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Phone: (408) 357-3975 

Attorney for Defendant: Susan Bassi 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

8 THEPEOPLEOFTHESTATE No. Cl 777801 
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14 

OF CALIFORNIA, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

SUSAN HAZLETT BASSI, 

NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION TO 
RECUSE DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S 
OFFICE AND MOTION TO RECUSE 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE; 
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT 

D�te: Nov , 15�1;_9
A Tune: 9-:.Q_�l \ 

Defendant(s). Dept:-� 
___________ ! . Time Est: Fu l\ r:P-� 

15 TO THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT, AND TO THE DISTRICT 
ATTORNEY FOR SANTA CLARA COUNTY: 

. 16 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on the date and time specified above, or as 

17 
soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, in the above named department of the 

18 
above entitled court, the defendant, by and through courisel, will move this Court to 

19 
disqualify the Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office from serving as the prosecuting agency 

· 20 
for this criminal case. (Pen. Code,§ 1424, subd. (a)( l).) 

21 This motion will be based on the grounds set forth in the attached memo�andum 

22 of points and authorities, exhibits, the papers and records on file with the court, and any further 

23 evidence or argument which will be presented at the hearing on this m tter. 

24 Dated : October 31, 2019 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

A. Overview: 

Susan Bassi is a journalist and has lived in California for many years. She has no criminal 

history. Ms. Bassi' s coverage of local news as a journalist and her participation in local county 

politics as an activist includes harsh criticism of the Family Court System and of the Santa Clara 

County District Attorney's Office. (Exh. A, � 2, Exh. H, p. 58, � 11.) 

The motion to recuse the Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office from continued 

involvement in the resolution of this criminal matter should be granted because the totality of 

evidence described herein demonstrates "a reasonable possibility that the DA's office may not 

exercise its discretionary function in an evenhanded manner." (People v. Cannedy (2009) 176 

Cal.App.4th 1474, 1479 - 1480, quoting People v. Conner (1983) 34 Cal.3d 141, 148.) 

That office has already levied charges selectively against Ms. Bassi, as addressed below and 

in the companion, selective prosecution motion pursuant to Murgia v.Municipal Court (1975) 15 

Cal. 3d 286, and has attempted to circumvent the Fourth Amendment to the United States 

Constitution by using a subpoena duces tecum to obtain private information from Ms. Bassi's 

computer and cell phone which may only be lawfully seized through a search warrant, as addressed 

here and in the companion motion to quash. 

In addition, Kasey Halcon, the Director of the Victim Services Unit of the District 

Attorney's Office recently filed a civil restraining order lawsuit against Ms. Bassi. Ms. Halcon, 

attached a copy of the then four count misdemeanor criminal complaint filed by the District 

Attorney's Office against Ms. Bassi as an exhibit to her civil case. That complaint charged Ms. 

Bassi with three counts of taking photographs in the courthouse in violation of a local rule of court 

and one count of resisting arrest. The elected District Attorney Jeffrey Rosen inserted himself into 

employee Halcon's civil restraining order case against Ms. Bassi, when he provided a sworn 

declaration for that lawsuit describing his own personal interactions with Ms. Bassi, which included 

his description of his fear of her and his negative opinions about her. 

Within the past few weeks one of Mr. Rosen's Deputy District Attorneys has merged the 

factual issues in employee Halcon's civil restraining order case into Ms. Bassi's criminal case by 
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1 filing three new misdemeanor charges alleging that Ms. Bassi violated a temporary restraining order 

2 issued in that civil case when she purportedly sent three non-threatening, work-related emails to Ms. 

3 Halcon in her capacity as the director of District Attorney Victim Services. The totality of evidence 

4 adduced for this motion shows that the Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office has exercised 

5 disparate treatment and further demonstrates apparent and actual bias toward Ms. Bassi in the 

6 charging and prosecution of her case. 

7 ARGUMENT 

8 I. Pursuant to Penal Code Section 1424, the Santa Clara County District Attorney's 
Office Must Be Recused'from Further Involvement in this Prosecution Because a 

9 Conflict of Interest Exists That Would Render it Unlikely That the Defendant Would 
Receive a Fair Trial. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

A. Statement of the Case and Procedural History. 

Initially Ms. Bassi was charged in docket C 1777801 with a single misdemeanor count of 

violating Penal Code§ 166(a)(4) [willful violation of a court order for disobeying the terms of a 

Santa Clara County Local Court Rule prohibiting the use of recording devices in a courthouse], 

which allegedly occurred on August 31, 2017. After Ms. Bassi insisted on a speedy trial, the 

prosecution added two additional counts for alleged violations of the same code section. As the case 

was being litigated, and when the defense raised the need to file a second Murgia motion and a 

motion to disqualify the District Attorney's office for bias and conflict, the prosecution continued to 

add charges. 

Currently, Ms. Bassi faces seven counts, including three just added on October 2, 2019. 

Ms. Bassi is currently charged with the following: Counts l and 4 allege misdemeanor violations of 

Penal Code§ 166(a)(4) [violation of local court rule prohibiting photography/recording]. These 

offenses were alleged to have occurred on August 31, 2017, and March 19, 2018. The specific 

misdemeanor crime with which Bassi has been charged for taking photographs is criminalized only 

through the local court order and is not conduct otherwise condemned by state penal statute. 

Counts 2 and 3 allege another misdemeanor violation of Penal Code§ 166(a)(4) [violation 

of local court rule prohibiting photography/recording] and a violation of Penal Code§ 148(a)(l), 

resisting, delaying or obstructing an officer. These two charges arose out of a November 14, 2017, 
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1 incident where police grabbed Ms. Bassi' s cell phone from her hand because she was filming a 

2 hostile encounter between sheriff deputies and a citizen inside of the courthouse. Ms. Bassi filed a 

3 civil rights law suit against the Santa Clara County Sheriffs Department for the injuries inflicted 

4 during this encounter. (Exh. A, if if 3 - 4.) That action is pending. 

5 On July 3, 2019, Kasey Halcon, the Director of the Victim Services Unit at the District 

6 Attorney's Office started civil restraining order litigation against Ms. Bassi. Ms. Halcon and a 

7 second civil plaintiff, Nicole Ford, a local family law attorney who serves as the Administrative 

8 Vice Chair of Santa Clara County Domestic Violence Council, by appointment by the County Board 

9 of Supervisors, both filed nearly identical actions against Ms. Bassi on July 5, 2019, and provided 

10 each other with declarations in support of the other's lawsuit. (Exh. A, if 5, Exh. H.) The two 

11 women serve together on the Domestic Violence Council. (Exh. H, p. 20, if 8.) 

12 The elected Santa Clara County District Attorney Jeffrey Rosen inserted himself as a 

13 witness into these two civil restraining order matters on behalf of his employee Halcon, and on 

14 behalf of County Board appointee Ford, by filing his own declaration detailing his personal 

15 interactions with, and negative opinions about, Ms. Bassi during or after meetings within the 

16 courthouse. (Exh. A, if 5. Exh. H, pp. 52 - 54.) 

17 Both Ms. Halcon and Ms. Ford attached a copy of the misdemeanor criminal complaint 

18 filed by Mr. Rosen's office against Ms. Bassi as an exhibit to their declarations in support of their 

19 requests for a temporary restraining order in each of their civil cases. (Exh. H, pp. 26 - 28.) At that 

20 time, the complaint filed in Ms. Bassi 's criminal case included four misdemeanor counts. (Exh. A, if 

21 5, Exh. H, pp. 26 - 28.) Ms. Halcon also attached a declaration from a District Attorney's Office 

22 Investigator, Jefferey Nichols. (Exh. H, pp. 55- 60.) He expresses his negative opinions about Ms. 

23 Bassi and describes his self-initiated "threat assessment" about Ms. Bassi which he bases on 

24 observing people other than Bassi, hearsay about Bassi, while ignoring the fact that she is a middle-

25 aged woman with no criminal history, one of the factors he has declared that he has been trained to 

26 consider when making a "threat assessment." (Exh. H, pp. 55 - 60, p. 56 if 5.) 

27 On October 2, 2019, the Deputy District Attorney assigned to Ms. Bassi's case, Ms. 

28 Daniella Rich, added three new charges, counts 5, 6, and 7, to the criminal complaint alleging 
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1 misdemeanor violations of Penal Code§ 166(a)(4). The three newest counts charge Ms. Bassi with 

2 sending three specific emails on September 10, 13, and 19, 2019, to Kasey Halcon, Director of 

3 Victim Services, purportedly in violation of a temporary civil restraining order. Please note that the 

4 new misdemeanor criminal charges in counts 5, 6, and 7, do not pertain to Ms. Nicole Ford, the 

5 local family law attorney and second civil restraining order litigant. 

6 The September 10, 2019, e-mail to Ms. Halcon at the District Attorney's Office sought 

7 information about available victim compensation for specific domestic violence victims under 

8 Marsy's Law. (Exh.I, pp. 2854 - 2856.) Ms. Bassi, closed her September 10, 2019, email to Ms. 

9 Halcon by listing her full name, address, and phone number. (Exh. I, p. 2856.) The other two 

10 emails, charged as counts 6 and 7, were sent to Ms. Halcon seemingly as part of a larger blind cc 

11 distribution list. These two emails discussed some of her ongoing investigative journalistic pursuits, 

12 announced journalism and domestic violence related forums, meetings, films, and contained links to 

13 promotional videos and web sites publicizing upcoming community events. (Exh. I, pp. 2857 -

14 2860.) These e-mails to Ms. Halcon included a standard email header listing Ms. Bassi's full name 

15 and her email address which also included her last name. (Exh. I, pp. 2854, 2857.) This is not a case 

16 of anonymous or threatening contact, according to the listed victim and to the officer who took the 

17 report. (Exh. I, pp. 2846, 2861.) For continuity, the page numbering in Exhibit I retains the 

18 sequential numbering previously used for discovery purposes. 

19 On October 17, 2019, the prosecutor assigned to Ms. Bassi's case, Ms. Daniella Rich, filed 

20 a subpoena duces tecum, which the defense has challenged in the companion motion to quash. That 

21 subpoena seeks many months worth of personal records from Ms. Bassi' s email account, internet 

22 search results, and GPS tracking data from her cell phone. That subpoena also made the same broad 

23 search and seizure request as to Nicole Ford, who as mentioned above, has no connection to the 

24 criminal charges pending against Ms. Bassi, but serves on the Domestic Violence Council with 

25 Halcon. (Exh. H, p. 20, 'If 8, See criminal complaint.) The District Attorney's Office knows or 

26 should know that it is unlawful and improper to try to use a criminal subpoena to obtain computer 

27 and cell phone information protected by the Fourth Amendment and to further try to obtain the same 

28 private information on behalf civil litigant Nicole Ford who is a friend or business associate of 

District Attorney's Office employee Halcon. (Exh. A, 'If 5, Exh. H, p. 20, 'If 8.) 
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1 

2 

B. Defense Discovery Motions and California Public Records Act Request 
Supporting Discriminatory Enforcement of the Local Rule of Court Forbidding 
Courthouse Photography/Recording. 

3 Predecessor defense counsel Dmitry Stadlin, brought three separate motions to compel 

4 discovery during the pendency of this case. In January, 2018, Mr. Stadlin, sent a discovery request 

5 to the prosecutor assigned to this case, requesting Murgia discovery. (Exh. A, '1[ 3.) The prosecutor 

6 replied that the requested materials fell outside the scope of her discovery obligations. (Exh. A, '1[ 3.) 

7 Mr. Stadlin filed a Mugia discovery motion supported by the sworn affidavits of himself and two 

8 other local lawyers declaring that they had personally seen many people take photographs in and 

9 around the court house and inside court rooms without being prosecuted for violating the rule of 

1 o court for which Ms. Bassi now faces prosecution. (Exh. A, '1[ 3.) That discovery motion was opposed 

11 by the prosecution and was denied by the court. (Exh. A, '1[ 3.) 

12 Meanwhile, pursuant to a February 19, 2019, California Public Records Act Request, Ms. 

13 Bassi obtained internal emails from the District Attorney's Office delivered to her by Santa Clara 

14 County Counsel Deputies Hayley Reynolds and Kavita Narayan in multiple email batches. (Exh. C, 

15 pp. 4 - 8, see also email headers Exh. D, E, F, G.) These emails show frequent correspondence 

16 between Stanford professor Michele Dauber and five different Deputy District Attorneys during 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

.23 

Dauber's efforts to spearhead and publicize the recall campaign of Judge Aaron Persky. (Exh. C, D, 

E, F, G.) As detailed below, Dauber asked different Deputy District Attorneys to interpret 

"screenshots" she took of documents within court files in violation of the same local court rule 

charged against Ms. Bassi. 

Ms. Dauber's 15 violations of the local "no-photography" rule are as follows: 

1. Six Violations (Exh. D, pp. 10 - 12.) 

In emails exchanged between Assistant District Attorney Brian Welch and Michele Dauber, 

24 they discuss two criminal cases and Dauber sends questions and six screenshots from a specific case 

25 file on October 6, 2016. (Exh. D, pp. 10 - 12.) Dauber states in these emails: "I sent you the court 

26 file along with some screenshots." (Exh. D, p. 9.) 

27 

28 
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1 2. Nine Violations (Exh. E, pp. 29, 31 - 33.) 

2 In emails exchanged between Dauber, and Assistant/Deputy District Attorneys Terry 

3 Hannon, Cindy Hendrickson, Luis Ramos, and Alaleh Kianerci, they discuss the procedural history 

4 and dispositions in several criminal cases. (Exh. E, pp. I - 33, 41 - 43.) In the course of this 

5 correspondence, Dauber sends nine screenshots. (Exh. E, pp. 29, 31 - 33.) In a Sept. 26, 2016, email 

6 which included questions, and three screenshots, she states: "On this screenshot from the file, the 

7 Judge indicated .... " (Exh. E, pp. 21 - 22.) On July 13, 2016, A.D.A. Terry Hannan in an email to 

8 Dauber states: "From reviewing the documents you sent, it appears .... " (Exh. E, p. 28.) On July 8, 

9 2016, Dauber asks A.D.A. Hannan: "I have a question about how to read this file" and 

Io attaches') peg" images, five of which are later reproduced in color in the California Public Records 

11 Act discovery. (Exh. E, p.29, 31 - 33.) On July 19, 2016, in an email from Dauber to D.D.A. 

12 Hannon "Re: Robert Chain child pornography question," there originally appeared to have been an 

13 attached labeled "Screen Shot 2016-07-19 at 8:04:46 AM.png." (Exh. E, p. 30.) 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

3. Unlawful Screenshots Circulated Within the D.A's Office. 
(Exh. F, pp. 1 - 6.) 

On September 27, 2016, A.D.A. Terry Hannon forwarded Dauber's emails with three 

screenshots to D.D.A. Luis Ramos. (Exh. F., pp. 1 - 2.) On September 30, 2016, D.D.A. Cindy 

Hendrickson asked Dauber to "send [her]" the "entire plea agreement" in a Judge Persky domestic 

violence case which Dauber previously had asked questions about. (Exh. F, p. 3, Exh. E, p. 5.) 

Dauber attached the requested plea agreement to her email, sent it to D.D.A. Cindy Hendrickson, 

who then forwarded it to A.D.A. Brian Welch. (Exh. F, pp. 3 - 6.) 

As shown in these emails over the course of nearly a year, Ms. Dauber was never warned 

by law enforcement (i.e. the five Deputy District Attorneys) that photographing court files was 
23 

24 

25 

26 

unlawful, she was not told to stop, nor was she prosecuted for taking photographs in the court 

house. (Exh.s D, E, F, G.) Although she committed the same offense pending against Ms. Bassi, and 

committed it more frequently than Ms. Bassi, she was treated with something approaching 

deference since she was pursing a widely-publicized, political goal with which the District 
27 Attorney's Office agreed and which they actively sought to advance through their participation with 
28 
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1 Ms. Dauber behind the scenes. (Exh.s D, E, F, G.) The District Attorney's Office coordination with 

2 Ms. Dauber in connection with her efforts to gather and distribute newsworthy information to 

3 support the recall effort included: compiling lists of Judge Persky' s cases from the District 

4 Attorney's internal data-base for Ms. Dauber's use (Exh. E, pp. 17 - 18), formulating targeted 

5 publicity materials (Exh. E, p. 27), agreement to avoid publicizing the "alcohol hookup culture" 

6 (Exh. E, p. 27), an agreement not to discuss specific cases and information Dauber found during her 

7 Persky file search with others who might "gossip" in order to arrange "press exclusive" interviews 

8 for Dauber (Exh. E, p. 24), and in late May 2016, working with Dauber to edit a letter to be signed 

9 by Dauber and included D.D.A. Alaleh Kianerci's "sentencing brief." (Exh. E, pp. 41 - 43.) Dauber 

1 o kept the Assistant and Deputy prosecutors with whom she worked informed about the publicity she 

11 was bringing to the Brock Turner case, domestic violence, and "rape culture," while receiving praise 

12 from Deputy District Attorney Luis Ramos for her efforts. (Exh. G, pp. 1 - 16, Exh. E, 34 - 40, See 

13 also Exh. G, pp. 7 - 16.) 

14 The need for recusal is readily apparent from the totality of these facts, but most 

15 particularly because the elected District Attorney and two of his employees are now enmeshed in 

16 the facts at issue in counts 5, 6, and 7, of the criminal case. All three have already expressed 

17 negative opinions about this defendant in written declarations filed in the civil case. In Counts 1, 2 

18 and 4, defendant has produced actual, not just theoretical, evidence that as least five Assistant 

19 and/or Deputy District Attorneys participated in and were willing to ignore violations of the same 

20 local misdemeanor rule of court charged against Ms. Bassi when their political goals coincided with 

21 the lawbreaker's goals. 

22 D. Applicable Legal Standard. 

23 Under Penal Code section 1424, a motion to disqualify the district attorney "may not be 

24 granted unless the evidence shows that a conflict of interest exists that would render it unlikely that 

2S the defendant would receive a fair trial." (People v. Bell (2019) 7 Cal.5th 70, 97; People v. Cannedy 

26 (2009) 176 Cal.App.4th 1474, 1479.) A conflict under section 1424 '"exists whenever the 

27 circumstances of a case evidence a reasonable possibility that the DA's office may not exercise its 

28 discretionary function in an evenhanded manner."' (Id. at pp. 14 79 - 1480, quoting People v. 

Conner (1983) 34 Cal.3d 141, 148.) 
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1 In Haraguchi v. Superior Court (2008) 43 Cal.4th 706,the California Supreme Court 

2 "delineated what constitutes a conflict of interest that would warrant recusal under Penal Code 

3 section 1424." (Cannedy, supra, 176 Cal.App.4th at p. 1483.) The Court explained: "the first half of 

4 the inquiry asks only whether a 'reasonable possibility' of less than impartial treatment exists, while 

5 the second half of the inquiry asks whether any such possibility is so great that it is more likely than 

6 not the defendant will be treated unfairly during some portion of the criminal proceedings." (Ibid, 

7 quoting Haraguchi, supra, 43 Cal.4th at p. 713.) 

8 The court further explained, "the two parts of the test are to some extent continuous rather 

9 than discrete, as many factors relevant to the overarching inquiry may be framed in terms of their 

10 effect on the existence of a conflict or its gravity." (Cannedy, supra, 176 Cal.App.4th at p. 1483, 

11 quoting Haraguchi, supra, 43 Cal.4th at pp. 717-718, fn. 13, italics omitted.) To establish whether 

12 the prosecutor suffers from a disabling conflict of interest, "the trial court must consider the entire 

13 complex of facts surrounding the conflict to determine whether the conflict makes fair and impartial 

14 treatment of the defendant unlikely." (People v. Eubanks (1996) 14 Cal.4th 580, 599.) 

15 Recusal of an entire office as opposed to a single prosecutor "is a disfavored remedy that 

16 should not be applied unless justified by a substantial reason related to the proper administration of 

17 justice." (Cannedy, supra, 176 Cal.App.4th at p. 1482.) Recusal has been properly denied where 

18 one non-attorney employee of the District Attorney's Office is called as a witness (Cannedy, supra, 

19 176 Cal.App.4th at pp. 1489, 149), or where "one or more deputy district attorneys are witnesses," 

20 without more. (People v. Merritt (1993) 19 Cal.App.4th 1573, 1580 [Recusal of DA Investigator 

21 from participation in criminal prosecution cured conflict].) 

22 Situations which have been recognized as likely to give rise to a more prejudicial type of 

23 conflict which merits recusal include "having a financial or partisan interest in the outcome of the 

24 case," "the so-called 'role conflict' caused when one attorney acts as both advocate and witness," or 

25 "the appearance of interest" or lack of "objectivity." (Cannedy, supra, 176 Cal.App.4th at p. 1488, 

26 citing People ex rel. Younger v. Superior Court (1978) 86 Cal.App.3d 180, 204 - 211.) Where the 

27 conflict at issue involves a Deputy District Attorney who is in "a supervisorial capacity," it becomes 

28 more likely that recusal of the entire office is appropriate. (See Merritt, supra, 19 Cal.App.4th at p. 

Motion to Recuse District Attorney's Office 9 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



1 1580, and cases cited therein.) Recusal is required where the defense can show '"real, not merely 

2 apparent,' potential for prejudice." (Bell, supra, 7 Cal.5th at p. 98, quoting Eubanks, supra, 14 

3 Cal.4th at p. 592.) 

4 

5 

E. Defendant Has Met Her Burden of Showing Both a "Reasonable Possibility" of 
Less Than Impartial Treatment and "That it Is More Likely than Not" She Will 
"Be Treated Unfairly During Some Portion of the Criminal Proceedings." 

6 The "entire complex of facts" in this case tip the scales in favor of the need for recusal. 

7 First, bias, selectivity, and a lack of evenhanded application of the law, are demonstrated by the 

8 actions by multiple Assistant and Deputy District Attorneys who participated with or watched 

9 Michele Dauber commit the same county-specific misdemeanor as Ms. Bassi, but did nothing. 

10 (Eubanks, supra, 14 Cal.4th at p. 599.) The fact that some of Dauber's emails with attached 

11 phonographs from court files were distributed from D.A. to D.A. within the office or sent up the 

12 chain of command (Exh. F, pp. 1 - 9), is circumstantial evidence that the "crime" at issue was not 

13 regarded as serious enough to mention when Dauber committed it, but was serious enough to charge 

14 when Ms. Bassi committed it. 

15 The unequal application of this county-specific crime is corroborated by local defense 

16 attorneys who know about Ms. Bassi' s prosecution and have submitted declarations that they have 

17 personally witnessed others committing specific violations of this local rule and have never known 

18 anyone to be prosecuted for the crime charged against Ms. Bassi. (Exh. B, pp. 1 - 2.) The emails 

19 between Dauber and five Assistant or Deputy District Attorneys and the declarations of local 

20 counsel, constitute a showing of "'real, not merely apparent,' potential for prejudice" in the 

21 charging decisions made in this case. (Bell, supra, 7 Cal.5th at p. 98, quoting Eubanks, supra, 14 

22 Cal.4th at p. 592.) 

23 Second, bias, partisanship, and an underlying intent to help insulate the Santa Clara County 

24 Sherif fs Office from civil liability, may also be inferred from the fact that defendant's 

25 photography/recording crime in count 2 was charged with a second misdemeanor violation of Penal 

26 Code section 148 in count 3. Ms. Bassi filed a civil rights lawsuit because the Santa Clara County 

27 Sheriffs Deputies injured Ms. Bassi's hand while grabbing her phone in order to stop her from 

28 filming an altercation between those deputies and a third person in the courthouse. (Exh. A, 'If 'If 3 -

Motion to Recuse District Attorney's Office 10 
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1 4.) The facts criminalized in counts 2 and 3, involve issues of civil liability and should be sorted out 

2 between Ms. Bassi and the County in the context of the pending civil case. When the District 

3 Attorney's Office ignores more blatant violators of the local, no-photography crime, but charges the 

4 injured party in criminally with that crime, further suggests a "partisan interest in the outcome of the 

5 case" and a lack of "objectivity." (Cannedy, supra, 176 Cal.App.4th at p. 1488.) 

6 Third, now that District Attorney employee Halcon's civil litigation has been incorporated 

7 into the criminal case through the latest three charges added to Ms. Bassi's complaint as counts 5, 6, 

8 and 7, the elected District Attorney's choice to involve himself in that litigation has ripened into a 

9 conflict of interest for his Office to continue as the governmental agency pursuing a criminal 

10 conviction against Ms. Bassi. Ms. Halcon is the alleged victim in three of the seven counts charged 

11 in Ms. Bassi' s criminal complaint and the elected District Attorney has already gone on the record 

12 in a sworn declaration expressing his negative opinion, fears, and worries about the defendant. 

13 (Exh. H, pp. 52 - 54.) 

14 Such a declaration by the head of the office is an expression of a "partisan interest in the 

15 outcome of the case" and shows a lack of the necessary "objectivity" about this defendant. 

16 (Cannedy, supra, 176 Cal.App.4th at p. 1488; Merritt, supra, 19 Cal.App.4th at p. 1580.) It also 

17 impacts "the proper administration of justice" by his office. (Cannedy, supra, 176 Cal.App.4th at p. 

18 1482.) The elected D.A. 's declaration creates unique pressure in Ms. Bassi's case on all of the 

19 prosecutors under his control and who serve at his pleasure to pursue measures in conformity with 

20 the views of their boss. The assigned Deputy District Attorney is placed in the untenable position 

21 where she is not free to disregard the judgment her boss has already made about this defendant. 

22 This is not merely a theoretical concern. There are already two concrete indications in this 

23 record demonstrating that the negative opinions expressed by the elected District Attorney, and his 

24 open support for Ms. Halcon's civil restraining order litigation, have influenced the decisions and 

25 actions of the Deputy District Attorney assigned to Ms. Bassi's case. First, D.D.A. Rich made the 

26 belated election to add the three criminal charges arising from the civil litigation based on 

27 allegations that Ms. Bassi sent one non-threatening email and failed to remove Ms. Halcon from an 

28 email distribution list, in violation of the civil temporary restraining order. Charging these 

Motion to Recuse District Attorney's Office 11 
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1 objectively non-threatening acts as crimes resulted in dragging the messy civil litigation between 

2 Ms. Bassi and Ms. Halcon, into the criminal arena. Second, Ms. Rich soon thereafter, served a 

3 subpoena duces tecum for a broad-based, unlawful search of Ms. Bassi's computer and cell phone, 

4 primarily aimed at finding additional violations of her work colleague, Kasey Halcon's temporary 

5 civil restraining order and of finding new violations of uninvolved party Nicole Ford's temporary 

6 civil restraining order. The subpoena was an improper use of criminal processes to further her 

7 colleague's civil litigation interests and the interests of a friend of her work colleague. 

8 The fact that Ms. Rich served a subpoena, rather than try to obtain the legally necessary 

9 search warrant based upon probable cause, shows a deliberate or negligent failure to conform to 

10 black letter Fourth Amendment law. As addressed further in Ms. Bassi 's motion to quash, the fact 

11 that D.D.A Rich also misrepresented to the court in her declaration in support of that subpoena that 

12 the materials she sought were relevant to the currently charged case, when the requests pertained 

13 only to potential additional charges, shows an intent to mislead the court to the prejudice of this 

14 defendant. (See Pickering v. State Bar of California (1944) 24 Cal.2d 141, 144; Davis v. State Bar 

15 (1983) 33 Cal.3d 231, 240 [There is a presumption that when the prosecution makes misleading 

16 statements to the court, it intends for the court to act to the detriment of the opposing party based on 

17 its misrepresentation.].) D.D.A. Rich's actions, in conformity with her boss's negative view of this 

18 defendant, meet the standard of a '"real, not merely apparent,' potential for prejudice." (Bell, supra, 

19 7 Cal.5th at p. 98, quoting Eubanks, supra, 14 Cal.4th at p. 592.) Her charging decision and her 

20 unlawful and over-broad pursuit of private information from Ms. Bassit' s computer and cell phone, 

21 is circumstantial evidence of a "partisan interest in the outcome of the case" and a lack of 

22 "objectivity." (Cannedy, supra, 176 Cal.App.4th at p. 1488.) 

23 The totality of these actions clarify the need to recuse the District Attorney's Office from 

24 further involvement in this criminal prosecution. The defense has met the standard for recusal under 

25 Penal Code section 1424 under any formulation of that standard by the California Supreme Court. 

26 The defense has shown that there exists a "reasonable possibility that the DA's office may not 

27 exercise its discretionary function in an evenhanded manner"' (Cannedy, supra, 176 Cal.App.4th at 

28 pp. 1479 - 1480, quoting People v. Conner, supra, 34 Cal.3d at p. 148), and that the "possibility [of 
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1 less than even-handed treatment] is so great that it is more likely than not the defendant will be 

2 treated unfairly during some portion of the criminal proceedings." (Cannedy, supra, 176 

3 Cal.App.4th at 1483, quoting Haraguchi, supra, 43 Cal.4th at p. 713, emphasis added.) 

4 The elected District Attorney and his opinions about this defendant are now hopelessly 

5 enmeshed in Ms. Bassi's criminal prosecution. The totality of all actions undertaken by the District 

6 Attorney's Office in pursuing Ms. Bassi's criminal case demonstrate a "reasonable possibility" that 

7 the entire office has both an actual and an apparent lack of "objectivity" and a "partisan interest" in 

8 the outcome of the same factual issues involving the same parties now pending in both the civil and 

9 criminal cases. (Cannedy, supra, 176 Cal.App.4th at p. 1488, citing People ex rel. Younger v. 

10 Superior Court, supra, 86 Cal.App.3d at pp. 204 - 211.) Recusal is mandatory because the "'real, 

11 not merely apparent,' potential for prejudice" has been shown. (Bell, supra, 7 Cal.5th at p. 98, 

12 quoting Eubanks, supra, 14 Cal.4th at p. 592.) 

13 CONCLUSION 

14 For these reasons, this Court should recuse the Santa Clara County District Attorney's 

15 Office from further involvement in prosecuting Ms. Bassi' s case and ensure that the case is turned 

16 over to the Attorney General's Office. 

17 

18 Dated: October 31, 2019 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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18 

1 9  

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

I declare that I am over the age of 18, not a party to this action and my business address is 350 W. 
Julian Street #9, San Jose, Ca 95110. On the date shown below, I served the within Motion to Recuse 
Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office, Exhibits in Support, to the following parties 
hereinafter named by: 

BY PERSONAL DELIVERY and by EMAIL to the addresses shown below: 

Daniella Rich 
District Attorney's Office 
70 West Hedding, West Wing 
San Jose, CA 95110 

Daniella Rich [drichl@da.sccgov.org] 

BY DEPOSIT IN THE U.S. POSTAL SYSTEM to the addresses shown below: 

Office of the Attorney General 
455 Golden Gate Avenue, 
Suite 11,000 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

I declare under penalty of perjury the for 
at San Jose, California. 

e and correct. Executed October 31, 2019, 

Motion to Quash Subpoena Duces Tecum/Opposition To Release 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



Motion To Recuse Exhibit List 

Exhibit A - Declaration of defense counsel Leah Gillis 

Exhibit B - Declarations of Two Eye-Witness Attorneys (Mayfield, Coughlin) 

Exhibit C - California Public Records Act Request; Responsive Letter from Santa Clara 
County Counsel; Emails from County Counsel transmitting responsive 
documents in pdf format as email attachments from County Counsel Kavita 
Narayan to Ms. Bassi. 

Exhibit D - Emails between Assistant District Attorney Brian Welch and Michele 
Dauber [6 screenshots] 

Exhibit E - Emails between Assistant District Attorney Terry Harmon, Deputy District 
Attorney Cindy Hendrickson, Deputy District Attorney Luis Ramos, Deputy 
District Attorney Alaleh Kianerci, and Michele Dauber [9 screenshots]; 

Exhibit F - Forwarded emails within the D.A. 's office with attached screenshots 

Exhibit G - Deputy District Attorney Luis Ramos emails with Dauber 

Exhibit H - Kasey Halcon, Director of Victim Services, District Attorney's Office, civil 
suit w/ declarations. 

Exhibit I - Police Reports, counts 5, 6, 7. 
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28 EXHIBIT A 
Motion to Recuse Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office 
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1 LAW OFFICE OF LEAH GILLIS 
350 W. Julian Street #9 

2 San Jose, Ca 95110 
Phone: (408) 357-3975 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Attorney for Defendant: Susan Bassi 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE 
8 OF CALIFORNIA, 

No. Cl 777801 

9 Plaintiff, NOTICE AND MOTION TO RECUSE 
DISTRICT ATTORENY'S OFFICE; 

10 POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT 
vs. 

11 

12 SUSAN HAZLETT BASSI, Date: Nov. 15, 2019 
Time: g@\Qj'Y) 

13 Defendant(s). Dept.: 

14 

15 

16 

17 
1. 

18 2. 

19 

20 

21 3. 

22 4. 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

5. 

I 

DECLARATION OF COUNSEL LEAH GILLIS 

I, Leah Gillis, declare as follows: 

I am an attorney licensed to practice law in California. I am the attorney appointed to 
represent the defendant, Susan Bassi, in the above entitled case. 

I am personally aware that Ms. Bassi is an independent journalist and that she reports on 
local events, has made public comments at the Board of Supervisors meeting or hearing, 
some of which were critical of the Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office, the Victim 
Services Unit of the District Attorney's Officer, and/or Jeff Rosen, the elected Santa Clara 
County District Attorney. 

I am personally familiar with the pleadings and procedural history of this criminal case. 

I am personally aware that Ms. Bassi filed a civil rights law suit against the Santa Clara 
County Sheriffs Department for the injuries inflicted during a November 14, 2017, incident 
where police grabbed Ms. Bassi' s cell phone from her hand because she was filming a hostile 
encounter between sheriff deputies and a citizen inside of the courthouse. That incident 
resulted in criminal charges filed against Ms. Bassi which are Counts 2 [P.C. 148] and 3 
[P.C. 166(a)(4)] of the Third Amended criminal complaint. 

I am personally familiar with the pleadings and procedural history in the civil restraining 
order cases filed against Ms. Bassi by Kasey Halcon, the Director of the Victim Services 
Unit from the Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office (Case No. 19CH008843), and 
by Nicole Ford, a local family law attorney who also serves as the Administrative Vice Chair 
of Santa Clara County Domestic Violence Council, by appointment by the County Board of 
Supervisors (Case No. 19CH008844). Both civil actions are identical in that the same 

Motion to Recuse District Attorney 's Office I DECLARATION 1 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

6. 

supporting declarations by Kasey Halcon, Nicole Ford, Jeffrey F. Rosen, and Jeffrey Nichols, 
a District Attorney's Office Investigator, the same points and authorities, and the same copy 
of the criminal complaint against Ms. Bassi as it existed on April 3, 2019, with four of the 
seven current counts, among other attachments, were filed in each of the two civil plaintiffs 
actions. 

On October 2, 2019, the Deputy District Attorney assigned to Ms. Bassi's case, Ms. Daniella 
Rich, added three new charges to the misdemeanor criminal complaint when she learned that 
Ms. Bassi, through counsel, would be pursuing a motion to recuse the District Attorney's 
office for conflict of interest and bias and would be filing a Murgia selective prosecution 
discovery motion based on uncovering new evidence through a California Public Records 
Act Request revealing that a similarly situated person, who was working directly with several 
different Deputy DA's to unseat Judge Aaron Persky, had committed the same county
specific misdemeanor of taking photographs in the courthouse more frequently than Ms. 
Bassi, but has never been prosecuted for the same crime charged against Ms. Bassi. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoin ect. Executed on October 
31, 2019, in San Jose, CA. 

Motion to Recuse District Attorney's Office I DECLARATION 2 
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1 

2 

DECLARATION OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 

3 I, DANIEL M. MAYFIELD, declare as follows: 

4 1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in California. 

5 2. I have been practicing in Santa Clara County since 1982. 

6 3. My practice is almost exclusively criminal defense. 

7 4. I have personally witnessed people taking photographs or video inside Courtrooms 

8 and Courthouses in this county. 

9 5. I have seen this happen even after October 10, 2017. 

10 6. It is hard to say how many times I have witnessed this. However, it is common for 

11 people in the clerk's office to photograph files (despite the notice telling them not 

12 to) and it is common for lawyers to photograph copies of "snap outs" so that the 

13 client can keep a copy and the lawyer can have an electronic copy. 

14 7. In addition, I believe that the definition of"Courthouse" includes the area outside 

15 the doors of the courthouse and immediately adjacent to the courthouse. In this 

16 area I have seen numerous individuals and news organizations take photographs. 

17 8. To the best of my knowledge, none of those people were prosecuted by the District 

18 Attorney's office for taking photographs in Court. 

19 

20 I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my 

21 knowledge. 

22 Executed on July 5, 2018, in San Jose, California. 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

DECLARATION 

D111'i t l ft c1 h'el& 
DANIEL M. MAYFIELD 

Exh. B, p.l 
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1 DECLARATION OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 

2 I, Patrick Coughlin, declare as follows: · 

3 1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in California. 

4 2. I have been practicing in Santa Clara County for 6 years. 

5 3. I have personally witnessed people taking photographs or video inside Courtrooms 

6 and Courthouses in this county. 

7 4. I have seen this happen even after October 10, 2017. 

