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DECLARATION OF ANNA M. BARVIR 

I, Anna M. Barvir, hereby declare as follows: 

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice before all courts in the state of California. The law

firm where I am employed, Michel & Associates, P.C., is counsel of record for Plaintiffs Franklin 

Armory, Inc., and California Rifle & Pistol Association, Incorporated (collectively, “Plaintiffs”), in the 

above-entitled matter. I make this declaration in support of Petitioners’ Opposition to Defendants’ 

Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings. I have personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein and if 

called as a witness, I could and would competently testify hereto. 

2. On December 28, 2021, counsel for Plaintiffs in the above-entitled matter deposed Ms.

Cheryle Massaro-Florez, an employee of the California Department of Justice with the job title of 

Supervisor II who had executed a declaration in support of the Defendants’ November 29, 2021, motion 

to dismiss the second amended complaint. A true and correct copy of relevant excerpts from the 

transcript of the December 28, 2021, deposition of Ms. Massaro-Florez is attached as Exhibit 1.  

3. Attached to the notice of the deposition of Ms. Massaro-Florez, I requested several

categories of documents. Ms. Massaro-Florez and the DOJ produced those documents at the deposition 

on December 28, 2021. True and correct copies of all documents produced in response are attached as 

Exhibit 2. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 

true and correct. Executed on August 23, 2023, at Temescal Valley, California. 

Anna M. Barvir 
Declarant 
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10:36  1   reference in your declaration given a specific name, a
  
 2   title?
  
 3       A    Of the application?
  
 4       Q    The project as a whole.
  

10:36  5       A    Oh, just gun type, other.
  
 6       Q    Gun type, other.
  
 7            In paragraph 2 you state that the project
  
 8   also included various DOJ applications and databases,
  
 9   correct?
  

10:37 10       A    Yes.
  
11       Q    Can you clarify what you mean by applications
  
12   versus databases?
  
13       A    Yes.  So applications link up to databases,
  
14   and some of our databases have multiple applications
  

10:37 15   that are tied to them.
  
16       Q    And the DES would qualify as an application?
  
17       A    Application and a database.
  
18       Q    And a database.  Okay.
  
19            What applications were included in this
  

10:37 20   specific project?
  
21       A    Besides the dealer record of sale of entry
  
22   system, there was -- although another one called
  
23   dealer record of sale, we call it DROS.  The automated
  
24   firearms system, we call it AFS.  The arms and
  

10:38 25   prohibited person system.  We call it APPS, A-P-P-S.

Cheryle Massaro-Florez - December 28, 2021
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10:38  1   We also included one called the California Firearms
  
 2   Application Reporting System.  We call it CFARS.  And
  
 3   we have a middleware that can be considered an
  
 4   application, which is the California Information
  

10:38  5   Gateway.  We call it CFIG.
  
 6       Q    And what databases did this project include?
  
 7       A    The DES database, one called Consolidated
  
 8   Firearms Information System database, and the
  
 9   California Justice Information System database.
  

10:38 10       Q    And in paragraph 2, you state that the
  
11   modifications were deployed on October 21st, 2021; is
  
12   that correct?
  
13       A    No.
  
14       Q    When were they deployed?
  

10:39 15       A    October 1st, 2021.
  
16       Q    October 1st?
  
17       A    Yes.
  
18       Q    Thank you.  What does the term "deployed"
  
19   mean in that context?
  

10:39 20       A    It means that it was implemented and
  
21   available to the public to access.
  
22       Q    When was the first time you heard about this
  
23   project?
  
24       A    We were moving forward with this starting in
  

10:39 25   July.

Cheryle Massaro-Florez - December 28, 2021
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10:39  1       Q    July of?
  
 2       A    2021.
  
 3       Q    And that's the first time you ever heard
  
 4   about this, the other firearm issue?
  

10:40  5       A    No, that was the first time I was assigned
  
 6   the task to implement it.
  
 7       Q    When was the first time you heard about the
  
 8   issue, the "other" firearm --
  
 9            MR. BARNOUW:  I'm going to object.  This has
  

10:40 10   gone beyond the scope of discovery here.  We're here
  
11   to talk about the project that the -- to implement, to
  
12   deploy the "other" option and your contention that it
  
13   somehow does not render this case moot, so I'm going
  
14   to instruct her not to answer that question.
  

10:40 15            MR. DAVIS:  I think it's applicable in this
  
16   situation because I'd like to know how much time
  
17   transpired from the project being started to --
  
18   between that period and the time that she actually
  
19   heard about it being discussed, how much downtime
  

10:40 20   there was before any movement was actually moving
  
21   forward on it.
  
22            (Simultaneous speakers.)
  
23            MR. BARNOUW:  We can go back and look at her
  
24   answer to the question.  I think she said July.
  
25   ///

Cheryle Massaro-Florez - December 28, 2021
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10:41  1   BY MR. DAVIS:
  
 2       Q    July was when -- July 1st, 2021 is when it
  
 3   started, correct, Ms. Massaro-Florez?
  
 4       A    Yes.
  

10:41  5       Q    Who -- were you assigned this project by
  
 6   someone?
  
 7       A    Yes.
  
 8       Q    Who?
  
 9       A    My Information Technology Manager III.
  

10:41 10       Q    What's that person's name?
  
11       A    I can't pronounce his last name very well.
  
12   His first name is Naren.  Let me pull it up for you
  
13   and spell it for you.  My apologies.  It is --
  
14            MR. DAVIS:  That's N-o-r-i-n?
  

10:42 15            THE WITNESS:  It's N-a-r-e-n.  The last name
  
16   is Mikkilineni.  It's M-i-k-k-i-l-i-n-e-n-i.
  
17   BY MR. DAVIS:
  
18       Q    Was there anyone else assigned to this
  
19   project before you?
  

10:42 20            MR. BARNOUW:  I'm going to object.  It's
  
21   vague.
  
22            Go ahead.
  
23            THE WITNESS:  Yes.  My -- my copartner.  We
  
24   are sister units.  We were both tasked to -- and
  

10:42 25   there's a document that was sent to you -- to discuss

Cheryle Massaro-Florez - December 28, 2021
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

 

 I, Laura Palmerin, 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 Boulevard, Suite 200, Long Beach, California 90802.  

 

 On August 23, 2023, I served the foregoing document(s) described as  

 

DECLARATION OF ANNA M. BARVIR IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO 

DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR JUDGMENT ON THE PLEADINGS 
 

on the interested parties in this action by placing  

  [   ] the original 

[X] a true and correct copy 

thereof by the following means, addressed as follows:  

 

Kenneth G. Lake 

Deputy Attorney General 

Email: Kenneth.Lake@doj.ca.gov  

Andrew Adams  

Email: Andrew.Adams@doj.ca.gov 

California Department of Justice 

300 South Spring Street, Suite 1702 

Los Angeles, CA 90013 

Attorney for Respondents-Defendants 

 

  X   (BY ELECTRONIC MAIL) As follows: I served a true and correct copy by electronic 

transmission through One Legal. Said transmission was reported and completed without error. 

 

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

foregoing is true and correct.   

 

 

Executed on August 23, 2023, at Long Beach, California. 

 

 

              

Laura Palmerin 


