to as a "kapo."  I am not claiming that 

this individual is Jane Doe #4, I am simply offering this picture to provide a reasonable 

assumption about context.  I did white out the individual's face out of an abundance of caution 

however, although I should note that (1) Exhibit G is a picture that was apparently publicized by 

the activist in question herself; and (2) I am not aware of any law against photographing 

participants in a public demonstration and posting those pictures online with commentary. 

21. The image in Exhibit G is apparently a picture of a protest which took place in December 

of 2017 in New York, New York.  The activist in the foreground of the picture is wearing a 

garment known as a "keffiyeh" around her neck.  Black and white keffiyehs are commonly 

associated with anti-Israel advocacy.   
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 1             BE IT REMEMBERED, that on Thursday, the 12th
  

 2   day of November, 2020, commencing at the hour of 9:30
  

 3   a.m. thereof, at Sacramento, California, before me,
  

 4   Kendra L. Gillie, a Certified Shorthand Reporter, in and
  

 5   for the County of Sacramento, State of California, there
  

 6   appeared remotely before me
  

 7                         MICK DeLUCA,
  

 8   Witness herein, called, as a witness, by the Plaintiff,
  

 9   who, being by me first duly sworn, was thereupon
  

10   examined and interrogated as hereinafter set forth.
  

11                          EXAMINATION
  

12   By:  DAVID ABRAMS, Attorney at Law, counsel on behalf of
  

13   the Plaintiff:
  

14   Q         Good morning, Mr. DeLuca.  My name is --
  

15   A         Good morning.
  

16   Q         Good morning.  So my name is David Abrams, and
  

17   I'm the petitioner in this matter.
  

18             Have you ever been deposed before?
  

19   A         Yes, I have.
  

20   Q         Okay.  And when was that?
  

21   A         I think the last time was two years ago.
  

22   Q         Okay.  And what sort of proceeding was that
  

23   that you were deposed in?
  

24   A         It was a claim against an event held at the
  

25   University.
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 1   Q         I see.  So some kind of --
  

 2   A         A contractual -- it was a contractual
  

 3   disagreement on an event.
  

 4   Q         I see.  And was that in the Superior Court of
  

 5   Los Angeles?
  

 6   A         I'm not sure exactly where that was filed.
  

 7   But, you know, I was deposed in an attorney's office in
  

 8   Los Angeles.
  

 9   Q         Okay.  Well, since it's been a couple years
  

10   since your last deposition, I'm just going to go over
  

11   the ground rules with you.
  

12             Is that okay?
  

13   A         Perfectly fine, yes.
  

14   Q         So, first of all, you heard that you were
  

15   given an oath at the beginning; right?
  

16   A         Yes, I did.
  

17   Q         So what that means is you have a legal
  

18   obligation to tell the truth today.
  

19             Do you understand that?
  

20   A         Yes, I do.
  

21   Q         So that even though we're here on this
  

22   videoconference, you have just as much of an obligation
  

23   to testify truthfully as you would if we were in a
  

24   courtroom.
  

25             Do you understand that?

MICK DeLUCA
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 1   A         Fully understand.
  

 2   Q         Okay.  And of course there's a court reporter
  

 3   who is taking down everything we say.
  

 4             Do you understand that?
  

 5   A         Yes, I do.
  

 6   Q         And since that's happening, it's important
  

 7   that you give verbal responses to questions I ask.  So,
  

 8   in other words, you can't answer a question by shaking
  

 9   your head or saying "uh-huh" or anything like that.
  

10             Do you understand?
  

11   A         Yes, I do.
  

12   Q         Okay.  And it's also important that we not
  

13   talk at the same time.  So if I'm in the middle of
  

14   asking a question and even if you kind of know where you
  

15   think I'm going with the question, if you could wait
  

16   until I'm done asking it before answering, that would be
  

17   helpful.
  

18             Do you understand?
  

19   A         Yes, I do.
  

20   Q         Now, if you don't understand a question that I
  

21   ask, you would need to advise me and I'll try to
  

22   rephrase it.
  

23             Do you understand that?
  

24   A         Yes, sir.
  

25   Q         Okay.  So that way, if I ask a question and

MICK DeLUCA

6



L.J. HART & ASSOCIATES, INC. / BARRON & RICH
Certified Shorthand Reporters & Videoconferencing / 916.922.9001

 1   you give me an answer, I'm going to assume that you
  

 2   understood the question and you're answering to the best
  

 3   of your ability.  Okay?
  

 4   A         That's fair.
  

 5   Q         Okay.  So are you employed now, sir?
  

 6   A         Yes, I am.
  

 7   Q         You know, I forgot one other question as just
  

 8   by way of background.
  

 9             Are you under the influence of any alcohol,
  

10   drugs or medication that would affect your ability to
  

11   testify truthfully today?
  

12   A         No, I'm not.
  

13   Q         Okay.  So what's the name of your employer?
  

14   A         UCLA.
  

15   Q         Okay.  And that's the university in southern
  

16   California?
  

17   A         University of California, Los Angeles.
  

18   Q         Okay.  And since obviously we'll be talking a
  

19   lot about UCLA today, I might be referring to it as "the
  

20   University," as "UCLA," more formally as "the Regents."
  

21   But can you understand that we're talking about the same
  

22   institution that you work for?  Okay?
  

23   A         Yes.
  

24   Q         All right.  What's your position, sir?
  

25   A         I'm the assistant vice chancellor of campus

MICK DeLUCA
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 1   life.
  

 2   Q         And can you just tell me in a few words what
  

 3   your job duties are?
  

 4   A         Oversee a broad scope of activities from
  

 5   student organizations, fraternities and sororities,
  

 6   recreation programs, veterans services, student events
  

 7   on campus, sports and recreation, oversee the --
  

 8   Q         How long have you held this position for, sir?
  

 9   A         I've been in this specific role six and a half
  

10   years.
  

11   Q         I see.  And do you have a staff working
  

12   underneath you?
  

13   A         Yes, I do.
  

14   Q         And approximately how many people work
  

15   underneath you?
  

16   A         I believe I have 12 direct reports.  The units
  

17   I represent probably have approaching 400 full-time
  

18   staff.  And we employ about 2,500 student employees over
  

19   the course of the year.
  

20   Q         I see.  And who do you report to, sir?
  

21   A         I report to the vice chancellor of student
  

22   affairs.
  

23   Q         And what is that person's name?
  

24   A         Monroe Gorden.
  

25   Q         I see.  Okay.  And did you do anything to

MICK DeLUCA
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 1   prepare for today's deposition?
  

 2   A         Yes, I did.
  

 3   Q         And can you tell me what you did to prepare?
  

 4   A         Met with our university attorneys, reviewed
  

 5   the discovery documents, reviewed some of my own event
  

 6   notes from 2018 and reviewed some of the specific law
  

 7   enforcement reports.  And I met with some key
  

 8   stakeholders on campus that were involved in the events
  

 9   back in 2018.
  

10   Q         I see.  And when you talk about "the event,"
  

11   you're referring to the SJP conference of 2018?
  

12   A         Yes.  The NSJP conference 2018.
  

13   Q         So, you know, I may refer to that as the "SJP
  

14   conference," the "NSJP conference," "the conference."
  

15   That's the main thing we're talking about today.
  

16             Do you understand that?
  

17   A         Yes, I do.
  

18   Q         So any time I talk about "the conference,"
  

19   that's what I'm talking about --
  

20   A         That's clear.
  

21   Q         -- or "the event."  Let me ask you this.
  

22             Actually, if we could -- just to save trouble,
  

23   Ms. Stein, are you claiming attorney-client privilege as
  

24   to your discussions with Mr. DeLuca?
  

25             MS. STEIN:  Yes.  Absolutely.

MICK DeLUCA
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 1             MR. ABRAMS:  Okay.
  

 2   Q         So I'm not going to ask you about the
  

 3   conversations you've had with your legal counsel since
  

 4   apparently those -- privilege is being claimed as to
  

 5   that.
  

 6             Do you understand?
  

 7   A         Yes, I do.
  

 8   Q         So if I ask you a question, try to avoid
  

 9   blurting out the contents of a conversation you had with
  

10   your legal counsel.  Okay?
  

11   A         Yes.
  

12   Q         Okay.  Now, aside from your counsel, you
  

13   mentioned that you met with some stakeholders.
  

14             Can you tell me the names of those people?
  

15   A         Yes.  I met with Mike Cohn, C-o-h-n.  Mike is
  

16   the director of our Student Organizations, Leadership
  

17   and Engagement.  The acronym is SOLE.
  

18             I met with Police Chief Tony Lee, met with
  

19   Lieutenant Kevin Kilgore, who was the incident commander
  

20   for the event in 2018.
  

21             MS. STEIN:  Mick, just answer the question.
  

22   He's asking you for the names of the people you met
  

23   with.
  

24             THE WITNESS:  Okay.  And I met with Sergeant
  

25   Roland Ruiz.

MICK DeLUCA
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 1             MR. ABRAMS Q:  Okay.  And without describing
  

 2   the nature of your conversations when you met with your
  

 3   attorneys, was there anyone else present?
  

 4   A         No, there was not.
  

 5   Q         Okay.  Fine.  Now, if you could just give me a
  

 6   second.
  

 7             So just so we're clear, you have the same
  

 8   position now as you did when the conference took place
  

 9   back in 2018; right?
  

10   A         Correct.
  

11   Q         Okay.  And can you tell me, like, what you
  

12   yourself did, if anything, in connection with that
  

13   conference?
  

14   A         Yes.  I'd be happy to.  The areas of our
  

15   student organizations report under me.  So in this case,
  

16   it's similar to any student event.
  

17             Once we became aware of the intern of a
  

18   student organization event, I began to meet with the
  

19   advisors.
  

20   Q         Sir, so I'm really sorry to interrupt you, but
  

21   I'm not able to hear what you're saying.  There's kind
  

22   of a problem with the audio.  There's, like, an echo.
  

23             Do you think you could try to adjust your
  

24   microphone?
  

25   A         Is that better?

MICK DeLUCA
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 1   Q         Very slightly better.  I see the court
  

 2   reporter shaking her head.  It's funny.  For a second, I
  

 3   thought you were outdoors but I guess -- it's, like, a
  

 4   background.  I think it's like -- it's a background that
  

 5   you can display.
  

 6   A         Is that still an echo?
  

 7   Q         That's better.  Still an echo, but at least we
  

 8   can hear what you're saying.
  