8 5. Specifically, I have witnessed the following: 

9 a. During a matter set in a felony case management courtroom, my client took 

10 photographs on a date her matter was set for entry of plea. The assigned 

11 courtroom Sheriff's deputy asked her to stop. Unfortunately, I had not 

12 witnessed the initial exchange. My client did not stop. She was 

13 apprehended by several deputies and remanded. While her request to be 

14 released in light of a recent change of plea was denied, the judge made it 

15 clear that she would not be prosecuted for any violation of an order. 

16 6. Based on my personal knowledge, I know that none of those people were 

17 prosecuted by the District Attorney's office for taking photographs or video in 

18 Court. 

19 

20 I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

21 Executed on July 3, 2018, in San Jose, California. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

D 

PATRICKC 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

Exh. B, p.2 
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OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

County Government Center 
70 West Hedding Street 
East Wing, 9111 Floor 
San Jose, California 95110-1770 

( 408) 299-5900 
( 408) 292-7240 (FAX) 

VIA E-MAIL 
Susan Bassi 
gilroybassi@gmail.com 

March l ,  2019 

James R. Williams 
COUNTY COUNSEL 

Greta S. Hansen 
CHIEF AsslSTANT COUNTY COVNSEL 

Robert M. Coelho 
Steve Mitra 

Douglas M. Press 
Gita C. Suraj 

AsslSTANT COUNTY COllNSEL 

Re: Your Februarv 19. 2019 California Public Records Act Request 

Dear Ms. Bassi: 

I write to provide the County's initial response to your February 19, 2019 California 
Public Records Act (CPRA) request. The CPRA requests contained in your February 15 email 
are listed below with responses and requests for clarification where needed: 

This request ls for the time period o[Januarv 1. 2010-productjga: 

1. All records and writings evidencing the county's employment and hiring practices. 

Without more specificity, it is not clear what records and writings you are seeking .. Some 
potentially responsive records and writings are exempt or excluded from the CPRA, and will not 
be provided. For example, individual personnel records are exempt from disclosure under the 
CPRA under Government Code section 6254(c) as well as protected by individual employees' 
privacy rights under California Constitution, Article I, Section l ,  as well as the right to privacy 
under state and federal law. Similarly, communications with County Counsel to obtain legal 
advice about specific personnel issues, and County Counsel's nonpublic legal work product are 
exempt from production based on the attorney-client privilege and attorney work product 
doctrine (Gov. Code§ 6254(k); Evid. Code§§ 915, 952, 9S4}, and will not be produced. 

To the extent you are seeking documents about specific County processes, the following 
publicly accessible weblinks provide infonnation and documents responsive to your request: 

• County Ordinance Code, Division 
A25: https://library.municode.com/ca/santa clara county/codes/code of ordinances 
?nodeld=TITAGEAD DIVA25PEDE; 

Exh. Cp. 01 
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Re: Your February 19. 2019 California Public Records Act Request 
Date: March 1, 2019 
Page 5 

Evid. Code§§ 915, 952, 954), the official information privilege (Gov. Code§ 6254(k); Evid. 
Code§ 1040), and any other applicable exemptions. 

8. All records to and from any employee of the DAO and a person known as Michele 
Landis Dauber, and Ken Dauber. This includes social media connections, emails, 
phone records, letters, calendars, notes, invitations or communications. 

Attached is a zip folder ("Emails") and two additional attschments ("dauber to 201511 
Redacted" and "CPRA_Redacted") containing many email documents responsive to your 
request. Although your request seeks correspondence and communications dating back to 
January l ,  2015, please note that by virtue of the County's retention policies, emails are 
generally only retained for two years. 

We have applied exemptions narrowly to redact the following information in the attached 
documents: 

• Private personal contact information, and in two instances private medical 
information, both of which are exempt from disclosure under sections 6254(c) and 
6255 of the Government Code, and non-responsive to your request in any event. 

• The name of the victim in the Brock Turner case, which was kept confidential 
during the case and is exempt from disclosure under the official information 
privilege (Gov. Code, § 6254(k); Evid. Code, § 1040). 

• Preliminary drafts that the District Attorney's Office does not retain in the 
ordinary court of business (Gov. Code, § 6254, subd. (a)), 

• Records discussing or containing prosecution strategy and/or non-public details 
about specific criminal prosecutions, which are protected by the attorney-client 
privilege and/or attorney work-product protection, and are subject to the 
investigative exemption (Gov. Code, § 6254, subds. (t), (k); Evid. Code, § 952; 
Civ. Proc. Code,§ 2018.030). This includes all records from the District 
Attorney's Office's internal case management system. 

• Re.cords of communications between the District Attorney's Office and the Office 
of the County Counsel attorney Kavita Narayan concerning civil legal matters, 
which are protected by the attorney-client privilege (Gov. Code, § 6254, subd. (k); 
Evid. Code, § 952). 

• Communications with crime victims regarding their cases, which are protected by 
the official information privilege (Gov. Code, § 6254, subd. (k); Evid. Code, § 
1040). 

• Records containing internal discussions and deliberations prior to formulation of 
policies and official decisions, which are protected by the deliberative process 
privilege (Gov. Code, § 6255; Regents of Univ. of Cal. v. Super. Court (1999) 20 
Cal.4th 509, 540). 

Exh. Cp. 02 

2-

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



Re: Your February 19. 2019 California Public Records Act Request 
Date: March I, 2019 
Page7 

13. All invoices, costs and records related to the county investigation of and 
representation of Mr. Wehby in 2016 and 2017 related to a restraining order 
requested by an individual known as Stephen Patrick White. 

Attached please find a zip folder ("White v Webby") containing court filing records from 
tbe representation of Mr. Webby in the White matters. We have no responsive invoices or cost 
records. Other records you have requested, including County Counsel communications with the 
District Attorney's Office, the case file, and other records relating to investigation and 
representation are exempt from disclosure under the attorney-client and attorney work product 
privileges (Gov. Code§ 6254; Evid. Code§§ 915, 952, 954), the official information privilege 
(Gov. Code§ 6254(k); Evid. Code§ 1040), the investigation files exemption (Gov. Code§ 
6254(t)), and any other applicable exemptions. 

Very truly yours, 

JAMES R. WILLIAMS 
County Counsel 

HAYLEY A. REYNOLDS 
Deputy County Counsel 
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. .. . . . 

-- Forwarded message ---------
From: Reynolds, Bayley <hayley.reynolds@cco.sccggv.grg> 
Date: Fri, Mar l,  2019 at 3 :S6 PM 
Subject: RE: Jeff Rosen - Sean Webby- California Public Records Request (3 of 4) 
To: gilroybassi@mnail.com <gilroybassi@gmail.com> 

Email 4 of4 

Ms. Bassi, 

This is the final email with responsive documents the County has at this time. 

D 
Hayley Reynolds ; Deputy County Counsel 

Hayley RevnoJds@cco.sccgov.org 

NOTICE TO Rt:CIPIEN'I': The intiJrmaiion i11 lhis email is "-ontidcntial wzd muy he protcc1cd hy 1l1c auon1ey�clicn1 and/or wllrk product 
privileges. If you M:Civcd 1his email in error. any n:vie\\', use, disscminDlian, distrib111ion. ur .:opying rif ii is slrii:lly prol1ihi1etl. Please nolify 
Administralioo, Ofti" of the County Cuun!ii:I. uf thc error immediately t1t 408·299-S900 and d.:lcl&.' 1his cm11munic111ion and un)' auach\'d 
dacumen1s fn1m your sys1em. 

From: Reynolds, Hayley 
Sent: Friday, March l, 2019 3 :S4 PM 
To: 'gilroybassi@wail.com' <gjlroybassi@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Jeft'Rosen - Sean Webby- California Public Records Request (3 of 4) 
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Email 3 of4 

D 
Hayley Reynolds I Deputy County Counsel 

()llicc of)Lhc t:nunty Cllllll:-iCI, Ctlunly ol'Sunrn Clal'a 

Offic�: ( 408) 299-5936 ! Facsin1ili:: 1408 I 292-7240 

Hayley Rcyno!ds@cco.sccgov.om 

NOTICE TO RECIPIENT: The inli>nna1ion in this email is confidential and may be protcc1ed by the 11uomcy-c1icnt and/1>r W\lTk product 
privileges. If you received this email in error, any review, use, dissemination, distribution. t>r copying of it is strictly prohibi1ed. Please notify 
Administration. Office ofd1e County Counsel. of the error immt:diatcly at 408-299-5900 and delete this communicatitln and '111)' attai:l1ed 
documenls from your system. 

From: Reynolds, Hayley 
Sent: Friday, March I,  2019 3:53 PM 
To: 'gilroybassi@gmail.com' <gilroybassi@mnail.com> 
Subject: RE: Jeff Rosen - Sean Webby- California Public Records Request (2 of3) 

Email 2 of4 

Ms. Bassi, 

There will be four emails due to file size limitations. This is email two of four. 

D 
Hayley Reynolds i Deputy County Counsel 

Oilier.: of1h .. · County t\1unscl. County of Santa Clar:i 

70 \\\�sl Hedding Stn:ct. East \\-'ing. 91h Fl\ior I Sm1 .lo:-iC. CA 951 10 

Ol"lice: (408) 299-5936 ! Fm.::::-tirnilc: (408) 2ll1-7240 

ttavlev Reynolds@cco sccgov.org 
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NOTICE TO RECIPlt:NT: The infurmntim1 in this emnil is confidential and may he protected by the auon1cy..client 11m.1Jor work 11roduct 
priviltges. If you received this email in em.tr, any review. u�e, disscmina1ion, dis1ribu1iun, or copying of it is s1rictly prohibib.?d. Pie� notilY 
Administralilln, OJli">t: of lhe C(lunty Counsel; of 1he en·or immediately at 408-299-5900 and deli:te this Cllmmunication and any 1111ached 
documents from your system. 

From: Reynolds, Hayley 
Sent: Friday, March I ,  2019 3:46 PM 
To: 'gilroybassi@gmail.com' <gilroybassi@gmail.com> 
Subject: RE: Jeff Rosen - Sean Wehby- California Public Records Request 

Ms. Bassi, 

Please find attached the County's response to your request, as well as a first batch responsive 
documents. A second email will follow with the remaining documents. 

D 
Hayley Reynolds I Deputy County Counsel 

Ollie .. · of lhL' Counl)' Counsi:I. County of Santa Clara 

70 \\.'est 11\!Jding Street Fast \Ving, 91h Flt1or l S;m .lose. C1\ 95 1 10 

Ollil:"': uHl8 1 29lJ-59:�6 ! Fa .. ·:'i1nik: (408) 292-72..io 

Hay!ey.Reynolds@cco.sccgov.om 

· NOTICE TO RECIPIENT: 111c inlbnn11tim1 in this '-"111Dil is cC1nlid1.-ntinl and may be protected by the attorney-client and/or work producl 
privileges. If )'Oii rccei\'cJ this cnrnil in error. any rc\'iew. use. d

"
isscminntion, dis1ribu1io11, or copying of it is s1rictly prohibited. Please notify 

Administration. om� of the C(lunty Counsl."I, of 1hc l."m1r innncdiati:ly nt 408-299-5900 and delete this communication and any au ached 
documents from your sysll."m. 

From: Susan Bassi <gilroybassi@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2019 8:12 PM 
To: Williams, James <james,williams@cco.sccgov.org>; Narayan, Kavita 
<Kavita.Naravan@cco.sccgov.org> 
Subject: Jeff Rosen - Sean Wehby- California.Public Records Request 

Santa Clara County Custodian of Records: 
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This is a NEW media request for public records under the California Public Records Act ("PRA") 

(Government Code §§ 6250 et seq.), article 1 § 3(b) of the California Constitution, and the common law 

right of access to public documents and information. If any of my former requests overlap with this, 

this is to clarify those requests remain open and this request in no way seeks to modify, waive or 

terminate any prior requests. 

This request is for the time period of January 1. 2010-production: 

1 .  All records and writings evidencing the county's employment and hiring practices. 

2. All records and writings related to the county"s Whlstleblower program. 

3. All records related to a DAO employee known as Sean Webby, including but not limited to Mr. Webby"s 

pre· employment records, interview records and employment records subject to production. This request 

includes a request for Mr. Webby"s job description, complaint history and communications that include 

coordination of Mr. Rosen's schedule, press conferences, and any interactions with the press and the public 

related to Mr. Rosen's political campaigns and the campaign of Judge Aaron Persky in 2016·2018. The request 

is for Mr. Webby"s resume 

4. All records of communications between Mr. Webby and Mr. Benjamin Rada, the PIO for the county courts. 

5. All communications Mr. Rosen has had with organizations and religious groups during the time period 

where he campaigned for DAO , and including communications, video and information related to any 

presentations , semi public presentations, made to any religious organizations located in Santa Clara 

County. 

6. All records related to the planning and notice of any and all press conferences Mr. Rosen held , including a 

press conference held related to the changing of laws for cyberbullyfng and sexual assault from 2010 to 

present. 

7. All records related to Mr. Rosen's travel out of country, and to San Quentin prison. This includes travel 

logs, expense records, emails, phone records, and communications. 

8. All records to and from any employee of the DAO and a person known as Michele Landis Dauber, and Ken 

Dauber. This includes social media connections, emails, phone records, letters, calendars, notes, invitations 

or communications • 

9. The formal calendars , with notes , vacation time, travel, press conferences, meetings and public 

appearances for Mr. Rosen for the years 2016, 2017, 2018, and 2019. 

5 Exh. C p. 07 
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10. All records evidencing the policies and procedures of the DAO and Victim Witness Services related to the 

privacy of victims. This Includes policies about redaction of victim names from court file and Information 

about internal conflicts of interest. 

11 .  All records evidencing memos, communications and writings as to how county employees, the DAO and 

VWS were informed that PIO Sean Web by was subject to a 2016 restraining order. 

12. All policies and procedures of the DAO and VWS for checking conflicts of Interest. 

13. All Invoices, costs and records related to the county investigation of and representation of Mr. Webby In 

2016 and 2017 related to a restraining order requested by an Individual known as Stephen Patrick White. 

Pursuant to Govt. Code § 6253.1 (a), If this request is unclear or overbroad, I ask your help with making 

the request focused and effective. Please assist me with identifying records and information responsive 

to the request or to the purpose of the request (§ 6253.1 (a)(1 )), and provide suggestions for 

overcoming any practical basis for denying inspection or copying of the records or information sought (§ 

6253.1 (a)(3)). I am happy to provide any additional clarifying information that will help identify the 

record or records (§ 6253.1 (b)). I also agree to accept the records in email form, to reduce the copying 

costs that may be associated with this request. 

If you determine that any of the information I have requested is exempt and will not be disclosed, 

pleased provide me with a signed notification citing the legal authorities on which you rely. Govt. Code 

§ 6255. Pursuant to § 6253, please disclose all reasonably segregable non-exempt information from any 

portions of records you claim are exempt from disclosure. 

I look forward to your determination on this request within ten days of your receipt of it as required by 

Government Code § 6253, or earlier if you can make that determination without having to review the 

records in question. To assist with the prompt release of responsive material, I ask that you make 

records available to me as you locate them, rather than waiting until all responsive records have been 

collected. 

In the event you determine a cost would be associated with producing these records, I would request 

access to inspect the records and identify those in which I will need to copy. Please let me know the 

dates and times when such inspection would be possible. 

I prefer to receive my responses in email. Thank you in advance for your consideration. 
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Susan Bassi 

P.O. Box2220 

Los Gatos, CA 95031 

(831)320-6421 

7 Exh. C p. 09 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

14 

15 

16 

17  

18 

19 

20 

2 1  

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 EXHIBITD 
Motion to Recuse Santa Clara County District Attorney ' s  Office 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



Narayan, Kavlta 

From: Welch, Brian 
Sent: Friday, September 30, 2016 10:49 AM 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Dear Michele, 

I am the Assistant DA overseeing the Palo Alto branch office. I previously supervised that office, which is now under the 
direct supervision of Clarissa Hamilton. Please do not to hesitate to contact me or Clarissa if you wish to discuss 
particular cases assigned to Palo Alto. I researched the Gunderson case when you brought It to our attention, and I 
have no qualms looking at other cases that interest you. 

Cindy mentioned that you inquired about the Tadevosyan case. I am very familiar with that case, as is Clarissa, because 
of Its seriousness and the challenges presented by the uncooperative victim and her retained attorney, Dennis 
Lempert. Deputy District Attorney Alex Adams was assigned that case, and despite his valiant efforts to persuade the 
victim to cooperate, she steadfastly refused to do so. Without the victim, our likelihood of success at trial was 
significantly reduced. The negotiated disposition was the product of our conversations with defense counsel. The court 
had very little input, other than to approve the negotiated terms. We agreed to extensive weekend work In lieu of 
straight jail time to allow the defendant to keep his job. Because the defendant financially supports the victim and her 
child, we were concerned that his jail term would cause him to lose his job, thus inflicting further hardship on the 
victim. I also view weekend work as a legitimate form of punishment in select cases. We were very pleased with this 
disposition, and If the defendant falls to meet the weekend work commitment, he will be remanded to custody. 

I hope this email answers your questions. 

Brian M. Welch 
Assistant District Attorney 
Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office 
70 W. Hedding Street 
San Jose, CA 95110 
(40B) 792-2624 

I 
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Narayan, Kavlta 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Welch, Brian 
Tuesday, October 11, 2016 11:06 AM 
Michele Dauber 
RE: where Keenan Smith was on Sunday 10/4 

As soon as we have that date I'll make sure to let you know. 

We also asked the jail about Mr. Tadevosyan, who you will recall you also inquired about. He has not yet reported for 
his weekend work, which was scheduled to begin on 9/17 /16. 

These developments have come as quite a surprise to many of us, because we have been under the impression that the 
jail and probation carefully monitor defendants on weekend work. Clearly, that's not happening. The jall has told us 
that they don't report to probation when someone fails to appear. Rather, they wait for the probation officer to contact 
them for a compliance update. 

We're in contact with probation about this situation In general. Stay tuned. 

Brian 

From: Michele Dauber mallto 
Sent: Tuesday, October 11, 201 
To: Welch, Brian <bwelch@dao.sccgoy.org> 
Subject: Re: where Keenan Smith was on Sunday 10/4 

They had a bye week according to the football schedule, so he wasn't traveling with the team, so even if anyone 
was inclined to think that was a good reason to miss your sentence, that excuse does not exist fur October 9. 

Please let me know ASAP when you have a date? 

Thanks, 
MLD 

On Tue, Oct 1 1 , 20 1 6  at 8:53 AM, Michele Dauber �rote: 

Hi Brian do you know when that will e? 

On Tue, Oct 11,  2016 at 8:47 AM, Welch, Brian <bwelch@dao.sccgov.org> wrote: 

Hi Michele, 

We are getting this case put back on calendar to deal with these issues. He also failed to show up for weekend work 
on 10/9. 

Brian 

I 
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On Tue, Oct 18, 2016 at 7:48 AM, Welch, Brian <bwe!ch@dao.sccgov.org> wrote: 

We did not file anything for today's hearing, mostly because we don't have all the facts that probation has. I don't 
know If the defense flied anything. The probation department filed a report, but it's in our file with Ms. Klanercl who 
will be making the appearance. 

Brian 

From: Michele Dauber [mailt� 
Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 20� 
To: Welch, Brian <bwelch@dao.sccgov.ors> 
Subject: Re: pleadings for today 

In the Smith case . 

• , On Tue, Oct 18, 2016 at 7:37 AM, Michele Dauber--=- wrote: 

I . 

i t ' 

Hi Brian: 

Can you send me copies of the pleadings from the DA, the defense and anything filed by the probation 
department today? 

Thanks, 

Michele 
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Narayan, Kavita 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject 

Welch, Brian 
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 8:27 AM 
Michele Dauber 
RE: pleadings for today 

We won't know our position until we've heard from the probation officer and the defendant on the reasons for his 
failure to do weekend work. The court has options, such as imposing additional jail time for violating probation. Serving 
some jail time, even if just for a weekend, would seem appropriate. 

From: Michele Dauber mallt 
Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 201 
To: Welch, Brian <bwelch@dao.scmov.om> 
Subject: Re: pleadings for today 

What will you guys be asking for given the fact that he has been dropped from weekend work again? Perhaps he 
should have more frequent DVRs and complete his sentence on Sa/Sun from here out. Sometimes athletes have 
to miss games when they commit crimes. It happens. It's not as bad as missing work or class. 

Thanks, 
Michele 

On Tue, Oct 18, 2016 at 7:55 AM, Welch, Brian <bwelch@dao.sccgov.ore;> wrote: 

She will appear if the case can't be called at the beginning of the calendar when Alaleh will be there. Alaleh may have 
to leave before the calendar is completed, so Clarissa may stand in then. It's better for Alaleh to make the appearance 
because she's handled the case from the outset. 

From: Michele Dauber [mallto--1 
Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 20� 
To: Welch, Brian <bwelch@dao.sccgov.org> 
Subject: Re: pleadings for today 

OK, I thought I saw an email that you had said that the supervising DA was making the appearance. Did I 
remember that incorrectly? 

What are the people asking for today? 
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How are you? Well I hope. 

l am writing to tbllow up on the case of Mr. Tadevosyan about whom we emailed and spoke last year in 
October. I have provided you wlth our prior email below for your reference. 

Mr. Tadevosyan you will reeall accepted a plea arrangement that sentenced him to spend 45 clays in county and 
then get 274 days of work crew. As of October, he had not appeared for work crew. I am writing to see if he 
ever appeared for work crew and if not what the follow on to that was. 

If it is easier to talk on the phone, please feel free to cal 

Sincerely, 

Michele 

On Tue, Oct 1 1 ,  2016 at J l :05 AM, Welch, Brian <bwclch@dao.sccgov.org> wrote: 

As soon as we have that date I'll make sure to let you know. 

We !llso asked tb.ejail aboµt Mr. Tad(!VQSY!lll, Wb(l youwLll r=ll you.also inquired about He has.not yet 
reported :fo;;: }jls weekend work, whielt was sche<luled to begin on 9/l 7/1<1. 

These developments have come as quite a surprise to many of us, beequse we have been under the impression 
that the jail and probation carefully monitor defendants on weekend work. Clearly, that's not happening. Tho 
jail has told us that they don't report to probation when someone fails to appear. Rather, tliey wait for the 
probation officer to contact them for a compliance \lpdate. 

' l  
, ( We�re in contact with probation about this situation in general. Stay tuned. 
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Thanks! 

Michele 

On Mon, Aug28, 2017 at I : 1 1  PM Welch, Brian <bwelch@dao.sccgov.org> wrote: 

Hi Michele, 

There are no future court dates for Mr. Tadevosyan because the court issued a no-bail warrant for his arrest in 
November of2016. He may have fled the country. I don't know if you've been in contact with the victim, but 
if you have infoimation that's different from mine, please let me know. Thanks. 

Brian 

Brian M. Welch 

Assistant Disbict Attorney 

Santa Clara County Disbict Attorney's Office 

70 W. Hedding Street 

San Jose, CA 951 10 

(408) 792-2624 

From: Michele Dauber [ mailto 

Sent: Saturday, August 26, 2017 8:58 AM 

To: Welch, Brian <bwelcb@d•n.sccgov,org> 
Subject: Re: where Keenan Smith was on Sunday I 0/4 

Dear Brian: 
2 Exhibit D, p. 07 
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Narayan, Kavita 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hi Brian: 

Michele Dauber 
Thursday, August 31, 2017 8:26 AM 
Welch, Brian 
Re: where Keenan Smith was on Sunday 10/4 

Would this be better to talk about over the phone? I'd be glad to talk about i� 
I have the file and am aware of the challenges in the case. I can see the body attachment. 

Thanks, 
Michele 

On Thu, Aug 31,  2017 at 8:23 AM, Welch, Brian <bwelch@dao.sccgoy.org> wrote: 

Hi Michele, 

Mr. Tadevosyan was remanded on July 2 1 ,  2016, to serve 90 days in jail. Victim informed my office in 
October that Mr. Tadevosyan had left the country. I doubt that he served time on SWP after his release and 
before he fled, but I would have to make some calls to confinn that. I am concerned that you are using this case 
as an example of Judge Persky's handling of DV cases. Please know that the victim was extremely 
uncooperative and was represented by counsel. The negotiated disposition we reached in this case was 
exceptional in light of the challenges we were up against. 

Brian 

To: Welch, Brian <bwelch@dao.sccgov.org> 
Subject: Re: where Keenan Smith was on Sunday I 0/4 

Dear Brian thanks for the info. Did Mr. Tadevosyan ever serve any part of this sentence and if so which part? If 
it's easier to chat feel free to call me-· 
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Narayan, Kavita 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hi Brian: 

Michele Dauber < 

Thursday, October 06, 2016 4:44 PM 
Welch, Brian 
Re: Keenan Smith 

Thanks for talking today. I sent you the court file along with some screenshots. 

The thing that confuses me is that the 4.5.16 note from the jail says he didn't show up on April 2 to commence 
his sentence (and that is what the probation letter on 7.15.16 also says. Does this mean he NEVER appeared for 
his sentence of just that he failed to show on April 2 but did show on April 3. I THINK it means he never 
showed I am not sure. On April 25, the transcript shows that he had not yet (nearly 2 months after his plea) 
even talked to a PO, nor had he yet signed up for DV class (see timeline below) 

3.2.16 Guilty Plea, requires him to serve wwp Sa-Sun from 4/2 until football seasons starts 8/6 
4.2. 16 failed to show to commence sentence 
4.5.J 6 notice of violation issued by sheriff DOC 
4.28. 16 Had done nothing, not even met with PO. 
5.25.16 DV review, says he's enrolled, and probation says he's "otherwise in compliance." Had he yet showed 
up to jail? 
7.15.16 Probation sends letter changing his sentence to just Sunday giving him new surrender date of 817 and 
new weekend work start date ofS/25 (6 months after he was originally to start in April) 
8.16.16 dropped from DV because of3 no-shows. Nothing happens. Asked to sign up by 9113 
9.13 .16 states that he signed up on 9 .12.16 

Here's my question. Did he EVER show up between April 2 and 7/16 or did he just NEVER show up to jail at 
all before 8.25. Has he showed up yet? 

l 
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I am attaching one of the humorous (to me) moments from the 
2 �•e the officer of the day. They' 11 9ive ytlu .t referral ao you 

3 can 9ot enrolled in the cl03eatic vlolenco pro;ru. And then wihy 

4 don't Wiii come back May 24th. I I  that enou9h tine for him to 9et 

Into the prc9ran., Ma. Sillas? 

l'l\OBATlotl : It abould be. 

THI COUllTI i.et ' B  come beck M4y 24th. Thet •a at l : l S  

here i n  O.partment 89, We're looking for proof' of enrollmant by 

' then. Okay? 

10 ur Ronor, l don't knoti1 if t. 
U poaaible. 

12 

ia playin9 football for a pretty 

actico on 1'Utt11dayo. tr.•e difficul 

13 b:La to mi••. la there any other day that he could con in to 

14 show proof? 

1� COUltT PROBATION OFFICIR1 Wednosday afternoon? 

16 CNt. M1.1llo: confecEin; with the do!endisn t . l  

" 
18 

" 

zo 

MS. KULt.ER= wac1nt1t1d.1y vc11Jd work. 

transcript. 
21 

THI COtlfl.T: Okay, So that's JWy 2�1.h 1natciac1, So we 

have a a1>9cial set on the Pi:op Jfi calond&i: May �Sth at l : l!I h•re 

1fl DeJ'artmflnt 119, That'D tor prnor of l!nrollnant I.fl a OV 
program, Oltay7 Thank you. 

Thanks, 
Michele 

On Thu, Oct 6, 2016 at 4:33 PM, Michele Dauber � wrote: 

�nan Smith (1).pdf 
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Narayan, Kavita 

From: 
Sant: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hi Brian: 

Michele Dauber 
Thursday, August 31. 2017 8:26 AM 
Welch, Brian 
Re: where Keenan Smith was on Sunday 10/4 

Would this be better to talk about over the phone? I'd be glad to talk about it 

I have the file and am aware of the challenges in the case. I can see the body attachment. 

Thanks, 
Michele 

On Thu, Aug 3 I ,  2017 at 8:23 AM, Welch, Brian <bwelch®dao.sccgov.org> wrote: 

Hi Michele, 

Mr. Tadevosyan was remanded on July 21 ,  2016, to serve 90 days in jail. Victim informed my office in 
October that Mr. Tadevosyan had left the country. I doubt that he served time on SWP after his release and 
before he fled, but I would have to make some calls to confirm that. I am concerned that you are using this case 
as an example of Judge Persky's handling ofDV cases. Please know that the victim was extremely 
uncooperative and was represented by counsel. The negotiated disposition we reached in this case was 
exceptional in light of the challenges we were up against. 

Brian 

From: Michele Dauber [mailto. 
Sent: Wednesday, August 30, 2017 8:03 PM 

To: Welch, Brian <bwelch@dao.sccgov.org> 
Subject: Re: where Keenan Smith was on Sunday 1 0/4 

Dear Brian thanks for the info. Did Mr. Tadevosyan ever.serve any part of this sentence and if so which part? If 
it's easier to chat feel free to call me -· 

1 

Exhibit D, p. 13 
13 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 EXHIBIT E 
Motion to Recuse Santa Clara County District Attorney ' s  Office 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



Narayan, Kavita 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

HI Michelle, 

Harman, Terry 
Wednesday, February 15, 2017 9:19 AM 
Michele Dauber 
RE: Info with Excel Filter 
Copy of Dept 89 lnfo.xlsx 

Please see the attached document. The court file will contain detalls regarding the sentences • 

.. ,�.L. .. ..,�. () 
Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant District Attorney 
Santa Clara County 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, CA 95110 
408.792.2826 

From: Michele Dauber [mailto: 
Sent: Tuesday, February 14, 20 
To: Harman, Terry <tharman@dao.sccgov.org> 
Subject: Re: Info with Excel Fiiter 

Wonderful that is so great thank you 

On Tue, Feb 14, 2017 at 2: 1 8  PM, Harman, Terry <thannan@dao.sccwv.org> wrote: 

HI Michelle, 

Yes, we are able to provide some information. I am awaiting confirmation from our data person. You'll get the Info this 
week. Thank youl 

Terry Lynn Harman 

Assistant District Attorney 

Santa Clara County 

70 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, CA 95110 

408. 792.2826 

1 Exhibit E. p. 01 
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From: Michele Dauber [mallto 
Sent: Monday, February 13, 2017 11:35 AM 

To: Harman, Terry <thannan@dao.sccgov.org:> 
Subject: Re: Info with Excel Filter 

Hi Terry: 

Any progress on this? 

Thanks, 

Michele 

On Tue, Jan 31, 2017 at 1 :41 PM, Michele Dauber 

January I, 2015 through September I,  2016. 

Thanks so much! 

Michele 

wrote: 

On Tue, Jan 31, 2017 at 2:39 PM, Hannan, Terry <thannan@dao.sccgov.org> wrote: 

HI Michelle, 

. 1 
i :  
i 
· • What Is the time period you are looking for? 
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' ' ' '  . i . 

' ' 

' " : 

, I ; 

- ,�ri,, . .. _ . u - � 

Terry Lynn Harman 

Assistant District Attorney 

Santa Clara County 

70 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, CA 95110 
408.792.2826 

From: Michele Dauber [mallto-
Sent: Tuesday, January 31, 20� 
To: Harman, Terry <tharman@dao.sccgov.org> 
SUbJect: Re: Info with Excel Fiiter 

Dear Terry: 

Hope you are well. I have another request for info on Judge Persky's cases. I would like a list of those cases 
that resulted in convictions under PC 41 S Disturbing the Peace that were heard in 089. I am looking 
specifically for those cases in which defendants were sentenced to the 16 week conflict accounability 
program, and my understanding is that this involves a guilty plea to PC4 l S (regardless of the charged 
offense). 

Thanks very much, 

Michele 

On Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 5:17 PM, Terry Harman <THarman@.dn.scc1mv.org> wrote: 

It Is every case. I misunderstood what our IT people provided. The Penal Code charges are included so you can 
' ' better sift through the cases that you want. 
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Terry Lynn Hannan 

' Assistant District Attorney 

• ' i • Santa Clara County District Attorney 

Ph. 408 792.2826 

: i 
Fax 408.286.5437 . I 

THarman@da.sccapy org 

>>> Michele Dauber ..._.,. 9/19/2016 3:54 PM > >  > 

Hi Terry, is this every case or just the sex and dv ones or what? 

On Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 3:00 PM, Terry Harman <THam!an@da.sccgov.org> wrote: 
: I 

i : 
. .  Hi Michelle, 

I I 
Please see the attachment. You should be able to search for sex and DV charges based on the Penal Code sections 
in the right hand column. 

I i  ! 
. I ' !  , 

' ' 

Terry Lynn Harman 

Assistant District Attorney 

Santa Clara County District Attorney 

• Ph. 408J92.2826 
i : 
l i 
: I Fax 408 286 5437 

• i THarman®da sccgoy om 

»> "Scavio, John" <iscavjo@dao.sccgov.org> 9/19/2016 2:55 PM > »  

Hi Terry, 

; I 
! 

Here's the Info with filters applied to the column headers. The filters create a drop-down list at each column 
header which allows you to select info of lnte.rest. 

Thanks, 

John 
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Narayan, Kavita 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Michele Dauber •••11!111••• 
Friday, September 30, 2016 8:39 AM 
Hendrickson, Cindy 
Re: DV case 

Sure thing. Here's the whole file. 

My experience reading Persky files is that he tends to put in these l 7{b) things on his own initiative, sometimes 
in disagreement to probation, which often says that it likes to see 2/3 (2 years) of the probation before 
consideration of l 7(b ). So I am just wondering. 

l � �aclas Canela.pdJ G R: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 8:3 1 AM, Hendrickson, Cindy <chendrickson@dao.sccgoy,org> wrote: 

can you please send me a copy of the entire plea agreement so I can run It by the attorneys involved In the case? Thx. 

From: Michele Dauber [mallto: 
Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2016 6:11 PM 
To: Hendrickson, Cindy <chendrlckson!l!!dao.sccgov.org> 
Subject: Re: DV case 

Dear Cindy: 

Thanks for this response. 

Can you please tell me if the l 7(b) was an offer of the court or the DA? The plea fonn indicates that it was the 
DA but I am wondering whether that part was an offer of the court. 

Thanks, 

Michele 

l 
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On Wed, Sep 28, 2016 at 4:59 PM, Hendrickson, Cindy<chendrickson@doo.sccgoy.org> wrote: 

Hi Michele, 

You are very welcome. 

Agreements to have a felony charge reduced to a misdo after one year of successful completion of probation are 
common, and it does appear from the document you sent that such an agreement was reached In the Canala case. 

I looked up the Smith case and noticed that it is Alaleh's case. She is probably in the best position to answer your 
questions on this matter. I suspec ou h v r ntact information since she Is the attorney on the Turner case, just 
in case: aklanerci@da.sccgov.org 

Talk to you soonl 

Cndy 

From: Michele Dauber [mailto 
Sent: Wednesday, September 28, 2016 2:56 PM 
To: Hendrickson, Cindy <chendrlckson@dao.sccgov.ore> 
Subject: DV case 

Dear Cindy: 

Thanks for your generosity with your time today. I really apologize again for my failure to communicate very 
well. I feel badly. 
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I wanted to attach the 17(b) commitment from Mr. Canala's plea agreement. Based on the plea fonn I had 
thought it was part of the plea deal but I could be wrong. 

Here's another case I have a question about (that I mentioned today): 

81581137 Keenan Smith 

I am confused about what happened with the sentence in this case. It appears that he never showed up to begin 
his sentence or to do his DV classes but then I can't tell what happened as a result of that. Can you help mo 
understand? 

Thanks, 

Michele 
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Narayan, Kavlta 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Michele Dauber < 
Wednesday, September 28, 2016 7:54 AM 
Harman, Terry 
Fwd: question about a case 

-------- Foiwarded mess� 
From: Midlele Dauber ..__ 
Date: Wed, Sep 28, 2016 at 7:52 AM 
Subject: Re: question about a case 

. To: "Hendrickson, Cindy" <chendrickson@dao.sccgov.org> 

I left out that part of the plea was the promise of a 17(b) after one year. 

On Wed, Sep 28, 2016 at 7:50 AM, Michele Dauber<: 
Dear Cindy, 

Glad we will talk this morning and thank you for making time. 

wrote: 

Since we will be talking I thought I would share a case that I have been looking at and wondering about Terry 
probably told you that I am some students are engaged in a review of Judge Persky's cases involving violence 
against women. 

One such case I just read last night gave me pause. It is B1476171, Canales. Mr. Conales was convicted of 
stalking his ex-girlfriend. He harassed her by phone and email, followed her at her employment, lay in wait for 
her to come out of work, and then chased her with his car, using his car as a weapon to block and attack her. 
The police witnessed the car chase and he was arrested while this was happening. He was charged with stalking 
649(a) and assault with deadly weapon (car) 245(a)(I)  (and a couple of misdemeanors). 

His sentence was, to me, outrageously low. He received 120 days all WWP, no electronic monitoring [although 
EMP is exactly what some might think would be good for someone who stalks and follows someone]. But that's 
not the really concerning part. Tlie really concerning part is that there were no DV conditions on the probation. 
He got "sentenced" to 4 months of "mental health counseling with anger management" and not 1203.097 
conditions, even though the conviction was for a felony and the victim was his past girlfriend with whom he had 
recently broken up (therefore qualified for DV conditions I think, but you can correci me if I am wrong). So 
here we have felony stalking, assault with a deadly weapon that could have killed someone, and all he got was 
120 days WWP with some counseling. It was not treated as the domestic violence that it clearly was. 

