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C. D. Michel — S.B.N. 144258

Scott M. Franklin — S.B.N. 240254
Sean A. Brady — S.B.N. 262007
MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
180 E. Ocean Boulevard, Suite 200
Long Beach, CA 90802

Telephone: 562-216-4444

Facsimile: 562-216-4445

Email: cmichel@michellawyers.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

DAVID GENTRY, JAMES PARKER, ) CASE NO. 34-2013-80001667
MARK MIDLAM, JAMES BASS, and )
CALGUNS SHOOTING SPORTS ) REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE IN
ASSOCIATION, ) SUPPORT OF MOTION TO COMPEL
) FURTHER RESPONSES TO SPECIAL
Plaintiffs and Petitioners, ) INTERROGATORIES, SET THREE,
) PROPOUNDED ON DEFENDANTS
vs. ) KAMALA HARRIS AND STEPHEN
) LINDLEY
KAMALA HARRIS, in Her Official )
Capacity as Attorney General for the State )
of California; STEPHEN LINDLEY, in His )
Official Capacity as Acting Chief for the )
California Department of Justice, BETTY )
YEE, in Her Official Capacity as State )
Controller for the State of California, and )
DOES 1-10. ) Date: October 28, 2016
) Time: 9:00 a.m.
Defendants and Respondents. ) Dept.: 31
)

Action filed: 10/16/2013

Plaintiffs request the Court take judicial notice, pursuant to Evidence Code section 452,
subdivisions (c), (h), and section 453, of the following facts, which are relevant to Plaintiffs’
abovementioned discovery motion as described therein.!

1. That the excerpts of the 2013-2014 Biennial Report attached as Exhibit 3 to the

Declaration of Scott M. Franklin in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel Further Responses to

! All statutory references herein are to the Evidence code, except where noted.
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Special Interrogatories, Set Three (“Franklin Decl.”) are true and correct excerpts of a report
published by the California Department of Justice (the “Department”) under the title Biennial
Report[-]Major Activities 2013-2014. (See § 452, subds. (¢), (h).)

2. That Defendant Kamala Harris sent a letter to the members of the California
Legislature dated January 21, 2016, wherein she requested that a temporary funding allocation, to
be used for enforcing the Armed and Prohibited Person System (“APPS”), be made permanent, as
is evidenced by a true and correct copy of that letter attached as Exhibit 4 to the Franklin Decl. (§
452, subd.(c).)

3. That in July 2012, the Governor cut approximately $59,000,000 out of the
Department of Law Enforcement’s budget, as is evidenced by true and correct excerpts of the
report titled “California Department of Justice Biennial Report[-]Major Activities[-]2011-
2012[,]” which are attached as Exhibit 5 to the Franklin Decl. (§ 452, subds. (¢), (h).)

4. That the Department of Law Enforcement’s budget was $189,882,000 for the fiscal
year 2012-2013, as is evidenced by true and correct excerpts of the report titled “California
Department of Justice Biennial Report[-]Major Activities[-]2011-2012[,]” which are attached as
Exhibit 5 to the Franklin Decl. (§ 452, subds. (c), (h).)

5. That the total amount of expenditures for Department programs funded via the
Dealers’ Record of Sale (“DROS”) Special Account for fiscal ear 2013-2014 was $29,144,382, as
is stated in the budget record produced in response to a discovery request propounded on
Defendants in this Action, which is attached to the Franklin Decl. as Exhibit 6. (§ 452, subd. (h).)

6. That the total amount of expenditures for attorney salaries, including benefits,
funded via the DROS Special Account for fiscal year 2013-2014 was approximately $181,486.29,
as is stated in Defendant’s Third Amended Responses to [Plaintiffs’] Special Interrogatory (Set
Three); true and correct excerpts of that document are attached to the Franklin Decl. at Exhibit 7.
(§ 452, subd. (h).)

7. That at some point during fiscal years 2011-2012 and 2012-2013, the DROS
Special Account was used to fund costs related to the Department’s Government Law division

having provided attorneys to work on a lawsuit described by a Department employee as “related
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to Penal Codes and CCW’s [sic][,]” i.e., permits to carry a concealed weapon, as is indicated in
the budget record produced in response to a discovery request propounded on Defendants in this
Action, which is attached to the Franklin Decl. as Exhibit 8. (§ 452, subd. (h).)

Finally, Plaintiffs wish to make it clear that they believe all of the facts described above
cannot be reasonably disputed because of the context in which they arose. If, however, Defendants
raise a facially plausible basis upon which to dispute one or more of the facts described above,
Plaintiffs will withdraw the relevant request(s) for judicial notice and then perform discovery to

verify the veracity of Defendants’ position on any such issues.

Dated: April 25,2016 MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C.

fon ]

Seott M/F tanklin, Attorney for the Plaintiffs
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PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I, Laura L. Quesada, am employed in the City of Long Beach, Los Angeles County,

California. I am over the age eighteen (18) years and am not a party to the within action. My
business address is 180 East Ocean Blvd., Suite 200, Long Beach, CA 90802.

On April 25, 2016, the foregoing document(s) described as

REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO COMPEL
FURTHER RESPONSES TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORIES, SET THREE,

PROPOUNDED ON DEFENDANTS KAMALA HARRIS AND STEPHEN LINDLEY

on the interested parties in this action by placing

[ ] the original
[X] a true and correct copy

thereof enclosed in sealed envelope(s) addressed as follows:

Kamala D. Harris, Attorney General of California
Office of the Attorney General

Anthony Hakl, Deputy Attorney General

1300 I Street, Suite 1101

Sacramento, CA 95814

X

(BY MAIL) As follows: Iam "readily familiar" with the firm's practice of collection and

processing correspondence for mailing. Under the practice it would be deposited with the
U.S. Postal Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Long Beach,
California, in the ordinary course of business. [ am aware that on motion of the party
served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date is more than one day after
date of deposit for mailing an affidavit.

Executed on April 25, 2016, at Long Beach, California.

(PERSONAL SERVICE) I caused such envelope to delivered by hand to the offices of the
addressee.
Executed on April 25, 2016, at Long Beach, California.

(STATE) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that

the foregoing is true and correct.

(FEDERAL) I declare that I am employed in th e nber of the bar of this
court at whose direction the service was made.
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