 9   A         Is this better if I hold this here?
  

10   Q         Yeah.  That's a lot better.
  

11   A         Okay.  Let me try that.  I apologize.
  

12             I was describing much like any other student
  

13   event, when we were made aware of an interest of a
  

14   student organization to host an event, I began meeting
  

15   with the advisors of the various organizations.  In this
  

16   case, SJP UCLA has an advisor in this office called
  

17   SOLE, also began to meet with the director.
  

18             Also, very similar to any other student event
  

19   of any nature, I notified officials of the University of
  

20   the interest.  We began meeting as a campus very similar
  

21   in protocol to any event or what we designate a major
  

22   event.
  

23             Our director of student organizations, who has
  

24   delegating authority to determine this, would meet the
  

25   criteria of our interfaith-based policy.  That then

MICK DeLUCA
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 1   required that we plan and meet with our University of
  

 2   California PD, UCPD, and those were initiated.
  

 3             Additionally, when students host an event,
  

 4   they must secure venues on campus, so the coordinators
  

 5   that handles different venues on campus and our
  

 6   centralized events office at the University.  So this
  

 7   was all the preliminary kind of planning information,
  

 8   whether students are hosting the conferences, the
  

 9   speakers --
  

10             (Reporter Clarification)
  

11             THE WITNESS:  I'm on my university computer.
  

12   I guess if need be, I could try logging on on a
  

13   different laptop.
  

14             Are you hearing me now?  Mr. Abrams, can you
  

15   hear me okay?
  

16             MR. ABRAMS:  Yeah.  You were -- you were
  

17   starting to fade a little bit there.
  

18             THE WITNESS:  I'll try to speak clearly into
  

19   this.  So I think just to wrap up on your question, with
  

20   central in pulling together the entities on campus to
  

21   meet.
  

22             And then I end up playing the unique role what
  

23   I call the "shuttle diplomacy" role.  And I met with
  

24   students both for the Students for Justice in Palestine
  

25   student organization and their advisor.  And I met with

MICK DeLUCA
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 1   our key student leaders of the Jewish student
  

 2   organizations on campus and their advisors.
  

 3             MR. ABRAMS Q:  I see.  So when you say
  

 4   "advisor," you mean a faculty advisor?
  

 5   A         No.  It's a staff administrative advisor
  

 6   through our student organization office.  To be a
  

 7   registered campus organization at UCLA, you're assigned
  

 8   an advisor through the student organization, student
  

 9   activity office.
  

10   Q         I see.  So that person is an employee of UCLA;
  

11   is that correct?
  

12   A         Correct.
  

13   Q         Okay.  And in this case, who was the -- that
  

14   employee?
  

15             MS. STEIN:  Well, is that a -- I'm going to
  

16   object that it invades privacy.  Just make sure if
  

17   you're not disclosing the names of any Palestinian type
  

18   advocate.
  

19             MR. ABRAMS:  Well, you know -- well, let's see
  

20   how he answers.
  

21             THE WITNESS:  The key staff member and
  

22   director over all the advisors, again, his name is Mike
  

23   Cohn.  I believe the individual advisors of different
  

24   organizations were concerned to have their names
  

25   released.  So I will indicate that the director's name

MICK DeLUCA
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 1   is Mike Cohn.
  

 2             MR. ABRAMS Q:  I see.  So just so we're clear,
  

 3   you're declining to tell me the name of the UCLA
  

 4   employees who were involved in organizing the conference
  

 5   or dealing with the organizers.
  

 6             Is that what your testimony is, sir?
  

 7             MS. STEIN:  I'm going to object that it
  

 8   invades their personal right to privacy.
  

 9             Mick, if they indicated that they wanted their
  

10   names to be protected, then I would request that you not
  

11   respond to that question and provide the names.
  

12             MR. ABRAMS:  I didn't ask anyone's names,
  

13   ma'am.  All I ask is if you -- to be clear was that he
  

14   was declining to state the names.
  

15             Can you read back my last question, please?
  

16             (Whereupon the record was read.)
  

17             THE WITNESS:  I'm declining to provide you the
  

18   name upon the request of the specific advisor of one of
  

19   the student organizations.
  

20             MR. ABRAMS Q:  I see.  Well, is that someone
  

21   you spoke to in preparation for today's deposition?
  

22   A         No, it was not.
  

23   Q         Okay.  Well, let me ask you this, sir.
  

24             Did you yourself deal directly with any of the
  

25   individuals who organized the conference?

MICK DeLUCA
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 1   A         Yes, I did.
  

 2   Q         Okay.  And let me ask you this.
  

 3             Did any of those people indicate to you that
  

 4   their -- at that time a request for a preference that
  

 5   their names be kept confidential?
  

 6   A         Yes.  They absolutely all did and had done for
  

 7   the past number of years related to this student
  

 8   organization.
  

 9   Q         Okay.  And did you give them assurances that
  

10   their names would, in fact, be kept confidential?
  

11   A         Yes, I did.
  

12   Q         I'm sorry?
  

13   A         Yes, I did.
  

14   Q         Okay.  And what did you say to them in terms
  

15   of specifics, in terms of those assurances?
  

16   A         Their concern was threats and harassments
  

17   against them.  I understood that.  And we've been
  

18   dealing with that for three years prior to the
  

19   conference.
  

20             I assured the students that as students of
  

21   UCLA their safety was our top priority and that in
  

22   working with them, in building a trust and confidence
  

23   with them, that it would be my role to try to represent
  

24   and protect their interests.
  

25   Q         Okay.  But what specifically, if anything, did

MICK DeLUCA
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 1   you say in terms of assuring confidentiality of their
  

 2   identities?
  

 3   A         I mean, I don't have independent recollection
  

 4   of my total conversation from 2018.  But I would assume
  

 5   it would be something that in building a trusting
  

 6   relationship I understand the importance of their
  

 7   request for confidence.
  

 8   Q         Okay.  So are you able to tell me in substance
  

 9   what you said to them in terms of confidentiality?
  

10   A         I think I've described that to you.
  

11             MR. ABRAMS:  Can you read back his last
  

12   answer?
  

13             (Whereupon the record was read.)
  

14             MR. ABRAMS Q:  So -- and just so we're clear,
  

15   in substance what you said was you understood the
  

16   importance of the request for confidence; is that
  

17   correct?
  

18   A         Yes.
  

19   Q         Okay.  And did you say anything else besides
  

20   that or did that pretty much sum it up?
  

21             MS. STEIN:  Asked and answered.
  

22             You can answer if you have anything else to
  

23   add.
  

24             THE WITNESS:  I don't have any additional
  

25   memory of the specific conversations.

MICK DeLUCA
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 1             MR. ABRAMS Q:  All right.  Was anything put in
  

 2   writing?
  

 3   A         Not to my knowledge, no.
  

 4   Q         Okay.  Let me ask you this.  Let me turn to a
  

 5   slightly different subject.
  

 6             Do you know if the University gave any
  

 7   financial support to the conference?
  

 8   A         Based on the nature of the conference, the
  

 9   student organization itself, much like many student
  

10   organizations, had applied for a broad-based grant, not
  

11   specific to the conference, based on their work over the
  

12   course of the year.
  

13             And based on the nature and the intent of the
  

14   conference on campus, the students did not apply for any
  

15   of our other student funding sources on campus.
  

16   Q         So I guess -- are you saying that the SJP
  

17   chapter at UCLA applied for general funding and that was
  

18   granted?  Is that your testimony?
  

19   A         My testimony is I'm aware that as one of our
  

20   1,400 student organizations, they had applied for a
  

21   grant through our Equity, Diversity and Inclusion office
  

22   for their work over the course of the 2018 and '19
  

23   school year.
  

24   Q         Okay.  And is it fair to say that part of that
  

25   grant application was for monies that were specifically

MICK DeLUCA
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 1   earmarked for the conference?
  

 2   A         I have no specific knowledge that it was
  

 3   specifically for any conference at UCLA.
  

 4             MR. ABRAMS:  I see.  All right.  Just give me
  

 5   a second.  I'm going to show you -- I'm going to try to
  

 6   send a document into the system here, so we'll see if
  

 7   this works or not.
  

 8             MR. KATON:  Did you upload it to the chat, Mr.
  

 9   Abrams?
  

10             MR. ABRAMS:  Yeah.
  

11             So Court Reporter, Madam Court Reporter, if
  

12   you could mark the document.  I guess we'll call it A-1.
  

13             (Whereupon Plaintiff's Exhibit A-1
  

14             was marked for identification.)
  

15             MR. ABRAMS Q:  Mr. DeLuca, if you could just
  

16   look at a document we just uploaded to a chat, I would
  

17   appreciate it.
  

18   A         Okay.  Yes.  I see that document.
  

19   Q         Okay.  So my question to you is, you see that
  

20   there's five pages?
  

21   A         Yes.
  

22   Q         Okay.  And have you seen any of those five
  

23   pages before today?
  

24   A         Yes.  I have seen this document.
  

25   Q         And when did you last see it?
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 1   A         I reviewed this document yesterday.
  

 2   Q         Okay.  Had you seen it before yesterday?
  

 3             MS. STEIN:  I'm having problems.  Hang on.
  

 4             THE WITNESS:  Yes.  I had seen this.  This is
  

 5   an event online document that comes from our university
  

 6   events office in conjunction with scheduled events on
  

 7   campus.
  

 8             MR. ABRAMS Q:  I see.  And -- well, looking at
  

 9   pages 3 to 5, do you see it says UCLA Registered Campus
  

10   Organization Event Summary?
  

11             Do you see that?
  

12   A         Yes.
  

13   Q         Okay.  And is that a document that SJP chapter
  

14   would have submitted in connection with organizing the
  

15   conference?
  

16   A         This is a document that is produced from
  

17   information that comes from a portal called Events
  

18   Online where the combination of the students and/or the
  

19   advisors submit information into the system.
  

20             MS. STEIN:  Is everyone else able to get
  

21   David's document?  Because I am not.
  

22             MR. KATON:  I can.  And I can e-mail it to you
  

23   if that would be helpful.
  

24             MS. STEIN:  Sure.  That would be great.  Thank
  

25   you.
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 1             MR. ABRAMS:  Do you want a few minutes?
  

 2             MS. STEIN:  Yes, please.
  

 3             MR. ABRAMS:  Okay.
  

 4             MS. STEIN:  When I click on "Download," it
  

 5   takes me to a list of documents and then it doesn't
  

 6   open.  So I don't know -- I don't know what's going on.
  