I have now reviewed dozens of these cases and to be honest, the nonserious treatment that Judge Persky affords 
DV is the thing that has shocked and upset me the most These cases are treated as minor inconveniences and it 
is not just the judge -- many legal actors in this scenario seem to downplay or minimize the harm of these 
felonies. In the Canales case, this could have killed someone. Maybe it still will. 

Thanks, 
Michele 
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On Tue, Sep 27, 2016 at 3 :44 PM, Michele Dauber 
I am so sorry. 

On Tue, Sep 27, 2016 at 3:44 PM, Hendrickson, Cindy <chcndrickson@dao.sccgov.org> wrote: 

No problem! 

Tomorrow at 9 Is fine. 

Cindy 

. From: Mlchele Dauber [mailto 
Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 

To: Hendrickson, Cindy <chendrickson@dgo.sccgov.org> 
Subject: Re: question about a case 

I am so sorry. I somehow got myself confused and thought we were talking at I pm today. I really apologize! 
Could we reschedule. I can do tomorrow morning al 9:00am if today is now out. 

So so sorry. 

Michele 

On Tue, Sep 27, 2016 at 10:58 AM, Hendrickson, Cindy <chendrickson@dao.sccgov.org> wrote: 

1 Perfect. 14081 792-2551 

From: Miehe le Dauber [mallto-
Sent: Tuesday, September 27, � 
To: Hendrickson, Cindy <cbendrickson@dag.sccgoy.org> 
Subject: Re: question about a case 
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' How about 1 1  :OOam today'/ 

On Mon, Sep 26, 2016 at 10:03 AM, Cindy Hendrickson <CHendrickson@da.sccgov.org> wrote: 

' ! 
� ' 

' ' 

. ' 

' j : 

HJ Michelle, 

I have an Intimate Partner Task Force meeting at that time. I am available today until about 2:30, and tomorrow 10:30· 
12:45, and Wednesday morning, in case any of those times work for you. 

Cindy 

» > Michele Dauber /26/2016 9:55 AM >» 

How about tomorrow at lpm? 

On Mon, Sep 26, 2016 at 8:48 AM, Cindy Hendrickson <CHendrjckson@da.sccaov ora > wrote: 

HI Michelle, 

I hope I can live up to Terry's billlng! : ) 

Please feel free to call me at your convenience. C408l 792-2551, If you have specific cases in mind, please feel free to 
send me those case numbers in advance, but if not then we can still have a productive conversation. 

I look forward to speaking with you! 

Cindy 

> » Michele Dauber /25/2016 2:36 PM » > 

Hi Cindy: 

We haven't met but I would love to chat perhaps with Terry if she would also like to be in that conversation, to start 
a dialogue about what appears to me to be very low sentencing for domestic violence in the Palo Alto courthouse. 
Would there be a good time to talk about some systemic solutions for example training or specialized courts as in 
San Jose. I don't have a specific solution in mind only an observation that there appears to be an issue . 

Thanks I 

Michele Dauber 
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On Sun, Sep 25, 2016 at 2:22 PM, Terry Harman <THarman@da.sccaov.org> wrote: 

I I 
Hi Michele, 

i 1 Cindy Hendrickson ls the ADA for both our Family Violence Unit and North County. She Is In the best position to 
address your concerns. You may already be acquainted with her, but if you are not, she is quite fantastic! 

Terry Lynn Harman 

Assistant District Attorney 

Santa Clara County District Attorney 

Ph. 4Q8.792 2826 

Fax 408 286 5437 

THarman®da,sccgov.or,g 

» > Michele Dauber 9/25/2016 2:16 PM > > > 

One thing that I have really noticed going through these cases is the disturbing pattern of low low sentences for 
very very violent domestic abuse. I am wondering If perhaps this is because these cases are heard in North County 
outlying court Instead of specialized DV court. Do you think that we could get together and discuss ways to 
address this long term? 

Thanks, 
Michele 

On Sun, Sep 25, 2016 at 2:09 PM, Terry Harman <THarman@da.sccgov,019> wrote: 

The department will be noted when the sentencing calendar is run, but I don't have that information 
immediately in front of me. 

Terry Lynn Harman 

Assistant District Attorney 

Santa Clara County District Attorney 

Ph. 408 792 2826 

Fax 408,286,5437 

IHarman@da.sccgoy Df9 
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> > > Michele Dauber 9/24/2016 9:05 AM > » 

Hi Terry, 

Is there any way to check and make sure that Judge Persky is not keeping this case and where it will be heard? 
It is coming up. 

Thanks! 

! Michele 

; : 

On Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 10:04 AM, Michele Dauber < 

Will Judge Persky be sentencing Mr. Chapman (81578851 )  [Stanford mall child groper) in October even 
though he has moved lo Civil Division. There Is a waiver In Iha plea but it was an offer of court so I am 
not sure how that works. 

This is an Important question so I'd appreciate knowingl Thanks, 

MLD 

NOTICE: This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is confidential or restricted. It 
is intended only for the individuals named as recipients in the message. If you are NOT an authorized recipient, 
you are prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, copying, or disclosing the message or content 
to others and must delete the message from your computer. If you have received this message in error, please 
notify the sender by return email. 

NOTICE: This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is confidential or restricted. It is 
Intended only for the Individuals named as recipients in the message. If you are NOT an authorized recipient, you 
are prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, copying, or disclosing the message or content to 
others and must delete the message from your computer. If you have received this message in error, please notify 
the sender by return email. 
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Narayan, Kavlta 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hi Terry: 

Michele Dauber ..-
Monday, Septem� 
Harman, Terry 
Re: Vo.ur Request 

I have a question about how to read this. My assistants just called me in a panic from the courthouse because 
most of these cases are not sex or DV but are burglary and drugs. When I look at the offense charged the 
majority do not seem to fall into DV or sex, though some do. 

How should I read this list? Am I using it wrong? Was it generated so that I can be confident that this has all the 
sex and DV cases as well as some extras or could there be sex and DV cases that are not on this list but 
existed? 

Thanks, 
Michele 

On Thu, Sep 15, 2016 at 4:36 PM, Terry Harman <THarman@da.sccgov.org> wrote: 

HI Michelle, 
Attached is the list of sex and dv cases that were heard in Dept. 89. 

Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant District Attorney 
Santa Clara County District Attorney 
Ph. 408 792 2826 
Fax 408 286 5437 
THarman@da.sccgov.or.g 

NOTICE: This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is confidential or restricted. It is 
Intended only for the Individuals named as recipients In the message. If you are NOT an authorized recipient. you are 
prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, copying, or disclosing the message or content to others and 
must delete the message from your computer. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender by 
return email. 
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Narayan, Kavita 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Michele Dauber � 
Thursday, Septem� 
Harman, Terry 
Re: Your Request 

You would not believe the hard time those clerks are giving my student. I sent her over to get started on the list 
you sent me earlier (i did a cross match on those with sentences and those that were dv for starters) and the 
clerks are basically harassing her out of the building, they asked if she was in the recall and when she told them 
the truth they refused to give her files, told her she had to pay for them, yelled at her, it was ridiculous. 

On Thu, Sep IS, 2016 at 5:11 PM, Terry Hannan <rHarmanCalda.sccgov.org> wrote: 

Funny. A little sarcasm is good. 

Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant District Attorney 
Santa Clara County District Attorney 
Ph. 408 792 2826 
Fax 4()8 286 5437 

> > > Michele Dauber 
Really? 

Are you being funny? 

115/2016 5:06 PM > > > 

On Thu, Sep 15, 2016 at 5:03 PM, Terry Harman <THarman@da sccgoy org > wrote: 

You're welcome. 
Joe Macaluso was a big help. 

Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant District Attorney 
Santa Clara County District Attorney 
Ph. 408 792,2826 
Fax 408.286.S437 
!Harman@da.sccgoy org 
> » Michele Dauber 
Oh. My. God. Thank you. 

/15/2016 4:57 PM > » 

On Thu, Sep 15, 2016 at 4:36 PM, Terry Harman <THarman@da.sccgov.org> wrote: 

Hi Michelle, 
Attached is the list of sex and dv cases that were heard in Dept 89. 
Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant District Attorney 
Santa Clara County District Attorney 
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Ph. 408 292 2826 
Fax 408 286 5437 
THarman@dp.sccaov.om 

NOTICE: This email message and/or Its attachments may contain information that is confidential or restricted. It is 
intended only for the Individuals named as recipients in the message. If you are NOT an authorized recipient, you are 
prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, copying, or discloslng the message or content to others and 
must delete the message from your computer. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender by 
retum email. 

NOTICE: This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is confidential or restricted. It is 
intended only for the individuals named as recipients in the message. If you are NOT an authorized recipient, you are 
prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, copying, or disclosing the message or content to others and 
must delete the message from your computer. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender by 
return email. 

NOTICE: This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is confidential or restricted. It is 
intended only for the individuals named as recipients in the message. If you are NOT an authorized recipient, you are 
problbited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, copying, or disclosing the message or content to others and 
must delete the message from your computer. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender by 
return email. 
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Narayan, Kavlta 

From: Harman, Terry 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Thursday, September 15, 2016 4:36 PM 

� 
Attachments: Dept.89 Sex and DV Cases.xlsx 

Hi Michelle, 
Attached is the list of sex and dv cases that were heard in Dept 89. 

Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant District Attorney 
Santa Clara County District Attorney 
Ph. 408.792.2826 
Fax 408.286.5437 
THarman@da,sccgov ,om 
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Narayan, Kavita 

From: 
Sant: 
To: 
Subject 

Michele Dauber 
Tuesday, August , 
Hannan, Teny 

. ' . ' . . ' 

Re: Calendars Request 

As you can see I have hit the end of the line with these people but I imagine that the DAs office can probably 
search its own database and come up with a list of the cases from Dept 89 for me. I don't even need to know if 
they are sex or batterer cases. I just need to know the names and numbers of the cases heard in Department 89 
since 1anuary 2015 when he started. I believe I might have the last 6 months. So really I only needjanuary 201S 
to march 2016 

On Tue, Aug 16, 2016 at 1 :05 PM, Michele Dauber 
Obvious runaround. 

---·· .Forwarded message -········· 

From: Michele Landis Dauber 
Date: Wed, Jul 27, 2016 at 3:42 PM 
Subject: Re: Calendars Request 
To: Joseph Macaluso <JMacaluso@scscourt.org> 

wrote: 

Hi joe thanks for this. Wow this is a lot more money than I expected I am so sorry I won't be able to make this 
decision just yet. It's so much money to access public records wow. I am so shocked. I never expected this. And 
since you can't guarantee bow many weeks it would take its kind of an open ended financial commitment it 
could cost much more than 4 weeks because as you say it would be impossible to even say bow many weeks it 
could take. It could be thousands and thousands and still not provide the full records. Wow. 

I will take this to my board and we will circle back now knowing the thousands of dollars to access these public 
records. 

Thank you again so very very much for your help. 

Michele 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 27, 2016, at 5:52 PM, Joseph Macaluso <JMacaluso@scscoun.org> wrote: 

Hi Michele, 

Staff are only able to provide a range of time as there's tremendous uncertainty on how long the 
this process will take to recreate Dept. 89's calendm. 
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On the very low end, they believe it will not be less than a solid week of an employee working 
on nothing else except this. At $48.91, this would be about $2000. On the high end, it could be as 
much as four weeks of work. As I stated earlier, it's a very manual computer process, with many 
steps and variables, so there is no clear predictor on the time it will take. 

To get the ball rolling, as I know you would like to get these records as soon as possible, please 
provide a check in the amount ofSl,956.40 (clerk cost times 40 hour work week) so we can 
begin to work on this. The check can be made out to Santa Clara County Superior Court and the 
envelope can be made attention to me. 

My suggestion is that we produce these in batches on a weekly basis, and will do so until the 40 
hour balance is used up. We'll then have a better sense of how long it will take to do the rest (if 
40 hours isn't sufficient) and you can issue another payment if necessary. The court will, of 
course, reimburse you should there be a balance in you favor. 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

Joseph D. Macaluso 

Superior Court of CalWomla, County of Santa Clara 

(408! 882-2715 [Desk] 

1408! 691-0046 [Cell] 

@scscourt [Twitter] 

scscourt.om 
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Narayan, Kavita 

From: 
Sant: 
To: 
Subject 

Michele Dauber 
Thursday, July 07, 2016 4:39 PM 
Harman, Terry 
Re: Campus Sexual Assault Work Group Meeting 

Would sentences include pleas as well? 

What would others be? Cases that have not yet concluded or cases that have been dismissed? 

I .would think 2 lists -- one of matters that have been fully resolved with conviction (whether by plea or 
otherwise) and sentenced and the other including all other matters. Only one name and number per matter 
necessary. 

If date case is charged is available that's good, or the date of the conviction -- some date relevant to the case. 

On Thu, Jul 7, 2016 at 4:31 PM, Terry Hannan <rHannan@da.sccgov.ora> wrote: 

Hi Michele, 
Are you interested in sentencings only or all court proceedings in front of Persky? 

Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant District Attorney 
Santa Clara County District Attorney 
Ph. 408.792,2826 
Fax 408 286 5437 

> > > Michele Dauber 
Dear Terry: 

Ordered the transcrip� thanks! 

Can I ask another favor? 

/7 /2016 3:11 PM » > 

I would like to get a list of the cases (names and numbers) heard in Judge Persky's courtroom (going back as far as I can but at least 
the past few years). Ideally I am most interested in sex crimes Oncluding child sex offenses and child pornography) and domestic abuse 
cases. but if all you have is minute orders and lists for that courtroom I can have my assistant go through every case and find the ones 
we are interested in looking at. 

I would be most appreciative If you can help me located these records or point me to where I can find them. 

Thanks so much, 
Michele 

On Thu, Jul 7, 2016 at 9:42 AM, Terry Harman <Il:larman@da.sccoov.om> wrote: 

Hi Michelle, 
Here is the case information: 
Ming Hsuan Chiang --81475227 

Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant District Attorney 
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Santa Clara County District Attorney 
Ph. 408 7922826 
Fax 408 286 5437 
THannan@da SCQJQY om 
» > Michele Dauber 
Hi Terry: 

/6/2016 6:39 PM » > 

I wonder if you can do me a favor. i em trying to get a transcript from a plea and sentencing hearing in Judge Persky's 
courtroom on June 2 and apparently in order to do that I need the Name and Case number. But no one will assist me in 
obtaining that information and I was told it is basically impossible to get due to a "new system." 

Here is what I am looking for: 

I am !tying to obtain a transcript of a hearing in Judge Persky's courtroom that occurred on June 2, 2016. It occurred at 
approximately lD:OOam, and Involved a plea and sentencing for a domestic violence perpetrator. The attomey for the perpetrator is 
Earl Jiang of Fi:emont. I have asked the court reporter, Carley Bagatelos to purchase the transcript. Ms. Bagatelos infonned me that I 
had to order it from Court Services. Court Services infonned me I need the name of the defendant and the case number and the 
minute order, but said It would not be obtainable and they could neither help me to obtain that Information nor advise me on how 
to obtain It because of a "new system" that means there is no way to find out. 

The particular case took over 1/2 hour and involved a long victim statement in which she strenuously objected to the plea. It was 
unusual and I am confident that the name of the case would be relatively easy to find. 

Once I have the name and case number I can apparently order the transcript onllne. 

Really appreciate it if it is possible to help me out 

Thank you, 
Michele 

NOTICE: This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that Is confidential or restricted. It is 
intended only for the individuals named as recipients in the message. If you are NOT an authorized recipient. you are 
prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, copying, or disclosing the message or content to others and 
must delete the message from your computer. If you have received this message in error. please notify the sender by 
return email. 

NOTICE: This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is confidential or restricted. It Is 
Intended only for the Individuals named as recipients in the message. If you are NOT an authorized recipient. you are 
prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, copying, or disclosing the message or content to others and 
must delete the message from your computer. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender by 
return email. 
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N;m1yan, l<<1vita 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject 

Mich�le Dauber 
Monday, Sepwmber 26, 2016·1o:s.'l PM 
Harman, Terry 
Re: Chapman file question 

On Mon, Sep 26, 20 1 6  at l 0:46 PM, Michele Dauber wrote: 
On this si;.-reenshot from the file, the Judge indicated that the people wante<l a 9 top!bottmn and the court made 
an offer of 6 top/no bottom. Right under that it says SM (san mat co) case, D has 1 yr CNSP, Docs that mean 
conspiracy? What does that mean? 

This is a V<.,'ry disturbing caso. 

Thanks, 
Michele 

! 
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Narayan, Kavita 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Michele Dauber _--. 
Monday, Septem� 
Harman, Terry 
Chapman file question 
Screen Shot 2016·09·26 at 10.45.02 PM.png 

On this screenshot from the file, the Judge indicated that the people wanted a 9 top/bottom and the court made 
an offer of6 top/no bottom. Right under that it says SM (san mateo) case, D has 1 yr CNSP. Does that mean 
conspiracy? What does that mean? 

This is a very disturbing case. 

Thanks, 
Michele 
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Narayan, Kavlta 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Harman, Terry ---16 2:47 PM 

Subject: Re: please don't share the Gunderson case to anyone due to the press exclusives 

Yes, of course. No worries. 
We are looking into the case from our end. 

Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant District Attorney 
Santa Clara County District Attorney 
Ph. 408.792.2826 
Fax 408.286.5437 
THaanan@da.sa:go� 
»> Michele Dauber ---8/18/2016 1:55 PM » >  
People gossip you know how it is and I have been very tightlipped about this case, due to having given those two press 
outlets (one national and one local) exclusives so please do keep it between us for another 2 weeks before it comes out 
Thanks, 
Michele 

On Thu. Aug 18, 2016 at 1:11 PM, Michele Dauber 
I don't want any other press organization to get It 
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Narayan, Kavlta 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Just so you know it's 2000 per WEEK they are asking me for with no limit on how many weeks or what I would 
get -- he's sayign write us a blank check with no promise as to what we will even give you FOR PUBLIC 
RECORDS. It's literally an outrage. 

On Tue, Aug 16, 2016 at I :04 PM, Michele Dauber ....._... wrote: 
Yes they want me to pay $2000 per week to hire someone to work fulltime to reconstruct his calendars becasue 
they clsim that they have deleted and thrown away every single copy in existence. It is literally madness. I will 
forward you my incredibly infuriating exchange with Macaluso. 

On Tue, Aug 16, 2016 at 12:59 PM, Terry Harman <THaonan@da.sccgov.om> wrote: 

Hi Michelle, 
Wl\en you initially asked us about this, we referred you to the court because the court runs the calendars. The response 
from the court is puzzling. Those are expensive fees for a Public Records Act request. I would be Interested in knowing 
how they determined those fees, because calendars are regularly run by the court and each calendar does not cost 
$2000. $2,000 is close to a week's salary for a legal clerk and running one calendar takes closer to four minutes, not forty 
hours. 

/16/2016 12:26 PM > > > 
Hi Terry, 
I am bumping this email to see if you can help me. 

M 

����:
-�;::.7ea����:� 

Date: Sun, Jul 31, 2016 a� 
Subject: question 
To: Terry Harman <THarrnan@da,sccgoy.org> 

Hi Terry: 

Hope all is well. Glad to see the conference is taking shape. I have a request that I hope you can help me with. 
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I have been trying to obtain the calendars or dockets for the Palo Alto courthouse. Ideally what I am looking for Is Judge 
Persky's calendar since he was assigned to Dept89 in early 2015. And, even more ideally I am looking for all the sex 
crime cases and dv cases he heard during this period but I am willing to winnow all of them out of the entire calendar for 
Palo Alto. 

The court Is giving me a really hard time with obtaining what are public records. They have now informed me that to get 
the period from 111/15 through approximately 3/16 I would have to pay thousands of dollars to re-create those 
calendars. The charge would be approx $2k per week and the number of weeks it would take to create these calendars 
would be indeterminate. 

Obviously the cost is prohibitive. Is there any way that the DA has stored information and can help provide me with 
information about the calendar for the period l/l/15 to present? As I said, it may but need not be exclusively Judge 
Persky -- it Is relatively easy to take a large list and search it for those assigned to 89. 

I am sorry to ask but the latest request for thousands and thousands makes it clear that the court will not be making 
these documents available to me and I wonder if the DA has a system and can provide this information. 

My goal is to be as fair as possible by looking at all the cases rather than just the ones I am able to locate 
serendipitously. I am trying to review the entire record, and also to place it in context. Any help you can offer by 
providing calendar or docket info I would appreciate very very very much. 

There Is a bit of a rush for this info, so if you are able to answer fairly expeditiously I would so much appreciate it. 

Thank you for considering this request, 

Warmly, 
M 

NOTICE: This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is confidential or restricted. It is 
intended only for the Individuals named as recipients in the message. If you are NOT an authorized recipient. you are 
prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, copying, or disclosing the massage or content to others and 
must delete the message from your computer. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender by 
return email. 
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Narayan, Kavlta 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Michele Landis Dauber 
Thursday, July 21, 2016 2:38 PM 
Harman, Terry 

Subjed: Re: Robert Chain child pornography question 

Oh perfect thanks. So we went and pulled the court files of everyone arrested in the sweeps from 2010, 2012, 
and 2014 in Santa Clara and we can't find a single person with the same profile first offense, number of images 
etc who got less than 6 months. This is only case from the sweeps that I see that went to persky. I also did a 
west law search statewide just for the heck of it and again can't find that low of a jail sentence. Is there any 
explanation that you see for the 4 days? I am baffied. 

On the task force I talked to Stephanie and want to register my agreement with her that we should not in any 
way focus on the "alcohol hook up" culture that I believe was suggested last time. That will be very alienating 
for survivors and young women, I also think we should have breakouts if we are doing a full day -- then we 
could tailor the message to different groups. In particular I think we should consider subgroups such as victims 
of color and gender identity groups. 

My two cents ... 

Michele 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 21, 2016, at 1 1: 10 AM, Terry Harman <rHonnan@da.sccgov.org> wrote: 

Hi Michelle, 
The report was from San Jose PD, not Sunnyvale. The "nonresident" notation has nothing to do 
with immigration; it refers to whether the person is a resident of San Jose. 

Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant District Attorney 
Santa Clara County District Attorney 
Ph. 408. 792.2826 
Fax 408.286.5437 
THarman@da.sccgov.org 
>>> Michele Dauber 
Dear Terry: 

7/19/2016 1 1 :14 AM >>> 

Just checking back in about this case and whether you were able to find out anything that might 
explain this sentence of one night in jail. Also I am wondering about something in the police 
report. On the attached screenshot it says "nonresident." This is from the Sunnyvale PD police 
report. My RA is telling me this means noncitizen. Is that correct? 

Thanks for your assistance, 

Michele 
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Narayan, Kavlta 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Michele Landis Dauber � 
Wednesday, July 13, 201� 
Harman, Terry 

Subject Re: Robert Chain child pornography question 

This is helpful - a retired judge also told me the 6 month figure. I would be most grateful to know if there is 
anything in the file. I was told that the probation Rec was 2 years prior to the section 17  and judge p changed it 
to 1 year. That is alluded to in transcript. Why only 2 days though? 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 13, 2016, at 10:51 AM, Terry Harman <THannan@da.sccgov.org> wrote: 

Hi Michelle, 

From reviewing the documents you sent, it appears that the plea in this case was to an offer made 
by the Court. [3 years formal probation, Credit Time Served [CTS], possible § 17 after I year 
probation]. The sentence is quite low. In general, first time pom possession cases garner 6 
months county jail unless there is some aggravating factor warranting more time [i.e., the 
number of images]. However, Judge Persky is not the only judge who has given less than 6 
months. It is unclear from our computer system whether there was some fact that would warrant 
CTS and a § 17, so I have ordered the file. 

The next court date [August 25, 2016] is for the judge to hear the defendant's § 17  motion. 

Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant District Attorney 
Santa Clara County District Attorney 
Ph. 408. 792.2826 
Fax 408.286.5437 
THarman da.scc v. r 
>>> Michele Dauber /11/2016 6:49 AM >>> 
In trying to understand the sentence in particular, I am not an expert in this by any means so any 
help you can offer would be greatly appreciated. It looks to me like as it is a felony it would be 
16/2/3, but it is of course eligible for less in the county jail and for probation. There is no 
explanation in the transcript for the 4 days (which was 2 days time served) and the images 
themselves were very disturbing at least according to the descriptions. Is there something that 
explains the 4 days that I am missing? 

Thanks! 
Michele 

On Mon, Jul 1 1, 2016 at 5:22 AM, Michele Dauber � wrote: 
Thanks Terry that would be great. 

On Mon, Jul 1 1 ,  2016 at 4:19  AM, Terry Harman <rHarman@da.sccgov.org> wrote: 
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Hi Michelle, 
I will check on this. 

Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant District Attomey 
Santa Clara County District Attorney 
Ph. 408 792.2826 
Fax 408.286 5437 
THarman®da sccgov,oJll 
> » Michele Dauber 
Hi Terry: 

7 /9/2016 8:42 AM » > 

I also am wondering about this sentence being only 4 days. ls there something that makes this case 
unusual? 

Thanks! 
Michele 

On Fri, Jul 8, 2016 at 5:01 PM, Michele Dauber 
<IMAGEJpeg> 

Dear Terry: 

wrote: 

I have a question about how to read this file. I want to make sure I understand it correctly. It appears to 
me that Mr. Chain made a request to have his conviction for child porn reduced from a felony to a 
misdemeanor. It as scheduled to be heard on June 20 by Judge Persky (who was the judge who accepted 
his plea and handled his plea negotiations). On June 20 Judge Brown was there not Judge Persky, and I 
cannot understand his notes or the other attached documents. Was the motion to red.uce the conviction 
to a misdemeanor granted or was it continued to 8/25? What will occur on 8/25? 

Sorry I could not be at the TF today, but I hear from Stephanie it was a productive meeting. Would you 
please send me a call In number for the next session if possible? I am not sure where I will be but if I am 
able to call in i will. 

It sounds like an exciting conference is taking shape! 

Thanks, 
Michele 

<IMAGEJpeg> <IMAGEJpeg> <IMAGEJpeg> <IMAGEJpeg> 

NOTICE: This email message and/or Its attachments may contain information that is confidential or 
restricted. It is intended only for the individuals named as recipients in the message. If you are NOT an 
authorized recipient. you are prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, copying, or 
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Narayan, Kavlta 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Categories: 

Dear Terry: 

Michele Dauber ·-
Tuesday, July 19, � 
Harman, Terry 
Re: Robert Chain child pornography question 
Screen Shot 2016-07-19 at 8.04.46 AM.png 

Follow-up 

Just checking back in about this case and whether you were able to find out anything that might explain this 
sentence of one night in jail. Also I am wondering about something in the police report. On the attached 
screenshot it says "nonresident." This is from the Sunnyvale PD police report. My RA is telling me this means 
noncitizen. Is that correct? 

Thanks for your assistance, 

Michele 

On Wed, Jul 13, 2016 at 1 2:25 PM, Michele Landis Dauber --- wrote: 
Yes that is why I find the I night in jail time served just p� 
Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 13, 2016, at 12:24 PM, Terry Harman <THarman@da.sccgov.org:> wrote: 

Child pornography is always disturbing, but some images are more graphic than others. It's a 
visual assault and every aspect of it is completely disgusting. 

Terry Lynn Harman 
Assistant Disbict Attorney 
Santa Clara County District Attorney 
Ph. 408.792.2826 
Fax 408.286.5437 
THannan@da.sccgov.org 
>>> Michele Landis Dauber--- 7/13/2016 3:17 PM >>> 
Just so you know the images �aby being penetrated by a penis or a large 
finger. There was a video of young girls engaged in sexual acts and dozens of photos of age 6-8 
yo vaginas. I feel it will be hard to forget what I read. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 13, 2016, at 1 1  :52 AM, Michele Landis Daub wrote: 

This is helpful - a retired judge also told me the 6 month figure. I would be most 
- grateful to know if there is anything in the file. I was told that the probation Rec 

was 2 years prior to the section 17 and judge p changed it to 1 year. That is 
l 
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From: 
sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Terry: 

Michele Dauber ••••••• 
Friday, July 08, 2016 5:02 PM 
Harman, Teny 
Robert Chain child pornography question 

I have a question about bow to read this file. l want to nlllke sure I underst!llld it correctly . .Jt appears to me that 
Mr. Chain made a request to have his conviction for child porn red.uccd from a felony to a misdemeanor. It as 
scheduled to be heard on June 20 by Judge Persky (who was the judge who accepted his plea and handled his 
plea negotiations). On June20 Judge Brown was there not Judge Persky, !llld I eannot nnderstand his notes or 
the other attached documeirts. Was the motion to reduce the conviction to a misdemcaoor granted or wa� it 
continued to 8125? ·What will oeour on 8/25? 

Sony l could not be at the TF today, but I hear from Stephanie it was a productive meeting. Would you please 
send me a call in number for the next session if possible? I am not sure where I will be but if l am able to call in 
l will. 

lt sowids like an exciting eonference is taking shape! 

Thanks, 
Michele 
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Narayan, l<avita 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ml.chele Dauber 

Monday, September 26, 2016 10:53 PM 
Harman, Terry 

Re: Chapman file question 

On Mon, Sep 26, 2016 at Hl:46 PM, Michele Dauber wrote: 
On this s1,,-remshot from !he file, the Jtldge indicated that the poople want ll 9 top!botlom and the court made 
an offer of6 top/no bottom. Righi under that it says SM (san mateo) case, D has I yr CNSP. Docs that mean 
oonspiraey'I What doe.� that meun'I 

This is a very disturbing case. 

Thanks, 
Michele 
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Narayan, Kavita 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Michele Dauber ,__. 
Sunday, October� 
Harman, Teriy 
I was featured on the White House United States of Women website/blog 

http:/iwww.theunitcdstatco(.Wom�JJ_,9_rgl_blog/nfil:b_g!1:J,91!\!�\lr,sJ!Q!lighti 
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llACK TO lltOG 

Spotlight: Changing Rape Culture with 

This week, Rachal Bimam, a Unilad !liale of Women sat down with Michal'" 

-
--

Dauber, a Stanford law talk about the epidemii: culture on college 

campuses. Rochel is a recent graduate of the University of California, San Diego, where 

she awareness os o shidon! activist around assault on campus, ond wn;1te 

her senior thesis on Violenca, Sexuality, and Women Color. 
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Spotlight: Changing Rape Culture with Michele Dauber 

Professor Michel., Dauber ls push·111g lo chang e the culture of sexual assault on college 

campuses by leading the against J udge Aaron P<!!rsky, who sentenced 

Brock Turner !o o mere 6 in 011 woman on 

Stanford's campus . Prior to the Turner case, Profonor.Douber ·the Boo.rd on 

Judicial Affairs and helped lo lea d the !hat revised Stanford's policy on sexual 

assault She is o long-lime odvocote for improving universlty policies 011 sexual assault, 

increasing with Title IX, and thot ore heord ond 

believed. 

Rm:hel: How did your experiences in lo.w ond po licy you to lei:id this ch•or,10? 

I'm surlZ! you foce hori.issment everyday for odvocotlng for lhe Judge's recoi l - Did you 

ever socond�gu<Jss yourself when you wore starting thls campaign? 

Mit:.hele11: My background os o '"''""" member ot Stc111t<�rd rea l ly me some insight 

into how sexua l violence o n  college is minimized ond normalized in ollr 

society. Tho! is particularly true is invo.lved, ond alcohol is Involved in the 

vast majority of campus sein.101 ossoult coses. What we see is that sexual is 

extremely prevalent on college c<:1mpuses. 43% of 1.mdergroduote senior women ot 
Stanford ore going to ellperience serious sexuol misconduct du ring four ye(lrs with 

us. So, my bockground supporting survivors, working with survivors, ond reforming 

Sta.nford's policy, is helping to inform my work wlth !he recall campaign. 

This work, oddi!ionolly, hos made me aware of the glaring need to treat those crimes 

like <::rimes. Nol every victim won ls to have their offender prosecuted, but for those who 

do, mid there ore mony more that d o  than we see in the criminal system, they deserve to 
hove these t<:1ken seriously. lt is especially disappointing !hot in o case, like the 

Turner cose, in which we hod every kind of evidence (eye w11ne!>Se's, forensics, ond o 
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perpetrator apprehended f n the he wos convicted by o jury of three serious so:x 

felonies, ond he wc:1s sentenced, esse11tiolly, for o misdemeanor. So, no, l've never 

questioned the correctne&$ of !he course thot we have decided to take because women 

deserve justice from thQ courts of low and !hey deserve �o hove their coses adjudicated 

foirly and without bias. 

You mentioned thal I've been rrilirl:7.,,rl for the recall campaign, and one of those 

criticisms !hot I think is is !ho! is 9oi119 lo have o 

negative on Judicial independenca, I think it's very import on! to clarify that judg es 

in California om elected, nol appointed. judge Aaron Persky i s  an official. He is 

subject to the occountobility we hove come to ei<·Pe<:t our elected officials. 

There are other woys put of thol system but that's 

not what we hav.:i under !he California Constitution. The recoil election is port of our 

system of holding. elected officiols accountable in Coliforni<L be honest, therE! is 

nothing more and mora !hem pelilioning Quile to the 
contrary of having o impact on the judicial we ore giving people the 

opportunity to vote in an important cos9 of a judge who is 01c1se•o. 

When people soy "who! about judicial indl?pendence?" I soy bock lo that, "what about 

and where 

you hove any kind of bkrn i11 the - rodol 9end<1r bio s, rnligious bias - tho! 

n<19oli11ely impacts o litigants, cri minal or victims, that is o 

threat to the rul<i! of low, When people not bel ieve they can glilt justice by going 

to court, they lose foith in the legal system, U ltimately thol kind of bias is very 
corrosive ond con """"'" support for legitimm:y of the entire justice system, 

I om confident !hot we're going to be successful and nothing bod will happen os o rnsull. 

What wil l happen as o result of our compoi911 is thot Judge Persky will no longer be a 

judge and someone better will hove that job, In add ition, we will  send o message that 

Exhibit E, p. 37 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



violent crimes against women ar<t 

correc!ly decide thlftse ci:ises. 

and perhaps judges need twining in order lo 

Fi!aol!el: Speaking of Turner, his case the first its kind, Why do you think !his 

case, everything to his shorhilned "'"m:;nc•e. resonated with pe,ople 

cmd angered peopl e more them ever belor·e? 

Miohele: First of I think the of the stoteman1 that !'he survivor wrote; l think 

that's on extraordinarily signlficcml piece political wrmng, of literature. She molly 

opened o window, I think, inlo whol the of being o sexual assault survivor is 

like. For survivors, she put words what many them have feeling a long 

time and didn'! have the haven't 

amsoL1mi,o - friends, family and other paop!e in - it really opened their 

to what that is like, as ony good piece literature should do. It look 

!ham inside that eiq:oerlanco and elicited Cl ccmpo1>sicn1:1te respomie. The vast mojority 

the cred.11 for the uproar has 

In addition to Iha!, I 

interest ln this 

to her writing. 

we're se<�ma a rer1e1A1ee1 

have cri!tici;�ed colleges and 

universities, in these coses, or if !hey do, 

of 

they shouldn't cm supposedly these a re "he she 

said" situations, ofte11 involving okohol. The argument is that suppostidly colleges con't 

really decide who to believe, ond just too hord for collegern and universities to tell 

whot's happening, and you know, ll lot c:oses might not even raolly be cm 

ossoult Tho! hos o hos mony Not me, but some peop!G 

hove believed 
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The Tu mer cose has none of those elements . We hov,;; o so-coiled, 'perfect victim," who 

did "everything right," and still, didn't get justice. She wenr to the police, she had a rope 

kit done within hours of ossoul!, there were eyewitnesses, there was DNA, !here was 

forensic ond photographic evidence, ond he wos apprehended the scene. The jury 

heord the evidence cmd convlded him of serious sax crimes. Then ot Iha 

end of doy, she still didn't I think that !hol is the thi ng !hot really, in part, 

provoked thE> outrage. I mcmy women felt that the message Judge Persky wos: 

"even when we do 'everything right,' we still can't wi11." 

To me the problem with that  is the that the judge other than being utterly 

enroging, fs !hat if you get se.xuolly assaulted ot Stonford, don't bother lo cal l the police. 

In many communities, that is olreody what people In campus communities, women 

almost never go to than 3% of who were sexually 

assaulted reported their ossou lt to tha campus authorities, a lone !he polk:e. When 

people don't believe !hen H1ey ore? going lo be foirly, when !hey that 

are going lo gel biosed fr•m+m••nt they lose hope ond 

system cmd in the more 

in lho low enforcement 

The mossoge mot fois judge sent to women on in Claro County, 

and oil over the ond in over the country because of the omplincotlon of 

the message, wos if you get sexually assaulted, you're o n your own. judge p,,,.,.d;v'< 

messoge is that campus ot when it's committed an athlete, is not a serious 

crime, it's bosicc1Hy lregted like a misdemeanor, so it's not really worth your trouble to 

come forward. And to perpetrators, Judge Persky so id don't worry, we got your bock. 

And that is o message tha1 active ly puts women on our coJ11ec1e comp\Jses in danger. 

That is why I f<0el like it hos attention that ii I think that people 

really perceived that; this m!l1ssiJ.;;e is "if this happens to you, don't come lo the 

aut horities becouse you won't help." 

Rachel: How con young oeool,e. bolh on 

movement lo end sexua l .,;,,1�n,..,ai 
off campus, involved with the 
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Mieh11le: Thero ore o lot of woys !hot people con irwolvect First of oil, on compuses, 

there will often be iC1 women's orgcmization or cm anti-sexuol violence organizotion !hot 

is doing programming and activities around this. Almost campus hos something 

like this, ond ii yours doesn't, you should stort one. If your <::ompus hos something like o 

Toke Bock the Night rally, you can find oul which organization is hosting it ond volu11teer, 

or try lo odd some programming. lhing that I think is usefu l is for people to run for 

student government and also sign up to be on o u11iversity commit!oe that focuses on 

this topic. There's olmost always o woy that you con get i11volved os o student in  the 

mechanisms themselves on your campus by being the stu dent delegate to !he faculty 

senate or being the student lo the jud icia l committee or by being the 

undergroduote government president or vice pre$ident. Those trojedories con odually 

put you in o position where you con up tho! issue and help lo make change. Al 

Stonfc>rd, we h ove seeli electc'd s1•uaem oovermnenl leaders 
forward In o very positive woy. 

Outside college campuses, 

push this issue 

as 

battered women's shelters, that are locd<ir•g women who ore 

served by those organizalions ore often victims violence because those two 

issues go hand in hnncL YWCA, whi.ch a programming for victirris 
Of 0r€J mlllh,,H'IH�!\rulOrtlA!1(S Qi\9Clfli:<O!tOn.S, ln !ermS mare OdiViS! 

spaces, like Grlcvl!, cm int·1:>rs.eclio110I fernir1ist ortmr1i.:i:i1fain is SU!JP<Jr!inQ the 

campaign. There are o whole host people'$ arcmr1izc1!ic1n that ore being 

founded oil the time thot are dedicated to stopping sexual violence a11d doing I hot from 

an intersedional nernr1ective lh<;il takes into occount doss, race, sexual orienlotion, 

gender status . Let's !his is primorily but not exclusively o women's issue. 

LGBTC) individuals ore se><ually victimized at higher rotes H>o11 the stroigh1 communi!y. 

Communities of color h1:1ve poriiculor!y high rotes of sexuol ossoufl, espedolly the Nmlve 

American community, 011d individuals high rotes sexual violence as 

well, so it is cetiainly not the illsue of any one gender or one race or one However, 

if you're what people can join, or haw lhey can get involved in o 

formal movement, often lime sexual violence programming is pushed forward by 

women's orgonizations. 

start. 

if you're looking for a woy to get involved, that is o to 
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From: 
To: 

Kianerci. A!a!eh 
Hannan. Ierrv 

Subject: Fwd: draft dauber fetter 
Date: Wednesday, August 17, 2016 11:04:00 AM 

Clear to call. Any idea of what she wants to say. 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Michele Landis Dm1ber" � 
Date: August 1 7, 20 1 6  at 9:15 :04 AM PDT 
To:. 11Alaleh Kianerci11 <AK janercjrQJ,da sccgov ptg> 
Subject: Re: draft dauber letter 

Hey it was good to see you last night. Can you give me a call for a quick 

.. 
Sent from my iPhone 

On May 25, 2016, at 4:05 PM, Alaleh Kianerci <L\Klanerci((/lda,sccgqv mg> 
wrote: 

so as far as the letters. There are two separate ones. I have the one 
that Stephanie Pham ' 18 and Matthew Baiza ' 18 wrote. Who wrote the other 
one? Can you send me a drafi of that? Was it in the original email? 

Alaleh Kianerci 
Deputy District Attorney 
650.324.64 1 8  

NOTICE: 
This email message and/or its attachments may contain information 
that is confidential or restricted. It is intended only for the 
individuals named as recipients in the message. This entire message 
constitutes a privileged and confidential communication pursuant to 
California Evidence Code Section 952 and California Code of Civil 
Procedure Section 20 1 8. If you are NOT an authorized recipient, you 
are prohibited from using, del ivering, distributing, printing, copying, 
or disclosing the message or content to others and must delete the 
message from your computer. If you have received this message in 
error, please notify the� 

>>> Michele Dauber � 5/251201 6  1 : 1  J PM 
>>> 
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Here it is. I thought you wanted this stuff Friday but here it is right 
now. When do you want the student letters, we are up to 143 sigs on 
one and 1 3  student and Greek leaders on the other. 

On Wed, May 25, 2016 at 12:49 PM, Alaleh Kianerci 
<AKjanercj@da sccgoy org> wrote: 

just checking in with you. Do you think you can have a signed copy for me by 
tomorrow? 

Alaleh Kianerci 
Deputy District Attorney 
n50 324 641 a 
NOTICE: 
This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is 
confidential or restricted. It is intended only for the individuals named as 
recipients in the message. This entire message constitutes a privileged and 
confidential communication pursuant to California Evidence Code Section 952 
and California Code of Civil Procedure Section 2018. If you are NOT an 
authorized recipient you are prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, 

' printing, copying, or disclosing the message or content to others and must 
' delete the message from your computer. If you have received this message in 

error, please notify the sende� 
> > >  Michele Landis Dauber .__5/24/2016 6:32 PM 
»> 

No I did not mean a legal precedent but when I read it I don't want others to 
think that so I will change the language slightly. 

Sent from my iPhone 

> On May 24, 2016, at 6:30 PM, Alaleh Kianerci <AKjaoercj@da sccgrn1mg> 
wrote: 
> 
> Sorry I didn't read that to mean a legal precedent. I though you were talking 
more about setting an example. A finding of "unusual circumstances" in this 
case would not set a legal precedent for other cases under the code section. 
It is purely discretionary and another court would not be bound by J. Persky's 
finding. 
> 
> 
> 
> Alaleh Kianerci 
> Deputy District Attorney 
> 650 3?4 6418 
> 
> NOTICE: 
> This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is 
confidential or restricted. It is intended only for the individuals named as 
recipients in the message. This entire message constitutes a privileged and 
confidential communication pursuant to California Evidence Code Section 952 
and California Code of Civil Procedure Section 2018. If you are NOT an 
authorized recipient you are prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, 
printing, copying, or disclosing the message or content to others and must 
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delete the message from your computer. If you have received this message in 
error, please notify the sender b� 
> » > Michele Landis Dauber .__ 5/24/2016 6:21 PM 
>» 

> No I'm still editing! But great. What about the line about it setting a 
precedent? Does a finding under 1203 technically set a precedent given the 
fact that it is discretionary? I have known mike Armstrong for years and he's 
no dummy. So he will catch that. 
> 
> Sent from my iPhone 
> 
> > On May 24, 2016, at 6:16 PM, Alaleh Kianerci <AK!anerci@rla sccgov mg> 
wrote: 
> > 
> > It looks perfect! The law looks great and I pa�like the statistics that 
give the crime perspective. Of course the part on-is also great. Thank 
you for all your help. If you can sign it as well, I will include it in my sentencing 
brief. 
> >  
> > 
> > Alaleh Kianerci 
> > Deputy District Attorney 
> > 650 324 6418 
> > 
> > NOTICE: 
> > This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is 
confidential or restricted. It is intended only for the individuals named as 
recipients in the message. This entire message constitutes a privileged and 
confidential communication pursuant to California Evidence Code Section 952 

, and California Code of Civil Procedure Section 2018. If you .are NOT an 
authorized recipient you are prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, 
printing, copying, or disclosing the message or content to others and must 
delete the message from your computer. If you have received this message in 
error, please notify the se� 
> > > > >  Michele Dauber-- 5/24/2016 6:02 PM > > >  
> > H i  Alaleh: 
> > 
> > Here is a draft letter. I am still editing but I wanted to give you a crack to 
make sure that I got the law part right. 

> > 
> > Let me know asap, tonight if at all possible. 
> > 

i > > Also -- we are getting close to 100 sigs on the letter. The Stanford Daily 
wants to do a story but I told them no based on our prior conversation. ls that 
still your view? 
> > 
> > Thanks! 
> > Michele 
> > 
> > ------------------------------------------------------------ ----------
> > NOTICE: This email message and/or its attachments may contain 
information that is confidential or restricted. It is intended only for the 
individuals named as recipients in the message. If you are NOT an authorized 
recipient you are prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, 
copying, or disclosing the message or content to others and must delete the 
message from your computer. If you have received this message in error, 
please notify the sender by return email. 
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Flom: 
To: 
Subj
Data: 
Attachmantsi 

Hannan Teny Barnas \11!5 
FW: Chapman flle question 
Tuesday, 5eptembor 27, 2016 4:03:16 PM 
l!llf!ge004 ipg IOU!ge<lQ5 pnq !magenos gag 

,- - - - - -� --- - i 
·-----------·--..I 
Terry Lynn Harman 

Assistant District Attorney 

Santa Clara County 

70 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, CA 95110 

408.792.2826 

From: Michele Dauber [mailto 

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2016 10:53 PM 

To: Harman, Terry <tharman@dao.sccgov.org> 

Subject: Re: Chapman file question 

Also, is the maximum sentence added correctly on this fonn? To me it looks like 22 

r
{8+8+3�_)'ear�: Bl!!_this s11ys !I years 4 mos, _ 

L- ----•- -•· -·----·-·· ---·•"" 
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r·---···--···--·-·--··-- ......... --.. ·-··---··-· ...... .......... . . . . ......... .... ..... ... -.. -. -·- . - ... .... ........ .. _ .... . 

I 
I I I I ' 

On Mon, Sep 26, 2016 at 10:46 PM, Michele Dauber � wrote: 

On this screenshot from the file, the Judge indicated that the people wanted a 9 top/bottom 
and the court made an offer of 6 top/no bottom. Right under that it says SM (san mateo) 
case, D has 1 yr CNSP. Does that mean conspiracy? What does that mean? 

This is a very disturbing case. 

Thanks, 
Michele 
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Fronn 
TOI 
SUbJect: 
Date: 

Hemfrirlssm Qndy 
Welch Bri@n IW: r1>I case 
Friday, Sepb!mber JO, 2016 9:DO:Sl AM 

Here Is a copy of the Court file In the Caneles case. 

From: Michele Dauber [mailto:mldauber@gmail.com] 

Sent: Friday, September 30, 2016 8:39 AM 

To: Hendrickson, Cindy <chendrickson@dao.sccgov.org> 

Subject: Re: DV case 

Sure thing. Here's the whole file. 

My experience reading Persky files is that he tends to put in these l 7(b) things on his own 
initiative, sometimes in disagreement to probation, which often says that it likes to see 2/3 (2 

. years) of the probation before consideration of l 7(b). So I am just wondering . 

. • Macjas Canela,mfliTIJ 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 8:31 AM, Hendrickson, Cindy <chepdrickson@dao sccgov org> 
wrote: 

Can you please send me a copy of the entire plea agreement so I can run it by the attorneys 

involved in the case? Thx. 

From: Michele Dauber [mailto 

Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2016 6:11 PM 

To: Hendrickson, Cindy <chendrjckson@dao sccgov.orn> 

Subject: Re: DV case 

Dear Cindy: 

Thanks for this response. 

Can you please tell me if the l 7(b) was an offer of the court or the DA? The plea form 
indicates that it was the DA but I am wondering whether that part was an offer of the court. 

Thanks, 
Michele 

On Wed, Sep 28, 2016 at 4:59 PM, Hendrickson, Cindy <cbendrickson@!lao sccgoy,org> 
wrote: 

· Hi Michele, 

You are very welcome. 
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Agreements to have a felony charge reduced to a misdo after one year of successful completion 

of probation are common, and it does appear from the document you sent that such an 

agreement was reached in the Canala case. 

' 
: I looked up the Smith case and noticed that It Is Alaleh's case. She is probably in the best 

i position to answer your questions on this matter. I suspect you have her contact information 

1 since she is the attorney on the Turner case, just in case: akjanerci@da sccgoy org. 650-324-

WB. 

Talk to you soon I 
i 
' j Cindy 

i From: Michele Dauber [mailto 

l Sent: Wednesday, September 2g, 2016 2:56 PM I To: Hendrickson, Cindy <chepdrjckson@dao sccgov om> I � Subject: DV case 

i Dear Cindy: 

i Thanks for your generosity with your time today. I really apologize again for my failure ! to communicate very well. I feel badly. 
l i I wanted to attach the l 7(b) commitment from Mr. Canala's plea agreement. Based on the 
I plea form I had thought it was part of the plea deal but I could be wrong. 
i i Here's another case I have a question about (that I mentioned today): 
I 
i 
i B l581137 Keenan Smith 
I 
I I am confused about what happened with the sentence in this case. It appears that he 

never showed up to begin his sentence or to do his DV classes but then I can't tell what 
happened as a result of that. Can you help me understand? 

Thanks, 
Michele 

Exhibit F, p. 04 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



From: 
Tai 
Subject: 
-· 

More news 

K@nerc! Alaleh 
Bgsen Jeff· Hannan Terry· Ramos I u!s• Wehby Sean 
FW: FYI 
Thursday, December ffl, 2017 9:48:30 AM 

From: Michele Dauber [mailt 

Sent: Thursday, December 07, 2017 9:28 AM 

To: Kianerci, Alaleh <aklanercl@dao.sccgov.org> . 

Subject: FYI 

http·//www mydaytoodaj!ynew5 coro/oewstcrjme--law/brock-t11rner-dayton-character-wjtnesse5-

key-part-aopeal/eAI o270axyrwBfROhjbdOI/ 
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From1 
Too 
SUbject: 
Daleo 
Attachments: 

Hi Luis, 

Harman Ieny 
Ramos I 11!5 
FW: Question about ease 
Tuesday, Sepb!mber 27, 2016 3:50:36 PM 
lmage001 fpg 

Do you have any information on this? At your convenience. Thank you . 

.. ·- ------··-------.. 

Terry Lynn Harman 

Assistant District Attorney 

Santa Clara County 

70 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, CA 95110 

408.792.2826 

From: Michele Dauber [mailto 

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2016 12:11 PM 

To: Harman, Terry <tharman@dao.sccgov.org> 

Subject: Question about case 

Hi Terry: 

I have a question about this case: 

Christian Toribio, Bl581167 

He was convicted of 311.11 ( c) which is the more serious child porn conviction. He also was 
suspected by the police of possibly molesting children since he was a "nanny" (WTF) for 
some people who inexplicably would not allow their children to be interviewed despite the 
possibility that they had been abused. 

He got a plea with the DA for 6 months. I was a little confused by this because it is clear that 6 
months is kind of the going rate for 311.1 l(a) which is less serious. This case had MANY 
MANY HIGHLY DISTURBING videos the descriptions of which I can never ever erase 
from my memory now having read them. 

Why was this only 6 months? What do you have to do to go to prison for this? 

Thanks! 
Michele 
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Narayan, Kavita 
From: 
Sant: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ramos, Luis 
Friday, October 14 , 2016 1:40 PM 
Michele Landis Dauber; Harman, Terry 
RE: What Michelle Obama Didn't Say 

Well done, Michele. Congratulations. L 

----Original Message-
From: Michele Landis Dauber mallto 
Sent: Friday, October 14, 201611:34 AM 
To: Harman, Terry <tharman@dao,sccgoy.om>; Ramos, Luis <lramos@dao.sccgoy.om> 
Subject: What Michelle Obama Didn't Say 

http://www.politico.com/magazlne/story/2016/10/trumo-sexual-assault-women-mlchelle-obama-soeech-214357 

Sent from my iPhone 

1 
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POLITICO 

AP Photo 

IN THE ARENA 
What Michelle Obama Didn•t Say 
The first lady is right: enough is enough. But first we need to start holding 

enablers and bystanders accountable for sexual assault. 

By MICHELE LANDiS DAUBER I October 14, 2016 

S 
ince Donald Trump's videotaped confession of sexual assault came to light last 

week, we have been subjected to a sickening string of allegations from women who 

have recounted being groped and harassed by the GOP nominee. These include a 

woman who told the New York Times that Trump-a complete stranger-stuck his hand up 

her skirt on a first-class flight to New York in the 1980s, and a People magazine reporter 

who said that in 2005, Trump pinned her against a wall and forced his tongue down her 

throat. As Michelle Obama said on Wednesday, "Enough is enough." 

As a society, we have to acknowledge that successful sexual assault-successful, that is, from 

the perspective of perpetrator-isn't a one-man job. It needs a crowd of excusers, enablers, 
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and minimizers to ensure that the assault doesn't end badly for the perpetrator, even if the 

victim complains. In the various institutions of American society, men (and it is almost 

always men) who commit sexual assault have mostly been able to count on that crowd of 

enablers. That has been particularly true of privileged men like Trump. 

Although Trump has denied these new allegations, they have the ring of truth. Over the 

years, we have heard him on Howard Stern and listened to the similar stories of other 

women about his long history of sexual harassment and forced sexual encounters. We can 

also recognize the telltale signs of male entitlement in his bluster and self-absorption. The 

important question now is whether GOP leaders will repudiate Trump once and for all or 

continue to minimize both the seriousness of his offenses and their implications for his 

candidacy. 

But it is not just the Republican Party. Examples of enabling and excusing sexual 

misconduct elsewhere abound. The military has promoted officers who rape while 

drumming out their female victims. Colleges and universities have looked the other way at 

serial sexual assault, particularly when committed by athletes and professors. Even in those 

rare instances when victims file criminal charges, judges often deliver unreasonably lenient 

sentences, sending the message that these crimes are just not all that serious. 

One of the most notorious examples in the latter category is the case of Brock Turner, a 

recruited athlete at Stanford who was sentenced to only a few months in jail, despite his 

conviction for three felony sex crimes for assaulting an unconscious woman behind a 

dumpster during a frat party. The judge disregarded the victim's compelling statement 

asking for a longer sentence. Turner blamed his crime on Stanford's "party culture." 

Turner's father, another enabler, argued to Judge Aaron Persky that it would be unfair to 

send his son to prison over what he described as "20 minutes of action." The judge agreed, 

and made an exception. Prison, according to Judge Persky would "have a severe impact on 

him." 

The script that Trump's team has trotted out-"It was a long time ago, it doesn't reflect who 

he really is, he didn't really mean it, it was just locker room talk, he respects women, it's not 

a big deal, let's move on " - is straight out of the standard repertoire of minimization and 

denial for enablers. One can easily imagine Alabama Senator Jeff Sessions arguing that the 

footage only reflects 20 minutes of action out of Trump's lengthy career in business and 

philanthropy. 

This litany of excuses is standard because it almost always works. Men usually get away 

with it. Women know this. We're not dumb and we know what comes next. We remember 
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the enablers of the Senate Judiciary Committee who gave Clarence Thomas a pass to the 

Supreme Court. 

That explains the current wave of unrestrained, snarling rage from women-including some 

Republican women who are literally losing it over the fact that their party leadership will 

not withdraw their endorsements of this serial sexual predator. How can it be 2016 and 

nothing has changed? How can we still be dealing with this? But the this is not just Trump's 

hideous conduct, though that is plenty bad. Our anger is not solely or even primarily 

directed at Trump. It is directed at the powerful men and institutions, like House Speaker 

Paul Ryan and the RNC, that refuse to hold him accountable. 

Over and over, the institutions that women count on to protect us have betrayed us, 

exacerbating the injury of the assault. Men in power have valued the careers of other men

as athletes, as soldiers, as corporate officers - as politicians - far more than they have 

valued our right to be free of the grossest and most personal kinds of violations. They have 

looked the other way. 

As a result, sexual assault is epidemic. For example, at Stanford University where I teach, 

nearly 40 percent of undergraduate women experience some form of sexual assault or 

serious sexual misconduct. The figures are even worse for some groups such as women of 

color, disabled women and LGBT students. Yet fewer than 3 percent of these assaults are 

reported to campus authorities. 

One reason may be that the same survey found that only 28 percent of women and 45 
percent of men think that it's very likely that Stanford would hold anyone found 

responsible for sexual assault accountable. It is these university officials, seen by many as 

enablers, who often draw the strongest fire from students. 

In this respect, the anger over sexual assault shares elements in common with the anger 

over police abuses in minority communities. In both cases, the lack of accountability and 

the willingness of authorities to enable and excuse the conduct of offenders often draws the 

sharpest protest. 

Women are demanding greater accountability not only from offenders but also from 

enablers and their institutions. We want an end to the easy expectation of impunity. We 

have deployed a mix of shame, legal pressure, and publicity in various domains in order to 

raise the cost of bystanding. 

For example, Baylor recently fired both University President Kenneth Starr and its popular 

football coach for failing to respond appropriately to sexual assaults by members of the 
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football team. At UC Berkeley, President Janet Napolitano-perhaps wanting to avoid 

Starr's fate-pushed out both the provost and the chancellor over the failure to properly 

handle sexual harassment and assault. In the military, some officers are finally being 

disciplined for failing to respond to sexual assault. Here in Silicon Valley, women have 

lined up behind a recall election campaign against Judge Persky. 

The tactical logic of this movement is clear. Going after enablers cuts off the oxygen for 

sexual assault. When university administrators lose their sinecures, or generals get hauled 

before Congressional committees to be railed at by Senators Kirsten Gillibrand and Claire 

McCaskill, and colonels see their careers get cut short because they failed to stop sexual 

assault by the captains and majors under them-perpetrators get a little more lonely, and a 

little more likely to face the consequences of their assaults. 

What of those officials who have refused to withdraw their endorsements from Trump, 

including the RNC, Speaker Paul Ryan and Senate Majority Leader McConnell? As of this 

writing, Trump continues to be endorsed by hundreds of Republican elected officials, 

including more than 2 dozen US senators. An endorsement may be given for party loyalty 

or to appeal to a faction of supporters, but its public meaning is that the person endorsed is 

the person best suited to hold an office. Discovering that their candidate has bragged about 

committing sexual assault leaves his endorsers in a serious bind. Some like John McCain, 

who is in a tight race against a female opponent, have decided to bolt. 

Donald Trump's shock and anger at these defections is palpable, and understandable. 

These losses are a significant deviation from the enabler's playbook. It appears, however, 

that for the most part Republicans are sticking to the script. Trump is mostly receiving pro

forma condemnations of his statements without losing endorsements. That's the political 

equivalent of Judge PerskY's six month sentence-a slap on the wrist that won't "have a 

severe impact" on him. 

Trump's confession of sexual assault puts an excruciating question to the GOP: What 

happens when a major political party and the crowd of enablers for a sexual assault 

perpetrator are one and the same, when the GOP becomes the Grand Old Frat Party? 

For some, particularly Mormon Republicans, this is a moral question with an obvious 

answer, and they abandoned Trump in droves after the tape became public. For most, 

though, it is a political question: Will women apply the same logic to the Republican Party 

as to senior military officers, university presidents, or judges who excuse sexual assault in 

their domains? If so, the political survival of the party and its leadership depends on cutting 
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ties to Trump now. If not, then Trump is a short-term problem that the voters will solve in a 

few weeks, and it makes no sense to sacrifice the principle of party unity. 

Most Republicans seem to believe that they and their party will not be held accountable for 

their enabling of Trump. Women have the power to prove them wrong. Let's use it. 
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Stanford 

Michele Landis Dauber 
Frederick L Rlchma'n Professor of Law 

Professor. by courtesy, Sociology 

mldauber@stanford.edu (mailto:mldauber@stanford.edu) 

650 723.2512 (tel:650 723.2512) 

Asslstant(s): 
Corissa Paris (httpsJ/law.stanford.edu/dlrectory/corlssa· 
� 
Room N340, Neukom Building 

D6wnload Curriculum Vitae 

(/sites/default/files/person/166213/doc/slspubllc/daubercvi014.pdll 

Expertise 

Constitutional History 

Constitutional Law 

Distributive Justice 

Federalism 

Gender & Sexual Orientation Discriminatlon 

Inequality 

Law & Society 

Public Policy & Empirical Studies 

Torts 

Welfare & Poverty Law 

Biography 

Professo" by courtesy, Sociology 

A law professor and a s'ociologlst Michele Landis Dauber has written highly orlginal historical and sociologlcal studies 

focusing on the history of social provision and the US welfare state. Her first book, The Sympatl)etic State (2013 University 

of Chicago Press} received numerous distinguished book awards and prizes including from the American Historical 

Association, the American Sociological Association, tbe American Political Science Association, the-American Society for 

Legal History, and the Law and Society Association. 

Professor Dauber has recelved numerous grants for her research Including from the National Endowment for the 

Humanities. She Is currently working on a project about the history of resettlement and relocation following catastrophes. 
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Professor Dauber Is the recipient of the 2006 Walter J. Gores Award, Stanford University's highest teaching honor. Prior to 

joining the Stanford faculty In 2001, Professor Dauber was a clerk to Judge Stephen Reinhardt of the U.S. Court of Appeals 

for the Ninth Circuit (1998-99) and a doctoral fellow at the American Bar Foundation �999-2001). 

From 2011-13, Professor Dauber co-chaired the Board on Judicial Affairs and helped to lead the process that revised 

Stanford's policy on sexual assault. She Is a nationally-respected advocate for Improving college and university policies on 

sexual assault In order to Increase compliance with Title IX. 

She Is an avid outdoorswoman and sklier, and has backpacked more than 2000 miles In the Sierra Nevada. A mother of 

five, Dauber lives In Palo Alto with her husband Ken, a Google engineer, their son Elliot. and their five chickens. 

Education 

BSW Illinois at Chicago (Jane Addams C. of Social Work) 1993 

JD Northwestern University School of Law 1998 

PhD (Sociology) The Graduate School at Northwestern University 2003 

Courses 

American Constitutional History from the Civil War to the War on Poverty !httpsi/faw.stanford.edu/courses/amerlcan· 
constitutional·hlstory·from-the-clVll-war-to-the-war-on-povertv/l 

Directed Research (httpsi/law.stanford.edu/courses/dlrected-research/l 

One In Five: The Law, Politics, and Policy of Campus Sexual Assault (httpsillaw.stanford.edu/courses/one-ln-five-the-law
polltlcs-and·pollcy-of-campus-sexual-assaul!I) 

Polley Practicum: Rethinking Campus and School TIUe IX Policies and Procedures !https://law.stanford.edu/courses/pollcy
practlcum-rethlnklna·campus·and·school-tltle-lx-pollcles-and-procedureS/l 

Rethinking Campus and School Title IX Policies and Procedures (https://law.stanford.edu/courses/titie-lx·and-cameus
sexual-assaul!I) 

Sociology of Law (https://law.stanford.edu/courses/sociology-of-law/l 

The Welfare State (httpsi/law.stanford.edu/courses/the-welfare-state!) 

Affiliations & Honors 

Director, JD/PhD program In sociology and law 

Secretary-Treasurer and Member, Board of the Delano Foundation for Law In the Public Interest Yale Law School 

Professional Associations: Law & Society Association; American Sociological Association, American Society for Legal 
History, American Historical Association; Social Science History Association; American Political Science Association 

Manuscript/Proposal Reviews: Law & Society Review; Journal of American History; American Historical Review; American 
Journal of Sociology; National Science Foundation; Law and History Review, University of Illinois Press, Law and Social 
Inquiry, American Nineteenth Century History. 

Recipient Stanford University Walter J. Gores Award, 2006 

J. David Greenstone Book Prize (American Political Science Association Politics and History Section), 2014 (co-winner) 

Distinguished Book Award (American Sociological Association Sociology of Law Section), 2014 

J. Willard Hurst Book Prize (Law and Society Assn) (Honorable Mention), 2013 

Stanford CCSRE, Faculty Research Fellow and Grant Recipient 2012 

Woods Institute for the Environment Uncommon Dialogue Grant Recipient 2011 

Irvine Foundation Junior Faculty Professional Development Fellowship, 2006 

National Endowment for the Humanities Fellowship, 2005 
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Paul L. Murphy Award, American Society for Legal History, 2004 

Harvard Society of Fellows Junior Fellowship, 2001-2004 (declined) 

Franklin and Eleanor Roosevelt Institute Beeke-Levy Research Fellow, 2000-01 

Law & Society Association Summer Institute Grant, 2000 

American Bar Foundation Doctoral Dissertation Fellowship, 1999-2001 

Charlotte W. Newcombe Doctoral Dissertation Fellowship, 1999-2000 (declined) 

Lord & Bissell Academic Fellowship, Northwestern Univ. Law School, 1997-98 

Illinois Women's Bar Foundation Scholarship, 1996 

Celhy Novak Memorial Scholarship, Northwestern Univ. Law School, 1995 

Courses (https://law.stanford.edu/courses/?lnstructor=4490&page=1l 

Publications (https:Jnaw.stanford.edu/publlcatlons/?primary author=Mlchele%20Landis%20Dauber&page=1) 

News 
Chanel Miller: Stanford University Scheme Projects Her Words On To Assault 

Site (https://law.stanford.edu/press/chanel-miller-stanford-university-scheme

projects-her-words-on-to-assault-site/l 

BBC 

Students at California's Stanford University have used digital technology to show support for prominent sexual assault 

survivor Chanel Miiier. But it comes amid unhappiness at how the university is remembering the attack. Using augmented 

reality the students projected her words onto the site on campus where she was assaulted In ... 

Read More (https://law.stanford.edu/press/chanel-mlller-stanford-universitv-scheme-prolects-her-words-on-to-assault-siteO 

see all news !https://law.stanford.edu/press/?page=1&related_person=4490l 

In Pursuit Of High-Profile Sex Abusers, Is Balance Of Power Shifting? 
lhttps://law.stanford.edu/press/in-pursuit-of-high-profile-sex-abusers-is-balance-of-power
shiftinq/l 

The Christian Science Monitor 

For Sex Offender Jeffrey Epstein's Child Victims, The Justice System May Finally Be 
Working lhttps://law.stanford.edu/press/for-sex-offender-jeffrey-epsteins-child-victims-the
!ustice-system-may-finally-be-working/l 

Los Angeles Times 
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South Bay Dems Urge Fellow Delegate To Resign For Statement Defending Convicted 
Pedophile lhttps://law.stanford.edu/press/south-bay-dems-urge-fellow-delegate-to-resign
for-statement-defending-convicted-pedophile/l 

San Jose Inside 

Sexual Harassment Lawsuits Against California Democratic Party Prompt Credibility Crisis 
lhttps://law.stanford.edu/press/sexual-harassment-lawsuits-against-california-democratic
partv-prompt-credibility-crisis/l 

Los Angeles Times 

Legal And Economic Experts Break Down Elizabeth Warren's Wealth Tax 
lhttps://law.stanford.edu/press/legal-and-economic-experts-break-down-elizabeth-warrens
wealth-tax/l 

WGBH-89.7 

The Scanner: SF Public Defender's Office Uses Bold Strategy In Murder Cases 
(https://law.stanford.edu/press/the-scanner-sf-public-defenders-office-uses-bold-strategy
in-murder-cases/l 

San Francisco Chronicle 

Policy Practicum 
Rethinking Campus and School Title IX Policy and Procedures 

!httes://law.stanford.edu/educatlon/only-at-sls/law-policy-lab/practicums-2016-2017/rethlnklng-campus·and· 
school-tiUe·ix-policy-and-procedures/l 

-------· ·-·--·-··-

11::1 Stanford University, Stanford, Callfomla, 94305-8610 I https:f/law.stanford.edu/dlrectory/mlchele.landls-daubar/ 
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Stanford l,a\>VSchool 
----·------ --· 

Publications 

34 Results For. Dauber, Michele Landis , 

Legal and PoUtical Responses to Campus Sexual Assault 
lhttps;/Oaw.stanford.edu/publ!cat!ons/lega!-and-polltlcal-responsas-ta-campus-sexual-assau!tD 

Meghan Warner 

October 1, 2019 

Journal Article 
Annual Review of Law and Social Science 

------·-------·---

Supreme Fiasco: Did the Kavanaugh Drama Just Break the Senate? SCOTUS Watchers Weigh In on 

Thursday's Capitol Hill Fireworks 
fhttps;/Oaw.st@nford.edu/publlcatlons/supreme-fiasFO:dld-th•kavanayghodrama·lust.-break-the-senata-scotus-watchers-we!gh-ln-cn
thursdaVS=Capltg!-hl!l-fireworksJ) 

Etal. 

September 28, 2018 
Related Organization(s): 

Stanford Center on the Legal Profession 

Other 
Politico 

What Should the Senate Do With Brett Kavanaugh? Now That A Woman Has Come Forward to Accuse 

the Supreme Court Nominee of Sexual Assault. We Asked A Group of Legal Scholars to Weigh In: Now 

What? 
fhttps;/naw.stanford.@du/publlcatlons/what-should-thHenetp;do-wlth-brett-kavanaugh-now-that-a-wqman-has..coma-forward-to
accuse-thHypmroft1iOUrt-nom!nag.gf-sexual-assault-we-ask@d-a-aroup-of-lagal-scholars-to-welgh-fn-now-whatO 

Etal. 

September 17, 2018 
Related Organization(s): 

Stanford Center on the Legal Profession 

Other 
Politico 
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'He Failed In His Dutv:' The Stanford law professor on her campaign to recall a county judge and 

clapping back at rape culture 
fhttpsj/Oaw.U,!nford.edu/publicatlons/falled·dutv=st@nford-law-professor-campalgn-resgll-countv·iudge·clapplng .. back·rape-culturaD 

March 5, 2018 

Op-Ed or Opinion Piece 
San Francisco Magazine 

Victims in the Brock Turner and Idaho Cases Sought Justice. They Found Bias 
lhttps:/Oaw.stanford.edu/publlcatfons/vlctims-Jn-the-brock-turner-and-ldaho-cases-souqht-Iustlce-they-found·blasll 

March 2, 2017 

Op-Ed or Opinion Piece 
The Guardian 

What Michelle Obama Didn't Say 
fhttps;IJ!aw.stanford.edu/publfcatfgns/what-mlchelle-obama-dldnt..savD 

October 14, 2016 

Op-Ed or Opinion Piece 
Politico 

Laws Needed to Curb Sexual Misconduct on Campus 
fhttp1jlOaw stanford.edu/publlcatfqns/laws-needed-to-cuf'b.s!?(Ual-misconduct-on-campus!l 

Sofie Karasek 

March 29, 2016 

Op-Ed or Opinion Piece 
San Jose Mercury News 

Letter to the Editor: Response on Stanford's ASAP Program 
lhttps:/Oaw.st@nfard.edu/publlcattons/letter-to-the:ed!tor-respqnse-on-stanfords--asae=programll 

March 27, 2016 

Op-Ed or Opinion Piece 
The Stanford Dally 

Exhibit G, p. 12 
'"' 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



Spotlight on University Sexual Harassment 
fhttas:/Aaw.stantgrd.edu/publlcatlons/sppt!lght-on-un!v@rsity-sexua!.barassmentll 

Sofle Karasek 
March 25. 2016 

Op-Ed or Opinion Piece 
Contra Costa Times 

Transparency and Sensitivity Work Together to Stop Campus Rape 
thttps;/Oawstanford.adu/nublicatlons/transparenStand-sensltlvltv-worl(.toqether-to-stop-campus-rapeD 

December 12, 2014 

Op·Ed or Opinion Piece 
New York Times: Room For Debate 

The Urge to Call a Tragedy 'Terrorism' 
fhttps:/naw.stanford.@du/nubltcatlons/the-urqe--to-call·a·tragedv-terrorism/) 

January 21, 2014 

Op-Ed or Opinion Piece 
New York Times, January 21, 2014. 

Povertv Requires Disaster Relief 
fbttps;J/!aw stanfgrd.esfulpubllcatlonsloovertv-regulres.clisa&ter-re!lefD 

December 10, 2012 

Magazine Article 
The American Prospect, December 10, 2012. 

The 5Ympathetic State: Disaster Relief and the Origins of the American Welfare State 
fhttps:JOaw.stanford.@du/publications/the-svmpethetiC=State-dlsast@r-rellef=Bnd-the=griglns-of-the-amertcan-welfare-stateD 

November 1, 2012 

Book, Whole 
Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2013. 