 7             Glenn, did you just e-mail it to me?
  

 8             MR. KATON:  I haven't clicked "Send" yet.
  

 9   Give me one second.  I'm having trouble downloading it
  

10   for some reason.  I have it in my viewer.  Oh, wait.  I
  

11   apologize.  I think I got it now.
  

12             MS. STEIN:  I'll just -- I'll look over Mr.
  

13   DeLuca's shoulder, so that's fine.
  

14             MR. ABRAMS Q:  Mr. DeLuca?
  

15   A         Yes.
  

16   Q         So what I'd like to know is, just so we're
  

17   clear, who would have prepared pages 3 through 5?
  

18   A         The student organizers who have a role in
  

19   completing this.  It's what's called the signatories.
  

20   When you're a registered campus organization at UCLA,
  

21   three students are designated as the signatories.
  

22   They're allowed to request things and request things and
  

23   schedule things and requests for funding and the like.
  

24             MR. STEIN:  Court Reporter, did you get all
  

25   that?  Because I didn't understand what he just said.
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 1             (Reporter Clarification)
  

 2             MR. ABRAMS Q:  Well, let me ask -- I apologize
  

 3   if you already answered this question, sir.  But I would
  

 4   like to know who would have prepared pages 3 through 5.
  

 5   A         In our event and room request process, there's
  

 6   a role for an organizer.  In this case, it would have
  

 7   been a registered campus organization.  Registered
  

 8   campus organizations are made up of three signatories.
  

 9             Those three signatories then have access to
  

10   the online systems of rescheduling space, populating an
  

11   event request form, requesting funding.
  

12   Q         And so these three individuals, they're
  

13   students?
  

14   A         In the case of this organization, yes.  Those
  

15   are students.
  

16   Q         Okay.  Fine.  So turning to the first page.
  

17   And it says, "Have you been awarded funding?"  And you
  

18   see someone checked off "Yes."  And you see it says, "We
  

19   have outside fundraising and the BEST grant."
  

20             Do you see that?
  

21   A         I do see that, yes.
  

22   Q         Okay.  So is that the -- the grant that you
  

23   were testifying about earlier, sir?
  

24   A         Yes.
  

25   Q         Okay.  So is it fair to say that some of the
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 1   UCLA grant went to funding this conference?
  

 2   A         I don't have direct knowledge of exactly what
  

 3   funds went to what.
  

 4   Q         Okay.  Well, is it fair to say that to your
  

 5   understanding as this document -- this document is
  

 6   representing that?
  

 7             MS. STEIN:  Calls for speculation.
  

 8             You can answer if you know.
  

 9             MR. ABRAMS:  All right.  You know the
  

10   problem -- hold on a second.  Because the thing is this.
  

11   That sort of objection is -- can easily be seen as an
  

12   attempt to coach the witness to try to get him to say
  

13   the testimony you want him to say.
  

14             So if you have an objection, you can certainly
  

15   make an objection and just say "Objection" if you want
  

16   to preserve it.  But there's no need to make an
  

17   objection as to speculation or something like this at
  

18   this time.  It really is going to look like you're
  

19   trying to coach the witness here.
  

20             MS. STEIN:  Calls for speculation is an
  

21   appropriate objection.  He didn't prepare the document
  

22   and doesn't know what the person who prepared the
  

23   document was thinking.  So that's why I raised that
  

24   objection.
  

25             MR. ABRAMS:  I understand that.  But, you
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 1   know, it looks to me like you're trying to suggest an
  

 2   answer to the question.  So I'm asking you not to make
  

 3   this kind of speaking objection.
  

 4             MS. STEIN:  I simply indicated calls for
  

 5   speculation.
  

 6             MR. ABRAMS:  I understand that.  I mean, I
  

 7   guess, you know --
  

 8             MS. STEIN:  It's not speaking.
  

 9             MR. ABRAMS:  Here in New York, that kind of
  

10   objection is thought to be completely inappropriate.
  

11   Maybe it's okay in California.  Ultimately the judge is
  

12   going to decide if you keep going down this road,
  

13   though.
  

14   Q         Do you have an answer, sir?
  

15   A         Can you repeat your question again?
  

16   Q         Yes.  The question is this, sir.
  

17             To your understanding of this document and how
  

18   it's used by UCLA, are the people who prepared the
  

19   document representing that University monies, this BEST
  

20   grant, were used towards the conference?
  

21             MS. STEIN:  Same objection.
  

22             Go ahead.
  

23             THE WITNESS:  In this category, knowing how
  

24   this form works, they're indicating to the events office
  

25   that they believe they have funding sources that would
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 1   cover event costs.
  

 2             MR. ABRAMS Q:  Okay.  And those funding
  

 3   sources include the BEST grant; correct?
  

 4   A         That's what they have listed on this form.
  

 5   Q         And the BEST grant comes from the University;
  

 6   is that right?
  

 7   A         The events -- the BEST grant is a
  

 8   noncompulsory student fee set of funds that came from
  

 9   the Equity, Diversity and Inclusion office.
  

10   Q         Okay.
  

11   A         It's a student initiated grant process.
  

12   Q         When you say the Equity, Diversity and
  

13   Inclusion grant office, that's part of the University;
  

14   correct?
  

15   A         Equity, Diversity and Inclusion.  And yes.
  

16   That is an office of UCLA.
  

17   Q         Okay.  Fine.  And turning to page 1, do you
  

18   recognize page 1?
  

19   A         I do see that, yes.
  

20   Q         Okay.  And is that a record that's -- that
  

21   you're familiar with, sir?
  

22   A         I have seen that document, yes.
  

23   Q         Okay.  And I guess what I'm asking you is
  

24   this.  Is this a document that you -- a type of document
  

25   that you regularly see in the course of your work?
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 1   A         Not me specifically.  It's a document
  

 2   transmitted to that office, to student organization
  

 3   office, when they make grants to student organizations.
  

 4   Q         I see.  And so you see this is the -- purports
  

 5   to be a grant for Students for Justice in Palestine
  

 6   funding in the amount of $8,000.
  

 7             Do you see that?
  

 8   A         Yes.  I do see that.
  

 9   Q         Okay.  And is that the grant you were
  

10   testifying about earlier?
  

11   A         Yes, it is.
  

12   Q         Okay.  Now, in terms of the budgetary amounts,
  

13   the amounts there, where you see it says Advertising,
  

14   Facilities, Food, Honorarium, Conferences, Supplies and
  

15   Transportation, do you see all that?
  

16   A         Yes, I do.
  

17   Q         Okay.  And so is it your testimony that you
  

18   don't know what those dollar amounts represent and what
  

19   those monies were used for?
  

20   A         They're general categories that relate to
  

21   University cost centers.  Do I know specifically what
  

22   amount went through during the 2018-19 year, no, I do
  

23   not.
  

24   Q         Okay.  Well, based on your general knowledge
  

25   from your position, is it fair to say that your
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 1   understanding of "honorarium" would mean fees for
  

 2   speakers?
  

 3   A         That is normally what I conclude when I see
  

 4   that with regard in the funding request.
  

 5   Q         Okay.  And similarly conferences -- based on
  

 6   your general knowledge from your position, conferences
  

 7   would include conferences such as the conference we're
  

 8   talking about today; correct?
  

 9   A         Typically when I see that word, it's normally
  

10   related to registration fees for conferences.
  

11   Q         Okay.  Well, let me ask you this.  You say
  

12   "Typically when I see that word."
  

13             Are you telling me -- are you testifying based
  

14   on your general knowledge or do you have any special
  

15   knowledge from your position about how those words are
  

16   used in this type of document?
  

17   A         My office and I approve hundreds of student
  

18   funding requests over the years.  So I'm testifying
  

19   based on when those come to me for my approval and I see
  

20   those general categories of words, that's what I believe
  

21   those relate to or stand for.
  

22   Q         Let me ask you this, sir.
  

23             Are you aware of any other conferences put on
  

24   by Students for Justice in Palestine at UCLA for that
  

25   year other than the one we're testifying here -- we're
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 1   talking about today?
  

 2   A         I'm not aware that they hosted any other
  

 3   conference at UCLA in the 2018-19 school year.
  

 4   Q         Okay.  And you're not aware of any conferences
  

 5   they would have hosted anywhere during that year; is
  

 6   that right?
  

 7   A         I don't have independent recollection of that,
  

 8   no.
  

 9   Q         Okay.  So that means yes; right?
  

10   A         I'm not --
  

11             MS. STEIN:  Can you repeat the question again?
  

12   Vague and ambiguous.
  

13             MR. ABRAMS:  Can you read back my
  

14   last question?  Not the last one, the one before,
  

15   please.
  

16             (Whereupon the record was read.)
  

17             MS. STEIN:  At any location outside of UCLA?
  

18   Is that your question?
  

19             MR. ABRAMS:  Yes.
  

20   Q         Anywhere in the world, sir, are you aware of
  

21   any conferences at all?
  

22             MS. STEIN:  Calls for speculation.
  

23             MR. ABRAMS:  I'm just asking about his
  

24   knowledge, ma'am.
  

25             MS. STEIN:  Okay.

MICK DeLUCA

28



L.J. HART & ASSOCIATES, INC. / BARRON & RICH
Certified Shorthand Reporters & Videoconferencing / 916.922.9001

 1             THE WITNESS:  I don't have --
  

 2             MR. ABRAMS:  Okay.  So --
  

 3             THE WITNESS:  -- independent knowledge of any
  

 4   other conferences that they were involved in in that
  

 5   year.
  

 6             MR. ABRAMS Q:  And similarly in -- you see
  

 7   this line item, Honorarium.
  

 8             Are you aware of any activities put on by SJP
  

 9   at UCLA other than the conference we're talking about
  

10   that would have entailed Honorarium?
  

11   A         Yes, I am.
  

12   Q         And what's that?
  

13   A         They have a number of programs over the course
  

14   of the year, and historically, they have had speakers on
  

15   campus.
  

16   Q         Okay.  Well, let me ask you this.
  

17             Turning back to the $1,600 figure for
  

18   conferences, based on your general understanding about
  

19   how these things work, is it fair to say that that
  

20   $1,600 would go back -- a lot of it would go back to
  

21   UCLA in terms of facilities fees?
  

22   A         Not necessarily, no.
  

23   Q         Okay.  But based on your general experience,
  

24   what sort of things would that money be spent on?
  