Palo Alto School District Needs New Leadership 
lhttps:Jllaw.stanford.edu/publicatlons/palo-altg-school-d!str!ct-ng@ds-naw:leadersh!pD 

February 25, 2011 

Op-Ed or Opinion Piece 
Palo Alto Weekly, February 25, 2011, p. 15 
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New Deal Lawyers 
lhttpe'Oaw.stanford.edu/publlcatjans/new-deal-lawyars/l 

September 1, 2009 

Book, Section 
New Deal Lawyers, In Encyclopedia of the Supreme Court of the United States David S. Tanenhaus, ed .. New York: Gale 
Cengage Learning, 2009 

The Real Third Rall of American Politics 
lhttesilJlaw.stanford.edu/pub!lcatfonsfthe-real-thlrd-rall=of-amerfcan-polbfcsD 

July1, 2009 

Book, Section 
The Real Third Rall of American Politics, In Catastrophe: Law, Politics, and the Humanitarian Impulse Austin Sarai and Javier 
Lezuen, eds .. Amherst MA: University of Massachusetts Press, 2009 

A Note on BBLP 
<https•/JJaw.stanford.adu/publjcations/a-note-on-bblpO 

January 1, 2009 

Book, Section 
A Note on BBLP, In The Building a Better Legal Profession's Gulde to Law Firms: The Law Student's Gulde to Finding the 
Perfect Law Firm Job Irene Hahn, ed .. New York: Kaplan Pub .. January 2009 

Social Security Privatization: a Disaster 
fhttps:/Daw.stanford.edu/publlcattans/soclal-secur!tv-prlvatl:r;atlon-a-dlsasterD 

November 5, 2005 

Magazine Article 
Stanford Lawyer. Winter 2005, p. 40 

The Big Muddy 
<https:/naw.stanford.edu!publlcatlons/th•blq-muddy/l 

January 1, 2005 

Journal Article 
57 Stanford Law Review 1899 . 
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Judicial Review and the Power of the Purse 
lhttps;tllaw.stanford.@du/publlcatians/iudlcie!-revlaw;and-the-oower.gf-th•purseD 

January I, 2005 

Journal Article 
23 Law and History Review 451 

The Sympathetic State 
lhttes;/llaw.stanfard.@duloubllcatigns/the-sympathetic-stata-2/) 

January I, 2005 

Journal Article 
23 Law and History Review 387 

Book Review: Public Pensions: Gender and Civil Service in the States by Susan Sterett 
lhttps://law,st@nford.Adu/publicatlgns/book-reylaw-pub!ffenslons-qender-and=clvil-service-ln-thHt@tes-by-susan-sterettD 

January I, 2005 

Book Review 
3 Perspectives on Politics 166-167 

Book Review: Susan Sterett 
fhttps;/Jlaw.stanfgrd.edu/publfcations/boak-reyiew"5usan-steratt/) 

January 1, 2005 

Book Review 
3 Perspectives on Politics 166 

The Sympathetic State. (Forum: Overtaken by a Great Calamity; Disaster Relief and the Origin of the 

American Welfare State) 
lhttps;JDaw.stanford edu/publicat!gns/the-svmpathetlc-state-farum-overtalren-by=a=are@t:ca!amity-dfsaster-rellef-and·thHtriQlD�· 
the-amgrlcan-welfa11tst@t@D 

January I, 2005 

Journal Article 
23 Law and History Review 387-442 
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Judicial Review and the Power of the Purse !Forum: Response) 
fhttp1;//law.stanford.edu/publlcat19nsDudlclal-revlew-and-tha-pawer-gf-the-purse-fprum·raspgnse/l 

January 1, 2005 

Journal Article 
23 Law and History Review 451-458 

«::> Stanrord University, Stanford, California, 94305-8610 I https:///aw.stanford.edu/publications/sult-agalnst-srl-lankan-presldentlal·candld21te
raJi1paksa·dlsmlssed-on-common-law-lmmunlty-grounds/ 
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Miscellaneous Civil Petition D Partnership and corporate governance (21) 
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2. This case is is not complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. If the case is complex, mark the 
factors requlring exceptlOnal judicial management 
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CH-109 Notice of Court Hearing 

Person Seeking Protection 
a. Your Full Name: 

Kasey Halcon 
Your Lawyer (if you have one.for this case): 

Name: Ward Penfold State Bar No.: 284969 

Firm Name: Office of the County Counsel 
b. Your Address (If you have a lawyer, give your lawyer'.< information. 

Clerk stan1ps date here when form is flied, 

Fill 111 ,,, 1 ·street address: If you do not have a lawyer and want to keep your home address 
private, you may give a di.f]erent mailing address instead. You do not 
have to give telephone, .fax, or e-mail) 

Superior Court of California, County of 
Santa Clara 

Address: 70 W. Hedding Street, East Wing, 9th floor 
City: San Jose State: CA Zip: 95110 

Telephone: (408) 299-5900 Fax: (408) 292-7240 

E-Mail Address: ward.penfold@cco.sccgov.org 

© Person From Whom Protection Is Sought 

Full Name: Susan Hazlett Bassi 

Downtown Facility 
191 N. First Street 
San Jose, CA 95113 

Court tiffs in case number when form is fifed, 

The court will complete the rest of this form. @ Notice of Hearing 

A court hearing is scheduled on the request for restraining orders against the person in@: 

. fJUL 2 S 2019 
Hearing r Date: .. • 

Date Dept;___\\, 

Name and address of court if different from above: 

Time: � ;(b� 
Room: 

© Temporary Restraining Orders (Any orders granted are onform CH-110, served with this notice.) 

a. Temporary Restraining Orders for personal conduct and stay-away orders as requested in form CH-I 00, Request 
for Civil Harassment Restraining Orders, are (check only one box below): 

( 1) �11 GRANTEI.) until the court hearing. 
(2) D All DENIED until the court hearing. (SpecifY reasons.for denial in b, below.) 

(3) 0 Partly GRANTED. and partly DENIED until the court hearing. (.SpecifY reasons for denial in b, below.) 

Judiclul Counoil of Callforn!a, www,ciourts.oa.gov 
Revised Jam1ary 1. 2019, Mandatory Form 
Code of Civil Proc;edure, § 52·1.6 
Approved by DOJ 

Notice of Court Hearing 
(Civil Harassment Prevention) 

CH·109, Page 1 of3 
� 
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Qy � Temporary Restraining Order 
I request that a Temporary Restraining Order (TRO) be issued against the person in @ to last until the hearing. I 
am presenting fonn CH-I 10, Temporary Restraining Order, for the court's signature together with this Request. 

Has the person in@ been told that you were going to go to court to seek a TRO against him/her? 
0 Yes � No (If you answered no, explain why below): 

0 Check here if there is not enough space for your answer. Put your complete answer on the attached sheet of 
paper (;r form MC-025 and write "Attachment I 1·----Temporary Restraining Order "fi;r a title . 

. Ms. Bassi has engaged in a campaign to threaten, intimidate, and harass me, as fully described in my accompanying 
Declaration. fo{ight elf Ms. Bassi's escalating behaVIor, I believe a '!'RO 1s needed to protect my physical and 
psychological well-being. 

@ O Request to Give Less Than Five Days' Notice of Hearing 
You must have your papers personally served on the person in @ at least jive days be,fore the hearing, unless the 

court orders a shorter time for service. (Form CE-1-200-INFO explains What Is '"Proof of Personal Service"? Form 
Cfi.·200, Proof of Personal Service, may be used to show the court that the papers have been served.) 

lf you want there to be fewer than five days between service and the hearing, explain why below: 

D Check here if there is not enough space for your answer. Put your complete answer on the attached sheet of 
paper or form MC-025 and write "Attachment 12-Request to Give Less Than Five Days ' Notice " for a title. 

IE] No Fee for Filing or Service 

a. IEl There should be no filing fee because the person in (iJ has used or threatened to use violence against me, 
has stalked me, or has acted or spoken in some other way that makes me reasonably fear violence. 

b. IE] The sheriff or marshal should serve (notify) the person in @ about the orders for free because my request 
for orders is based ou unlawfol violence, a credible threat of violence, or stalking. 

c. 0 There should be no filing fee and the sheriff or marshal should serve the person in @ for free because I 
am entitled to a fee waiver. (You must complete and file form FW-001. Application for Waiver of Court 
Fees and Costs .) 

@ [] Lawyer's Fees and Costs 

I ask the court to order payment of my O lawyer's fees 

The amounts requested are: 
Item 

$ ------
$ ------

0 Court easts. 

$ _____ ------------ , ____ _ 

0 Cheek here if there are more items. Put the items and amounts on the attached sheet ofpaper or form 
MC-025 and write "Attachment J4 ..... .£awyer's Fees and Costs "fiJr a title. 

r�eVIS0\1 J:.;nuary 1 ,  2:013 

This is not a Court Order. 

Request for Civil Harassment Restraining Orders 
(Civil Harassment Prevention) 

CH-100, Page 5 of 6 
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' 

1 JAMES R. WILLIAMS, County Counsel (S.B. #271253) 
WARD A. PENFOLD, Deputy CQuhty Counsel (S.B. #284969) 

2 OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL 
70 West Hedding Street, East Wing, Ninth Floor 

' 

F • L e o 
3 San Jose, Ca.Hfornia 951 10-1770 

Telephone: ( 408) 299-5900 
4 Facsimile: (408) 292-7240 

JUL -3 2019 C�•rko  �IJIJSriar .n 01 . e . l>urt SY.., . 
. 

-
. 

. 
• __t_sama Clara 'fl OE;PIJT\' 

5 Attorneys for Petitioner 
KASEY HALCON 

6 

7 

\ 
8 SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

9 

1 0  

1 1  KASEY HALCON, No. 1 9CH008 8 4 3 
1 2  Petitioner, 

1 3  v. 

14 SUSAN HAZLE'IT BASSI, 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND 
AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF 
APPLICATIONS FOR TEMPORARY AND 
PERMANENT CIVIL HARASSMENT 
RESTRAINING ORDERS 

1 5  Respondent. 

1 6  

1 7  I. 

1 8  INTRODUCTION 

1 9  For over a year, Respondent Susan Hazlett Bassi has engaged in a deliberate, escalating 

20 campaign to intimidate and harass two members of the Santa Clara County Domestic Violence 

21 Council, Petitioners Kasey Halcon and Nicole Ford. Respondent's knowing and willful course of 

22 conduct, which includes numerous incidents of private, targeted harassment and public hostility and 

23 intimidation directed at Petitioners, would not only cause a reasonable person to suffer substantial 

24 emotional distress, but in fact has seriously alarmed and annoyed Petitioners and caused them 

25 substantial emotional distress. Indeed, as demonstrated by Petitioners' own declarations and 

26 supported by the declarations of Santa Clara County District Attorney Jeffrey Rosen and District 

27 Attorney's Office Bureau of Investigation Security Threat Officer Jeffery Nichols, Respondent's 

28 course of conduct constitutes an increasingly menacing pattern of harassment that seriously alarms, 
I 

Memorandum of Points and Authorities ISO Application for 
Temporary and Pennanent Civil Harassment Restraining Orders 
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annoys, and harasses Petitioners and serves no legitimate purpose. Accordingly, Petitioners 

2 respectfully request that this court restrain Respondent from contacting them. 

3 II. 

4 STATEMENT OF FACTS 

5 Petitioner Kasey Halcon is Chair of the Santa Clara County Domestic Violence Council and 

6 is employed as the Program Director of the Victim Services Unit of the Santa Clara County District 

7 Attorney's Office, located in the lobby level of the County Government Center at 70 W. Hedding 

8 Street, San Jose. (Declaration of Kasey Halcon in Support of Application for Temporary and 

9 Pennanent Civil Harassment Restraining Orders, "Halcon Dec.," at if 2.) Petitioner Nicole Ford is 

1 0  Administrative Vice Chair of the Santa Clara County Domestic Violence Council.1 (Declaration of 

1 1  Nicole Ford in Support of Application for Temporary and Permanent Civil Harassment Restraining 

12 Orders, "Ford Dec.," at if 2.) In their respective roles, they regularly need to be present at public 

13 spaces in the County Goverrunent Center, including its public lobby and conference rooms. (See 
14 Halcon Dec., ifil 2-3; Ford Dec., if 3 .) Ms. Halcon in particular works in the County Government 

15 Center as part of her regular employment, for which she routinely interacts with domestic violence 

16 victims. (Halcon Dec., if 3.)  

17 A. RESPONDENT'S INITIAL HARASSMENT OF NICOLE FORD 

18 Respondent began harassing Petitioners in early 2018, around or shortly after the time that 

1 9  the Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office began prosecuting her on charges related to 

20 incidents at the Santa Clara County Family Court beginning in late 2017. (Halcon Dec., if 6 & Ex. 

2 1  A.) On May 4, 201 8, Ms. Ford (who is a practicing family law attorney and not a County employee) 

22 attended a Domestic Violence Council meeting at the County Government Center. (Ford Dec., ii 6.) 

23 Without provocation, Respondent publicly attacked Ms. Ford's reputation from "out of nowhere," 

24 

25 

26 
1 The Domestic Violence Council is made up· of 22 members appointed by the County's Board of 

21 Supervisors. (Halcon Dec. if 2.) Its mission is to act in an advisory capacity to the Board to assure 
safety for victims of domestic violence. (Ibid.) Members of the Domestic Violence Council serve as 

28 volunteers, without compensation. 2 
Memorandum of Points and Authorities ISO Application for 
Temporary and Pennanent Civil Harassment Restraining Orders 
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1 st�tingthat Ms, Ford should recuse.herself and "report [her] self to the bar," and that Ms. Ford was 

2 "no :friru1d to doinestic violence survivors." (ibid.) 

3 Respondent's aggressive and unprovoked verbal attacks soon progressed to private 

4 hlll'assmei1tand physical intimidation. On May 7, 20 I 8, while Ms. Ford was sitting on a courthouse 

5 bench aw<Jiting the outcome of a Family Court hearing in an adjacent courtroom, Respondent twice 

6 approached her over the course of an hol.lr at1d stood over her while harassing her.2 (Ford Dec., if 7.) 

7 In both :instances, Respondent stood over Ms. Ford while Ms. Ford was seated, positioning herself 

8 only a few feet away.so that Ms. Ford was not able to stand up and move away without physically 

9 <:ontacti!lgher and forcing Ms. Ford to remain seated and push her own body as far back as possible 

1 o into the bench to stay away from Respondent. (!bid.) Both times, Ms. Bassi scowled down at Ms. 

1 1  Ford :f'roin above While making harassing co1:nments in a threatening tone such as "you're pathetic," 

12  "I hope you're happy with youtself," and "you should recuse yourself immediately and report 

1 3  yourself to the bar," while.also insisting that she "should not be on the [Domestic Violence 

14 Council]" and that she was "no friend of domestic violence victims." (Ibid.) Ms. Ford was 

1 5  "genuil1ely rattled" by Ms. Bassi's conduct and believes that Ms. Bassi was trying to verbally and 

1 6  physically intimidate her. (ibid.) 
1 7  This targeted, private harassment continued later in 201 8 .  ln or around late November 201 8, 

1 s Ms. Fordwe:nt to family court with one ofher clients on an ex pa rte application for that client's case. 

19 (Ford Dec., if 8.) While M�. Ford sat in the courtroom, she turned and saw Respondent sitting in the 

20 san1e row 1\Ct'.oSs the <:ourtroom aisle, contorting her body to glare aggressively at her. (Ibid.) 
2 1  R<;ispondent remained starillg at Ms . . Ford for about 1 O .minutes, unsettling and rattling Ms. Ford and 

22 her client, who initially th<mght Respondent Wa$ staring at him and was so distmbed that he asked 

23 Ms. Ford, "does that womai:t know me? She's looking at me like she hates me." (ibid.) 

24 

26 �·. Notably, Ms. Ford was present al the courth.ouse that day to support a friend, Jessica Huey, who 
was serving �s minor's counseli11a doinestic violence case. Ms. Huey had requested her friend's 27 supp.01t because a group .of people associated with Ms. Bassi had accosted Ms. Huey outside the 

28 Family Court. (Ford Dec., � 7.) 
3 

Memorandum of Points and Authorities ISO Application for 
Temporary and Permanent Civil Harassment Restraining Orders 
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Respondent's intimidation and harassment of Ms. Ford continued the following month. On 

2 December 7, 201 8, Respondent attended a Domestic Violence Council meeting, at which she 

3 publicly accused Ms. Ford of"using domestic violence survivors for her own profit" and "colluding 

4 with clients by taking money from abusers so they can't pay child support." (Ford Dec., 'If 9.) On 

5 that same day, Respondent is believed to have made a post on the "Jane and John Q Public" blog 

6 entitled Domestic Violence: How to Ruin Your Ex's Life and Make Your Lawyer Rich, in which she 

7 included an image depicting Ms. Ford as a pig eating at a trough labeled "domestic violence." (Ford 

8 Dec., 'If 1 0. & Ex. B.) When Ms. Ford saw this post on January 5, 2019, she was so disturbed that 

9 she cried. (Ibid.) Ms. Ford viewed the image and blog post as part of a pattern of increasingly 

I O  personal attacks and began to fear for her personal safety after considering the words and images in 

1 1  context with Respondent's increasingly aggressive in-person conduct. (Ibid.) 
12 B. RESPONDENT'S INITIAL HARASSMENT OF KASEY HALCON 

13 At approximately the same time, Respondent began harassing Ms. Halcon as well. 

14 Respondent started by following Ms. Halcon and taking photos and videos of her whenever she saw 

15 her in the County Government Center, and over time that harassment became more intense. (Halcon 

1 6  Dec., if 7.) At the same December 7, 201 8 meeting described above, during which she leveled 

1 7  attacks at Ms. Ford, Respondent also began public attacks on Ms. Halcon, accusing her of refusing to 

1 8  provide services to her and victims of domestic violence. (Ford Dec., 'If 9.) Then, on December 17, 

19 201 8, Respondent "camped out" in the lobby of the Victim Services Unit, where Ms. Halcon works, 

20 in what Ms. Halcon believes was an attempt to stalk her, intimidate her, or both. (Halcon Dec., 'If 7.) 

2 1  Over time, Respondent has become more aggressive and targeted against Ms. Halcon, including by 

22 taking photos or videos of her whenever Respondent sees her in the County Government Center. 

23 (Ibid.) 

24 By the end of2018, Ms. Halcon and Ms. Ford had become so disturbed by Respondent's 

25 conduct that they began utilizing a "buddy system" whenever they attended meetings at the County 

26 Government Center. (Halcon Dec., 'If 8; Ford Dec., 'If 1 1 .) As part of this system, Ms. Halcon 

27 coordinates her arrival and departure from the Government Center with other County employees to 

28 take advantage of safety in numbers. (Halcon Dec., ir 8.) When Ms. Halcon and Ms. Ford need to 
4 

Memorandum of Points and Authorities ISO Application for 
Temporary and Pem1anent Civil Harassment Restraining Orders 
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attend meetings at the Government Center (including as part of their duties on the Domestic 

2 Violence Council), Ms. Ford will park her car as close to 111e building as possible and call Ms. 

3 Halcon to let her know she is about to arrive, so that Ms. Halcon can quickly buzz her into the 

4 secured area where Ms. I-Ialcon's office is located. (Ford Dec., if 1 1 .) They will then walk together 

5 to their meetings, and afterward will often return to Ms. Halcon' s office to debrief and plan their 

6 exits from the building. (Halcon Dec. ii 8; Ford Dec. ii 1 1 .) 

7 c. RESPONDENT'S CONTINUED HARASSMENT OF PETITIONERS 

8 Disturbingly, Respondent's threats, intimidation, and harassment of Petitioners continued to 

9 escalate in the new year. On March 7, 2019, Ms. Halcon and Ms. Ford attended a meeting of the 

1 0  Public Safety and Justice Committee in the lobby level of the Government Center, sitting near the 

1 1  podium in case they were asked to provide any information related to the Domestic Violence 

12 Council. (Halcon Dec., if 9; Ford Dec., ii 1 3 .) Ms. Ford sat next to the aisle, with Ms. Halcon on her 

13 left. (Ford Dec., if 13 .) During the meeting, Respondent publicly accused the Victim Services Unit 

1 4  of taking bribes and failing to provide services to victims of crime. (Halcon Dec. ii 9.) Then, while 

1 5  walking up the aisle from the podium after giving comment, she leaned over Ms. Ford until their 

16 faces were no more than a foot apart, held her finger approximately six inches away from Ms. Ford's 

17 face while pointing at her, and angrily stated "Nicole Ford, you 're next." (Halcon Dec., iii! 9-1 O; 

18 Ford Dec., iii! 13- 14; Declaration of Jeffery Nichols in Support of Application for Temporary and 

1 9  Permanent Civil Harassment Restraining Orders, "Nichols Dec.," at iJ 1 0.) Ms.  Ford was disturbed 

20 by Respondent' s  enraged eyes and the ominous tone of her voice as she loomed over her. (Ford 

2 l Dec., ii 13.) After this incident, Ms. Halcon and Ms. Ford reniained sitting in shock but waited to 

22 see if Respondent would criticize Ms. Ford during her next public comment to determine if "Nicole 

23 Ford, you 're next" simply meant that Respondent would next publicly criticize Ms. Ford as she had 

24 just criticized the Victim Services Unit, which Ms. Halcon directs. (Halcon Dec., ii 1 1 ;  Ford Dec., ii 
25 14.) When Respondent did not mention Ms. Ford in her next public comment, Ms. Halcon and Ms. 

26 Ford concluded that Respondent's statement was not merely a statement of intent to publicly 

27 criticize Ms. Ford, but also a physical threat. (Halcon Dec., ii 1 1 ;  Ford Dec., ii 14.) After the 

28 
5 

Memorandum of Points and Authorities ISO Application for 
Temporary and Permanent Civil Harassment Restraining Orders 
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' 

' 

1 meeting, Ms. Ford was in so much distress that she immediately notified all members of her law 

2 office and found herself crying due to the stress and fear. (Ford Dec., if 15 .)  

3 Respondent continued her campaign against Petitioners in the following weeks. On or 

4 around March 17, 2019, the "Jane and John Q Public" blog that Respondent is suspected of writing, 

5 published a post repeating many of the accusations Respondent made at the March 7 meeting, and 

6 also included the statement "[a]t the core of the corruption is the Santa Clara County District 

7 Attorney's Office where the Director of Victim Services, Kasey Halcon, is reportedly working on a 

8 'catch and kill' program designed to silence victims seeking help in the county's [sic] family 

9 courts . . . .  " (Halcon Dec., if 1 2  & Ex. B.) 

IO In a repeat of the pattern of harassment against Ms. Ford, these public criticisms were soon 

1 1  followed by targeted physical intimidation. On April 4, 2019, as Ms. Halcon attended a Public 

1 2  Safety and Justice Committee meeting at the Government Center, Respondent approached her as she 

l 3  sat in the audience. (Halcon Dec. if 1 3  .) With an intimidating scowl on her face, Respondent 

14 cornered Ms. Halcon, got within a foot of her face, and began taking pictures of Ms. Halcon with her 

1 5  phone. (Ibid.) As she had done with Ms. Ford, Respondent next progressed to threats against Ms. 

1 6  Halcon, looking directly at Ms. Halcon and stating during an April 1 5, 2019 meeting of the Board of 

17 Supervisors's Children, Seniors, and Families Committee that "We have had hundreds of millions of 

1 8  ,dollars in state and federal grants go to this County. And Ms. Calhoun, tomorrow at  noon that 's 

19 going 
·
to hit you square in theface."3 (Halcon Dec., if 14.)· Ms. Halcon's colleagues in the District 

20 Attorney's Office were so concerned about Respondent's conduct that they make sure Ms. Halcon 

2 1  had an escort to her car after the meeting ended that night. (Halcon Dec., if 14; Nichols Dec., if 14.) 

22 Respondent's actions have become even more threatening since this incident. On April 23, 

23 2 0 1 9, Respondent spotted Ms. Halcon as she exited her office to go to a meeting but remained 

24 filming from a distance and did not immediately approach her, likely because she saw that Ms. 

25 

26 

3 Ms. Bassi regularly erroneously refers to Ms. Halcon as "Ms. Calhoun" for reasons that are 
27 

unclear, though she recognizes her by sight and correctly identifies her as associated with the 

28 Domestic Violence Council and Victim Services Unit. (Halcon Dec., if 4; Ford Dec., if 9.) 

6 
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1 Halcon was being escorted by a security detail of two investigators. (Halcon Dec. � 1 8.) After Ms. 

2 Halcon entered the meeting, her security detail remained standing at the back of the room while Ms. 

3 Halcon sat with her District Attorney's Office colleagues. (Ibid.) This gave Respondent the opening 

4 she had apparently been waiting for. She then approached Ms. Halcon, who was vulnerably sitting 

5 without her security detail present, stood at the railing in front of Ms. IIalcon' s seat, bent down 

6 within a foot of her face, and complained that Ms. Halcon had allegedly turned away a victim of 

7 domestic violence who needed help. (Ibid.) Cornered, Ms. Halcon sat back as far as possible in her 

8 chair, unable to avoid Respondent, who quickly turned and walked away to avoid Ms. I-!alcon's 

9 approaching security detail. (Ibid.) 

10 Most recently, on May 30, 2019, Respondent entered the lobby of the Victim Services Unit 

1 1  and began filming County staff and other individuals waiting in the lobby, in violation of posted 

12 signs prohibiting filming. (Halcon Dec., � 1 5.) At one point, Respondent began filming a man who 

13 is a victim of attempted murder and suffers from anxiety, post-traumatic stress syndrome, ru1d major 

14 depression, sarcastically saying "Oh, he's a victim?" and making the man visibly uncomfmtable. 

1 5  (Ibid.) Later that same day, Respondent and a victim, from a case that Ms. Halcon had worked on 

16  years before, specifically requested that Ms. Halcon speal< with them. Ms. Halcon stepped into the 

17 lobby of the Victim Services Unit with fill investigator to escort her and spoke to the victim for three 

18 to five minutes, refusing to speak with Respondent due to Respondent's being represented by 

19  counsel in her criminal case. (Halcon Dec., � 1 6.) Respondent filmed the entire interaction, right up 

20 until Ms. Halcon left with her secu1ity detail. (Ibid.) 

21 Respondent's ongoing campaign of harassment has taken its toll on Petitioners and caused 

22 them substantial emotional distress. Ms. Halcon no longer feels safe when she knows Respondent is 

23 nearby, even though an investigator from the District Attorney's Office Bureau of Investigations has 

24 been assigned to escort her to and from her car in the Government Center parking lots. (Halcon 

25 Dec., � 1 7.) Indeed, Ms. Halcon, who has seen Respondent in the public walkway immediately 

26 outside her office window, is in constant fear for her physical safety in her own workplace, and 

27 every time she walks through a public place she fears tl1at Respondent will appear and act on her 

28 threats. (Halcon Dec., � 1 8.) Additionally, as early as February 5, 201 9  and even before some of the 
7 

Memorandum of Points and Authorities ISO Application for 
Temporary and Permanent Civil Harassment Restraining Orders Exhibit H, p. 10 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



l harassing events described above, Ms. Ford suffered a panic attack in Ms. Halcon's office at the 

2 mere.thoughtthat R,espom:lent!l'iight appear and attack her at the Domestic Violence Council 

3 meetifig thathad been scheduled forthat day. (Ford Dec., � 1 2.) Ms. Ford believes that 

4 Respondent's increasingly aggressive conduct1neans she is likely to make good on her threats and 

5 believes she is in real physical danger front Respondent. (Ford Dec. � 16.) Understandably, the 

6 Intimidation and harassment ha,g.made ifdifflcL;(lt for Ms. Ford to continue to serve on the Domestic 

7 Violence C0tm¢il .. (Ibid.) 
8 Moreover, based up.on his trai:nittg and experience in law enforcement generally and 

9 specifically in conducting threat and security assessments, Officer Nichols believes that the security 

1 0  provided to Ms. Halcon, while nece$sary, is insiifficient to protect her from Respondent.4 (Nichols 

1 1  Dec. ,[ 17 .) Tbe secudtydetails provided by the Special Operations Group cannot protect Ms. 

12  Halcon .at all houts.oftbe day, particularly when she is not at the County Government Center. (Ibid.) 

1 3  As for Ms. Ford, sh<:t does not benefitfromJ:he protection afforded to Ms. Halcon as she is not a 

14 County employee. (ll:itd.) In Officer Nichols's professional opinion, Respondent should be 

1 5  prevente<l iforn cont!lcting .both Mi;. Halcon and Ms. Ford. (Nichols Dec. � 18.) 

1 6  

1 7  

I 8 4 Based on his professional experience and training, Officer Nichols also believes that Ms. Bassi' s 
ofigoing behavior is threateni;ng the safety of other County employees. (Nichols Dec., � 15.) For 1 9  .exru::rtple, over the past nineto twelve months, Ms• Bassi has personally harassed District Attorney 

20 Rosen on more than a dozen occasions in the Government Center, often following him between 
rneetings in the public areas of the GovernmentCenter and standing next to him at the elevator bank 

21 ill front of .the District Attorney's Office, yelling at him until he is able to enter secured areas of the 
bUilding. (Declaration of.Jllit:frey Rosen in Snpport of Application for Temporary and Pennanent 

22 Civil Harassment Restraining Orders, "Rosc;iu :Dec.," �, 4-5.) During these incidents, she very 
efoselyapproached District Attorney Rosen, oftert within inches, angrily yelling at him while 

23 I another ii1dividualsbe associat!ll� with fi med him. (Ibid.) On one occasion, on March 1 9, 2019, she 

24 followed.him 150 feet ftom the c;leva:tor bank to his parked vehicle, yelling aggressively at him and 
comin.g withiµ inches ofhhn. (Rosen Dec., 1 6.) Moreover, on May 14, 2019, a possible male 

25 assoeiate of Ms. Bassiapproached District Attorney Rosen in the Government Center hallway, 
coming vel'y .close to him, followiiig him, and telling him, "Susan Bassi is going to get you. You're 

26 an as$ho!e!' {Rosen Dec., � HJ; Nichols Dec., , 1 5.) District Attorney Rosen intetpreted this 

27 
statement as a. physical threat an<! believes that Respondent is  encouraging others to behave in this 
fashion, (Rosen De!ll., , 1.0.) After this incident, an armed officer was assigned to follow District 

28 Attotlley Ro.sen wherever be goeii in the Govenunent Center. (Nichols Dec., � 15 .) 
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Based on the facts described above and at more length in the four accompanying 

2 declarations, Petitioners request that the Court issue civil harassment restraining orders against 

3 Respondent. Respondent has engaged in a knowing and willful course of conduct that places 

4 Petitioners in fear for their safety, and that has seriously ala!1lled, annoyed, or harassed them and 

5 serves no legitimate purpose. Respondent's course of conduct would cause a reasonable person to 

6 suffer substantial emotional distress and has actually caused substantial emotional distress to 

1 Petitioners. 

8 

10 A. 

III. 

LAW AND ARGUMENT 

LEGAL STANDARD 

1 1  Civil harassment restraining orders protect petitioners from individuals who commit unlawful 

12 violence against them, credibly threaten them with violence, or engage in a knowing and willful 

13 course of conduct against them that seriously alarms, annoys, or harasses them. (Code Civ. Proc. § 

14 527 .6, emphasis added.) For a finding of harassment based on a course of conduct, a petitioner must 

lS show a course of conduct that would cause a reasonable person to suffer substantial emotional 

16 distress, must have actually caused the petitioner substantial emotional dish·ess, and serves no 

17 legitimate purpose. (Code Civ. Proc. § 527.6(b )(3).) A "course of conduct" is defined as a pattern 

18 of conduct by a respondent composed of a series of acts over a period of time, however short, 

19 evidencing a continuity of purpose, including ''following or stalking an individuaI'' or sending 

20 harassing correspondence to an individual by any means, such as the use of public mails or email. 

2.1 (Code Civ. Proc., § 527.6(b)(l), emphasis added.) 

22 At the hearing on a petition for a permanent restraining order, the Court shall re.ceive any 

23 testimony that is relevant and may make an independent inquiry. If the Court finds by clear and 

24 convincing evidence that unlawful harassment exists, it shall issue an injunction prohibiting the 

25 harassment. An injunction issued pursuant to this section shall have a duration of up to five years, 

26 and af any time within the three months before the expiration of the injunction, the petitioner may 

27 apply for a renewal of the injunction by filing a new petition for an injunction under this section. 

28 (Code Civ. Proc. § S27.6(j)(l).) 
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B. 

2 

RESPONDENT'S BEJIA VIOR TOWARD PETITIONERS CONSTITUTES A 
HARASSING COURSE OF CONDUCT JUSTIFYING A RESTRAINING 
ORDER 

3 This Court sho�d ortler Respondent .restrained from contacting Petitioners because her 

4 !mowil"igand willful actions.and course of comluct toward Petitioners has seriously alarmed, 

5 annoyed, and harassed Petitioners, serves no legitimate purpose, would cause a reasonable person 

6 sJ.lbStantial emotional distress, ;md .has.i11fact caused substantial emotional distress to Petitioners. 

7 (See sil])ra, atJI.) 

s As described above and recounted.in the attached declarations, in addition to other 

9 harassment, Rc;Jspondent has physically intimidated both Ms. Halcon and Ms. Ford on four separate 

I o  occasiqns since May 20 I S  by coming extreinely close to them each time, often while levying 

1 1  aC!lusations or insults at them, aggressively pointing at them from inches away, and cornering them 

1 2  so they could not escape • .  {Halcon r:>ec., ,� 9, U-14, 1 8; Ford Dec., irir 7, 1 3 .) With respect to Ms. 

13 Halcon, Respqndi;int has repeatedly stalked her .at her place of employment, not only in the 

14 Government Center more btoadlybut specitfoal1y by repeatedly coming into the Victim Services 

1 5  Unitlobby (where Respondenthas also harassed and disturbed victims o f  violent crime by filming 

16 them, violating posted sigr,tage and a]§o making them feel uncomfortable in a place where they seek 

1 7  si1pportiye services), She has also made menacing statements toward Ms. Halcon, accusing her of 

1 8  misdeeds and then saying "tomorrow atnoan that's going to hit you square in the face." (Halcon 

1 9  Dec., � 14.) As for Ms. Fm·d, Respondent bas.not only committed similar intimidating acts against 

20 her, but ort March 7, 201 9 sh11 accompanied these actions with a particularly disturbing action and 

21 state1nei1t in which Respondent leaned over Ms. Ford until their faces were no more than a foot 

22 apai't, heldlier filiget approximately six inches 11way while pointing at Ms. Ford's face, and angrily 

23 stated "Nieo(e Ford; you 're 11<1.xt." (f-hilcon Dec., irir 9-1 O; Ford Dec., irir 13- 14.) 

24 Ms. �assi's behavior-repeatedly and belligerently approaching within inches of both Ms. 

25 Halcon and Ms. fQrd while angrily insulting thein and alleging they committed misdeeds against the 

26 domestic viotence vi¢tilils they have dedicatl.!d their careers to protecting-would cause a reasonable 

27 person substantial emotional distress whether or not the Coui1 finds that her behavior rises to the 

28 
1 0  
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level.ofa credible. tbreat ofviolence.5 And Respondent's behavior serves no legitimate purpose: 

2 regardless of her apparent.dissatisfaction with how her Family Court proceedings concluded and 

3 regardless of her feelings about being criminally prosecuted, she has no possible legitimate purpose 

4 in repeatedly abusing two people who not only have nothing to do with her case but who volunteer 

5 their time to serve the public and assist victims of domestic violence. 

6 c. 
7 

RESPONDENT'S [,ONGSTANDING AND CONTINUOUS HARASSMENT 
OF PETITIONERS IS NOT CONSTITUTIONALLY PROTECTED 

8 Respondtmt'$ behavior is not protected.speech. As a general matter, "[ v]iolence and threats 

9 of vi9lence . . .. fall outside the protection of.the First Amendment because they coerce by unlawful 

I o  coud�t, rather than persuade by expression; and thus play no part in the 'marketplace of ideas."' 

1 1  (Rmitingdo.11 LifeScUmces, lnc. 11 .. Sto.p Huntingdo.n Animal Cruelty USA, Inc. (2005) 1 29 

12 CaLAppAth 1228, 1250,) As such, ", . .  the:Y are punishable because of the state's interest in 

1 3  protecting individi.u1ls from the tear o f  violence, the disruption fear engenders and the possibility th\:l 

14 threatened violence will o:ccur." (lbid., quoting Jn re MS. (1995) 1O Cal.4th 698, 714.) And speech 

1 5  that constitutes ''barassment" within the meaning of Section 527.6 is not constitutionally protected 

16 and the victim .oftbe harassment may obtain il)juncti ve relief. (Huntingdon, 129 Cal.App.4th at 

17 1250.) Section 527.6 is irltellded "to protect the .fndividual' s right to pursue safety, happiness and 

1 8  

19 
> While not the main basis for Petitioners' Application, credible evidence would support this Court's 

20 finding that Ms. Bassi's actions and course ofconduct also constitute credible threats of violence 
against Petitioners and justify the issuance ()fa ciyil harassment restraining order on that 

2 1  rndependent basis, as welt In fact, Ms.Bassi's behavior is even more extensive than that which the 
Sixth DistrictCourt of Appeal recently :f'i.nmd sufficient to constitute harassment on the basis of 

22 i!:Ndible tltr¢!!,tS ofviole11ce. In Harris v . . Stampolis (2016) 248 Cal.App.4th 484, the Sixth District 
affirmed a fi11di]lg-0fbaras,sment .even in the absence of an express verbal threat where the 

23 
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ofviolen1=e. (li:iid.) In this case, Respondent has not only physically intimidated and verbally 
25 

26 abused Petitjoners like the respondent in Harri�, but she bas also verbally threatened them and. her 
09urse ofcqnduct has lasted for mqre than a full year-far longer than the single incident in Harris. 