25   A         Well, as I said, typically -- and this does
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 1   not -- this letter is awarding them a grant over the
  

 2   course of the year for their broad-based program called
  

 3   Palestine Awareness.  So I don't know if the word
  

 4   "conferences" as I previously testified was referencing
  

 5   registration fees that something they might participate
  

 6   in or to costs related to hosting something.
  

 7   Q         So I don't think you've answered my question,
  

 8   sir.  I'm trying to ask based on your experience what
  

 9   sort of expenses would such monies be spent on.
  

10   A         In a line item called Conferences?
  

11   Q         Yes, sir.
  

12   A         I guess it could relate to a direct cost
  

13   related to a conference.
  

14   Q         Okay.  And what sort of cost would that be?
  

15   A         Might have to do, you know, with their event
  

16   preparation, could have to do with costs related to
  

17   logistics of an event, things of that nature.
  

18   Q         What are some examples of monies that would be
  

19   spent on logistics?  What sort of things are we talking
  

20   about here, sir?
  

21   A         Could be the house staff of the venue, could
  

22   be setup and strike costs related to turnover of the
  

23   specific venue, things of that nature.
  

24   Q         All right.  So, like, it sounds like you,
  

25   based on your position, don't really -- aren't really
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 1   able to say what those monies would have been spent on;
  

 2   is that correct?
  

 3   A         I guess that -- my answer would be that is
  

 4   correct.  Because no.  I do not have direct knowledge of
  

 5   very specifically to that line item.
  

 6   Q         Well, let me ask you this.
  

 7             Who would know how the money was spent?
  

 8   A         I'm guessing the student organizers of the
  

 9   event.
  

10   Q         Well, would any oversight be issued --
  

11   exercised by UCLA over how the money was spent?
  

12   A         It would have gone through an account process.
  

13   And things would have submitted receipts or items to be
  

14   paid, you know, through that funding source.
  

15   Q         I see.  And UCLA saves those records; is that
  

16   right?
  

17   A         Yes.
  

18   Q         Okay.  So those records in UCLA's files, that
  

19   would allow us to figure exactly where that $8,000 went.
  

20             Is that fair to say?
  

21   A         I would say that would be accurate.
  

22   Q         Let me ask you this, sir.
  

23             This A-1 exhibit, these are all documents that
  

24   were kept in the ordinary course of business by UCLA?
  

25   A         Yes.  I would say that is accurate.
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 1   Q         Okay.  And is it fair to say that the -- the
  

 2   first page was prepared by someone who was an employee
  

 3   of UCLA; correct?
  

 4   A         Yes.
  

 5   Q         And the same for the remaining pages?
  

 6   A         It looks like the remaining pages would be
  

 7   downloads from the online system.  But to your question
  

 8   prepared by or submitted by a University employee, yes.
  

 9   Q         Okay.  And that would have been done in the
  

10   ordinary course of their job duties; correct?
  

11   A         Correct.
  

12   Q         Okay.
  

13             MS. STEIN:  And you're talking about the first
  

14   two pages, not the -- not the application?  Because that
  

15   was prepared by students.
  

16             MR. ABRAMS:  The record is what it is.  You'll
  

17   have a chance to question him at the end if you think
  

18   that something was unclear.
  

19   Q         Let me ask you this, sir.
  

20             Did the people who organized the conference do
  

21   anything to set up their own security arrangements?
  

22   A         Student organizations meet with the University
  

23   officials.  I had indicated that in this case this was
  

24   dubbed as a major event under our interim major events
  

25   policy.  That required a meeting with the UCPD.
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 1   Q         Okay.  Do you happen to know if anyone from
  

 2   this event took security roles on for themselves?
  

 3   A         The students, organizers, had a plan, a
  

 4   security plan related to their process, clearance of
  

 5   attendees, room monitoring and the like, yes.
  

 6   Q         I see.  Let me ask you this.
  

 7             Were these security plans put into writing?
  

 8   A         I do not have specific recollection of that,
  

 9   no.
  

10   Q         Let me ask you this.
  

11             Was there a meeting in advance of the
  

12   conference organized by an --
  

13             MS. STEIN:  You cut off there, David.  We
  

14   couldn't hear you.
  

15             MR. ABRAMS Q:  What I said was, was there a
  

16   meeting set up in advance of the conference by an
  

17   organization called SWANA-LA?
  

18   A         I'm not aware of such meeting.
  

19   Q         Okay.  Were there any meetings that you're
  

20   aware of other than the ones that you've testified about
  

21   set up in advance for the conference?
  

22   A         I'm aware of meetings set up by the University
  

23   in advance of the conference.
  

24   Q         But none set up by the conference organizers
  

25   themselves?
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 1   A         I'm not aware of the meetings they set up.
  

 2   I'm aware of the meetings they had with me.  And I'm
  

 3   aware of the meetings that the University held.
  

 4   Q         Are you aware of a meeting where individuals
  

 5   from the National Lawyers Guild were present?
  

 6   A         I believe I was in meetings with attorney
  

 7   interest representing all sides of this.  I'm trying to
  

 8   remember about the National Lawyers Guild.  I do know
  

 9   the green hats were present during the event.  I'm just
  

10   trying to remember if I was in an advanced meeting with
  

11   them prior to the event.
  

12   Q         Please take your time and think.
  

13   A         I'm going to answer your question that no, I
  

14   don't believe I was in a meeting, advanced meeting with
  

15   the National Lawyers Guild, to my belief.
  

16   Q         Okay.  Well, let me ask you this.  You said
  

17   something about green hats.
  

18             What is -- is that some organization?
  

19   A         When the National Lawyers Guild makes notice
  

20   they're going to be on campus related to free speech
  

21   event, typically those are attorneys or law students
  

22   wear green hats.  I don't know if that's a formal
  

23   acknowledgement.  But we're aware of the green hats when
  

24   we have events and there is concern about speech rights.
  

25   Q         Well, let me ask you this, sir.
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 1             In connection with this event at any time, did
  

 2   you meet with any of these green hats?
  

 3   A         Met with them in person.  I can specifically
  

 4   remember day two of the conference meeting -- not
  

 5   meeting with them but meeting or having a casual
  

 6   conversation with green hats that appeared to be law
  

 7   students from surrounding universities.  So it was day
  

 8   two of the conference event.
  

 9   Q         I see.  And are you able to summarize the
  

10   substance of that conversation?
  

11   A         Very casual conversation, more of a hello.
  

12   And I remember somebody describing to me they were a law
  

13   student at another university.
  

14   Q         Okay.
  

15   A         I don't remember the content, nothing of the
  

16   like.  It was more of just a casual conversation because
  

17   we were both in the vicinity of a venue.
  

18   Q         Okay.  Well, did you have any substantive
  

19   conversations with any of these National Lawyers Guild
  

20   people regarding the conference at any time?
  

21   A         I would not use the word "substantive," no.
  

22   Q         Okay.
  

23   A         No.  I did not have a substantive
  

24   conversation.
  

25   Q         Well, let me ask you this.
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 1             What about have you heard of an organization
  

 2   called Jewish Voice for Peace?
  

 3   A         Yes.
  

 4   Q         And same question.  Did you have any meetings
  

 5   with anyone from Jewish Voice for Peace, substantive
  

 6   regarding a conference?
  

 7   A         No advanced meeting that I'm aware of.  I met
  

 8   individuals that indicated they were from Jewish Voice
  

 9   for Peace during the conference --
  

10   Q         Okay.  Hold on just a second.  Well, let me
  

11   ask you this, sir.
  

12             Besides the BEST grant we've discussed, what,
  

13   if anything, did the University do to support the
  

14   conference?
  

15   A         The University works with all of our student
  

16   organizations on things called time, place and manner
  

17   and logistics.  So those were all executed, in this case
  

18   working with both the organizers, student organizers for
  

19   the event, and in coordination with the various offices
  

20   on campus.
  

21   Q         Let me ask you this.
  

22             If someone organizes a conference at UCLA, if
  

23   a student group organizes a conference, do they have to
  

24   pay for use of space?
  

25   A         Depends on the nature of their organization.
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 1   In most of the spaces on campus, there would be no fee
  

 2   for student organizations.  Some of the auditoriums on
  

 3   campus, they would pay a student rental fee or an
  

 4   equivalent department rental fee versus what would be an
  

 5   outside venue rental fee.
  

 6   Q         Okay.  In this case, did the conference
  

 7   organizers pay any fee to UCLA for use of space?
  

 8   A         To my knowledge, they did not.  Because as a
  

 9   registered campus organization --
  

10             MS. STEIN:  You answered the question.
  

11             MR. ABRAMS Q:  So what were you about to say?
  

12   As a registered campus organization?
  

13   A         A registered student organization, based on
  

14   the venues they use would not pay a facility use fee.
  

15   Q         Okay.  Let me ask you this.  We've talked
  

16   about security a little bit.
  

17             Did the University assign security people to
  

18   this event?
  

19   A         The event was dubbed a major event under our
  

20   major event policy that --
  

21             (Reporter Clarification)
  

22             THE WITNESS:  Mr. Abrams, could you just
  

23   repeat that question again?
  

24             MR. ABRAMS:  The court reporter can repeat the
  

25   question if you don't mind, ma'am.
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 1             (Whereupon the record was read.)
  

 2             THE WITNESS:  Yes, they did.
  

 3             MR. ABRAMS Q:  Okay.  And I think you started
  

 4   to say before we had audio problems that this was deemed
  

 5   to be a major event, and, therefore, the cost of
  

 6   additional security were absorbed by the University.
  

 7             Is that what you were testifying to?
  

 8   A         Under a major events policy for student
  

 9   organizations, in the protection of free speech, the
  

10   cost of safety services related to relying points of
  

11   view to be expressed and safe policies on campus are
  

12   absorbed by the University.
  

13   Q         Okay.  And is it fair to say that more -- in a
  

14   typical major event, more is spent on security than
  

15   would be spent if there was no event?
  

16   A         Yes.  That would be fair to say.
  

17   Q         Okay.  Do you know if the University supplied
  

18   food to this event or if the organizers paid for their
  

19   own food?
  

20   A         The organizers paid for their own food.
  

21   Q         Okay.  So aside from space and security, did
  

22   the University provide any other services in connection
  

23   with this event?
  

24   A         I'm just pausing, reflecting on the term
  

25   "services."  Any event at UCLA requires a coordination
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 1   of a variety of services.  So was there coordination for
  

 2   parking on campus, yes, there was.  That was paid for.
  