27 (See ibid.) U11derscoiing the sevel'ity ofthethte!\ts is that trained security personnel have assessed, 
based en professional training and experience; that assigning security details to Ms. Halcon is a 

2s necessary but insufficient response to protect her from Respondent's harassment. 
11  

Memorandum ofPoints and Authorities ISO Application for 
Temporary and Permanent Civil Harassment Restraining Orders 

Exhibit H, p. 14 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



privacy as guaranteed by the California Constitution. (Russell v. Douvan (2003) 1 1 2 Cal.App.4th 

2 399, 403: Cal. Const. art. I, § L) For these reasons, an injunctive order "prohibiting the repetition of 

3 expression thatha[s] beenjudicially determined to be unlawful [does] not constitute a prohibited 

4 prior restraint ofspeech.'' (Parisi V; Mazzaferro (2016) 5 Cal.App.5th 12 19, 1 230, quoting Balboa 

5 Island Village Inn, Inc. v. Lemen (2007) 40 Cal. 4th 1 14 1 ,  1 1 53.) An injunction may "deprive the 

6 eajoi11ed parties ofrights othei-s enjoy preCisel:Y because the enjoined parties have abused those 

7 rightsin the past." (PlcmnedParentliood Golden Gate v. Garibaldi (2003) 1 07 Cal.App.4th 345, 

8 352,) ''Oncespecific expressionalacts are properly determined to be unprotected by the First 

9 Amendment, there C{ln be no .objection to their subsequent suppression or prosecution." (Lemen, 40 

10  Cal.4th, at 1 156.) 

1 1  Thi.s analysis is not changed by the facts that Petitioners are both members of the Domestic 

1 2  Violence Cotlhcil or tlw Ms. Halcon is a CoUl1ty employee. While members of the public of course 

1 3  may not b.e .re$trained :froin "tr:accpetitioning a:ctivity to government officials" (Parisi, 5 Cal.App.5th, 

14 at 1231 ,  einphasis added), behavior constituting unlawful harassment enjoys no such protections, 

15  eve11 when• the targets ate public o.fficials and employees. (See, e.g., City of San Jose v. Garbett 

16 (2010) 190 Cal.App.4th 526..) l'f,ere, there is ample evidence of harassment sufficient to justify a 

1 7  restraining.order .. Just 11s the co'1rt in. Garbett rejected the respondent's argument in that case that the 

1 8  restraining order was .overbroad in forbidding him from accessing San Jose City Hall and "making 

19  comments . . .  while speaking toJthe city'!!Jemployees," Respondent's harassing behavior is not 

20 constituti()nally protected shnply because she has chosen to torment people who happen to be 

21  members of.the Domestic Vio1ence C:ounii:il or Ms. Halcon, who is a County employee. (id. at 544-

22 45.) Respondent's actions have no legititJ.late purpose and are Constitutionally unprotected. (See 

23 Parisi, 5 Ca1.App,5tb, at 1227"2$.) 
24 Nor cll!l Resrondentavoid a finding of harassment simply because certain acts she 

25 committed might be insufficient fol' a finding oh111lawful harassment if artificially considered in 

26 isolatioil, rather than in. context. Responden\' s public comments and blog posts, for instance, are 

27 part ofher larger coµrse ofhariwsing conduct that includes and gives context to her ongoing physical 

28 intimidation and menacing verbal statements. (See, e.g. , R.D. v. P.M. (20 1 1 )  202 Cal.App.4th 1 8 1 ,  
1 2  . 
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1 90, holding that the public distribution of paper flyers attacking a petitioner was part of a course of 

2 harassing conduct, and stating that "[b ]ehavior that may not alone constitute an intentionally 

3 harassing course of conduct logically still might show an intention to resume or continue an already-

4 established course of harassing conduct.") Likewise, Respondent's aggressive staring at Petitioners 

5 on multiple occasions might-standing alone, without more-not constitute harassment, but in this 

6 case, Respondent's menacing stares were merely part of her larger campaign of physical intimidation 

7 and verbal harassment of Petitioners. (See Birschtein v. New United Motor Mfg., Inc. (2001) 92 

8 Cal.App.4th 994, 1006-07, finding that intermittent staring can give rise to and be part of a claim for 

9 sexual harassment in the workplace.) 

J O  Simply put, the totality of Respondent's conduct leaves no doubt that she specifically sought 

1 1  to harass Petitioners and her continuous, unrelenting attacks against them on many fronts constituted 

12 illegal conduct requiring this Court's intervention. 

13 IV. 

14  CONCLUSION 

1 5  Respondent has undoubtedly engaged in a knowing and willful course of conduct against 

16 Petitioners that reasonably places them in fear for their safety, has seriously alarmed, annoyed, or 

17 harassed them, and serves no legitimate purpose. Respondent's course of conduct would cause a 

18  reasonable person to suffer substantial emotional distress and has actually caused substantial 

1 9  emotional distress to Petitioners. Petitioners therefore respectfully request that the Court issue 

20 temporary and permanent civil harassment restraining orders against Respondent, preventing her 

21 

22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 

from contacting them. 

II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 
II 

1 3  
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1 9  
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2 1  
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26 

2 7  

28 

Dated: July 3, 2019 

By: 

14  

Respectfully submitted, 

JAMES R. WILLIAMS 
County Counsel 

WARD APENFOLD· . · . . 

Deputy County Counsel 

Attorneys for Petitioner KASEY HALCON 
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JAMES R. WILl,Jf\MS, Coun(j' Counsel (S.B. #271253) 
WARD A PENF()Lp, peputy County Connsel (S.B. #284969) 

2 oFFICEQF .THE COUNTYCOUNSEL 
70 West Heddlng Street, East Wing, Ninth Floor 

3 San Jose,. Q!Jifomia 95 1 1 0- 1 770 
Telephone: ( 408) 299-.5900 

4 Facsimile: ( 408) 292-7240 

5 Attorneys for Petitioner 
KASEY HALCON 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 1  KASEY HALCON, 

12  Petitioner, 

13 v. 

14  SUSAN HAZLETT BASSI, 

15 Respondent. 

1 6  

1 7  I, KASEY HALCON, declare: 

No. 1 9 CH00884 3 I 

DECLARATION OF KASEY HALCON IN 
SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT 
RESTRAINING ORDERS 

18 I .  I have personal knowledge of the facts described herein. If called to testify, I could 

19 and would testify competently thereto. 

20 2. Since October 2015, I have been employed as the Program Director of the Victim 

2 1  Services Unit of the Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office, located in the lobby level of the 

22 County Government Center at 70 W. Hedding Street, San Jose. The Victim Services Unit ensures 

23 that victims of crime have a voice in the criminal justice process. I also serve as the Chair of the 

24 Santa Clara County Domestic Violence Council, which acts in an advisory capacity to the Board of 

25 Supervisors to assure safety for victims of domestic violence. 

26 3 .  In m y  roles with the Victim Services Unit and the Domestic Violence Council, I am 

27 required to regularly interact with the public and attend meetings at the County Government Center. 

28 Because of the nature of my work, I regularly interact with domestic violence victims whose abusers 
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do not want them to receive assistance from me. I am used to dealing with difficult and tense 

2 situations-• itis part of my job descriptio11, :But I have never before dealt with the routine and 

3 systematic harassment that I have experienced in recent months from a woman named SJJs.an Bas11i. 

4 4. Before Septi:imber 2.()18, When I took over as the. Chair ofthi;i Dom�tlc Violence 

5 C®ncil, my direct inti:iractkms with Ms. Busi had been minhnaL To this da:y, Ms. Bassi sometimes 

6 erroneous! yrefers to ine as "Kasey Calhoun" or "Ms. Calhoun," thoµgh she (llearly 1•ec0gl)izes my 

1 face and correctly associates me with the Domestic Violence Co\lncil and the Victim Seiwices .. Unit. 
8 5. ()Ver the years, I have observed that Ms. Bassi is openly hostile and aggressive 

9 towards the Santa Cl.ara County District Attorney's Office, and lhe Victim.Services Unit in 

10 particular. My impression is that Ms, Basi.'i's a11ger towards the Victim Services Unit stems from her 
1 1  niisunderstan.ding of the role ofthe Di.strict Attorney's Office. Specifically, Ms. Bassi does not seem 

12 to understand tile fund11111e!ltlll facfthat the District Attomey's Office and its Victim Services Unit 
13 opet'ate within the criminal justice system, not the fat!iily courts. 

14 6. Ms. Bassi' s .confusion over the . difference between the civil and criminal justice 

ls systeins is exacediated hy the fact that she is being crhninally prosecuted by the District Attotney' s 

1 6  Office for .eve11ts related to her activifiesat fhe Santa Clara County Fan1Hy IDoiirt dath1g back to 

1 7  November 2017. (Attached to this Dedaratio.11 as Exhibit A fa a troeand correct cqpy ofthe 

1 8  Amended Crltri'inal Co.mplairtt filed in Case No, Cl 7778()1, dated 4/6/18.) l became.aware of Ms. 

1 9  Bassi's criminal prosecution in the eo1J!Se ofmy work at the Victim Se!'Viees Unit, because she has. 
20 repeatedly tried to access our services for herself and others. 
21 7. One oraro.und December l 7�2018, for example, I learned that Ms. Bassi W!\s ca;mped 

22 out in the lobbyoftheVietim S¢!.Vices Vmt1 On. that occa�ion, and on several othel'S, employees of 

23 the District Attomey's Office. attenipted to ex,p!ain to Ms. Bassi that they are unable to speak to.her 
24 without her lawyer present because of her eriminalcase. Though the District Attomey'cs Office has, 

25 in my view, taken this position out of due regard for Ms. Bassi's right to counsel, my impression is 

26 

27 

1 Footage of this incideiit can be found at https://www;youtube.com/wa:tch?v=kmHOjdBwbQA 
28 
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1 that these encounters have only increased her animosity towards the Victim Services Unit. As her 

2 animosity toward the Unit has grown, her behavior toward me has escalated as well. This escalation 

3 started with Ms. Bassi taking photos or videos of me whenever she sees me in the County 

4 Government Center, as she has with several of my colleagues from the District Attorney's Office. I 

5 believe that Ms. Bassi does this to harass and intimidate me. Over time, her approach has become 

6 more aggressive and more targeted at me as an individual. 

7 8. Earlier this year, I started taking steps to protect myself whenever I thought that Ms. 

8 Bassi might be present at my workplace. I started coordinating my arrival and departure with other 

9 County employees, so that there would be some safety in numbers. For example, Nicole Ford, who 

10 serves with me on the Domestic Violence Council, started coming to my secured office before 

1 1  meetings, so that we could head to meetings together. We would also often return to my office after 

12 meetings, so that we could debrief and plan our exits from the building. 

1 3  9 .  On March 7 ,  201 9, I attended a meeting of the Public Safety and Justice Committee 

14 on the lobby-level of the County Government Center. I attended with Nicole, because there was an 

1 5  agenda item related to the public education and training programs of the Domestic Violence Council. 

16 Nicole and I were seated near the podium in case we were asked to provide any infonnation related 

17 to the Domestic Violence Council. Nicole was seated on the aisle, and I was immediately beside 

18  her. During the meeting, I observed Ms. Bassi criticize the Victim Services Unit, specifically 

19 accusing the Unit of taking bribes and failing to provide services to the victims of crime. When Ms. 

20 Bassi turned from the podium and walked up the aisle toward our seats, she leaned over and got in 

2 1  Nicole's face. She looked down from her standing position, pointed her finger at Nicole, and said, 

22 "Nicole Ford, you 're next." The anger in Ms. Bassi' s voice was palpable, and her tone, finger 

23 pointing, and facial expression all suggested that she intended to threaten and intimidate us. 

24 10. I was approximately two and a half feet away from Ms. Bassi when all of this 

25 happened. Because Ms. Bassi directed her angry look at me, in addition to Nicole, and because her 

26 earlier comments had been directed at my Unit, I felt deeply threated by her behavior. I can only 

27 imagine how Nicole was feeling at that moment, given that Ms. Bassi's face was only six to twelve 

28 inches away from hers, and the threat specifically mentioned Nicole by name. 
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J 1 1 . Nicole and I stayed in our seats for quite a while-in part because we were shell 

2 shocked by the threat and in part because we wanted to see whether Ms. Bassi would again criticize 

3 Nicole. When Ms. Bassi did not do so in her next public comment, Nicole and I quickly left the 

4 meeting. I repeatedly looked over my shoulder as we exited the room, and as we proceeded down 

5 the hallway towards my office. I was genuinely concerned that Ms. Bassi would try to follow us and 

6 carry out her threat. I was tremendously relieved when we made it back to the secured area where 

7 my office is located. 

8 1 2. On or around March 1 7, 2019, Nicole sent me a text message asking whether I knew 

9 someone named Barbara Spector. When I replied "no," Nicole told me to look at a blog post from 

IO Ms. Bassi on a website called Jane and John Q Public. I went to the website and identified a story 

l1 that mentioned me by name. Ms. Bassi' s post named me as the "Director of Victim Services" at the 

1:2 Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office and included many of the same criticisms of the Unit 

13. that Ms. Bassi had mentioned during the March 7, 2019  meeting of the Public Safety and Justice 

1 4  Committee. In the blog entry dated March 17, 201 9, Ms. Bassi wrote the following: "At the core of 

15 the corruption is the Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office where the Director of Victim 

16 Services, Kasey Halcon, is reportedly working on a 'catch and kill' program designed to silence 

1 1  victims seeking help in the county's family courts . . .  Halcon is  reportedly working through private 

1 8  attorney Barbara Spector of Los Gatos." (Attached to this Declaration as Exhibit B is a true and 

19 correct copy of Ms. Bassi's blog entry from www:janeqndjohngpublic.com entitled "Divorce Files 

20 Show Abusive Judges and Lawyers," dated 3/17/19.) 

2 1  13 .  On April 4, 201 9, I attended the Public Safety and Justice Committee meeting at the 

:2:2 County Government Center. I noticed Ms. Bassi approaching me as I sat in the audience. She had 

23 me cornered and, with an intimidating scowl on her face, Ms. Bassi got within a foot of my face and 

24 began snapping off pictures of me wit11 her phone. 

:25 1 4. On April 1 5, 2019, I attended a meeting of the Children, Seniors and Families 

26 Committee of the Board of Supervisors where Ms. Bassi continued her criticism of the Victim 

27 Services Unit. At one point during her remarks, Ms. Bassi turned to address me directly as I sat at 

:2& the dais in front of her. Ms. Bassi looked straight at me as she said: "We have had hundreds of 
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millions of dollars in state and federal grants go to this County. And Ms. Calhoun, tomorrow at 

2 noon that's going to hit you square in the face." My colleagues in the District Attorney's Office 

3 were so concerned by Ms. Bassi' s conduct towards me that they made sure I had an escort to my car 

4 after the meeting ended at approximately I 0 p.m. This did not keep me from looking over my 

5 shoulder at every tum and checking my rear-view mirror all the way home. I knew that Ms. Bassi 

6 had followed other County employees to their cars, including District Attorney Jeff Rosen, so I was 

7 genuinely concerned for my safety. 

8 1 5 .  On May 30, 2019, I was informed that Ms. Bassi had entered the lobby of the Victim 

9 Services Unit and began filming my staff and other individuals waiting in the lobby, which is 

10 prohibited. At one point, one of my staff members entered the room to greet her client, a male 

1 1  victim of attempted murder. When the client stood up, Ms. Bassi began filming him, and she said 

12 sarcastically, "Oh, he's a victim?" The victim was visibly uncomfortable, and he suffers from 

13  anxiety, post-traumatic stress syndrome, and major depression. My staff member explained that 

14 video recording is prohibited in the Victim Services Unit lobby, as the signs right next to the lobby 

1 5  doors clearly indicate. But Ms. Bassi continued recording. The staff member brought the victim 

16 behind the secure door in the unit. When her meeting with the victim was over, she escorted him 

1 7  through the secure area o f  the District Attorney's Office and out a separate exit, so that he could 

1 8  avoid Ms. Bassi. 

19  1 6. On that same day, Ms. Bassi and a victim with a case from approximately seven years 

20 ago specifically requested to see me in the Victim Services Unit lobby. Prior to that meeting, I 

21  contacted the Investigator on duty in the District Attorney's Office, Roberto Navarro. Given Ms. 

22 Bassi' s erratic behavior in the past and her comments to me in public and private meetings, I was 

23 concerned for my safety and requested he stand-by in the Victim Services Unit reception area. Once 

24 he was present, I went out to meet with the victim. I spoke with the victim for approximately three 

25 to five minutes. Ms. Bassi filmed our entire interaction. Ms. Bassi tried to speak with me, but I 

26 declined because she is currently represented by counsel in her criminal case. Again, Ms. Bassi 

27 filmed this entire exchanged and based on my previous interactions with her, I think it is likely the 

28 footage will be posted on-line. At the end of the meeting, I left the lobby and went behind a secure 
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' 

I door until Ms. Bassi and the victim left. Investigator Navarro then escorted me out of the building. 

2 17 .  After these incidents with Ms. Bassi, I no longer feel safe when I know Ms. Bassi 

3 may be nearby. An investigator from the Bureau of investigations in the District Attorney's Office 

4 has been assigned on an as needed basis to escort me to and from my car in the parking lots at the 

5 County Government Center-both in the morning and at night. Tue employees in the lobby of the 

6 Victim Services Unit have been instructed to contact the Bureau of Investigations if Ms. Bassi asks 

7 for me. I have seen Ms. Bassi in the area immediately outside of my office window (in the public 

8 walkway outside the building), and at certain times of day the angle of the sun is such that I can't see 

9 out of my window, but people outside can see in. The County has installed opaque, security blinds 

1 O in my office and security window film to prevent the glass from shattering if someone were to throw 

1 1  a rock or some other projectile at the window from outside. I now always keep my blinds closed to 

12 obscure my movements and activities. The County has conducted a full security risk assessment for 

13  me, and I am currently implementing the recommendations, at my own cost, to secure the safety of 

14 my home and family. But there are limits to how secure I can be in the public lobby, or during 

15  meetings elsewhere in the building. 

16  1 8. Even with security measures in place, it is simply not possible for me to avoid Ms. 

17 Bassi' altogether. My job requires me to access the public spaces several times a day. On April 23, 

18 2019, for example, Ms. Bassi spotted me as I exited my office and headed towards a meeting. In the 

19 lobby, Ms. Bassi kept her distance as she filmed my movements, likely because she saw that I had 

20 two investigators with me. Once we entered the meeting, however, the investigators stood in the 

21  back of the room as I sat down with several colleagues from the District Attorney's Office. Shortly 

22 after I sat down, Ms. Bassi approached me in the audience and began filming and photographing me. 

23 She leaned over the railing in front of my seat and bent down within a foot of my face. I sat back in 

24 my chair as far as I possibly could, but she once again had me cornered. Ms. Bassi complained that I 

25 had allegedly "turned away" a victim of domestic violence who needed my help. As quickly as Ms. 

26 Bassi had approached, she abruptly stood up. I noticed that she was looking over my head as she did 

27 it. I turned around to see the investigators heading in our direction from the back of the room. Ms. 

28 Bassi quickly turned and walked away. As grateful as I was for the investigators' presence, I 
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realized that Ms. Bassi had specifically waited until the investigators were separated from me in 

2 Board Chambers to approach me and that there is simply no way for them to prevent her from 

3 getting close to me and threatening me. I now live in constant fear for my physical safety in my own 

4 workplace, which makes it incredibly difficult to do my job and serve the public. Each time I walk 

5 through a public place, I am fearful that I will encounter Ms. Bassi and she will act on her threats. 

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

7 is true and correct and that I executed this declaration on July b 2019, at San Jose, California. 

8 

9 

1 0  
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1 5  
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

IIALL OF JUSTICE 

nt PEOPLE OF TI-IE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

2 Plaintiff, 

3 

4 vs. 

sJis N HAZLETT BASSI (07/25/1964), 
1 963 · R.IOHT DR LOS GATOS CA 95031 

7 

B 

9 

Defendant(s). 

tli.Q dersigned is informed and believes that: 

1 1  

12 COUNT l 

.F'IRST AMl<:NDl!:D 
MISDEMEANOR COMPLAINT 

DOCKET NO. Cl 777801 

DA NO: 1 71 134163 
CEN 

17529073 SHB SCIT 04/13/2018 

On o about August 3 1 ,  2017, in the County of Santa Clara, State of California, the crime of 

Ct . MP'f OF COURT- WILLFULLY DISOBEDIENCE OF THE TERMS OF ANY PROCESS 

LAWFUL COURT ORDER, in violation of PENAL CODE SECTION 166(a)(4), a Misdemeanor, 

01mnitted by SUSAN HAZLETT BASSI who did willfully disobey the terms as written of a 

S$ and court order and out-of-state court order, lawfully issued by a court, including orders pending 

ta Clara County Local Rules of Court, General Rule 2B, Use of Recording Devices Generally 

Prl'lh !ted. 18 

19 COUNT 2 
Q:roo about November 14, 2017, in the County of Santa Clara, State of California, the crime of 

fBMPT OF COURT- WILLFULL y DISOBEDmNCE OF ·nm TERMS OF ANY PROCESS 

LA WFlJ1, COURT ORDER, in violation of PENAL CODE SECTION 166(a)(4), a Misdemeanor, 

nunitted by SUSAN HAZLETT BASSI who did willfully disobey the tenns as written of a 

�· and comt order and out-oJ:state court order, lawfully iss1ied by a court, including orders pending 

anta Clara County Local Rules of Court, General Rule 2B, Use of Recording Devices Generally 

p� l!ed. 
26 

Exhibit H, p. 26 
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COUNT 3 

On o about November 14, 2017, in the County of Santa Clara, State of California, the crime of 
RES TING, DELA YlNG, OBSTRUCTING AN OFFICER, in violation of Ph'NAL CODE SECTION 

148( )(1), a Misdemeanor, was committed by SUSAN HAZLETT BASSI who did willfully resist, delay 
anJ st111ct a(n) peace officer in the discharge and attempt to discharge a duty of his/her office and 
e�I yment 

8 

COUNT 4 
about March 19, 201 8 ,  in the County of Santa Clara, State of California, the crime of 

TEMPT OF COURT- WILLFULLY DISOBEDIENCE OF THE TERMS OF ANY PROCESS 

LAWFUL COURT ORDER, in violation of PENAL CODE SECTION l66(a)(4), a Misdemeanor, 
wa� ornn:rllie4 by SUSAN HAZLETT BASSI who did willfully disobey the terms as written of a 
pr<.lll s and court order and out-of-state court order, lawfolly issued by a court, including orders pending 
tri�, an� Clara County Local Rules of Court, General Rule 2B, Use of Recording Devices Generally 
r1?}1 i1s:d. 

1 1  

1 2  

18 

14 DISCOVERY REQUEST 
ant to Penal Code sections 1054 through 1054.7, the People request that, within 15 days, the 

ant and/or his/her attorney disclose: (A) The names and addresses of pe.rsons, other than the 
ant, he/she intends to call as witnesses at trial, together with any relevant written or recorded 
ents of those persons, or reports of the statements of those persons, including any reports or 

ents of experts made in connection with the case, and including the results of physical or mental · 

nations,. scientific tests, experiments, or comparisons which the defendant intends to offer in 
(le at the trial; (B) Any real evidence which the defendant intends to offer in evidence at the 

tri1dl. This request is a continuing request, to cover not only all such material currently in existence, but 
aiShi teyial which comes into existence to the conclusion of this case. 

28 
Fullfur, attached and incorporated by reference are official repo1ts and documents of a law enforcement 

which the complainant believes establish probable cause for the pretrial restraint of defendant 

N HAZLETT BASSI, for the above-listed crimes. 
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Com lainanttherefore requests that the defendant(s) be dealt with according to law. 

I �el'I fy under penalty of perjury that the above is true and correct. 

Ex¢ ted on April 3, 2018, in SANTA CLARA County, California. 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 1  

12 

13 

14 

1.5 

1 6  

1 7  

18 

19 

20 

2 1  

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 ' 

Muncy M1757 
( Carrasco C2264) 
SCCSo and gCCSQ (403) 808-4500 and ( 408) 
808.4500 172440242Z D 
RICH/ D615/ MISDEMEANOR/ SG 
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7/2/2019 Fam!ly Court - Jane and John Q, Pu,blic 

JAN E  AND JOHN 0. PUBLIC 

Divorce Files Show Abusive Judges and Lawyers 
3/17/2019 2 Comments 

. T'erf. · er, 
AFCC Ctown 

Perty Island 

Ken Perlmutter's family alleges sex abuse of nefarious custody evaluator 
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7/2/2019 Famlly Court w Jane and John Q. Public 

JANE AND JOHN Q. PUBLIC 

Walter Hammon (far right) wife Maben and Santa Clara County Supervisor Susan Ellenberg investigated for 
corrupting family courts. 

Investigated: Susan Ellenberg and Walter Hammon 
For decades parents and Whistleblowers have complained that Silicon Valley courts have ignored 

corruption that allowed pedophiles. abusers and thieves to rob and harm families for profit. 

A recent investigation links Santa Clara County's newest woman Democrat to sex trafficking, and 

scandalous conduct imposed by the Hammon Legal Dynasty. 

County divorce files show Ken Perlmutter is renting a home in Palo Alto for $6100 a month, and 

claims in his personal divorce case has exposed Perlmutter to allegations related to RICO crimes 

including money laundering that seeks to reduce support obligations to his former wife. 

Secret recording devices planted near Perlmutter's rental home have captured conversations with 

divorce attorneys: Bradford Baugh, Catherine Bechtel, Rebekah Frye, Walter Hammon and Donelle 

Morgan. indicate divorce lawyers. custody evaluators and CPAs are using Santa Clara County 

divorce cases to launder money and fleece families for profit. 

Susan Ellenberg. who ran for Santa Clara County Supervisor in 2018, is connected to the scam. 

through her campaign manager Walter Hammon. Witnesses report Hammon accepted cash 

payments for Ellenberg's campaign and laundered them through his attorney trust account. Such 

conduct has seen Hammon in trouble before. The pair also appeared to have worked with 

https:/lwww.janeandjohnqpubl!c.com/blogtdivorce-files--show-abusive-judges-and-lawyers 
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712/2019  
' 

Family Court .. Jane a1;1d John Q. Pubilc 

JANE AND JOH N 0. PUBLIC 

County Counsel Greta Hansen and James Williams have been in on the scam as well. These 
government lawyers have been making criminal conduct disappear through the county's Personnel 
Board. 

At the core of the corruption is the Santa Clara County District Attorney's office where the Director 
of Victim Services. Kasey Halcon. is reportedly working on a • catch and kill" program designed to 
silence victims seeking help in the county's family courts. 

Halcon reportedly has accepted cash as well, in return for turning the other way wheti it come to 
investigating the county's non- profit organization, where individuals including Lisa Pott have 
cheated taxpayers seeking to support victims of teen depression and suicide. Halcon is reportedly 

working through private attorney Barbara Spector of Los Gatos. 

Barbara Spector, formerly of Hoge Fenton, has been caught up in what appears to be a 

Racketeering Enterprise involving James Towery and Valerie Houghton. formerly of Hoge Fenton. 
In a complex scheme that involved judges and Lawyers laundering money through the county's real 
estate transactions. Spector has assisted dirty lawyers converting home equity into profits and 
untraceable trust account deposits where she is now being paid back with private judging. ADR and 
mediation assignments. 

Lawyers from the DA's office appear in on the scheme. accepting kickbacks and other bribes. has 
become a widely accepted practice. 

Lawyers and judges involved in divorce cases are being investigated. For now the top scumbag 
prize is a tie between Mary Ann Grilli. who was addicted to pain medications for the last five years 

she ruled in family Law cases. and Judge James Towery, who cheated on his first wife Marilyn 
Morgan. That cheating was carefully documented by a staffer in the office where Towery was 
partner with his wife and her father. 

Towery. then joined the Santa Clara County fam ily court where he continued his abuse of woman. 
and distain for men who were not cheats Like him. 

Other judges implicated in the real estate scam with questionable mortgage payoffs include Judge 
Patricia Lucas. Judge Vincent Chiarello and recalled judge Aaron Persky. 

rn. o J 
2 Comments Exhibit H, p. 32 

FEXXNIST 5/27/201 9  05:54:56 pm 
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712/2019 Family Court - Jane and John Q. Public 

JANE AND JOHN 0. PUBLIC 

Alienated Parent 6/19/201 9  08:05:22 pm 

Dr. Kenneth (Ken) Perlmutter phd. Palo Alto child custody evaluator is a liar and writes 
fraudulent reports. Do not trust your children with this highly disturbed madman. 

Your comment will be po,;ted after it is approved. 

Leave a Reply. 
Name (required) 

Email (not published) 

Website 

Comments (required) 

L .. l Notify me of new comments to this post by email Submit 

Exhibit H, p. 33 
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7/212019 Family Court - Jane and John Q. Publ!c 

JANE A N D  JOHN Q. PUBLIC 

a 

WE WOULD LOVE TO HAVE YOU JOIN US OR POINT US TO A PROBLEM! 

HOURS 
M-F: 7am - gpm 

EMAIL 
caljohnqpublic@gmail.com 

https;/Jwww.janeandjohnqpublic.com/blog/dlvorce-flles-show-abuslve-judges-and-lawyers 

Proudly powered by Weebly 

Exhibit H, p. 34 
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JAMES R. WILLIAMS, County counsel (S.B. #271253) 
WARD A. PENFOLD, Oeputy Coimty Counsel (S.B. #284969) 

2 OFFlCEOF THE COlJNTYCOUNSEL I L E  70 West Hedding Street, East Wing, Ninth Floor 
3 San Jose, California 951 1 0-1770 

Telephone: ( 408) 299-5900 
4 Facsimile: (408) 292-7240 

5 Attorneys for Petitioner 
KASEY HALCON 

6 

· 7  

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  KASEY HALCON, 

1 2  Petitioner, 

13 v. 

14 SUSAN HAZLETT BASSI, 

1 5  Respondent. 

1 6  

1 7  I, NICOLE FORD, declare: 

JUL -3 2019 
st!PO CJ!;{k of the Co• ·rt· .  BY CA o,, . " �y 'QI 8S:nt(i Clara 

DEPU'/y 

No. f 9CH00 8 8 4  3 
DECLARATION OF NICOLE FORD IN 

SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR 

TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT 

RESTRAINING ORDERS 

1 8  1 .  I have personal knowledge of the facts described herein. If called to testify, I could 

l 9 and would testify competently thereto. 

20 2. I currently serve as the Administrative Vice Chair of the Santa Clara County 

2 1  Domestic Violence Council, a group made up of  22 members appointed by the County Board of 
22 Supervisors. The Domestic Violence Council acts in an advisory capacity to the Board of 

23 Supervisors to assure safety for victims of domestic violence. I also maintain an active family law 

24 practice in the Santa Clara County Superior Court. 

25 3 .  In my role as Vice Chair oftl1e Domestic Violence Council, I am required to 

26 regularly access the public lobby and attend meetings in public conference rooms in the County 

27 Govenlment Center, located at 70 W. Hedding Street in San Jose. 

28 

Declaration of Nicole Ford in Support of Application 
for ·ren1porary and Permanent Restraining Orders 
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' 

' 

4. Both in my role as a member ofthe Domestii< Violence Cou11cil and as an attorney 

2 working in the Santa Cl!lfa Coimty F111ruly Court, 1 have interacted with St1smi Bassi. repeatedly 

3 throughout the la!!t several years. I have ebserved Ms. Bassi at the County Government Center and I 
4 have ali.'O seen.her outside ofthe Fall\ily Court and observing proceedings inside the courthouse. 

5 5. Because of events deseribed in this declaration, I now do everything in my power to 

6 avoid i:nteractingwith Ms. B.assi. When I cannotavoid behig in the sa1ne space as Ms. Bassi-for 

7 e::i<.!l!llple, when she;s in the clerk's office and I have to pull a ftle-4 !ISkftiends in \he. buildillg to 

s escort me whenever possible. This is ext:ren1ely .unusu!ll behavior for me; B®aitse I am a practicing 

9 fall\i1y law attoiney, I regularly encounter angry opposing parties who a:re unhappy with me and my 

I o  clients. Despite that, I have rarely fo rny professional life ilad to go .ont ofmy way to avoid people 

1 1  out of fear. Ms; Basslfalls into that extremely narrow category of people who I try to avoic! 

12 Whliil.ever I can. Unfortunately, this is very difficult, ifnotimpossible, when I'm lit the Counzy 

13 Govem:rner1t C�ter. 
14 6. On May 41 2018, I attended a Domestic Violence Councilrneeting atthe Counzy 
15 Goverruneilt Centei'. During th<\l il.leeting, I observed Ms. Bassi publii:ly attack my rept1tation. Ms. 

16 Bassi stated that l sbould recusl)i:t1yselffrom J:be Council, thai l was ''no friend to domestic viole11ce 
17 survivors," and that I sheuld "report myself to the bat." Ms. Bassi specifically referenced a case l 
1 s had handled for a client in20l5, putting me in the awkward position of nofbeing able to defend 
19 myselfagaiust her accll$ations because of client confidentiality and at:tomey•client privilege. From 

20 my.perspective, these public accusations ag!linst me from Ms. Bassi came out ofnowhere. I was 

2 1  compl<\ltcly floored, !l!ld I cried most ofthe way home that evening. Llttle did I k;now that Ms. 

22 Bassi •s behavior towards mewou)d only worsen over the co\u"lleofthe .nextyear. 

23 7. On May 7, 201'8, I went to the Family Court to S!lpport a fnend .nmned lessfoa Huey 
24 who was sewing as. minor's counsel in a domestic violence case. Ms. Huey called me because a 
25 group of people associated with Ms. Bassi had accosted her outside the F!l!nily Court, yellingat lier 
26 repeatedly and preventing her from evenexi�ing her vehicle. fn response, I gathered together a 
21 grQup. of attorl'leys to. support Ms, Huey and escort her to her assigned court1001n, which was 

28 Dep1111ment 72 with. Judge :Pegg. During Ms. Huey's .court proceedings, I sat outside the courtroom 

Declaration of Nicole Ford in Support of Application 
for Temporary and Pem1anent Restraining Orders 
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I for orre hour minding my own bµsines$. Because Ms. Bassi was present, l chose to sit on a bench 
2 that W'il$ clearly in wew onhe ¢0urt security C<llllera for safety. During the hour that I sat outside the 
3 courtroom, Ms. Bassi appro11.ehed me twice and both times stood over me from only a few feet.away. 

4 She gotso close that t would have moved away had I been standing up at the time; Ms. Bassi 

5 positioned herself so thatI would have to physically contact hi;lr \o stand up from the benehand 
6 move awayfrorn her, soJ reinai11ed seat<:Jd and pµshed back as far asl eould into.the beneh to <..-r:eate 

7 distance between i1s. ·Outing both enco.unters, she looked . down at m.e frort1 her .elevated position and 

8 scowled, with an i11tei1sity. in l1er eyes that ! found to be very inti1nidati:J:ig. The :first time she 
9 approached me she said, "you'repathetic" and "you should i'!lcuse yourselfinimediately and report 

lo  yourself to the b11r!' She 111$0 said that I "$hould not be on the DVC" (Domestic Vio!eiu;e Council) 

1 1  and !hat l am "no friend of domestic violence victims." Duri1tgthe secmid e11countet, she said, "1 
12 hope you're happywith yourself' and "you'repathetic." In .bothfostances, Ms, B!l.Ssi's tone was 
13 very threatening, I believe she wu ttyingtoverbruly !Ind physically intimi(late.me, not.tryingw 

14 obtain any infonnationor have. a .conversation. In respo11se, all 1 said was "thank yciu for Uie input/' 
15 but I was genuinely rattled by her aggressive conduct. 

16 .8. In Draround late Noveinber 2018, I wetitit1to the FamiLyCourt on a:iti!J:parte 
l 7 application 111 D.epiutment 65. My client and l wl;lre .$�ated iii tht;) seco11d rgw on the left side of !he 

1 8  courtrQpm. � t(lrlle(l �o see Ml!. Bassi se<ited in the seco11d row 011 the right side of the courtroom. 
19  Instead oflooking forward toward the hen.ch, Ms . . Bassi was co11tortirtg het bodyto look straight 

20 aqoss the cotrrttoom a.t me. She remah1ed in tl1a.tposifion for mqghly tel1 minutes• Dl.Jling that 

21  entire period, she .glared at me with an awessive facial expression that.did not change, !twas so 

22 awkward <l!1d unsettli11g ttiat my vlient said, "does that woma11 know me? She's looking at me like 
23 she hates me." l eitplained ro my clientthat Ms. Bassi's menacing gaze was directed at me, not him. 

24 Thankfully, the judge ultimately cleared the courtrootn, because of the contidentia.l 11atqr(l Qf!he 

25 proceeding!!. But my client was so rattled by Ms. Bas:;i that he was nervous to leave !he courtmom 

26 at the end of the hi:iaring. So was I. I poked my bead out ofthe courtroomto see if Ms. Bassi was 

27 stlll present, and then I quickly shuftled my client off to a dii'l'el'ent part of the building. Outing 

28 
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.1 substlquent court �pe11,rances, my client has told me tl111the is .C<incerned about Ms. Bassi and that 
2 he has also tried t() avoid herin the. halls of the cmttthouse, 

3 9. On December 7, 2018, I &ttended a Domestic Violence Council meeting at the. County 

4 Government Center. Dl.lring the meeting, Ms. Bassi said that she wanted to adctrtlss an article she 

5 read in the S.fl. Chn:inicle in which I was quotect. Ms. Bassi accust\Cl me of"using do1nestic viole11ce 

6 survivors for [1ny] own profit" alid "colluding with clieilti! bytaking money frolli abusru:s so they 

7 can'tpay child support!' Dµ;ingthat $ame meeting, Ms. Bassi mentiont\Cl the Chah'pfthe Domestic 

8 Violence Council, Ka$ey Hall.Jon. Ms. Bassi misstated Kasey's name as "Ms. Calhoun," as she 

9 someti1nes does out of confusion. Ms . . Bassi stated during the i:neetingthat Kasey "refuses to 

1 o provide servic.es" to her and other victin1s ofdome.stic vfofonce, 

1 1  10. On January 5, 2019, 1 found .!! blog p1>st that 1 believe to be Ms. Bassi's \Jn the Jane 

12 aud Johu Q Public website. The blog post, d.ate.d nee�ber 7, ZOU!, features a painting dilpicting 
13 rne as a pig eating.at a trough that isJabeUoo "domestic violence.'' Tlie.blog des.cribes th:is painting 

14 and several others .as a "new art display forfailing victims of Domestic Violence;" (Att!l.Ched to lhill 
1 5  Declaration as Exhibit � isa true and correct copy ofthe bl\Jg entry fr:o1n 
1 6  WWW .ianeandjohngpublic.com entitled "Do1nestic Violence: How to Ruin Your EX's>Life and Make 
11 Your Lliwyer Rleh,"dated 1217!18.) When 1 first saw thi.s post, I cried� l l'll!ve dedfo<lted my life and 

1 8  safety to working on behalf of domestic violence $Jt\!ivors, which made it particularly hurtful to be 
19 mocked forit and accuse!'! of doing the exact Qpposite. J l.rlterprett\Cl this painting and blog post as 

· 20 part of Ms. Bassi's escalating efforts to intimidate me. 1tworried me that her attacks were becoming 
2 1  increasingly petsonlll. And when 1 considered her words in conjUnctt1>n with h.er increasingly 

22 aggressive,.in-persOltconduct, I began tq fear ror my persqnal safety. 
23 ll. At aF!Jtmd this time, Kasey Halcon and I began using a buddy system whenever we 
24 attend meetings together at the County Government Center. 1 nowpark my car as close to the 

25 building as I ean. I call Kasey to let her know I am abqi,Jt t\> arrive, sP that she can quickly buzz. me 

26 into the secµred area where her of:t'ke is located. I do not enter the buiklingthrough the main "West 
27 Entrance" by the Distdct Attomey's Office, but rather throµ.gh one ofseveral less trafficked 
28 entrances elsewhere in the building. Befol'e entering the bt1ilding, l poke my head fa and sean the 
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' 

lobby to see whether Ms. Bassi is there. If not, I proceed towards Kasey's office and quickly enter 

2 , after she buzzes me in. When it's time for a meeting, Kasey and I proceed together to the 

3 appropriate location. Even with safety in numbers, I still brace myself every time I enter public 

4 spaces and I find myself constantly scanning the room and looking over my shoulder. Male 

5 members of the Domestic Violence Council, who are in law enforcement and know about the current 

6 situation, have started showing up to our meetings with more regularity to provide additional 

7 protection, if necessary. 

8 12. The Domestic Violence Council was scheduled to have a meeting on February 5, 

9 2019. Kasey Halcon was not going to be able to attend the meeting that day, due to a conflict, so I 

10 was scheduled to chair the meeting. In the days leading up to the meeting, I became incredibly 

1 1  nervous about that prospect, because I suspected that Ms. Bassi would use this as an opportunity to 

12 attack me personally, whether through her words or deeds. On the day of the meeting, I proceeded 

1 3  to Kasey's office beforehand, as I usually do. A s  Kasey and I spoke, I began shaking and I ended up 

14 having a panic attack, which is something that I had never experienced before. F01iunately, we did 

15  not end up having quorum for the foll meeting that day, s o  we proceeded only in workshop mode. 

16  1 3 .  On March 7, 2019, I attended a meeting at the County Government Center for the 

17 Public Safety and Justice Committee. Kasey and I attended the meeting together, because there was 

1 8  an agenda item related to the Domestic Violence Council. We were seated close to the podium in 

19 case we were asked to offer any information related to the Council. I was on the aisle and Kasey 

20 was seated next to me. During the meeting, I observed Ms. Bassi speak about the Victim Services 

2 1  Unit. After her time was up, Ms. Bassi turned from the podium and approached the area where 

22 Kasey and I were seated. Ms. Bassi walked up to me, leaned over, got in my face, and pointed her 

23 finger at me. Her face was only about a foot from mine, and her finger was only six inches from my 

24 face, when she said, "Nicole Ford, you 're next," in a very alanning manner. I could see the rage in 

25 her eyes, and I was disturbed by tl1e ominous tone of her voice. 
11, 

26 1 4. I immediately interpreted Ms. Bassi's statement and finger pointing as an attedpt to 

27 threaten me. It was not initially clear to me what precisely she meant by it. 1 considered that Ms. 

28 Bassi could have meant that she was planning to again criticize me with her words, as she had just 
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' 

criticized Kasey and the Victim Services Unit. Kasey and I decided to wait to see what Ms. Bassi 

2 might say about me. When Ms. Bassi did not so much as mention me later in the meeting, her 

3 tbreatening words and conduct became even more concerning and threatening to me. If Ms. Bassi 

4 had not specifically threatened my physical safety previously, I believe she clearly did that day-

5 with her looming presence, her enraged eyes, her aggressive tone, and her statement, "you're next." 

6 15. Kasey and I thereafter decided to quickly leave the meeting, in the hope that Ms. 

7 Bassi would not approach us again or follow us out of the Board Chambers. While checking to 

8 make sure that we were not being followed, we proceeded back to Kasey's office. Shortly 

9 thereafter, I quickly returned to my car. Once in my car, I began shaking. I was so unnerved that I 
10 immediately notified County Council and found myself doing safety planning in a way I usually 

1 1  reserved for my more extreme domestic violence cases. I notified all members of my office and 

12 found myself again crying due to the stress and fear. 

13 16. In my view, Ms. Bassi has become more and more unhinged over time, and her 

14 increasingly aggressive conduct suggest w m.c; 11\at she is likely to make good on her threats. At this 

15 point, I feel like I am in real physical dangr:r when I am around her, so I do everything I can to avoid 

16 it. But this does not prevent her from approaching me whenever she wants and her attempts to 

17 intimidate me make it difficult to serve on the Domestic Violence Council. Every time I attempt to 

18 perform my duties for the Domestic Violence Council or appear in Family Court, I feel that I may be 

19 sacrificing my own well-being for the sake of a cause I believe in. In my view, it should not have to 

20 be this way. 

21 

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

23 is true and correct and that I executed this declaration on July 2, 2019, Las Vegas, Nevada. 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

lJeclaration of Nicole Ford in Support of Application 
for Temporary and Permanent Restraining Orders 
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7/212019 Family Court -Jane and John Q. Public 
' 

JAN E AND JOHN 0. PUBLIC 

Domestic Violence: How to Ruin Your Ex's Life and Make Your Lawyer 

Rich 
12/7/2018 1 Comment 

Nicole Ford (above). Elise Mitchell (right), depicted in new art display for failing victims of Domestic 

Violence. 
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JAN E AND JOHN 0. PUBLIC 

@timkawakami 

49ers and SJPD wanted 
to i nflu.ence what I wrote 
about Ray McDonald 's 
case i n  201 4. That was a 
li ne crossed that wi l l  never 

get un:crossed . 
1 :29 PM · 1 1  Aug 1 6  

Journalists and Victims Threatened by 49ers to Stay Silent on 
Domestic Violence. 

Silicon Valley artists target Santa Clara County divorce lawyers: Nicole Ford. Elise Mitchell. Hector 
Moreno, Leah Amini. Walter Hammon Valerie Houghton, and Bradford Baugh for failing to 
protect victims of domestic violence and falsely prosecuting innocent parents in divorce cases to 
earn more money. Complaints allege these lawyers have also been threatening the press to keep 

the 49er brand. and themselves. from becoming 'tainted" in the local legal community. 

Domestic Violence in Silicon Valley is at an all time high. Not because parents are more violent. but 
because divorce lawyers have colluded to grab more money in a divorce case cases using DV as a 

. litigation tactic and local district attorneys have let them. Exhibit H, p. 46 
https://www.janeandjohnqpublic.com/blog/domestic-violence-how-to-ruin-your-exs-life-and-make-your-lawyer-rlch 419 
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7/2/2019 Family Court� Jane and John Q. Public 

JAN E AND JOHN Q. PUBLIC 

former 49er Ray McDonald. A case that is getting a new Look after the 49ers fired Ruben Foster 
following a Florida arrest for domestic violence. 

District Attorney Covered Up Domestic Violence to Protect 49er Image 

Recently released Santa Clara police body cams show that 49er Ruben Foster got favorable 

treatment after the Santa Clara County DA refused to prosecute Foster for interfering with the 
police during a recent DV call. Jeff Rosen when soft on similar claims that were pending against 

former 49er Ray McDonald, claims Rosen dragged out for three years and then let slip off into the 

golden plea deal Rosen is famous for offering high profile abusers. 

Josh Bentley, the Lawyer for 49ers. has reportedly been giving Jeff Rosen kickbacks to keep 49er 

DV issues out of Rosen's office, and out of the media , including by " fixing" stories that appear in 

the San Jose Mercury. 

Elise Mitchell, Ray McDonald's family Law attorney, is a divorce Lawyer (who sits on fee arbitration 

panels for the Santa Clara County Bar Association) was reportedly using secret deals in fee 

arbitrations to kickback favors to area Lawyers. Mitchell is also charged with giving information and 

kickbacks to keep former 49er Ray McDonald. out of jail. after he beat the mother of his child in 

2014 and in 2015. 

Elise Mitchell reportedly crafted the Legal culture of slut shaming victims by threatening the media 

to not cover Kendra's story in 2016, after it hit on ABC. NBC, TMZ, and CBS as McDonald was getting 

favorable treatment before Judge James Towery, a close friend of Elise M itchell. Kendra Scott is 

one more high profile victim failed by Jeff Rosen, as Rosen took over the county's Victim Services 

and panders to his political allies i n  Lieu of serving victims. 

DA Je1f Rosen, and his former assistant, Kayrn Sininu- Towery have a long history of letting 49ers 

out of serious charges of physical violence against others, especially intimate partner violence. 

That history led to Sinunu -Towery resigning in July 2013 before she was disbarred. It is no surprise 

her husband, James Towery, gave favorable treatment to these players in divorce and custody 

cases. 

Even now Je1f Rosen is reluctant to arrest a 4ger who was already arrested in another state, as the 

San Jose Mercury reports. 

Another link to Rosen, is criminal lawyer Dan Jensen, a Lawyer who gets regular referrals from the 

DA's office and is reportedly is on the referral List for Silicon Valley's high tech companies like Apple, 

Facebook and Google. 

Exhibit H, p. 47 
https:/lwww.janeandjohnqpubllc.com/blogldomestio-vJoleoce-how4o-ruln-your-exs-l!feMand�make-your-tawyer-rich 5/9 
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7/2/2019 Family Court- Jane end John Q, Publlc 

JANE AND JOHN 0. PUBLIC 

!�dependent news agencies and reporter�-h��; b;e� ;�p�rtf�g·th�·49�;�: p;i��t� divorce lawyers 
and DA have been using the media to cover up the potential harm NFL players impose in a local 
community. ( See Tweet of Tim Kawakami back when he tried to cover McDonald back in 2014) . 

. 

Retired 49er players report that the 49er management took an active role in threatening the victim 
of 49er Ray McDonald, and regularly trains their players to get consent on their phones so that 
lawyer Josh Bentley. or Dan Jensen. can get them out of charges of domestic violence or sexual 
assault. 

JEFF ROSEN FAILS VICTIMS PROSECUTES PARENTS 

Court papers charge that Jeff Rosen. and the Santa Clara County I ndependent Defense Office O DO). 
have been workin g  to secret domestic violence and false claims of domestic violence back to 2010. 
when Rosen was running for office. More recently antitrust documents charge thaf Jeff Rosen has 
been using domestic violence victims to build his career and cover up real harm. 

Violence that Makes Divorce Lawyers Rich 

Divorce Attorneys Sharon Roper and Bradford Baugh have been reportedly colluding to use 
domestic violence to earn more attorney fees, claiming they can earn over $100,000 in  a single 
divorce case simply by adding in a false DV claim. 

ODA Allison Filo (who was charged with trying to send an innocent man to jail for rape). knew of this 
collusion back to 2013, but was told to cover it up as the Santa Clara County DA's office as the office 
was under pressure in a high profile DV case, and as the Audrie Pott suicide was being used to 
make money for some of Jeff Rosen's divorce lawyer friends. 

Sharon Roper, a highly controversial court appointed lawyer for children, was recently hired by the 
Santa Clara County Courts and is charged in court docurnents as using false claims of domestic 
violence to profit herself. 

These same court files charge that lawyers are acting in criminal conspiracies using domestic 
violence as a profit opportunity. Recordings and emails that document this conduct have been 
being presented to the State Bar for over 20 years, and the Bar has done little discipline divorce 
lawyers who are getting rich by claiming DV in divorce cases. 

While many people seek to use the legal system and fairly execute their divorce, a small number of 
people appear to be hiring divorce lawyers to draw out litigation and weave a false domestic 
violence claim, or pressure real victims to remain silent. Sadly, good parents who may have had 

htlps:/lwww.janeandjohnqpulllli:.oomlblogldome•ll<>11iolence-how.\o-ruln-yout-e><>·llfe·and•mako-your-lawyet·rlch Exhibit H, p. 48 619 
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JAN E AND JOHN 0. PUBLIC 

Can Your Divorce Lawyer Go To Jail? 

Most district attorneys refuse to prosecute perjury and criminal conspiracies in divorce cases. which 
has given divorce lawyers an invitation to violate the law and steal more than just outrageous fees. 

An indictment of controversial divorce lawyer, Valerie Houghton, is one of the few criminal 
indictments charging a lawyer with felony white collar crimes, which include enhancement for 
stealin g  from a senior. Houghton was charged in 2016 and has still not gone to trial. Rumors abound 

that Jeff Rosen has d irected the charges against Valerie Houghton to be dropped as a favor to 

James Towery. a sitting family court judge and close personal friend. Towery reportedly worked on 
Jeff Rosen's political campaigns , including when Towery was Chief Trial Council at the California 
State Bar. 

The Houghton indictment is a cancer on the Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office. It shows 

how Jeff Rosen has consistently failed to prosecute lawyers and 49ers as a form of protection and 
collusion with private divorce lawyers. An illegal protection that fails victims over and over again. 

1 Comment 

Ben Z, 1 2/1 0/201 8  07:44:54 pm 

Valerie, 

. I see all the stuff about your Milan approach and the M.F.T. 

Does it ever cross your mind what you did my kids? 

- Ben Z. 
Reply 

Your comment will be posted after it is approved. 

Leave a Reply. 

Exhibit H, p. 49 
https:ltwww.janeandjohnqpubllc.com/blogldomestio-violence-how-to-rutn-your-exs-llfe--and-make-your-lawyer-rlch 719 
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Email (not published) 

Website 

Comments (required) 

Notify me of new comments to this post by email Submit 

Santa Clara County Superior Court Holiday Party with Divorce Attorneys, Ju ... 

Exhibit H, p. 50 
htlps:!/wwv.t.janeandjohnqpublic.com/blog/domesticMviolence-how-to-ruin-your-exs-life-and-make-your-lawyer-rich 819 
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JANE AND JOHN Q. PUBLIC 

WE WOULD LOVE TO HAVE YOU JOIN US OR POINT US TO A PROBLEM! 

HOURS 
M-F: 7am - gpm 

EMAIL 
caijohnqpublic@gmail.com 

htlps:l/WWW,Janeandjohnqpubllc.cttmibto�ldomestlc411olenee•how·lo,ruln·your·e•s·llf ... and-make"YOUr-lawyer·lich 

Proudly powered by Weebly 

Exhibit H, p. 5 1  

919 
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· / L 2 OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL 
.
f!t 

70 West Bedding Street, East Wing, Ninth Floor I;;· 
3 San Jose, Clilifornii1 95110-1770 

Telephone: (408) 299-5900 JUL � 3 2019 4 Facsimile: ( 408) 292-7240 
· 

Cl .. ' 

5 Attorneys for Petitioner 
KASEY HALCON 

6 

7 

BIJ()•rlor · �k ;IJf the Co• •rt BY 0 C<>un1y ol "' -A;-\:f-�..:._· :ll:_s�ta Clara 4f . 
OE:P!J;y ' Ob  ' 

8 SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

9 

IO  

1 1  KASEY HALCON, 

12 Petitioner, 

1 3 v. 

14 SUSAN HAZLETT BAS�H, 

15 Respondent. 

16 

17  I ,  JEFFREY F.  ROSEN, declare: 

No. 

DECLARATION OF JEFFREY F. ROSEN 

IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR 

TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT 
RESTRAINING ORDERS 

1 8  I .  I have personal knowledge of the facts described herein. If called to testify, I could 

19 and would testify competently thereto. 

20 . 2. I am an attorney duly licensed to practice and in good standing with all courts in the 

21  State of California. I am the District Attorney of Santa Clara County. 

22 3. As the District Attorney, my primary place of work is the County Government Center 

23 at 70 W. Hedding Street in San Jose, California, where among other things, I frequently attend 

24 meetings throughout the building. 

25 4. Over the last nine to twelve months, Susan Bassi has been at the County Government 

26 Center several times a week. When I attend meetings in the building as part of my job duties, Ms. 

27 Bassi often follows me from those meetings to the Office of the District Attorney through the long 

28 hallway between the East and West Wings of the County Government Center, and stays with me at 

Declaration of Jeffrey F. Rosen in Support of Application 
for Temporary and Pennanent Restraining Orders 

Exhibit H, p. 52 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



' 

the elevators to my office until I am able to enter an elevator to the Office of the District Attorney, 

2 which is a secured part of the building. While following me or when I am waiting for the elevator, 

3 Ms. Bassi approaches very close to me, often within inches of me, and yells at me, trying to provoke 

4 a response, while she or another individual she associates with films me. She is aggressive, hostile, 

5 and angry. 

6 
7 

5. 
6. 

This has happened more than a dozen times over the last year. 

In the last few months, Ms. Bassi has escalated her level of hostility towards me. 

8 Two months ago, Ms. Bassi apparently waited for me at the District Attorney's Office elevators and 

9 thereafter followed me approximately 150 feet from the elevators to my vehicle in the parking area 

I O  to the rear of the building, while yelling at me in an aggressive and hostile way and coming within 

1 1  inches of me. 

12 7. This escalation of her harassment of me made me concerned that she would continue 

13 to escalate her behavior-from yelling at me in an increasingly hostile way, following me to the 

14 District Attorney's Office, coming within inches of me, and following me to my car--to making 

1 5  physical contact with me, as her anger and harassing behavior have increased. 

16 8. As a result ohhis escalation of behavior on her part, I have begun having a security 

l 7 detail consisting of two District Attorney Investigators accompany me to public meetings at the 

1 8  Board Chambers to make sure that I am protected. I am concerned that she will continue her 

19 escalation to a physical confrontation with me, and I am concerned that others with her may be 

20 encouraged by her behavior to have a physical confrontation with me. 

21 9. The escalation of Ms. Bassi's behavior toward me-the increase in her anger, and 

22 her following of me within close proximity-,-concems me about what she will do next as her 

23 behavior and anger continues to escalate. 

24 10. Ms. Bassi is also already inspiring others to ratchet up their behavior as well. On 

25 May 14, 2019, for example, an associate of Ms. Bassi walked very close to me as I headed towards 

26 the elevators to my office. He got verbally angry with me for continuing to walk as he addressed 

27 me. He said, "Susan Bassi is going to get you. You're an asshole." I took this comment as a 

28 physical threat, and I believe that it is Ms. Bassi who is encouraging others to behave in this way. 

Declaration of Jeffrey F. Rosen in Support of Application 
for Temporary and Pennanent Restraining Orders 

Exhibit H, p. 53 
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1 Because of this incident and the others described above, I have been assigned a single-person officer 

2 detail, which means that, for the time being, an armed officer will follow me around wherever I go in 

3 the County Government Center. 

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

5 is true and correct and that I executed this declaration on July J_, 2019, at San Jose, California. 

6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
1 1  
12 
13 
14 
15 
16  
17 
18  
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 

Declaration of Jeffrey F. Rosen in Support of Application 
for Temporary and Permanent Restraining Orders 

� ff. �--' 
Jm'REY F. ROSEN 
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1 JAMES R .. WILLIAMS, County Qounsel (S.B, #271253) 
WARD A. PENFOLD, J:)eputy Gom;ity Counsel (S.B. #284969) 

2 OFFICE 0F Tl:lE COUN1Y COUNSEL F I L J: 70 West Hedding Street, East Wing, Ninth Floor 
3 San Jose, California 951 10-1770 

Telephone: ( 408) 299-5900 
4 Facsimile: ( 408) 292-7240 

5 Attorneys for Petitioner 
KASEY HALCON 

6 
7 

JUL -3 2019 . 81!Partf?/jtk.· ·A t thhoe ,... :... . .

.

.•
. BY ��rJ �-�-·�;i�Clara �EPUTy 

� 
8 SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

9 

10 

11  KASEY HALCON, 

12 Petitioner, 

13 v, 

14 SUSAN HAZLETT BASSI, 

1 5  Respondent. 

16 
17  I ,  JEFFERY NICHOLS, declare: 

No. 1 q c Han  R 8 4 3 1 

DECLARATION OF JEFFERY NICHOLS 
IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT 
RESTRAINING ORDERS 

18 1 .  I have personal knowledge of the facts described herein. If called to testify, I could 

19 and would testify competently thereto. 

20 2. For the past six years, I have been employed as an Investigator in the Bureau of 

2 1  Investigation of  the Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office, located at the County 

22 Government Center at 70 W. Hedding Street in San Jose. Including this role, I have been in law 

23 enforcement for over twenty years. I began my career as an Officer with the San Jose Police 

24 Department, where I served from 1 998 until 2000. I then was employed by the Vancouver 

' 

25 Washington Police Department from 2000 until 2007, when I took a position back with the San Jose 

26 Police Department. I worked at San Jose Police tmtil I accepted my current position in 2013 .  

27 3.  In my position as an Investigator within the Bureau oflnvestigations, I serve as the 

28 Security Threat Officer, which means that I conduct Threat Assessments, which evaluate on-site 

Declaration of Jeffery Nichols in Support of Application 
for Temporary and Permanent Restraining Orders 
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' 

I tlu'eats, and Security Assessments, which analyze risks to a particular .employee or group of 

2 eniployees ; Because of the sensitive and. often confidential nature;) of rtiy Threat and S ecuriW 
3 Assessments, they are confidential in the Bureau oflnvestigations. The.security Asses.sm,ents are 

4 only shared with the employees who they are meant to proteet. 
5 4. Over the last sevel'al years, l have taken at least eight trainings related to security (Uld 

6 tlu'tlat assessments that a.e either federally recognized or certified by the California Comm!S$ion on 
7 Peace Officer Standards· and Traini:t1g (POST). The federally recognized trainings have included 
8 courses on enhanced threat and rlsl<; assessments, screenl:ng for per:son& using observational 

9 techniques, open soui:ce investigations, digll.itary protection, and social media exploitation. The 
Io POST -i::ertitied tra,inings have included eourses on behavioral threat assessments, surveillance 

1 1  techniqi.1es, and witl'less protection methods, including tlu'eat assessme11ts. 

12 5. 

13 involve crimfoll.l hi.story cb.ecks, in addition tl.l tYPed m<m1eranda w1th exhibits that domtrnent the 
14 threat. Security Asses.srnents focus .on the empfoyee·or group of employees being threatened. The 

15 !lffe1.1ted employees complete a background questionnaire and.home visit. l look atth�r daily habits 

1 6  in the workplace and their: h!lb'its when artiving lit and !!laving work. I look at any hostile 

17 surveillance points ll;fthei�· home 11s wet! llil points of exposure when ttaveli:tig In public. hi:lso giv11: a 

18  'r<lrgeted Violence Overview that educates the employee on the dangers and tetminolqgyass('.iciated 

19 with being a vic!im of targeted Viohmce. I address "fixes" for the eri;lployee to Change either their 
20 daily routine.or physical security. For exll!1lpie, lmigbt have the employee change the.route of 

2 1  travel to the County Qwer:nment Center or�uggest.adding an alarm systetll or CCTV $}"�tern at their 
22 home.. l also advise employees on avoiding or mitigating soda! media and o!lline exposure and 

23 general $ituational awareness. 

24 6. l have conducted approximately 20 Threat amlior Security Assessments during my 
25 time as the Security Thr1;1at Officer for the Bureau oflnvestigation. Generally, these eases are 
26 triggered by a partfoular event. For example, if a defendant in a criminal ease threljteus an employee 

2 7 of the District Attorney's Office, that threat will be reported to· the employee's si1pervlsor, who then 
28 reports it to Distiict Attorney JeffRoseu or Chief A�sistant District Attorney Jay Boyarsky. If either 

Declaration of Jeffory Nichols in Support of Application 
for Temporary and Pennanent Restraining Orders 
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t District Attorney Rosen or Ms. Boyarsky determines that there is a significant risk, they assign the 

2 matter to me. In assessing risk, one of the things I look for is a pattern of behavior that indicates a 

3 progression towards physical violence. Red flags include behavior that is out of the ordinary (for 

4 people in general, or the person in question), an expanded scope of activities (for example, taking 

5 disputes beyond the courtroom), or an escalation from written to verbal to physical threats. 

6 7. The only instance in which I have initiated Threat and Security Assessments on my 

7 own involved a threat posed by a woman named Susan Bassi. Based on my training and experience 

8 as a Security Threat Officer, I decided to conduct these assessments related to Ms. Bassi based on a 

9 series of behaviors she has exhibited over the last few months-beginning in March of 2019. Since 

1 O March, Ms. Bassi' s conduct has escalated in various ways. Ms. :Bassi has adopted a much more 

1 1  aggressive tone, in both rhetoric and volume, when interacting with District Attorney's Office 

12  employees and other County employees. I have also observed Ms. Bassi getting within closer 

13 proximity of our employees when she approaches them in public, and her statements to these 

14 employees have become increasingly menacing. Ms. Bassi has also expanded the scope of her 

1 5  activities outside the County Government Center, including by following District Attorney Jeffrey 

1 6  Rosen to his car in the parking lot after waiting for him at the Office's elevators. Taking all these 

1 7  developments into account, I ultimately concluded that Ms. Bassi poses a threat to several employees 

1 8  of the District Attorney's Office, in addition to a member of the County's Domestic Violence 

1 9  Council. 

20 8. Dating back to at least 2018, Ms. Bassi has regularly accused employees of the 

21  District Attorney's Office of various forms of misconduct related to family law matters, even though 

22 those matters are litigated in an entirely separate court system from the criminal courts. These 

23 accusations started during public comment at the County Government Center, but the aggressiveness 

24 and scope of Ms. Bassi' s  conduct have expanded from there. 

25 9. I was not particularly familiar with Ms. Bassi's activities until early October 201 8 

26 when I was told about an email that she sent to District Attorney Rosen and several other members 

27 of executive management at the District Attorney's Office. Part of the email included divorce 

28 paperwork for a recently-terminated supervisor with the Victim Services Unit. Because the email 

Declaration of Jeffery Nichols in Support of Application 
for Temporary and Permanent Restraining Orders 
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l· was unusual-in that it included confidential paperwork of a personal nature that was being 

2 circulated to executive management--! started to keep notes on Ms. Bassi. But Ms. Bassi's conduct 

3 did not trigger an official Threat Assessment until April of this year. 

4 10. In early March 2019, I was informed that Ms. Bassi threatened Victim Services 

5 Director Kasey Halcon and a member of the County's Domestic Violence Council, Nicole Ford, at 

6 the County Government Center. Ms. Bassi said, "Nicole Ford, you're next," while leaning over Ms. 

7 Ford, getting within inches of her face, and pointing menacingly and scowling at both Ms. Ford and 

8 Kasey Halcon. I am also informed that Ms. Bassi has engaged in similar behavior toward Ms. Ford 

9 at the Santa Clara County Family Court and around other meetings of the Domestic Violence 

1 0 Council. 

1 1  1 1 .  On or around March 17, 2019, Ms. Bassi posted on a public blog, identifying Ms. 

1 2  Halcon by name and stating that "At the core of the corruption i s  the Santa Clara County District 

13 Attomey's Office where the Director of Victim Services, Kasey Halcon, is reportedly working on a 

14 'catch and kill' program designed to silence victims seeking help in the county's family courts." 

1 5  12.  On March 1 9, 2019, Ms. Bassi followed District Attorney Rosen out of a meeting at 

1 6  the County Government Center, down the main hallway of the building, and out to his car in the 

17 parking lot. During this encounter, Ms. Bassi shouted at District Attorney Rosen in an aggressive 

18  manner and at various points got within inches ofhim.1 Ms. Bassi had previously followed District 

1 9  Attorney Rosen and others to and from the elevators in our building, but I was concerned about this 

20 incident, because it showed that Ms. Bassi was willing to take her attacks beyond the building as 

2 1  well. In response, a protection detail was put in place for District Attorney Rosen. Now members of 

22 the Special Operations Group of the Bureau oflnvestigations escort him to and from public 

23 meetings, and to and from his car in the parking lot. 

24 13. On April 4, 2019, I observed Ms. Bassi approach Mr. Boyarsky and stand at his feet 

25 with her cell phone in her hand. She took either video or a photo of him and said, "Hi, Jay. I'm 

26 

27 
I Footage of this encounter can be found at https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Kqs5oT5NysM 

28 

Declaration of Jeffery Nicl!Ols in Support of Application 
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1 going to make an internet star out of you." I then observed Ms. Bassi walk up to Kasey Halcon and 

2 take a photo of her from within inches of Ms. Halcon's face. A short while later, I heard Ms. Bassi 

3 tell someone, "Just watch, there is going to be something big and there are going to be BIG 

4 fireworks." Due to her behavior and statements, I sent a text message to District Attorney Rosen and 

5 Ms. Halcon to advise them of what I had observed. This is something that I do not do routinely, but 

6 I felt it was appropriate and necessary here because Ms. Bassi was becoming more aggressive in her 

7 words and actions. While these words themselves may seem innocuous in writing, the tone in which 

8 Ms. Bassi said them concerned me, based on my training and experience. 

9 14. On April 1 4, 2019, I was infom1ed that Ms. Bassi again threatened Kasey Halcon, 

10 saying something to the effect of"tomorrow at noon that's going to hit you square in the face." 

1 1  Because of this statement and Ms. Bassi' s other threatening behavior, a Special Operations Group 

1 2  detail was added to escort Ms. Halcon to meetings and to and from her car. I was also given 

13  authorization to initiate an official Threat Assessment regarding Ms. Bassi and a Security 

14 Assessment for Ms. Halcon. Again, based on my training and experience, I believed that Ms. Bassi 

15 was escalating her behavior in a way that increasingly threatened Ms. Halcon. At around this same 

16 time, I was also informed that Ms. Halcon and Nicole Ford had begun using the "buddy system" en 

17 route to public meetings in the County Government Center, so as to protect Nicole from Ms. Bassi as 

1 8  well. 

1 9  1 5. On May 14, 2015, one of Ms. Bassi's associates approached District Attorney Rosen 

20 in the hallway of the County Government Center, followed him in close proximity, and said, "Susan 

2 1  Bassi is going to get you. You're an asshole." Based on my experience observing the person in 

22 question, this behavior was inspired by Ms .. Bassi. On the basis of this incident and some of the 

23 others described herein, a single-person officer detail was added for District Attorney Rosen at all 

24 times when he is present at the County Government Center. This means that an armed officer will 

25 follow District Attorney Rosen wherever he goes in the building. Based on my training and 

26 experience, this step is necessary to protect District Attorney Rosen's physical safety. 

27 16 .  Ms. Bassi's behavior over the last several months has become increasingly volatile, 

28 particularly as it relates to Kasey Halcon and Nicole Ford. Ms. Bassi does not follow the basic rules 

Declaration of Jeffery Nichols in Support of Application 
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' 

l of conduct during meetings, as she had in the past. In addition to all the incidents described above, 

2 her speech now appears unusually hostile when addressing District Attorney Rosen, among others, 

3 in a way that concerns me based on my training and experience. I believe Ms. Bassi is capable of 

4 physical violence and likely to carry it out if given the opportunity. 

5 17.  Furthermore, based upon my training and experience both in law enforcement 

6 generally and in conducting Threat and Secmity Assessments specifically, I believe that the steps we 

7 have taken to protect Ms. Halcon are necessary but insufficient. Members of the Special Operations 

8 Group cannot be at Ms. Halcon' s side at every moment of the day, particularly when she is not at the 

9 County Government Center. The same goes for the "buddy system" that Ms. Halcon has been using 

10 with Ms. Ford, who does not benefit from the protection of the Special Operations Group. 

I I  1 8 .  It is my professional opinion, given my training and experience, that Ms. Bassi should 

1 2  be prevented from contacting both Ms. Halcon and Ms. Ford. 

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

14 is true and correct and that I executed this declaration on July 'l, 2019, at San Jose, California. 

15 

16 

17  

1 8  

19  

20 

2 1  

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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Motion to Recuse Santa Clara County District Attorney' s Office 
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REPORT TYPE 
PC 166(a)(4) 

- ·· 

DEFENDANT 

Bassi, Susan 

ATTACHMf!iNTS: 

I OFFICE OF THE DISTlllCT ATTORNEY I BOI CASE NUMBER 
BureauollnvesUgaUon 91190916099 

1 .) Civil Harassment Restraining Order (19CH008843) 
2.) Email dated September 10th, 2019 from (S) Susan Bassi to (V) Kasey Halcon 
3.) Email dated Seplember 1 3th, 2019 from (S) Susan Bassi to (V) Kasey Halcon 
4.) Screen shot from the website : www.llttlegreenkey.com/2019-swag-bag-sponsors.h)ml 

SUMMARY: 

Victim (V)Kasey Halcon is employed as the Director of Victim Services at the Santa Clara County 
District Attorney's Office. She is also the protected party in a Civil Harassment Restraining Order 
issued in Santa Clara County (Case#: 19CH008843). The restrained party Is listed as Suspect 
(S)Susan Bassi. (S)Bassi violated the restraining order when she willfully contacted (V)Halcon via 
email on September 10th and September 1 3th of 2019. The restraining order was issued on July 23, 
2019 and expires on September 24, 2019. I request a criminal complaint be Issued for (S)Bassi for a 
violation of CA Penal Code §166(a)(4) - Willful Disobedience of a Court Order. 

INVESTIGATION: 

On 09/1612019 I was assigned to investigate a complaint regarding a violation of a restraining order. 
First, I reviewed a copy of the restraining order (RIO) and I observed the following information: 

1 .) The RIO was filed in the Superior Court of Santa Clara County on July 23111, 2019 and 
assigned the case number 19CH008843. 

2.) The protected person is listed as (V)Halcon. 
3.) The restrained person is listed as (S)Bassi. 
4.) The expiration date of the RIO is September 241h, 2019. 
5.) The RIO expressly stated (S)Bassi must not •contact the person, either directly or indirectly, In 

any way, including, but not limited to, in person, by telephone, in writing, by public or private 
mail, by interoffice mail, by e-mail, by text message, by fax, or by electronic means.• 

6.) The RIO Indicated (S)Bassi was personally present In court and served. 

Next, I contacted (V)Halcon and Interviewed her. She provided the following statement: 

§TATEMENT OF VICTIM KASEY HALCON: 

(V)Halcon is employed by the Santa Clara County District Attorney's Office as the Director of Victim 
Services. (V)Halcon explained she received two emails from (S)Bassi between September 10lh and 
September 1 31h to her work email account. 

On September 10lh, 2019 (V)Halcon received the first prohibited email for (S)Bassi to her work 
account. (V)Halcon provided a copy of the email to review. I saw the sender of the email was listed 
as (S)Bassi and used the email address girloybassi@gmail.com_ Additionally, the greeting of the 
email expressly said, "Dear Mr. Rosen and Ms. Halcon". See Attachment 1 for complete details of 

OFl'IGER'8 MA .. 11 Crowley, T I 'o NUMBER J DATE I RiVIEWeD av 
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REPORT TYPE 

PC 166(a)(4) 
DEFENDANT 

Bassi, Susan 

I OFFICE OF THE DISTAICT ATIORNEY I 801 CASE NUMBER 

Bu19au of lnvaatlgaUon 81190916099 . I MVES'"' .. '"ON 

the email. (V)Halcon stated there was no threatening language in the content of the email but she 
was disturbed that (S)Bassl contacted her despite the R/O in place by the court. (V)Halcon explained 
the email was a way for (S)Bassl to continue to annoy and harass her. 

A second email was received by MHalcon on September 13th, 2019. Again, I saw the email was 
sent from the account gilroybassi@gmail.com. The recipients of the email were listed as 
mldauben@gmail.com and DA Jeff Rosen. (V)Halcon was not listed as a recipient and she explained 
(S)Bassl sent the email to her as a blind carbon copy (BCC) recipient. I read the content of the email 
and (S)Bassi stated, "For privacy purposes, I have blind copied some of those victims, their 
advocates, and their family members on this email.• See Attachment 2 for complete details of the 
email. Again, (V)Halcon expressed there was no threatening language contained in the email, 
however she felt annoyed and harassed by the contact from (S)Bassi. 

Additionally, (V)Halcon showed me the email also contained an attachment. The attachment was 
titled "9-19- McAfee Theater- logos.pdf'. I opened the PDF document and saw it was a flyer 
advertising "Silicon Valley's Multimedia Journalism Symposium & Awards". The flyer also listed a 
website www.littlegreenkey.corrt. 