 3   Was there coordination with transportation on campus,
  

 4   yes, there was.  Because individuals were coming to
  

 5   campus.  I'm trying to think through.
  

 6             We had to coordinate with our facilities
  

 7   division, as it required moving some bicycle barricades
  

 8   at various locations on campus.
  

 9             And then as I indicated before, there was
  

10   coordination with UCPD.
  

11   Q         All right.  Well, I'm a little confused.
  

12             Does it normally -- when you say
  

13   "transportation," what exactly do you mean?
  

14   A         Transportation controls all the parking and
  

15   arteries on the campus, if anybody needs a special
  

16   drop-off location on campus; if a group anticipates
  

17   media might be coming, transportation has to designate a
  

18   location for media on campus.
  

19             So it's a very common practice in the course
  

20   of business of larger events on campus at UCLA where we
  

21   coordinate all those variety of services when we have
  

22   events on campus.
  

23   Q         I mean, would transportation include -- that
  

24   would not include shuttling conference attendees around,
  

25   would it?
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 1   A         No.  Well, if they were to request that.
  

 2   There was no request of that in this case.  In other
  

 3   cases, it involves shuttle buses, drop-offs on campus,
  

 4   et cetera.
  

 5   Q         I see.  And when you say "parking," is parking
  

 6   not free on the campus?
  

 7   A         No, it is not.
  

 8   Q         I see.  So if someone has a conference, is it
  

 9   fair to say that they get some kind of parking voucher
  

10   or parking validation?
  

11   A         They either prepurchase parking and then
  

12   individuals are on a pass list, or they provide a gate
  

13   list, and individuals come to one of the parking kiosks
  

14   and pay for their own parking.
  

15   Q         I see.  So parking wouldn't be considered a
  

16   freebie for a conference like this.
  

17             Is that fair to say?
  

18   A         Correct.
  

19   Q         Okay.  So the transportation services you're
  

20   talking about are more about than -- at least in this
  

21   case more about coordination than moving people around
  

22   or giving them parking; is that right?
  

23   A         Transportation also controls the roads on the
  

24   campus.  When we anticipate there could be a protest or
  

25   a disturbance, we might coordinate with them on closing
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 1   a road.
  

 2   Q         I see.  Well, just give me a second.  So
  

 3   turning back to A-1, sir.
  

 4   A         Yes.
  

 5   Q         Okay.  And I apologize.  I'm still a little
  

 6   confused by this document.  There's, like, three pages,
  

 7   pages 3, 4 and 5.  Either you cut out a little bit when
  

 8   you were explaining it to me and I just want to
  

 9   understand -- well, let me ask you this.
  

10             It says SOLE advisor, S-O-L-E.  Do you know
  

11   what SOLE stands for?
  

12   A         Yes.  I described it originally, Student
  

13   Organizations, Leadership and Engagement.  That's an
  

14   office of -- the SOLE office.
  

15   Q         And RCO stands for?
  

16   A         Registered Campus Organization.
  

17   Q         I see.  Okay.  And so let me ask you this.
  

18             Just so we're clear, this document is a
  

19   computer form that someone can download and type
  

20   information into; is that right?
  

21   A         Well, I'm reading from the title of this form
  

22   on the top of page 3.  So this is the summary document
  

23   that came from an online system where individuals input
  

24   the various fields that you see on the form.
  

25   Q         And in the ordinary course of things, who
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 1   would be inputting this information?
  

 2   A         In this case, it would have been the students
  

 3   would have been provided access.  And then the form gets
  

 4   routed by, it would have been passed through their SOLE,
  

 5   their student organization advisor.
  

 6             And then it would have also gone to -- to the
  

 7   events office and who would have been a designated event
  

 8   manager for a student event.
  

 9   Q         I see.  So would the SOLE advisor review this
  

10   document in the ordinary course of things before sending
  

11   it on?
  

12   A         The students input the information themselves,
  

13   goes to the events office that then routes it to their
  

14   advisor.  So the advisor would have seen it at that
  

15   point.
  

16   Q         Okay.  Would that -- and is it the advisor's
  

17   responsibility to send the document on to the next step?
  

18   A         I think the advisor clicks what the student
  

19   has as accurate information.
  

20   Q         And so -- so that means yes.
  

21             The -- if I understand your testimony
  

22   correctly, sir, you say in the ordinary course of things
  

23   students would fill that information into the form, and
  

24   then it would be sent electronically to the SOLE
  

25   advisor.  The advisor has to check -- click a button
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 1   saying that it's accurate, and then it gets sent on to
  

 2   the next step.
  

 3             Is that a fair summary of your testimony?
  

 4   A         I'd say yes, that's a fair summary.
  

 5   Q         Okay.  And an advisor would be assigned to
  

 6   more than one registered campus organization typically.
  

 7             Is that fair to say?
  

 8   A         Yes, it is.
  

 9   Q         Okay.  And the assignments, are they done
  

10   based on the advisor's interest in the organization or
  

11   is it done some other way?
  

12   A         They're not done by interest at all.  We have
  

13   1,450 organizations.  Each advisor typically has 150 to
  

14   300 groups they advise over the course of the year.
  

15   Q         I see.
  

16   A         Some are grouped together in categories.  But
  

17   it's not about any special relationship or special
  

18   interest other than that advisor.
  

19   Q         I see.  So in this case, there's no reason to
  

20   believe that the advisor has any particular opinion
  

21   about the issues that SJP is active on.
  

22             Is that fair to say?
  

23   A         That would be very fair to say.
  

24   Q         Okay.  But you won't tell me who the advisor
  

25   is?  Is that --
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 1   A         No, I will not.
  

 2   Q         Let me ask you this.
  

 3             Was this conference treated differently than
  

 4   other conferences, other major events as you use the
  

 5   word, or was it basically treated in the same way?
  

 6   A         Treated exactly the same as any other event.
  

 7   Q         I see.  So your testimony is that there are no
  

 8   special accommodations made for this conference; is that
  

 9   right?
  

10             MS. STEIN:  Vague and ambiguous as to "special
  

11   accommodations."
  

12             You can answer.
  

13             THE WITNESS:  There was no special treatment
  

14   related to this conference.  It was handled exactly the
  

15   same way we'd handled hundreds of conferences, events,
  

16   speakers, concerts that our student organizations have
  

17   on campus.
  

18             MR. ABRAMS Q:  Let me ask you this.
  

19             Have you heard of this conference being
  

20   referred to as a, quote, "closed-door event"?
  

21   A         Yes, I have.
  

22   Q         Okay.  And what does "closed-door event" mean
  

23   to you?
  

24   A         That the organizers decide to restrict
  

25   attendance to a certain membership category or other
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 1   category that was at their discretion.
  

 2   Q         I see.  And is that -- does that happen
  

 3   regularly in terms of events at UCLA?
  

 4   A         I would indicate we have many events that only
  

 5   have an invited or restricted audience, yes.
  

 6   Q         Okay.  So it's -- it's a regular occurrence to
  

 7   have closed-door events at UCLA; is that right?
  

 8   A         There are closed-door events held at UCLA;
  

 9   correct.
  

10             MR. ABRAMS:  Okay.  So I'm very close to the
  

11   end of my questions.  I just need a short break to check
  

12   over my notes.  So if we could take, let's say, ten
  

13   minutes and then resume.
  

14             Is that okay with everyone?
  

15             MS. STEIN:  That's fine.
  

16             MR. KATON:  Yes.
  

17             MR. ABRAMS:  So I'm going to come back at 1:45
  

18   New York time, which I guess is 10:45 in California.
  

19             (Whereupon a recess was taken.)
  

20             MR. ABRAMS Q:  So, Mr. DeLuca, having had the
  

21   opportunity to take a break, is there anything in your
  

22   earlier testimony that you'd like to correct or change?
  

23   A         Not at this point, no.
  

24   Q         Okay.  Fine.  Did you discuss your testimony
  

25   with anyone while we were on break?
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 1             MS. STEIN:  Besides myself, attorney-client
  

 2   privilege communication, you can answer.
  

 3             THE WITNESS:  No, I did not.
  

 4             MR. ABRAMS Q:  I'm not asking for you to
  

 5   disclose anything that was said between you and your
  

 6   legal counsel, but I am entitled to know if you had a
  

 7   conversation with her.
  

 8   A         The University attorney is in the room with
  

 9   me, and we had a casual conversation at our break.
  

10             MR. ABRAMS:  Okay.  Fine.  So let me ask you
  

11   this, sir.  I'm going to try to send another document in
  

12   the system, so we'll see how that goes.  And I guess
  

13   we'll call this one A-2.
  

14             (Whereupon Plaintiff's Exhibit A-2
  

15             was marked for identification.)
  

16             MR. ABRAMS Q:  Let me ask you this.
  

17             When did you first hear my name?
  

18   A         I think in the last year possibly.  I guess
  

19   after you had, you know, filed a suit related to this.
  

20   Q         Okay.  Did you hear my name before the
  

21   conference?
  

22   A         No.  I don't have memory of hearing your name
  

23   before the conference.
  

24   Q         Well, let me ask you this.
  

25             At some point did you send a list of the
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 1   conference speakers and presenters to campus security?
  

 2   A         Yes, I did.
  

 3   Q         And why did you do that?
  

 4   A         Why did I send the list?  Because with any
  

 5   major event planning, I met with the student organizers,
  

 6   made them aware of the fact, and they were well-aware of
  

 7   the fact, that there was lots of scrutiny, suggestions
  

 8   of what was going on.
  

 9             We also had concerns of if somebody was coming
  

10   to campus and there would be threats against the
  

11   University, I asked if they would forward the names to
  

12   me.  And what I would do with those names would be to
  

13   forward them through our police department for security
  

14   checks.
  

15   Q         And is that standard practice for a campus
  

16   event or is it something that was only done for this
  

17   event?
  

18   A         I've done it numerous times with speakers,
  

19   with concerts, artists.  So I would say it's practice
  

20   for events of this profile or nature.
  

21   Q         I see.  And in situations like this -- well,
  

22   let me see if I can share a file.  Okay?  And I
  

23   apologize if I didn't do it right.  It should be up
  

24   coming through.
  

25   A         I'm trying to download it.  Okay.  Yes.

MICK DeLUCA

47



L.J. HART & ASSOCIATES, INC. / BARRON & RICH
Certified Shorthand Reporters & Videoconferencing / 916.922.9001

 1   Q         So I'm going to ask you, is this an e-mail
  

 2   that you sent on or about November the 7th, 2018?
  

 3   A         Yes, it is.
  

 4   Q         Okay.  And so who are Tony and Bob?
  

 5   A         Tony is chief of UCPD, Chief Tony Lee.  Bob is
  

 6   Captain Robert Leinweber.
  

 7   Q         So is it fair to say that you shared the list
  

 8   of names of presenters with these individuals?
  

 9   A         Yes, it is.
  

10   Q         Okay.  And was there anyone else you shared it
  

11   with or was it just them?
  

12   A         It was just them.
  

13   Q         Okay.  And now you see that your e-mail seems
  

14   to contain an e-mail that appears to be from someone
  

15   affiliated with the conference.
  

16             Is that fair to say?
  

17   A         Yes, it does.
  

18   Q         Okay.  And who is Jake Gildea?
  

19   A         Jake is a staff member at UCLA.
  

20   Q         Okay.  And what is Jake's job?
  

21   A         Jake works with university organizations.
  

22   Q         Is he one of these people that you would call
  

23   a SOLE advisor?
  

24   A         Yes, he is.
  

25   Q         Okay.  So let me ask you this.  I'm just a
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 1   little confused here.
  

 2             Because that's -- that's the guy whose name
  

 3   you wouldn't tell me; right?
  

 4   A         I wouldn't specifically give you the name when
  

 5   you asked the question; that is correct.
  

 6   Q         Well, I'm just confused, because you see it.
  

 7   It's right there in black and white.  It wasn't
  

 8   redacted.  You know, is there some reason I should be
  

 9   aware of why this name should be considered
  

10   confidential?  I mean, I'll certainly consider if
  

11   there's a good reason.
  

12   A         At the time when you asked me the question, I
  

13   indicated I wouldn't release it because the staff member
  

14   had requested his name not be released for fear of
  

15   harassment and threats.
  

16   Q         Okay.  Let me ask you this.
  

17             To your knowledge, has this individual
  

18   received any harassment or threats?  To your knowledge.
  

19   A         To my knowledge, yes, he has.
  

20   Q         Okay.  And when did that happen?
  

21   A         During the course and the time of the
  

22   conference date.
  

23   Q         I'm sorry?
  

24   A         During the course and the timeframe of the
  

25   conference date.
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 1   Q         Okay.  Since then?
  

 2   A         I'm not specifically aware of that, no.
  

 3   Q         Okay.  Do you know if he filed a police report
  

 4   over these threats of harassment?
  

 5   A         I'm not aware if he did.
  

 6   Q         Okay.  Well, let me ask you this.
  

 7             You see that the conversation to you and Mr.
  

 8   Gildea makes reference to an apparent meeting that you
  

 9   had apparently with the conference organizers.
  

10             Do you see that?
  

11   A         Let me just cite that specific area.  "Thank
  

12   you for meeting with us last week."  Yes, I do see that.
  

13   Q         Okay.  So does looking at this document
  

14   refresh your recollection about your meetings with the
  

15   organizers of the conference?
  

16   A         Yes, it does.
  

17   Q         Okay.  So having had your recollection
  

18   refreshed, is there anything else in substance about the
  

19   meeting that you can tell me happened?
  

20   A         I met with the student organizers, who were
  

21   our own students on campus.  I checked in on their own
  

22   wellbeing and how they were doing at that time of the
  

23   year.  It was a very similar timeframe to where we are
  

24   right now, which involves midterms and a fast-paced
  

25   quarter.
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 1             We talked about the logistics and planning.
  

 2   They were well-aware of a number of news articles and
  

 3   things that were happening and discussed the importance
  

 4   related to the safety of all participants and for them
  

 5   on campus.  So that is my recollection today.
  

 6   Q         Okay.  And I'm sorry.  I just lost you there
  

 7   for a few minutes.  I don't know if anything was said.
  

 8             MS. STEIN:  No.
  

 9             THE WITNESS:  I didn't say anything after your
  

10   last question.
  

11             MR. ABRAMS Q:  Yeah.  I guess it might be my
  

12   fault.  But anyway, so let me ask you this.
  

13             Between the meeting described in this e-mail
  

14   and the conference itself, did you have any other
  

15   meetings with the conference organizers?
  

16   A         I believe I had a meeting the day before the
  

17   conference at the site of the first night's venue.
  

18   Q         Okay.  And can you tell me the substance of
  

19   those meetings, what was discussed and what was said?
  

20   A         Those were purely logistical discussions
  

21   related about the entry and the exit to the venue,
  

22   refreshing my memory of what their check-in system was
  

23   going to be, whether they were using wristbands or the
  

24   likes, asked them if they had any other concerns or
  

25   safety issues that they were aware of for themselves.
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 1             I think we reflected earlier that week a group
  

 2   had come to campus and protested.  So logistical kind of
  

 3   items related in advance to open the conference.
  

 4   Q         Well, let me ask you this.
  

 5             And is that more or less a full and complete
  

 6   summary of these meetings?
  

 7   A         To the best of my memory at this moment, yes.
  

 8   Q         Okay.  And let me ask you this.
  

 9             This e-mail that you're forwarding in day two
  

10   I'm calling, did you respond to that e-mail?  Did you --
  

11   excuse me.  Did you reply to that e-mail?
  

12   A         No, I did not.
  

13             MR. ABRAMS:  Okay.  I don't have any more
  

14   questions for this witness.
  

15             Cross-examination?
  

16             MS. STEIN:  I don't have any questions.  Thank
  

17   you.
  

18             MR. ABRAMS:  Okay.
  

19             MR. KATON:  No questions here.
  

20             MR. ABRAMS:  Thank you.  So the thing is, I
  

21   guess there may be an issue whether the document
  

22   requests in this matter were fully complied with, so I'm
  

23   reserving that issue in terms of closing this
  

24   deposition.  But I have nothing further at this time.
  

25   So that's all.  Disconnecting.
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 1             MS. STEIN:  Do you want me to do the
  

 2   stipulation that we normally do in California or in
  

 3   southern California?
  

 4             MR. ABRAMS:  You know, you can e-mail me any
  

 5   stipulation, and I'm happy to consider it in good faith.
  

 6   You know, obviously I'm just a pro-state guy.  I don't
  

 7   know a thing about California stipulations.
  

 8             We're off the record; right?
  

 9             MS. STEIN:  I see the court reporter is
  

10   shaking her head.
  

11             What does that mean?
  

12             (Off-the-record discussion.)
  

13             MS. STEIN:  Well, we have to reach a
  

14   stipulation on the record.
  

15             MR. ABRAMS:  What are you proposing, then?
  

16             MS. STEIN:  I propose we relieve the court
  

17   reporter of her duties under the code.  The reporter can
  

18   prepare and send the original transcript to my office.
  

19   I will then present it to the witness for his review.
  

20             The witness will review, sign under penalty of
  

21   perjury and return the same back to my office within 30
  

22   days.
  

23             I will then notify you if there are any
  

24   changes within a week.  And I can maintain custody of
  

25   the original and produce it upon -- produce it at trial
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 1   if need be.
  

 2             MR. ABRAMS:  That's fine.  I'm going to get an
  

 3   e-mail copy; right?
  

 4             (Off-the-record discussion.)
  

 5             MS. STEIN:  So did you get the stipulation on
  

 6   the record already when I had read in the record
  

 7   previously?
  

 8             MR. ABRAMS:  Just say it again so I
  

 9   understand.
  

10             MS. STEIN:  I just say that's the stipulation.
  

11   And then, Mr. Abrams, if you agree, you say, "So
  

12   stipulated."
  

13             MR. ABRAMS:  So if I understand things, the
  

14   original will be sent to you.  Someone is going to send
  

15   me a copy, either you or the court reporter.  I'm going
  

16   to pay them.
  

17             You'll present the original to your client for
  

18   signature.  You'll maintain -- and then once it's
  

19   signed, I assume I'll get a copy of the signed version.
  

20             And then you'll present it to the Court if
  

21   need be at trial; is that right?
  

22             MS. STEIN:  Yes; that's correct.
  

23             MR. ABRAMS:  Okay.  That's fine.
  

24             MS. STEIN:  Yes.
  

25             MR. ABRAMS:  Thank you.
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 1             MS. STEIN:  Thank you.
  

 2             MR. KATON:  We'd like to order a copy as well.
  

 3   Thank you.
  

 4             (Whereupon the proceedings
  

 5              were concluded at 11:02 a.m.)
  

 6                           --oOo--
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 1   CASE:  Abrams vs. Regents of the University of
  

 2   California
  

 3   DATE:  November 12, 2020
  

 4
  

 5             I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that
  

 6   I have read my deposition transcript, made the changes
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              DEPONENT'S CHANGES OR CORRECTIONS
 
  DEPONENT:  MICK DeLUCA
  CASE:  Abrams vs. Regents of the University of
  California
  Job No:  20-9446kg
  Date of Deposition:  November 12, 2020
 
  NOTE:  If you are adding to your testimony, print the
  exact words you want to add.  If you are deleting from
  your testimony, print the exact words you want to
  delete.  Specify with "add" or "delete" and sign this
  form.
 
  PAGE    LINE     CHANGE/ADD/DELETE
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  ____    ____     _____________________________________
 
  I hereby certify that I have read my deposition
  transcript, made those changes and corrections that I
  deem necessary, and approve the same as now true and
  correct.