INVESTIGATION CONTINUED: 

I know an email message contains a header. An email header provides a list of technical details 
about the message, such as who sent It, the software used to compose It, and the email servers that 
it passed through on its way to the recipients. I reviewed the header of the email sent on September 
1 3th, 2019 to see if the blind copied recipients appeared in the technical details. The headerdid not 
list the blind copied recipients. 

I went to the website www.littleqreenkey.com and viewed the content published on the website. The 
website immediately opens to a video of a woman standing in front of Saratoga HS. The text 
immediately adjacent to the image of a woman says, "Susan Bassi founder, little green key studios'. 
The video is an Invitation to join the journalism symposium and awards at Saratoga HS on September 
1 9th, 2019. Further review of the website led to a linked page titled: www.litllegreenkev.com/2019· 
swag-bag-sponsors.html. On this page several hi-tech business names are listed along with the 
names of local politicians, the Sheriff, the District Attorney, and "Santa Clara County Victim Services 
Director Kasey Halcon". (V)Halcon told me she did not endorse, sponsor, nor give (S)Bassi 
pe1T11ission to use her name and title to promote her event at Saratoga HS. (V)Halcon again felt 
annoyed and harassed by (S)Bassi. I screen captured the website See Attachment 3 for details. 

CONCbUSIO!lli 

I believe (S)Bassi willfully violated the RIO for the following reasons: 
1.) (S)Bassi knew the term of the R/O and knew contact with (V)Halcon by email was prohibited. 
2.) (S)Bassi sent two emails to (V)Halcon while the RIO was active. 
3.) In the email sent on September 10th, 2019 (S)Bassl expressly greets MHalcon . 

. , Orf«leR'wNMl.1: 
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REPORTTYPB 
PC 1 66(a)(4) 
DEFENDANT 
Bassi, Susan 

I OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT ATIORNEY I BOI CABE NumBER 
Burvau of 1._ugat1on 81190916099 

4.) In the email sent on September 131h, 2019 (S)Bassl expressly stated she Intentionally blind 
copied several people on the email. 

5.) (S)Bassi misrepresented on her website that (V)Halcon is a sponsor of an event at Saratoga 
HS. 

Based on these reasons, I believe (S)Bassl committed a misdemeanor violation of CA Penal Code 
§166(a)(4). I request a criminal complaint be issued. 

End of Report. 

a .. -.... .. NAMI! 
Crowl!IV. T I IO NUMBER I •• ,. I Rl!VIEWE!D B't 

108 09/17/2019 
. 1 10 NUNIBER I oAre···----,�3•"'';:�, 3--·-
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01-1-1 30 Clvll Harassment Restraining 
Order After Hearing 

Person in ©n1ust t)o.mplehl items(D,@, ;��1d@ r1n.ly. 
Protected Person 
a, Your Fun Na1ne; l>!l"'i>""'��----·-----------·

Your Lawyer (tf ytnt have. ont� fitJ' tht:\• CfM'tJ.) 
Nmnc: \Vard Penfold Stn:te Um· Np.: 284909 
Fi1nl Nmne; Office of the County Counsel 

ZJtitkRf&ll�-itt� h"':�.w/piJ! fOMl fflMctJ, 
! : _ , ,  d 

p 12 2h 

b. Your A.ddre.ss (!fyot1 'h4ve a law;mr, give your ?a�-tyer's i1!formatfr>11. 
lfjuu Jo JJQt Jmvr, a fttwya,. anti want to keep your bmnu address 
pl'ivatc, you may give a dffjitrenl rnrti!ing addri:t·s instead, You do pot 
have to give ieiephone, Jax, ·m• e·mftil,) Super for C<!ui qtcnll ornta, Gonnty ·01 

Santa Clara 
Addresa: 10 W, Hu��{!ing �Inmt..l�l Win!l. 9th. floor 
City: Sture:��--�- ?Ar10 9StIO 

MM�-

Tcleµhone: (40Rl 29!>-S!lllO -·- ··-·· Fax: !1Q.l!l].g2.7;\4l) 

Duwn'town Fiu::ilicy 
l 91 t{ Fir�t Strt:�t 
S1n Jose, CA 951 l J 

E�Mail Address: · !::l�l!!!ifill!l@t££1bll!�ll!�1/lt-----··---- Gdutt Ji#sfrr t1$/i&m1mlmt wlwn kmn /q!lful:f_ @: Restrained Person tase Numbnr: 
Full l9CH00834) 

Se�: o· M IBJ F &i&llt: \Veight: ""'"----
·
····· na1e ofl!irtJ1: Q!i�J12!!1. ________ � 

Hair Colof; BRN Hye Color: BRN Ag�: Race: ==----�----
Horne Address ((ffa1own)! 
City� State: Zlp: ==·-----
R�lationship to Protected Penmn; �uun�ly,-p�.:�ni ·°-n Cvn11!-y-:Pn:mlsc.1' ·111here pru'.c.eled pti1-son wm 

@) IEJ Acldltlonal l'r<;>teoted Persons. 
ln addition tu the p¢nu:ui nmnt:d in©; lhc following family or househnl9 riv;1nbers of that person an: protected by 
lll.e order!i ind!aa,ted below: 

l'!!U�U.Q$ fulx All& l�)j!i,y.ll\11 l�o.���111. 
0 y"' 0 No 
C1 Y" Cl No 
CJ Y"' 0 No 
0 Yes 0 No 

-�---�-----� 

0 Check here if there are iU!ditWnal per,1·01ts, Li.vt them 011 tJ!i atrathe'J sheet of paper and wrlle "Attachm1<11t 3-
Additional Protected Persr,n1s" as a Jitle. l'bu moy 11se-fonn Af(';,()25, /tftadunent. © Expiration Date 

this Order, e.n'eJ't jbr flUJ awaNI oj'fuwyt,·r'sf._f!#J, C�'(pfr1ss at 

0 \l.m. � p.nl. 0 111i<lnigbt on (datL:}: 

�;r�����:::;1:t�:;:mNwN Civil Harassrnent.RSstranii r After Hearing 
�=;�;�ZJ*ti.i_;1>11.e"''!i'"<1·" {ClETS .. CHO) 

(Clv!I Harassment Prevention) 

Cli-130, Paga 1 ol 6  
-ll> 
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least Number: 
19CH008843 

@ Hearing / 
a. There WR:\ a hearing on (elate),· ::J;h:? /11 at (tl'111e): 9 t{}()Pk. in Dept.: /j Room: ___ _ 

(Name ofj11dicial officer): made the orders at the bearing. 
b. These people were at the hearing: 

(t)_;g'The person inG). (3)/l�:rho lowy"· for lhc person in G) (name).' ---------
(2);:B The pe1·sOJ1 in@ . (4) ::JiZTho lawyer for lhe person in® (name): ----------
0 Additio11al persons present arc Jisted at the end of this Order on A11aclun��i.' � J& 

c.";.:B(Thc hearing i& continued. Thu �artias. must return to court on (date):� ai(iin111): ? : bOA� 
. ·. J7df{ I) To the Person 1 n  {} 

The court has granted the orders checked below. If you do not obey these orders, you can be arrested 
and charged with a crime. You may be sent to Jall for up ta one year, pay a fine of up to $1,000, or both. @ ei Personal Conduct Orders 

a. You lnust not do the follow inc things lo the p1nson named in © 
D a11djo the other 1nocectcd persons listed iii @: 

(l) u;J' l·l1uu:.s, inti111idacc1 molest, attnck, 11trlke1 stalk, threaten, assault {i>exually or otherwise), hit, abuse, 
destroy personnl pl'9perly of, or distu_rb tlla-pcn!)D _qr1hc person. 

(2) FZf Con1ac1 the 1>crson1 cl1hci"ditectly or indlrCcllyi lu any way, including, but 1101 1i111i1ed to, i11 11erso111 by 
lelcrihnnc, iu wrili11g, hy .public or privnte mnll,·by infurof.flac n1uil, by e·m11il, hy l�xl n1es11a3e, by li11t, 

�r by olhcr e:l1.-c1ronic 1ncaris. 
(3) M" Take any action tu ablBin Ilic person's address or ID<tation. Iflhis ilc:n1 (3) b: not chcckcd, lltc cuurt ha."' 

found good cause not to make this-order. 
(4) 0 Olher (spaci/Y): 

O Other personal conduct orders are attached at the end of this Order on Attachment 6a(4). 

h. Pcacet\11 written contact thl'ough a lawyer or process server or other pci·son for service of legal papers related to ) court case is allowed and does not violate this Order. © l!f Stay-Away Orders 

a. You myir Slay.at least· "Jl Ob yards away frol11 (check all th.al apply): 
(I) lil'T11li jjilraon in(!) .  (7) 0 The place of child care oflhc children of 

(2) O Eacbp1mon in@. Ibo person in(!) . 
(3) !if The ho1ne of the person in (D . (8) If The vehicle of the person in(D. 
(4) l!ii( ;1te job or wo1i<placc of die porson (9) 'Ji?( Ol�er (•p•cijjo): T /,._.. ,.)"'�:;I - <>- w n j m<J). D ,... cJ -e_  ... ...r ' "" =fLir .S'pr;<t 1p..., d"C I"\ o +  
(5) D The school of the person in ©. p r � I/ '--2 t y p. LL -.Pr ' ed. 4..JJ e..., d I ;J 
(6) D The schaol of the children of the C! O U 1" ..J. b a °',... 1 ""�I I ., ',,J b. ' L L  . 

person jn©. yov. . O.r- ' o... po.-·+-7 1 .  0 ..- c.. . 
<f'J b po • "' a. • r:J c..> • f '"' <t.f" J . 

b. Tbis sta)'·away order does nul prevent you fro1n going lo or from your hmne or Place of e1nploymcnt. 

This 1s c1 Court'Order e, ,Y 
Civil Harassmanl Restraining Order After Hearing 

(CLETS·CHO) 
CH·130, Page2o16 

(Civil Haniissment Prevention) 
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® 
I Case Number: 
I 9Cll00884J 

No Guns or Other. Firearms and Ammunition 
a. You cnnnnt own, potSC.'l!i, hnvc, huy or try to buy, receive or try to receive, ur in any other way gel g11111, 

other Orisurms, nr ammunition. 
b. If you have no1 already done so, you 1nus1: 

Within 24 hours of being served wi1h this Order, sell to or store with a licensed gun dealer, or tu1n in 10 a 
law cntOrccn1cnt agency, any guns or other lil'canns .in your innnediatc possession or control. 
Filo a Ret:ipl wilh lhe cuurt within 48 hours of receiving this OrdcrtbGt proves that your guns or fireanns 
have been 1un1cd in, suld, ur sturcd. (You may tlSt! form C:H-IJOO, Proof' of Fil'ennns Tumed In, Solcl, or 
Storcd,/or Ille receipt.) 

c. 0 The court has reeeived infonnation that you nwn or JK1,;seio11 11 tireunn. 
d. 0 The court has made the necessary fmdings and applies the fircann relinquishment exemption under Code of 

Civil Procedure seed on 527 .9(f). Under California law, the pcnion in@ i11 not required to relinquish this 
firemn (specify make, model, a1td suial nu111be1· o/-fin!ann(s)lo.: 

______________ _ 

The fire11.nn 1nual he in hia nr her phyail:nl pOSiiU.,'iion onlydUring scheduled wo1·k hou1·s and during travel to 
and frotn bis or her place of einplt•ymcnt. liven if cxc1npl under California law, lhc pc1'lion in@ 1nay be 
subjccl lo federal pnu;ecution for pusse11sing or cnntrolling a firearm. ® O Lawyer's Fees and Costs 

The person In _ 1nust pay to tl1c per�n irt _ lhc following amounts for 

0 lawyer's fees D costs: 
ill:m AlllP.llll.t 

;: ' ------ ----- · 

s _____ _ ' ------
O Addi I ion al itetns and amount:; Hl't: al!achcd at the end of lhis Order on AUachment 9, 

@ O Possession and Protection of Animals 

a. D The person in (!)is given the sole possession, care, and contl'ol of rho ani1nals listed below, which 1trc 
owned, possessed, leased, kept, 01· held by hint or her, nr re."<ide in his or her household. 
(lde111ifl a11imal.r by, e.g., 1ype, breed, name, cu/or, iex.) 

··--·-···-------·------------------· 

b. 0 The pemo11 in@ must stay at leaNL __ yarJs away from, and not h1kt:, st:ll, lnmsfer, 1mcumber, t:onceHI, 
111olest, attack, 11trikc, threaten, hann, or otherwise dis,puse of. the animals listed above. @ O Other Orders (sper.ify.J: 

O Additional orders arc attached at lbc end of this Orck.'f tm J\ih1clm1eut ·1 1 .  
his 1 s  ctCourt'Order 

Civil Harassment Restraining Order After Hearing 
(CLETS·CHO) 

(Civil Harassment Prevention) 

CH-130, Pago 3 ofO 
-7 
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Case Nu_mbct: 
I PCU008a'f3 

To the Per11on loQ: (i?;l Mandatory Entry of Order Into CARPOS Through CLETS 

'This Order 1n1.1sl be co:!crcJ i:n:to the C11HtOn1ia Res�raining and Prote1Hive Order System (CAttPOS) thl'<1ugh the 
Californin Law L!nfori;:cmtu'll iCJer:om1nunications Sy.&t�in (CtETS). (Check one); 
tt rJ!· The clerk will enter this Order und ltsi. proofwof�scrvice tbnn into CARPOS. 
b. 0 The !.\Jerk will transmit this Order and its proof-of�crvice fo.nn to a law enforcement 11gcm:y to he cnte.l.'ed . in tu CAR11os. 
c, D By the close of b.U$lrte.$$ on the. dale lhat !hh: Order ill made, the p1mmn in (:!_) or hi:s 01· h1:r fowyi::r �lmuld 

deliver a copy of the Order !ll1d its pi{�of.of-�ervicc f¢l'lrt lu lhr: law enforce1ne11t agency !hte<l bdow lo 
e.011.:riu!b CARPOS: 

lialllu.u!IAlllOlntml:'.'!lt1"llL<iU!fil<!l'. illkh:irnrr,(f,;IJJ!'".\1«1P,Zf P) 

[] Atfi:!itiannl fa\V enforcement ag-encks aro Usied iit the end ofthfa Onie:• qn Atrnehrncnt J 2., 

@ Servfc<> of Order on Restrained Person 
a, if The pCrS<5n in@ pcrsurrnlly attended the hearing. Ne Qlher proofof$ctvke !:> nectlctl. 

b. l:J The pernon ill (?) did not attend the hearing. 
( l )  0 Proof o_f service of !bn11 CH�1 lO, Tempv,.avy Res1raf11i11g Order, was presented to th.e court The 

j\tdge'G (,'iders in this fot1ll 41'<!. th¢ $atl'l.t.:l MS ht fonn CHM 1 10-cxeept tbr the- expimt!on dntc, The pernuo in @ must bt• served with this <:)rder. Servke may 00. by maiL 

(2.) D The JvdgQ•$ orders in this fonruu'i:' diffcrenl fi'dtn tht.! h:iltpotary rci,lntitiing ordern L\ fl1n11 CH-1 l(l. Srn1.ntone--but 1101 auyona in(DofG)"-,-�must pcrsonully servl!" n cflpy of this Order on the pen.on 

@ � No Fee to Serve (Notify) Restrained Person 

The sheriff or 1nnr;;htif wiU !H�rve !his Order without ctmrgc bcc11:1-1sG: 
a� The 01·der L� based (!:'I unlav:ft\l violence, a credible threat t)f vlo\ent:"e. O<' tt.W.!kin�, 

h, O The pt:rnm1 inQ) ii; Untitled 10 ;i ft.,>c waiver. 

(1]} Nmnbcr of pages att�1d1ed to this Order, if uny: 

Dair . .  _ _  :fJ: ,.-z. 7 (E;'o J1� 

Civil Harassment Restraining Order After Hearing 
(CU:TS·CHO) 

CH·1JO) Page 4-aHI 
-+ 

{Civil Harassment Prevention) 
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I Casa Nwnbor: 
19Cn008843 

nrn111g and Notice to the Restrained Parson rn 0 

You Cannot Have Guns or Firearms 
Unless itmn Rd is checked, you cannot own, have,. possess, buy or try to buy, receive or try to receive, or othcrwi11c g11t 
guns, other tirearilis, or llJ'!inunition while this Order is in effect. Jfyou do, you can go tojaiJ and pay a Sl,000 fine. Vuu 
must sell co or ston: with a licensed gun dealer, or tum in to a law enforce&ncnt agency, any guns or olher fireanns thlll 
you have or control as stuted In itc1n @ above. The coun will require you lO prove that you did so. 

Instructions for L<1w Enforcetnen't 

Enforcing the Restraining Order 

1bis 01·der is enforce11ble. by nny law cntbrccmerit agency that has received lbc Order, is shown u copy of !he Order, or 
has verified its existence on the Calilbmi.11 RClltt·aining and Protective Order System (CARPOS). J£1be law cnfcrce1ncnt 
agency has not n:::ccivcd pl'oof of service on the rcslraincd person, and the restrained person was not preRent nt the court 
hearing, the aizcncy must advise lho restrained pe1·son of the tenns of the Order and then must enforce it. Violations of 
ibis Order are subject to crhninal penalties. 

Start Date and End Date of Orders 
This Order starts on the date nexl to the judge's signature on page 4 and ends on the expiration date in item @on paga I . 

Arrest Required If Order is Violated 
If an officer has probable cause to believe that (be i-cstraincd person had notice of the ol'dcr and ha& disobeyed it, lhe 
officer must arrest the restrained pt:rson. (Pen. Code, §§ 836(c)(I), 1370l(b).) A violation of lhc order may be a violation 
of Penal Code section 166 or 273.6. Agencies are encouraged to e11ter violation 1nessages into CARPOS. 

Notice/Proof of Service 
1'he law enforcement agency must first· dctenninc if the 1-estrai11ed person had notice of the order. Consider !he l'Clltraincd 
person "served" (given notice) if(Pon. Code, § 836(0)(2)): 

The ofliccr �cus a copy of the P1·u,,f of Se1'Vire or cunlinns lhat the Proof of St!rvlce is on filej 01' 
The resb11ined p"rson wus al the n:ittraining onler hearing or was infonned of the order by an officer. 

An officer can ubtain informalion about the contents of !he order anti pl'oof of service iu CARPOS. If proof of service on 
the resuained pel'SOR cannot be verified and the re.�traincd person was not present at d1e court hearing, tile agency must 
advise the restrained person of the tenns of the order and then enforce it. 

if the Protected Person Contacts the Restrained Person 
Even it' the protected person invites or consents to contact with the reslrained person, lhia Order rc1nains in effect and 
must be enfo1'Clcd. The protected person cannot be a1Tesled fm· inviting or consenling ta contact with the rcstnhled pel'Son. 
The orders can be changed only by anothel' court order. (Pen. Code, § 1 3710(b).) 

This is tl Court Order 

Civil Harassment Restraining Order After Hearing 
(CLETS·CHO) 

(Clvll Harasarnant Pravantlon} 
Cfi..130, Pagellof6 

� 
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r c·asu Number: 

19CHOOBB43 

Conflicting Orders-Priorities of Enforcement 
If more than one restraining order has been Issued, the orders must be enforced according to 
the following priorities: (SeePsn. Code. § 136.2; Fam. Code, .f§ 6383(h)(2), 640S(b).) 

I. EPO: If one of lho orders ii an Emergency Protectlv< Order (fonn BP0..(101) and ii more reatrlcllvc than other 
restraining or protective orders, it has precedence in enforcement over all other orders. 

2. No-Contact Ordsr: Jf tbare is no BPO, a no-contact order that is included in a restraining or protective order has 
precedence over any other restraining or pro1cctivc order. 

3. Criminal Order: If none of the orders includes a no contact order, a domestic violence protct:tive order issued in a 
criminal 011se takes precedence in enforcement over any conflicting civil court order, Any no11Conflicting ttmis of 
the civil restraining ordi:r remain in effect and enforceable. 

4. Famfl.v. Juvenile, or Civil Ordsr: If more than one family,juvcnilc, ot· olher civil restraining or profeetivc order 
has been issued, the one that was Issued Jasl 1nusl be enforced. 

C/ei·k 's Certificate 
{S<al) 

(Clerk wt/Ifill out tbls part.) 
-Clerk's Certlllcat-

I certify that this CtW/ Harassment Re.slralnlng On/er After Hearing is a true and 
COJTeet copy of the original on file in the court. 

Thie; 1 s  a Court  01  d e r  

Civil Harassment Restraining Order After Hearing (CLETS-CHO) 
(Clvll Haraeanutnt Prevention) 

CH-130, Page6af8 
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Halcon, Kasey 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Susan Bassi <gilroybassl@gmail.com> 
Tuesday, September 10, 2019 1 :28 PM 
Rosen, Jeff; Halcon, Kasey; Williams, James; Penfold, Ward; Hara, Kim 
Jason Pintar 
(EXTERNAL] Information on the DV case - Chris Graves pursuant to Marsys Law 

Dear Mr. Rosen and Ms. Halcon, 

Employees in the DAO under your management and supervisor have demonstrated a 
pattern and practice when crime victims seek to have me act as their advocate. 
Specifically, John Q in the matter you are prosecuting related to attorney Valerie 
Houghton and Deanne Q In the matter involving Timothy Powers, where your office has 
refused to communicate with me despite the victim's request for you to do so pursuant to 
Marsy's Law. 

Please be advised; Dawn Graves has asked that I act as her advocate in the domestic 
violence case your office has pending against her former husband Chris Graves. As I 
understand it, Lydia from Community Solutions acts as Ms. Graves' advocate in the rape 
case your office is prosecuting against Sharwian Bobian. 

As to the criminal case your office Is prosecuting against Mr. Graves for domestic 
violence, Ms. Graves has requested I assist her on all matters related to the domestic 
violence issues, including in her family law case, where Mr. Jason Pintar is representing 
her and is copied herein. 

Potential Conflicts: In order to properly address potential conflicts In your office, you 
should be aware that upon learning of the domestic violence, Ms. Graves was Invited to 
my office for an interview and assistance in drafting her story such that she could obtain 
legal representation. Ms.Graves filed her first request with assistance and editing offered 
by an attorney, but the DVRO request was ultimate made In pro se as Ms. Graves did not 
have the funds to be represented in court. Her request was granted by Judge 
Hendrickson and is pending a trial now set for October 7, 2019. 

You should know, that on the day Ms. Graves came to my office, Scott Largent was there, 
despite it being a Sunday and despite him not leaving when I asked for privacy to 
interview Ms. Graves. I recently informed Ms. Graves that I believe Mr. Largent may have 
Illegally recorded Ms. Graves while she was Interviewed first In an area where Scott was 
not present. 

I have informed Ms. Graves, and my other sources, that Mr. Largent poses a potential 
threat to their privacy, and may reveal information related the confidential sources of my 
publishing business, including information related to the criminal prosecution of Mr. 
Graves both for DV and the prosecution of Sharwaln Bobian, such as the fact that Ms. 
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Graves believes Mr. Graves may have set her up to be harmed or raped by a man he 
knew to be mentally unstable. 

Given the pending DV and civil harassment cases involving Mr. Largent, and because I 
am informed a criminal matter has been referred to your office related to Mr. Largent 
where Ms. Pamela Nudleman and I would be considered the victims, it seemed worth 
addressing from a potential conflicts standpoint. Ms. Nudelman is the owner of the 
building located at 2170 The Alameda, where my office is located and has a CLETS elder 
restraining order against Mr. Largent where I am named ·as an additional protected party. 
A copy of that order was previously sent to your office and the County Counsel. 

No formal policv: I have reviewed the DAO policies and procedures procured through a 
public records request. Most of those polices appear to be dated frpm 2006, prior to Victim 
Witness Services being moved under the DA's management and supervision in 2015. 
However, I can not find any policies, or laws to support the DA position that a crime victim 
can not designed the advocate of their choice, even if that advocate is also a crime victim 
and a defendant in an unrelated matter. 

Graves related family law matter and DV case: Ms. Graves is now represented by 
Jason Pintar in her family law matter. Apparently there has been some confusion In that 
matter as it relates to the criminal case against Mr. Graves. Dawn was informed by the 
prosecutor assigned to the case that the matter was proceeding, however upon receiving 
conflicting information from Annie Fortino, Ms. Graves spoke with Clarissa from your 
office this morning to determine if the criminal matter is proceeding. She was informed the 
prosecutor assigned to that case is out through Friday of this week. 

Annie Fortino , the lawyer for Mr. Graves In the family law matter, has said the criminal 
matter was being dropped by the DA's office. I was hoping you could confirm that 
information as Mr. Pintar shall need to address it for the hearing currently scheduled 
before Judge Henrickson on October 7, 2019. 

No Private Lawver Communications: It Is Ms. Graves' intention to minimize her legal 
costs in the family law matter. Therefore, from here forward , all communications pursuant 
to Masry's Law from the DAO in the rape case should be copied to Lydia at Community 
Solutions , as It has since Ms. Halcon and Ms. Harman met with Mr. and Mrs. Graves 
related to that case earlier this year. In the DV matter all communications should be 
copied to me, such that Mr. Plntar's fees are not unnecessarily inflated in the DV matter 
being handled before Judge Hendrickson in the family court. 

Victim Services Funds and Resources: Ms. Graves has now relocated to Texas. I 
understand she was given paperwork that could provide her with $2000 for relocation 
services and additional services for therapy, but is having difficulty filling out that paper 
work to obtain the services. I understand Ms. Nudelman was recently provided money for 
a security system related to her case with Scott Largent and wondered if Ms. Graves 
would be entitled to similar reimbursement for her safety and security. 
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Could you please clarify If Ms. Graves is entitled to relocation reimbursements both in 
the rape, and in the DV matter, or if there is a cap on services for victims of multiple 
unrelated crimes. 

It is my opinion that Ms. Graves, having survived a 1 0-year divorce before a private judge 
where she lost custody of her children, a rape and now domestic violence, is in need of 
the therapy state and federal taxpayers seek to ensure. We are seeking clarification on 
the funds available to assist Ms. Graves and who in the DAO has taken over claims 
processing following Saher Stephans' departure as the county's Victim Claims manager. 

Ms. Graves will need to incur expenses In the family law matter to return for the hearing before 
Judge Hendrickson. If that matter is proceeding while a criminal matter is pending, Ms. Graves is 
entitled to know if Mr. Graves Intends to invoke the 5th Amendment such that the family law 
matter can be continued and Ms. Graves is not subjected to Incurring unnecessary legal 
expenses. 

Therefore, please advise on the incestuous conflicts in this matter and how your office will 
proceed. Please confirm if there remains a pending criminal matter or if Ms. Fortino was provided 
information that was not provided to the victim. Finally, please confirm what financial services 
and resources Ms. Graves is entitled to and if there is someone in the DAO available to assist her 
in obtaining the funds and services she so greatly needs. 

This email is also copied to county counsel as it relates to the potential conflict issues, Mr. Largent 
being noticed as their witness and ail. 

Susan Bassi 
P.O. Box 2220 
Los Gatos, CA 95031 
(831 )320-6421 
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Ha((on, Kasey 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Attachments:: 

Dear Ms. Dauber, 

Susan Bassi •gilroybassi@gmail.com> 
Friday, September 13, 2019 1:18 PM • 

mldauber@gmall.com 
Rosen, Jeff 
[EXTERNAL) Fwd: Please share this Video in Support of Asking the Grand Jury to Indict 
Santa Ciara County DA Jeff Rosen and Attorney Bradford Baugh For lnterferring in Our 
Local Elections and Courts 

' 

9-19- McAfee Theater - logos .pdf 

I did not hear back from you yesterday regarding the San Martin rape victim and hope this finds you 
in good heaHh as I understand you are currenUy undergoing caneer treatments. You may recall that 
as you were assisting Chanel Miller (Emily Doe) In the Brock Turner matter, my associates and I were 
attempting to advocate for and report on stories related to victims of sexual assault, rape, and · 

domestic violence connected 1o our local family courts. For privacy purposes, I have blind copied 
some Of those victims, their advocates and their family members on this email. 

During the 2018 Santa Clara elections a Democratic Club Meeting where Neil Chase of the San Jose 
Mercury made a presentation about the state of our local newspapers, you and I had an opportunity 
to meet. During a break , we had the opportunity to discuss the challenges that often occur when one 
steps up to advocate for, or report on, victims associated with polltlcally charged issues In our local 
communities. After that meeting, I was deeply saddened to learn that your own family had also been 
impacted by suicide and sexual assault long before events unfolded during the Persky Recall 
Campaign. 

I know you are busy with the upcoming release of Ms. MOiar's book, however was hoping you might be 
able to assist a group of vlclnms seeking to bring greater awareness to domestic violence, suicide and 
local reporting here in Silicon Valley. 

Immediately after posting this video: hltos:/{WwwiVoytube.comlwatch?v=LgoznhlVXhM&t=42s In some of 
my social media accounts, I got a text from a reporter friend of mine who asked that I remove him from the 
tag. Mantnstream media television stations appear to be monitoring the social media accounts of their 
reporters and when I connected one such reporter to Mike Wasserman in a social media post, they 
wanted It removed, essentially attempting to "kill" the story and any attention my social media post might 
bring. As you may know, Mike Wasserman Is the only Republican Santa Clara County Supervisor. Laurie 
Smith Is the only other elected official In Santa Clara County who identifies as a Republican 
and came out to endorse Democrat Dave Cortese In the upcoming 2020 elections. 

I have personally attended meetings where both Laurie Smith and Mike Wasserman have sought to 
address Issues related to suicide, sexual assault, and domestic violence for the benefit of students 
at Presentation High School and on behalf of the San Jose Willow Glen neighbors of Bambi Larson, 
when no other Santa Clara elected officials sought to attend these community meetings. 

After making this video: ht!ps://www,Youtube.com{Watcb?y=9waY387yRGc&t=5s , Santa Clara County District 
Attorney Jeff Rosen flied a declaration In a civil matter In an effort to keep me from the courthouses and the 
county buildings where he knew I was Investigating him for Interfering with our local elections, misusing funds 
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earmarked for crime vlcUms and for refusing to prosecute attorney Bradford Baugh and others who have been 
engaging In criminal activity In our family courts with Impunity. I reached out to you In March of this year 
after I obtained emails between you and the DA's office related to that Investigation. Those emails 
were disseminated to local journalists working on a book about the 2018 election where I am 
assisting them. We reached out to you with the hope you might assist me with what was redacted 
from those emails after they were obtained to California's Public Records Act. 

Selective prosecution occurs when a district attorney allows one group of persons to openly commit crimes as 
he/she prosecutes others for lesser crimes for political reasons. As you know Mr. Rosen is prosecUting me for 
filming police in the family courthouse, and for taking a photo of a journalist standing infront of an 
American Flag on the 8th floor of the family courthouse In violation of a local rule. A video of the event 
for which I am being prosecuted can be seen at this 
link: https:/lwww.youlube.com/watch?v=BlgZnBXBYEg&t=12s 

Presently our team Is Involved In a local journalism project where a special video will be released with the 
hope of moving the Santa Clara County Grand Jury to Indict District Attorney Jeff Rosen for criminal 
activity that occured during his 2018 re-election campaign. We are Informed by a local Democrat 
running for office In 2020 that she regularly discusses Grand Jury Investigations with the grand jurors 
and we are hoping she will gel the video to those grand jurors given the conflict Mr. Rosen would 
have presenting the matter himself as is regularly done in public corruption cases. 

Any help or support you can give for this event would be greatly appreciated. A group of sisters touched 
by sexual assault domestic violence, rape and elder abuse are seeking sponsors and ticket purchases 
for this event In support local youth and citizen journalists In their effort to get these Important stories 
told as you were able to have Chanel Miller's Story during the rape prosecution of Brock Turner. 

A link to support this project can be found here: htlos:/lwww.pavoal.com/coj-bln/wabscr?cmd= s
xcllck&hos!ed button ld=UCOY4EHY06CUY&source=url 

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contac! me. I have attached a flyer for next week's event 
and I hope you will be able to attend and support of these other vlcltms so we can get their stories told as 
well. 

Susan Bassi 
P.O. Box 2220 
Los Gatos, CA 95031 
(831 )320-6421 
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Silicon Valley's Multirnedia JountaHsm 
Sy1n�11;shun & Awards 

2020 BEST NETFL!l< PITCHES " JNOIE FILMS• YOUTUBE OOCUSERIES ANOUNCEMENTS 

• YOUTH ESSAYS• PHOTOJOURNALISM • MENTOR & DESIGNER AWARDS 

INSPIRE YOUTH & LOCAL JOURNALISM 

Thursday, September 201 9 
McAfee Theater 

20300 Herriman Ave, 
Saratoga, CA 

6-9pm 
Tickets $20- On!hte: or at tile Door 

i>A:s:;t:::>- FOR STUDENT JOURNALISTS 
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W 20i 9 SWAG BAG SPON: X 

Alphabet, Mt. View 
PayPa l ,  Campbe l l  
Google, Mt. V iew 

Nvi d ia, Sa nta C l a ra 
Face.book, Menlo Park 
Oraeh.�, Redwood CU:y 

I ntel, S a nta C l a r a  
Cisco, S a n  Jose 

Appl e, Cuperti no 
Tesl a ,  Fremont 

S t anford U n ivers ity 
Sa nta Cl ara University 

S a n  Jose Sta te University 
Santa Clara Cou nty Supervisor Mlk" Wasserman 

Santa Clara County S\lpervisor Cindy Chave• 

Santa Clara County Supervisor Dave Cortese 
Santa Clara County Supervisor Susan Ellenberg 

Santa C lara County Supervisor Joe Smitian 

Santa Clara county Sheriff Lau rie Smith 

Santa Clam Cou nty District Attorney Jefl Rosen 
Santa Clara County Victim Services Director Kasey Halcon 

Gilroy Mayor Roland Velasco 

S po ns o rs h i ps a n d  Donat ions  A n n o u n ced 9-19-2019 

-:::::: 

2860 

Ca
lif

or
ni

a 
Ju

di
ci

al
 B

ra
nc

h 
N

ew
s S

er
vi

ce
   

cj
bn

s.
or

g 
So

ci
on

om
ic

 Ju
st

ic
e 

In
st

itu
te

   
so

ci
oe

co
no

m
ic

in
st

itu
te

.c
om

 



REPORT TYPE fOFFiCE.OF THE DiBTRICT AnORNEv BOI CASE NUMBER -"c=1·e�e-(=a_x4_>____ _ __ _ _ _ J_ . . --�J'tiite:IiciAif��� - -'-e_11_9_o_91_&_0_9_9 
______ --1 

DEFENDANT 

-�-a�-�h �ll_S.!1.!!_ ______ - ----· . .  - - .. ·-·· ·----·-· ---·- -·· ··--· -----·------------- . ·- -- --

SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT 

ATTACHMENTS: 

1.) Emal! dated September 191h, 2019 from (S) Susan Bassi to (V) Kasey Halcon titled "Press 
Release: Pop Up Documentary - Erasing Famlly and the Impact on Children, Seniors, and 
Families" 

INVESTIGATION: 

The purpose of this report is to document the on-going restraining order violations from (S)Bassi. 

On 09/19/2019 at approximately 0930 hours, (V)Halcon contacted me about another email she 
received from (S)Bassi. (V)Halcon showed me an email she received earlier In the morning. I saw 
the email was dated 09/19/2019 and received at 091 7hrs. The sender's email address was 
giiroybassi@gmail.com. It appeared (V)Halcon was blind copied on the email. The content of the 
emafl related to an event (S)Bassl organized at Saratoga HS and more specifically about a 
documentary film called "Erasing Family". For complete details of the email refer to the attachment. 

While there was no threatening language towards (V)Haicon in the email, (S)Bassi continued to 
wlllfully violate the conditions of the restraining order by contacting (V)Halcon via email. 

End of Report 
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H<dcon, Kasey 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject; 

Attachments: 

Susan Bassi <gllroybassi@gmail.com> 
Thursday, September 19, 201 9 9:°17 AM 
Be11jan1in T. Rada; Pascal, Brian 
{EXTERNAL] Press Release: Pop Up Documentary • Erasing Family and the Impact on 
Children, Seniors and Families · Tonight M<:Afee Theater in Saratoga 6·9pm· Oenfits 
Youth Journalism 
9· 19· McAlee Theater - logos .pdf 

• 

1n 

SARATOGA- CA · For Immediate Release: A special screening of the documentillY film Erasing 
Family will be shown at McAfee Theater in Saratoga this evening, Thursday, SeptembE1r 19, 
2019, from 6-9pm as.part of the Little Green Key Symposll,Jm slJPPorting youth jqurn1>!1sm. 

We apologize for the late notice, but the film was just released for this special screening In advance 
of its wider release ne?<t month. We are also pleased Io present local authors and lawyers including 
criminal defense attorney Joseph Tully who will be on hand to sign copies of his latest bqok. Robin 
Yeamans, a well-known family law attorney, will be on hand to speak about the Jmpactramily courts 
have had on our children for the past three decades in SlliGOn Valley. Several other Bay Area writers, 
filmmakers, and musicians will be on hand for this special event seeking to bring greater awarness to 
the mental health and financial impact family courts have had on our seniors, children, and famili?s. 

Attached please find a ftyer with more information about the event, which includes a Symposium 
designed to support youth journalism and storytelling. More Information can be round on the event's 
website: htt11s:11��!!.hkoY:&o!:l'.ll 
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Thank you, 
Susan Bassi 
P.O. Box 2220 
Los Gatos, CA 95031 (831)32().6421 
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