 
  Deponent's Signature:______________________Date_______
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L.J. HART & ASSOCIATES, INC. / BARRON & RICH
Certified Shorthand Reporters & Videoconferencing / 916.922.9001

         CERTIFICATE OF CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTER
 
            I, KENDRA L. GILLIE, a Certified Shorthand
 
  Reporter, licensed by the State of California, being
 
  empowered to administer oaths and affirmations pursuant
 
  to Section 2093(b) of the Code of Civil Procedure, do
 
  hereby certify:
 
            That the witness named in the foregoing
 
  deposition appeared remotely before me;
 
            That the witness was by me sworn to testify
 
  the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth;
 
            That the said proceeding was taken before me
 
  in shorthand writing, and was thereafter transcribed,
 
  under my direction, by computer-assisted transcription;
 
            That the foregoing transcript constitutes a
 
  full, true and correct record of the proceedings which
 
  then and there took place;
 
            That I am a disinterested person to the said
 
  action;
 
            IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed
 
  my signature on this 30th day of November, 2020
 

 

 

                            ___________________________
                            KENDRA L. GILLIE, CSR #9643
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                L.J. HART & ASSOCIATES, INC.
                        BARRON & RICH
                Certified Shorthand Reporters
               1900 Point West Way, Suite 277
                Sacramento, California  95815
              916.922.9001   fax:  916.922.3461

  November 30, 2020                    Job No. 20-9446kg

 
  MICK DeLUCA
  C/O SHIVA STEIN, Attorney at Law
  1525 Faraday Avenue, Suite 300
  Carlsbad, California  92008-7372
                           --o0o--
  Re:  Abrams vs. Regents of the University of California
  Date taken:  November 12, 2020
                           --o0o
  Dear Mr. DeLuca:
 
  Your deposition in the above matter is now available.
  You can read, correct and sign for 30
  days from the date of this letter.  You may wish to
  discuss with your attorney whether he/she requires that
  it be read, corrected, if necessary, and signed.
 
  If you do not desire to read your deposition and wish to
  waive signature, please sign your name and date below,
  and return this letter to our office.
 

 

 
  _________________________          _______________
  SIGNATURE                           DATE

 
  Sincerely,
 

 
  L.J. HART & ASSOCIATES, INC.
  BARRON & RICH
  Certified Shorthand Reporters
 
  cc:  DAVID ABRAMS         JAVERIA JAMIL
       SHIVA STEIN          ZOHA KHALILI-ARAGHI
       GLENN MICHAEL KATON
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                L.J. HART & ASSOCIATES, INC.
                        BARRON & RICH
                Certified Shorthand Reporters
               1900 Point West Way, Suite 277
                Sacramento, California  95815
               916.922.9001  fax: 916.922.3461

                                      Job No. 20-9446kg

 
  DAVID ABRAMS, Attorney at Law
  305 Broadway, Suite 601
  New York, New York  10007
                           --o0o
  Re:  Abrams vs. Regents of the University of California
  Deposition of:  MICK DeLUCA
  Date taken:  November 12, 2020
                           --o0o
  Dear Mr. Abrams:
 
  We wish to inform you of the disposition of this
  original transcript.  The following procedure is being
  taken by our office.
 
         _____ The witness has read and signed the
              deposition.  (See attached.)

         _____ The witness has waived signature.

         _____ The time for reading and signing has
              expired.
 
         _____ The sealed original deposition is being
              forwarded to your office.

         _____ Other.

  Sincerely,

 

  L.J. HART & ASSOCIATES, INC.
  BARRON & RICH
  Certified Shorthand Reporters

  cc:  SHIVA STEIN
       GLENN MICHAEL KATON
       JAVERIA JAMIL
       ZOHA KHALILI-ARAGHI
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Skip to main content  
UCLA  
Newsroom  

• Categories  
• For news media  

Opinion + Voices  

Chancellor Block: Why the controversial 
Students for Justice in Palestine conference 
will go on at UCLA 
Affording a group its constitutional rights should not be perceived as an institutional 
endorsement of the group’s message 
Gene Block | November 13, 2018  

UCLA 
Gene Block 

This op-ed appeared in the Los Angeles Times. 

Our polarized era tests the resolve of those, like me, who lead a university. 
We urge our students to engage in reasoned debate, but the rancor of the times 

may turn dialogue on contested topics into a minefield. The Israeli-Palestinian conflict has been 
among the most volatile issues at UCLA, but that volatility cannot prevent us from addressing it. 

This weekend, Students for Justice in Palestine, one of 1,200 UCLA student organizations, plans 
to host a national conference on our campus. Some students, community members and even the 
Los Angeles City Council, concerned by anti-Semitic statements made by some SJP members 
around the country, have demanded that UCLA cancel the event. In the weeks since the mass 
shooting at Tree of Life Synagogue in Pittsburgh, those calls to cancel only increased. The 
conference, however, will go on, and it is important to explain why. 

On both routine academic matters and controversial issues, the overwhelming majority of 
university leaders — and that includes me — strive to preserve the rights of all sides to speak 
and be heard. At the same time, we recognize the often existential impact of emotionally charged 
debates about issues like the Mideast conflict, immigration, affirmative action and abortion. 
Preserving the right to speak about such issues does not validate the content of that speech. All 
too often affording a group their constitutional rights is falsely perceived as an institutional 
endorsement of their message. 

In this case, I have fundamental disagreements with SJP, which has called for boycott against 
and divestment in Israel, actions that stigmatize that nation and label it a pariah state. The 



attempt to ostracize Israeli thinkers, and to declare off-limits even discussion with Israeli 
academics runs contrary to the values of inclusion, debate and discussion that are crucial to any 
university. 

Those values underpin the University of California’s “Principles Against Intolerance,” adopted 
in 2016. Even though our nation’s laws protect speech tainted by bias, stereotypes, prejudice and 
intolerance, the principles stress the need for mutual respect during debate in order to advance 
UC’s mission. The principles also warn about the dangers of anti-Semitic forms of anti-Zionism, 
in which criticism of Israel morphs into hostility against Jewish people. 

When SJP announced its intention to hold its national conference at UCLA, the university 
recognized its legal right to do so. Much of what will be said at that conference may be deeply 
objectionable — even personally hurtful — to those who believe that a complex conflict is being 
reduced to a one-sided caricature, or see a double standard that demonizes the world’s only 
Jewish state while other countries receive less condemnation for dreadful behavior. Indeed, there 
is fear among some that the conference will be infused with anti-Semitic rhetoric. 

There is no easy way to resolve that discomfort. It remains an awkward reality that our 
constitutional system, and democracy’s commitment to open debate, demand that Americans 
allow speech we may oppose and even defend the rights of those who might not defend ours. 
That proud, yet difficult, tradition goes back to John Adams serving as lawyer for the British 
soldiers accused of the Boston Massacre. It also extends to our colleges and universities today. 

I am disturbed by the rising tide of anti-Semitism in the United States and the world. I believe 
every American must condemn the religious bigotry and racial animus that too often infects our 
politics. Ultimately, we must combat speech that is distasteful with more and better speech. If 
universities can find ways to rise above the current rancor and if our students in particular can 
model our values, then that may well provide the very best hope for our future. 

Tags: opinion | Chancellor Gene Block | university news  
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From: David Abrams <dnabrams@wjlf.org> 
Date: Thu, Nov 15, 2018 at 2:15 PM 
Subject: Freedom of Information Request 
To: <uclarecordsmanagement@finance.ucla.edu> 
Cc: <ablum@conct.ucla.edu> 
 

I respectfully request the opportunity to inspect and photocopy the following documents: 
 
(1) Documents sufficient to identify the 65 keynote speakers, panelists, and workshop presenters 
referred to in the attached letter; 
 
(2) All contracts concerning the Students for Justice in Palestine conference being held at UCLA 
in 2018; and 
 
(3) All e-mails and other correspondence to and from any Students for Justice in Palestine 
organization concerning the same conference. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
 
Dave Abrams 
 
 
 
David Abrams, Executive Director 
Zionist Advocacy Center 
305 Broadway Suite 601 
New York, NY 10007 
 
212-897-5821 dnabrams@wjlf.org 

 
 
 
 

PRR # 18-6264

mailto:dnabrams@wjlf.org
mailto:uclarecordsmanagement@finance.ucla.edu
mailto:ablum@conct.ucla.edu
mailto:dnabrams@wjlf.org
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U C L A  
 

BERKELEY • DAVIS • IRVINE • LOS ANGELES • MERCED • RIVERSIDE • SAN DIEGO • SAN FRANCISCO 
 

  

SANTA BARBARA •  SANTA CRUZ 
 

 

  
 

INFORMATION PRACTICES  
10920 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, SUITE 107 

LOS ANGELES, CA 90024-6543 
 

 
 
 
 
 
VIA EMAIL 
 
August 9, 2019 
 
 
David Abrams 
Zionist Advocacy Center 
Email: dnabrams@wjlf.org 
 
Re: Public Records Request - PRR # 18-6264 
 
Dear Mr. Abrams: 
 
Thank you for your recent communications, in which you ask that our office only produce documents 
responsive to item one of your California Public Records Act (CPRA) request. Item one seeks: 
 

“Documents sufficient to identify the 65 keynote speakers, panelists, and workshop 
presenters” at the November 2018 National Students for Justice in Palestine (“NSJP”) 
Conference (“Conference”).  

 
Cal. Gov’t Code § 6255 provides that the University may withhold any record if, on the facts of the 
particular case, the public interest served by not disclosing the record clearly outweighs the public interest 
served by disclosure of the record. We have been advised, and have confirmed, that speakers and 
organizers of previous NSJP conferences have been targeted on internet blacklists such as 
canarymission.org, and have become the objects of threats and harassment. This information is not 
disclosed by the Conference due to these concerns and any disclosure by UCLA of the names of the 
keynote speakers, panelists, and workshop presenters at the Conference would create a similar heightened 
risk of harassment and potential endangerment for these individuals. Under the balancing of public 
interests, we have concluded that the public interest in protecting against harassment and threats to 
individual safety outweighs the public interest in disclosure. Therefore, any records that may be 
responsive to item one are exempt and will not be disclosed. 
 
The University does not intend to imply that you or your organization would use the information for 
inappropriate purposes, however, pursuant to Cal. Gov’t Code § 6254.5, once the University has released 
a record to one member of the public, it may be deemed to have waived its rights to withhold the record 
from other requesters. 
 
If you would still like to receive documents responsive to items two and three of your request, we will 
continue to produce them on a rolling basis. Please let us know your wishes in this regard. If we have not 
received your instructions regarding items two and three by August 23, 2019, we will consider this matter 
closed. 
 



Letter to David Abrams 
PRR # 18-6264 
August 9, 2019 
Page Two 
 

Page 2 of 2 
 

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (310) 794-8741 or via email at rbaldridge@ucla.edu 
and reference the PRR number found above in the subject line. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Robert Baldridge 
Manager, Records Management & Information Practices  
(310) 794-8741 | (310) 794-8961 (fax) | records@ucla.edu 
 
 

mailto:rbaldridge@ucla.edu
mailto:records@ucla.edu
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FAGEN FRIEDMAN & FULFROST, LLP
L. Carlos Villegas, SBN 242251
cvillegas@f3law.com
Shiva E. Stein, SBN 215012
sstein@f3law.com
Jen Michael-Stevens, SBN 286646
jmichael-stevens@f3law.com
6300 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1700
Los Angeles, California 90048
Phone: 323-330-6300
Fax: 323-330-6311

Attorneys for Regents of the University of
California

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT

DAVID ABRAMS,

Plaintiff,

vs.

REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF
CALIFORNIA,

Defendant.

CASE NO. 19STCP03648

DEFENDANT'S SUPPLEMENTAL
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL
INTERROGATORIES PROPOUNDED BY
PLAINTIFF, SET ONE

Action Filed: 08/22/19
Trial Date: None Set

PROPOUNDING PARTY: Plaintiff DAVID ABRAMS

RESPONDING PARTY: Defendant REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA

SET NO.: SUPPLEMENTAL One

Pursuant to Sections 2030.210, et seq., of the California Code of Civil Procedure,

Defendant REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA ("Responding Party") hereby

submits these objections and responses to the First Set of Interrogatories propounded by Plaintiff

DAVID ABRAMS ("Propounding Party").

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

Responding Party has not completed its investigation of the facts relating to this case, its

discovery or its preparation for trial. All responses and objections contained herein are based only

upon information that is presently available to and specifically known by Responding Party. It is

anticipated that further discovery, independent investigation, legal research and analysis will
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L. Carlos Villegas, SBN 242251
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Shiva E. Stein, SBN 215012
sstein@f31aw.com
Jen Michael—Stevens, SBN 286646
jmichael-stevens@f3law.com
6300 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1700
Los Angeles, California 90048
Phone: 323-330-6300
Fax: 323-330-6311

Attorneys for Regents of the University of
California

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT

DAVID ABRAMS, CASE NO. 19STCP03648

Plaintiff, DEFENDANT'S SUPPLEMENTAL
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL

vs. INTERROGATORIES PROPOUNDED BY
PLAINTIFF, SET ONE

REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF
CALIFORNIA, Action Filed: 08/22/19

Trial Date: None Set
Defendant.

PROPOUNDING PARTY: PlaintiffDAVID ABRAMS

RESPONDING PARTY: Defendant REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA

SET NO.: SUPPLEMENTAL One

Pursuant to Sections 2030.210, et seq., of the California Code of Civil Procedure,

Defendant REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNLA ("Responding Party") hereby

submits these objections and responses to the First Set of Interrogatories propounded by Plaintiff

DAVID ABRAMS ("Propounding Party").

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

Responding Party has not completed its investigation of the facts relating to this case, its

discovery or its preparation for trial. All responses and objections contained herein are based only

upon information that is presently available to and specifically known by Responding Party. It is

anticipated that further discovery, independent investigation, legal research and analysis will
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Department, and UCLA Police Department. In accordance with California Code of Civil

Procedure Section 2030.230 the specific names (with some names redacted to maintain privacy)

may be derived from documentation produced by Responding Party in responses to Petitioner's

Request for Production of Documents, Set One, Exhibit “A”; at pages 1-17, 42-45, 52-70, 74-83,

and 96.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Identify by name all persons the DEFENDANT is aware of who have become the objects

of threats or harassment as a result of speaking at or organizing conferences of National Students

for Justice in Palestine.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Interrogatory is vague, ambiguous, unintelligible, assumes facts, lacks foundation,

overbroad, invades privacy. Interrogatory seeks information protected from disclosure by the

attorney-client privilege and attorney work product doctrine. Interrogatory seeks evidence of

central issue in pending litigation. Interrogatory seeks a compilation or summary of documents

already produced. Subject to and without waiving foregoing objections Responding Party states:

In accordance with California Code of Civil Procedure Section 2030.230 examples of targeted

attacks/harassment (with some names redacted to maintain third party/student privacy) may be

derived from documentation produced by Responding Party in responses to Petitioner's Request

for Production of Documents, Set One, Exhibit “A"; including but not limited to pages: 18-41;

46-50, 71-72, 84, 97-175, and 176.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Interrogatory is vague, ambiguous, unintelligible, assumes facts, lacks foundation,

overbroad, invades privacy. Interrogatory seeks information protected from disclosure by the

attorney-client privilege and attorney work product doctrine. Interrogatory seeks evidence of

central issue in pending litigation. Interrogatory seeks a compilation or summary of documents

already produced. As indicated above, interrogatory is vague, ambiguous and overbroad as

"Defendant" is defined by Petitioner as the entire Regents of California Including UCLA

(collectively University). It would be impossible for Respondent to provide a response as to all
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Department, and UCLA Police Department. In accordance with California Code of Civil

Procedure Section 2030.230 the specific names (with some names redacted to maintain privacy)

may be derived from documentation produced by Responding Party in responses to Petitioner's

Request for Production of Documents, Set One, Exhibit “A”; at pages 1-17, 42-45, 52-70, 74-83,

and 96.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Identify by name all persons the DEFENDANT is aware ofwho have become the objects

of threats or harassment as a result of speaking at or organizing conferences ofNational Students

for Justice in Palestine.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Interrogatory is vague, ambiguous, unintelligible, assumes facts, lacks foundation,

overbroad, invades privacy. Interrogatory seeks information protected from disclosure by the

attomey-client privilege and attorney work product doctrine. Interrogatory seeks evidence of

central issue in pending litigation. Interrogatory seeks a compilation or summary of documents

already produced. Subject to and without waiving foregoing objections Responding Party states:

In accordance with California Code of Civil Procedure Section 2030.230 examples of targeted

attacks/harassment (with some names redacted to maintain third party/student privacy) may be

derived from documentation produced by Responding Party in responses to Petitioner's Request

for Production of Documents, Set One, Exhibit “A"; including but not limited to pages: 18-41;

46-50, 71-72, 84, 97-175, and 176.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Interrogatory is vague, ambiguous, unintelligible, assumes facts, lacks foundation,

overbroad, invades privacy. Interrogatory seeks information protected from disclosure by the

attomey-client privilege and attorney work product doctrine. Interrogatory seeks evidence of

central issue in pending litigation. Interrogatory seeks a compilation or summary of documents

already produced. As indicated above, interrogatory is vague, ambiguous and overbroad as

"Defendant" is defined by Petitioner as the entire Regents of California Including UCLA

(collectively University). It would be impossible for Respondent to provide a response as to all
8 Case No. 19STCP03648
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persons the hundreds of University employees were aware of having been "become the objects of

threats or harassment" as a result of having spoken or organized any conference of National

Students for Justice in Palestine (NSJP). The question assumes University employees are aware of

all speakers or organizers at any NSJP conference, without limitation by date. Subject to and

without waiving foregoing objections Responding Party states: In accordance with California

Code of Civil Procedure Section 2030.230 examples of targeted attacks/harassment/threats

brought to the attention of University (with some names redacted to maintain third party/student

privacy) may be derived from documentation produced by Responding Party in responses to

Petitioner's Request for Production of Documents, Set One, Exhibit “A”; at pages: 18-41; 46-50,

71-72, 84, 97-175, and 176.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

Identify by name all persons the DEFENDANT is aware of who have become the objects

of threats or harassment as a result of such person being included on any INTERNET

BLACKLIST identified in response to Interrogatory Number 1.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

Interrogatory is vague, ambiguous, unintelligible, assumes facts, lacks foundation,

overbroad, invades privacy. Interrogatory seeks information protected from disclosure by the

attorney-client privilege and attorney work product doctrine. Interrogatory seeks evidence of

central issue in pending litigation. Question is not complete in and of itself and refers to preceding

interrogatories. Interrogatory seeks a compilation or summary of documents already produced.

Subject to and without waiving foregoing objections Responding Party states: Lara Kollab,

further, in accordance with California Code of Civil Procedure Section 2030.230 examples of

targeted attacks/harassment (with some names redacted to maintain third party/student privacy)

may be derived from documentation produced by Responding Party in responses to Petitioner's

Request for Production of Documents, Set One, Exhibit “A"; including but not limited to pages:

18-41; 46-50, 71-72, 84, 97-175, and 176.

/ / /

/ / /
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persons the hundreds ofUniversity employees were aware of having been "become the objects of

threats or harassmen " as a result of having spoken or organized fly conference ofNational

Students for Justice in Palestine (NSJP). The question assumes University employees are aware of

Qspeakers or organizers atfly NSJP conference, without limitation by date. Subject to and

without waiving foregoing objections Responding Party states: In accordance with California

Code of Civil Procedure Section 2030.230 examples of targeted attacks/harassment/threats

brought to the attention ofUniversity (with some names redacted to maintain third party/student

privacy) may be derived from documentation produced by Responding Party in responses to

Petitioner's Request for Production of Documents, Set One, Exhibit “A”; at pages: 18-41; 46-50,

71-72, 84, 97-175, and 176.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

Identify by name all persons the DEFENDANT is aware ofwho have become the objects

of threats or harassment as a result of such person being included on any INTERNET

BLACKLIST identified in response to Interrogatory Number 1.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

Interrogatory is vague, ambiguous, unintelligible, assumes facts, lacks foundation,

overbroad, invades privacy. Interrogatory seeks information protected from disclosure by the

attomey-client privilege and attorney work product doctrine. Interrogatory seeks evidence of

central issue in pending litigation. Question is not complete in and of itself and refers to preceding

interrogatories. Interrogatory seeks a compilation or summary of documents already produced.

Subject to and without waiving foregoing objections Responding Party states: Lara Kollab,

further, in accordance with California Code of Civil Procedure Section 2030.230 examples of

targeted attacks/harassment (with some names redacted to maintain third party/student privacy)

may be derived from documentation produced by Responding Party in responses to Petitioner's

Request for Production of Documents, Set One, Exhibit “A"; including but not limited to pages:

18-41; 46-50, 71-72, 84, 97-175, and 176.

/ / /

///
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Forwarded message ---------

From: 

Date: Wed, May 13, 2015 at 8: 30 PM

Subject: Harassment of student activists

To: janina montero < imonteroLsaonet. ucla. edu>

Dear Janina,

I hope this email finds you well!

I'm writing to let you know about a new case of harassment of student activists. This time, it is on

this website called CanaryMission. Org, which compiles a list of students, professors and other

activists, at least 8 of whom are affiliated with UCLA, including myself. ( I am using that particular
link because it redirects to the website, which prevents it from getting more " hits." The more hits a

website gets, the more prominently it will appear in Google search results.)

Regents of Univ. of Cal.   EXHIBIT A - 00019
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